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957H CONGRESS, 3D SESSION. 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1838. 


IN SENATE. ; 
Monxpay, December:3, 1838. a 
e was.ca to 


At twelve o’clock, th S 
order by Hon. W. R. Kile, of Alabai, Pres- 
ident pro tempore, when the folley ing Senators 


appeared in their 
P Mesara. Wi and &DLES, of Maine; 
vand Prce, of New Hamp- 
shire; á < Vy 

Messrs. Prentese Swirt,’ 

Messrs. Nirgsand Situ 

Messrs. Rosames and K “of Rhode Island. 

Mr. Danis Massach tetts; : 

Mr. Was rt, of New York; 

Mr.. LL, of New Jersey; 

Messrs. Bucnanan and McKean, of Pennsyl- 
vania; 

Messrs. Bayarp and Crayton, of Delaware; 

Mr. Meraicx, of Maryland; 

Messrs. Roane and Rives, of Virginia; 

Mr. Srrance, of North Carolina; 

Mr. Caruoun, of South Carolina; 

Mr. Lumrxin, of Georgia; 

Mr, Kine, of Alabama; 

Mr. Crirrenven, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. Morris and ALLEN, of Ohio; 

Messrs. Tipton and Surrn, of Indiana; 

Messrs. Rosinson and Youna, of Illinois; 

Mr. Fotron, of Arkansas; and 

Mr. Norvent, of Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
credentials of Hon. Eruram H. Foster, ap- 
pointed by the Governor of the State of Tennes- 
see a Senator from that State to supply the va- 
cancy occasioned by the resignation of Hon. 
Fenix GRUNDY. 

The usual oath was then administered to Mr. 
Fosrer by the President, and he took his seat in 
the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of the Senate had 
assembled, and were ready to proceed to business. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to join such 
committee as may be appointed on the part of the House of 
Representatives to wait on the President of the United 
States, and inform him that quorums of the two Houses 
had assembled, and were ready to receive any eommunica- 
tions he might make. 

‘Whereupon Messrs. Wricut and ALLEN were 
appointed the committee on the part of the Senate 
by the President. 

On motion by Mr. McKEAN, the usual order 
was taken for the supply of the Senators with 
newspapers during the session. 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of meeting be at 12 m., until 
otherwise directed. 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 3, 1838. 


This being the day set apart by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the SPEAKER called the House to 
order at twelve o’clock, m. ` 

The roll was then called over by States, and 
the following members answered to their names: 
MAINE. 

Joseph C. Noyes, 
Virgil D. Parris, 
Edward Robinson. 


onnecticut; 


Hugh J. Anderson, 
Thomas Davee, 
George Evans, 
John Fairfield, 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Charles G. Atherton, “Joseph Weeks, 
Samuel Cushman, Jared W. Williams. 
James Farrington; : 


| MASSACHUSETTS. 
John Quincy Adams, Richard Fletcher, ~ 
Nathaniel B. Borden; George Grennell, jr., 
George N. Briggs, ‘William S. Hastings, 
William B. Calhoun, “Leyi Lincoln; 
Caleb Cushing, > William Parmenter: 


1 


Heman Allan, 
Horace Everett, 
Isaac Fletcher, 


John T. Andrews, 
Bennet Bicknell, 
Samuel! Birdsall, 
John C. Brodhead, 
Isaac H. Bronson, 


i Churchill C. Cambreleng, 


Timothy Childs, 
John C. Clark, 
Edward Curtis, 
John I. De Graff, 
John Edwards, 
Millard Fillmore, 
Henry A. Foster, 
Albert Gallup, 
Abraham P. Grant, 
Hiram Gray, 

Ogden Hoffman, 
Thomas B. Jackson, 
Nathaniel B. Jones, 


John B. Aycrigg, 


William Halsted, 
John P. B. Maxwell, 


William Beatty, 
Richard Biddle, 
Andrew Buchanan, 
Edward Darlington, 
Edward Davies, 

Jacob Fry, jr, 

Robert H. Hammond, 
Thomas Ilenry, 
Edward B. Hubley, 
George M. Keim, 

John Klingensmith, jr., 
Henry Logan, 

Thomas M. T. McKennan, 


John Dennis, 
Benjamin C. Howard, 
Daniel Jenifer, 
William Cost Johnson, 


Linn Banks, 

Andrew Beirne, 
James W. Bouldin, 
Robert Craig, 

George C. Dromgoole, 
George W. Hopkins, 
Joscph Johnson, 
John W. Jones, 


Jesse A. Bynum, 
Henry W. Connor, 
Edmund Deberry, 
Micajah T. Hawkins, 
James J. McKay, 
William Montgomery, 


William K. Clowney, 
Franklin H. Elmore, 


William C. Dawson, 
Thomas Glascock, 
Seaton Grantland, 


John Calhoon, 
William J. Graves, 
James Harlan, 
Richard Hawes, 
Richard H. Menefee, 
| Jobn L. Mürray, -= 


RHODE ISLAND. 

Robert B. Cranston, Joseph L. Tillinghast. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Elisha Haley, Lancelot Phelps, 

Orrin Holt, Isaac Toucey, 

Samuel Ingham, Thomas T. Whittlesey. 


VERMONT. 


Hiland Hall, 
William Slade. 


NEW YORK. 


Gouverneur Kemble, 
Arphaxed Loomis, 
Richard P. Marvin, 
Robert McClellan, 
Charles F. Mitchell, 
Eli Moore, 

William H. Noble, 
John Paimer, 
Amasa J. Parker, 
Luther C. Peck, 
Zadock Pratt, 

John H. Prentiss, 
David Russell, 

Mark H. Sibley, 
James B. Spencer, 
William Taylor, 
Obadiah Titus, 
Abraham Vandeveer, 
Henry Vail. 


NEW JERSEY. ` 


Joseph F. Randolph, 
Charles C. Stratton, 
Thomas Jones Yorke. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Matthias Morris, 
Samuel W. Morris, 
Charles Naylor, 
Lemuel Paynter, 
David Petrikin, 
Arnold Plumer, 
David Potts, jr, 
Luther Reily, 

John Sergeant, 
Danie! Sheffer, 
George W. Toland, 
David D. Wagener. 


DELAWARE. 
John J. 


MARYLAND. 


Milligan. 


John P. Kennedy, 
James A. Pearce, 
Francis Thomas, 

John T. H. Worthington. 


VIRGINIA. 


James M. Mason, 
Charles F. Mercer, 
William S. Morgan, 
Francis E. Rives, 
John Robertson, 
Archibald Stuart, 
John Taliaferro, 
Henry A. Wise. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Abraham Rencher, 
Samuel T. Sawyer, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Charles Shepard, 
Edward Stanly, 
Lewis Williams. 


a 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Jobn K. Griffin, 
R. Barnwell Rhett. 


GEORGIA. 


Charles E. Haynes, 
Jabez Jackson, 
George W. Towns. * 


KENTUCKY. 


John Pope, 

Edward Rumsey, 
William W. Southgate, 
Joseph R. Underwood, 
John White, 
“Sherrard Williams. 


TENNESSEE. 
= Jamés K: Polk; : 
Ebenezer, J. Shields, - 
William Stone, i 
Hopkins L: Turney; 
Joseph L. Williams, à 
Christopher H. Wiliams: 

$ 


Jotin Bell, 
William B. Campbell, ` 
William B. Carter, i 
Richard Cheatham, 
John W. Crockett, ~ 
‘Abraham P. Maury, 
Abraham McClellan, 
OHIO. 
Alexander. Harper, 
Daniel P. eadbetter, 
Samson Mason, 
Calvary Morris, 
Matthias Sheplor, | 


James Alexander, jr-, 
John W. Ailen, 
William Key Bond, 
John Chaney, 
Thomas Corwin, 


C. J. Coffin, Taylor Webster. 
Patrick G. Goode, 
LOUISIANA. 
Henry Johnson, 
INDIANA. 


George H. Dunn, 
John Ewing, 
Wiliam Graham, 


William Herod, 
James Rariden, 
Albert $, White. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Thomas J.. Word. 
ILLINOIS. : 
Zadok Casey, Adam W, Snyder 
William L., May, 
ALABAMA, 


Reuben Chapman, Joshua L. Martin. 


Dixon H. Lewis, - 
MICHIGAN. 
Isaac E. Crary. 
FLORIDA TERRITORY, 
Charles Downing, 


JOWA TERRITORY. 
W. W. Chapman. 


The following gentlemen appeared, were qual- 
iñed, and took their seats. : 
Messrs. Beers and Purwam of. New York, 
Gippines and Swearieen of Ohio, and Crass 
of Alabama. «a Bae 
WISCONSIN. ELECTION. 2 ti, 
Mr. CRARY announced the Chair that Hon. 
J. W. Dory was in attendance as a Delegate 
from the Territory of Wisconsin, and moved 
that he be qualified. be 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, then rose and pro- 
tested against the right of Mr. Dory to take his: 
seat in violation of Mr. J.’srights as the sitting 
member, no vacancy having occurred, and he hav; 
ing never resigned 0 ee Oni nike 
The SPEAKER said it was a question for the 
House to take its order upon... ` 
Mr. GRARY produced the certificate of Mr. 
Dorvy’s election from Governor Dodge; which 
was read. : j 
Mr. KEIM moved to lay Mr. Crary’s motion 
on the table, but, y a : 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, the further con- 
sideration of the subject was postponed till Thurs- 
day next. : 


“ELECTION OF CLERK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Chief Clerk, notifying the House of the 
death of Colonel Walter S. Franklin, late Clerk 
to the House of Representatives; which was 


read. 

Mr. PETRIKIN then submitted a resolution 
authorizing the present assistant clerk to actas. 
Clerk of the House until the vacancy occasioned. 
by the death of Mr. Franklin should be filled.: 

Mr. MILLIGAN moved to amend by substi- 
tuting aresolution for the House to proceed forth- 
with to elect a Clerk. ay 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved an amendment so 
as to provide that the election should be vive. 
voce. 

Mr. MILLIGAN inquired if tais motion was 
in order? i aa ne ay ie 

The SPEAKER ruled it to be $0. 0o urio pa? 

Mr. ADAMS further asked if it didnot con 
flict with that rule of the House which previded. 
that officers of the House should be elected by: 
ballot? .. wp tie pieces 

The SPEAKER remarked that-there wae: io" 


: 
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such rule; the only one having reference to that, 
point merely: providing what shall be done in 
cases of election. by ballot. : ; . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and 
nays; which, being ordered, were — yeas 119, 
nays 91; a8 follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brod- 
head; Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, 
Chaney Chapman, Cheatham, Clark, Connor, Crabb, Craig, 
Crary, Cushman, Dawson, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, 
Edwards, Eimore, Ewing, Farrington, Fairfield, Tsaac | 
Fletcher, Poster, Fry, Gallup, Glascock, Granuand, Gray, 
Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt; Hop- 
kins, Howard, Hubley, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Jolm W. Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, |} 
Loomis, Lyon, James Y., Mason, Martin, MeKay, Robert 
McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Menefee, Mitchell, Mont- 
gomery, Moore, Morgan, Samucl W. Morris, Murray, i 
Noble, Paimer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petri- 
kin, Phelps, Plumer, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Rariden, 
Reily, Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Shefter, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Si s, Shepler, Snyder, 
Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, ‘Taliaferro, Taylor, ‘Thomas, | 
Titus, Toucey, Towns, ‘Turney, Underwood, Vail, Van- 
derveer, Wagener, Webster, Weeks, Sherrard Wiliams, | 
Jared. W. Williams, Joseph L, Williams, and Worthington i 
119, a 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John |! 
W. Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, 
Wiliam B. Calhoun, John Cathoon, William B. Campbell, 
Carter, Childs, Clowney, Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Crock- 
ett, Curtis, Darlington, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dann, 
Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, | 
Goode, William Graham, Grant, Graves, Greunell, Hall, | 
Halsted, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, | 
Hoffman, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William Cost Jobnson, | 
Kennedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Samson Mason, Manry, May, | 
Maxwell, MeKenuan, Mer Milligan, Matthias Morris, | 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Pearee, Peck, Pope, Potts, { 
Putnam, Randolph, Rencber, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, } 
Russell, Sergeant, Sibley, Stade, Southgate, Stanly, Stone, | 
Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, Albert S. White, John White, | 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Christopher H. Williams, | 
Wise, Word, and Yorke—91, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the question recurring on the latter as | 
amended— i 

Mr. THOMAS remarked, substantially, that, | 
though he had voted for the amendment, and Mr. | 
Muurcan’s proposition had been thereby made | 
more acceptable to him, yet he was not prepared | 
to vote for it at this time. There were several 
candidates, if he had not been misinformed; and 
it was barely possible that their merits could yet | 
have beon sufficiently canvassed. He thought it 
better, therefore, to postpone the election for a 
day or two, and in the interim employ the assist- 
ant clerk, Moreover, there was little probability 
that the election would be closed to day, perhaps 
not to-morrow, and hence the annua! message of 
the President would be prevented from going 
forth to the country at the usual time. 

After some further remarks, indistinetly heard 
at the reporter's desk— 

Mr. T. concluded by saying that he was pre- 
pared to sustain a general proposition that all 
cases of election by that House should be viva voce. 

Mr. PEARCE expressed a wish that the Elouse 
would proceed forthwith. 

The House was then divided on Mr. Mistr- 
GAN’s.amendment; and it being agreed to—ayes 
102, noes 101—-the resolution, as thus amended, 
was also agreed to—ayes 104, noes 96. 

So the House determined to proceed with the 
election of a Clerk forthwith, viva voce. 

The following nominations were then made: 

Mr. BRONSON nominated Edward Living- 
aton, of New York. i 

‘Mr. CORWIN nominated M. St. Clair Clarke, 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE nominated Hugh A. Gar- | 
land, of: Virginia. 

Mr. SER EANT nominated Samuel Shock, 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLIGAN nominated Arnold Naudain, 
of Delaware, 

Mr. WAGENER nominated Henry Buehler, 
of wooden 

Mr.CHANEY nominated John Bigler, of Ohio. 

Mr. POPE nominated James H. Burch, of Mis- 
sour). 


FIRST VOTE. 


For M. St. C. Clarke-— Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, 
Jobn W, Allen, Aycrigg, Beil, Bond, William B. Cathoun, 
John Calhoon, Willian B. Campbell, Carter, Cheatham, 
Childs, Ctowney, Corwin, Crabb, Curtis, Cushing, Dawson, 
Deberry, Dernis, Evans, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Gid- 
dings, Goode, Graham, Graves, Griffin, Harlan, Hastings, | 
Hawes, Hoffman, Henry Johnson, William ©. Johnson, | 


"Shepard; Shields; Sibley, Stanly, Stone; Tihinghast, John 


| Morris, Paynter, Petriken, Plumer, Reily, Sheffer, Wag- 


| aud Christopher H. Wiiliams—9, 


i choice, 106. 


White, Sherratd Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, 
Wood, and Yorke+53. pts 

‘For H: A. Garland—Messrs. Anderson, Atherton, Banks, 
Beirne, Bouldin, Bynum, Casey, Chapman, Connor, Craig, 
Crary, Davee, Dromgoole, Elmore, Fairfield, Glascock, 
Grantland, Haley, Hawkins, Haynes,’ Hopkins, Howard, | 
Inghain, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, John W, Jones, 
Lewis, Lyon, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Abraham 
McCiellan, Montgomery, Morgan, Murray, Parris, Phelps, 
Rhett, Rives, Sawyer, Snyder, Stuart, Thomas, Toucey, 
Towns, Turney, Jared W. Williams, and Worthington—48. į 

For Edward Livingston—Messrs. Andrews, Beers, Biek- 
nell, Birdsall, Brodhead, Bronson, John Campbell, De Graff, 
Foster, Gallup, Grant, Gray, Holt. Thomas B. Jackson, Na- 
thanic! Jones, Kemble, Loomis, Robert McClellan, Moore, 
Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Pratt, John H. Pentiss, 
Spencer, ‘Taylor, Titus, Vail, Vandeveer, and Thomas T. 
Whittlesey—31. 

For Samuel Shock—-Messrs. Alexander, Biddle, Borden, 
Cranston, Darlington, Davies, Fillmore, Henry, Marvin, 
McKennan, Mitchell, Matthias Morris, Naylor, Peck, Potts, 
Putnam, Ridgway, Russell, Sergeant, Slade, and Toland Í 
onl P i 

For Arnold Naudain—Messrs. Briggs, Coffin, Dunn, Ev- 
erett, Grennell, Hall, Harper, Jenifer, Samson Mason, 
Maury, May, Maxwell, Milligan, Pearce, Rariden, Ran- 
doiph, Reucher, Stratton, Taliaferro, and Lewis Williams 
—~ 20. 

For H. Buehler—Messrs. Beatty, Buchanan, Fry, Ham- 
mond, Hubley, Keim, Klingensinith, Logan, Samuel W. 


ener, and Weeks—16. 
Hor James Burch—Messrs. Crocket, Halsted, Herod, 
Menefee, Rumsey, Southgate, Underwood, Albert S. White, 


For John Bigler—Messrs. Chaney, Cushinan, Farring- 
ton, Isaac Pletcher, Leadbetter, Sheplor, Swearingen, and 
Webster—s. 

For R. M. Whitney—Messrs. Clark and Edwards—2. 


Whole number of votes, 210; necessary to a 


Neither of the candidates having a majority of 
the whole number of votes cast, a second call was 
ordered. 

Mr. CUSHMAN moved that the House ad- 
journ; which was not agreed to. 


SECOND VOTE. 


For M. St. C. Clarke—Messts. Adams, 
man Allan, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, 
William B. Calhoun, Jobn Calhoon, Campbell, Carter, 
Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Corwin, Crabb, 
Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Dawson, Deberry, ! 
Dennis, Dann, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, 
Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, Graham, Graves, Grennell, 
Griffin, Mall, Halstead, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, 
Hoffman, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William C. Johnson, 
Kennedy, Lincotn, Samson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, | 
Menetee, Mercer, Mathias Morris, Calvery Morris, Naylor, 
Noyes, Pearce, Peck, Pope, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, 
Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, Stanley, Stone, Stratton, 
‘Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, John 
White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams Joseph L. 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—88. 

For Hugh A. Garland—Messrs. Anderson, Atherton, 
Banks, Beirne, Bouldin, Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey,Chap- 
man, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Davee, Dromgoole, 
Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Fry, Glascock, 
Grantland, Haley, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, How- 
are, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Lewis, Lyon, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, 
Abraham McClellan, Montgomery, Morgan, Murray, Par- 
ker, Parmenter, Parris, Petrikin, Phillips, Rhett, Rives, 
Sawyer, Snyder, Stuart, Thomas, Toucey, ‘Towns, Tur- 
ney, Wills, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, and Worthing- 
ton—59, 

For Edward Livingston—Messts. Andrews, Beers, Bick- 
nell, Birdsall, Brodhead, Bronson, De Graff, Edwards, Gal- 
lup, Grant, Gray, Thomas B. Jackson, Nathaniel Jones, 
Kemble, Loomis, Robert McClellan, Moore, Noble, Palm- 
er, Pratt, Prentiss, Spencer, Taylor, Titus, Vail, and Van- 
derveer—26. 

For Samuel Shock—Mesers, Biddle, Borden, Darlington, 
Davis, Henry, Marvin, McKennan, Mitchell, Potts, Ridg- 
way, Russell, Sergeant, and Christopher H, Williains—13, 

For Henry Buchler—Messrs. Beatty, Buchanan, Ham- 
mond, Itubley, Keim, KI ngensmith, Logan, Samuel W. 
Morris, Paynter, Plumer, Reily, Wagener, and Sheffer—13. | 


Alexander, He 
Bell, Bond, Briggs, 


For J. Bigler—Messrs. Chaney, Isaac Fletcher, Lead- || 
| better, Sheplor, | 


Swearingen, and Webster—6, 

For Arnold Naudain—Messrs. Herod, Milligan, Rencher, 

and ‘Paliaferro—4. 
Whole number 

choice, 105. 


Mr. THOMAS rose for the purpose of moving | 
that the Speaker be empowered to vote, and sub- 
mitted an amendment to the standing order to that 
effect. 

Mr. WISE insisted that the motion was notin 
order, and the Chair so ruling, the motion was | 
not entértained. 

Mr. TOUCEY 
Lost—92 to 110. 


of votes, 209; necessary to a! 


moved that the House adjourn. 


THIRD VOTE. 
The names of Messrs. Bigler, Livingston, 


Kennedy, Lincoln, Mercer, Calvary Morris Noyes, Pope 
Robertson, Robinson, Augustine H, Shepperd, Charles 


Buehler, Naudain, and Shock, were then sey- | 


erally withdrawn by the gentlemen who nom- 


inated them, and the House voting a third time, 
the result was announced to be as follows: 

For Hugh 4. Garland — Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, 
Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, 
Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Clowney, Connor, Craig, 
Crary, Cushman, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Elmore, 
Farrington, Fairfield, Richard Fletcher, Foster. Fry,Gailup, 
Glascock, Grant, Grantland, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Ham- 
mond, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Joseph John- 
son, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, 
James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. 
Morris, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 
Reilly, Rhett, Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, Charles Shepard, 
Shepler, Snyder, Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Taylor, 
Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vander- 
veer, Wagener, Webster, Weeks, Whittlesey, Jared W. 
Williams, and Worthington—106. 

For M. St. C. Clarke—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, He- 
man Allan, John W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, 
Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, John Cahoon, Camp- 
bell, Carter, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Coffin, Corwin, 
Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, 
Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, 
Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, 
Goode, Graham, Graves, Grennell, Ta, Halsted, Harlan. 
Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hoftman, Jenifer, 
Henry Johnson, William €. Johnson, Kennedy, Lincoln, 
Marvin, Samson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, MeKen- 
nan, Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchel, Mathias Morris, 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Pearce, Peck, Pope, Potts, 
Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Robert- 
son, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Sergeant, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, Stant¥, Stone, 
Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Un- 
derwood, Albert S. White, John White, Christopher H. 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Lewis Williams, Sherrard 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—1L04. 


Whole number of votes, 210. Necessary to a 
choice, 106. 

So Huan A. Garran having received a ma- 
jority of the votes, was declared to be duly elect- 
ed Clerk to the House for the residue of the pres- 
ent Congress. 

Mr. HAYNES moved to take up the usual 
message from the Senate; but the motion was set 
aside by a conversation on the order of business. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the daily hour 
of meeting was ordered to be twelve o’clock, m. 
till otherwise directed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the House adjourned 
at half past three, p. m. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuespay, December 4, 1838, 


Mr. Cray, of Alabama, appeared in his place. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Garuann, their Clerk, 
staling that the House was organized and ready 
‘9 proceed to business. 

- Also, that the House had concurred in the res- 
olution of the Senate, appointing a joint commit- 
tee to wait upon the President of the United 
States, informing him that the two Houses were 
organized and ready to receive any communica~- 
tion he might make. 

And that the House had appointed as said com- 
mittee on their part, Messrs. CAMRRELENG, Lin- 
COLN, and CONNOR. 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 

Mr. KNIGHT gave notice that, on to 
he would ask leave to bring ina 
of Sarah Angel and the other heirs of Benjamin 
King, deceased.. Also, a bill to allowa drawback 
on imported hemp when manufactured into cord- 
age and exported. 

‘Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gave notice that on 
to-morrow he would ask leave to bring in a bill 
for the reduction and graduation of the price of 
the public lands. 


-morrow, 
bill for the relief 


PETITION. 


Mr. RIVES presented the petition of James 
Barron,a captain in the Navy of the United States, 
praying that a law may be passed providing for 
a settlement of his accounts on the principles of 
equity; laid on the table. 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 

Mr. BAYARD moved that, by unanimous con- 
sent, the appointment of the standing committees 
be made by the Chair. This, he observed, was 
done at the last Session to avoid the delay attend- 
ing the numerous ballotings; and, as no material 
change had taken place in the body since the last 


session, he thought it would be advisable toadopt 
the same course at the present session. 
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Mr. HUBBARD was in favor of the motion, 
but did not wish it acted on for the present, inas- 
much as several Senators were absent who might 
be excluded. No inconvenience, he observed, 
would result from the delay of a day or two; and 
he hoped the gentleman would consent to suspend 
his motion for that time. 

Mr. BAYARD said that if the motion prevailed, 
the Chair would necessarily take two or three 
days time to appoint the committees in, and thus 
the objection of the Senator, with respect to the 
absence of members, would be obviated. He 
found by the Journal that at the last session the 
appointment of the standing committees was 
vested in the Chair, on the motion of Mr. GRUN- 
px; and as the complexion of the body was nearly 
the same at this session, he thought the same 
convenience would result from pursuing a similar 
course now. 

Mr. HUBBARD observed that, ifthe order was 
now passed vesting the appointment of the stand- 
ing committees in the Chair, the gentleman would 
find them announced when the Journal was read 
to-morrow. He did not know whether the ab- 
sent Senators would be excluded or not, but under 
the impression that they would be, he would 
move, if the gentleman pressed his motion, to lay 
it on the table. He hoped, however, the gentle- 
man would not press it. 

Mr. BAYARDsaid, certainly not. The motion, 
if adopted, must be adopted unanimously, and 
the intimation of the gentleman that he wished it 
delayed for the present, was sufficient to induce 
him to withdraw it. ’ 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

“MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the United 

tates and inform him that quorums of the two 
Houses of Congress had assembled, and were 


ready to receive any communication he might j 


make, reported that they had performed the duty 
assigned them, and had received for answer that 
the President would immediately make a com- 
munication to Congress in writing. 

A message was then received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Mr. Martın Van 
Buren, jr., his Private Secretary, as follows: 


Fellow-citizens of the Senate 
and House of Representatives: 

I congratulate you on the favorable circum- 
stances in the condition of our country, under 
which you reassemble for the performance of 
your official duties. Though the anticipations of 
an abundant harvest have not everywhere been 
realized, yet, on the whole, the labors of the hus- 
‘bandman are rewarded with a bountiful return; 
industry prospers in its various channels of bus- 
iness and enterprise; general health again prevails 
through our vast diversity of climate; nothing 
threatens, from abroad, the continuance of ex- 
ternal peace; nor has anything at home impaired 
the strength of those fraternal and domestic ties 
which constitute the only guarantee to the success 
and permanency of our happy Union, and which, 
formed in the hour of peril, have hitherto been 
honorably sustained through every vicissitude in 
our national affairs. These blessings, which 
evince the care and beneficence of Providence, call 
for our devout and fervent gratitude. 

We have not less reason to be grateful for other 
bounties bestowed by the same munificent hand, 
and more exclusively our own. 

The present year closes the first half century 


of our Federal institutions; and our system—dil- | 
fering from all others in the acknowledged, prac- | 


tical, and unlimited operation which it has for so 
long a period given to the sovercignty of the peo- 
ple—has now been fully tested by experience. 
The Constitution devised by our forefathers as 
the framework and bond of that system, then 
untried, has become a settled form of Government; 
not only preserving and protecting the great prin- 


ciples upon which it was founded, but wonder- | 


fully promoting individual happiness and private 
interests. Though subject to change and entire 
revocation, whenever deemed inadequate to all 
these purposes, yét such is the wisdom of its con- 
struction, and so stable has been the public senti- 
ment, that it remains unaltered, except in matters 
of detail, comparatively unimportant. It has 
proved amply sufficient for the variousemergencies 
incident to our condition as a nation. A formi- 


i 
i 
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dable foreign war; agitating-collisions between | 
domestic, and, in some respects, rival sovereign- 
ties; temptations to interfere in the intestine com- | 
motions of neighboring countries; the dangerous 
influences that arise in periods of excessive pros- | 
perity; and the anti-republican tendencies of as- 
sociated wealth—these, with other trials not less | 
formidable, have all been encountered, and thus | 
far successfully resisted. 

It was reserved for the American Union to test 
the advantages of a government entirely depend- 
ent on the continual exercise of the popular will; | 


and our experience has shown that it is as benef- |}. 


icent in practice as it is just in theory. Each 
successive change made in our local institutions 
has contributed to extend the right of suffrage, 
has increased the direct influence of the mass of 
the community, given greater freedom to indi- 
vidual exertion, and restricted, more and more, 
the powers of Government; yet the intelligence, 
prudence, and patriotism of the people have kept | 
pace with this augmented responsibility. In no 
country has education been so widely diffused. 

Domestic peace has nowhere so largely reigned. | 
The close bonds of social intercourse have in no | 
instance prevailed with such harmony over a 
space so vast. Allforms of religion have united, 
for the first time, to diffuse charity and piety, be- 
cause, for the first time in the history of nations, 
all have been totally untrammeled and absolute- 
ly free. The deepest recesses of the wilderness 
liave been penetrated; yet, instead of the rudeness | 
in the social condition consequent upon such ad- 

ventures elsewhere, numerous communities have 

sprung up, already unrivaled in prosperity, gen- ! 
eral intelligence, internal tranquillity, and the 
wisdom of their political institutions. Internal 
improvement, the fruit of individual enterprise, 
fostered by the protection of the States, has added 


new links to the Confederation, and fresh re- || 


wards to provident industry. Doubtful questions | 
of domestic policy have been quietly settled by | 
mutual forbearance; and agriculture, commerce, ; 


and manufactures, minister to each other, Tax- | 


ation and public debt, the burdens which bear : 
so heavily upon all other countries, have pressed | 
with comparative lightness upon us, Without | 


. . . . | 
one entangling alliance, our friendship is prized i 


by every nation;and the rights of our citizens are 
everywhere respected, because they are known 
to be guarded by a united, sensitive, and watch- 

ful people. i 

To this practical operation of our institutions, 
so evident and successful, we owe that increased | 
attachment to them which is among the most 
cheering exhibitions of popular sentiment, and 
will prove their best security, in time to come, 
against foreign or domestic assault. 

This review of the results of our institutions, 
for half a century, without exciting a spirit of vain | 
exultation, should serve to impress upon us the | 
great principles from which they have sprung; | 
constant and direct supervision by the people over | 
every public measure; strict forbearance on the ; 
part of the Government from exercising any doubt- | 
ful or disputed powers; and a cautious abstinence 
from all interference with concerns which prop- 
erly belong, and are best left, to State regulations | 
and individual enterprise. 

Full information of the state of our forcign 
affairs having been recently, on different occa- 


sions, submitted to Congress, I deem it necessary | 


now to bring to your notice only such events as | 
have subsequently occurred, or are of such im- ; 
portance as to require particular attention. | 
T'he most amicable dispositions continue to be | 
exhibited by all the nations with whom the Gov- | 
ernment and citizens of the United States have | 
an habitual intercourse. At the date of my last | 
annual message, Mexico was the only nation | 
which could not be included in so gratifying a | 
reference to our foreign relations. i 
I am happy to be now able to inform you that | 
an advance has been made towards the adjustment | 
of our difficulties with that Republic, and the res- | 
toration of the customary good feeling between | 
the two nations. This important change has been | 
effected by conciliatory negotiations, that have | 
resulted in the conclusion of a treaty between the | 
two Governments, which, when ratified, will refer 
to the arbitrament of a friendly Power, all the | 
subjects of controversy between us growing out | 
of injuries to individuals, There is, at present, 
also, reason to believe that an equitable settlement 
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of all disputed points will be. obtained without 
further difficulty or unnecessary delay; and thus 


| authorize the free resumption of diplomatic inter- 


course with our sister Republic. 

With respect to the northeastern-boundary of | 
the United States, no official correspondence be- 
tween this Government and that of Great Britain 
has passed since that communicated to Congress. 
towards the close of their last session. The offer 
to negotiate a convention for the appointment.of 
a joint commission of survey and exploration, T. 
am, however, assured willbe metby her Majesty ’s 
Government in a conciliatory and friendly spirit, 


| and instructions to enable the British Minister 


here to conclude such an arrangement will be 
transmitted to him without needless delay. It'is 
hoped and expected that these’ instructions will 
be of a liberal character, and that this negotia- 
tion, if successful, will prove to be an important 


| “step towards the satisfactory and final adjustment 


of the controversy. 

I had hoped that the respect for the laws. and 
regard for the peace and honor of their own coun- 
try, which has ever characterized the citizens of 
the United States, would have prevented any por- 


| tion of them from using any means to promote 
| insurrection in the territory of a Power with which 


we are at peace, and with which the United States 
are desirous of maintaining thé most friendly rela- 
tions. I regret deeply, however, to be obliged to 
inform you that this has not been the case. In- 
formation has been given to me, derived from 
official and other sources, that many citizens of 
the United States have associated together to 
make hostile incursions from our tertitory into 
Canada, and to aid and abet insurrection there, 
in violation of the obligations and laws. ofthe 
United States, and in open disregard of their own 
duties as citizens. This information has been in’ ~ 
part confirmed, by a hostile invasion actually 
made by citizens of the United States, in conjune- 
tion with Canadians and others, and accompanied 
by a forcible seizure of the property of our citi- 
zens, and an application thereof to the prosecu- 
tion of,military operations against the authorities 
and people of Canada. a 

The results of these criminal assaults upon the 
pee and order of a neighboring country have 

een, as was to be expected, fatally destructive to . 
the misguided or deluded persons engaged in them, 
and highly injurious to those in whose behalf they 
are professed to have been undertaken. . The au- 
thorities in Canada, from intelligence received of 
such intended movements among our ‘citizens, 
have felt themselves obliged.to take precautionary 
measures. against them;. haye actually. embodied 
the militia, and assumed an attitude, to repel the 
invasion to which they believed the colonies were 
exposed from the United States. A state of-feel- 
ing on both sides of the frontier has thus: been: 
produced, which called for prompt and vigorous 
interference. If an insurrection existed in Can- 
ada, the amicable dispositions of the United States 
towards Great Britain, as. well as their duty. to 
themselves, would lead them to maintain:a strict 
neutrality, and to restrain their citizens from all 
violations of the laws which have been passed for 
itsenforcement. But this Government recognizes 
a still higher obligation to repress all attempts on 
the part of its citizens to disturb the peace of a 
country where order prevails, or has been reés- 
tablished. Depredations by, our citizens gppon 
nations at peace with the United States, or com- 
binations for committing them, have at all times 
been regarded by the American Government and 
people with the greatest abhorrence. Military 
incursions by our citizens into countries so sit- 
uated, and the commission of acts of violence on 
the members thereof, in order to effect a change 
in its government, or underany pretext whatever, 
have, fram the commencement of our Govern- 
ment, been held equally criminal on the part of 
those engaged in them, and as much deserving 
of punishment as would be the distérbance of the 
public peace by the perpetration of similar acts 
within our own territory. f 

By no country or persons have these invaluable 
principles. of international law—principles, the 
strict observance of which is so indispensable to 
the preservation of social order in the world— 
been more earnestly cherished or sacredly Yes. 
spected than by those great and good men wae 
first declared, and finally established, the inde- 
pendence of our own country. They promulgated ` 
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and maintained them at an early and critical pe- 
riod in our history; they were subsequently em-: 
bodied in legislative enactments of a highly penal 
character, the faithfal enforcement of which has 
hitherto been, and will, T trust, always continue 
tobe, regarded as a duty inseparably associated 
with. the maintenance of our national honor. 
That the people of the United States should feel 
an interest in the spread of political institutions 
as frée as they regard their own to be, is natural, 
nor can a sincere: solicitude for the success. of all 
those who are,.at any time, in good faith strug- 
gling for theiracguisition, be imputed to our cit- 
izens as a citime: With the entire freedom of 
opinion, and an undisguised expression thereof, 
on theit part, the Governmenthas neither the right, 
nor, I trust, the disposition to interfere. But 
whether the interest or the honor of the United 
States require that they should be made a party 
to any such struggle, and, by inevitable conse- 
quence, to the war which is waged in its sup- 
port, is a question which, by our Constitution, 
is wisely left to Congress alone to decide It is, 
by the laws, already made criminal in our citi- 
zens to embarrass or anticipate that decision by 
unauthorized military operations on their part. 
Offenses of this character, in addition to their 

riminality as violations of the laws of our coun- 
try, have. a direct ‘tendency to draw down upon 
our own citizens at large the multiplied evils of 
a forcign war, and expose to injurious imputa- 
tions the good faith and honor of the country. 
As such they deserve to be put down with 


` promptitude and decision. Teannot be mistaken, | 


fam confident, in counting on the cordial and 


geueral concurrence of our fellow-citizens in this | 


sentiment. A copy of the proclamation which I 
have felt it my duty to issue, is herewith com- 
municated. Icannot but hope that the good sense 
and patriotism, the regard for the honor and rep- 
utation of their couniry, the respect for the laws 
which they have themselves enacted for their own 
government, and the love of order for which the 
niass of our people have been so long and so 
justly distinguished, will deter the comparatively 
few, who are engaged in them from a further 
prosecution of such desperate enterprises, In 
the mean time, the existing laws have been, and 
will continue to be, faithfully excented; and ever 
effort will be made to carry them out in their full 
extent. Whether they are sufficient, or not, to 
mect the nctual state of things on the Canadian 
frontier, it is for Congress to decide. 

Tt will appear from the correspondence here- 
with submitted, that the Government of Russia 
declines a renewal of the fourth article of the con- 
vention of April, 1824, between the United States 


and his Imperial Majesty, by the third article of jj 


which it is agreed that‘ herenfter there shall not 
be formed by the citizens of the United States, or 
under the authority of the said States, any estab- 
lishment upon the northwest coast of America, 
nor hi any of the islands adjacent, to the north of 

* 540 40 of north Jatitude; and that in the same 
mafner there shall be none formed by Russian 
subjects, or under the authority of Russia, south 
of the same parallel,” and by the fourth article, 
that, during a term of ten years, counting from 
the signature of the present convention, the ships 
of both Powers, or which belong to their citizens 
or subjects respectively, may reciprocally fre- 
quen without any hinderance whatever, the in- 
terior seas, gulfs, harbors, and creeks upon the 
coast mentioned in the preceding article, for the 
purpose of fishing and trading with the natives of 
the country.’” ‘The reasons assigned for declin- 
ing to renew the provisions of this article, are, 
briefly, that the only use made by our citizens of 
the privilege it secures to them, has been to sup- 
ply the Indians with spirituous liquors, ammu- 
nition, and fire-arms; that this traffic has been ex- 
cluded from the Russian trade; and as the supplies 
furnished fromthe United States are injurious to 
the Russian “establishments on the northwest 
coast, and calculated to produce complaints be- 
tween the two Governments, his Imperial Ma- 
jesty thinks it for the interest of both countries 
not. to. accede to the proposition made by the 
American Government for the renewal of the arti- 
cle last referred to. 

The correspondence herewith communicated 
will show the grounds upon which we contend 
that the citizens of the United States have, inde- 
pendent of the provisions of the convention of 


i ernment, and of their condition. 


1824, a right to trade with the natives upon the. 
‘coast in question, at unoccupied places, liable, | 
| however, it is admitted, to be at any time extin- 
guished by the creation of Russian establishments 
at such points. Thisright is denied by the Rus- | 
i sian Government, which asserts that, by the op- 
eration of the treaty of 1824, each party agreed 
to waive the general right to land on the vacant 
coasts on the respective sides of the degree of läti- 
tude referred to; and accepted, in lieu thereof, the 
mutual privileges mentioned in the fourth article. 
The capital and tonnage employed by our citizens | 
in their trade with the northwest coast of America 
will, perhaps, on adverting to the official state- ! 
ments of the commerce and navigation of the 

i United States for the last few years, be deemed | 
| too inconsiderable in amount to attract much at- 
i, tention; yet the subject may, in other respects, 
| deserve the careful consideration of Congress. 

I regret to state that the blockade of the prin= 
cipal ports on the eastern coast of Mexico, which, 
in consequence of differences between that Re- 
public and France, was instituted in May last, 
unfortunately still continues, enforced by a com- | 
petent French naval force, and is necessarily em- 
barrassing to our own trade in the gulf, in com- | 
mon with that of othernations. Every disposition, 

however, is believed to exist on the part of the 
i French Government to render this measure as 
| little onerous as practicable to the interests of the 
| citizens of the United States, and to those of neu- 
tral commerce; and itis to be hoped that an early 
settlement of the diffcultics between France and 
Mexico will soon reéstablish the harmonious re- | 
lations formerly subsisting between them, and | 
again open the ports of that Republic to the ves- 
sels of all friendly nations. 

A convention for marking that part of the 
boundary between the United States and the Re- 
public of Texas which extends from the mouth | 
of the Sabine to the Red river, was concluded and | 
signed at this city on the 25ih of April last. It} 
has since been ratified by both Governments; and | 
seasonable measures will be taken to carry it into 
effect on the part of the United States. 

The application of that Republic for admission 
into this Union, made in August, 1837, and which 
was declined for reasons already made known to 
you, hus been formally withdrawn, as will appear 
from the accompanying copy of the note of the 
Minister Plenipotentiary of Texas, which was 
presented to the Secretary of State on the occa- 
sion of the exchange of the ratifications of the 
convention above mentioned. 

Copies of the convention with Texas, of a com- 
mercial treaty concluded with the King of Greece, 
and of a similar treaty with the Peru-Bolivian 
Confederation, the ratifications of which have 
been recently exchanged, accompany this message 
j for the information of Congress, and for such 
legislative enactments as may be found necessary 
or expedient, in relation to cither of them. 

To watch over and foster the interests of a grad- 
ually increasing and widely-extended commerce; | 
to guard the rights of American citizens, whom 
business, or pleasure, or other motives, may tempt 
into distant climes, and at the same time to culti- 
vote those sentiments of mutual respect and good 
will which experience has proved so beneficial in 
international intercourse, the Government of the 
United States has deemed it expedient, from time 
to time, to establish diplomatic connections with 
different foreign States, by the appointment of 
representatives to reside within their respective 
territories. Iam gratified to be enabled to an- 
nounce to you that, since the close of your last | 
session, these relations have been opened under 
the happiest auspices with Austria and the Two 
Sicilies; that new nominations have been made 
in the respective missions of Russia, Brazil, Bel- ! 
gium, and Sweden and. Norway, in this country; 
and that a Minister Extraordinary has been re- 
ceived, accredited to this Government from the | 
Argentine Confederation. : f 

An exposition of the fiscal affairs of the Gov- 
1 for the past year, | 
will be made to you by the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury. 
| The available balance in the Treasury, on the | 
| Ist of January next, is estimated at $2,765,349. | 
| The receipts of the year from customsand lands, | 


1 
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million dollars, including interest and principal, 
will be outstanding at the end of the year—and 
by the sale of one of the bonds of the Bank of the 
United States, for $2,254,871. The aggregate of 
means from these and other sources, with the bal- 
ance on hand on the Ist of January last, has been 
applied to the payment of appropriations by Con- 
gress. The whole expenditure for the year on 
their account, including the redemption of more 
than eight million Treasury notes, constitutes an 
aggregate of about forty million dollars, and will 
still leave in the Treasury the balance before 
stated. 

Nearly eight million dollars of Treasury notes 
are to be paid during the coming year, in addition 
to the ordinary appropriations for the support 
of Government. For both these purposes, the 
resources of the Treasury will undoubtedly be 
sufficient, ifthe charges upon it are not increased 
beyond the annual estimates. No excess, how- 
ever, is likely to exist; nor can the postponed 
installment of the surplus revenue be deposited 
with the States, nor any considerable appropri- 
ations beyond the estimates be made, without 
causing a deficiency in the Treasury. The great 
caution, advisable at all times, of limiting ap- 
propriations to the wants ofthe public service, 
is rendered necessary at present by the pros- 
pective and rapid reduction of the tariff; while the 
vigilant jealousy, evidently excited among the 
people by the occurrences of the last few years, 
assures us that they expect from their represent- 
atives, and will sustain them in the exercise of, 
the most rigid economy. Much can be effected 
by postponing appropriations not immediately 
required for the ordinary public service, or for 
any pressing emergency; and much by reducing 
the expenditures. where the entire and, immediate 
accomplishment of the objects in view is not in- 
dispensable. 

‘When we call to mind the recent and extreme 
embarrassments produced by excessive issues of 
bank paper, aggravated by the unforeseen with- 
drawal of much foreign capital, and the inevitable 
derangement arising from the distribution of the 
surplus revenue among the States, as required by 
Congress, and consider the heavy expenses in- 
curred by the removal of Indian tribes, by the 
military operations in Florida, and on account of 
the unusually large appropriations made at the 
last two annual sessions of Congress for other 
objects, we have striking evidence, in the present 
efficient state of our finances, of the abundant re- 
sources of the country, to fulfill all its obligations. 
Nor is it less gratifying to find that the general 
business of the community, deeply affected as it 
has-been, is reviving with additional vigor, chas- 
tened by the lessons of the past, and animated by 
the hopes of the future. By the’ curtailment of 
paper issues; by curbing the sanguine and adven- 
turous spirit of speculation; and by the honorable 
application ofall available means to the fulfillment 
of obligations, confidence has been restored both 
at home and abroad, and ease and facility secured 
to all the operations of trade. 

The agency of the Government in producing 
these results has been as efficient as its powers 
and means permitted. By withholding from the 
States the deposit of the fourth installment, and 
leaving several millions at long credits with the 
banks, principally in one section of the country, 
and more immediately beneficial to it, and,at the 
same time, aiding the banks and commercial com- 
munities in othersections; by postponing the pay- 
ment of bonds for duties to the amount of between 
fourand five million dollars; by an issue of Treas- 
ury notes as a means to enable the Government 
to meet the consequences of their indulgences, 
but affording, at the same time, facilities for re- 
mittance and exchange; and by steadily declining 


| to employ as general depositories of the public 


revenues, or receive the notes of all banks which 
refused to redeem them with Specie, by these 
measures, aided by the favorable action of some 
of the banks, and by the support and codperation 
of a large portion of the community, we have 
witnessed an early resumption of specic payments 
in our great commercial capital, promptly fob 
lowed in almost every part of the United States 
This result has been alike salutary to the true in- 
terests. of agriculture, commerce, and manufac 
tures; to public morals, respect for the laws, and 
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| will probably amount to $20,615,598. These usu- | 
al sources of revenue have been increased by an | 
‘issue of Treasury notes~-of which less than eight 


that confidence between man and man which is so 
essential in all our social relations. ` 


ration of the latter; the prompt restoration of busi- 


ness; the evident benefits resulting from an ad- | 


herence by the Government to the constitutional 
standard of value, instead of sanctioning the sus- 


pension by the receipt ofirredeemable paper; and | 
the advantages derived from the large amount of |! 


specie introduced into the country previous to 
1837, afford a valuable illustration of the true pol- 


icy of the Governmentin such a crisis; nor can the | 


comparison fail to remove the impression that a 
national bank is necessary in such emergencies. 
Not only were specie payments resumed without 
its aid, but exchanges have also been more rap- 
idly restored than when it existed; thereby show- 
ing that private capital, enterprise, and prudence 
are fully adequate to these ends. On all these 
points experience seems to have confirmed the 
views heretofore submitted to Congress. We have 
been saved the mortification of seeing the dis- 
tresses of thé community for the third time seized 
on to fasten upon the country so dangerous an 
institution; and we may also hope that the busi- 


ness of individuals will hereafter be relieved from | 


the injurious effects of a continued agitation of 
that disturbing subject. The limited. influence 
of a nationa! bank in averting derangement in the 
exchanges of the country, or in compelling the 
resumption of specie payments, is now not less 
apparent than its tendency to increase inordinate 
speculation by sudden expansions and contrac- 
tions; its disposition to create panic and embar- 
rassment for the promotion of its own designs; 
its interference with politics; and its far greater 
‘power for evil than for. good, either in regard to 
the local institutions or the aperations of Govern- 
ment itself. What was, in these respects, but ap- 
prehension or opinion, when a national bank was 
first established, now stands confirmed by humil- 
iating experience. The scenes through which we 
have passed conclusively prove how little our 
commerce, agriculture, manufactures, or finance, 
require such an institution, and what dangers are 
attendant on its power—a power, I trust, never 
to be conferred by the American people upon their 
Government, and still less upon individuals not 
responsible to them for its unavoidable abuses. 
My conviction of the necessity of further legis- 
lative provisions for the safe-keeping and disburse- 
ment of the public moneys, and my opinion in 
regard to the measures best adapted to the accom- 
plishment of those objects, have been already sub- 
mitted to you. These have been strengthened by 
recent events; and, in the full conviction that time 
and experience must still farther demonstrate their 


propriety, l feel it my duty, with respectful def- i 


_ erence to the conflicting views of others, again to 
invite your attention to them, 

With the exception of limited sums deposited 

in the few banks still employed under the act of 


1836, the amounts received for duties, and, with |, 
very inconsiderable exceptions, those accruing | 


from Jands also, have, since the general suspen- 
sion of specie payments by the deposit banks, 
been kept and disbursed by the Treasurer, under 
his general Jegal. powers, subject to the superin- 
tendence of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
propriety of defining more specifically, and of 
regulating by law the exercise of this wide scope 


of Executive discretion, has been already sub- | 


mitted to Congress. 

A change in the office of collector at one of our 
principal ports, has brought to lighta defaleation 
of the gravegi character, the particulars of which 
will be laid before you in a special report from 


the Secretary of the Treasury. By his report and i! 


the accompanying documents, it will be seen that 
the weekly returns of the defaulting officer appa- 
rently exhibited, throughout, a faithful adminis- 
tration of the affairs intrusted to his management. 
It, however, now appears that he commenced ab- 
stracting the public moneys shortly after his ap- 


-pointment, and continued to do so, progressively | 


increasing the amount, forthe term of more than 


seven years, embracing a portion of the period |, 


during. which the public moneys were deposited 


in the Bank of the United States, the whole of | i 3 t l 
| on this interesting subject. To these I ask your | 
‘early attention, That it should have given nise | 


that of the State bank deposit system, and con- 


cluding oniy.on his retirement from office, after ) 


that system-had substantially failed, in conse- 

quence of the suspension of specie payments. 
The way inwhich this defalcation. was.so long 

concealed, and the, steps.taken to indemnify the 


- 


| United States, as far as practicable, against loss, 
li 


ii establishment of a more severe and secure system 


{ 


ernment to private uses, should be made a felony, 
and visited with severe and ignominious punish- 
ment. This is already, in effect, the law in re- 
j spect to the Mint, and has been productive of the 
_most salutary results. Whatever system is 
: adopted, such an enactment would be wise as an 
|; independent measure, since much of the public 
moneys must, in their collection and ultimate 


| 
| application of public money by an officer of Gov- 
| 
| 
| 
(3 
| 
j 


public officers, in whatever manner they are inter- 
| mediately kept. The Government, it must be 
admitted, has been from its commencement com- 
paratively fortunate in this respect. But the ap- 
pointing power cannot always be well advised in 
its selections, and the experience of every country 
has shown that public officers are not at all times 
proofagainst temptation. Itisaduty, therefore, 


| ests committed to its care as to the officers them- 
selves, to provide every guard against transgres- 
sions of this character that is consistent with 
reason and humanity. Congress cannot be too 
jealous of the conduct of those who are intrusted 
with the public money; and I shall, at all times, 


|| this duty. If a more direct coöperation on the 
| part of Congress, in the supervision of the con- 


application of the public money is deemed desira- 
| ble, it will give me pleasure to assist in the estab- 
| lishment of any judicious and constitutional plan 
| by which that object may be accomplished. You 
| will,in your wisdom, determine upon the propri 
| 


ety of adopting such a plan, and upon the meas- 
|| ure necessary to its effectual execution. When 
il the late Bank of the United States was incor 
|| porated, and made the depository of the public 
H 
| 


spect, at its pleasure, by a committee of that body, 
| the books and the proceedings of the bank. 


are supposed to rank among the first in point of 
stability, they are subjected to constant examin- 
| ation by commissioners appointed for that pur- 
i| pose, and much of the success of its banking 
| system is attributed to this watchful supervision. 
The same course has also, in view of its bene- 
| ficial operation, been adopted by an adjoining 
í State, favorably known for the care it has always 
|: bestowed upon whatever relates to its financial 
į! concerns. 1 submitto your consideration whether 
a committee of Congress might not be profitably 
>mployed in inspecting, at such intervals as might 
| be deemed proper, the affairs and accounts of 


i| proceedings. It does appear to me that, with a 
| subjection of this class of public. officers to the 
; general supervision of the Executive, to exam- 
ii inations by a committee of Congress at periods 
: of which they should have no previous notice, 
‘and to prosecution and punishment as for felony 
for every breach of trust, the safe-keeping of the 
| public moneys, under the system proposed, might 
; be placed on a surer foundation than it has ever 
i| occupied since the establishment of the Govern- 
$ 


at 


i 
jj ment. . 
| The Secretary of the Treasury will lay before 
| you additional information containing new. details 


|| to great diversity of opinion cannot be a subjec 


| the public moneys had been for so many years 
connected with, and made subsidiary to, the ad- 


disbursement, pass twice through the hands of 


|! which the Government owes, as well to the inter- | 


be disposed to encourage a watchful discharge of || 


duct of the officers intrusted with the custody and ; 


moneys, a right was reserved to Congress to in- j 


In one of the States whose banking institutions | 


| of surprise... After the collection and custody of | 


vancement of private interests, a return to the 
simple'and. self-denying ordinances: of the Con- 
stitution could not but be difficult. But:time and 
free discussion eliciting the sentiments of the peo- 
ple, and aided. by that conciliatory spirit which 
has ever characterized their course on great emer 
gencies, were relied upon for a satisfactory sét~ 
tlement of the question. Already has: this-anti- 
cipation on one important point at least—the.in 
propriety of diverting public, money to. private 
purposes—been fully realized... There is no rea- 
| Son to suppose that legislation upon that.branch 
of the subject would now be embarrassed. by. a 
difference of opinion, or fail to receive the cordial 
| support of-a large majority of our constituents: 
The connection which formerly. existed between ` 
| the Government and banks, was in, reality inju- 
rious to both, as well as to the general interests 
of the community at large.. Itaggravated the dis: 
| asters of trade and the derangements of compen: 
| cial intercourse, and administered new excitement 
l| and additional means to wild and reckless,specu-: 
| lators, the disappointments of which threw. the 
|| country into convulsions of panic, and all. but pro- 
i 
if 
! 
| 
H 


i| duced violence and bloodshed. The imprudent 
i expansion of bank credits, which was the natural 
result of the command of the revenues ofthe State 
furnished the resources for unbounded license in 
every species of adventure, seduced industry from 
its regular and salutary occupations by the hope 
of abundance without labor, and deranged the 
social state by tempting all trades and professions 
into the vortex of speculation on remote .contin- 
gencies, ; : swig ate 
The same wide-spreading influence impeded’ 
|| also. the resources. of the Government, curtailed 
li its useful operations, embarrassed the fulfillment 
i| of its obligations, and seriously interfered with: 
the execution of the laws. Large appropriations: i 
and oppressive taxes are the natural consequences’ | 
|| of such a connection, since they increase the prof- 
| its of those who are allowed to use the. public 
| funds, and make it their interest that. mone 
| should be accumulated and expenditures multi- 
plied. It is thus thata concentrated money power 
is tempted to become an active agent in political 
|, affairs, and all past experience has shown on 
|| which side that influence will be arrayed. We 
|| deceive ourselves if we suppose that it will ever 
|! be found asserting and supporting the rights of .. 
the community at large, in opposition to the claims 
j of the few. y s eee 
i In a Government whose distinguishing charac- 
|| teristic should be a diffusion and equalization of 
| its benefits and burdens the ad vantage of individu- 
als will be augmented at the expense of the mas 
of the people. Nor is it the nature.of combina- 
| tions for the acquisition. of legislative influence to 
| confine their interference. to the-single object for 
ii which they were originally formed... The p- 
il tation to extend it to other matters, 1s, on the 
j contrary, not unfrequently too. strong to be resist~ 
ed. The influence in the direction of the public 
‘affairs, of the community at large, is, therefore, 
‘in no slight danger of being sensibly and injuri- 
ously affected by giving to a comparatively small, 
but very efficient class, a directand exclusive per- 
i sonal interest in so importanta portion. of the le- 
| gislation of Congress as that which relates to the 
: custody of the public moneys, If laws acting 
upon private interests cannot always be avoided, 
they should be confined within the narrowest lim- 
its, and left, wherever possible, tọ the Legisia- 
tures of the States., .When,.not thus. restricted, 
they lead; to combinations. of powerful associa- 
tions, foster and influence necessarily selfish, and 
| turn the fair course of legislation to sinister ends, 
rather than to objects that advance public liberty, 
and promote the general good. : 
The whole subject now rests with yous and I 
cannot. but express a hope that some definite , 
measure will be adopted at the present session. 
It. will. not, I am sure, be deemed out of place 
` for me here to remark, that the declaration of my 
| views in opposition to the policy of employing 
banks as depositories of the Government funds 
| cannot justly be construed as indicative of hos- 
|, tility, official or personal, to those institutions; or 
iito repeat,in this form,and in connection with this 
| subject, opinions which J have uniformly enter- 
! tained, and on all. proper occasions expressed. 
Though always opposed: to-their creation inthe 
form of exclusive privileges, and as a State ma- 


i| gistrate aiming, by appropriate legislation, to 
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secure the community against the consequences 
of their’ occasional mismanagement, E have yet 
ever wished to see them protected in the exercise 
ofrights conferred by law, and have never doubted 
their-utility, when properly managed, in promot- 
ing the interests of trade, and, through that chan- 
nel, the other interests of the community. To the 
General. Government they. present themselves 
merely as State institutions, having no necessary 
connection with its, legislation or its administra- 
tion. Like other State establishments, they may 
be used or not in conducting the affairs of the 
Government, as public policy and the general in- 
terests of the Union may seem to require. The 
only safe or proper principle upon which their 
intercourse with the Government can be regulated, 


derived from monopolies in the fabrication and 
sale of this article, yet as these, monopolies are 
really injurious to the people where they are estab- 
lished, and the revenve.derived from them may 
be less injuriously and with equal facility obtained 
from another and a liberal system of administra- 
tion, we cannot doubtthat our efforts will beevent- 
ually crowned with success, if persisted. in with 
temperate firmness, and sustained by prudent 
legislation, ; 

In recommending to Congress the adoption of 
the necessary provisions at this session for taking 
the next census, or enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the United States, the suggestion presents itself 
whether the scope of the measure might not be 
usefully extended, by causing it to embrace au- 


is that which regulates their intercourse with the | 

yrivate citizen—the conferring of mutual benefits. 
When the Government can accomplish a financial 
Operation better with the aid-of the banks than | 
without, it should be at liberty to seck that aid | 
as it.would thé services of a private banker, or 
other capitalists or agents, giving the preference | 
to those who will serve iton the best terms. Nor 
can there ever exist an interest in the officers of : 
the General Government, as such, inducing them ` 
to embarrass or annoy the State banks any more | 
than to ineur 
State institutions, or of private citizens. [tis not 


in the nature of things that hostility to those insti- | 
tutions can spring from this source, Or any oppo- | 


sition to their course of business, except when 
they themselves depart from the objects of their ; 
creation, and attempt to usurp powers not con- ; 
verréd upan them, or to subvert the standard of | 
value established by the Constitution. While 
opposition to their regular operations cannot exist 
in this quarter, resistance to any attempt to make | 
the Government dependent upon them for the suc- 
cessful administration of public alfairs is a matter | 


of duty,as I trust it ever will be of inclination, | 
no matter from what motive or consideration the | 


attempt may originate, 

It is no more than just to the banks to say that, 
in the Inte emergency 
sistod the’ strongest te 
paper issues 
pension of 
even thong 
enactments. ‘To this honorable coarse, 
the resistence of the General Goyerume t 
in obedience to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, to the introduction of an ivredeem- 
adle paper medium, may be attributed, in a great 
degree, the ey restoration of oure 
a sound stato, and the business of the 
its wonted prosperity. Tho banks have but to 


mptatons to extend their 


Specie payments by publie opinion, 


i 


rided by 


continue in the same safe course, and be content : 
in their appropriate sphere, to avoid all interfer- 

Generi Government, and to derive : 
from it all the protection and benefits which it: 


ence from the 


bestows on other State esta 


blishments, on the peo- 
pe òf the States, and on 
i 


the States themselves. 


n this, their true position, they cannot but se- | 
people | 


cure the confidence and good will of the 
and the Government, which they can only los 
when, leaping from their legitimate sphere, they 
attempt to control the legislation of the 
and pe 
their own purposes. 

Our experience under the act passed at the last 
session, to grant preemption rights to settlers on 
the public lands, has as yet been too limited to 
enable us to pronounce with safety upon the ef- 
ficncy ofits provisions to carry out the wise and 
liberal policy of the 
“There is; however, t 
favorable results fram its operation. 


} The recom- 
mendations former] 


f y submitted to you, in respect 
to a graduation of the price of the public lands, 
remain to be finally acted upon. 
no reason to change the Views th 
your attention to them is 
quested, 

Every proper exertion has been made, and will 
be continued, to carry out the wishes of Congress | 
in relation to the tobacco trade, as indicated in the | 
several resolutions of the House of Representa- ; 
tives and the legislation of the two branches. A ! 
favorable impression has, I trust, been made in 
the different foreign countries to which particular 
attention has been directed, and although we can- 
not hope for an early change in their policy, ag in | 
many of them a convenient and large revenue is | 


again respectfully re- 


the ‘hostility of any other class of : 


» most of them firmly re- | 
s When apparently sustained in a sus- | 
hin some eases invited by legislative | 


nt, acting | 


urrency to i 
country to ; 


country, 
rvert the operations of the Government to | 


Government in that respect. : 
he best reason to anticipate | 


Having found ; 
en expressed, | 


thentic statistical returns of thé great interests 
specially intrusted to, or necessarily affected by, 
the legislation of Congress. 

The accompanying report of the Secretary of 


of the Army, and of the several branches of the 
public service confided to the superintendence of 
that officer. 

The law increasing and organizing the military 
establishment of the United States has been nearly 
carried into effect, and the Army has been ex- 
tensively and usefully employed during the past 
season, 

I would again call to your notice the subjects 
connected with and essential to the military de- 
fenses of the country, which were submitted to 
you at the last session, but which were notacted 
upon, as is supposed, for want of time. The 
most Important of them is the organization of the 
militia on the maritime and inland frontiers. This 
| measureis deemed important, as itis believed that 
it will furnish an effective volunteer force in aid 
of the regular Army, and may form the basis for 
agenoral system of organization of the entire mi- 
lita of the United States. The erection of a na- 
tional foundery and gunpowder manufactory, and 
one for making small-arms, the latter to be situ- 
ated at some point west of the Alleghany mount- 
ains, all appear to be of sufficient importance to 
be again urged upon your attention. 

The plan proposed by the Secretary of War for 
the distribution of the forces of the United States 
in time of peace, is well calculated to promote 
regularity and economy in the fiscal administra- 
tion of the service, to preserve the 
troops, and to render them available for the maim- 
tenance of the peace and tranquillity of the coun- 


the defense of the western frontier. The preser- 


izens who are settled upon that border country, 
as well as the existence of the Indian population, 
which might be tempted, by our want of prepara- 
tion, to rush on their own destruction and attack 
the white settlements, all seem to require that this 
subject should be acted upon without delay, and 
the War Department authorized to place that 
country ina state of complete defense against any 
assault from the numerous and warlike tribes 
which are congregated on that border. 

it affords me sincere pleasure to be able to ap- 
prise you of the entire removal of the Cherokee 
nation of Indians to their new homes west of the 
Mississippi. The measures authorized by Con- 
gress at tts last session, with a view to the lon 
standing controversy with them, have had the 
happiest effects. By an agreement concluded with 
them by the commanding general in that country, 
who has performed the duties assigned to him on 
the ogcaston with commendable energy and hu- 
manity, their removal has been principally under 
the conduct of their own chiefs, and they have 
emigrated without any apparent reluctance. ` 

Tho successful accom 
ant object; the re 
nation, 
fugitives amongst the Semin 
progress already made towar 
tion of the removal of the 
taws, the Pott 
Chippew 
dian lands durin 


moval, also, of the entire Creek 


awatomies, the Ottawas, and the 


g the present year, have ren- 
dered the speedy and successful result of the long 
established policy of the Government upon the 
subject of Indian affairs entirely certain. The oc- 
casion is, therefore, deemed a proper one to place 
this policy in suek a point of view as will exon- 


War presents a satisfactory account of the state | 


discipline of the | 


try, With this view, likewise, I recommend the | 
adoption of the plan presented by that officer for | 


plshment of this import- | 


with the exception of a small number of | 
oles in Florida; the | 
ds a speedy comple- | 
Chickasaws, the Choc- | 


as, with the extensive purchases of In- | 


vation of the lives and property of our fellow-cit- ! 


j directed by the best fee 


; attention and sympathy, 
; granted in fe 


erate the Government of the United States from 
the undeserved reproach which has been cast 
upon it through several successive Administra- 
tions, That a mixed occupancy of the same ter- 
ritory by the white and red man is incompatible 
with the safety or happiness of either, is a posi- 
tion in respect to which there has Jong since’ 
ceased to be room for a difference of opinion, 
Reason and experience have alike demonstrated 
its impracticability. The bitter fruits of every 
attempt heretofore to overcome the barriers inter- 
posed by nature have only been destruction, both | 
physical and moral, to the Indian; dangerous 
conflicts of. authority betwcen the Federal and 
State Governments; and detrimental to the indi- 
vidual prosperity of the citizen, as well as to the 
great improvement of the country. The reme- 
dial policy, the principles of which were settled 
more than thirty years ago, under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson, consists in an extinc- 
tion, for a fair consideration, of the title to all the 
lands still occupied by the Indians within the 
States and Territories of the United States; their 
removal to a country west of the Mississippi, 
much more extensive, and better adapted to their 
condition, than that on which they then resided; 
the guarantee to them, by the United States, of 
their exclusive possession of that country forever, 
exempt from all intrusions by white men, with 
ample provisions for their security against exter- 
nal violence and internal dissensions, and the 
extension to them of suitable facilities for their 
advancement in civilization. This has not been 
the policy of particular Administrations ony, but 
of each in succession since the first attempt to 
carry it out under that of Mr. Monroe. Allhave 
labored for its accomplishment, only with difer- 
ent degrees of success. The manner of its exe- 
cution has, itis true, from time to time, given rise 
to conflicts of opinion and unjust imputations; 
but in respect to the wisdom and necessity of the 
policy itself, there has not, from the beginning, 
existed a doubt in the mind of any calm, judi- 
cious, disinterested friend of the Indian. race, 
accustomed to reflection and enlightened by expe- 
rience. 

Occupying the double character of contractor 
on its own account, and guardian for the parties 
contracted with, it was hardly to be expected that 
the dealings of the Federal Government with the 
Indian tribes would escape misrepresentation, 
That there occurred, in the early settlement of this 
country, as in all others where the civilized race 
has succeeded to the possessions of the savage, 
instances of oppression and fraud on the part of 
the former, there is too much reason to believe. 
No such offenses can, however, be justly charged 
upon this Government since it became free to 
pursue its own course. Its dealings with the 
Indian tribes have been just and friendly through- 
out; its efforts for their civilization constant, and 
lings of humanity; its 
watchfulness in protecting them from individual 
frauds unremitting; its forbearance under the 
keenest provocations, the deepest injuries, and 
the most flagrant outrages, may challenge, atleast, 
a comparison with any nation, ancient or modern, 
In similar circumstances; and if in future times 
a powerful, civilized, and happy nation of Indians 
shall be found to exist within the limits of this 
northern continent, it will be owing to the con- 
summation of that policy which has been so un- 
justly assailed. Only a very brief reference to 
facts in confirmation of this assertion can in this 
form be given, and you are, therefore, necessarily 
referred to the report of the Secretary of War 
for further details, To the Cherokees, whose 
case has, perhaps, excited the greatest share of 
r the United States have 
€, with a perpetual guarantee of ex- 
eaceable possession, thirteen million 
f and fifty-four thousand one hundred 
and thirty-five acres of land, on the west side of 
the Mississippi, eligibly situated, in a healthy 
climate, and in all respects better suited to their 
condition than the country they have left, in ex- 
change for only nine million four hundred and 
ninety-two thousand one hundred and sixty acres 
on the east side of the same river. The United 
States have, in addition, Stipulated to pay them 
$5,600,000 for their interest in and improvements 
on the lands thus relinquished, and $1,160,000 


clusive and p 
five hundred 


for subsistence and other beneficial : purposes; 
thereby putting it in their power to become one 
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of the most wealthy and independent separate 
communities, of the same extent in the world. 
By the treaties made and ratified with the Mi- 
amies, the Chippewas, the Sioux, the Sacs and 
Foxes, and the Winnebagoes, during the last 
year, the Indian title to eighteen million four hun- 
dred and fifty-eight thousand acres has been ex- 
tinguished. “These purchases have been much 
more extensive than those of any previous year, 
and. have, with other Indian expenses, borne very 
heavily upon the Treasury. They leave, how- 
ever, but a small quantity of unbought Indian 
lands within the States and Territories; and the 
Legislature and Executive were equally sensible 
of the propriety of a final and more speedy ex- 
tinction of Indian titles within those limits. The 
treatics, which were, with a single exception, 
made in pursuance of previous appropriations for 
defraying the expenses, have subsequently been 
ratified by the Senate, and received the sanction 
of Congress by the appropriations necessary to 
carry them into effect. Of the terms upon which 
these important negotiations were concluded, I 
can speak from direct Knowledge; and I feel no 


difficulty in affirming that the interest of the In- | 


dians in the extensive territory embraced by them, 
is to be paid for at its fair value, and that no more 
favorable terms have been granted to the United 
States than would have been reasonably expected 
in a negotiation with civilized men, fally capable 
of appreciating and protecting their own rights. 
For the Indian title of one hundred and sixteen 
million three hundred and forty-nine thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-seven acres acquired 
since the 4th of March, 1829, the United States 
have paid $72,560,056, in permanent annuities, 
lands, reservations for Indians, expenses of re- 


moval and subsistence, merchandise, mechanical |: 


and agricultural establishments, and implements. 
When the heavy expenses incurred by the United 


States, and the circumstance that so large a por- | 


tion of the entire territory will be forever unsal- 
able, are considered, and this price is compared 
with that for which the United States sell their 
own lands, no one can doubt that justice has been 
done to the Indians in these purchases also. Cer- 
tain it is that the transactions of the Federal Gov- 
ernment with the Indians have been uniformly 
characterized by a sincere and paramount desire 
to promote their welfare; and it must be a source 
_of the highest gratification to every friend to jus- 
tice and humeniey to learn that, notwithstanding 


the obstructions from time to time thrown in its | 


way, and the difficulties which have arisen from 
the peculiar and impracticable nature of the Indian 
character, the wise, humane, and undeviating 


policy of the Government in this, the most diffi- | 


cult of all our relations, foreign or domestic, has 


at length been justified to the world in its near | 


approach to a happy and certain consummation. 

The condition of the tribes which occupy the 
country set apart for them in the West is highly 
prosperous, and encourages the hope of their early 
civilization. They have, for the most part, aban- 
doned the hunter state, and turned their attention 
to agricultural pursuits. 
established for any length of time in that fertile 
region, maintain themselves. by their own indus- 
try. There are among them traders of no incon- 
siderable capital, and planters exporting cotton to 
some extent; but the greater number are small 
agriculturists, living in comfort upon the produce 
of their farms. The recent emigrants, although 


they have in some instances removed reluctantly, | 


have readily acquiesced in their unavoidable des- 
tiny. They have found at once a recompense for 


past sufferings, and an incentive to industrious |} 


habits, in the abundance and comforts around 
them. ‘There. is reason to believe that all these 
tribes are friendly in their feelings towards the 
- United States; and it is to be hoped that the acqui- 
sition of individual wealth, the pursuits of agri- 
culture, and habits of industry, will gradually 
subdue their warlike propensities, and incline 
them to maintain peace among themselves, To 


effect this desirable object, the attention of Con- | 


gress is solicited to the measures recommended 


by the Seċretary of War for their future govern- |! 


ment and protection, as well from each otheras 
from the hostility of the warlike tribes around 
them, and the intrusion of the whites. The policy 
of the Government has given them a permanent 
home, and guarantied: to them its peaceful-and 
undisturbed possession. -It only remains to give 


All those who have been | 


them a government and laws which will encourage 
| industry, and secure to them the rewards of their 
exertions. The importance of some form of-gov- 
ernment cannot be too much insisted upon. -The 
earliest effects will be to diminish the causes and 
occasions for hostilities among the tribes, to in- 
spire an interest in the observance of laws to 
which they will have themselves assented, and to 
multiply the securities of property, and the mo- 
tives for self-improvement. Intimately connected 


itary defenses recommended by the Secretary of 
War, which have been already referred to. With- 
out them, the Government will be powerless to 
redeem its pledges of protection to the emigrating 
Indians against the numerous warlike tribes that 
surround them, and to provide for the safety of 
the frontier settlers of the bordering States. 

The case of. the Seminoles constitutes at pres- 


fifteen hundred in 1837 and 1838, leaving in the 
country, it is supposed, about two thousand In- 
dians. The continued treacherous conduct of 
| these people; the savage and unprovoked murders 
they have lately committed, butchering whole 
families of the settlers of the Territory, without 
distinction of age or sex, and making their way 
into the very center and heart of the country, so 
that no part of it is free from their ravages; their 
frequent attacks on the light-houses along that 


they have murdered the passengers and crews of 
such vesselsas have been wrecked upon the reefs 
‘and keys which border the Gulf, leave the Gov- 


| tary operations against them until they are totally 
|! expelled from Florida. 

‘There are other motives which would urge the 
| Government to pursue this course towards the 
| Seminoles. The United States have fulfilled in 
| good faith all their treaty stipulations with the 
| Indian tribes, and have, in every other instance, 
{ 
| 


insisted upon a like performance of their obliga- 
tions. To relax from this salutary rule because 
the Seminoles have maintained themselves so long 
| in the territory they had relinquished, an], in de- 
| fiance of their frequent and solemn engagements, 
| still continue to wage a ruthless war against the 
|i United States, would not only evince a want of 
constancy on our part, but be of evil example in 
our intercourse with other tribes. Experience 


march of armies through a country so intersect- 
ed with inaccessible swamps and marshes, and 
i which, from the fatal character of the climate, 
must be abandoned at theend of the winter. I 
recommend, therefore, to your attention, the plan 
submitted by the Secretary of War in the accom- 
| panying report, for the permanent oceupation of 
the portion of the territory freed from the Indians, 
nd the more efficient protection of the peopie of 
| Florida from their inhuman warfare. 

| From the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 


vely employed, or in a state of preparation for 
i the purposes of experienceand discipline, and the 
protection of our commerce. So effectual has 
been this protection, that, so far as the informa- 
tion of Government extends, not a single outrage 
has been attempted on a vessel carrying the flag 
| of the United States, within the present year, in 
| any quarter, however distant or exposed. 

The exploring expedition sailed from Norfolk 
on the 19th of August last; and information has 


Madeira. The best spirit animates the officers 
' and crews, and there is every reason to anticipate 


honorable to the nation. 
| de will also be seen that no reduction of the 
force now in commission is contemplated. The 
| unsettled state of a portion of South America 
|! venders it indispensable that our commerce should 
|f receive protection in that quarter; the vast and 
| increasing interests embarked in the trade of the 
i| Indian and China seas, in the whale. fisheries of 
i the Pacific ocean, and in the Gulf of Mexico, re- 
| quire equal attention to their safety; and a small 
squadron may be employed to great advantage on 
our Atlantic coast, in meeting sudden demands 


with this subject is the establishment of the mil- | 


ent the only exception to the successful efforts of 
the Government to remove the Indians to the | 
homes assigned them west of the Mississippi. | 
Four hundred of this tribe emigrated in 1836, and | 


dangerous coast; and the barbarity with which j 


ernment no alternative but to continue the mili- | 


has shown that but little is ‘to be gained by the į 


‘herewith transmitted, it will appear that a large |i 
! portion of the disposable naval force is either act- |; 


i been received of its safe arrival at the island of 


! from its efforts, results beneficial to commerce and į 


for the reinforcement of other stations; in aiding’ 
merchant vessels in distress; in affording active, 
service to an. additional:number of officers, and in- 
visiting the different ports:of: the United States, 
an accurate knowledge of which is obviously. of 
the highest importance. ipus Peay Danae 
The attention of Congressis respecifully called 
to that portion of the report recommending: an.in- 
crease in the number of smaller vessels, and to 
other suggestions contained in that document. 
The rapid increase and wide expansion of-our 
commerce, which is-every day seeking new aye- 
nues of profitable adventure; the absolute: necés- 
sity of a naval force: for ita protection precisely-in 
the degree of its extension; a due. regard to the 
national rights and honor; the recollection of its 
former exploits, and the anticipation of its future 
triumphs whenever opportunity ‘presents itself, 
which we may rightfully indulge from the-expe- 
rience of the past, all seem.to: point to the Navy 
as a most efficient arm of our, national defense 
and a proper object of legislative encouragement. 
The progress and condition of the Post -Office 
| Department will be seen by reference to the re- 
| port of the Postmaster. General. : The extent.of 
| post roads, covered by mail: contracts, is stated 
i to be one hundred and thirty-four thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen miles, and the annual trana- 
portation upon them thirty-four milliona-five hun- 
dred and eighty thousand two hundred:and two. 
The number of post offices in:the United.States 
is twelve thousand five hundred and fifty-three, 
and rapidly increasing. . The gross. revenuefor 
the year ending on the 30th day-of June last, was 
$4,262,145. Theaccruing expenditures, #47680; ` 
063; excess of expenditures, $417,923. Thishas 
been made up out-of the surplus previously on 
hand. The cash on hand on the-first instant, was 
$314,068. The revenue for the year ending June 
30, 1888, was $161,540 more than that: for ithe 


t 
t 
i 


{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
f 
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| year ending June 30, 1837. The expenditures. of 


the Department had been graduated upon the'an- 


| . o | . 
ii ticipation of a largely increased revenue. A mod- 
j 


| erate curtailment of mail service consequently 
| became necessary, and has been effected, to shield 
| the Department against the danger of embarrass- 
| ment. Its revenue is now improving, and.it will 
| soon resume its onward course in the march of 
| improvement, pae 
i Yourparticularattention is requested to so much ` 
| of the Postmaster General’s report as relates..to 
ithe transportation of the mails upon railroads, 
The laws on that subject do not seem adequate'to.. © 
secure that service, now become almost essential 
to the public interests, and at the same, time pro- 
tect the Department from combinations and:un- 
reasonable demands. : RET, 
Nor can I too earnestly request your attention 
ito the necessity of providing a mere secure. byild- 
! ing for this Department, The danger of destruc- 
| tion to which its important books and papers-are 
i continually exposed, as well from the highly com- 
bustible character of the building occupied as from 
t 


that of others in the vicinity, calls loudly :for 
| prompt action, : 
| Your attention is again earnestly invited tothe 

| suggestions and recommendations submitted at 

the last session in respect to the District of Co- 

i lumbia. + E 

I feel it my duty, also, to bring to your notice 

| certain proceedings at law which have. recently 

been prosecuted in ‘this District, in the name of 

the United States; on the relation of Messrs. 

Stockton and Stokes, of the State of Maryland, 

against the Postmaster General, and which have 

esulted in the payment of money out of the na- 

tional Treasury, for the first time since the estab- 
lishment of the Government, by judicial compul- 
sion exercised by the common law writ of man- 
amus, issued by the circuit court of this. District. 

The facts of the case, and the grounds of. the 

proceedings, will be found fully stated in. the re- 

port of the decision; and any additional informa- 

tion which you may desire will be supplied by 

the proper Department. No interference in: the 

| particular case is contemplated. The money has 

i been paid; the claims of the prosecutors have been 

satisfied; and the whole subject, so far as they 

| are concerned, is finally disposed of;. but it ison 

the supposition that the case may be regarded as 

| an authoritative exposition of the, law agit now 

stands that I have thoughtit necessary: to present 


i 
H 
| it to your consideration, o 1 Seg 
i The object of the application to the cirenitcourt 


8 


AT; GLOBE. 


December 4, 


‘owas to compel: the: Postmaster. Gentralto:tarry 
into-effect-anaward-made by the Solicitor ofthe 
“Treasury; undera specialact of Congress for the 
settlement of certain claims of the relators ‘on the 
Post. Office Department, which award the Post- 
master General declined to: execute in fall, until | 
he should receive further legislative direction on 
“the subject. If the duty imposed on the Post: 
master General, by that law, was to: be regarded 
as one of an- official hatare, belonging to his office 
as a -branch:of the Executive, then it is obvious 
that the constitutional: competeney of the Judi- 
ciary to direct and :controt him in its discharge 
was necessarily drawn in question, And if the 
duty so imposed on the Postmaster General was 
to be considered as merely ministerial, and not 
executive, it yet remained to be shown ‘that the 
circuit court of this District had authority to in- 
terfere by mandamus.—such a power having never 
before: been asserted or claimed by that court. 
With a view to the settlement of these important 
questions, the judgment of the circuit court was 
carried,-by a writ of error, to: the Supreme Court 
of the United States. In the opinion of that tri- 
bunal, the duty imposed on the Postmaster Gen- 
eral was not:an. official, executive duty, but one 
of a merely ministerial nature. ‘The grave con- 
stitutional questions which. had been discussed 
were, therefore, excluded from the decision of the 
case; the court, indeed, expressly admitting that, 
with powers and duties properly belonging to the 
Executive, no other department can interfere by 


THE 00. 


the writ of mandamus; and the question, there- 

fore, resolved itself into this: has Congress con- 

ferred upon: the circuit court of this District the 

power to issue such a writ toan officer of the | 
General Government, commanding him to per- 

form a ministerial act? A majority of the court | 
have decided that it has, but have founded their 

decision upon a process of reasoning which, in 

my judgment, renders further legislative provision 

indispensable to the public interests and the equal 

administration of justice, 

‘It has long since been decide 
Court, that neither that tribun 
courts: of the Unite 
spective States, 
batit is now hel 


d by the Supreme 
al nor the-circuit 
A States held within the re- 
possess the power in question; 
d that this power, denied to both 
of these high tribunals—to the former by the 
Constitution and to the latter by Congress—has 
been, by its legislation, vested in the eireuit court 
of this District. No such direct grant of power 
Yo: the circuit court of this District is claimed; | 


but it has been bell to result, by necessary im- | 
plication, from seve 
Hishing the court. 


One of these sections declares H 
that the Jaws of Maryland, as they existed atthe | 
time of the cession, should be in foree in that ; 
part of the District ceded by that State; and, by | 
this provision, the common law, in civiland erim- 
inal cases, aS it prevailed in Maryland; in 1801, | 
was established jn that part of tha District. | 
In England, the Court of King’s Bench—be- | 
cause the sovereign, who, according tothe theory | 
of the Constitution, is the fountain of justice, ori- | 
ginally sat there in person, and is still deemed | 
to be present, in construction of law—alone pos- 
sesses the high power of issuing the writ of | 
mandamus, not only to inferior jurisdictions and i 
corporations, but also to magistrates and others, | 
commanding them, in the King’s name, to do | 
{ 
| 


i 
i 
| 


what their duty requires, in cases where there | 
is: á vested right, and n 
Tt Has been held, in the 
the Supreme Court of the 
the Constitution, rendered incompetent to exer- 
cise this poweryand as the 
District is a court of ge 
at common law, and u 
ginal jurisdiction in: the District, the right to is- 
sue the writ of mandamus. is incident to its com- | 
mon law powers; Anothér ground relied upon 
to maintain the power in question is, that it was | 
included, by fair construction, in the power it 
granted to the cireuit courts of the United States 
by the act “to provide for the more convenient 
organization of the courts of the United States,” 
passed 33th of Fobr 
lishing the cireait court of this District, 
the 27th day of February, 1801, conferre upon | 
that-court-and the judges thereof the same pow-| 
ATS ad were by law vested in the-circuit courts o 
che United States and in-the judges of the said | 
sourts; that the tepeal of the first mentioned act, | 


o other specific remedy, ! 
case referred to, that, as: 


j 
f 
i 
i 
i 
} 
i 
i 
| 
i 


assed | 


United States is, by 

i which was agreed t 
circuit court of this || 
neral jurisdiction in cases || 
he highest court of ori- || 


uary, 1801; that the act estab- HI 


ral sections of the law estab- | 
| him, was taken u 


I ton Lafayette, and of the re: 


i the honor of y 


which took-place-iv the next year, did notidivest 
the circuit court of this District of ‘the authority 
in dispute, but left-it still clothed with the powers 
over the subject which, it isconceded, were taken 
away from the cireuit courts-of the United States 
by the fepeal of the act of 13th February, 1801. 

Admitting that the adoption of the laws of 
Maryland fora portion of this District confers on 
the circuit court thereof, in that portion, the trans- 
cendent extra-judicial prerogative powers of the 
Court of King’s Bench, in England, or that either 
of the acts of Congress, by necessary implication, 
authorize the former court to issue a writ of man. 
damus to an officer of the United States, to com- 
pel him to perform a ministerial duty, the consé- 
quences are, in one respect, the same. The result 
in either case is, that the officers of ‘the United 
States, stationed in different parts of the United 
States, are, in respect to the performance of their 
official duties, subject to different laws and a dif- 
ferent supervision, those in the States to one rule, 
and those in the District of Columbia to another 
and avery different one. In the District their 
official conduct is subject to a judicial control, 
from which, in-the States, they are exempt. 

Whatever difference of opinion may exist as to 
thee xpediency of vesting such a power in the 
judiciary, in a system of Government constituted 
like that of the United States, all must agree that 
these disparaging discrepancies in the law and in 
the administration of justice ought not to be per- 
mitted to continue; and as Congress alone can 
provide the remedy, the subject is unavoidably 
presented to your consideration, 

M. VAN BUREN. 

Wasninaron, December 3, 1838. 

The message having been read, 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the usual number of copies be printed, and 
that tive thousand additional copies without the documents, 
and fifteen hundred copies with the documents, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE ol REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuuspar, December 4, 1839. 

Huan A. Garvann, Esq., Clerk elect of the 
House of Representatives, presented himself at 
the Speaker’s table, and took the oath of office. 

The message from the Senate for the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee of the two Houses to 
wait on the President, and inform him that the 
were ready to receive any communication from 
p, as the business first in order, 
and concurred in. j 

The committee on the part of the House was 
ordered to consist of three, and was composed of 
the following gentlemen: Mr, CAMBRELENG, Mr. 
Connor, and Mr. Lincouy. 

‘The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from 
Quincy Apams; which was read: 
To the President of the Senate and 

House of Representatives 
th compliance with the request 


Speaker of the 
of the United States : 
of Mr. George Washing- 
spective family of our Jate illus- 
r venerated fiend, General Lataye 
resenting to Congress, in their name, a copy 
of the memoirs and writings of their honored parent, re- 
eenuy published by them, to be deposited in the Library of 
Congress. JOHN Q. ADAMS, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES Univep STATES, 

Monday, December 3, 1838, 

Mr. A. then submitted the following resolution; 
o nem diss. 
Senate and House of R 
of America in Congress assembled, 'Yhat 
t Congress be presented to George Wash- 
ington Lafayette, the son, and to the surviving family, of 
he late illustrious and Jamented General Lafayette, for the 
copy of his memoirs and writings, recently pub 
them, and presented in their name to this Congre 
deposited in their Library ; and that the same be deposited 
in the said Library accordingly. 

On motion of Mr. HARLA 
for furnishing members with 
exceed the price of three daily 
to. 

On motion of. Mr. GRENNELL, a joint rego- 
lution for the election of two chaplains to the two 
Houses for the present session was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR submitted the following; which 
was rejected: : 


Resolved,- That 


trious and eve 


Resolved by the 
the United Slates 
the thanks of this 


N, the usual order 
newspapers, not to 
papers, was agreed 


‘a committee be appointed to report a 


the. Hon. Jonn | 


tte, [have į 


epresentatives of |: 


| with intent to stop the wind, or, 


plan. for carrying into. effect, as far as. practicable, the order 
of the House. of the'2d July last, directing that, in the new 
arrangément of the Hall, the members sould be entitled, 
as nearas may be, to the same relative position to the 
Chair which they then occupied, or to devise and report 
such other mode of assigning seats to members as the com- 
mittee may deem equitable and proper. 


Mr. ADAMS 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That all the petitions, memorials, and remon- 
strances against the annexation of the Republic of Texasto 
-the United States, presented at the first and second ses- 
sions of the present Congress, together with the resolutions 
of the Legislatures of the States of Alabama, Tennessee, 
Vermont, Rhode Island, Ohio, Michigan, and Massachy_, 
setts; now on file in the ‘clerk’s office, relating to that sub- 
ject, be taken from the said files, and referred to a select 
committee of —— members, to consider and report thereon. 


Mr. HOWARD moved to 
on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS called fo 
which were otdered: 

Mr. MERCER requested the gentleman from 
Maryland to withdraw the motion for a moment 
to enable him (Mr. M. yo propound a question 
to that gentleman. “Mr. M; promised to renew 
the motion. : 

Mr. HOWARD withdrew it: 

Mr. MERCER wished to know whether the 
application of the Republic of Texas for admis- 
sion into this Union had not been withdrawn ? 

Mr. HOWARD was understood to express his 
belief that it had, though he had no other knowl- 
edge of the fact than that derived from the news- 
papers. ` 

Mr. MERCER renewed the motion to lay on 
the table, and it prevailed—yeas 136, nays 61. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. a 

Mr. McKENNAN submitted a resolution to 
remove the drapery in the galleries of the Hall. 

The resolution was rejected. 


DUELLING IN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. ADAMS gave notice that, on to-morrow, 


he should call up the bill for the prevention of 
duelling in the District of Columbia. 


ANDREW STEVENSON, 
_ Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tions: ` : 


Resolved, That a committee of ~ 
With leave to send for persons and 
report to this Honse : 

1. Whether Andrew 


» on. leave, submitted the follow- 


lay the resolution 


r the yeas and: nays; 


members be appointed, 
papers, to inquire and 


Stevenson, Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary from the United States, at 
London, 3s, or has recently been, engaged ina public news- 
paper controversy, involving his personal integrity and the 
honor of bis country, whose representative he is, with 
Danie! O?Connel. a member of the Parliament of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland: 

2. Whether the said Andrew Stevenson, holding the 
privileged character of an Embassador, has, in concert 
With three other persons, citizens of the United States, one 
of whom, an officer in their Navy, engaged ina conspiracy 
in the language of the laws 
of God and of man, to murder the said Daniel O?Connel in 
a duel, or by a premeditated provocation to a brawl. 

3. Whether the said Andrew Stevenson, after a written 
demand of explanation, in the form usual among duellists, 
as preliminary to a challenge, and with the intent to follow 
it up bya challenge 


citizens of the Unit 
the said Daniel O 
codes of genuine a 
admit. the truth 
he hi 


> 


Mr. HOWARD remarked that the resolutions 
covered a great deal of ground; and in the hope, 
too, that the gentleman from Massachusetts would 
consent to the motion, he moved that their con- 
sideration be postponed till Monday next. 


Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. è 


Mr. REED called fo 
were ordered, 

Mr. THOMAS -ho 
motion would withd 
over, : 

Mr. HOPKINS, believing no good could result 
from a discussion upon such a subject, could not 
consent.to withdraw it, 

The motion tolayon the t 
140; nays:57; as follows: 


rthe yeas. and nays; which 


ped the mover of the last 
raw it, and suffer it to lie 


able prevailed—yeas 


1838 
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~ YEAS—Messrs. John W. Allen, Andersou; Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Beers, Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, 
Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, William B. Camp- 
. bell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Cheat- 
“ham, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Coles, Crabb, Craig, Crary, 
Crockett, Cushman, Dawson, Davee, De Graff, Dennis, 
Dromgoole, Dunn, Elmore, Ewing, Fairfield, Foster, James 
Garland, Giascock, William Graham, Grantland, Gray, 
Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Herod, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Hunter, Ingham, 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Jolin W. Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Lewis, Logan, 
Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, Martin, Maury, 
‘May, Maxwell, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abrabam Mc- 
Clelian, Menefee, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Parker, Parmenter, 
Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pope, 
Pratt, Reity, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, 
Russell, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles 
Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, 
Sianiy, Stuart, Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor‘ 
Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Tumey, Underwood, 
Vandeveer, Wagener, Webster, Weeks, Albert 3. White, 
John White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. 


Wiliams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, | 


Word, aud Worthington—140. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, An- | 


drews, Aycrigg, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Cal- 
houn, Childs, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, Deberry, 
Evans, Everctt, Riebard Fletcher, Isane Pletcher, Fillmore, 
s, Goode, Grennell, Hall, Halsted, Harlan, Harper, 
Hastings, Henry, William Cost Johnson, Lincoln, Marvin, 
© Samson Mason, McKennan, Mer Mitchell, Mathias 

Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Peek, Potts, Put- 
nam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Rus 


seli, Sergeant, Sibley, Slade, Stratton, Tihinghast, Toland, | 


Wise, and Yorke—57. 
PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 


` Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the joint commit- 
tee on the part of the House appointed to waiton 
‘the President of the United States, reported that 
they had discharged that duty, and the President 
chad informed them, in reply, that he would trans- 
mit to the two Housesa message to-day. 

The President’s annual Messuge was then 

brought in by his private secretary, and, being 
laid before the House by the Speaker, was read 
at length by the Clerk. 
Mr. HAYNES moved that the message and 
accompanying documents be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that fifteen thousand copies without the doc- 
uments, and five thousand with the documents, 
‘be printed for the use of the House. 

Mr, BELL did not raise any particular objec- 
‘tion to the printing, though he would prefer a less 
number, because the message would be far more 
widely disseminated through the newspapers than 
by the members, but he objected to the other 
branch of the motion at this time. 
the. Clerk to read the entry on the Journal of last 
session, which was done. 

Mr. B. added that he believed that message 
_ was never taken up in Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, but discussed at the 
present stage, and such was his object in refer- 
ence to the present message. He desired to ex- 
press his sentiments apona number of the topics 
embraced initasearly as possible; but unless oce: 

sion was taken to do soon the motion to commit, 
they could hope for no other opportunity. 


the printing, and the other motion laid over. 


Mr. HAYNES said the gentleman was en-! 


tirely mistaken in the supposition that the last 
annual message was never considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. it was discussed again and 
again in that committee; and a number of gentle- 
nfen had addressed the House upon it. 


Mr. BELL might be mistaken as to that point; | 


but no disposition was made of the message. 

Mr. HAYNES stated what was the fact, that 
all the message had been disposed of except that 
part in relation to the finances. Bat what was 
jhe great object of sending it to the Committee of 

he Whole onthe state of the Union? It was that 
tthe widest scope of debate should be given. 

Mr. Ef. then varied his motion to the terms of 
that où the Journal, viz: to print fifteen thousand 
copies ef the message and accompanying docu- 
ments, and five thousand copies without; the tat- 
ter to be furnished within two days. 

After some” further ‘conversation. between 
Messtis. Wisp, James Gantanp, and Haryes, 
the motion was agreed to without a division. 

The SPEAKER taid before the House the’an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the state of the finances; which, 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, was laid 


He requested | 


He | 
hoped, therefore, the question would be taken on f 


members, ten thousand extra copies ordered to be 
printed. En Pag ie DAE EE, 
: Also, a communication fromthe Secretary of 
State covering a statement of the expenditures | 
out-of the contingent fund of that Department for 
the past year; which, : 
On motion of Mr. HOWARD, was laid on the 
table. C 
WIDOW OF W. S. FRANKLIN. 


Mr. LOGAN, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: : : 

Resolved, That the widow of WALTER S. FRANKLIN, de- 
ceased, late Clerk of the. House of Representatives of the 
United States, be allowed and, paid, out of the contingent 
fund, his salary as Clerk aforesaid, up to the 3d December, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. McK ENNAN suggested to his colleague 
to cause the resolution to read up to the ‘* 3d of 
December,’’ when the new Clerk took upon him- 
self the duties. 

Mr. LOGAN so modified it j 

Mr. WISE asked when Mr. Franklin died? 


| contained in Mr. Burch’s letter of yesterday, on 


| ing the thanks of Congress to George Washington 
| La Fayette, and the surviving family of General 


| purposes. 


The CHAIR replied, from the information | 


the 20th of September. : 

Mr. WISE moved to make it that day; for 
though no one lamented Mr. Franklin’s death 
more than he did, he could not vote a-mere gra- 
tuity without service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD reminded Mr. W. that | 
up to the time of Mr. Franklin’s decease his 
salary belonged to his executors. 

Mr. WISE thereupon withdrew his amend- 
ment, 

The resolution was warmly sustained by Mr. 
McKENNAN and Mr. GLASCOCK, when it 
was agreed to—yeas 93, nays 63. 

On motion, the [Touse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

Wepwespar, December 5, 1838. 
Mr. Brown, of North Carolina, and Mr. Lyon, 
of Michigan, appeared in their places in the Sen- 


ate, 
The joint resolution from the House, present- | 


La Fayette, was taken up for consideration; and, 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, of. Alabama, laid 
upon the table. 
Mr. NORVELL gave notice that, ọn to-mor- 
row, he would ask leave to bring in a bill mak- 
ing cerfain grants of public land, ànd for other 


Mr. BUCHANAN gave notice that to-morrow 


he would ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of Thomas Sumpter. 

Mr. PRENTISS gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to bring in several bills, the | 


! titles of which were not heard. 


The PRESIDENT communicated a reportfrom | 
the Secretary of State, containing an account of 
the contingent expenses of that Department dur- | 
ing the past year; which, j 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, was laid on the | 
table, and ordered to be printed, i 


| 
i Iso, a report from the Treasurer of the Uni- | 
i 


ited States, made in compliance with the actof | 
1789, establishing the Treasury Department. i 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. | 
Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury, inclosing his annual report on the finances; | 


| On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, was laid upon , 
the table, and fifteen hundred additional copies | 
i! ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 


| REPORT ON THE FINANCES, 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
| December 3, 1838. 
The undersigned respectfully submits the fol- 
‘lowing report in obedience to the “Act supple- 
i mentary to the act to establish the Treasury De- 
| partment:”” l 

1.—0F THE REVENUE AND EXPENDITURES. 
The balance in the Treasury on the Ist of Jan- ; 
| uary, 1839, which will.then be available: and | 
applicable- to public-- purposes, 38 estimated at 


on the table; and, at the suggestion of sevéral l! $2,765,342 36. 


F i Redemption, of Treasury 
which, H 


“This resultis dérived frorn th data: 
On ‘the Ist of Jantary, 1837, the balance ni the Tredstiry; 
exclusive .6f trast futids' and those-betonging tothe Post 
OM CE, WAS. sees on lea aeii dvds done se 846,387,588 36 
The receipts during. that. year, from’ alt vor Bee EK 
sources, exclusive of the funds aforesaid, “°° 
were— * ae f aa ieg 
CUSTOMS. biaiste ea SEL, 169,2990:39:: = 
Lands.eserseresssoseeveseen  65176,286. 52 
Miscellaneous... soasees 1,705,457, 47 
Treasury NOteS....eeeeeeeses 2,999,089 15 


ane ened 


22;648,973 53 


te en re 


These, with the balancejJast mentioned, co 
stitute an aggregate Of ove srennere issau 
The expenditures during the same year, ex- 
elusive of the trust funds and those be- 
longing to the Post Office,'were—' © iS 
Civil list, foreign intercourse, amd: mistellas =: goi 
NEOUS eos ceed nesens reeves SOPARI TO. 
Military service, including oe) E ase, 
fortifications, Indian affairs," > x. 
pensions, arming the ‘mili- j 
tia, the Florida. war, rẹ- :- : 
moval of the Cherokees 
and Creeks, imprévement 
of rivers and harbors, con= 
structing roads, and build- 


ing armories and arsenals, 19,417,274. 44 
Naval service, including ae 
gradual improvement and i : 
exploring expedition. .:... 6,852,059 80 - 
Public devt.scccceeeveesvvee DBR + © ae 
31,8154 


This left in the Treasury on ‘the £ 
uary, 1838, a bdlancè Ofici.. 


$37,168,251 98 


The receipts during the first ‘three quarters of 1838, with 
exceptions similar to those before namedyare ascertained 
and estimated to have been as follows: wetness ge 

Customs, including postponed bonds.. «..«.G12,228,770..5 
[OF this sum, about $2,900,000, received in 0 0 3 
Treasury notes, cannot- untikthe settle- 
ments to whieh they belong shall be com- 
pleted by the accounting’ offi¢ers, be en-, 
tered upon the Registers books. ~ A part: 
will be carried jnto the Treasury by wars 
rant during the fourth quarter, and the fes ` 


mainder next year.) : rate 
Lands.. ense eresas ceceeepeeaeceseseetesese 2,096,828 54 
Miscellaneous.........eseeee eesncdsteness., 288431 85 
Proeceds of third bond of United States Bank. P Ai 
SOIA. FOY soe eseesseoeee renra srereseoarse 2,254,871 38 


1,600,000 00 
12,716,820 86 


ne eeaeee 


i9 


Part of second bondssesessseses 
Issue of Treasury NOteS...ssesaeessessoeee 


31,075,723 
ae 


The further receipts in the fourth quarter are 
estimated as follows : ` 

Customs, estimating the actual receipts 
during the quarter, and not the sums 
which may be formally carried upon the 
Register’s books: from former quar- 
TOPS cere eccnceceveesen ces o e e 0,250,000 U0" 

Lands.. sever ca “1100,000 00: ` 
[Including oniy a portion of > 

the preémptions, and- such of 

the sales as may be actwally 

paid into the Treasury before 

the year expires. } 

Miscellaneous... ...seeerenes a 

On second tond of the Unite 
States Bank, due in Septem- 
ber, 1888, and paid in part 
before aud part after that 
Dale, .ecees . 


15,000°.00 $ 


687,230 84" 
a. 7,059,230 84 


hese united made the aggregate of receipts | 
for the year 1838, as ascertained and esti- 
MAted cece eeeees wrine d 


This, with the balance on the Ist of January last, would 
amount tO....02 Meee eee eee eee ees assen 975,294,206 OL 


The expenditures during the first three quarters of 1838, 
with similar exceptions, were<> : ; S yas 
Civil fist, Ee... o pa aaa 
Military service, &c. 
Naval service, &¢s 
Publie debt 


notes, including 
LILCLE SLs nce ces come m en enns eteeecteecege 


4,390,440 64 


28,427,218 68 


The expenditures during the fourth quarter, 
including #1,000 interest on the funded 
debt, and the redemption of $3,750,000 of 
Treasury notes, are estimated by the dif: 
ferent departments at $13,511,920 10; but 
itis not expected that the redemption of 
all these notes will appear on the Regis- 
ter’s books until next year. Nor does tne 
undersigued anticipate that the actual ex- 
penditures within this quarter, including 5 
the above notes redeemed, will exceed... 419,000,000: 00 


“tire miei Sireen, 


240, 407.218.68 


ESR 


Making an aggregate of expenditures for the 
year 1833, of 


This computation would Jeave in the. Trees- 
ury, ow the Ist of January, 1839, a balance of 
$24,866,987 33. ee 
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: Itis. properto.ascertain, in the next place; how 
much of this. balance is not. immediately. avail- 
able.and applicable to public purposes. 

The sum. of $28,101,644 97, which has been 
placed with the States for safe-keeping, is a part 
of that balance, and cannot, by the provisions of 
the act of October 14, 1837, be made available till 
directed by Congress; oe 

Another.part.is about one million one hundred 
thousand dollars, due chiefly from various in- 
solvent banks, on account of the money that, 
before 1837, had been -placed in their custody: to 
the credit of the Treasurer, and still remains un- 

aid. a 
: Another. portion is near two million four hun- 
dred. thousand dollars, which is due from banks 
that suspended specie payments in 1837, and will 
probably not be paid during mhe present year. 

About five hundred thousand dollars of the 
amount which has been placed in the Mint, for 
the specific purposes designated in the laws on 
that subject, is another part of that balance, which 
could not at once be made available for other ob- 
jects without much public inconvenience. 

The aggregate of these items, not immediately 
available and applicable to public purposes, is 
$32,101,644 97; and if deducted from the fore- 
going balance, it would leave, on the Ist of Jan- 
uary next, as stated in the commencementof this 
report, only the sum of $2,765,342 36 then avail- 
able, and applicable to those purposes. 

Subjoined is a condensed view of the receipts 
and means, as well as the expenditures, for 1838, 
as ascertained and estimated; also, the funds not 
available in that year: 


SUMMARY FOR 1838. 


Receipts or Means, 


Balance on the Ist of January, 1838....... + $37,166,251 98 
Receipts from CustOMs.sseeeccseeeverenses 17,478,770 56 
Receipts from lands... nisa cess aasees 3,136,828 54 
Miscellaneous ........sccees cscesvcaeueees 253,431 85 
"Treasury MOLES issued... secessceccasseces 12,716,820 86 
Second and third bonds of Bank of the Uni- 

_ ted States of Petinsylvania,....sccseeess 4,542,102 22 


$75,294,206 O1 


Expenditures. 

Civil and miscellaneons, first three quarters, $4,099,674, 13 | 
Military, first three quarters......... ceeveee 15,731,023 62 
Naval, first three QUATLCTS soon ve veeereseees | 4,325,568 21 
Estimate of above expenditures for fourth 

WUPLET sve cane cnee eeeneneeeeeees . 8,249,000 00 
Public debt for the years... seerererer veces 2,217 08 
Redemption of ‘Treasury notes tor the year, 8,089,440 64 


Balance on the 3lst vf December, 1838. ,... 34, 806,987 33 


$28,101,644 97 
1,100,000 00 


2,400,000 00 
500,000 00 


32,101,644 97 


sen eee 


cember, 1838, $34,866,987 33 
above. ......... 32,101,644 97 


From balance ou the 31st De 
Deduct total unavailable as 


Available balance remaining 


IL.--OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


The payments on account of the funded and 
unfunded debt, since the Ist December, 1837, have 
been as follows: 
“Ie On account of th 
debt: 

Principal... cisiec sees asepen 
Se venserasnssereossn. 


e principal and interest of the funded 


` esaerea $215 27 
ssesserereresese ZOOL EL 


Leaving 
Principal 
Interest, 


unclaimed and undischarged— 


aeree 875,054 47 
. 249,566 36 


ee re stones 


2. On account of the unfunded debt existin revious to i 
1837, including $1 08 interest on Treasury nolis of 1815, | 


$21 08, leaving the amount of certificates and notes pay- 
able on presentation— 


Certificates issued for claims during the rev- 

olutionary war, and registered prior to 1798, . 97,903 31 
Treasury notes issued during the late war...,.. 5,300 00 
Certificates of Mississippi stock eeen 4,320 09 


836,913 40 


i| Of the remainder, about $370 


-In addition, to: the-above, the United States, 
under the act of the 20th May, 1836, for the re- 
lief of the corporate cities of the District of Co- 
lumbia, have assumed the following debts, bearing 
an interest of five per cent., exclusive of charges: 

i i . $1,000,000 
OE the gis of on; ta 3 250,000 
Georgetown.. .ccsecsseaseanesess 250,000 


j 


zgi 


The payments for the year 1838, on account of the interest 
and charges on this debt, amount to......+...$76,995 99 


Ill.—STATEMENT IN RELATION TO THE ISSUE AND 
REDEMPTION OF TREASURY NOTES iw 1837 AnD 


1838. 


Issued under the act of 12th October, 


1837...$10,000,000 00 
Issued under the act of 2ist May, 1838...... 


5,709,810 01 


$15,709,810 01 


Of this amount 

$6,888,809 60 were at 6 per cent. 
4,280,273 72 © 5 per cent. 
2,784,844 73 «“ 2 per cent. 
1,755,881 9% «“ 1 mill per cent. 


j 


The following amount has been redeemed : 
There have been entered to the credit of 

the ‘ account of the redemption of Treas- 

ury notes,’ on the books of the Regis- 

ter seseo e 6 6G5,063,197 41 
And there have been canceled 

and returned to the Treas- 

ury, and are now in course 

of settlement, as appears 

from the records of the First 

Auditor and the Commis- 

sioner of the General Land 

oftice....., 


2,802,052 59 


7,955,250 00 


Leaving outstandin, 


TH.—-EXPLANATIONS AS TO THE APPROPRIATIONS 
OUTSTANDING. 


remain unsatisfied at the end of the year 1838, and 
bechargeable on the balance then in the Treasury, 
and the revenue subsequently received, are esti- 
mated by the other departments at $13,187,426 83, 
but by. the undersigned at $1,511,920 10 more, 
in consequence of estimating the expenditures of 
the fourth quarter differently. 

Upon the view taken by this Department, it is 

computed that $12,369,623 68 of those appropri- 
ations will be required to be paid, in order to ac- 
; complish the objects contemplated by them. 
3360 40 may go to 
the surplus fund, or not be needed to accomplish 
those objects ;and the residue, being $1,959,362 85, 
it is proposed to apply to the service of the ensu- 
ing year, without reappropriation, 


IV.--ESTIMATE OF THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR 1839. 


The reeeipts into the ‘Treasury during the year 1839, are 
estimated as follows : 


| Customs sasa snaren + $19,000,000 00 
| Lands.... 4,500,000 00 
| MisceNaneo 500,600 00 
| The proceeds of the 

p . ted States Bank, if sold...... cece cc eee + 2,380,000 00 


deposit banks on 


n installments 
which become due in 1839 


naras t ++. 2,400,090 00 
$28,780,000 00 


These, with the estimated balance of 
‘Treasury, which, ou the Ist of J 
available and applicable to public p 
aggregate of efficient means amoun 

The expenditures for 1839, includin: 
deniption of $8,000,000 of Trea 
and interest, falling due 


purposes, constitute an 
ting to, $31,545,342 00 
g the re- 
isury notes, 
in that year, are 


estimated as follows: 

Thus, of the old appropriations which will be 
Outstanding on the Ist of January, 1839, it 
is computed that there will be expended 
in that year....... s+» $7,500,000 00 

! The Treasury notes re- 
deemed, und interest, will 
amount to abont.. s.e., 8,000,000 00 


be expended 
within the year., esascs. 15,000,000 00 


These constitute an aggregate of actual ex- 
penditures for 1839, estimated at.......,. 30,500,000 00 


Leaving a balance in the Treasury on the 31st 
of December, 1839, available and appliea- 
ble to public purposes, amounting to...... $1,045,342 00 


— 


+0 $7,754,560 01 | 


The appropriations heretofore made, which will | 


$2,765,349, in the | 
anuary, 1839, will be : 


The estimates for new appropriations ‘now presented from 
the different Departments, amount to..... $21,665,089 95 
To these may be added permanent appropri- 
ations for the service of 1839, made by 
former acts, equal to........ 9,894,000 00 
These make ali the new and permanent ap- 
propriations for 1839, viz: g 
Civil, foreiga intercourse, and miscellane- 
OUS cee cree cres cee orae reee $3,658,157 87 
Military service, &c......... 413,969,836 OL 
Naval service, &C....cee.e006 5,881,096 07 
Redemption of Treasury notes, 
and other public debt....... 8,050,000 00 
3) 559,089 95 


eee eeeeres 


For further particulars see the details of the 
annual estimates. ‘ 

It will be perceived by these statements, that 
no surplus balance will probably exist either on 
the Ist of January, 1839, or during that year, to 
be deposited with the several States for safe-keep- 
ing, as a fourth installment under the deposit act 
of June 23, 1836. “Indeed great care will be ne- 
cessary in restricting the appropriations to the 
necessary wants of the Government, or the re- 
ceipts will not be sufficient to meet the current 
demands on the Treasury, unless those receipts 
should unexpectedly exceed the present estimates. 

When an unusual excess existed in the Treas- 
| ury, it was proposed to place that fourth install- 
ment with the States for safe-keeping till needed; 
but before it became payable, the money was 
wanted to discharge existing appropriations, The 
deposit of it was therefore postponed by Congress 
till next January, and the money has been used 
by the United States, to which it belonged, with- 
out incurring the expense and inconvenience, to 
all the parties concerned, of paying and then im- 
i} mediately recalling it. That installment is nota 
|| debt dueto the States, and, hence, is not required 
| to be paid like an appropriation for the public 
service. Yet the remark may properly be added, 
that if a surplus should hereafter accrue, large 
enough, after defraying all the existing charges 
imposed by Congress upon the Treasury, to make 
i the deposit originally contemplated, this Depart- 
į Ment, with its present views, would feel bound 
j to carry it into effect, unless Congress, in the 
mean time, should further modify the laws now 
i in force in relation to the subject. 


i 


i 
I 


l 
| 


it 
hi 


V.~-EXPORTS AND IMPORTS IN 1838. 


| The exports during the year ending September 
30, 1838, are computed to have been $103,136 ,000. 

Of these, about $90,666,000 were of domestic, 
‘| and $12,470,000 of foreign origin. 

The former having diminished from the previ- 
ous year, $4,898,414, and the latter, $9,384,962. 

The imports for the same year amounted to 
$112,000,000. 

‘These are $28,989,217 less in value than those 
of the previous year, being nearly $78,000,000 
| less than those under the enormous overtrading 
| and other overactions which characterized 1836. 
For further particulars reference may be had 
to the table annexed, 

It is an interesting fact that during the last 
three years more than $86,000,000 annually, or 
an average of nearly nine tenths of our whole 
| domestic exports, have been derived from agri- 


| 


i 


ij 
if 
i| 
ji 

i 
| 
| 


i 
i 


f culture. More than seven tenths of our whole 
i; Population are probably employed in that useful 
i| Pursuit, 


YI—EXPLANATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES OF RE- 
CEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, AND SUGGESTIONS 
ON THE MODE OF MEETING FLUCTUATIONS IN 
THEM. 

The receipts from customs durin 
year will vary but little from the estimates sub- 
|; mitted in the last annual report. ‘The receipts 
i from lands wiil be less; but the amount of sales 
; made, and preëmption rights existing, will not 
|| differ essentially from what was anticipated, 
though the act of Congress, as to the latter, 

passed so late that payments for all of them could 
not be realized till another year, without causing 
much inconvenience and unnecessary pressure in 

Some portions of the country, 

| The estimates 

i and fo 

i; as the 

| time C 

l; peared toj 

i of the F a war, 

li Cherokees to remove 

| desire to suppress with 


i 
ti 
i 
{ 


g the present 


W appropriations 
ere quite aş Jarge 


peaceably, and an earnest 
promptitude all threatened 
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disturbances on our northern frontier, with sev- 
eral other measures of less importance, originating 
in Congress, led that body to make appropriations 
amounting to nearly ten millions beyond those 
requested in the annual estimates. Some pro- 
vision of additional means, corresponding to this 
excess, became, therefore, necessary; and, in 
order to discharge the excess, and guard against 
contingencies, as well.as avert the consequences 
of a protracted suspension of specie payments by 
the banks, Congress wisely granted the addi- 
tional authority both to sell the bonds of the 
United States Bank and to issue new Treasury 
notes, instead of such as might be paid in before 
the time for their redemption arrived. The ap- 
prehensions of embarrassments in the finances 
within the year, which had arisen from those un- 
expected appropriations, and from the failure that 
then continued among the banks in most quarters 
of the Union to return to specie payments, were |! 
removed by these opportune provisions. Occa- 
sions, however, have not yet arisen to require the | 
full use of either of them. 

The whole amount of Treasury notes outstand- |! 
ing at any one time since they were first author- | 
ized, in October, 1837, has never equaled ten mil- |! 
lion dollars. The amount now outstanding is only |, 
$7,754,560. Besides the restrictions on the sale 
of the bonds of the United States Bank, the want || 
of power to guaranty their eventual payment, 
and the short period they had to run, with the 
great quantity of State stocks in the market of a 
better character for permanent investment, caused 
some temporary inconvenience, and prevented 
any offer for them above par, either at home or 
abroad. The.sale, however, of one becoming ex- | 
pedient, it was effected within the limitations pre- 
scribed. It has not yet been found necessary to 
dispose of the other. But it is expected that, 
when the period for redeeming most of the out- 
standing Treasury notes arrives, it must be sold, 
unless other means to meet the public engage- 
ments shall, in the mean time, be provided by 
Congress. 

Ifthe receipts from customs or lands should 
exceed the estimates made for the ensuing year, 
-which, in the vacillations of trade, is not very || 
improbable, still it is not supposed the excess 
will be so Jarge that all the expected charges on 
the year can be defrayed without a sale of the 
remaining bond, or some equivalent resource. 

: The estimates of receipts for 1839 rest on the 
following gencral views: An overflowing tide of 
speculation and bank issues, like that of 1836, 
is not anticipated, while the recent evils and dis- 
asters from these sources are fresh in remem- 
brance. Nor, on the contrary, is any expecta- 
tion entertained of a repetition, so soon, of the 
mercantile revulsions which characterized the | 
year 1837. 

The receipts from duties during the last year, 
if the bonds had not been postponed, would have 
been about sixteen million dollars. Those of the || 
‘present year, in the ordinary operation of the 
laws, without the postponed bonds, will not prob- 
ably exceed $13,000,000 

By supposing a large increase of fifty per cent. 
in 1839, beyond the ordinary receipts for the last 
year, they would amount to between nineteen 
and twenty millions, and would be larger than 
the receipts of 1835. Such an increase would be, 
greater than in any previous year of our history, | 
not affected by commercial restrictions, foreign 
wars, or important changes in the tariff. 

Considering that, under the present credits, 
the duties actually paid within any calendar year 
must be estimated chiefly on the imports from the 
ist of July preceding to the Ist of July in that || 
year, and that two biennial reductions in the 
tariff have occurred since 1835, it is believed that 
nineteen or twenty millions is an estimate sufti- 
ciently high for 1839. 

But as the receipts of late have depended, much 
less than formerly, when credits were longer and 
almost universal, on the amount of bonds taken 
in previous years, the estimates must be much 
more conjectural; and intestine commotions, wars 
in Europe or on our own borders, fluctuations in 
crops or prices, and various other contingencies 
in the ensuing year, which cannot be foreseen or 
computed, may vary the result several millions. 

The reduced receipts both from lands and du- 
ties in 1837 and 1838, as compared with the two 
preceding ‘years, were anticipated by the Depart- 


| opinion on a point of so much importance to the 


; expenditure to which all governments are more 


| exigencies affecting expenditure, it is impossible, 
| under the ebbs and foods of trade and specula- 


| therefore, has discharged a duty deemed imper- 


| spect to this point did take place. But that has 


| ferred by Congress, which directed the whole 


| ury to recall it, whenever needed for public pur- 


| question. Since the extinguishment of the national | 


| has been the policy of Congress to avoid a large |; 


ment in 1836, and a permanent provision to mee! 
any deficiency was earnestly urged on the consid- 
eration of Congress. j 

Confident as were the expectations entertained 
by many that the revenue of 1837 would be so 
great as to justify further large deposits with the 
States, and severe as were the censures bestowed 
on those who expressed apprehensions of a dif- 
ferent result, a striking diminution in the revenue 
actually occurred. Although any difference of 


public faith was deeply regretted by the Depart- 
ment, yet it felt constrained, at that time, to re- 
gard many appearances of extraordinary pros- 
perity as delusive; the existing surplus as tem- | 
porary and fallacious in its character; and conse- ! 
quently believed that much of it was likely to be 
required in a few years to meet deficiencies in the 
revenue, arising from the progressive reduction 
of the tariff, and those fluctuations in income and 


or less subject, and to which our own system of || 
finance is peculiarly exposed. 
Apart from the contingencies of war, and other | 


tions of all kinds, which, with the present bank- 
ing system, are as certain though not so regular 
as the tides, that a revenue derived chiefly from 
foreign importations and the sales of land, should 
not vibrate with such changes. The Department, 


ative, in urging on the attention of Congress, at 
several sessions, some permanent and efficient 
arrangement for enabling the Treasury to meet 
such fluctuations without injury to the public 
credit. ' i 

On one occasion, permanent legislation in re- 


been repealed, or indefinitely postponed by the 
act of October 12, 1837; and the temporary meas- 
ures substituted having nearly ceased their op- | 
eration, the necessity for some further provision 
is apparent. The form seems to be the great) 
question of difficulty; there being, it is appre- | 
hended, a general concurrence of views in favor 
of having some effectual provision on a subject 
of such obvious importance, 

The investment of a part of the surplus in the 
Treasury in State stocks, in the manner which 
for several years has becn successfully practiced, 
under the acts of Congress, as to large sums be- 
longing to the Indians, so as to cohstitute a prov- 
ident fund to meet contingencies and fluctuations, 
was the mode first recommended by the Depart- 
ment. But a substitute for this plan was pre- 


surplus to be deposited with the States for safe- 
keeping, and enabled the Secretary of the Treas- 


poses. In the autumn of 1837, however, when 
the necessity of resorting to this substitute was 
in view, Congress postponed its operation. In- | 
stead of it, the power to issue Treasury notes for | 
a limited period was granted, and for additional | 
security against deficiencies, the deposit of the | 
i 
| 
H 
{ 
{ 


fourth installment with the States, was deferred | 
till next January, and afterwards the power to 
sell the bonds of the United States Bank was | 
added. But both of those powers will soon be |, 
inoperative, and without some further legislation | 
on this subject, which shall be of an efficient; 
character, and be available at an early day, the iH 
Pee of the public faith must be endan- | 
ered. t 
: Recent experience is full of admonition on this f 


debt, and especially within the last three years, iti 


balance in the Treasury immediately available, || 
which, if unemployed for the public service, wa | 
regarded as taken from the circulation of the | 
country, and in some degree hoarded, though | 
deposited in banks which had made the public | 
money the basis of enlarged operations. This 
policy, as it obviates the hazar attending such j 
operations, as well as the imputation of improper | 
influence in the management of the money, Is cer 
tainly the most prudent. But the preservation of | 
the public faith, either under the former practice | 
of keeping the money in banks, or ander the pro- | 
posed system of an Independent Treasury, may | 
occasionally render other resources necessary, | 
from the considerable fluctuations which are fre- | 


i 
H 
i 
i 
| 


rom yearto year, and even from month to month. 
Thus, the receipts from the usual Sources, which 


weré, in 1834, about twenty-one millions, rose” 


unexpectedly in 1836 to $48,000,000; but fellagain 
as suddenly in 1837 to only about nineteen mil- 


lions, So the aggregate expenditures in.1834and* 


1835, independent of any payimetits for trusts or 


| the national debt, were only seventeen oreighteen 


millions; but from Indian wars and other‘causes 
they rapidly rose, and, notwithstanding the dim 
inution in réceipts, have remained ‘since ‘not far 
from thirty millions yearly. - Again,in the month 
of January last, the expenditures were only about 
one million eight hundred ‘thousand dollars; and 
in May last only $2,242,000; but in July: they 
suddenly increased to over four million five hun- 


| dred thousand dollars, being an excess, in a single’ 


month, of nearly two and a third millions, or 
more than enough to sweep off in thirty days the 
whole balance on hand. Consequently at any 
period, with only a million or two- in the Treas- 
ury, and the current receipts being less than two 
millions monthly, it is obvious that the public 
engagements could not all be punctually ‘met, 
unless some power, like those before named, shall’ 


exist, to provide for calls so unequal in. different, 


portions of the year, as well as in differént years. 
Though the receipts for any one year may be 


equal to the whole expenditures within ‘it, even « 


that will not remove the difficulty. The expendi- 
tures may be required in larger proportions in the 
first half of the year, and the greatest receipts 
occur ‘in the last half. aene Ee 
Having the power to issue Treasury notes 
during 1838, the Department has been enabled, by 
the aid of ‘that and other means, to meetievery 
authorized engagement with punctuality. A 
power of a similar kind has been ‘found in other 
countries, during more than a century, to’be in- 
dispensable to sustain public credit. If we'keep 
only a small available balance in the Treasury, 
and realize only the comparatively small income 
which is desirable since the discharge of the na- 
tional debt, and this income shall continue to be 


| affected by the periodical fluctuations of receipts 


which are probable under the changes going on 
in the tariff, as well as in banking and thehabits 
of trade, this power, or some equivalent resource, 
seems to be essential to the support of the public 
faith in the scrupulous manner required by jus- 
tice and sound policy. i “a 

The estimates of expenditures ‘in. 1839 -have 
been formed on the most economical basis which 
the different Departments think the public inter- 
ests will permit. They are less than those of 


uently occurring in our receipts and expenditures ` 


either of the two preceding years, under many ` 


heads, and are several millions less than either 


the appropriations made by Congress in those _ 


years, or the expenditures’ actually paid within 
them. Judging from past experiénce alone, the 
probabilities would be that the appropriations to 
be made at the present session will exceed, by 
some millions, the estimates submitted. 

But such additional appropriations, to any con- 
siderable extent, are not anticipated’ when the 
whole circumstances of the country, and of the 
Treasury, shall have been calmly reviewed by 
Congress. No doubt exists with the undersigned 
that prudence, at this time, requires a reduction, 
rather than an increase, in the aggregate of the 
annual appropriations. Besides what is dictated 
on this subject by a wise public frugality, and the 
straitened condition of the Treasury, it is prob- 


i| able that, by the gradual reduction in the tariff, 


which is in progress under the existing laws, the 


| receipts from customs, which now average six- 


teen or seventeen millions yearly, will, by 1842, 
be so far diminished as not then to exceed tenor 
twelve millions. Hence, if the annual expenses 
donot by that period undergo a reduction in some 
degree corresponding, so as not to surpass that 
sum and the few additional millions which may. 
then be derived from the sales of the publie lands, 
an unpleasant resort to another increase of the 
tariff, or to a recall of deposits with the States, or 
to permanent loans, will then, if not sooner, be- 
come indispensable. oo Ren 
The further details connected with the diminu- 
tion in our revenue by 1842, tinder the existing 
laws, were so fully exhibited in the annual report 
in 1835, that the undersigned forbears, on this 
occasion, to repeat them. But in commencing 
the unpleasant task of reduction inthe expendi- 
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tures, a question naturally arisesasto-whatitems 
i 
| 


it’ should -first be .apphed... The. Department. 
would not be understood as urging retrenchment 
or parsimony, where the object is great, press- | 
ing, and constitutional.. It has always approved | 
not only those appropriations which are neces- 
sary to satisfy the ordinary. wants of the public 
service, and others rendered proper to vindicate 
our rights and national. character :in war, but 
those which our unexampled increase. in territo- 
ry, numbers, and wealth, may have required, in | 
order at.all times to afford. due protection to per- 
sonsand. property. abroad, as well as at. home, 
and discharge with efficiency all those moment- 
ous duties which have been clearly and wisel 
devolved’ on the Government of the Union. 
judiciary for twenty-six instead of thirteen States | 
must of course require more officers and expense, | 
An army to süard an-inland frontier of five thou- 
sand miles in extent, and embracing one million 
and a half of square miles of territory more than 
in 1789; anda navy to protect a sea-coast of over 
three thousand miles and a commerce of two mil- 
Jions tonnage, instead of less than half.a million, 
with annual imports and exports of nearly three 
hundred.millions in value, instead of forty-three 
millions, must necessarily require a large addi- 
tion. to the public burdens. But, at the same: 
time, some of these circumstances evince, with | 
equal clearness, a flattering change in, our ability 
to sustain those burdens. - | 

This country is not, like. most others, station- | 
ary, either in its fiscal wants or its fiscal means, | 
but exhibits more clearly every year the interest- | 
ing development of the wants and means of man- | 
hood, compared with those of infaney. 

- Besides the increased demands on the Treasury | 
before mentioned, there has sprung up a light- | 
house establishment, exceeding, in extent, that | 
of any of the Powers in Europe, with a plan of 
river.and -harbor improvements, of. constructing 
national'roads, hospitals, mints, forts, arsenals, 
armorics, navy-yards, docks, and various public | 
edifices; in some degree suited to our present 
growih and necessities, 


i| to 1799. However generous, therefore, and grate- 


|| the country, and not on this Department, the lat- 


i 
~The: system of internal improvements is, for 
instance, voluntary, but very expensive, and the 
growth almost entirely of the last thirteen years. 
So isa large part of our light-house establishment | 
and fortifications. sais f 

‘Does not true wisdom require reductions and 
postponements in appropriations towards these 
objects, at least till the revenue of. the country 
shall again clearly indicate the safety and conve- 
nience of pushing them with more vigor.: 

In the prospective state of the finances, ought 
not numerous donations to local projects, which 
have of late years been so common, to be likewise 
forborne? 

Our pension grants, which are in a great degree 
gratuitous, exceed in expense annually what was 
the whole yearly cost of the General Govern- 
ment, independent of the publie debt, from 1789 


ful, and often just, may have been the feelings j 
which led to their increase in times of a greatand 
increasing revenue, does not prudence teach us 
to exercise caution in making further additions to 
them, while the tariff is undergoing a gradual 
reduction ? 

These suggestions might be extended to other 
matters of a similar characters; but enough has 
been specified to attract attention to the subject 
generally. The amount of receipts and expend- | 
| tures depending on the laws and the condition of | 


ter can only recommend measures which appear | 
suitable in relation to them. Having done this on 
the present subject, it cheerfully leaves their adop- 
| tion or rejection where it properly belongs—to the 
superior wisdom and experience of Congress. 

VII.—ON THE KIND OF CURRENCY RECEIVED FOR 


THE PUBLIC DUES, AND THR RESUMPTION OF 
SPECIE PAYMENTS BY THE BANKS. 


The two circulars annexed contain all the in- 
structions which have been issued by this Depart- 
mentconcerning the currency receivable for public | 
dues, since the passage of the resolution. of Con- 
gress on that subject in May last, and the act of 


On the other hand, corresponding. changes, | 
equally grent, in our: resources, have fortunately | 
occurred, aud which last, whenever required by 
the, public wants, have been displayed with great 
facility, as evinced in the increase of our annual 
revenues, from five to twenty aud thirty million 


July 5, 1838. Previously, the notes of specie 
paying banks, as well as specie and Treasury 
notes, were permitted to be taken for duties, but 
| only the last two for lands. A great part of the | 
actual receipts, however, for both dutiesand lands, : 
was in specie and Treasury notes, Since those | 


dollars. ‘Those resources have enabled us notonly 


to discharge all the augmented current expend- | 
itures, but to defray from one to two hundred mil- || 


lions of national debt incurred in defense of our | 
‘liberties; extinguish the Indian title to the greater 

art of several new States, so as to extend the 

oundaries of civilization and christianity; and 
make a liberal deposit with all the States of a sur- 

lus in our income, exceeding twenty-eight mil- | 
fion dollars.. - Hence the various officers, institu- 

ions, and departments, appropriate for adminis- 
stering the whole of the affairs, and in fine for 
executing the laws of the General Government in 
-respect to sixteen lustead of four millions of peo- | 
„ple are not so.much’ just topies of complaint, as | 
-of admonition to increased caution in regulating 
sestablishmenis and expenditures necessarily so | 
much enlarged. Itis certain that some of them, | 
however laudable in their origin, can be judi- | 
ciously reduced ag the advanced progress or com- 
¿pletion of the business and works to which they 
relate, may.sapction the measure. This would 
 be.sound economy zand its reasonableness should 


} 


-be, duly appreciated by those who consume as ` 


well as those. who pay the.public revenue. 

Inthe midstof fiscal operations so mach greater 
„in amount, and.extended over a territory so much 
wider, none can be insensible to the further fact, 
that they open an avenue, which cannot be too 
¿closely guarded, to- various excesses in expenses 
otherwise useful, and to. numerous incidental 
charges which, though not dishonest, may, on 
„serutiuy, be found neither. necessary nor uscfal, 
All these will demand untiring watehfulness, or 
their accumulation must prevent those reductions 
which it is believed the public service can, in 
many cases, bear without injury; which comport 
with the economical principles always.to be cher- 
ished.in republican-forms of government; which 
the frugal and virtuous habits of the great mass 
of our population demand; aud which are deemed 
essential to avoid embarrassment in the present |! 
and approaching condition of the public income. `! 


pas many have supposed, b 


| dm portant bearing on our fin 
i| the striking contrast between the state of the | 


= new national bank, which 


| instructions were given, more than half of the | 
receipts for duties has consisted of notes of specie | 
paying banks. Most of those for lands continue 
to beas before. 

The kind of currency that should be taken for | 
the publie dues has, heretofore, been fully dis- 
cussed by this Department, and as the views then 
presented remain unchanged, it is not proposed, 
at this time, to enlarge on any former suggestions. | 

But what currency it is the most proper to en- 
courage for private as well as public purposes, is 
a topic intimately connected with the recent re- 
sumption of specie payments. 

Both these matters have of la 


te had a highly 
ancial operations; and 


| country in 1814, and its condition in 1837, in re- 
; covering from the suspensions of specie payments į 
| which occurred in those years, furnishes so in- 
| structivealesson onthe subjects before mentioned, 
as to justify and require a few details in connec- 
; uon with them. 
At the former period, there. were onl 
| Seventeen millions of specie in the United States, 
whether in banks or in aetive circulation. This 
| sum would average but two dollars to each indi- 
| vidual of our population at thattime. Small bills 
| Were receivable.in almost every State and by the 
: General Government. Such being the amount 
Hf specie and the condition of the currency, the 
| Government felt compelled to acquiesce in the 
: impolitic, as well as unjust, reception of depre- | 
' cimed paper of ail kinds for public dues; and the | 
į Suspension of specie payments, always calami- | 
į tous however short, was. protracted nearly three | 
_ years. It was then terminated only by great per- 
; Sonal sacrifices, by numerous insolvencies, and, 
y the coöperation of 
its friends establishe 
under the belief of its utility, if not necessity ,-t 
effect the accomplishment of that object. 

But, in 1837, the condition of the currency. had 


| y about 


a 
d 
o 


` which stood in the wa 


eighty millions of specie.in the country, equal to 
about five dollars per head of our population, or 
more than double the former average. 

It-had been thus increased; principally, by the 
firm and persevering policy of the General Gov- 
ernment, during the last four years, to discourage 
the use of small notes, and introduce gold more 
extensively into. the currency. f 

In this state of things, the public officers at 
once declined to violate the laws and countenance 
partiality among debtors, by. receiving depre- 
ciated paper, and that of very different values, 
for public dues. Without hesitation, they also 
refused unjustly to abandon the specie standard 
of value, either as to payments or receipts; and 
hence sustained, throughout, both that standard 
and the uniformity in imposts so wisely estab- 
lished by the Constitution. 

This step tended strongly to encourage a re- 
sumption of specie payments,and,in consequence 
of it, and of other measures about to be explained, 
the suspension, though it was more general than 
the former one, ceased in some places within less 
than a year, and has already ended in most parts 
of the Union without any aid from the danger- 
ous and overshadowing influence ofa National 
Bank. The essential difference in the course 
which the public officers were. able to. pursue, as 
to the. kind of money received, and. the earlier 
period and greater ease of resuming specie pay- 
ments, bear no unequivocal testimony to the wis- 
dom of the policy which had. previously been 
adopted in relation to the improvement of the cur- 
rency. 

It is believed that about seven hundred banks 
and branches, situated in twenty-two States and 
Territories, have already resumed specie pay- 
ments. These, including not far from thirty 
which never.suspended, make seven hundred and 
thirty now paying specie. Seventy more are ex- 
„pected to resume on or before the first of the en- 
suing month. Of the residue, amounting to about 
twenty-five, with a capital of from three to four 
miltions, it is believed that six oreight arc wind- 
ing up their concerns, because unprofitable; and 
that the rest are insolvent. f 

Soon ‘after the suspension, this Department 
urged the deposit banks to use their. utmost efforts 
to resume specie payments at an early day. 

It was pressed that each,as an act of sound poli- 
cy, no less than of strong moral obligation and im- 
perative duty under the laws, should resume specie 
payments the moment it was able safely to effect 
them, or, at least, that all the banks in particu- 
lar neighborhoods, cities, counties, and States, 
should unite in doing.this, whenever able, with- 
out wailing for weaker institutions, or more em- 
barrassed regions ofthe country. 

The adoption of that course in some States, 
however much the measure was questioned at the 
time, and perseveringly opposed by many banks 
as well as influential individuals, has proved for- 
tunate, and reflects great credit on the sagacity, 
firmness, and intelligence of those who adopted 
it. The encouragement given by the Departinent 
to such institutions as resumed Specie payments, 
by taking no paper but theirs for public dues, and 
by preferring them in the transaction of public 
business, was not without salutary influence. 
Suits against the banks in default, unless appa- 
rently insolvent, were also forborne, and drafts 
continued, with great advantage, to be. issued 
gradually on all that were disposed to make sat- 
isfactory arrangements with the public creditors, 
and thus lessen those large immediate liabilities 
y. of early resumption. 

Indeed, every facility was promised and ex- 
tended which the limited power of the Depart- 
ment permitied,and, on its recommendation, fur- 
ther measures of reasonable indulgence to the 
merchants and banks indebted to the Government 
received the prompt attention of Congress, and, 
doubtless, contributed much.to-shorten the sus- 


-pension. 


Under the laws granting such indulgence, the 
aggregate of merchants’ bonds, the payment of 
which was postponed, is supposed to have reached 
between four-and five million dollars. The chief 


benefit of this. measure was felt in the Atlantic 


section of the country, while a similar-extent of 
relief . was. experienced principally in the west 
and southwest. by the allowance to the banks of a 


-long delay in paying the balances due from-them. 


i 
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become materially changed. There were about 


The curtailment of paper issues, which was 


i 


striking between May, 1837, and May, 1838. Nor 
has this event been accompanied, as many pre- | 
dicted; by any ruinous fall in‘the prices of labor, į 
or of our great staple commodities. As a further ! 
illustration of some of the real causes and cures | 
of the embarrassments in the currency, it is com- 
puted that, within a year from the suspension, a 
reduction was effected in bank discounts exceed- 
ing forty million dollars; that there was an in- 
crease of the whole amount of specie in the coun- 
try of five million dollars; and that the aggregate 
at this time must be from eighty-five to ninety 
million dollars. ‘he official returns of the imports | 
and exports of gold and silver during the year 
ending September 30, 1838, are given in the table 
annexed; and the former in that time will be 
found to exceed the latter more than fourteen mil- | 
lions. ' i 
Intimately connected with the currency and the | 
suspension of specie payments is the condition of | 
the domestic exchanges during the past year, as | 
compared with some former periods. Although | 
in 1825 a national bank had: been in full operation | 
| 

} 

} 

1 


for several years, and in 1819 for two years, those | 
exchanges were then quite as much deranged be- į 
tween most places as in 1837. But of late they | 
have improved more rapidly than in the two for- | 
mer periods, without receiving any aid from new |; 
banking incorporations by the Gencral Govern- || 

ment. s 
This fact demonstrates that the great nominal 
difference in exchanges at both periods, has been | 
produced by circumstances over which national || 
legislation possesses but little influence. i 
“When excesses of indebtedness, or other com- | 
mercial causes, render money more desirable in | 
one place than another, then, and not ull then, || 
the legitimate difference in exchanges begins; and | 
that difference can never be corrected by banks | 
or legislation, but only by the great laws of trade || 
changing the relative indebtedness and demand. | 
But when a‘nominal difference in domestic ex-. 
changes occurs, extending beyond two or three 
per cent., or the small actual cost of transporting 
specie to the most distant cities in the Union, it is 
the consequence, not of an unequal indebtedness 
alone, but of that and an unequal quality or value 
in the local bank currency; and which event has 
been produced, and can be removed, only by | 
measures operating on the soundness of that cur- || 
rency. Each State has in its own power an effect- |; 
ual remedy for any suffering by high exchanges 
from this source. Independent, and true to its 
vital interests, it can always adopt such effectual | 
regulations in banking, as will remove the scourge 
of a depreciated paper, and thus avert any ruinous | 
rate of domestic exchange. 
From, the whole of these considerations, it is | 
manifest that the recent resumption of specie pay- | 
ments, and the equalization of exchanges, have | 
| 


both been facilitated by the large amount of specie | 
which has of late years been introduced, and the | 
course of policy pursued in other respects by: the | 
General Government on topics connected with 
the circulating medium and the banks. 

A restoration of equality in the foreign ex- 
changes also, and a perseverence in extinguishing 
old: debts, with increased forbearance to contract 
new ones, eitherat home or abroad, have revived 
that foreign ‘confidence which had been with- 
drawn with such disastrous precipitation. These 
favorable changes, wnited with a diminution in 
speculations, whether in banks, lands, or com 
merce, and a return to stricter frugality in indi- | 
vidual expenses, and to more industrious energics | 
fora livelihood, have aided good crops, and some | 
minor agencies, in bringing about, with greater | 
rapidity, events the most desirable, and a condi- | 

| 
t 
H 
| 
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tion of the country highly auspicious. In many- | 
quarters money has become comparatively abund- | 
ant, interest lower, and trade and manufactures | 
active. meg ved 

Nothing more seems to be necessary to per- 
petuatethe present healthy action of the currency, 


duced the improvement. It cannot but be wise 
in respect to the circulating medium for the Gen- 
eral Government to persevere in a course which 


prepared the country better to meet, and quickly || 


carried it through, so fearful a crisis. It would 
seem prudent, likewise, for the States, profiting 
by past experience, to insist on reform in their 


| banking institutions, and particularly on greater 
| self-denial in their business, by imposing addi- 


tional checks on over-issues, and stronger limit- 
ations to excessive discounts. The present sys- 
tem, if unchecked, has inherent defects of an 
alarming character; and, without indulging in 


timid misgivings or unjust suspicions, it may be | 


said to tend, by its expansions and inevitable con- 
tractions, to unsettle, frequently, the value of 


| labor as wellas of the whole property of the coun- 
| try. 


The General and State Governments might, 
also, with manifest advantage, abstain from ap- 
plying any stimulants to the overaction of all 


i kinds, that, under such specious but treacherous 
| hopes, deluded so many into the recent embar- 
|! rassments. 


This would not evince any hostility either to 
banks or to credit, when well secured and prop- 
erly regulated; but would serve to avert ruin from 
both. 

Several of the banks, which are under the con- 
trol of réal capitalists and officers of prudence 
and foresight, have become satisfied that the use 
of the public money for discounts, subject to the 
restrictions of the present deposit act, andthe 
liabilities to refund itsuddenly, which must exist 
with a small balance in the Treasury, is-attended 
with much inconvenience, and is likely, in the 
end, to prove more injurious than profitable to 


il the banks and their. borrowers, as well as to the 


Government. So widely impressed has this con- 
viction become, that some of those institutions 
have declined to receive public deposits under the 
special provisions of that act. 


yIN.—ON THE MANNER OF KEEPING THE PUBLIC 
MONEY, AND THE CHANGES PROPOSED. 


The present laws in regard to the keeping of ii 


the public money are defective in several partic- 
ulars, which were explained in the last two re- 
ports on the finances. 

The full advantages, either of the system of 


State banks or the proposed one of an Independ- 


ent Treasury, are not now enjoyed; while the 
Department, without all the securities which are 


| practicable, is subjected to some of the inconve- 


niences and many of the risks attending both, 
The measures it would recommend as most suit- 


able to remove the various imperfections which | 


exist on this subject, have been so recently and 
fully explained, thata reconsideration of them all, 
at this time, cannot be regarded as necessary. 


It is deemed proper, however, to communicate į 


to Congress such details as are material for under- 
standing with accuracy the mode in which the 


public: money is now kept, and for appreciating | 


duly the importance of those additional checks 
and securities which, though proposed as a par 
of the plan for an independent Treasury, appear 
to be imperatively required under any system. 
Four of the six banks reported at the last session 


of Congress, as retained under the deposit act of i; 


June 23, 1836, still continue to be general depos- 
itories. Of the other two, the People’s Bank at 


Bangor, and the Louisville Savings Institution, | 
the former has surrendered its charter, and the = 


general trust 


has not y 
with any 
willing to 
of the deposit act. - 

In many of these last cases, therefore, the prac- 
tice has been to leave the publie money with the 
officers collecting it, to-be held in their own cus- 


sis now. 


tody, or placed in'special deposit in banks, during 
| the short périod which misht elapse before it was- 
|, wanted and drawn from them by drafts in favor. 
| of the public creditors. i 
| 


A list ofthe collectors and receivers from whom 
the money has generally been sodrawn, and who. 
| had any amounts on hand'subject to draft: the 1st: 
| instant, is annexed. Sng SURES, Bt 

The rest of those classes of officers, who‘have 
| collected funds beyond the sums heeded to defray 
; their current expenditures, and-who were not‘con-’ 
| veniently situated to. conform to either of the.” 
| above arrangements, have been required to make 

| deposits of the same in banks tothe special credit™ 
ii of the Treasurer. ` 
f ; Other funds received from the. exchange. of 
ji Treasury notes; from collections by'attorneysand 
ii marshals, from patent fees and’ miscellaneous: 
| sources, have also, in most instances, been placed 
| in banks to the credit of the Treasurer, in special 
| deposit, except such amounts as could advanta- 
|| geously be put into the Mint and its branches; for 
i the only two purposes authorized in‘the lawson 
that subject. 

An exhibit is presented of the names of these 
special depositories, with the sums in each. ‘The 
amounts retained in the Mint and its branches, 
under the provisions of those laws, are subjoined. 

In the absence of suitable general depositories, 
some money due from certain State’ banks has- 
been allowed to remain in deposit to the special 
credit of the Treasurer till it was wanted for.pub- 
lic payments; they being, under all the ‘cireum-" 
stances, considered proper’ depositories for that 
temporary purpose. A-schedule of these banks,: 
with the sums remaining in each subject to draft 
at the last returns, is annexed. ceric ere 

But this system of special deposits,'or of de- 
posits to the special credit of thë Treasurer, hasj: 
|| from convenience, and indeed almost from`neċces- : 

sity, not generally corresponded with the ysual’- 
i| forms of special deposits. ae 

A moments reflection will show that any dë- 
| posit not subject to be paid out by the banks in 
| the absence of the depositor, though at times ċon=` 
|| venient for officers living near banks, would eause ` 
| much inconvenience to those residing remote from 
them; and that the making of frequent disburse- 


| ments from it, by the latter, would be utter y im=* 


| 

| practicable. The Treasurer, incommon practice, | 

| should retain his funds only in such condition’as* 
| 

i 

| 

| 

| 


| will allow them to be paid-out promptly: on the. 
| numerous drafts which must be made in favor of: 
| claimants in every section of the country.» For 
this purpose, when a deposit of them is made, it: 
' must be genéral, or, if special, it must be with an: 
| understanding or contract, not only that they are 
to be ready for his call at all times and uader-all: 
circumstances, but that they.are to be paid ‘out on” 
his various drafts, without his actual. presence. >. 
From these details it is apparent that the’ pres- 
ent system of kceping-the public money is very 
complicated, and it may be deemed fortunate that 
li the Department has been able, during the past: 
|| year, to conduct large financial operations under’ 
{| it without great public inconvenience, Few per- 
sons ean doubt that some change in the lawson’ 
this subject is proper. But whatever plan Con- 
ress may adopt, too great care cannot ‘bevexers” 
sed in providing the best: possible securities, 
Allthose additional guards against defaults, which 
have been urgently recommended inthe last two 
reporis on the finances, or incorporated into the 
bill to. establish an Independent’Treasury, are 
considered important. ` Recent expérience in re- 
spect to the benefits of only ordinary collateral 
| security evinces the utility of such measures. 
| “Thus the losses expected to be sustained from 
deposit banks since 1834, are very small in com- 
parison with those-sustained between that period 
and 1817. This, in a considerable degree, is .to 
be attributed to the additional requirements of 
such security: oe? 
The improvement was voluntarily introduced 
by the Department in 1833, and was afierwards 


| sanctioned. by Congress inthe deposit act.of 1836: 


The measure insured greater care ‘in the man- 
agement of the banks, and an increased watch» 

_ fulness ‘by the sureties in times of difficulty, to 

| take efficient steps to indemnify the ‘Freasury:, 

: ‘With a view to illustrate further the effects of 


| requiring collateral: security, ih: cases both of 


| banks and collecting officers, as well.as to- com 
|| manicate interesting facts in connection with the 
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safety of keeping the public money. from the 
foundation ‘of the Government, several tabular 
statements, prepared by the Department, are here- 
with presented. a 

First. A list of the banks still indebted to the 
United States, for defaults previous to the close 
of 1834, none of which are believed to have given, 
originally, any. collateral security, is annexed. 
The whole amount now due, without computing 
interest, equals $1,000,676; and a great part of 
this must be regarded as a total loss. 

Second. Another list. of indebted banks is an- 


Third. The eventual losses sustained from re- | 


ceivers and collectors, while, asa part of the bank 
deposit system, they were collecting the publi 
funds, to be afterwards placed for safe-keeping in 
banks, were, at the last session, estimated ata 
sum ranging from nine to twelve hundred thou- 
sand dollars. (See printed report to House of 
Representatives, 28th February, 1838, No. 101.) 

Collateral security had generally been taken of 


these officers; but in former times it was not al- | 


ways in so large amounts and with so great care 
as of late, and consequently most of the fore- 
going losses happened many years ago. 

A list of all those officers who, on the 12th of 
October, 1837, the time designated in the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, stood on 
the books of the Treasury, as having neglected 
to settle their accounts in season, may be seen, 
with the amount charged to each, in the printed 
report made on the 15th of January last, (docu- 
ment No, 111.) But several of these were not 
then actually indebted to the United States, 
though, having neglected to adjust their accounts 
at the Treasury, they came within the express 
words of the resolution, and consequently were 
included. Some defaults have occurred, or been 
discovered since October, 1837; but it is not ap- 
prehended that any losses will ultimately be sus- 
tained from them, except in the case of the former 
collector of New York. ‘That case has been re- 
cently detected, and the defalcations are supposed 
to have been continued for many years, and to 
have reached a large amount, 
acter, they could, perhaps, have bee 
prevented only by penalties for fal 
system of cash duties, and personal i 
money and vouchers, with punishm 
use of the public funds, similar to w 
in the report from this D 
in September, 1837. 
particulars of this ca 


n effectually 
se returns, a 
nspections of 
ents for mis- 
hat was urged 
epartment on the finances 
It is intended to make the 
se the subject of a special 


report to the President, for the consideration of | 


Congress, 
. The requirement of collateral bonds has un- 
doubtedly diminished many of the losses before 
mentioned, But n 
tion and security heretofore in force, the whole 
of these defaults, 
or banks, have occurred under the old systems of 
making deposits in a United States bank or State 
banks for safe custody. 

Under either of those systems, if unreformed, 
Congress must co 
lect the public money, 
it after collected, with 
pea losses incident 


as well as banks to keep 
all the former risks and 
to both classes of agents. 

at the proposed plan of an Independent Treas- 
ury, with all its checks and guards, will diminish 
the number of risks, and tend, in several respects, 
to strengthen the public security. By requiring. 
the officers now employed in collections to hold 
most of the money for a time in deposit, itadopts 
only-a part of the agents under either of the for- 
mer systems; and hence, dispensing with the 
banks, unless it may be for a few strictly special 
deposits, avoids most, if not all, of the risks and 


From their char- | 


otwithstanding evéry precau- | 


ntinue to employ officers to col- | 


i 


j 


whether by collectors, receivers, | t 


i 
| 
} 


j| decisive tendency to 


i| early in our legislation, 


i sustained from those classes of 


li copy of which is annexed 


of agents. or ee 

It is true that under this plan it is contempla- 
ted to impose on collecting officers the duty of 
keeping somewhat longer, in a few cases, and in 
sums somewhat larger in others,the money which 
under the other systems since 1789, those officers 
have collected; and three or four new offices are 
proposed to be established, to hold general re- 
ceipts in deposit at a few central points. These 
; changes are all the material ones which have been 
j recommended on this point. But, to increase the 
public security under all duties new or old, as 
well as those of any new agents, ample bonds are 
| to be required, occasional examinations of their 
i funds and accounts, of a new and rigorous char- 


Honest diligence can never suffer by these 
| changes, while carelessness in business and laxity 


ij of principle will be prevented, or exposed and 


properly rebuked. , 
Additional safeguards like these are also of vital 
importance in a moral view, by more effectually 
preventing as well as punishing wrong. 
They are, therefore, earnestly urged again on 


|| the consideration of Congress. Whether looking 
| to farther security or other important ends, one 
|; of the most desirable alterations, which is incor- 
i| porated into the plan of an independent Treasury, 
i| provides that any use of the public money for 


private purposes be hereafter considered illegal, 
and punished as adangerous breach of trust. The 
experience of the last few years demonstrates the 
propriety of such an organic change of our sys- 
tem, whoever and whatever may be the fiscal 
| agents employed. The change, so far as respects 
mere collecting or disbursing officers, will have a 
reserve not only the Gov- 
ernment, but them and their securities, from those 
jJosses which it was never contemplated they 
should hazard, by making loans or speculations 
| with funds held in sacred trust for purposes en- 
[tively public in their character, and constant in 
| theirdemands. Had such a provision been adopted 
doubtless it would have 
| prevented most, if not all, of the losses heretofore 
officers, and much 
| wretchedness which has befallen both principals 
| and sureties. Some of the earliest acts of Con- 
| gress wisely prevented officers of the customs and 
| ofthe Treasury Department from being concerned 
in commerce, or dealing in the public lands or 
| public stocks. These restrictions were doubtless 
introduced chiefly with a view to remove the temp- 
f tation and hazard incident to the possession of 
the public money. But the prohibition to employ 
that money for private purposes, under severe 
| penalties, has not yet been introduced, except in 
| Substance in the Mint, by making embezzlements 
there punishable as felonies. Its expediency has 
i been urged by the Department heretofore, and 
seems confirmed by experience, as well as theory, 
The successof such a provision in the Mint, where 
no losses, from its establishment to the present 
moment, have forso many years, and after having 
the custody of so many millions of money, been 
known to occur, isa very striking illustration of 
its efficacy. 

Finding that no new act on this and some sim- 
lar points was passed by Congress at its late ses- 
| sion, a circular, bearing on them, was issued b 
his Department soon after the adjournment, a 


f 


i 


. 


posit agents, heretofore consist- 
anks, the change from former 
usages, which would be introduced by such a pro- 
ibition, would be greater. But the present con- 
ition of the Treasury and of the country is 
ighly auspicious for the reform, Diminished 
as is the balance of the public money now on 
hand, and manifest as is the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to keep it so hereafter, the apparent pe- 
cuniary disadvantage caused either to the banks 
or their customers would be slighter than at any 
former period. ; 

In the mean time, and under the speculating 
mania of the age, the alteration would yield a 
most valuable protection against the recurrence of 


| In regard tode 
ing chiefly of b 


| 

ih 
id 
Lh 


i 
| 
i 
i 
j 
i 


disastrous adventures, so far as stimulated by the 
l more easy loans of such funds through bank de- 


[losses which have been sustained from that class | 


| individual officers who hold m 


| terms, allowed by Congress, 


positories, and against the consequent losses to 
the institutions themselves, as well ag bankrupt- 
cies and misery to numerous individuals. 

Above all other considerations in favor of this 
change, if we advert to sound views in political 
economy, will be its influence in removing every 
temptation to the dangerous disposition to in- 
crease taxes or revenue on account of their inci- 
dental use for assistance and capital in private 
enterprises. It would also restore official practice 
to the true theory of the Constitution, which, in 
ita primitive purity, must undoubtedly have in- 
tended that the public money should be collected 
solely for public purposes, and should be kept, 
not for the emolument of individuals or corpora- 
tions, but for the single object of meeting, with 
promptitude and fidelity, the obligations of the 
Government. : , A 

Originally, the departure in practice from this 
theory was not, in any case, even in implied 
It was permitted 
only by early construction of the Treasury De- 


į partment; and, in relation to deposit banks alone, 
i for the benefit, through them, of the mercantile 


interest, which constituted their principal cus- 
tomers and owners. But since the extinguish- 
ment of the national debt, and the accumulation 
of large balances in the Treasury, this departure 
has been expressly sanctioned by Congress in the 
deposit act of 1836, and has tended, very unde- 
signedly, without doubt, to place the Government 


| in the invidious attitude of a great money lender 


of its current funds, rather than of a surplus, and 
that for the apparent benefit, not of public bodies, 
such as States, or of all persons equally, but of 
particular corporations and particular classes of 
society immediately connected with them. Be- 
sides this, the public servants, however scrupu- 
lous, have thus become exposed to the grossest 
imputations of favoritism, partiality, and corrup- 
tion in making these indirect loans. A radical 
change in the system, in this respect, is, therefore, 
very desirable; and, by preventing any individual 
or corporate employment of the public money, 
would render both the possession and the super- 
intendence of it, which are now objects of gust 
jealousy, but mere naked powers, and, by their 
great responsibility, dangerous only to their pos- 
sessors, They would become entirely useless for 
either political influence or private emolument, 
and could contribute nothing to the depraved ap- 
petite of the age for power and speculation, 

But important as are the eventual safety of the 
public money and purity of character in its man- 
agement, it must be manifest, from the remarks 
already made, and from the warning events of the 
last two years, that legislation should look, not 
only to them, but much further. 

Recent occurrences have shown that the whole 
treasure of the United States, when intrusted to 
banks, is liable, in critical periods, to be swept at 
once from the use and control of the General Gov- 
ernment, ; 

The good faith of our Union may thus be sud- 
denly placed in extreme jeopardy. Indeed, it will 
be fortunate if the accumulated ills of a broken 
public credit throughout the land are not actually 
added, and are not visited on the labor and pur- 
suits of the whole people. It follows, therefore, 
though banking institutions have never been re- 
garded by the undersigned as a class of agents 
generally unsafe, when looking to eventual losses, 


j and though the additional securities and prohibi- 


tions before mentioned mightbe incorporated into 
some system of banks, but with less facility than 
into the plan of an independent Treasury, that 
the great and widespread danger experienced of 
late from the employment of banks as fiscal de- 
positories, is one which ought, if possible, to be 
avoided, Arising, as it does, from their lability 
to a general, suspension of specie payments, the 
oney on deposit are 
exposed to no such calamity sand when the recent 
Suspension happened, the Specie in the possession 
of many of them proved exceedingly seasonable 
and useful in disc arging the public obligations, 
in the manner imperatively required by law. 
Though an apparent security against some of the 
mortifying embarrassments, resulting from such 
a general suspension, might be obtained by adopt- 
ing a system of special deposits, yet, in order to 
render such deposits convenient in fiscal opera- 
tions, the banks must, as heretofore. explained, 
have access:to the funds, and be tempted in an 
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changes which have 
pune money by 
entirely obviate 


emergency to use them. The 
been proposed in keeping the 
an independent Treasury woul 
most of these dangers. 


If individual agents were chiefly employed, if 
the several checks and securities proposed were | 


adopted, and if the use of the public money for 
private purposes were prohibited, under severe 
penalties, candor must concede that there would 
be much less tendency to any of the evils hereto- 
fore described,and none to the greatest of all. dis- 
asters in fiscal agents—a general refusal to meet 
their liabilities in a legal manner. 


No cause either for special favor or hostility | 


between the banks and the Government would 
then exist. Without any alliance, offensive or 


defensive between them, an appropriate and oc- | 
casional use would still be made of the banks by į; 


the Treasury, as is done by others, whenever 
convenience should require it. But neither party 
would be forced into a species of vassalage; a 
constant, necessary, and dependent connection, 
which, in the recent crisis, has been found not 
only perilous to public credit, but derogatory to 


one of the parties, and subjecting both to con- 


tinued imputations of those unworthy influences 
so disreputable to the community as well as the 
Government. 

On the whole, it is apparent that the system of 
an independent Treasury is more plain and sim- 
ple in its arrangements than any other, and much 
more accordant with that originally in use after 
the adoption of the Constitution. 

Itis truer to the spirit of that sacred instrument, 
and those elementary. self-sustaining principles 
which belong to an independent Government. 

It is more free from several formidable dangers; 
and, under the additional guards and restrictions 


proposed, is likely to unite all attainable security, | 


with efficiency and purity, in the custody of the 
public funds, g 


In fine, experience has furnished satisfactory- |; 


proof that the collecting officers can, in most 
places, 
public 


tively unsafe in relation to e 
proved embarrassing and dangerous in other re- 
spects, and is unnecessary, provided a few addi- 
tional receivers, and the additional regulations, 
checks,.and securities, which have been urged in 


respect to collecting officers, are adopted. 


ventual payment, has 


IX.-ON SEVERAL MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS. 


Separate reports will soon be made on various 
other matters of public interest confided to the 
charge of this Department. 

These wi 
in the manufacture of weights and measures, and 


their distribution among the different States and | 


custom-houses, as well as on the important sur- 
vey of the Atlantic coast of the United States. 
Another will be submitted on the erection and 
discontinuance of light-houses; and others on the 
affairs of the General Land Office, and the Mint 
and its branches. 

Since last December, the sixth installment due 
from France, and the fifth from Naples, for in- 
demnities, after being punctually paid, have been 
transferred to thiscountry and distributed among 
the claimants. Notice has also been recently re- 
ceived, that the arrearages of interest due from 
France upon the first four installments have been 


paid, and the amount, exceeding a million francs, | 


will forthwith be adjusted with those entitled 
to it. 

The Smithsonian legacy, amounting to more 
than halfa million dollars, has been received and 
invested. ` For particulars, reference can be had 
to a special report, which will be made to the 
President and laid before Congress, under a res- 
olution of the House of Representatives. 

Atan early day it is intended to submit to that 
Elouse a valuable collection of facts, in compli- 
ance with its resolution calling for information 
concerning the number of steamboats, locomo- 
tives, and other machinery moved by steam within 
the United States, as well as the causes of the ex- 


plosion in steam-boilers, and various matters | 


connected with that interesting subject. 


Such other questions of minor importance as 


have been referred to this off 


2d ce will be answered 
as early as practicable Dye ee 


keep and disburse as well as collect the | 
dues, without great inconvenience; and | 
that the exclusive employment of banks as de- |j 
posit agents, though not regarded as compara- | 


Nt include one on the progress made | 


| of repayment, 


| degree, connected with the customs, on account 


‘tion to the marine of our country, by soon bring- 


| virtuous, and able seamen, would tend materially 


It is hoped that the undersigned will not be re- li 
i 


garded as too importunate, if he again expresses 


ury Department. ; 

With some slight changes, rendered proper by 
new legislation since 1835, the less complex an 
more efficient system at that time recommende 
in a separate report, would be a great improve- 
ment. 

Thatp 
duties of Commissioner of the Customs from 
those of comptrolling accounts, and requiring the 


undivided attention of one bureau to each sub- ! 


ct, is of the most pressing importance, and 


je 
promptitude, exact- 


wouid greatly conduce to 


|! ness, and skill, in the respective business of each. | 


An alteration inthe commencement of the fiscal 
year, and a revision of the number and compen- 
sation of custom-house officers, and also of sev- 


eral laws connected with the collection of the | 


imposts, are measures still as desirable as when 
they were heretofo 
tion of Congress. Some legal provision on the 
subject of return duties, regulating the manner of 
keeping them while under protest, and the mode 


promote the public security, The employment 
of more boys in the merchant service is, in some 


of its tendency to afford additional protection to 
the lives and property engaged in commerce, as 
well as to improve the morals of mariners, an 
prevent smuggling, mutinies, and piracies. 
The encouragement by law of such an acquisi- 


ing into active usefulness a class of intelligent, | 


to avert some of the numerous evils from that | 


quarter, which now bear upon commercial ener- || 


ortion of it proposing a separation of the i 


; 
i 
i 
i 
i 

re submitted to the considera- $ 
i 
i 
| 
| 


is necessary to remove doubts and | 


I| tuti 


i Wepnespay, December 5, 1838. 
| Hon. L. SALTONSTALL, member elect from 
| the State of Massachusetts, appeared, was qual- 
ified, and took his. seat. a Cag ee Geary 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House.a com- 
ii munication from the Treasurer of the United 
|: States, inclosing, in pursuance of the law estab- 
‘| lishing the Treasury Department, accurate copies. 
|| of the accounts kept in that Department for thè 
|i past year. Sheet 
| Also, a communication from the Clerk of the 
|; House of Representatives, inclosing a report.of 
| the contingent expenditures of his office for the 
; past year. p 
Also, from the Commissioner of the Public 
1 Buildings, containing copies of all contracts en- 
i tered into by that office for the past year. : 
The above were all severally laid onthe table, 
and ordered to be printed, is 


DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM PATTERSON. |. 


H 
| Mr. FILLMORE rose and said: Mr. Speaker, 
d melancholy duty has devolved 
i ouncing to this House the death 
| of my lamented friend and colleague, WILLIAM 
|Parrerson. He died at his residence, in War- 
li saw, on the 14th day of August last. a 
The last time I saw him was in this Hall, at 
i the close of the late session. He was then in the 


| the painful an 


': upon me of ann 


d | prime of life, and apparently in the full enjoyment 


| of health. Blessed by his Creator with a consti- 
on that never felt disease, environed by a tem- 
perance and regularity of habit that ordinarily bids 
defiance to its approach, no man left this House 
with fairer prospects of returning to it again.” But 
the untiring assiduity with which he devoted him- 
self to the discharge of his duties here during that 


gy and prosperity. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Secretary of the Treasury. | 
The President of the Senate of the United States. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice | 
asked and obtained leave to bring || 


given yesterday, 


in a bill providing for the reduction and gradua- 


tion of the price of the public lands; which was || 


read and ordered to a second reading. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to bring in the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Brahan, 
late receiver of public moneys at Huntsville, Ala- | 
bama; and 

A bill for the relief of William Jones. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN gave notice that to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of Pierre Menard and others. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


_ Mr. HUBBARD offered the following resolu- |! 
tion; which was unanimously adopted: 1 
Resolved, That the 34th rule of the Senate be so far sus- | 


pended that the Presiding Officer of the Senate shall appoint | 
ali the standing comi- į 


for the present session the members of 
mittees, with the exception of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce ; and that the Senate shall, previous to 
any such appointment, elect by ballot the chairman of that 
committec. 


Mr. BUCHANAN suggested that the balloting | 


should take place now; which being assented to, 
the Senate went into a ballot, which resulted as 
follows: W. R. King, 23; scattering, 3. 


A quorum not having voted, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to a second ballot; which resulted as fol- | 


lows: W. R. King, 26; scattering, 1. 
Mr. Kine was therefore duly elected. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the petition of Jed- | 


ediah Hunt, a captain in the 
late war, asking arrearages of pension; 
the table. 

CHAPLAINS. 


A message was received from the House of | 


Representatives, by Mr. GARLAND, their Clerk, 
stating that they had passed a joint resolution for 
the appointment of two chaplains, 
denominations, one 
change weekly, and asking the concurrence 0 
Senate, 


The resolution was read and concurred in. 


| seeds o 
LEVI WOODBURY, | 
| 


| 
| 
| family when his strength gave way, 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 


| a name and reputation d 


Army during thej; 
laid on | 


of different |. 


for each House, to inter- |, 
fthe |: 


long and arduous session, doubtless sowed the 

f that disease which so soon terminated 
Beneath the external glow 
insid- 
‘jously preying the canker He 
‘ was barely enabled to return to the bosom of his 
his reason 
| wandered, and, ina few short days, all that was 


his earthly existence. 
of health that then mantled his cheek was, 
worm of death. 


mortal of Wirra» Parrerson “slept beneath the 
» Would that this melan-’ 


i clods of the valley. 
ut it does not. The part’ > 


choly tale ended here. B 
ner of his earthly joys and sorrows, worn down 
with the watchings and anxieties of his last ill- 
ness, with a constitution too feeble to’ support the 
accumulated distress of a sensitive mind, sunk > 
beneath the weight of her sorrows, and, inva few” 
days after his interment, she, too, ‘ slept. the 
sleep of death” by his side. What an appalling: 
bereavement to his infant children’! They are 
now orphans in this wide world, exhibiting ‘in 
| their changed condition an awful’ reality ofthe 
! uncertainty of life and of all earthly enjoyments, ' 
| But, sir, though gone, he has left behind him 
ear to them that knew 
him. Modest and unassuming in his character, 
| kind and generous in his disposition, honest and 
inflexible in his purpose, to know him was toire- 
‘spect and esteem him. His heart was without. 
‘guile; and, though he made no professions, yet 
he habitually practiced all the virtues that adorn 
the life of a most exemplary Christians, >; , 

‘ He made no pretensions to literary acquire: 
| ments or statesmanlike qualifications, and his na 
| tive modesty naturally induced him to seek the 
quiet retirement of private life. But, blessed with 
| good sense and a strong and retentive memory, 
| 


Ke found leisure, amid the daily toils of a labo- 
rious occupation, to cultivate a taste for reading, 
|| which stored his mind with useful facts. At the 
|! unsolicited request of bis fellow-citizens, he reluc- 
1: tantly yielded his assent to occupy a seat on this 
How. he discharged that important trust, 
' during the short time he participate in our delib- 
‘erations, is known-to you all. During a pro-, 
“tracted and uncommonly arduous session, when 
‘many fainted by the wayside, he was always at: 
his post. During a time of uncommon excite- 
/ment and political acrimony, he was firm in the 
` support of what he deemed to be right,-yet toler- 
ant to the opinions of others with whom he dif- 
fered. In one word, he was constant and patient 
in the discharge of all his official duties, andun- 
_ tiring in the more humble but useful labors of his 
i station. Naturally frank, honest, and coniding, 


H floor. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


Í he drew around him a cirele of friends, and by the: 
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unadulterated: goodpess:of his heart, disarmed 
even political opposition of its rancor.. Finally, 
in all the relations of life, as a father, husband, 
brother, friend, citizen,” and legislater, “he was 
blameless. . That no testimony of respect for his 
many virtues may be wanting, I offer for the adop- 
tion of the House the resolutions which I'send to 
the Chair: : ‘ : : 

Resolved, unanimously, That this House has received 
with deep sensibility the annunciation of the death of Hon. 
WILLIAM PATTERSON; a Representative from the State of 
New York. $ 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members of this House 
will testify their respect for the memory of the deceased by 
wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 


DEATH OF HON. A. W. BRUYN. 


Mr. GRAY then rose, and addressed the House 
as follows: l 
Mr. Speaker, I sincerely join in the expression 
of sorrow at the decease of our late lamented friend 
and colleague, whose death we have just heard 
announced, and sympathise with his relatives, 
and especially his children, who have suffered a 
double bereavement; and regret—yes, sir, deeply 
regret—that there ia still yet to be announced 
another instance of mortality, which occurred 
during the recess of Congress, among the delega- 
tion from that State; and that, too, from the dis- 
trict which I have the honor in part to represent. 
Tallude to the late Hon. Anorew De Wirt Brovyy, 
who, for a considerable period prior to, and during 
all the time he served his constituents in this 
body, suffered under a combination of diseases 
that impaired his usefulness here, and finally term- 
inated fis life on the 27th day of July last, at his 
residence in Ithaca. Aside from the irreparable 
loss which his family have sustained, the death 
of Judge Bruyn is regarded as no ordinary calam- 
ity to the community to whom he was intimatel 
known, and by whom his salutar influence, both 
in public and private life, was felt and appreci- 
ated, Inall situations in life he was amiable and 
unpretending; deliberate in forming his opinions, 
ath inflexible in maintaining them. He was, in 
all respects, an honorable man; justly, and in a 
very high degree, enjoying the esteem of all who 
knew him; and those who knew him best re- 
spected him most. He was a lawyer of eminence, 
distinguished for the clear and comprehensive 
- view he took of all subjects presented for his con- 
sideration, possessing talents peculiar] 7 fitting for 
a judicial station; and, after a successful practice 
in his profession for many years, he rece h 
appointment of first judge of the county court in 
the county where he resided, the duties of which 
he discharged for several years, and until he was 
elected to a seat in this body, with distinguished 
ability; and when he resigned to enter upon his 
duties here, he received the unanimous and cor- 
dial approbation of the bar of his county, and 
those whose peculiar province it was to join in 
an expression of his valuable services in that ca- 
pacity... OF his course here, it is only necessary 
to. remark that. he acquired a reputation here, 
which he maintained elsewhere, of a pure, up- 
right, and honest man. 
I beg leave to send to the Chai 
resolution, and move its adoption 


Resolved, That the members of this House tender to the 
relatives of the deceased their sympathy un ‘this mournful 
event, and will testify their respect for the memory of AN- 


r the following 


prew De Wirr Bruyn, deceased, late member of this i 


House from the State of New. York, by wearing 
the left arm for thirty days. 
. The resolution was unanimously adopted. 
And then, on motion, the House adjourned. 


crape on 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 6, 1838. 


ae Srencx, of Maryland, appeared in his 
place. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 

The PRESIDENT, in pursuance of the reso- 
lution of yesterday, announced the following 
standing committees: 

Committee on Foreign Relations.—Messrs. Buch- 
anan, (chairman,) Tallmadge, Clay of Kentucky, 
Rives, and Niles. 

Wright, 


On Finance. —Messts, 
Nicholas, Benton, and H 


chairman 
Webster, ( an,) 


ubbard. 

On Commerce.—Messrs. King, (chairman,) 
Davis, Brown, Norvell, and Ruggles. 

On Manufactures.—Messrs, Niles, (chairman 
Lumpkin, Preston, Stange, and Ruggles. 


ived the | 


|| A bill to establish a 


-- On Agriculture —Messrs:. Smith -of Connec- 
ticut, (chairman,) Spence, Linn, McKean, and 
Mouton. * tes $ . 

On Military Affairs —Messrs: Benton, (chair- 
man,) Preston, Tipton, Wall, and Allen. 

On the Militia.—Messrs. Clay of Alabama, 
(chairman,) Swift, Mouton, Smith of Connecti- 
i cut, and Foster. ate PEA A 

On Naval Affairs. -vessrs. Rives, (chairman,) 
Southard, Tallmadge, Cuthbert, and Williams. 

On Public Lands.—Messrs. Walker; (chair- 
| man,) Fulton, Clay of Alabama, Allen,.and Pren- 

tiss. : 

On Private Land Claims.—Messrs. Linn, (chair- 
man,) Sevier, Bayard, Mouton, and Lyon. 

On Indian Affairs.—Messrs. White, (chair- 
man,) Sevier, Tipton, Linn, and Swift. 

On Claims.—Messrs. Hubbard, (chairman,) 
Tipton, Crittenden, Young, and Merrick. 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. Brown, 
(chairman,) White, Crittenden, Norvell, and 
Smith of Connecticut. . A 

On the Judiciary. —Messrs. Wall, (chairman,) 
Morris, Clayton, Strange, and Pierce. 

On the Post Office and Post Roads—Messrs. Rob- 
inson, (chairman,) Lumpkin, Knight, Brown,and 
Merrick, 

On Roads and Canals.—Messrs. Tipton, (chair- 
man,) McKean, Young, Lyon, and Foster, 

On Pensions.—Messrs. Morris, (chairman,) 
| Prentiss, Pierce, Roane, and Williams. 

On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Roane, 
(chairman,) Nicholas, Spence, Bayard, and Mc- 
Kean. 

On Patents and the Patent Office.—Messrs. 
| Strange, (chairman,) Prentiss, Lyon, Davis, and 
Robinson, 

Lo Audit and Control the Contingent Fund of the 
Senate.—Messrs. McKean, (chairman,) Knight, 
and Fulton. 

On Engrossed Bills. —Messrs, Norvell, 
man,) Merrick, and Smith of Indiana. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRENTISS, on leave, introduced a bill to 
prohibit the giving or accepting, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, a challenge to fight a duel, and 
for the punishment thereof; read twice and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NORVELL, on le 
of notice given, brought in a bill making certain 
j grants of land, and for other purposes; read 
mittee on Public 


(chair- 


twice, and referred to the Com 
| Lands. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, and in pursu- 
j ance of notice given, brought in a bill for the 
relief of Pierre Menard and others; read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
; Claims, 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, on leave, and in pur- 
Hire of notice given, introduced the following 

JIS: 

A bill for the relicf of the hei 
deceased, late receiver of 
ville, Alabama; read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 
| A bill for the relief of 
twice, and referred to the same committee. » 

! A bill for the relief of William East; read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bili for the relie 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
i Affairs. 

Mr. PRENTISS, on 
| of previous notice, 
which were severally twice read and referred: 

A bill to establish’a board of commissioners to 
j hear and examine claims against the United 
i States; $ 
A bill for the relief of 


cirs of John Brahan, 
public moneys at Hunts- 


leave, and in pursuance 


| 
i 
i} 


John McLeod; 
| A bil pension agency at Mont- 
į pelier, in the State of Vermont; ` 

A bill for the relief of Elisha Town; and 
| A bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
i Thaddeus Fairbanks. 
| Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, 
| notice given, introduced a b 
| back of duties on imported 
i factured into cordage and e 
: and referred. 


and in pursuance of 
il to allow a draw- 
hemp, when manu- 
xported; read twice 


+) |) Thomas 


Mr. BUCHANAN, on leave, and in pursuance 
| of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Sumpter; which was read twied, and 
‘ ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


woe i 
ave, and in pursuance 


f of John McCarty; read | 


William Jones; read |} 


introduced the following bills; |} 


H 


| 
t 
H 
Hi 
il 
1 
$ 


i! establish an additional 


: : PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Dr. Joseph ©. Cornwall, asking for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. NORVELL presented twelve memorials, 
signed by upwards of a thousand of the inhabit- 
ants of the State of Michigan, praying for an 
appropriation for the construction of a harbor at 
Brest, and for a light-house at Stony Point, Mich- 
igan; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the memorials of Wil- 
liam Fulton, William Rand, and Samuel Collins, 
severally asking for pensions in consideration cf 
revolutionary services; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. NILES. presented the petition of Esther 
Stevens, widow of Captain Moses Stevens, de- 
ceased, late-of the revolutionary Army, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SWIFT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William Cooley, 
on the files of the last session, be again referred to the Com- 
mitte on Pensions, 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, it was- 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William Wil- 
liams, on the files of the last session, be again referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Richard Robin- 
son, on the files of the last session, be again referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Simeon Cove, 
on the files of the last session, be again referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 


Mr. FOSTER gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to amend the 
act entitled “An act to require the district judges 
of the United States for the eastern district of 
Tennessee, to hold a court at Jackson,” in June 
ast. 

Mr, WALL gave notice that on to-morrow he 
would ask leave to bring in a bill to prevent the 
counterfeiting of foreign coins, and for the pun- 
ishment thereof. 

Also, a bill to amend the act entitled “An act 
more effectually to provide for the punishment of 
certain crimes against the United States.” 

Mr. LYON gave notice that on to-morrow he 
would ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
Obed P. Lacy. 

Mr. TIPTON gave notice that on to-morrow 
he would ask leave to bring in a bill for the pro- 
tection of the emigrant and other Indians west of 
Missouri and Arkansas. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gaye notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to. bring in a bill to 
land district in the State 
of Alabama. : 

Mr. FULTON gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of William W. Stevenson, Joseph Henderson, 
and William Archer, 

Also, a bill to set apart a certain quantity of 
land. on the western borders. of Arkansas, as 
bounty lands for those who shall engage in the 
defense of the western frontiers. p 

Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced abill forthe reliefof Sarah 
Angel, and the other heirs-at-law of Benjamin 
King, deceased; read twice, and referred, 

_ The PRESIDENT announced a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitung a report made by F, R. Hassler, super- 
intendent of the coast survey and the work. for 
dard of weights and 


establishing a uniform stan 
menearen showing the progress of. each work; 
which, ER 

Mr. WRIGHT, was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of 
RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions were. sub ited: 
D pink reso were, submitte 


2. Resolved, That the Committee ‘on Roads and Canals 
to the expediency of -making an 
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appropriation sufficient to complete the construction of the 
Cumberland read to the Mississippi river, or to Jefferson 
City, Missouri; the appropriation, when made, to be paid 
over to the several States within whose limits the road is 
situate, in annual installments : Provided, The States will 
agree toacceptand apply the money to the objects intended, 
and discharge the General Government from any further 
appropriations: And provided also, That the States have 
authority to collect toll on said road sufficient to keep the 
same in good repair after its completion, and allow the arms 
and munitions of war of the General Government to pass 
the same toll free. 


By Mr. NORVELL: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
salary of the district judge of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Michigan. 


By Mr. HUBBARD: 


Resolved, That the Conunittee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of amending the acts of Con- 
gress granting pensions for disabilities incurred during the 
fast war, so as to have the pensions of such invalids com- 
mence at the time their disability was received. 


Agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing a pension to Lem- 
uel White, of Vermont, a soldier of the Revolution. 


Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Lemuel White 
and John MeNiel, on the files of the last session, be again 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill for the reduction and graduation of the 
price of the public lands was read the second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. RIVES, the memorial of 
Commodore James Barron, laid on the table yes- 
terday, was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

_ On motion of Mr, NORVELL, the petition of 
Jedediah Hunt, laid on the table yesterday, was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That so much. of the President’s message’ as 
relates to the finances, together with the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the same subject, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. j 


On motion of Mr. NORVELL, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to commerce, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 


lates to tlhe Post Office and post roads be referred to the 
Zommittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. RIVES, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
felates to naval affairs be referred to the Committee on : 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
pelates to the public lands be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. WALL, it was 

Ordered, That so mach of the President’s message as 
yelates to the Judiciary be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. | 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was | 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the militia be referred to the Committee on the 
Militia, 

After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned over until Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 6, 1838. 


The first business in order was the motion made 
on, Monday by Mr. Crary, and postponed til 
this. day, that J. W. Dory, Delegate from Wis 
consin, be qualified. 


Mr. MERCER, on whose motion it had been | 


postponed, said, with a view to the action of the 
proper committee upon the subject, which would 
probably be announced on Monday, be would 
move a further postponement till that day. 

Mr. SERGEANT remarked that, as there was 
but one return before the House, he could not 
perceive the n 
all. 


i 
H 


ecessity of deferring the subject at | 


2 


ii tion of the laws of nations, of th 
{| tions under the protection of which be was enjoying the !; 
| benefits of a generous hospitality, of the laws of his own 


| 
{ H 


| 


Mr. JONES, the contest’. > Delegate,expressed 
‘a hope that the House woul allow him an op- 
| portunity of presenting a reply to a paper that 
i had been laid on their tables from his opponent. 
| He trusted, too, that it would go to the Commit- 
tee of Elections, though he himself was then pre- 
pared to go into the question. 

Mr. SERGEANT would not interpose an ob- 
| jection if the gentleman solicited delay to prepare 
i his views. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 


Ordered, That the several standing committees be now 
appointed in pursuance of the rules and orders of the House. 


On motion of Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House furnish the mem- 
bers thereof with the usual plan of the Hall showing the | 
seat of each member. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE submitted the following; 
which, under the rules, lies over one day for con- ; 
sideration: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the standing į 
rules of the House : Insert between the 10th and lb rules, 
“in all cases of election. by the House the vote shal! be 
taken viva voee”? 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ADAMS, pursuant to notice, introduced 

a bill to prohibit the giving or accepting, in the 

District of Columbia, of a challenge to fight a 

duel, and for the punishment thereof; which was 

| read twice, and referred to a select committee of 
nine. è 


f 
j 
l 


ij 
i 
! 


H 


1 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. GRENNELLE said it had been usual here- 
tofore, after ordering the appointment of the stang- 
ing committees, to adjourn over til! Monday in | 
order to afford the Speaker time to discharge that | 
duty; and, as he understood some alterations were | 
about to be made in the Hall, it was perhaps the 
more neeessary now. He therefore moved that | 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to | 
meet on Mondays which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 

i tions: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
i quested to cause to be transmitted to this House copies of 
any report or communication received from Andrew Ste- 
| venson, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the United States at the Court of London, relating to a 
controversy in the publie newspapers between him and 
Daniel O'Connell, a member of the Parliament of the Uni- | 
ed Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in which cou- | 
raversy were involved the personal integrity of the said : 
Stevenson, and the honor and interest of this country 
whose representative he is. 


| Andrew Stevenson, consequent upon his conduct in these 
transactions, or any disavowai or censure of his conduct 
communicated to the British Government. 

3. That the President of the United States be requested 
to inform this House whether any call has been made by 
him. or by his direetion, upon Matthew C. Perry, a captain 
iu the Navy of the United States, to account fer his viola- 
aws of the foreign na- 


! country, and of the rules and regulatious for the Govern- | 
| mentofthe United States, by his participation, with other 
i citizens of the United States, in a conspiracy against the | 
fife of Daniel O'Connell, a member of the Parhamentof the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

The resolution, calling for executive informa- 
tion, under the rule, would lie over.one day. 

Mr. ADAMS asked that itbe now considered; 
but it was objected to. f 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, inclosing a statement of the 
| quantity of land covered by grants to Shane and 
l others, in the Louisiana land district; which was 
i jaid on the table.: - 


] 
i 
i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 


H 
H 


i 


The Speaker then announced that there’ was'nd 
other business’on the table; whereupon, : 

On motion of Mr, CUSH 
adjourned, 


ING, the House 


In SENATE... 
Mownpay, December 10, 1838. 


Mr: Benton and Mr. Linn of Missouri, Mr. 
Wager of Mississippi, Mr. Nicnoras of Lou- 
isiana, Mr. Cray of Kentucky, and Mr. Pres- 
f rox of South Carolina, severally appeared. and 
took their seats. ; ae 

The PRESIDENT announced the appointment. ` 
of the members to compose the additional standing 
committee, in pursuance of the resolution adopted 
at the last session, entitled the Committee on the 
Public Buildings. 

Mr. Futton, Chairman, Mr. Bayarp,and Mr. 
Rives. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT communicated a report 
from the War Department, made in compliance 
with the provisions of the second section of the 
act of May 9, 1836, making appropriations: for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for that year containing a statement show- 
ing the expenditures under the contingent head 
for that department for the fiscal year ending 3d 
instant, : : f e 

On motion of Mr. HUBBAR 
laid on the table and printed, Lk ey 

The PRESIDENT communicated a report: 
from the Navy Department, made in compliance 
with the provisions of the act of 9th May, 1836, 
making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for that year, 
containing astatement of the contingent expenses. 
of the naval establishment for the year ending 3d 
intant; which,- 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, was ordered to. 
be printed. eae: 

Also, a similar r 
partment; which, 

On motion of Mr. ROBI 
be printed. oe 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate, containing a statement of the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate for the past year. ` 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Martin Vaw BUREN; ` 
jr-, his Private Secretary, inclosing a Special ‘re- 
| port from the Secretary of the Treasury upon the 
subject of the defaleation of the late collector of 
customs at New York. 

The message having been read, 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was ordered 
to be printed. 7 BAS 


H 


D, ordered to be 


eport from the Post Office De- 
NSON, was ordered to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of John 
J. Bulow; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. i f ppa 

Also, the petition of John Kurtz, praying re- 
muneration for the Joss of the ‘ship Alleghany 
and cargo; which was referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the petition 
and papers of Gad Humphrey, on the files of the 
last session, were again referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Claims. . 
| Mr. H. presented the petition of the heirs of 
i Preserved Clapp, praying remuneration for the 
revolutionary services of the deceased. 

Mr. LINN presented the credentials of the. 
Hon. Tuomas H. Benton, elected by the Legis- 
lature of Missouri a Senator from that Státe, to 
serve for six years from the 4th of March next; 
‘which were read. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the memorial: of 
Charles F. Skinner, in behalf of. himself ‘and 
others, officers af the Army, praying that officers 
of the line may be put on the same footing as 
officers of the ‘staff as to pay and emoluments;., 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: pit 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented th 


} 
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tion of Laurent Millaudon, of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. fogs 

Also, the petition of the heirs of John and 
Henry Banks; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. fanned 

Also, the petition and Documents of William ; 
Barclay, of Alabama; which were referred to the 
Committce on Private Land Claims. 

Mr, SMITH, of Connecticut presented the | 
petition of the heirs of Moses Elmore; 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Samuel Y. 

McKee; r 
© Also, the petition of John Ramsey; 

Also, the petition of Frederick Zeigle; | 

Also, the petition of the heirs of John Jordan; | 

Also, the petition of James McCrary, severally | 
praying for commutation pay; which were re- | 
ferred to the Committeeon Revolutionary Claims. | 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of Esther | 
Sawyer, praying for a pension; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of the heirs i 
and devisees of Dr. John Rumney, late of the | 
revolutionary army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claima. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of E. 
Jones; which was referred to the Committee on i 
Naval Affairs, i 

Mr. ROBBINS presented the petition of Com- ; 
modorè James Barron; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RIVES presented the petition of the heirs 


i| surveyor general of the district composed of the 


of Dr, Willian Ramsay; which was referred to ij 


the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Simeon Knight; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of Jacob | 
Sly; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions, i 

Mr, PIERCE presented the memorial of Jo- 
seph Bassett; which was referred tothe Commit- | 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON presented resolutions adopted | 
by the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, rec- | 
ommending a cession of the public lands to the | 
States in which they lie; which were referred to ; 
the Committee on Publie Lands. i 

Also, a resolution of the same, praying for an | 
extension of the act to allow sofiliers of the late | 
war to enter their bounty lands; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 

Also, resolutions of the same, asking for an: 
Seep AO for the improvement of the Black, 

hite, and other rivers; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commeree. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mre WALL, it was 


Ordered, Mat tbe petition of - ~~ Morris, on the files 
of the last session, he amin referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 

Ordered, ‘Phat the petition and papers of Thomas Fry, 
On the Hlos-of the last session, be again referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Ponaions. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that to-morrow he :! 


would ask leave to introduce the following bills: | 
A bill to transfer to the citizens of the parish of | 
Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, the interest 
of the United States to a certain tract of land. 
A bill confirming certain land claims in Lou- 
isiana, ; 


A bill to confirm certain land claims in the | 


Ouachita land district, in the State of Louisiana. | 
A bill to confirm claims to lands in the district | 
between the Rio Hondo and Sabine rivers. ! 
A bill to amend an act entitled “ An act for ` 


the appointment of commissioners to adjust the |. 


claims to reservations of land under the four- ` 
teenth article of the treaty of 1830 with the Choc- 
taw Indians.’ 

A bill to authorize the issuing of a patent to the: 
heirs or legal representatives of Francis Rivaud, | 
deceased. 

Mr. LYON gave notice that to-morrow he | 
would ask leave to. introduce the following bills: 

A bill to provide for the completion of certain 
roads begun by the United States in the State of 
Michigan; 

A bill granting to the county of Kalamazoo, in 
the State of Michigan, the right of preémption 


| and the above two bills having subsequently been 


| on the Publie Lands, to which had been referred | 


| 
ip 


suance of notice given, introduced a bill to estab- 


late receiver of public moneys at Huntsville, Ala- 


f land, atid for other pur- 


to a quarter section” 

poses; ` j : i 
A bill to create an additional land office in the 

State of Michigan, and for other purposes; and | 
A bill to change the location of the office of |! 


States of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, and for | 
other purposes. ! 
Mr. LINN gave notice that to-morrow he 

would ask leave to bring in the following bills: 

A bill to. continue in force the “Act for the 
final adjustment of private land claims in Mis- 
souri,” approved July 9, 1832, and the act sup-. 
plemental thereto, approved March 2, 1833; 

A. bill to provide for the legal adjudication and 
settlement of a claim granted by the Spanish | 
Government to Julien Dubuque; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bogy; 

A bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle; _ š 

A bill to authorize the Washington County 
Turnpike Company, in the State of Missouri, to | 
construct a road through the public lands; 

A bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher, and | 
the heirs and legal representatives of Barthol- 
omew Butcher, Michael Butcher, and Peter | 
Bloom; i 

A bill to authorize the oceupation of the Co 
lumbia or Oregon ‘Territory; and i 

A bill to provide for the legal adjudication and | 
settlement of the claims to land under the grants 


or concessions made to the Baron Bastrop, the !! 


Marquis de Maison Rouge, and others, in Louis- | 
iana; and Elisha, William, and Gabriel Winters, 
and others, in Arkansas. 

Mr. DAVIS gave notice that to-morrow he! 
would ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to allow interest to the several States for | 
disbursements in behalf of the United States dur- | 
ing the late war; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas L. Winthrop : 
and others; and | 

A bill to make certain allowances to the exec- f 
utor of Loammi Baldwin, deceased. | 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would to- | 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill making an 
appropriation for the purchase of a site for a mag- j 
azine and keeper’s house in the city of Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. ROANE gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring jn a bill making an appro- 
priation for the support of the penitentiary of the 
District of Columbia for the present year, 

Mr. RUGGLES gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief | 
of Samuel Brown, g i 

Mr. FULTON gave notice that to-morrow he | 
would ask icave to introduce the following bills: | 

A bill for the relief of sundry citizens of Ark- | 
nsas, who have lost their improvements in con- | 
sequence of a treaty between the United States | 
and the Choctaw Indians; i 

A bill for the relief of Richard T. Banks and | 
other citizens of Arkansas; and i 

A bill making appropriations to complete cer- | 
tain military roads in Arkansas. i 

Mr. SWIFT gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
John Newton. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the | 
i 

1 


1 Public Lands, to which had been referred the bill | 
i Mr. TIPTON 


to provide for the reduction and graduation of the 
price of the public lands, reported the same with || 
an amendment; which was read. 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to which had been referred the bill for the | 


relief of Elisha Town, reported the same without H 
amendment, A 

Mr. W., from the same committee, also re- 
ported the bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks ! 
and Thaddeus Fairbanks, without amendment; 


considered as in Commitiee of the Whole, were 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee | 


the bill for the relief of the heirs of John Brahan, | 


bama, reported the same without amendment. | 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, où leave, and in pur- | 
i 


lish an additional Jand district in the Stato of Ala- 
bama; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. WALL, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill to prevent the coun- 
terfeiting of foreign copper, gold and silver coins, 
and to prohibit the bringing the same into the 
United States; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred 

Also, a bill to amend the act entitled ** An act 
for the punishment of certain crimes against the 
United States; which was also read twice, and 
referred. 

Mr. LYON, on leave and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of Obed 
P. Lacy; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, on leave, and in pur- 
suance of notice given, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Colonel Fran- 
cis Vigo; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. TIPTON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
confirm the sales of certain reservations: also, a 
bill to authorize John E. Metcalf, of Indiana, to 
locate certain claims to land in Indiana; which 
were severally read twice, and referred. 

Mr. T. also, on leave, and in. pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to provide for the 
security and protection of the emigrant and 
other Indians west of the States of Missouri and 
Arkansas. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced the following bills: 

A bill to set aparta belt of land on the western 
borders of the States of Missouri and Arkansas, 
to be granted to those who shall engage for a cer- 
tain term of years in the defense of the western 
frontier; which was read twice, and referred. 

A bill for the relief of Willim W. Stephenson, 
Joseph Henderson, and William Marks; which 
was read twice, and referred. | 

Mr. FOSTER, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to amend an act 
entitled ** An act to require the judges of the dis- 
trict court of Hast and West Tennessee to hold a 
court at Jackson, in said State,” approved June 


| 30, 1838; which was read twice, and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. PRENTISS offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committec on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of grantinga pension to Mar- 
garct Barnes, widow of Elijah Barnes, a soldier in the war 
of the Revolution. 

Mr. DAVIS offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That fifteen hundred copies of the seventh 
report of Mr. Hassler upon the survey of the coast and the 
construction of standards of weights and measures be 
printed for the use of the Senate, and that five hundred 
copies thereof be delivered to the superintendent. 

_ Mr. WILLIAMS offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending or re- 
pealing an act for the more equitable administration of the 
Navy pension fund, passed Mareh 3, 1837, 

Mr. YOUNG offered the following resolution: 
a Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a hospital for 
the accommodation of sick and disabled boatmen and pas- 
sengers navigating the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, at the 
mouth of the Ohio river, in te State of [Hinois— 

Which, after a discussion, in which Mr. CLAY 
of Kentucky, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. DAVIS, and 
» participated, was, on motion of 
Mr. TIPTON, laid on the table. 

The resolutions submitted on Thursday were 
considered and adopted. 


THOMAS SUMPTER. 
The bill for the relief of Thomas Sumpter was 


| read a third time and passed. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. LUM PKIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to ballot for a Chaplain; which resulted 
as follows: 

Forty-one ballots were given—twenty-one ne- 
cessary to a choice; of which 

Rev. Henry Slicer received. ears 

Rev. Septimus Tuston:. 

Rev. Mr. Fowler 


be 
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» Mr. Reese..... fete teen eee a 

Mr. Slicer was therefore duly elected. 

On motion of Mr. BUG HANAN, it was 
Ordered, That so much of the President's message as 
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relates to foreign relations | 
Foreign Relations. i 
On motion of Mr. ROANE, it was i 
Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as re- il 
Jates to the District of Columbia be referred to the Commit- il 
tee on the District of Columbia. | 
i 

i 

i 

ij 

i 

j 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate went 
into the consideration of executive business. After 
which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, December 10, 1838. 


Mr. YELL of Arkansas, Mr. Hamer of ‘Ohio, | 
Mr. Smirna of Maine, Mr. Tuomrsox of South | 
Carolina, and Mr. Harrison of Missouri, ap- | 
peared in their seats to-day. i 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 

In compliance with an_ order of the House of | 
Thursday last, the following standing committees |; 
were appointed, and this day announced from the it 
chair: ` 7 
Committee of Elections.—Messrs. Buchanan, 
Griffin, Hawkins, Maury, Towns, Bronson, | 
Hastings, Rives, and Swearingen. H 
Of Ways and Means. — Messrs. Cambreleng, i 
Sergeant, Jones of Virginia, Atherton, Haynes, | 
| 

| 

i 


Rencher, Pope, Rhett, and Webster. 

Of Claims. — Messrs, Chambers, Darlington, 
Russell, Campbell of Tennessec, Stuart, Wil- 
liams of New Hampshire, Gray, Saltonstall, and 
Giddings. 

On Commerce.—Messrs. Cushman, De Graff, || 
‘Toland, Curtis, Mason of Virginia, Worthington, |! 
Johnson of Louisiana, Montgomery, and Reily. ; 

On Public Lands. —Messrs. Casey, Williams of | 
North Carolina, Lincoln, Chapmen, Shields, | 
Loomis, Murray, Duncan, and Word. | 

On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Messrs. Con- | 
nor, Briggs, Eiall, Hopkins, Hubley, Calhoon of | 
Kentucky, Towns, Palmer, and Leadbetter. 

For the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Bouldin, 
Jenifer, Dawson, Prentiss, Hawkins, Beirne, Q: 
H. Williams, Davee, and Lyon. | 

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Thomas, Robertson, 
Toucey, Corwin, Garland of Virginia, Samuel W. 
Morris, Turney, Martin, and Foster. 

On Revolutionary. Claims.—Messrs, Craig, Un- 
derwood, Taliaferro, Parmenter, Harper, Birdsall, 
A. TI. Shepperd, Joseph L. Williams, and Keim. 

On Public Expendilures.—Messrs. Haley, Alex- | 
ander, Titus, Stratton, Rumsey, Fletcher of Ver- | 
mont, Crockett, Sheffer, and Putnam. j 

On Private Land Claims.—Messrs, May, Cal- | 

1 
| 


houn of Massachusetts, Harlan, Beatty, Rariden, | 
Cheatham, Garland of Louisiana, Fletcher of | 
Massachusetts, and Crabbe. i | 

On Manufactures. — Messrs. Adams, Slade, | 
Biddle, Tillinghast, Vail, Naylor, Hunter of Vir- | 
ginia, Elmore, and Kennedy. 

On Agriculture. — Messrs. Deberry, Logan, 
Phelps, Weeks, Spencer, Noyes, Davies, Ran- 
dolph, and Stone. i 

On Indian Affairs. —Messrs. Bell, Everett, Cha- || 
ney, Parker, Graham of North Carolina, Lewis, } 
Petrikin, Banks, and Parris. i 

On Military Affairs. —Messirs. McKay, Coles, | 
Grennell, Miller, Rives, Kemble, Mason of Ohio, | 
McClellan of Tennessee, Halstead, and Glascock. 

On Militia.—Messrs. Wagen Carter, Holt, 
Allen of Ohio, Griffin, Gallup, Dunn, Southgate, i 
and Dennis. ; 

On Naval Afairs.—Messrs. Ingham, Milligan, 
Reed, Wise, Grantland, Moore, Paynter, Ander 
son, and Piekins. 

On Foreign Afoirs.—Messrs. Howard, Cush- : 
ing, Jackson of Georgia, Dromgoole, Fairfield, | 
Legare, Hoffman, Bynum, and Crary. i 

On Territories. — Messrs. Bronson, Potts, 
Pearce, Borden, Jones of New York, Farrington, 
White of Kentucky, Hammond, and Charles 
Shepard. 

Or Revolutionary Pensions.—Messrs. Morgan, | 
EKlingensmith, Bond, Fry, Johnson of Virginia, | 
Sibley, Ewing, Whittlesey, and Childs. 

On Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Taylor, Wil- 
liams of Kentucky, Allan of Vermont, McClel- 
Jan of New York, Herod, Stanly, Mallory, 
Plumer; and Mitchell. | 

Oa Roads and Canals. —Messrs. Mercer, Evans, : 
McKennan, Snyder, Fillmore, Johnson of Mary- 
land, White of Indiana, Graves, and Grant. 


ji 


On Patents—Messrs. Fletcher of Vermont, 


| 
| Phelps, Menefee, Beers, and Robinson. | 

On Public Buildings end Grownds.—Messrs. | 
Lincoln, Pratt, Mercer, McClure, and Jackson | 
$ 
l 
| 


of Georgia. 


On Revisal and Unfinished Business.—Messrs. | 


Sheplor, Noble, Southgate, Henry, and Peck. 
Of Accounts.—Messrs. Johnson of Virginia, 


Johnson of Maryland, Samuel W. Morris, Bick- : 


nell, and Hawes. 

On Mileage. — Messrs. 
Briggs, Coffee, and Bicknell. 

On Expenditures in the Department of State— 


Dawson, Howard, į 


Messrs. Matthias Morris, Jackson, Sheplor, | 


Yorke, and Andrews. 

On Expenditures inthe Department of the Trens- 
ury.—Messrs. Allen, Sheffer, Aycrigg, Gray, and 
Holsey. 


On Expenditures in the Department of War.— : 
Messrs. Clowney, Vandevecr, Holt, Morris, and ' 


Marvin. 


On Expenditures in the Department of the Navy. ` 
—Messrs. Brodhead, Maxwell, Goode, Edwards, ` 
i and Graham. 
On Expenditures in the Department of the Post i 
| Ofice.—Messrs. Childs, Dennis, Hawes, Gallup, ` 
| and Plumer. 
On Expenditures on the Public Buildings.— | 


Messrs. Sawyer, Cranston, Menefee, Dunn, and ; 


Ridgeway. 


The following were the gentlemen appointed to } 
compose the select committee upon the bill of Mr. | 
Apams, proposing ‘to prohibit the giving or àe- 


| cepting, within the District of Columbia, of a | 


challenge to fight a duel, and for the punishment | 
thereof? Messrs. Apams, Toucsy, ELMORE, | 


Grantiann, COFFIN, RARMEN, Crank, GREN- 
NELL, and [izunry. 


WISCONSIN CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, on leave, present- 


ed a statement of his claims for the seat as Dele- || 


gate from Wisconsin. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House— 

1. A report of the Solicitor of the Treasury on 
the petition of John Norris. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, referred to the 


‘| Committee on the Judiciary. 
2. A communication from the Secretary of the | 


Navy, transmitting an abstract of the contingent 


expenditures in the office of the Fourth Auditor | 


from October, 1837, to September; 1838. 


On motion of Mr. INGHAM, laid on the , 


table. 


3. From the Secretary of War, transmitting : 


a statement of the contingent expenses of that 
Department during the last year. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, laid on the table. ` 


4. From the First Comptroller of the Treasury, 


i! transmitting a statement of the unsettled accounts, 
‘i or those on which balances appear to be duc; - 
|! which was laid on the table. 


5. Prom the Postmaster General, inclosing a 


| statement of the expenditures out of the contin- 
i gent fand of that De 


partment. 
On motion of Mr. 


6. From the Secretary of State, inclosing, in 


| answer to a resolution calling for similar inform- 
‘ation from all the Departments, a statement of | 


the number of clerks employed, and how longso 


| employed, in complying with calls for informa- 


tion. 
Mr. HOWARD moved to lay this on the table 


' for the present, giving notice that, when the res- 


idue came in, he should move their printing and 


; disposition together. 


On motion of Mr. HOWARD, laid on the 
table. i 


8. From the Secretary of the Treasury, a state- 


i ment of the contingent expenditures of that De-! 


partment for the last year. . >, 
On motion of Mr. GRARY, laid on the table. 
9. From the Commissioner of the Public Build- 

ings, containing a statement of the expenditures 

on the publie buildings, and other objects com- 


| mitted to that officer, during the last year. 


On motion of Mr. 


The act of the Ist of July, 1836, to enable the Executive 
to assert and prosecute with effect the claim ofthe Cited 
States to the-legacy bequeathed tothem by James Smith- 
son, late of London, having received its-entire execution, 
and the amount recovered and paid into the, Treasury 
having, agreeably to an act of the last session, been invested 
in State stocks, {£ deem it proper to invite the attention of 
Congress to the obligation now-devolving upon the United 
| States to fulfill the-object of the bequést... In order to-obtain 
such information as might seem to facilitate its attainment, 
the Secretary of State was directed, in July last, to apply 
to persons versed in science, and familiar with the subject 
of public education, for thetr views as ‘to the mode, of dis- 
posing of the fund best calculated to meet the intentions of 
the testator, and prove most beneficial to mankind. Copies 
of the circular letter, written in compliance with these. di 
rections, and of the answers to it received ‘at: the Depart- 
ment of State, are herewith communicated for the consid- 
eration of Congress. M: VAN BUREN. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, referred to a select 
committee of nine. i : 
To the House of Representatives : 

I herewith transmit 10 the House of Representatives re- 
ports from the Seéretary of State and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. with accompanying documents, in answer to the 
resolution of the House of the 9th of July fast. La 
} M. VAN BUREN: : 

the 


WASHINGTON, December 7, 1838. 
[The reports above alluded. to’ contain àll 
papers and documents on file in the State and 
| Treasury Departments relating tothe Smithso- 


j nian bequest. ] r see a 
f Mr. ADAMS, referred’ to ‘the 


On motion. o 
same select committee as the. foregoing- 
Ta ihe Senate and ; E O E 
| House of Representatives of the United States: 
Lherewith tansinit a special report, made to mie by-the. : 
Sceretary of tbe Treasury, for your consideration, in rela» | 
tion to the recently discovered default of Samuel Swart-- 


| wont, late collector of the customs atthe port of New York: 


T would respectfully invite the early attention of Gon- 
gress to the adoption of the legal provisions: therein sug- 
gested, or such other measures ns may appear more ex- 
pedient for increasing the public security against similar 
defatcations hereafter. M. VAN BUREN, 

WASHINGTON, December 8, 1833. -3 a Ba 
i Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that so much of 
this document as related to the defalcation of the 
late collector of New York be referred to a select: 
committee; and so much as related to-the revenue 


laws to that on Ways and Means. : 

Mr. C. remarked that, in making the first mo*- 
tion, which he regarded as one’ demanding the 
exclusive consideration of a committee, it wag 
proper for him to'state that he did it with no des 
sign of acting upon the committee himself in any 
| capacity. On the contrary, charged as he was 
with the laborious duties. om another committed, 
he could scarcely devote the requisite time; and, 
independent of that consideration, it would "be 
much more satisfactory to him thatthe members 
should come from a different quarter of the Union 
than Mr. C. did. 

Mr. MERCER applauded the spirit and can- 
dor of the gentieman from New York; but ‘he 
would suggest to the gentleman, as this was an 
important matter, to postpone: it till tomorrow, 


l and order it to be printed. 


CONNER, laid on the table. ; 


‘| rules of th 


|. Mr. Cvassenting, the subject took that témpo- 

| rary direction. g ae 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG; the art- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
ihe finances, except so much as related to the de- 
i falcation of the late collector of New York, was 
| referred to the Committee of Ways and Means: 
H 


The Wisconsin election case, being the next 
| business iù order, was, on motion of Mr. MER- 
| CER, referred to the Committee on Elections. 
ViVA VOCE VOTING. 


nae $ r s j iness we y i i = 
7. From the Secretary of State, transmitting -| The next business was the following amend 


: an abstract of the returns made to that Depart- . 
ment by the collectors of customs for the relief . 
and protection of American seamen, 


ment to the rules, submitted ‘some days since by 
| Mr. Dromeooie: 
Resolved, 


That the following be added to, the standing _ 
louse : Insert between the LOth and Lthrules, 
«in all cases of election by the House the vote slal be 
taken viva voce.?? i 
Mr. WISE bad but a word to say upon this 
resolution, and it was this: he considered it adi- 
rect attack upon the independence of the House, 
a direct attack upon the freedom of elections there. 


| Had they come’ to’ this, that members: of that 


House were not to be ‘trusted’ with the secret 
| mode of election by ballot? Were'the screws to 


|| be applied to those who stood in a doubttal posi- 
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tion, and who might thereby be called upon to vote | 
in order to supporta particular party against their | 
own predilections and principles? Although Mr. 

W. believed the viva voce mode of voting to be 
the best among the people and the freest from | 
fraud, as late events had proven, yet he could not | 
tolerate it here, as an engine of oppression and 
tyranny. ie vet i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE had no design in intro- | 
ducing the proposition of operating tyrannically | 
upon the members of the House. He had offered | 
it because it was founded on correct principles, : 
and principles which had received and bore the | 
sanction of his own State, and which he under- | 
stood had also obtained sanction in several other 
States. His only object was the establishment 
of a general principle he believed to be correct in 
the abstract, and necessary and essential in car- 
rying out the great Democratic doctrine ofaccount- | 
ability. He would ask if it was not the fair and _ 
proper mode that the conduct of the Representa- | 
tive should be fully spread before his constituents? 
ard he did hope that no Representative would 
oppose it because he wished to vote in secret and 
skulk from accountability, or because he desired 
to conceal his conduct from his constituents; nor 
was it with a view to any present purpose that 
he had introduced it, and he should have offered 
it before the election of Clerk, but for the delay 
that would have occurred in the organization of 
the House. He drew the attention of his col- 
league to the fact that the viva voce system pre- 
vailed in Virginia in all their elections, from that 
of a constable upwards. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to strike out the words | 
t viva voce,’? and insert “ by ballot.” He said 
he objected to the original resolution, first, because 
the viva voce mode was an inconvenient one, and 
took up considerably more time than that by bal- 
lot; second, because it was an innovation upon 
the uniform practice of the House for fifty years; 
and, third, it was not so independent a mode as | 
that of the ballot, 

Mr. PICKENS opposed the resolution, though | 
he held to responsibility to the fullest extent, so ` 
far as legislative duties were concerned. But 
there was a wide distinction between the respons- 
ibility they owed to their constituents for the 
exercise of the law-making power and that of 
choosing their mere ministerial officers; and he 
was yet to learn that he was responsible to hi 
constituent for choosing this or that doorkeeper, | 
this or thatclerk. In such cases, Mr. P. held that | 
he himself constituted a part of the constituent | 
body, They were, in part, his officers, account- 
able to him for their conduct, and not to the peo- 
ple. The converse doctrine pushed, might be | 
carried next into their boarding-houses. 

Bat Mr. P. was inclined to doubt the policy of . 
that resolution upon other and higher grounds. | 
The experience of the last few months had taught ! 
him to dread a power higher than their Exeen- ` 
tive, and more tremendous in its operation—he al- . 
Juded to the power represented by corporations. | 
Pass that resolution, and this power will be; 
brought directly to bear upon that House; and 
when it is, governmental and executive influence 
would be nothing compared with it. 

Mr. P. admitted the general theory of the inde 
pendence of open voting, especially in Virginia ` 
and Tennessee, where the mass of the voters are : 
landholders; but go into other States where two | 
thirds of them were differently situated, and espe- i 
cially into the larger cities, and, he would ask, | 
where would be the independence of the elective 
franchise, if it were expressed viva voce with this 
tremendous power brought to bear upon it? He 
was opposed to the resolution, and should vote : 
against it. 

The resolation was fu 
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rther opposed by Messrs, `’ 
nd, WISE, REED, SER- | 


NLEY, and supported by 
Messrs, ROBERTSON, JENIFER, and S. W. 
MORRIS.” 


Mr. TILLINGHAST, with a view to effect ii 
both objects, moved an amendment that the vote ` 
should be taken by ballot; but each member | 
should inscribe his name thereon, 

Mr. STANLEY moved to lay the whole sub 
ject on the table; on which motion gE) 

Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the yeas and | 
nays; which being ordered, were—yeas 81, nays | 
125; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Ay- 


|| 85; as follows: 


|W. Alen, Ayerigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, 
William B. Calhoun, John € 


| sell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Charles Shepard, Shie 
i Slade, Smith, Stanly, Stone, Stratton 


to the fact that the resolution would be anconsti- i 


! House, the Constitution of the U 


oo 


a 


erigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, John Calhoon, 
Walkam B. Cathoun, John Campbell, William B. Camp- 
bell, Carter, Chambers, Childs, Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, 
Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Davies, Dennis, Evans, Everett, 
Richard Fietcher, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Giddings. Goode, 
William Graham, Graves, Grennell, Hall, Harlan, Hastings, |! 
Henry, Herod, Henry Johnson, William C. Johnson, Ken- 
nedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, May, Maxwell, 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, 
Naylor, Noves, Ogle, Pearce, Peck, Pickens, Pope, Potts, 
Putnam, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sergeant, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sibley, 
Slade, Smith, Stanly, Stone, Toland, John White, Whit- | 
tlesey, Christopher H. Williains, Wise, Word, and Yorke | 
—8l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beirne, Bickneli, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brodhead, 
Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Cheatham, Clark, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, 
Crary,Cushman, Dawson, Davee, Deberry, De Graff, Drom- A 
goole, Duncan, Dunn, Elmore, Ewing, Farrington, Fair- j 
field, Isaac Fletcher, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, 
Glascock, James Graham, Grantland, Grant, Gray, Griffin, 
Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Robert M. T. Hunter, William 
H. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Thomas B. Jackson, Jenifer, 
Joseph Johnson, John W, Jones, Nathaniel Jones, Kemble, 
Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, 
Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, Maury, McKay, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert MeClellan, McClure, Montgom- | 
ery, Moore, Morgan, Matthias Morris, Samuet W. Morris, 
Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Payn- | 
ter, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pratt, Rariden, Reily, Ren- 
cher, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Sheplor, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, 
Stuart, Stratton, Swearingen, ‘Taliaferro, Thomas, Tilling- 
hast, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail, 
Vandeveer, Wagener, Webster, Albert S. White, Jared 
W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, and Yell—125. 


So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
table. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY then rose, and said that | 
in view of the shortness of the session, and the 
mass of business before them, and believing no 
further light could be thrown upon the subject, | 
for it had undergone discussion, from year to 
year, for years back, he demanded the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The main question, being on the adoption of the 
original resolution, being then ordered thereon, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and | 
nays; which being ordered, were—yeas 126, nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, | 
Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brodhead, | 
Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, 
Casey, Chaney, Clark, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, 
Jushman, Dawson, Davee, Deberry, De Graff, Dromgoole, | 
duncan, Danu, Bimore, Ewing, Fairfield, Foster, Fry, Gal- 
lup, James Garland, Glaseock, James Graham, Grantiand, 
Grant, Gray, Griffin, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Wil- | 
liam H. Hunter, Robert M, T. Hunter, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, į 
John W. Jones, Kemble, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbet- 
ter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Malory, James M. Ma- 
son, McKay, Robert Mevletlan, Abraham McClellan, Mce- Í 
Clure, Menefée, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Matthias 
Morris, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, 
Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pratt, 
Rariden, Reily, Rencher, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Shet- 
fer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sheplor, Suyder, Southgate, 
Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Thomas, ‘Tilting: 
hast, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail 
Vandeveer, Wagener, Webster, Albert S$. White, Whit- 
desey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Williams, and Yell~—126. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Jobn i 
Borden, Briggs, |! 
aihoon, Carter, Chambers 
Cheatham, Childs, Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Crockett, 
Curtis, Cushing, Davies, Dennis, Evans, Everett, Richard 
Fletcher, Isaae Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, Wil- 
liam Graham, Graves, Grennell, Hail, Harlan, Hastings, 
Henry, Herod, Henry Johnson, William Cost Jobnson, 
Kennedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Manry, May, 
Maxwell, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary 

torris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Pearee, Peck, Pickens, Pope, 
otts, Putuam, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson. Rus 
s. Sibley, | 


» Thompson, ‘Toland, 
ins, Wise, Word, and 


John White, Christopher H. Willia 
Yorke—85. 


So the proposition as originally introduced was 
agreed to. 

Pending the taking of the question, 

Mr. ADAMS called the attention of the House 


tutional, on the ground that in elections by the 


nited States pro- 
lot. 


Ata subse- | 


| 


Resolved, ‘Phat the rule ado 
s follows ; after the word © H 
“of jts afficers,”? 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, the || 


p 
i 
} 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
1 


pred on this day be modifed 


| 
! 
i 
! | 
ouse,” in the 4th line, 


insert ii 


On motion of Mr. CURTIS, it was 


Resolved, That the drawing accompanying the report 
from the Engineer Department on the light-house on Timin’s 


! Knoll, in the harbor of New York, be printed. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the drawings illustrative of the condition of 
certain improvements in navigation ou Lake Erie, which 
accompany the annual report from the Topographical 
Bureau, and forming a part of the documents with the Pres- 
ident’s message, be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WORD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing a Jaw to 
confer.cireuit court jurisdiction on the District Court of the 
United States for the northern district of the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
it was : ; 

Resolved, That the use of this Hall be given to Professor 
J. Orville Taylor, of the University of New York, as re- 
quested by the American Common School Society, to de- 
liver an address on Thursday evening, at — o’clock, on the 
condition of the common schools in this country, and in 
furtherance of the cause of general education throughout 
the United States. 


Mr. MORGAN asked leave to present a reso- 
lution. 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, objected. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN the rules were 
suspended; whereupon he offered the following 


! resolution: 


Resolved, That this House will, on to morrow, at one 
o’clock, proceed to the election of a Chaplain to serve dur- 
ing the present session of Congress. 

Mr. BRONSON moved to strike out “ to-mor- 
row, at one o'clock,” and insert ‘this time;’? 
which was disagreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted, 

On motion of Mr. SHIELDS, 


the House 
adjourned. s 


IN SENATE. 
Tuesvay, December 11, 1838. 


The PRESIDENT communicated a report from 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, made in 


| pursuance of the act of March 3, 1829, showing 


the sums expended on the different public build- 
ings for the past year. 

He also communicated the memorial of Sam- 
uel H. Thompson; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Afairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Henry Conway, late captain in the rev- 
olutionary army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Charleston, South Carolina, 
praying that an appropriation may be made for 
the erection of a light-house at Indian Key, Flor- 
ida; and also asking for the establishment of a 
port of entry and delivery at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LUMPKIN presented the petition of Al- 
fred Stewart, asking compensation for property 
taken from his late father in 1780, by the Cher- 


| okee Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Indian Affairs. y 

Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of cer- 
tain officers of the Army of the United States, 
asking for incrgyse and graduation of their pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of the 
widow of John L. De Van Bran; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of the executors of William 
D. Cheevers, asking remuneration for supplies 
furnished the United States troops during the Jate 
war; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

Also, the memorial of Ma 
compensation for the 
by the United States 
was referred to the Co: 

Also, the petition o 


lachi Hagan, asking 
oceupation of his property 
troops in Florida; which 
mmittee on Claims. 

t f Eliza Causin, asking for 
the pension to which her father, the late Colonel 
Stone, was entitled; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Brush, asking com- 
pensation for property destroyed during the last 
war with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. NICHOLAS presented the petition of | 


Albin Michel, and the petition of Albin Michel 
in behalf of the heirs of T. B. Lusser; which 
were severally referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Armstrong, asking 
a readjustment of his accounts as naval agent; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of Ann 
Cook, widow of Charles Cook; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of Rufus 
Fox, asking for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NORVELL presented the petition of Ja- 
cob Gideon, a soldier of the Revolution, asking 
for arrears of pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Also, the papers of the widow of Alexander |: 
Hamilton; which were referred to the Committee į 


on Revolutionary Claims. 
RESOLUTION AGREED TO. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. | 


Winuiams was considered, and agreed to. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce the fol- 
lowing bills: i 

A bill for the benefit of the Alabama, Florida, 
and Georgia Railroad Company; and 

A. bill for the benefit of the Selma and Ten- 
nessec Railroad Company. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 


row ask leave to bring ina bill for the relief of | 


the representatives of Phillip Barbour, deceased. 
Mr. RIVES gave notice that he would to-mor- 


row ask jeave to bring in a bill to regulate the pay i 


of masters in the Navy. 
Mr. FULTON gave notice that he would to- 


morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to settle the į 


title to a certain tract of land in Arkansas. 


Mr. YOUNG gave notice that he would to- i 


morrow ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill granting to the State of Illinois the right 
of way through the public lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes; 

A bill granting to the Galena and Chicago Union 
Railroad Company the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill granting a quantity of land to the Mis- 
sissippi and Rock River Canal Company, in the 


State of Ilinois, upon certain conditions therein | 


expressed; 


A bil for the relief of Thomas H. Owen, John i 


W. Skidmore, and others; 
A bill for the relief of James Dutton; 
A bill for the relief of Jane Waller; 


A bill for the relief of Isabella Hill, widow, and | 
John Hill, Elizabeth Hill, and Samuel Hill, chil- | 


dren and minor heirs-at-law of Samuel Hill, de- 
ceased; 
A bill for the relief of Ephraim Spraguc; and 
A bill authorizing the President of the United 


States to cause the reserved lead mines in the State || 


of Illinois and Territories of Wisconsin and Lowa 
to be sold as other public lands. 


Mr. DAVIS gave notice that to-morrow he : 


would ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of the captors of the brig Lydia; and 


A bill for the relief of the owners of the brig . 


Despatch. 
Mr. McK EAN gave notice that he would on 


to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bil! entitled | 


“An act to revive and continue in force an act 
entitled € An act to provide for persons who. were 
disabled by known wounds received in the rev- 
olutionary war.’ 7? 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to authorize the ; 


issuing of a patent to the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Francis Rivaud, deceased; which 


was read twice, and referred to the Committee |: 


on Private Land Claims. 


Also, a bili to transfer to the citizens of the 


parish of Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, 


the interest of the United States to a certain tract 
of land; which was read twice, and referred to the i; 


Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Also, a bill to confirm claims to land in the dis- 
| trict between the Rio Hondo and Sabine rivers; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims. 

| Also, a bill confirming certain land claims in 
| Louisiana; which was read twice, and referred 
| to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

| Also, a bill to confirm certain land claims in 
| the Ouachita land district, in the State of Louis- 
|| iana; which was read twice, and referred to the 
|| Committee on the Public Lands. 

i Also, a bill for the relief of Joseph Bogy; which 
| was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
; on Private Land Claims. 

| Also,a bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle; which 
i| was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
1 Indian Affairs. 

‘| Also, a bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher, 
and the heirs and legal representatives of Bar- 
tholomew Butcher, Michael Butcher, and Peter 
Bloom; which was read twice, and referred to the 
: Committee on Private Land Claims. 

| - Also, a bill to continue in forée the “Act for 
i the final adjustment of private lard claims in Mis- 
souri,” approved 9:h July, 1832, and the act sup- 
|i plemental thereto, approved 2d March, 1833; 
: which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims. 

i Also, a bill to authorize the occupation of the 
| Columbia or Oregon territory; which was read 
| twice, and referred toa select committee, consist- 
| ing of Mr. Lynx, (chairman,) Mr. CALHOUN, Mr. 
i Cray of Kentucky, Mr. Water, and Mr. 
| 

{ 

| 


Preree. 
Mr. PRESTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
i notice given, introduced a joint resolution making 
an appropriation for the purchase of a site for a 
magazine and keeper’s house in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice, and referred to the 
i Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr, FULTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill making appropri- 
' ations to complete certain military roads in Ark- 


‘i ansas; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, a bill for the relief of sundry citizens of 
Arkansas, who have lost their improvements in 
consequence of a treaty between the United States 
and the Choctaw Indians; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
i Also, a bill for the relief of Richard T. Banks, 
| of Arkansas; which was read twice, and referred 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| Mr. SWIFT, on leave, and in pursuance of 
i notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
John Newton; which, with papers relating to it, 
was referred to the Committee on Pyblic Lands. 

Mr. ROANKE, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill making an appro- 
i: priation for the support of the Penitentiary of the 
| District of Columbia; which was read twice, and 
\ 

i 


referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia. 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, and in,pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill’ making certain al- 
i: lowances to the executor of Loammi Baldwin, 
|; deceased; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. PRENTISS, on leave, in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to authorize the 
payment of invalid pensions in certain cases; 

Also, a bill granting a pension to David Waller; 
which were severally read twice, and referred. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas L. Win- 
throp and others, directors of an association 
called the New England and Mississippi Land 
Company; which was read twice, and referred to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LYON, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill making appropria- 
tions for the completion of certain roads began 
“by the United States in the State of Michigan; 
< which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
|) mittee on Roads and Canals. ; 

Also, a bil! to change the location of the office 
| of the surveyor general of the district composed 
‘of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, 


and for other purposes; which was read twice, 
Public Lands. 


; and refered to the Committee on 
i Also, a bill granting to the county of Kalama- 
‘| 200, in the State of Michigan, the right of pre- 
| emption to a quarter section of land, and for other 
: purposes; which was read twice, and referred to 
> the Committee on Public Lands. 


_ Also, a bill to create an additional land office 
in the State of Michigan, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. è P 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE» 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which had been referred the 


| bill to establish an additional land district in the. 


State of Alabama, reported the same without 
amendment. ; : 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read: the 
third time, and passed: ra 
The bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
Thaddeus Fairbanks; and _. . ; 
The bill for the relief of Elisha Town. - 


RESOLUTIONS. A 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the. fol- 


| lowing resolution; which was considered and 


adopted: ; 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


| to inquire into the expediency of establishing a hospital at 
| some point near the foot of the Muscle Shoals, for the ac- 


commodation of the sick and disabled boatmen and passen: 
gers navigating the Tennessee river, . 
Mr. NILES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing an increase of 
pension to John J. Billings. 3 
Mr. YOUNG submiited the following resold- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing ports, of en- 
try and delivery at the cities of Chicago and Alton, in the. 
State of [Hinois. , : . fe goa Se 
Mr, NILES submitted the ponte resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: .. i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims he. instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing the claim of Abel 


| Gay and Walter Loomis, as original contractors for con- 
| structing the Cumberland road. 


The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Young, 
that the Committee on Commerce te instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
hospital for the accommodation of sick and dis- 
abled boatmen and passengers navigating the — 
Mississippi and Ohio rivers, at the mouth. of the 
Ohio river, in the State of Illinois, was, on motion 
of Mr. TIPTON, taken up, and, after being 
amended, was adopted. - . a 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 
joint resolution returning the thanks of Congress 
to George Washington Lafayette, was taken up, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate:went into 
executive session, and afterwards adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tusspay, December 11, 1838. 


As soon as the Journal was read, : 

Mr. HAYNES rose and said that, as the com- 
mittees were appointed, he asked leave to move 
that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the President’s message. 

Mr. MERCER objecting, 

Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the rules, 
but it did not prevail. } : ; 

Petitions and memorials were then called for 
in the order of States, and were'presented as fol- 
lows: 


Messrs. EVANS and NOYES, of Maine. 
RIGHTS OF THE SOUTH. 


When New Hampshire was called on, 
Mr. ATHERTON rose and asked leave to sul- 
mit the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That this Government is a Government of tim- 
ited powers, and that, by the Constitution of the United 
States, Congress has no jurisdiction whatever over the in- 
stitution of slavery in the several States of the Confederacy. 

Resolved, That petitions for the abolition of stavery in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories ofthe United States. 
and against the removal of siaves from one State to.anotiiers 
are a part of a plan of operations set on foot to affect the 
institution of slavery iu the several States, and thus indi-- 
rectly to destroy that institution within their limits. i 

Resolved, That Congress has norigħht to-do that-indirectly 
which it cannot do direetly ; and that the agitation.of the 
subject of slavery in the District of Columbia or the Terri- 
tories, as a means, and with the view, of disturbing or over 
throwing that institution: in’ the. several States, is against 
the true spirit and meaning of the Constitution, an ininnge> © 
ment of the rights of the States affected, anda breach: of the 
public faith upon which they entered into the Contederacy. 
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Resolved, That the Constitution rests on the broad prin- 
ciple of equality among the members of this Confederacy, li 
and ihat Congress, in the exercise of its acknowledged |; 
powers, bas uo right to discriminate between the institu- |! 
tions of one portion of the States and another with a view 
of abot ig the one and promoting the other. 
erefore, Phat ali attempts on the part of Con- 
slavery inthe District of Columbia or the 
aries, or to prohibit the removal of slaves from State 
to State, or to discriminate between the institutions of one 
portion of the Confederacy and another, with the views 
aforesaid, are in violation of the Constitution, destructive 
of the fandamental principle on which the Union of these 
States rests, and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress; and | 


that every petition, memorial, resolution, proposition, or 
paper, touching or relating in any way, or to any extent 
whatever, to slavery as aforesaid, or the abolition thereof, į 
shail, on the presentation thereof, without any fartheraction i 
thereon, be laid upon the table, without being debated, print- | 
ed, or referred. { 

Mr. CUSHING objected to their introduction 

at this time. 
r i 

Mr. ATHERTON thercupon moved a suspen- | 
sion of the rules. , 

Mr. ADAMS and Mr. CUSHMAN simulta- 
neously demanded the yeas and nays; which, | 
being ordered, were—yeas 137, nays 66; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, | 
Beatty, B s Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Brodhead, 


Buchanan, Bynum, John Cathoon, Cambreleng, William | 


B. Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Chapman, 
Cheatham, Clowncy, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary 3 
Crockett, Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, De Graf, Drom- 
goole, Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Pry, Gallup, 
James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascoek, James Graham, | 
Granthind, Grant, Gray, Grillin, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, 

Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, How. | 
ard; Hubley, William H. Qunter, Robert M. "Ll. Hunter, 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Jo- li 
seph Johnson, William Cost Johnson, Nathaniel Joncs, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble. Klingensmith, Lewis, Lo- | 
gui, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Martin, May, MeKay. Robert l 
McClellan, Abraham MeClellan, MeClare, MeKennan, | 
Menere, Mereer, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, |! 
Samuet W, Morris, Murray, Noble, Palner, Parker, Payne | 
ter, Pearce, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plu- 
mer, Pope, Pratt, Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, Robertson, | 
Rumsey, Augastine M, Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shield 
Sheplor, | Suyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stanly, Stuar 
Stoney Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Mhomas, ‘Tita 
"Voucey, owns, ‘Varney, Underwood, Vail, Wagener, 
Websters Weeks, Jolin White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Wit 
tims, Jared W. Wiliams, Joseph P. Williams, Christopher 
H, Williams, Wise, Word, aud Yelt—137. 

NAYS] rs. Adams, Alexander, Teman Allin, John 
W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bouldin, Boggs, William B. Cathoun, 
Gasey, Chiids, Chuk, Cofin, Corwin, Cranston, Curtis, 
Cushing, Darlington, Davee, Davies, Bunn, Edwards, 
Evans, fverett, Hing, Richard Fletcher, Isane Pletebor, ; 
Pillbiore, Giddings, Goode, Willian Graham, Gremnell, j! 
Haley, Hall, Harper, Hastings, Herod, fugham, Lincoln, |) 
Marvin, Sanipgon Mason, Mitchel, Calvary Morris, Nay. | 
Jor, Noyes, Parmonter, Peek, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Ran- 
daiph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Ser- 
geant, Sibley, Slade, Smith tton, “Villipyliast, ‘Poland, 
Albert 8. White, and York 

So the rales were suspended, 

The resolutions being before the louse, 

Mr. ATHERTON addressed the Chair, as fol- 
lows: Ly addressing the Mouse, at this time, my 
object is very briefly to explain the purport af | 
the resolutions just offered, and the reasons which ; 
have induced me to present them. i 

The first resolution declares: 

“Phat this Government is a Government of limited HI 
powers, and that, by the Constitution of the United States, | 
Coa has no jurisdietion whatever over the itution | 
of yin the several States of the Confederacy. i 
lo suppose that this resolution would not meet | 
very general assent, would be to sappose that 
the most ultra Federal notions are entertained as | 
to the powers of the General Goverument, and i 
that those powers are considered as entirely ab- i! 
solute and unlimited. 

ip : 

The second resolution declares: H 

i| 

“That petitions for tbe abolition Qf slavery in the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia and the Territories DE the United Sta 
and against the removal of slaves feom ons State to; 
are a part of a plan of Operations set on foot to af 
Institution of slavery in the several States. and th 
rectly to destroy that mstitution within their firaits.?? 

Legally and morally, Mr. Speaker, men are 
held responsible for the consequences which their 
acts have a manifest tendency to produce. This 
resolution contains an expression of our opinion 
as tothe ultimate object and tendency of these || 
petitions and memorials. Can any one who does 
not shut his cyes to what is going on around him 
doubt as to the effect and as to the intention of |) 
these petitions? I cannot doubt it, sir, without 
disbelieving the open avowals of these petitioners | 
themselves. In saying this, I refer, however, 
not to many honest persons who have signed 
them without a sufficient examination of the im- 
portant bearing of the question; nor to others, | 
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į ritories, or to prohibit the removal of slaves from State to 


; States rests, and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress.” 


| 
- action of the Ffouse upon petitions, memorials, | 
i&c., on this subject; and from the principles em- | 


Vat once apparent. 


| thereof, without any further action thereon, be 


: House several years since, after full examination 
į of the subject by a committee. 


: founded pretense that the adoption of such a res- 


; ing on harshness, 1 have tho 
i mitting that partof the 


:, Show the impropriety of any other. I would treat. 
| these petitions precisely as Í would any other in- | 
; volving similar considerations. These sı 


such, for instance, as females and children, who 


| 
have had, in affixing thcir signatures, too fre- I 
j 


quently. no defnite intention or object, but to 
those who call loudly for the presentation of these | 
petitions, who get them up, who circulate them | 
for signature, and whose business it seems to be | 
to agitate the community on this subject. 
The third resolution declares: | 
«That Congress has no right to do that indirectly which i | 
it cannot do directly, and that the agitation of the subject i 
of slavery in the District of Columbia or the Territories, as | 
a means, or with the view, of disturbing or overthrowing 
that institution in the several States, is against the true ; 
spirit and meaning of the Constitution, an infringement of | 
the rights of the States affected, and a breach of the public 
faith, upon which they entered into this Confederacy.” 


The fourth resolution declares: 

€ That the Constitution rests on the broad principle of 
equality among the members of this Confederacy, and that 
Congress, in the exercise of its acknowledged powers, has 
no right to discriminate between the institutions of one por- 
tion of the States and another, with a view of abolishing 
the one and promoting the other.” 


I am not aware that any code of political con- | 
struction or political morality ought to find favor | 


in this House, by which the justice of these two || 


resolutions shall not be fully admitted. Indeed, | 
sir, I must say that all the resolutions to which | 
I have adverted seem very like-truisms, about | 
which no dispute can be entertained; and it algo | 
seems to me that from these the principles con- | 
tained in the fifth and last resolution follew by | 
necessary consequence. | 

The fifth resolution declares: 


& That, therefore, all attempts on the part of Congress to | 
aboiish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the Ter- 


State, or to discriminate between the institutions of one 
portion of the Contederacy and another, with the views 
aforesaid, are in violation of the Constitution, destructive 
of the fundamental principles on which the Union of these 


These are the principles laid down in the fifth 
resolution, and, as I have said, they seem to.me 
to follow by necessary consequence from the pre- 
ceding resolutions, But the fifth resolution pro- 
ceeds still further, and provides for the mode of 


bodied in the first part of the resolution, the pro- 
priety of the mode of action prescribed, becomes | 


The latter part of the resolution provides that 
every petition, memorial, resolution, proposition, | 
or paper, tending or relating in-any way, or to | 
any extent whatever, to slavery as aforesaid, or 
the abolition thereof, shall, on the presentation 


laid upon the table, without being debated, print- 
ed, or referred, i 

This provision is, in effect, similar to the reso- | 
lution of the 24th of December, 1837, on the same | 
subject. It is within the knowledge of all, that | 
the resolution of the 24th December was also 
nearly similar to a resolution adopted by the 


atives of the Btate which I, in part, represent, | 


voted for that resolution, and one of them was of | 
the committee who reported it. Their course met || 
i hat ‘| Mr. WI 
| constituents, as l believe has the course of those |! 
_ who supported the similar resolution of the 24th 


the decided approbation of a majority of their ! 


December. At any rate, I may be pardoned for 
saying of that constituency, that they are too in- 
teHigent to be misled by the idle and utterly un- 


olution is a denial of any right of petition. Stil, : 
sir, as in some portions of the country, from not | 
sufficiently attending to the reasons inducing it, | 
this may have been considered a measure border- | 
ught proper, in sub- 
last resolution prescribing 
the moge of action by the Flouse, which is simi. 
lar in effect to the resolution reported by Mr, 


j PINCRNEY, and to the resolution of the 24th De- | 
i cember, 1837, to preface it with the matter 


: : : pre- 
ceding, embodying the reasons which not only 
render the propriety of this course evident, but 


3 > € ubjeets | 
have excited anxious attention and reflection here 
and elsewhere. It would be doing injustice to the | 
intelligence of the members of this Flouse to sup- 
pose that any one of them had not made up his 
mind on the question whether we have 


The Represent- |; 


i! be heard also. 


aright to J; 


grant the prayer of these petitions or not. The 
Abolitionists themselves.evince their own convie- 
tion that the minds of members, even before they 
enter this Hall, are made up on these subjects, by 
requiring them explicitly to state their opinions 
and the votes they intend to give. The matter 
has been once referred to a committee, who fully 
examined it, and reported such arguments as con- 
clusively show our want of jurisdiction. Is it 
pretended that every petition must be referred, 


and a report. be made in full upon it, and that the 


whole time of Congress should be spent upon the 
subject? The House, and each member of the 
House, has fully considered the subjects involved 
in these petitions. If, then, the House is deci- 
dedly of opinion that it has no right to act on 
| these subjects as the petitioners desire, it is, as I 
| conceive, our duty to dispose of the petitions 
with as little delay as possible, unless, indeed, 
our object be to waste our own time and the 
money of the people in discussion interminable 
and unavailing, or worse than unavailing, be- 
cause intended to manufacture public sentiment 
for our constituents, rather than to acquire light 
for our own guidance, and thus indicating the as- 
sumption that we are the masters instead of the ser- 
vants of the people. By the mode of action here 
prescribed, the petitions are to be presented like 
any other petitions; from the statement of their 
contents, required by the rules of the House, it 
is perceived that they relate to subjects which 
have been fully considered by the House, and on 
which a majority of the House have definitely 


| formed an opinion that the House has no legiti- 


mate jurisdiction; and tl 
į the table. 

Believing, sir, as I do, that “ the relation of 
master and slave is a matter exclusively within 
the regulation of the States where it exists, and 
that any interference by the inhabitants of other 
| States in regard to it is not only unauthorized 
| and intrusive, but faithless and dishonorable, as 
being against the letter and spirit of the sacred 
compact which binds us together’ believing that 
the agitation now practiced on the subject of the 
abolition of slavery, whether carried on under the 
pretext of maintaining the right of petition or any 
other pretext, results, either from a total miscon- 
ception of the nature and rights of the General 
and State Governments, or, as there is reason to 
fear in some instances, from hostility to our es- 
tablished Republican institutions; that it tends to 
alienate the friendly regards of different parts of 
j our country, and introduce sectional differences 
and divisions, to waste and consume the time of 
Congress, and enormously’ to increase the ex- 
| penditure of the money of the people; that it is 
| dangerous, not only to the rights of the citizens 
| of the slaveholding States, but also, in the high- 
| est degree, to the integrity of the Union; that, if 
| persisted in, it threatens to involve the whole 
country in the most alarming evils; and that it 
ought to be discountenanced by every friend of 
the Union and of Republican’ Government—I 
| cannot but trust these resolutions will meet with 
| the favorable consideration of the ITouse, 

Mr. A. then demanded the previous question. 
SE. I ask the gentlemen of the North, 
as the North has been heard, that the South shal 

De These are not southern resolu- 
| tions, and I repudiate them as such. I wish to 
| offer an amendment. 
| The SPEAKER said it was not in order. 


ley are at once laid upon- 


| Mr, CUSHING called for a division of the 


question, So as to take it on each resol 
Mr. WISE. Task leave of this House thai the 
South may be heard upon this question. 5 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
" ee be aware debate could not be entertained 
j alter the previous question had been demanded. 
Mr. WISE. Then | ask that my resolution 
| May be read, 
| The SPEAKER said it could onl 
j Unanimous consent. 
[Cries of ** Nol? «N 
the Hall.] 
Mr. WISE. Itisa plot sprang upon the South. 
Mr. TILLINGHAST woud ae the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire if, after following up 
a speech and an argument by the previous ques- 
tion, he would not withdraw it for at least the 
same length of time for a reply that bis argumen<¢ 
bad consumed? j z 
[Cries of“ Order!” « Order wre 


ution. 


y be done by 


o1” from various parts of 


23 


ordered. 

When the name of Mr. Wise was called, that 
gentleman rose in his place and said, as a Repre- 
sentative of southern people and southern inter- 
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i 
: lor, Noyes, Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Pope; Potts, Putnam, 
Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Reneher, Ridgway, Robinson, 


|i Rumsey, Russell, Saitonstall, Sergeant, Shields, Sibley, 


| Slade, Smith, Southgate, Stanley, Stone, Stratton, Talia- 
ferro. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Albert 
5. White, John White, Whittlesey, Joseph’ L. Williams, 
Christopher H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—108. 
NAYS—Messrs, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brod- 
head, Bronson, Bynum,Cambreleng, John Campbell Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, 


Cushman, De Graff, Dromgooie, Duncan, Edwards, Elrnore, 
Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Gallup, Glascock, James Gra~ 
ham, William Graham, Grantland, Grant, Gray; Griffin, 
Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, William H. Hunter, Robert. M. 
' T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, 
| Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kling- 
ensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis,: Logan,.: Loomis, 
Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert 
McClellan, Abraham MeClellan, Montgomery, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, - 
Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, 
Reily, Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, 
Stuart, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toucey, 
‘Webster. 


- ests, L am not here on the subject of abolition. 
The call was proceeded in;.and two hundred 
and twenty-three members having responded, 
Mr. TITUS moved to dispense with its further 
proceedings. 
Mr. STANLEY called for the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 113, nays 99; 
as follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Brodhead, Bron- 
‘son, Buchanan, Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, 
John Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cheatham, 
Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, De Graff, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmore, Everett, Farrington, Fairfield, 
i. Fletcher, Fillmore, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, | 
Glascock, James Graham, Grantland, Graut, Gray, Griffin, 
Haley, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Herod, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, William H. Hunter, Ingham, 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel 
Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Le- 
gare, Leadbetter, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, James M. Mason, 
Martin, MeKay, Robert McClellan, Abrabam McClellan, 
McClure, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, 
Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parris, Paynter, Petriken, 
Phelps, Pickens, Pratt, Reiley, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Sheplor, Smith, Sny- 
der, Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thom- 
as, Titus, Toucey, Turney, Vail, Vandeveer, Wagener, 
Webster, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, and Yell—113. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Ay- |) 
erigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Jolin |! 
Calhoon, William B. Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Childs, 
Clark, Coffin, Corwin, Crabb, Cranston, Curtis, Cushing, | 


| Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palm- H 
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So the House refusing to adjourn, the question 

| recurred on ordering the main question to be put. 
Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then raised the question | 

of order whether, as the 116th rule of the House !| Stua: y n, Tay 3, 

provided that no standing rale should be changed || Rew Tumen, Var, mandege SVS Wilama and 

without one day’s notice, and as the 48th rule || yen—Ti3. i is 

prescribed the mode of receiving petitions, and So the House refused to adjourn. 


the fifth pending resolution proposed a change of : 
that rule so far as a certain class of petitions was The House also refused to excuse Mr, ©, H. 
| Wizurams from voting. 


concerned, one day’s notice should not have been = "E 
v y Mr. WISE gave his reasons, in part, for re> 


given. , se Rin EE 
° The SPEAKER said clearly not, and it had fusing to vote for or against the resolutions; but 
? he was called to order for traveling éut of the 


been so decided on a former occasion. needs i Ara 
The vote was then taken; and the main ques- || limits prescribed by the 30th rule, He stated 
that he should not vote. : 


i| tion ordered—yeas 114, nays 107; as follows: . cae 
YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, ae STANLEY stated that he should Not 


Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Brodhead, Bron- Hg 
son, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, William B. Camp- I Mr. JENIFER stated that he should not-vote. 
| bells Jolin Cnt piell Gaay, Gbaney, ghapman, Pw anys Mr. UNDERWOOD moved the House to èx- 
|| Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Dawson, ; 5 ` iye 
i Davee, Deberry, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmore, | Cuse him, Por he onle tenner Ta amrnativay 
Darlington, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Ed- || Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, | nor negatively, without p acing himself in a faise 
wards, Bvans ing, Richard Fletcher, Rice Garland, Gid- |} Glasscock, Grant, Gray, Grithn, Hammond, Hamer, Harri- ji position. f pope Ba 
ding : Ges A Wilian Graham, Graves, Greunell, Hall, |! E Rayner Holt, Hopkins; Howard; Hubley, | The House refused to excuse Mr. Unprrwoop. 
aian, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Robert M. T. Hanter, |} William H. Hunter, Ropert 1. T. Hunter, Thomas B. Jack- | ; yon the reyo- 
Jabez Taeka Henry Johnson, William Cost Tohnson, ‘| song Jabez Jackson, Joscph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, l The pls Vasen ion onge first ei 3 
Kennedy, Lewis, Lincoln, Maliory, Marvin, Sampson Ma- | John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Legare, | ution, and it was adopted—yeas » nays 6; a 
son, Maury, Maxwell, MeKenuau, Menefee, Mercer, Mil- |) are Dewin Logens Loomis Lyon, Malory n | follows: 
tigan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naytor Noyes, Parmenter, | . Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham | V BAS—Messrs. a Al 
Pearce, Peck, Pope, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, || MeCleilan, McClure, Mercer, Montgomery, Moore, Mor- | ey RAR Messrs, Alexander, Heman Alan, Zora meen, 
Reed, Ridgway, Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey Saltonstall, | gan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, |! Begrs. Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Bor-.. 
Sawyer, Sergeant, Shields, Sibley, Stade, Southgate, Stan- | Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Pinmer, Pratts || gen Bouldin, Briggs Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, By- 
ley, Stone, Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, | Reily, Rheit, Rives, Cha i ve yi | num, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, John Campbell, William 
Albert 8. White, John White, Sherrard Williams, Joseph || Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, ‘Taylor, Thomas, Titus, || p, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chap- 
L. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Wise, Word, and || Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wagener, Webster, Weeks; || man, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Coles, 
Yorke-—99. Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, and Yell—114. ‘| Connor, Corwin, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Crockett, 
4 f NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Jobn || Gyrtis, Cushing, Cushman Davee, Davies, Dawson, De~ 
So all further proceedings under the call were || w. Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, || berey, De Graff, Dennis, Bromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Bd- 
dispensed with; and the question recurring on || Briggs, William B, Calhoun, John Calhoon, Carter, Cham- | $ ’ Farringt rfield, i 
the second for the previous question, 


B. R ; h 2 r 
3, x ey x Z wards, Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Isaac Fletcher, Fill- 
ate Nebr a Se Clari; contin, Corwin, Cranston, || more, Foster, Fry; Tames Garland, Rice Garland, Giddings, 
; ; s s shing. n 3 ~ 
Mr. WISE again asked that a resolution he rockett, Curtis, Cushing Par Ee 
had drawn up as an amendment be read. 


Davies, Dennis, || Glascock, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Grant- 
Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fictcher, | land, Grant, Graves, Gray, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hall; - 

Mr. CUSHMAN objected. 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules; 


Charles Shepard, Sheplor, Snyder, 


i 
Isaac Fletcher, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Giddings, Goode, || Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Harper. ‘Hawes. 
James Graham, William Graham, Graves, Grennell, Haley, Hawkins, Haynes, Herod; Holt, Hopking, Howard, Hubley, 
| 


Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Herod, Ingham, |! Robert M. T. Hunter, William H. Hunter, Ingham, Jabez 


| ah i i 
f f, || Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Wiliam C. Johnson, Kennedy, H Jacks GA $ solt 
but the Chair ruled the motion to be out of order. || Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Maury, May; Maxwell, || Eart nas Wy. peace prot 
The previous question was seconded by the || McKennan, Menefec, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, || Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Legare, 
House—i03 to 102—and ordering the main ques- || Naylor, Parmenter, Pearce, Peek, Popes Potts, Putnam; || Leadherter, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Loomis; Lyon, Mal- 
tion. | Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robertson, || lory, Marvin, James M. Mason, Sampson Mason, Martin, 


Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Augus- 
2 > » AUG 


| 
i 2 2. w hi : I| Maury, May, Maxwell, McKay Abraham McCletian, Rob- 
tine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Smith, Southgate, | ert McClean, McClure, McKennan, Menefee, Mercer, 
Stanley, Stong, SIANON; Patiaterro, Phorpeon ae i| Milligan, Mitchell, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Calvary 
hast, Toland, Underwood, Vandevecr, Albert $. White, | Movis, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Naylor, Noble, Pal- 
| 
H 
H 


Mr. GRENNELL demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 
Mr. BELL then rose, and said he would make 
a motion which he hoped would be assented to on 
all sides. Itwas to move that the House adjourn, 
and to order the resolutions to be printed and 
laid on their tables to-morrow, when they would 
vote understandingly upon them. BE 
The SPEAKER said the motion to print would : 1g za 
| he could have an opportunity of explaining his | 


| 
require unanimous consent. ies ; $ : i 
| views upon them. ‘They cameina questionable | 


Mr. BELL hoped no gentleman would object to | A 
à i Š g shape; and he could not vote for them without || rard Wiliams, Word, Vell,.and Yorke—194. 


a proposition that seemed to him so reasonable. | : : N » 
heaters : n 4 ei 7 Ş— Messrs. ans, Everett, Potts, Russell 
Objections were made, however, in several quar- i| farther examination. He therefore asked the || a ide Mesas Adams, Evans; Everett, > ? 


| saaal 
3 c 5 i | House to be excused; but, before the question i! ae ; 
means Me BELL then made the motion to | cas propounded, BOR q || On motion of Mr. COFFIN, the House then 
‘Mr. CUSHMAN demanded the yeas and nays; | Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he had | adjournedi: orgii 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 102, nays 113; | voted against adjourning before, because he could | 
as follows: not persuade himself that the previous question | 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John would have been sustained; but seeing it had, he 
W. Allen, Bell, Biddie, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, 
William B. Calhoun, Jobn Catboon, William B. Campbell, | 
Carter, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Coffin. Cor- | 
win, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darling- |! 
tan, Dawson, Davies, Dennis, Dunn, Evans, Everett, Bw- |} 
ing, Richard Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, Fillmore, Rice Gar- | YEAS—Messrs. Adams, 
ji 
| 


John White, Sherrard Williams, Joseph L. Williams, |; mer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, 
Christopher H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—107. || piekens, Phimer, Pope, Pratt, Puinam, Randolph, Rileys 

i Reucher, Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, Robinson, 
| Rumsey, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sheffer, Charles Shepard, 
! Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sheplor, Sibley, Smith, 
| Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Stratton; 
Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Thompson, Titus, 
Toland, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wagener, Webster, 
Albert S. White, John White, Whittlesey, Christopher H. 
Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph Ls Wiliams, Sher- 


on the main question; which were ordered. 
| Mr. ©. H. WILLIAMS said he wished to be 
excused from voting on these resolutions, unless 


IN SENATE. 

| WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1838. 

| The PRESIDENT presented the following 
j 


communication from Joun Quincy ApaMs: 


| To the President of the Senate and Speaker of the, 

House of Representatives of the United States: 
In compliance with the request of Mr. George Washing- 
ton Lafayette, and of the respected. family of our late illus- 
trious and ever-venerated friend, General Lafayette, Ihave. 
the honor of presenting to Congress, in their name, a copy 
of the memoirs and writings of their honored parent, re- 
contly published by them, to be deposited in the Library ot’ 

il Congress. JOHN .Q. ADAMS. 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES. fon) Ë 
Mr. DAVIS moved the reconsideration of the 
vote of yesterday, referring the joint resolution - 
on this subject to: the Committee:on the aLabraryy: 


Alexander, Heman Allan, Jobn | 
Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, : 
alhoon, William B. 
Clark, 


hand, Giddings, Goode, William Graham, Graves, Grennell, 
Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Herod, Jabez Jack- 
son, Henry Johnson, Kennedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Hi 
Mason, Mauty, May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menefee, Mer- 

cer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, | 
Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Pope, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, | 
Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, 

Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Shields, Sibley Sade, Smith, | 
Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, | 
Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White. John | 
White, Joseph L.. Williams, Christopier IH. Williams, | 
Wise, Word, and Yorke—103. i i 


! Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchel, Calvary Morris, Nay 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


GLOBE. 


-and-thatit be considered at:this time; which mo- 
tion’ was agreed to, and the motion tö refer the 
resolution was reconsidered and rejected. 

“The PRESIDENT observed, in reply to a sug- 
gestion of Mr. D. that the resolution would now 
come up in its regular order. © : 

: PETITIONS; ETC. 

The PRESIDENT presented a memorial of a 

number of citizens of Alabama, praying. that rec- 

ords.of:the ‘surveys. of the: public lands may be |) 


preserved at the district land office; which was.re- | 
. ferred to the Committee or Public Lands. | 


Pe y ‘pi ; petiti n A ; : ‘ 
; ABAN piraonied hd A of Joh z | the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indi- 
ARRES Kgy iy + Ş 


tion of. services rendered during the last war; ii 


which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: | ; 

` Mr. PRESTON presented the memorial of Mrs. | 
Harriet Baker; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, and ordered ta 
be printed. > 

«Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of James Logan, and others, asking for 
a modification: of the pension law; which was 
referred to-the Committee on Pensions. 

“Mr. WALKER presented the petition of citi- 
zens of the counties of Yalobusha and Choctaw, 
inthe State of Mississippi, for the establishment 
ofja post route.from Coffeeville, in Yalobusha 
county, through Graysport, to Bellefontaine, in 
the county of Choctaw; which petition was re- 
ferred: to the Committee on the Post Office and | 

ost Roads. 

On motion. of Mr. HUBBARD, the petition and | 

apers of Amasa C. Brown, on the files of the | 
ast. session, together with some additional evi- 
dence, were referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of the ex- 
ecutor of Thomas Griffin, of the revolutionary | 
army;asking forthe commutation of the deceased; | 
. which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims... 

Also; the petition of Lieutenant John Goggan | 
and Ensign Robert Walker, of the revolutionary 
army, asking for commutation pay; which was | 
referred. to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, 

Mri BUCHANAN presented the memorial of | 
Commodore David Porter, asking, for reasons 
therein stated, and very forcibly stated, for the 
arrearages of his ponsion; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr, WRIGHT presented the petition of True- 
man Hastings and others, praying that post 
offices may not be compelled to remain open on 
Sundays; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr, FULTON presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Arkansas, asking that 
the franking privilege may be extended to the 
Governors of States; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office aud Post Roads. 

Mr. TIPTON: presented a memorial of the | 
Mount Carmel and: New Albany Railroad Com- 
panyo for the right of way through the publie | 

ands, and a donation of land to aid said company; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals. 
Mr. RIVES presented a memorial signed by | 
| 
| 


numerous surgeons in the Navy, praying an alter- 
ation in their pay; which was referred to the Com- , 
Mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WALL, the petition and pa- || 

te of John H. Macintosh, on the files of the 

ast session were again referred to the Committee |! 
on Claims, => i 

Mr, DAVIS presented the petition of Josephine 
Nourse, widow. of Dr. Benjamin Nourse, a sur- 
geon in the Army, asking for the half pay of the 
deceased; which was referred to the Committce 
on Military’ Affairs: : : 

< REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on | 
Claims, to which had beem réferred the bill for | 
the relief of William East, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report; which 
was-ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, to which had been referred a bill making | 
appropriations for the completion of certain roads | 
begun by the United States in the State of Michi 
gan, reported the same without amendment. ; 


Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary,to which had been referred the bill to amend 


| the act entitled “* An act for the punishment of cer- 


tain crimes against the United States,’ reported 
the same without amendment. i 

Also, from the same committee, the bill to pre- 
vent the counterfeiting of foreign copper, gold, and 
silver coins, and to prohibit the bringing the same 
into the United States, without amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Roads. 


! and Canals, to which had been referred the reso- 


lution of the Senate on the subject, reported a bill 
making an appropriation for the continuation of 


ana, and Hlinois; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. i 

Mr. WALL, from the same committee, also 
reported the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 


| ed to communicate to the Senate the sum of money paid 


out of the Treasury under private appropriations made, or 
private bills passed by Congress since the first Monday in 
December, 1833, distinguishing the amount thereof made at 
each session of Congress during the. said period, and the 
persons to whom and for what purpose paid; and also what 
sums, if any, remain unpaid: 
Which was adopted. 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ROBBINS offered a resolution that the 
Senate appoint a committee, to act with the 


| Efouse committee, to superintend the expenditure 


of moneys appropriated for the library of Con- 
gress; which was adopted. , 
In accordance with the resolution, the PRESI- 


| DENT appointed Messrs. Ropnins, ALLEN, and 


Wat as said committee on the part of the 
Senate. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. McKEAN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committée on Naval Affairs be'in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making an allow- 
ance for louse rent to the officers of the navy-yard at Phil- 
adelphia. 


Mr. FULTON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to enable the Secretary of War to continue the service of a 
suitable boat and erew to be employed in preventing the 
formation of a raft in Red river, in tbat part of said river 
from which the ald raft has been removed. 


Mr. WALKER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, at as carly a period as practicable, 
the number of superficial acres within cach of the States 
of Alabama and Mississippi embraced in the treaty at Dane- 


| ing Rabbit creek with the Choctaw Indians, designating in 


snid report what quantity of said laud in each of said States 
has been surveyed, what quantity still remains unsurveyed, 


| what portion has been offered at public sale, how much has 


boen sold, and what quantity is now subject to entry at 
private sale in each of said Status. 


Mr. TIPTON offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 
Resolved, Uhat the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be directed 


to transmit to the Senate a plat of the townships of public | 


land through which the line of a road from New Aibany, 
Corydon, Fredonia, and Princeton, Indiana, to Mount Car- 
mel, Hlinois, will pass, distinguishing between the tracts of 


situated within six miles of said road. 
_ Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate whether certain exiles from Poland, 


i| to whom a grant of thirty-six sections of land was made by 
i the act of Congress of June 30, 1834, upon certain condi- 


tions expressed in said act, have complied with the condi- 

ions; and if not, whether the said grant will be considered 
as forfeited by the Department, and the lands selected by 
their agent on the waters of Rock river, in the State of Il- 
linois, subject to sale and entry as other publie lands, with- 
out further fegislation on the subject. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. RIVES, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 


tice given, introduced a bill regulating the pay of | 


masters in the Navy; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 


i} hand remaining unsold ang those which have been sold, and | 


i 


i 
i 


Mr. MeKEAN, on leave, and in pursuance of | 


notice given, introduced a bill to continue in force 
an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the relief 
of persons disabled by known wounds during the 
war.” 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a joint resolution to au- 


| thorize anexamination and payment of the claims 


of the workmen on the public buildings; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Buildings. y 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
the owners of the brig Despatch; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. . 

Also,a bill to remunerate the captors of the 
privateer Lydia; which was also read twice, and 
referred to the same committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to provide for the 
final settlement and payment of the claims of 
States upon the United States for interest upon 
advances made by them during the last war with 
Great Britain; which was read twice, and re- 


| ferred. 


Mr. FULTON, on leave, and in pursuance of | 
notice given, introduced a bill to settle the titie to 
a certain tract of land in Arkansas. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, on leave, introduce 
the following bills: : 

A bill to relinquish to the State of Alabama the 
two per cent. fund. reserved to that State by the 


i act providing for her admission into the Union 


to be applicd to the making of roads leading to 
said State; which. was read twice, and referred. 

A bill for the benefit of the Alabama, Florida, 
and Georgia Railroad Company; and 

A bill for the benefit of the Selma and Tennes- 
see Railroad Conipany. 

The last two, after being read twice, were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. YOUNG, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause the re- 
served lead mines in Illinois, and the Territories 
of Wisconsin and lowa to be sold as other public 
lands; which was read‘twice, and referred. 

Mr. YOUNG also, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill granting to the 
State of Ilinois the right of way through the pub- 


| lic lands, and for other purposes; which was read 
| twice, and referred. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. RUGGLES gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 


| of Danie] Bates. 


Mr. ROANE gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, 
directing the manner in which certain laws of the 
District of Columbia shall be executed. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to regulate the 
pay of brevet officers. 

Lhe joint resolution presenting the thanks of 
Congress to George W. Lafayette, the son, and 
the surviving family of General Lafayette, was 
taken up, considered, and adopted. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The bill to provide for the reduction and grad- 
uation of the price of the public lands was taken 
up as the order of the day. : 

Mr. WALKER observed that when the amend- 
ment offered by the Committee on Public Lands, 
striking out the reduction of fifty cents, should be 
adopted, the bill would be precisely the same ar 
the one which was so fully discussed at the last 
session, and passed by so large a majority. As 
this was the short session, it was necessary that 
this measure, so important to the citizens of the 
new States, should be acted on speedily in this 
House, if there was any hope of a final decision 
on it by both Houses. He hoped, therefore, that 


| there would be no objection to acting on the bill, 
| now that it had been reached in the orders of the 


day. 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that the gentle- 


| man from Mississippi had correctly stated the 


character of the bill and the proposed amendment. 
It was precisely in the form of the present bill 
that the one of last session was introduced, and 
a similar amendment was adopted before it passed. 
He had hoped, when he introduced this bill, that 
as the reduction of fifty cents an acre only applied 
to lands that had been offered for fifteen years at 
the minimum price of $1 25 an acre, and then for 
one year, at one dollar, and after that, for another 
‘year, at seventy-five cents; considering, he said, 
the length of time that these lands must have 
been in the market before this-reduction would 


1838. 


he had hoped that the gentlemen who | 
opposed it the last session would withdraw their | 
objectionsat this, and that the bill would be passed | 
without this amendment. As, however, some of: 


apply, 


the friends of the bill still entertained the same |: 


objections to this lowest reduction, he should not | 
now occupy the time of the session in discussing | 


agreed with his friend from Mississippi, that if | 
there was any hope of getting a final decision on | 
the bill by both Houses before the close of this: 
session, it was important that the action of this | 
body upon it should be a speedy one; and he in- | 
dulged the hope t 
been passed by a large majority at the last ses 
sion, after an able and full discussion, that the i 
amendment would be disposed of, and the bill, 
passed now. i 

Mr. CLAY 


for consideration on this important measure, and 
for expressing his views with regard to it. He 
was aware that the subject had been fully dis- , 
cussed at the last session, and that the body, with | 
but few changes, was the same nowas then; and 
with respect to them a repetition of the discussion | 
was not important; still he thought there could 
not be imposed on this great question too anxious 
a consideration; an 
would not be pressed now. j 

Mr.C. then moved that the bill be postponed to, | 
and made the order of the day for, Monday next. : 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that he would | 
not object to the postponement, but for the fact | 
that the bill had been so recently and so fully | 
discussed, and was so thoroughly anderstood by i 
every member of the body. It had been not only | 
fally discussed in both Houses of Congress at the | 
last session, but had undergone a considerable | 
discussion in the public papers throughout the | 
country. The honorable Senator himself had been 
heard in opposition, to it; and, though he wished 
for further discussion, he had not intimated that 
he had any new views to offer, or could throw 
further light on the subject. It did seem to him 
that, as the bill had been lost at the last session 
only from want of time for action on it in both 
Houses, its friends could not consistently consent 
to delay it now. He would not, he repeated, 
object to the postponement asked for, if he ex- 
pected the gentleman to throw any new light on | 


the subject; but as the measure was one of vital || 


importance to the new States, and especially to 
the one he represented, he could not, under the ; 
circumstances he had adverted to, and he hoped | 
the friends of the bill would not, consent to its | 
postponement. | 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cray’s | 
motion; and it was carried; so that the bill was | 
postponed to, and made the order of the day for, | 
Monday next. 

The bill:for the relief of the heirs of John Bra- 
han, late receiver of public moneys at Huntsville, 
Alabama, was taken up and considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole; and, after being explained | 
and advocated by Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, was | 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 

The following bills were also read the second | 


time, and considered as in Committee of the; 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading: 


The bill for the relief of William Jones; and |i 


The bill to establish an additional land office in | 
the State of Alabama. | 

After the consideration of executive business, | 
the Senate adjourned. i 


hat, inasmuch as the bill had i g 


‘| of party, 


d he therefore hoped that it li 


| 


Wepxespay, December 12, 1838. 
| 


The first business in order wäs the considera- 
| tion of the resolutions introduced yesterday by 
i Mr. ATHERTON. 

As soon, however, as the Jovfrnal was read, 
Mr. WISE rose and remarked that he did not 
| perceive entered on the record the fact that he had 
| refused to vote yesterday; and, as he wanted his 
| constituents to see that he had not entertained the 


i subject of abolition of slavery in the States, he; 


i moved that the Journal be corrected accordingly. 
| The motion was disagreed to. 

| Mr. WISE inguired if this motion would hot 
| go on the Journal of to-day? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would. 

Mr. WISE’S object was attained, then. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, inquired if it 
! would be in order then to move a reconsideration 
| of the vote for the previous question. 

| The SPEAKER was of opinion that it would 
not, as the vote was in progress of being taken. 


lows: 


the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United 


another, are a part of a plan of operations set on foot to 
affect the institution of slavery in the several States, and 
thus indirectly to destroy that institution within their limits. 

Mr. BIDDLE asked permission to decline 
voting on the second proposition, as wantonly 


| vote for it, he knew the reckless audacity with 
which a vote against it might be used to create a 


l| false impression. Mr. B. referred to the stand he 


| had taken in his own district on this subject, and 
| the manner in which he had been sustained. His 
| Van Buren opponent had refused to answer the 
; interrogatories propounded. Mr. B. thought that 


| a body of honorable men ought not to place him’ 
‘| in this false light for the mere transient purposes 
with a view to influence the elections | 


at the South, now that those at the North had 
been got through with. Mr. B. was proceeding 
| further, but 
The SPEAKER interposed, on the ground that 
the gentleman was transgressing the rules. 
| The House refused to excuse Mr. Bropie. 
The question was then taken on the second 
resolution, and it was adopted—yeas 136, nays 
| 65; as follows: 


.YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Í Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, 
Brodhead, Buchanan, Bynum, Jobn Cajhoon, Cambreleng, 
William B. Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, 
Chapman, Clowney, Coles, Counor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, 
Crockett, Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Isaac Fletcher, 
Foster, Gallup, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, 
James Graham, Grantland, Grant, Graves, Gray, Gritiin, 
Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Robert M. 'T. Hunter, Thomas 
B. Jackson, Jabez, Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, 
Keim, Kemble. Kennedy, Klingensmith, Leadbetter. Lewis, 
Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Martin, James M. Mason, MeKay, 
| Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, MeChure, Menefee, 
Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel 


Pearce, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Pratt 
| Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Au 
| mustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard. Shields, 5 eplor, 
Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Sweatringe 
! Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Thompson, Titus; Toucey, 
Towns, Turney, Vail, Wagener, Webster, John White 
Whittlesey. Sperrard, Williams, Jared W. Wiliams, Chri 
| topher H. Williams, Word, and Yeil—138. 
NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander. Heman Allan, Joh 
W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bond, Briggs, Wilian B. Cathoun, 
! Childs, Clark, Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Darling 
ton, Davee, Davies, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everet 
ing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Fry, Giddiugs, Goode 
Wiiliam Graham, Grennell, Mail. Halsted, Harper, Hust 
ngs, Henry, Herod, Lincoln, X 
Maxwell, McKennan, Mitehell, Calvary Morris, Naylor, 
Noyes, Parmenter, Peck, Pots, Putnam, Rariden, Ran 
dolph, Reed, Ridgway, Edward Robinson, Russell, Salton 
stall, Sergeant, Sibley, Stade, Smith, Stratton, Tillinghast. 
Toland, Albert S. White, Joseph D. Williams, and Yorke 
—65. ; 


Mr. WISE, when his name was called, said: I 
refuse to vote. 


| Mr. CUSHING raised the question o 


f order, 
that the gentleman was bound to vote unless 
excused; and that, asthe names must -be called 
; alphabetically, 

| next name and pass ov 
| The SPEAKER said the point had been de 
cided before; the roll must be proceeded with, 
| after being once commenced.. 


4 


èr that of Mr. Wise. 


The second resolution was then read, as fol- | 


Resolved, That petitions for the abolition of slavery in | 


States, and against the removal of slaves from one State to | 


| W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parris, Paynter, | 


si 


1, Ew- | 


Tarvin, Sampson Mason, į 


| 


| 


stigmatizing a mass of men. While he could not }! 


i 
} 
j 


| man, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Coles, 
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affirmative; but leave was not granted. i 

As soon as the roll was gone through, and be- 
fore the vote was announced, 

_ Mr. CUSHING again raised: the above ques- 
tion; but it was ruled to be out of order, oe 

The third resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Congress has no right to-do that indirectly 
which it cannot do directly; and that the agitation of the 
subject of slavery in the District of Colunbia, or the Terri- 
tories, as a means, and with the view, of disturbing orover~ 
throwing that institution in the several States, is against 
the true spirit and meaning of the Constitution, av infringe- 
ment of the rights of the States affected, and 2 breach of 
the public faith upon which they entered into the Confed- 
i eracy. i $ 

_ Mr. BOND called for a division of the queg- 
tion, so as to take the vote first on the folle wing, 
branch only: 

Resolved, That Congress has no right to de th 
which it cannot do directly. 


The vote being so teken, resulted in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 173; nays 30; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, John W. Allen; Anderson, 
Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirné;, 
Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buch- 
anan, Bynum, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, William B 
Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chap 
Connor, Corwin, 
Crockett, Cushman; Dawson, Davee;: 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Ed- 
wing, Farrington, Paittield, Isade Fleteh- 
Janes Gatland, Rice Garland, Glas- 


er, Foster, Fry, Gallup, ; 
cock, Gonde, James Grabam, William Graham, Grantland, 


ait indirectly 


Crabb, Craig, Crary, 
Deberry, De Graff, Dennis, 


A. 


wards, Elmore, E 


i| B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, J 
i son, Wiliam C. Johnson, 


Grant, Graves, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Halstead, Haninond; 
Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Harper, Hawes, Hawking; 
Haynes, Henry, Herod, Holt; Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 


| William H. Hunter, Robert M. T, Hunter, Ingham, Thomas: 


eph Johii- 
ohn We 


Nathaniel, Jones, 
, Klingensmith, Legare,’ 
is, Lyon, Mallory, James’ M: M 3 
ury, May, Maxwell, MeKay,- 


Jones, Keim, Kemble 
| Lewis, Logan, Loom 
| Sampson Mason, Martin, Ma 


“| Robert McClean, Abraham McClellan, McClure; MeKen- 


il Lyon, M 


it was objected to. 


i) belt, Carter, Casey 


| mer, Harrison, Harper, Ha 
the Clerk could not proceed to the | í 


nan, Mereer, Milligan, Mitehe 
gan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Noyes, Palmier, 
Parker, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, 
Piumer, Pope, Pratt, Prentiss, Randolph, Riley, Rencher;, 
Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Aü- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, 
Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Stratton; 
Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Titus, Toucey, Towns, 
‘Turney, Vail, Wagener, Albert Se White, John White, 
Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams; Jared W, Williams, Joseph 
Be eae Christopher H, Williams; Word, and Yer 
153. : ; ae 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, Bond, Borden, 
Briggs, Childs, Cranston, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington Da- 
vies, Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, . 
Grennell, Hail, Kennedy, Lincoln, Calvary Morris, Peck, 
Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Saitonstall, Slade, Smith, Tiling- 
hast, and Yorke—30. x ‘ det 


So the first branch of the 
adopted. : 
The second branch being read, oS 
Mr. GARLAND, of Lonisiana, inquired if the 
| mover himself could modify this resolution? _ 
The SPEAKER said he could not after the 
House had seconded the previous question upon 


31, Montgomery, Moore, Mor- 


third resolution was 


it, 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana. Could he not., 
do it by the unanimous consent of the House? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. we gale 
Mr, GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked “Hts buat 
Mr. WISE called for such a division’ of the 
question as would, in the- first. instance, -omit 
the sentence after the word ‘Columbia ’” to the 
word “ States,” in the sixth Tine. 
The SPEAKER said: the proposition was not 
susceptible of such a division, because that sen- 
tence could not Stand by itself as a substantive 
proposition. 
The question was then taken, and resulted also 
inthe affirmative--yeas 164, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, John W. Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, 
Bell; Bicknell, Birdsall, Bood, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, 
Buebanart, Bynum, John Calboon,Cambreleng, John Camp- 
, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Clark, 
Clowney, Coffin, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Crabb, Craig,: 
Crary, Crockett, Curtis, Cushman, Dawson, Davee, De- 
berry, De Graff, Dennis, Dròmgoole, Duhean, Edwards, 
Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Fry, Gallup; James: 
Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, James Graham, Grant- 
land, Grant, Graves, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Ha- 
lawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt; 
joward, Hobley, William H. Hunter, Robert M. 
‘Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, 
William C. Jolinson 


Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Unarles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, South- 
gate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Swearingen, Talia 
erro, Taylor, Thomas, Thompson, Titus, T'oucey, Turney 


y ge Sy : 
Vail, Wagener, Webster, Albert 8. White. John White, i 
Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph 


L. Willians, Christopher H. Williams, Word, Yell, and 
Yorke—164. . 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, Borden, Bri 


aos 
gs5, 


William B. Calhoun, Wiljam B. Campbell, Childs, Cran- | 
ston, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, Dunn, Evans, Everett, | 


Richard Fletcher, Isaac Fleteber, Fillmore, Giddings, 
Goode, Grennell, Hall, Halstead, Hastings, Lincoln, Samp- 
son Mason, MeKennan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Noyes, 
Peck, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Ridgway, Robinson, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sibley, Slade, and ‘Villinghast—4v. 
‘So the third resolution was adopted, and the 
fourth was taken up, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Constitution rests on the broad prin- 
ciple of equality among the members of this Confederacy, 
and that Congress, in the exercise of its 


one portion of the States and another, with a view of adol- 
ishing the one and promoting the other. 

Mr. LINCOLN called for.a division of the 
question on this resolution, so as to take it first 
on the following branch: 

Resolved, That the Constitution rests on the broad prin 
ciple of equality among the members of this Confederacy. 

Such a division being accordingly ordered, the 
vote thereon resulted affirmatively — yeas 180, 
nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, John W. Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Atherton, Ayerigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, 
Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boud, Briggs, Brodhead, Bronson, 


acknowledged pow- | 
ers, has no right to discriminate between the institutions of 


Buchanan, Bynum, John Calhoon, Cawbreleng, William | 


B. Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Clark, Clowney, Collin, Coles, Counor, Corwin, 
Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockett, Cushing, Cushman, Dawson, 
Davis, Deberry, De Grati, Dennis, Dromgovle, Duncan, 
Dunn, Bdwards, Elmore, Ewing, Farrington, Pairtield, 
Isane Fletcher, Willmore, Poster, Fry, Gallup, James Gar 
land, Rice Garland, Giddings, Glascock, Goode, James Gra- 
ham, William Graham, Grantland, Grant, Gray, Griflin, 
Haley, Halstead, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, 
Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Noury, Qerod, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Robert M. 'f. Elunter, bugham, 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Ueury Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, William G. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, dohu W. 
Jones, Kein, Kemble, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, 
Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Marvin, James M, 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Martin, Maury, May, MeKay, 
Robert McClellan, Abraham MeClellaa, MeChire, McKen- 
nan, Menefec, Mereer, Milligan, Mitchell, Montgomery, 
Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Mur- 
ray, Naylor, Noble, Noyes, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, 
Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Peek, Petrikin, Phelps, Piekens, 
Plumer, Pope, Pratt, Putnam, Rariden, Reily, Reneher, 
Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, Ramsey, Sawyer, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Charles, Shepard, Shields, Sheploc, 
Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, 
Swearingen, Taliaferro, Vay tor, Thomas, Thompson, Titus, 
‘Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vandevecr, Wagener, 
Webster, Joan White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared 
W. Williams, Joseph L. Williuus, Christopher I. Wil- 
liams, Ward, and You—={80. 

NAYS—Me 
B, Calhoun, Cranston, Curtis, Darlington, Davies, vans, 


Everett, Richard Pletcher, Mall, Hastings, Kennedy, Lin- | 


coln, Maxwell, Potts, Randolph, Robinson, Russell, Salton- 
stall, Slade, Tillinghast, Albert S. White, and Yorke—26. 


The second branch of this resolution was also 
agreed to--~yeus 174, nays 24; as follows: 


YERAS~-Moessra. Alexander, Jobn W. Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, 
Beil, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Brodhead, 
Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambeoleng, Witham 
Campbell, Jobn Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chi 
ney, Chapman, Clark, Clowney, Cofin, Cotes, Connor, 
Corwin, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockett, Cushing, Cushman, 
Dawson, Davee, Deberry, Dennis, Dromgoaic, Iuncan, 
Edwards, Elmore, wing, Marringtun, Fairfield, Isaac 
Fletcher, Foster, Fr 
cock, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Grantland, 
Graves, Gray, Griffin, Maley, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, 
Harrison, Uarper, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Ten ry, Herod, 
Tott, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, W 
ert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, 'Phomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, 
Legare, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Loomi 
James M. Mason, Sampson Mason, 
well, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
Clare, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Morean, Samnel W. Morr 
Murray, or, Nobie, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter. Parris, 
Paynter, Pearce, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Pope, Pratt, 
Putnam, Randolph, Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, 
Robertson, Rumsey, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shep- 
ard, Shields, Sheplor, Sibley, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, 
Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Swearingen, Taliafer o, Taylor, 
"Chomas, Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Van- 
deveer, Wagener, Webster, Albert 8. White, John White, 
Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Willi 


tt i a iams, Joseph 
La Wil > Christopher H, Wiliams, Word, Yell, and 
Yorke--I 


Abrabam McClellan, Me- 


2 š Adam 
B. Calhoun, Cranst 


Heman Allan, Borden, Wiliam 
on, Darlington, Davies, Dunn, Evans, 


sors. Atkuns, Heman Allan, Borden, William | 


; James Garland, Rice Garland, Glas- | 
iliam H. Wouter, Rob- | 
s, Mallory, Marvin, i 
Martin, Maury, Max- || 


is, Calvary Morris, |: 


: Garland, Bice Garland 


| 85, nays 129; as follows: 


| W. Allen, Aycrigg, Beli, Bond, Borden, Briggs, John Cal- i 
hoon, William B. Calhoun, Childs, Clark, Coffin, Corwin, 


| Crabb, Cranston, Curtis 
; Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, Film 
| Harper, Hastings 


| Mitehell, Calvary Morris 


} paper, touching or relating 


| shall, on the presentation thereof 


i She 


Mr. KENNEDY, when his name was called, | 


said he wished to inquire before he voted whether i! 


a clerical error could be first corrected in this part | 
of the resolution. i 
The SPEAKER said it could not. | 
Mr. KENNEDY rejoined that he should vote | 
for it, but he did so protesting against its bad 
grammar. . : 

The fifth and last resolution was in the follow- 
ing words: | 
Resolved, therefore, Thatall attempts on the part of Con- 
gr to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia or the 
‘Territories, or to prohibit the removal of siaves from State 
to State, or to discriminate between the institutions of one 
portion of the Confederacy and another, with the views H 
aforesaid, are in violation of the Constitution, destructive of | 
the fundamental principle on which the Union of these i 
States rests, and beyond the jurisdiction of Congri and į 
that every petition, memoriat, resolution, proposition, or | 
in any way, or to any extent | 
d. or the abolition thereof, | 
without any fartberaction 
thercon, be laid upon the table, without being debated, 
printed, or referred. | 

Mr. RANDOLPH called for a division at the 
word ‘* Congress” in the ninth and tenth lines; | 
which was ordered. ' 

Mr. WISE then said: I now, if it be in order, 
and in order to test the sense of the House upon 
all the resolutions, movea suspension of the rules, 
with a view of offering an amendment to this prop- 
osition, so as to strike out the words, “with the 
views aforesaid,” and that gentlemen may not have 
an excuse of apprehending a debate on abolition, 


i 
! 
t 
i 


whatever, to slavery as afori 


Smith, Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Joseph L. Wiliams, Word, and Yorke 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrew therton, Banks, 
Beatty. Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin. Brod- 
head, Bronson. Buchanan. By Cumbreleng, Willian 
B. Campbell, John Campbell, © asey Chaney, Chap- 
man, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Cr Croekett, Cusiunan, 
Dawson, Deberry, De Graff, Dennis, Dromgoole, Dunean, 
Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James 
Garland, Glascock, James Graham, Grantland, Grant, Gray 
Griffin, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Wil- 
liam H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, William 
C. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Ken- 
ble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis, 
Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, Martin, 
Maury, May, McKay, Robert MeClellan, Abraham Me- 
Clellan, McClure, Mercer, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
i Matthias Morris, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Palé 
mer, Parker, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Potrikin, Phelps, 
Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, Rob- 
| ertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles 
Shepard, Shiclds, Sheplor, Suyder, Southgate, Speuecr, 
Stuart, Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, 
‘Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wagener, Webster, 
John White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. 
Williams, Christopher H.. Williams, aud Yeli--129. 

So the motion to lay on the table was decided 
| in the negative. i A 
Mr. JENIFER. inquired if the afirmation of 
| this last proposition would not be identical with 
a virtual reception of all petitions on the abolition 
of slavery by the House? 
| The SPEAKER replied that that was a ques- 
| tion which each gentleman must interpret for him- 
self. 

Mr. POPE said he wished to be excused from 


D 


pledge myself not to say a word upon it. I will 
vote for the resolution if they will strike out thése 
words. 

The SPEAKER could not entertain the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WISE. Well, then, I will remark that 
these are the words that sold the South. 

The first branch of the proposition was 
~—yeas 146, nays 52; as follows: 


23t 
YEAS —Messrs. Jobu W. Alien. Anderson, Andrews, 
Beirne, Bet, Bicknell, 


Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Be f 
Birdsall, Bond, Bouldin, Buchanan, Bynum, Jobn Calhoon, | 
upbet, John Campbell, Carter, | 

| 

i 

| 


adopted 


Cambreleng, William B. Car 
Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Clowney, Coles, 
Conner, Corwin, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockett, Curtis, | 
Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, De Gratf, Dennis, Dromgoote, 
Duncan, Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, Fry, Gallup, James | 
»Giascock, James Graham, Grant 
land, Gray, Griffin, Hammond, Hamer, Uarlan, Harrison, | 
Harper, Uawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Toit, Howard, Hubley, | 
William I. Hunter, Robert M.T. Hunter, Thomas B. Jack. i 
sou, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Wil- } 
lam ©. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, | 


Kouble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewa || 


ames M. Mason, Martin, | 
Robert MeCtellan, Abraham McCilel- | 
eClure, Menetce, Mercer, Montgomery, Moore, Mor- ; 
gau, Samuel W, Mortis, Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, 
Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Petriken, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, 
Pope, Pratt, Randolph, Reily, Reneher, Rhett, Rives, Rob- \ 
erison, Rumsey, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles | 
Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, 
Stuart, Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, 
Thompson, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wag- 
ener, Webster, Albert S. White, Jolm White, Whittlesey, 
rrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L, Wil- 
wms, Christopher H. Williams, Word, and Yeli—146. 
NAYS—Messys. Adams, Heman Allan, Aycrigg, Borden, 
Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Childs, Cranston, Cushing, 
Darlington, Davies, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Rich- 
ard Pletcher, Isaac Pletcher, Fillmore, Poster, Gidding: 
Goode, Grant, Grennell, Haley, Hall, Halsted, Hasting 
Henry, Herod, Lineoiu, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Ma. 
well, MeKenuan, Mitebell, Calvary Morris 1 
Peck, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Reed, Robinson, Saltonstall, 
Shefer, Sibley, Slade, Stratton, and Tillinghast—a2. f 
Mr. DAWSON, when his name was ealled, 
said: Mr. Speaker, I shall vote in the afirma- 
live, omitting or expunging, so far as my vote 
goes, the words “ with the views aforesaid.” | 


D 
Congress has no constitutional power, for any 
“ views, or for any purposes whatever, to in- 
terfere with the question, 

Mr. POTTS moved to lay the second branch | 
on the table, 

Mr. CRAIG demanded the 
and they were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were— 


is, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, J 
Maury, May, MeKay, 
kan, M 


eS, 


yeas and nays; į 


yeas | 


YEAS—Mes Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan >John į 


, Cushing, Darlington, D 
vies, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard 
ore, Giddings, Goode, Wil- 
liam Graham, Graves, Grennell, Haley, Hall, Halsted 
, Henry rod, Ingham, Lincoln, Marvin, 
Taxweil, Mchennan, Meneice, Milligan, 
ylor, Noyes, Parmenter, Peck, 


Sampson M 


i 
i! Noble, Palmer, Parker, P 


s Naylor, Noyes, £ 


avee, Da- f 


į voting upon this proposition, (he had voted for 
| all the others,) on the ground that he did not 
| wish to ailirm the reception of abolition petitions, 
| and further, that it was inconsistent with the 
| he 
| propositions already adopted. Any vote he could 
| give would be misconstrued. 
The [Louse refused to excuse Mr. P. 
Mr. CHAMBERS also moved to be excused, 
j on similar grounds to those of his colleague; but 
|| the House again refused, 
The second branch of the last proposition was 
| then agreed to—yeas 126, nays 78; as follows: 
YRAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Brodhead, Bu 
chawn, Bynum, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, William B. 
Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chanev, Chap- 
wman, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Crockett, 
Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, De Graff, Dennis, Dromgoole, 
Ehnore, Fairtield, Farrington, Fry, Gallup, James Garand, 
Rice Garland, James Graham, Grantland, Graves, Ham- 
mond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Wiliam H. Hunter, Robert M. 
| T. Runter, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry 
i Johnson, Joseph Johnson, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel 
Jones, Join W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingen- 


smith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis, Loomis, Lyon, dames 


|i M. Mason, Martin, Maury, May, McKay, Robert McClel- 


Jan, Abraham McClellan, McClure, Menefe 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris. ? 
arris, Paynter, Pearce, Pettikin 
Pheips, Pickens, Pratt, Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Rives, John 
| Robertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
i Charlas Shepard, Shields, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, 
; Stuart, Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro. Taylor, Thom- 
as, Thompson, Titus, Toucey, Towns, ‘Turney, Wagener, 
| Webster, John White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Wiliams, 
ta W. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, and Yell- 
26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams. 


> 
? 


; Alexander, Ieman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bell, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, 
3ronson, William B. Calhoun, Childs, Clark, Coffin, Cor- 
win, Crabb, Cranston, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Davee, 
Davies, Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, 
Richard Fletcher, Tsaac Bletcher, Fillmore, Foster, Gid- 
; dings, Goode, William Graham, Grant, Gray, Grennell, 
Haiey, Hail, Halsted, Harper, Hastings, Henry, Herod 
Ingham, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Mas weil, Me 
Kennan, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naylor 
Noyes, Parmenter, Peck, Potts, Putmam, Rariden, Ran- 
dolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Rassell, Saltonstall, Ser 
| geant, Sheffer, Slade, Stratton, Tillinghast, Toland, Alberrt 
| S. White, Joseph L. Williams, Wood, and Yorke—78. 
Mr. WISE, when his name was called, said 
that, as that proposition admits the right of peti- 


tion on this subject, he should refuse to vote 
upon it. 

The resolutions be 

Mr. KEN 
| lowing: 
Resolved, That the Constitu 
| ciple of equality among the 
| and that Congress, in the e 
| has no right to-discrimina 


ing all 


severally adopted, 
NEDY asked leg eh 


eave to submit the fol- 


tion rests on the broad prin- 
members of this Con (ederacy 5 
xercise or its alleged powers, 
a r te between one portion of the 
States and another, with a view of abolishing the institu- 
tions of the one, or promoting those of the other. 


| Objections being made, Mr. K., moved a sus- 
| pension cf the rules. i 
| Mr. POTTS moved th 
i which prevailed; and t 


at the House adjourn; 
he House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Thurspar, December 13, 1838. 

Mr, Sourmarp, of New Jersey, and Mr. Tarr- 
MADGE, of New York, appeared in their places 
in the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER presented the credentials of 
Hon. Tuomas H. Witriams, appointed by the 
Governor of the State of Mississippi a Senator 
from that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by 
the resignation of Hon. James TROTTER. 

Mr. Wrams appeared, was qualified, and 
took his seat. 


MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT presented a memorial from | 
sundry citizens of the State of Alabama, praying | 
the confirmation of the sale of a reservation made | 
to an Indian chief under the Creek treaty; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the memo- 
rial of a number of persons engaged in the man- ; 
ufacture of pins, praying for a repeal or modifi- 
cation of the duty on brass wire; which was ; 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of a num- : 
ber of persons in the State of New York, depre 
cating the evils of war, and praying Congress to 
take such measures as may promote the forma- | 
tion of a Congress of nations; which wasreferred | 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of a num- į 
ber of persons engaged in steam navigation on į 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, praying for aj 
modification of the act of last session for the reg- | 
ulation of steamboats; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce, and the memorial or- ; 


t 
t 
j 


dered to be printed. 
Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of Mrs. 


Glentworth, widow of General Glentworth, pray- 
ing for a pension in consideration of the services 
of her deceased husband; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Pensions. i! 

Mr. BAYARD presented two memorials of 
officers of the line of the Army, praying that their 
pay may be assimilated to that of officers of the | 
stal; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. B. also presented the memorial of the Phil- | 
adelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad 
Company, praying. Congress to refund certain | 
duties on railroad iron; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, | 
On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Isuac Day,on į 
the files of last session, be again referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Getano Carusi, 


on the fives of fast session, be again referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ciaims. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jobn I. Piatt, 
on the files of last session, be again referred to the Cominit- 
tee on Claims. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, gave notice that to- 
morrow le would ask leave to introduce a bill in 
relation to copyrights. 

Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would, to- ; 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill more effect- 
ually to secure public money in the hands of ofii 
cers and agents of the Government, and to punish 
public defaulters. 

Mr. LYON gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill. to amend the 
act confirming certain land claims in the State of 
Michigan. 

Mr. MERRICK gave notice that he would, to- | 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill making an 
appropriation. for the crection of a free bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac, in the 


city of Washington. ` 


RESOLUTIONS. | 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the follow- | 


ing resolation; which was adopted: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of making further appropri- | 
ation for the Construction of a marine hospital in the city of , 
Mobile. i i 

Mr. HUBBARD offered the following resolu- | 
tion, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


| 
4 
} 
i 
| 
i 
i 
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i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


$ 
} 
i 


| reported 
i stallment of the deposits with the States, 


; nual report. 


| States. 


On motion of Mr. H., certain papers connected 


i with the above petition were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, to which the same had been referred, re- j 


ported the bill to confirm the sale of certain reser- 
vations of public lands, without amendment. 
Mr. W., from the same committee, also re- 
ported the bill granting to the county of Kala 
mazoo, in the State of Michigan, the right of pre- 
emption toa quarter section of land, and for other 


| purposes, without amendment. 


Also, the bill for the velief of John Newton, 


: without amendment. 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian | 
: Affairs, reported the bill for the relief of Jean B. | 


Valle, without amendment. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the bill 


to amend an act entitled An act to require the ji 


judges of the district court of Hast and West Ten- | 


nessce to hold a court at Jackson, in said State,” 
approved June 30, 1838. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Commitiee on Public 
Lands, to which the memorial on the subject had 
been referred, reported, without amendment, a 
bill for the relicf Laurent Millaudon and others; 
which was read and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 


Me. HUBBARD, from the Committee on | 


Claims, to which the subject had been referred, 


| reporied, without amendment, an act in addition 
ito an act for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
| Abel Gay; which was read and ordered to a. 


second reading. 
FOURTH INSTALLMENT OF DEPOSIT. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the annual report 


| of the Secretary of the Treasury on the finances, 


a bill farther to postpone the fourth in- 
under 


the act of June, 1836; which was read. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, said that he should 
like really to see, if this installment was again to 
be postponed, so contrary to what they all expect- 
ed at the last session, that it was not postponed 
indefinitely. He had hoped that there would at 
least, have been some prolongation of the promise 
to the States, that they might look forward to 


|i some time when they might reasonably hope to 
| receive this money, which they all expected, and 


which many of them bad made arrangements to 
appropriate to useful and important purposes. 
He should like to know if one year’s further 
postponement would not be sufficient; and with- 
out saying whether he should vote for the bill in 
any event, he hoped that it would be so amended 
as to postpone the payment to some day certain, 
say the Ist of January, 1810, instead of being 


postponed, as provided for by the bill, until the | 


further pleasure of Congress was expressed on 
the subject. 


Mr. C. then moved to amend the hill by making 


the postponement till the Ist January, 1840. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he was not then 
disposed to occupy the time of the Senate by dis- 
cussing the subject of this bill. The committee 
had reported it with a view to the state of the 
Treasury, as indicated by the Secretary in his an- 
That exhibit showed that by the 


jst of January ihere,would be no money in the 


Treasury for the payment of this fourth install- | 


ment, and there was no anticipation of that officer 
that there would be any moneys for the purpose 
by the Ist of January thereafter. The commit 
tee believed, as he did, that the time had arrived 


when the Treasury had parted with all the money | 


that it could spare, and carry on the operations 


of the Government, without calling on the States | 


for the repayment of the installments they had 
already received. He knew of nothing which 
promised that the Treasury would be able to spare 
this money by the Ist of January, 
this explanation, he would content himself with 
asking for the yeas and nays on the question. 
Mr. GLAY, of Kentucky, said that he con- 


1840, and there- | 
fore must oppose the amendment. Having made |! 


loss of it. He.knew nothing as to the amount 
of these defalcations, or as to the means of. the 
Government to recover back. the whole or any 
| part of them, and therefore would not hazard any 
calculations as to their probable value. . The gen- 
tileman from New York could not. say. that the 
Treasury would be in a condition to pay this 
i money by the Ist. of January, 1840; that, was 
very true. Such was the nature of our financial 
concerns that no man could say with certainty, a 
year beforehand, what our receipts.and expend- 
: itures would amount to; but he would observe 
‘that, if it should be found when the time. came 
round, the Treasury. was not in a condition. to 
meet this payment, there would be the same 


i 
ii power. in Congress that there now was to, post-, 
i| pone it for another year. But what he wanted. 
l! to see was that the act of Congress providing for 
|; this deposit should be fulfilled, and the pledge re- 
|; deemed, by carrying out the assurances given. by 
‘that act. Some greater security would be-given 
| to the States that they would eventually receive 
| this money, if a definite day was. fixed-fór the 
| postponement, than if it was left, as provided for 
l in the bill, for the future action of Congress... Af. 
‘it was postponed till the Ist day of January, 1840, 
rv still further postponement would .require..the 
i consent of both branches ‘of the pre rakes, 
well as of the Execntive; whereas, if the bill 
passed in its present shape, it would amount to, 
an indefinite postponement, without a special act 
of Congress, sanctioned by the Executive. fle 
| was glad the yeas and nays had been called, as 
‘he wished to record his vote in favor of continu- 
_ ing the hope that the deposit act would be event 
ually carried out. i; ; 

Mr. WRIGHT replied that it was not his ins 
| tention now to enter into a discussion of the la- 
| mentable defaleations which had lately come to 
‘light. He had not the information to enable him 
| to speak to that body intelligibly on the subject. 
| All he knew. with regard to them was. derived 
| from glancing at the very voluminous report of the 
| Secretary, which had-been ordered to be printed, 
l and which was not yet laid upon their tables. He 
| was as much devoid of information on the subject 
U as the Senator who last addressed thems -But,this 
i| much he would say, that if this matter was.not 
| thoroughly understood by Congress, and by the 
whole country; before the close of the session, it 
would not be his fault. It was his fixed purpose 
| to havea thorough investigation of the whole sub- 
ject, and to let bis constituents know the whole 
‘truth. Then, as to the bill before them: it was 
not his purpose to hold out to the States.expect~ 
ji ations that he did not believe could be realized. 
H In September last, the Committee on Finance pto- 
posed the same postponement of this installment, 
and on the same terms that.they now did... For 
‘himself, he thought that the time hid: gone by 
when they were authorized to hold out any ex- 
pectations to the States. from a surplus in the 
| Treasury, though, atthe same ume, he agreed that 
| he had no power. to. look forward and say pre- 
sely what would be the condition of the Treas- 
ury at the end of another year. He had no in- 
formation which. enabled him to say that this 
| installment could be met on the Ist of January, 
| 1840, easier than it now could. 
| Mr. CALHOUN said he should vote for the 
3 
[i 
H 


| postponement moved by the Senator from Ken- 
| tucky, though he had not the slightest anticipa- 
| tion that there would be any surplus in the Treas- 
ury either in this or in the coming year. The, 
question would then naturally occur why he gave 
stich a vote? The answer was, in the first place, 
hat it could do no harm, and in the next place, 
it would have the effect to. check this House in 
its expenditures. If the expenditures had not 
been so profuse last year, there might then have 
been a payment of this installment, Bul-this and 
| the other House. took different views from what 
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he did, and their expenditures were more profuse 
than they ever had been since he was connected 
with the Government. He had hoped at the last 


session that the postponement of this. installment i 


would have had some effect to check their extrav- 
agant expenditures, but though he was disap- 
pointed, he would again vote for the postpone- 
ment with the same views. He would, however, 
take this occasion to say, that he never would 
consent to vote a dollar for this installment,which 
he never regarded in the light of a debt, while 
they had to borrow money. The Senator from 
Kentucky was entirely mistaken in regarding the 
deposit act in the light of a promise to the States. 
There was no pledge, no obligation whatever; 
the act was one of expediency merely, and it had 
fylfilled its object. He repeated again that he 
would never consent to give his vote to borrow 
money to pay. that installment. 

Mr. NILES said he did not purpose to enter 
into an extended discussion of this subject, but 
would only offer a few remarks in reply to the 
suggestions of the gentleman on the other side of 
the House, [Mr. Cray, of Kentucky,] in which 
assertions had been made, and principles ad- 
vanced, which were of an importance not to be 
overlooked. It is now, sir, for the first time, 
proposed to raise a revenue for the purpose of 
a distribution among the States—to raise money 
from the people, in their individual capacity, to 
be distributed among the States in their corporate 
capacity, to inure to the benefit of chartered mo- 


nopolies, He (Mr. N.) knew this was not in- | 


tended, nor thought of, when the deposit bil! was 
passed by the Senate. The object was to gct rid 
of an enormous surplus which had accumulated, 
and was distributed among ninety banks, expand- 
ing our already overgrown paper system, corrupt- 
ing the legislation of Congress, and embarrassing 
to public and private affairs. On this ground he 
voted for that bill, as did a majority of those who 
voted with him. But he contended that the ob- 
ject for which the bill had been passed was accom- 
plished; the surplus had been deposited. He asked 
if it was pretended by the Senator from Kentucky 
that there is a surplus in the Treasury now, or 
would there be a surplus at the period’ proposed 
in the amendment, Did not the gentleman know 
that by the operation of his own law, (the com- 
promise act,) the biennial reduction of the duties 
on imperia would occur during the coming year, 
thus lessening, by that amount, the fiscal re- 
sources ofthe Government? Under these circum- 
stances, to hold out the hope, as would be done 
by the proposed amendment, that the fourth in- 
stallment would be paid in January, 1840, when 
there would be no surplus in the Treasury, would 
be to sanction the idea that the money would be 
raised by taxation. Thisis the essential question, 
and the only question before the Senate. But it 
is said that the Government should redeem its 
pledge; that the good faith of the Government is 
pledged for the payment of the fourth installment 
of deposit. Sir, if it is a debt due by the Govern- 
ment to the States, it should be dis : 
instead of having any just claim for this money, 
the States are under obligations to Congress for 
not reclaiming the three installments already de- 
posited. If it was not for the interposition of 
Congress, good faith would have required the 
Secretary of the Treasury to recall the money de- 
posited with the States, for the necessities of the 
Government; such was the spirit and requisitions 
of the act. He, and the friends who were with 
him, had supported the bill in good faith as a de- 
posit act, nota distribution among the States. It 
was to be a deposit of a surplus. This had been 
accomplished, and the bill had fulfilled its func- 
tions. If it was intended as any more than a de- 
posit act—for a distribution of money among the 
States-—then was our legislation a fraud upon the 
country. 

He would remark, in reply to the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Caruoun,] who proposes 
to vote for the amendment, that it may be an in- 
ducement to retrenchment and economy in the 
expenditures of the Government, that it would be 
better to take a more direct method. Let us ad- 
here to that first great principle, which he [Mr. 
C.] has so often and so ably advocated on this 
floor, to raisé no more money from the people 
than is necessary for an economical administra-~ 
tion of the Government. This, sir, would be 
preferable to checking a contemplated extravagant 


charged. But | 


(said Mr. 


| expenditure by countenancing what is, techni- 


cally, a deposit—substantially, a distribution act. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the natural prog- 
ress of this thing had been distinctly pointed out 
by him when he had the honor, in connection 
| with half a dozen other gentlemen, to oppose the 
deposit act. He knew then that it was a distribu- 
tion among the States. He knew that it was the 
commencement of a system of levying money 
from the people, for those who would get it out 
of the hands of the people. He treated this act 
then as a distribution, and scouted the idea of 
its being a deposit. He knew there was no sur- 
plus in the Treasury, and said so, and that, ina 
few years, we should be left without money. He 
stated these facts on this floor, in such strong 
language, that a member came to him, and begged 
him not to publish his remarks. He stated then 
that the effect of this act would be either to break 
the deposit banks, or to compel them to crash 
their debtors. Everything he then said had been 
verified to the letter. We have seen (said Mr. 
B.) a commitee of the directors of the banks of 
New York, men of the highest intelligence, and 
well versed in financial affairs, placing at the head 
of the reasons which compelled them to suspend 
specie payments, the effect of this distribution act. 
He (Mr. B.) knew then as well ag now, that one 
of the effects of this act would be either to com- 
pel these deposit banks to choose between stop- 
ping themselves, or crushing those indebted to 
them. He knew then that in the short space of 
two years we should be without money, and it 
was now seen that he was right; for instead of 
calling back from the States any of the money 
already distributed to them, as provided for in the 
many cautious words inserted in the act to make 
it appear like a deposit, the Government was 
driven to the expedient of raising money by a 
forced loan, for Treimi? notes were nothing but 
a forced loan from those to whom they were paid. 
Instead of calling on the States for a return of a 
part of this money deposited with them, this bod 
was now reproached with a breach of faith to the 
States for not going on to deposit the remainder, 
which was also claimed as a debt. That which 
in the first instance was declared to be a deposit 
only, and treated on that floor as a deposit, was 
now in the same place declared to be a debt, and 
the Federal Government wastaunted witha breach 
of faith for not paying it. 

Now what was the effect of the motion under 
consideration? It was a direct proposition, to be 
carried on hereafter, of raising money by indirec- 
tion for the purpose of distribution. It was a 
case in which the powerful and strong would be 
arrayed against the weak. I was a direct prop- 
osition to commit this Government tothe system 
of depositing money with the States. The effect 
would be, that all that party who are in favor of 
raising money of the whole to divide among the 
few, would throw every vote to diminish just 
and necessary appropriations, and to keep up 
the taxes. The price of the public lands would 
be kept up; and be the time the tariff act shall 
have worked out its object in January, 1840, 
there would be enough interested to band together 
| for the purpose of raising from the Asiatic section 
of the Union, the cotton-growing States, a suffi- 
i cient sum for distribution. Your cotton crop, 

B.,) amounting to some hundred mil- 
lions, will hold out strong temptations to the 
| friends of this system of distribution. Mr. B. 
| said he had voted here for the last ten years 
| Against this system of collecting money for dis- 
tribution. He opposed it when it was proposed 
| by aSenatorfrom New Jersey, [Mr. DicgErson,] 
for the purpose of keeping up the tarif. He op- 
posed it with the same zeal when a subsequent 
proposition was made to divide the proceeds of 
| the sales of the public lands, and again when it 
returned in the insidious shape of a deposit act. 
In all this he found himself sustaine by the 
young State of Missouri; for young as she was, 
and destitute of resources, she despised the whole 
policy of distribution. Both branches of her 
Legislature adopted a resolution condemning the 
| whole thing, and instructing her Senators and 
Representatives to oppose it forever. In obedi- | 
ence, then, to her instructions, as well as in ac- 
cordance with the dictates of his own judgment, 
| he solemnly protested against the odious princi- 


ple. It-was two hundred years since the Lord 
Chancellor Burleigh put into the mouth of Queen | 


| ple of the 


| would be to re 


Elizabeth the noble sentiment, that the best treas- 


| ury of a Government was the pockets of the peo- 


This sentiment was, even at that time, rc- 


ple. 


| ceived with rapture by a British Parliament; but 


it was still older than the time of Chancellor Bur- 
leigh, for it was that prince of orators and states- 
men in the republic of Athens, (Demosthenes,) 
when a vile scheme was proposed to raise money 
for a similar object, who indignantly tramplea 
the whole under foot, and then uttered the mem- 
orable sentiment that has since been so often 
quoted. The author said, “ No! Leave this 
money in the pockets of the people. When the 
country needs it for her defense, call for it, and 
the people will cheerfully give it.’ These (said 
Mr. B.) are my sentiments. . : 
A proposition was made, the effect of which 
was to. commit the Senate to this system of dis- 
tribution; and it had been said on that floor that 
no harm could ensue fromit. It was like the old 
woman’s medicine of milk and water: if it did no. 
good, it could do no harm. Such language did 
not belong to statesmen, nor to the elevated theater 
of an American Senate. The whole proposition 
was wrong to hold out to the American people 
ascheme for future distribution, which, it was 
evident, could not be carried into effect without 
resorting to taxation. What prospect was there, 
he would ask, of its being realized? Look at the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and it 
would be found that so far from there being any 
surplus to divide, the reverse was the case; that 
there was a falling off of the revenue derived from 
the land sales, and a falling off of that derived 
from the tariff; and the prospect was that by the 
year 1840, there would be a still greater diminu- 
tion. At this very time we were hardly able to 
meet the ordinary expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, though we had been forced to the raising 
of money by extraordinary means, such as selling 
bonds, and issuing Treasury notes, which were 
nothing more than forced loans; yet we had been 
called on for this fourth installment, and charged 
with breach of faith for not making it. Are we 
(said Mr. B.) under such circumstances,—to say 
nothing of the principles of raising money for 
distribution ,—arc we to excite expectations in the 
States that this Government is to raise eight or 
nine millions by taxation to be divided among 
them? The effect of the vote taken on this prop- 
osition, if, unhappily, it should be carried, would 
be to make such States as were willing to accept 
this money to look upon it asa pledge that this 
nine millions was turned over to them; and, being 
so, it would become the bounden duty of this 
Government to provide the surplus by arresting 
necessary appropriations, by raising new taxes, 
by the issue of ‘Treasury notes, and by a resort. 
to the old tariff; and when this much was done, 
then all was done that was wanted. The example 
would be set, which would be followed up, of 
raising money from the weaker portions of the 
Union to divide among the stronger and more 
populous parts of it. Our revenues were derived 
principally from the weaker parts of the Union— 
from cotton, which, being carried to Europe, the 
proceeds are brought back in merchandise, which 
pays duties. The agriculture of the West also 
contributes its share in the same way. Then 
(said Mr. B.) adopt this pro osition—only estab- 
lish the principle—and the South and West must 
prepare themselves in future for a heavy course 
of taxation, until the falsity and enormity of the 
system shall eventually prostrateit. Mr. B. said 
he was opposed toa postponement to the next 
year, or to the year after that. He was fora post- 
ponement, not only indefinitely, but in the strong- 
est and clearest language that could be used. He 


was for an eternal, perpetual, and everlasting 
postponement. 


Mr. PRESTON concurred with the Senator 
from Missouri in the impropriety of holding out 
the idea that this installment would be paid in 
1840. He did not think it proper that the Senate 
should take such a course as would hold out ~ 
fallacious hope, to deceive the States and the peo 

, United States. In accordance with 
these sentiments, he thought the proper course 

| peal at once the first section of the 
deposit act; and if any Senator would make such 
a motion he would support it. He concurred in 
the sentiment that the raising of money for dis- 
tribution was unconstitutional, and admitted that 
he was mistaken in the Operations of the deposit 
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act. There was a necessity for the passage of | 
the law, from the frightful surplus we had accu- 
mulated. But, sir, our part of the law has been || 
completed, the surplus has been distributed, and i 
the Treasury is compelled to an unconstitutional |! 
issue of Treasury notes to sustain itself. We have || 
appealed to the avarice of the States, and how | 
have they responded? Instead of vigilance and 
economy, the States have gone on in schemes of 
unparalleled extravagance. Why appeal longer 
to the vigilance of the States to control us in our 
expenditures? He thought if he had known that, | 
instead of reclaiming the money deposited with 
the States, when the Treasury was exhausted, 
the Secretary would have borrowed money by a 
forced loan, he would have opposed, with the 
Senator from Missouri, the passage of this law. 
He thought it had been mischievous in its opera- 
tions, in some respects, and accelerated the fiscal 
calamities under which we have so lately suffered. 
But it was not the sole sause. There was an an- 
tagonist system for getting rid of the surplus by | 
enormous appropriations for extravagant and use- 
less objects; and though our system prevailed, we | 
increased our expenditures even after our surplus | 
‘was deposited with the States. We had bounded | 
rapidly from a surplus of $60,000,000 and an ap- į 
propriation of $40,000,000 to an insolvent Treas- 
ury. But the deposit act had failed in the great 
object proposed by its enactment, and, having | 
failed, is it correct to continue it upon the statute- 
book? Is there any probability of any portion 
of the money being hereafter reclaimed from the 
States? . Why, then, continue it? He had acted 
in good faith when voting for that bill; he had 
voted for it as a deposit act; a deposit which 
would be called for, and ought to be called for, 
when needed for the exigencies of the Govern- 
ment. He was deceived. He concurred with the 
Senator from Missouri that the act had a squint- : 
ing towards raising a revenue for distribution, | 
and on that ground was for obliterating it. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he should vote for 
the amendment, as he was about to rise to offer | 
a similar one, when he was anticipated by his | 
friend from Kentucky- His object having thus 
been accomplished, he designed to sit still and 
give a silent vote on the question; but some gen- 
tlemen had seen fit to go into the merits of the 
deposit act, which they pleased to term a distri- 
bution bill. He had said on a former occasion, 
that whenever gentlemen thought proper to dis- 
cuss the merits of that bill, he would not sit still 
a silent listener. He took an active part in the 
passage of that act, believing that he was right | 
then, and he believed so now. Gentlemen talked 
of a deception when that bill was passed. Sir, 

“(said Mr. T.,) there was no deception and no | 
misconception. The matter was perfectly under- if 
stood, and this body put the bill in a shape to 
obviate all dificulties. The bill as it was origin- 
ally introduced was not a distribution act, but one | 
for a mere deposit with the States. But gentle- 
men say that the effect of it was a distribution. 
Why, General Jackson himself recommended an 
absolute distribution three times over! Twice in 
his annual messages, and again in his veto mes- : 
sage on the land bill; and when he heard that ob- 
jections had been raised in Congress as to the 
unconstitutionality of the measure, he recom- 
mended that theConstitution should be so amended 
as to remove any doubts on the subject. At that | 
time no objections were heard from his friends; 
no, sir, it was their party doctrine; but when the 
time arrived that we had a surplus revenue far 
beyond what had been anticipated, and the prop- 
osition was made, not for an absolute distribution, ; 
but for a deposit with the States, the whole mat- :! 
ter was changed—the President changed his opin- } 
ions, and his friends changed theirs. ‘That bill, 
however, passed the Senate with only six dissent- | 
ing voices. How was it, that it had been received i 
with so much dissatisfaction in different parts of || 
the country? It was because it had offended a | 
party. The official organ here denounced it, and | 
denounced every man who voted for it—though 
every. member of that body but six voted for it, | 
and it was the very measure previously recom- | 
mended. by the Président. Now, how did that |; 

i 


. 4 6 if 
bill pass?” When gentlemen talk about giving | 
this money to the States, let us look and see how i 
it is. 

Sir, (said Mr. T.,) we adopted an amendment | 
by which this money was kept within the control ` 


i| the year 1842, and for many 
if any gentleman would moye a rep 
he would cheerfully vote for it. 


of Congress. It was provided that it should be 
| distributed among the States in the ratio of their |! 


representation, who should give their certificates 
for the amounts received by them; and that when- 
ever it should be wanted for the purposes of the 


Government, the Secretary ofthe Treasury should | 


sell the certificates in the market, which should, 
from the time of sale, bear an interest of five per 
cent. Thatamendment placed the money entirely 


under the control of the Government; it was | 
placed in the hands of the States, who could use |; 


it for valuable objects, without interest, until the 


Government wanted it. The State of New York, | 


for instance, invested her quota in her school 


| fund, which was laying a firmer foundation for 
national defense than if it had been expended in |} 
brick and mortar in a new system of fortifications, | 
as the gentleman from Missouri wanted to expend || 


it; and if this system of fortifications had been 
carried out, it must in the end have bankrupted 


the Treasury; for these fortifications would either : 


have gone into dilapidation, or they must have 
appropriated millions annually to keep them up. 
Had the deposit act passed both Houses as it 
passed here, there never would have been a neces- 
sity to call on the States for this money, or to 
issue Treasury. notes. The Secretary of the 
Treasury would have had the power to sell these 
certificates in the market, which would have been 
a good financial operation; and the money could 
have been obtained for the wants of the Govern- 
ment without putting the States to the slightest 
inconvenience. The bill, however, was amended 
in the other House, on the suggestion of the Pres- 
ident; and by that amendment this invaluable fea- 


ture was stricken out, and in lieu of it, it was |! 


provided that the Secretary might draw on the 
States for small installments, by giving a short 
previous notice. 

Why, then, did not the Secretary draw for this 


money in accordance with the provisions of the į; 
act? Perhaps he thought the notice was too long, |! 
and the installments too small; and perhaps he | 
did not care to incur the responsibility of this | 


mode of proceeding. With this view of the case, 
was it right for gentlemen to complain of this act 


as a distribution? Why, there was no such prin- 
ciple advocated or adopted here. The principle || 


contended for was a deposit with the States where 
the Government could command it when wanted. 


| Had the measure been carried out as advocated 


and adopted in the Senate, we should have had 
no difficulties; and the States would not have been 


embarrassed by a call for money which they had | 


Jaid-out in useful objects. 


the system of distribution by the adoption of this 
motion. This was not so. 


! would be no more committed than it was on a for- 


mer occasion, when the same postponement of 
the fourth installment was made inthe terms now 
proposed. There would be no committal at all; 
and he was for having the postponement piaced 
nthe situation which this amendment contem- 
plated, so that it should require the action of Con- 
gress to postpone it again; and, if there should be 
a surplus, it would not be in the power of one 


ventits being paid over to the States. When gen- 
tlemen talked of committing the Government, they 


had performed its functions, an 
no reason for retaining it on the gtatute-book. He 


had no apprehension that there would be any | ; J 
| he wished to be understood as saying that there 


surplus revenue to 


Gentlemen said that |; 
the Government was about to be committed to || 


The Government | 


House, or of the veto of the Executive, to pre- | 


were committed already. They say (continued 4 
Mr. T.) that we are to have no more surpluses. - 
: That might be so; butin some of the elections 


That act had! 


ii performed a most important part. “Lt was notesur- 
prising that those. who opposed it-on its passage 
should condemn it now; but he was, he confessed, 
| greatly surprised to hear those who -zealousiy ad- 
| Vocated it, condemn it and treatit as deceptive. 
| Sir, (said Mr. C.,) there was. no deception. Tf 
there was a deception, then Lam the deceiver, and 
(I trust that those who know me know, that decep- 
l tion is the last fault that I coald-be charged with; 
that, whatever might be his faults, ho. always 
i moved directly upon his object, “He never con- 
il sidered this act in any other light than as a ge- 
posit; but he avowed, at the time, that he-never 
thought that this money would-be called fors-ex- 
| cept in case of a war with some European Power. 
Sir, (said Mr. C.,) after having openly made this 
avowal, I little expected to hear it said that a de- 
ception was practiced. ‘The deposit act was a 
i noble act, necessary to meet the political disease 
| that was preying on the vitals of thecommunity, 
and doing more to corrupt the public morals than 
‘any evil that had befallen us since the beginning 
‘of the Government. It wasa departure from that 
` sacred principle, deeply so in our Government, 
of raising no more money by taxation than: was 
| necessary for the economical support of the Gov- 
| ernment, that had caused the evils this act was 
|: passed to correct. It was in 1824 and 1828 that 
|| that sacred principle was departed from, by which 
‘the Asiatic portion of the Union, as the South 
| has just been called, was so deeply depressed and 
| extravagance and waste introduced into our sys- 
| tem of expenditures. It was not the distribution 
i act which had produced the late pecuniary em- 
barrassments, both public and. private.’ It was 
the acts of 1894.and 1828 which violated this prins 
ciple, and by which, outofan import of $64,000,000 
in one year, $32,000,000 passed into.the Treasury, 
| raised out of the southern staple, which wasia 
|| tax beyond what the most despotic Government 
on earth had ever levied. What was the effect? 
Money overflowed in the Treasury, so that the 
utmost extravagance of Congress was insufficient 
to get rid of it. 
i He heard an honorable member of the ‘other 
| House say that it would be better to raise this 
money and throw it into the ocean than not'to 
| keep up the protecting tariff. What followed ? 
| Why, in spite of the most extravagant appropri- 
| ations, Congress could not possibly expend: the 
| accumulated surplus. Two propositions were 
| made. to dispose of it: one was for. all sorts’ of, 
| extravagant expenditures, and the other was the 
| 


i 
i 


plain, simple, honest plan of. returning -it to: the 
people from whom it came; and that was the dë- 
posit act. The possession of the surplus was the 
‘i curse, and those who had voted for the tariff laws 
of 1824 and 1828 were responsible... This-act. ar- 
i| rested the surplus revenue, and more, it stopped 
i the transfer of millions of the public acres into the 
‘hands of the speculators, who got hold of the 
+ public money and with it bought up the public 
‘domain. This was the true ‘state of things, and 
: he was glad of having an opportunity of making 
‘this explanation, ‘Then the banks suspended 
` specie payments, and this had been attributed to 
i the deposit act. He wished to speak-with can- 
dor. He had no doubt that the deposit act and 
the specie circular accelerated the explosion of 
the banks; but in accelerating it it limited; the evils 
for if the explosion had been delayed six months 
longer the calamity would have beén threefold 
greater. Ít had been said that the ‘Treasury was 
: destitute of money. He admitted that the Gov- 
i ernment was forced into the necessary virtue of 
economy, and instead of being able to expend 
| millions extravagantly, it must now limit Its ex- 
| penses to justand necessary objects, Buthe spoke 
what every man knew when he said that there 
had been a melancholy deterioration of the public 
| morals for the last ten or twelve years, and: this 
i had arisen from the injurious policy of drawing 
! more money from the people than was necessary 
for the Government. He would not dwell longer 
on this question, but would only remark that, 
when the future historian came to write the his- 


= tory of this country from 1824 to this time, this 


| measure, so condemned now, would be considered 


:! as one of the wisest and best measures that had 


ever been brought before Congress. In. all this 
was pot a man in that Chamber who was more 0p~ 
posed to a distribution than he was. He resorted 
to it as a remedy rendered imperiously necessary 
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by ‘the existing state of. things. 1 f 
accomplished its object, he was willing that it 
shouid be repealed, and the sòoner it was done 
- the better. f 
Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, concurred in some 
things said on both sides, and differed in several. 
Whatever might have been the motives of others, 
he voted for it as an act of distribution. He did 
not share in the grief expressed for its passage; 
he had no regrets about his vote on this measure. 
He thought with the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Carnoun,] that it had been of much benefit. 
He voted for it with the view and belief that the 
money was a gift from the Government to the 
States. 
stallment was not paid; that the States had not 
the nine'millions due them from the Government. 
He said the tariff was not the cause of the sur- 
plus, and the subsequent embarrassments of the 
country, It was the result of fatal “experiments”? 
of the éxecutive branch of the Government. 
There was another measure—the land bill—that 
would have prevented a surplus, This bill, which 
had passed both branches of the Legislature, but 
which General Jackson retained in his possession 
—and which he had no doubt would have re- 
ceived the sanction of the constitutional majority 
of Congress, had it been returned—would’ have 
prevented a surplus. There would have been no 
distribution of a surplus, and no demoralization 
of public morals. The distribution act was ne- 
cessary and proper, and should be called an act 
to save from wasteful and extravag 
ture the amount of money so deposited with the 
States, He thought that the installment due to 
the States could be paid, and paid in the time 
proposed in his amendment. 
strict economy in expenditures. Bring down the 
annual expenditures to the $13,006,000 of Mr. Ad- 
ams’s administration, or even to the $15,000,000 
proposed by the administration of General Jack- 
son in 1831. Stop the leaks! 
the Treasury. Stop the flying sub-treasurers, and 
my life on it, you will have abundance of means 
to meet the installment, Mr. C., in conclusion, 
hoped that Senators friendly to the Administra- 
tion, would express their 
this subject—whether they are in favor of a lim- 
ited or perpetual postponement. He should be 


glad to hear the sentiments of the honorable | 


chairman of the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. WRIGETT, in reply, sai 


4o the bill, the Committee on Kinance, so far as | 


ne was aware, had, in reporting it, conformed to 
what they believed to be the views of a ver 
large majority of the Senate, le would now 


frankly answer the question asked by the gentle- | 
If the bill, as reported, | 


man from Kentucky, 
should be passed by that body, the gentleman 
must never expect him to vote for the payment 
of this fourth installment, shonld the 
ever come up. Ele voted against the whole bill 
when itwas first before them, and he was equal- 
ly opposed to the prine 
Though he impeached the motives of no man 
who differed with him in opinion, he had changed 
no opinion that he held when the subject wa 
first broug 
make this distribution, he never could give his 
consent to doit, He hoped the Senator consid- 
ered himself answered; for, so far as he was con- 
cerned, he had given him an answer. He had 


remarked that the committee felt bound, in re-i 
porting this bill, to aet with regard to the known : 


opinions of amajority of that body; and he hoped 
that so long as he continued a member Dt it the 
would always be disposed to frame their bi 
conformity with the known sense of tl 
so far as their sense of d 
These w 
erned hi 
that he 
Session on the subject before them. "Phe Senate 
had changed the bil of the last session, and they 
could do so now. ‘The Senator 
asked, again and again, if we-we 


Congress? Why, if this bil 

would it not-be iu the power of Congress to repeal 

it? Evenif the bill passed, what was alaw of Con- 

gress against Congressitself? But (said Mr. W.) 
he payment at our own 


We propose to delay t 
pleasure; and the terms of the amendment were 


Hs in 
10 body, 


m; and it was in accordance with them 


l passed as reported, 


to delay it till the Ist of January, 1840. Now, 


wasthere any one present who believed that there 


His only regret was, that the fourth in- 


ant expendi- | 


It could be paid by | 


Stop the leaks in | 


opinions plainly upon ; 


dthat with rogard | 


question | 


ipte that it contained now. | 


ht before them; and if called on to! 


y| 


uty could conform to jt i 
ere the feelingsewhich had always gov- | 


vad reported the bills of this and the last © 


from Kentucky | 
re afraid to trust | 


| question. f 
| Mr. RIVES was in favor of the amendment. 
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Ho thought that there never 

| had an act of more beneficial influence emanated 
from congressional legislation. He was not pre- 
i 


not be paid. 


| was adopted by Congress. ‘In voting for it he 


ment; his idea was that it should be paid when- 
ever the Government was in funds. He thought 
i that so long as this idea of a payment of the 
| fourth installment of deposit—for it was strictly 
a deposit—was held up, the executive would not 
|| require extravagant appropriations, berause they 
will not furnish means to enlarge executive power 
or promote executive views. He said that the 
Secretary of the Treasury.in his late report on 
the finances, had been reading a lecture to Con- 
| gress on bringing the revenue down to the wants 
of the Government; but the responsibility of ex- 
ij travagant expenditures must be shared’ by the 
| Executive with Congress. Fle deemed it a con- 
| sideration of publie morality to postpone the pay- 
i ment of the deposit rather than obliterate the law 
i| from the statute-book. 
|| Mr. BROWN did not rise to discuss the ques- 
i| tion, already so amply debated, whether the pay- 
| ment of the fourth installment to the States, under 
i the deposit act of 1836, should be postponed, as 
| proposed by the bill reported by the chairman 
| of the Committee on Finance, or whether the 
| amendment offered to it should be adopted. One 
i! or two other questions of great importance, con- 
i! nected with our financial affairs, had been touched 
on, and it was his purpose to say a few words in 
reference to them. 

Fle would take leave to correct a very gross 
error which had been fallen into by two or three 
gentlemen in the course of the debate, in which 
the advocacy of the principle of distribution 


i 

H 

is à z : 

| installment at the time specified in the amend- 
| 

| 


| President Jackson in some of his early messages 
| to Congress. So far from having sanctioned it, 
J he had expressly questioned the constitutional 
| power of the Government to raise money for any 
such object. He recommended it undertwo con- 


| agencies: first, if there should happen to be an | 


| unavoidable accumulation 
| the ‘Treasury, as one of th 


: e means of getting rid 
» of its 


secondly, if an amendment to the Consti- 
tution should be first procured authorizing it, 
Nor was it recommended subject even to these 
two contingencies alone, without, at that time 
| there should be a failure on the part of 
to bring down the revenue t 
of expenditure, which was strongly 
him in several of his annual m 
he should presently show, made one of the lead- 
_ ing measures of his Administration, 


, economy, alleged to have been practiced in the ad- 


ors to contrast to the disadvantage of his succes- 


1828, one of the most outrageous acts of o pres- 
Sion ever practiced ona free people, and which 
extorted from the pockets of the people the means 


i 


i 
fi 


| controllable necessity to wet rid of them in some 
i 


i way, was one of the fruits of that most just and 
economical Administration. It will be recollect- 


red to say that the fourth installment would | 
He thought there was a greater 

| probability of its being paid than at the last ses- | 
i sion, when a measure similar to the one proposed | 


i did not consider that we were pledged to pay the | 


: among the several States had been attributed to | 


of surplus money in | 


Congress | 
o a proper standard | 
enjoined by | 
essages, and, as || 


The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] had, 
|, Ia Wie course of his remarks, paid a tribute tothe | 


ministration of Mr. Adams, and whichhe endeav- i 


sors. It wonld be recollected that the tariff act of | 


i 
| of extravagance, and consequently creaiedan un- | 
| 2 ' 


i schemes for using thèse means, ay, and which, 


i to have effected them, would have required mil- 
lions more of taxes, werc, for the first time in this 
country, hatched under that Administration. The 
|! basis of a mighty system of internal improve- 
| ment was laid by it, by innumerable surveys for 
|| railroads and canals, and the commencement of 
| innumerable plans. Who, therefore, in all truth 
| and justice, is responsible for the extravagant 
direction, thus forced on this Government? Un- 
doubtedly the administration of Mr. Adams, by 
whose act, and by whose sanction, this enormous 
amount of money was raised, which the Govern- 
| ment was compelled to get rid of in some way. Ig 
| it now to be said that the political party who 
mainly contributed to that disastrous state of 
things, and whose efforts to ran the Government 
expenditures up to their highest point, and whose 
progress towards that favorite result in their pol- 
icy, was powerfully restrained by the constitu- 
tional negative of the late President, are the eco- 
nomical party? This cannot be done unul the 
voice of truth is silenced, and the public docu- 
ments forgotten. At the session of Congress in 
1831, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual 
report on the finances, carrying out the principle 
| assumed by President Jackson, that the revenue 
of the Government should be brought down to a 
|| proper standard of expenditure, after presenting 
i! a variety of views in support of that proposition, 
i| comes to the conclusion that { an annual revenue 
of fifteen millions will be fally adequate.” 
| By this measure, proposed as an Administration 
| Measure, and viewed as an Administration meas- 
jure at the time, and for which it was severely 
|, denounced by many of the modern economists, 
| the administration of President Jackson attempted 
an annual reduction of about fifteen million dol- 
‘ilars, as the revenue then accruing under the 
i! measure sanctioned by Mr. Adams amounted to 
‘| at least thirty million dollars annually, and often 
|, afterwards exceeded that amount. Where then 
|, were the lecturers on economy? Opposed to the 
i; reduction, and in favor of keeping up the enor- 
ii mous income of the Government! At the head 
| of that party stood the Senator from Kentucky, 
|| combatting for his favorite system. If it could 
| then have been reduced, if the policy of the Ad- 
| ministration had then prevailed, the country would 
{, not only have been relieved from an oppressive 
i| burden, but the means for extravagance would 
| have been withheld, and the Government ex- 
‘| penditures, as a matter of course, kept in their 
| true limits. It is not, therefore, for those to com- 
if plain who are the true authors of the evils, which 
were inevitable from their own course of action. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Pres- 
Ton] has also (said Mr. B.) favored us with a lec- 
ture on economy. Mr. B. expressed his solemn’ 
|; Conviction that if the yeas and nays on the Jour- 
: nals of the two branches of Congress were ex- 
amined for the last nine years, the political party 
with whom that gentleman is now ass ciated, ag 
j a body, would be found to be the perpetrators of 
| the offense which he now denounces. He would 
ii cite a very few examples, as illustrative of the 
l truth of what he said. On the question of pass- 
ij 
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ting the bill giving $5,000,000 for indemnifying 
certain merchants for spoliations committed by 
i the French prior to 1801, and which, in his opin- 
| 1on, was without the shadow of claim on the jus- 
_ tice of Congress, the vote by which it passed the 
Senate was almost entirely given by the political 
party opposed to the Administration, while only 
two or three Senators friendly to the Administra- 
uon voted for it. The House of Representatives 
fortunately arrested it. At the last session, in 
the other branch of Congress, an additional sum 
of $2,600,000 beyond that given in the treaty, 
was proposed to be voted to the Cherokee n- 
dians by a gentleman of the Opposition, 
Nor was the Senator from South Carolina, now 
: $O strongly smitten with a passionate love of 
economy, altogether free from the sin which he 
rebukes. Some two sessions Since, if he did not 
err in his recollection, that gentleman proposed 
an appropriation of $40,000 for purchasing a col- 
ecuon of old paintings, supposed, by better cor- 
noisseurs than himself, to have come to this coun- 
| try, from Europe, on a voyage of discovery fora 
| better market, where they, in all probabilty, were 
|| a Kind of refuse among those skilled in the-fine 
arts. The same gentleman, he believed, also 


ne 


e 


1838 


CO 


moved an appropriation of a large sum to pur- 


chase the library of the Italian Count Bourtillini; 


and, indeed, from a knowledge of that gentle- į 
man’s votes in regard to such objects, and in re- || 


gard to the numerous claims preferred at every 
session to draw money from the Treasury, he 


thought it would be difficult to make an appeal to | 


his feclings which would not meet with success 
from the magnificence and profusion of his gen- 
erosity. What he complained of was, those 
who had been the greatest offenders themselves, 
were now not very candidly endeavoring to im- 
pute the offense to others. He could not, so far 
as these repeated imputations of extravagance 
tended to identify him with them, hear them with 
patience or composure. He had, for the last nine 


years, steadily voted against appropriations for | 


objects of internal improvements. Hle had almost | 


inevery instance, ifnotin every one, voted against 
harbor bills, which have been one of the largest 
items of expense, because they had almost inva- 
riably contained some appropriations that he be- 
lieved unconstitutional. He had voted against the 


act in 1832, by which the militia of the Revolu- | 
tion were pensioned, which had run the item of | 


pensions up to a sum of more than four millions 
annually, and which was at that time viewed by 


him as one of the means by which the tariff party | 


sought to keep up a high tariff by increasing ex- || 


penditure. Yet many of the individuals who voted 
for that most extravagant measure now talk about 
an increase of the public expenditures as if they 


themselves had not been the chief agents of. doing | 
He had not only voted against extravagant | 


it! 


expenditures, but he had made it a cardinal rule . 


of his action to vote against creating any addition 
to the number of officers under the !"ederal Gov- 
ernment, unless indispensable to the execution of 


some new law required, as he thought, by the ; 


good of the country, 


He was gratified to hear gentlemen speak of | 


economy who had practiced so little of it. It had 
uniformly been his doctrine in every situation of 
his publie life. He hoped that they would, in 
good faith, unite in carrying it out into practice, 
and not “keep the promise to the ear, and break 
it to the hope.” 

The Senator from Kentucky, in his remarks of 


to-day, repudiates the doctrine attributed to him | 


by gentlemen in debate, of wishing to raise money 


for purposes other than the wants of the Govern- | 
mient; but, at the same time, again enforces upon | 
our attention the merits of bis bill for the distri- ; 


bution of the proceeds arising from the sales of 
the public lands among the several States. What 
ig this but substantially a proposition to increase 
the tarit? 
eration of the gradual decrease of the duties, that 


the money accruing from all sources, the public ; 


lands included, wil] not be more than sufficient to 
meet a reasonable system of public expenditure, 
under the General Government. It therefore fol- 
lows, as a most undeniable and conclusive con- 


It is now very clear, under the op- | 


lands is taken from the public Treasury and given | 
to the States, that just so much more must be. 


raised ftom the people of the States to supply the 
deficiency, which can be done only in one of two 


ways, cither by a system of direct taxation or ; 
an Increase of the tariff. The bill of the Senator, ;; 


therefore, is emphatically a tariff measure in its 


endand effect. It should be entitled ‘a bill to dis- | 
tribute the proceeds of the sales of the public lands | 
among the several States, to raise the duties on | 
‘orother purposes, &e. The South | 
never can consent to revive a system, either di- : 
irectly, which had annihilated her | 


imports, and 


VG 


rectly or ir 
prosperity fo 
into mere ste 
benefit of ot 
her best inte 
from the fact that in proportion as it goes down 
her prosperity is rapidly recovering. He re- 
peated, that the South never could consent to see 
it revived, openly or otherwise, unless she was 
prepared for self-destruction and sclf-immola- 
tion. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the subject was 
postponed until Monday next. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the bill for the reduction and graduation 
of the price of the public lands be referred to the Commit- 


r years, and converted her planters 


wards of their own estates for the | 
ners; a system, the ruin of which to | 
rests is most palpably demonstrated | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


‘ lowing: i 
Resolved, That the powers of Congress being conferred |} 


| Graves, G 


| Maxwell, 


x eos © ci Noyes. Peek. Potts. Putna 2 
sequence, if the money arising from the public |; Noyes, Peck. Potts. Daun, ou 


| 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuurspay, December 13, 1838. 


Mr. ALEXANDER moved to correct the Jour- | 


nal as to one of his votes yesterday; as did also 
Mr. PLUMER, Mr. CALHOUN of Massachu- | 
setts, and Mr. CHAMBERS. 


` EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House— 

1. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, stating the number of extra clerks which 
have been employed in that Department, in an- | 
swering calls for information. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, laid on the j 
table. 


i 

| 

: i 

2. From the same, containing a statement of | 
the contingent expenses of that Department for | 
H 

i 

| 


the last year. 
On motion of Mr. REED, laid on the table. 
3. From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a report of the Fifth Auditor on the prog- | 
ress made in building light-houses, buoys, &e. `} 
On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, laid on the 
table. l i 
REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations in part for the support of Government | 
for the year 1838, (the congressional compensa- 
tion bill;) which was read twice, and committed. 


RESOLUTIONS. | 
Mr. ADAMS asked leave to submit the fol- 


by the Constitution of the United States, no resolution of 
this House can add to or deduct from thein. i 

Objection being made by Mr. Wituiams, of | 
Kentucky, 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; whereupon 

r. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, withdrew his 

objection; but it was renewed by another gentle- 
man. 

The House refused to suspend the rules; the | 
vote being—yeas 75, nays 124; as follows: 
Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 


W. Allen, / Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Wiliam 
B. Calhoun, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Cofin, Corwin, 
Cranston, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, Dennis, 


Dunn, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fietcher, Isaac 
Fletcher; Fillmore, Gidd Goode, Wiiliam Graham, ! 

nnell, Hall, I vad, Harlan, Harper, Hast- : 
Herod. Jenifer, William Cost Johnson, Ken- 
ry, Marvin, Sampsan Maso 
n, Mitebel, Calev Morris, 
i » Randoipt 
z, Russell, Saitonsta 


ings, Henry 
nedy, Lineot 
ARN 


Ridgway, Robinson, Rums reant, 


Slade, Sos Va , Toland, Albert S. | 
Whi s Word, and Yorke 

I Anderson, AY Atherton, Banks 
Beatty, Be ‘Knell, B l, Bredbead, Bronson, 


Buchanan, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, William B. Camp- : 
bell, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Clark, Clowney: 
Coles, Connor, Crai Crockett, Cushman, Daws 
Deberry, Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmore, Farrington, Fair- 
field, Foster, Fry, Gailup, James Gariand, Glascock, James į 
Graham, Grantland, Grant, Gray, Grifiin, Haley, Hammond, 

Hamer, Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hop- 
kins, Howard, Hubley, W iH . Bunter, Ingham, Thom- 
as B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Klingensmith, Legare, Lewis, Loomis, Lyon, James M. 
Mason, Martin, Maury, MeKay, Robert McClellan, Abra- 
ham McClellan, MeClure, MeKennan. Menefee, Montgom- j 
loore, Morgan, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parris, Payn- 


ter, Pearce, Pheips, kens, Plumer, Pope, Pratt, Rencher, 
Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augustine Hej 
Shepperd, Shields, Sbeplor, Snyder, Spencer, Stanly, Stu- 


art, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Touce Towns, 
Turney, Underwood, Vail, Vandeveer, Wagener, Webster, 
Weeks, Joln. White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared 
W. Williams, Joseph L. Wiliams, Christopher H. Wil- 
Hams, and Yell—i24. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was decided 
in the negative. ; 

STEAM EXPLOSIONS. 

On motion of Mr. SERGEANT, the report of : 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of | 
steam explosions was. laid before the House by | 
the Speaker; which was referred to a select com- | 
mittee, and orderéd to be printed by the Printer | 
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tee on Finance, with instructions to consider the same in = 
a financial point of view, and to report their opinion onthe | 
probable effect thereof in diminishing or increasing the | 
revenue from the public lands. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned till Monday | 
i next. 
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| of the House, under the ‘superintendence of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who is authorized ‘to 
make any additions and corrections he may think 
fit during the progress of the printing. ; 
_ The committee was ordered to consist of seven 
in number. ‘ : ; 


PLAN OF NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
On motion of Mr. KEMBLE, it was” 


Ordered, That the small drawing or snap illustrative of 
he plan of national defense, contained in the réeport.of the. 
Secretary of Wat, which accompanies the President's mes- 
sage, be published in the other documents... 0 = o 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


| Mr. WISE asked leave to submit the following 
resolutions, as propositions containing his senti- 
ments, and what he believed to be the real .senti- 
ments of the whole South: COo me feb ag bie 

l. Resolved, That Congress has no power to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, orin the Territories of the 
United States; whether such power in the said District or 
Territories be exercised “ as a means, or with the view, of: 
disturbing and overthrowing slavery in the States” or noti 

2. Resolved, That. Cougress bas no power to abolish the 
slave trade, or prohibit the removal of slaves between. the 
States, or between the States and the District of Columbia 
or Territories of the United States. 

3, Resolved, That Congress cannot receivé or consider 


{| petitions for the exercise of any powers whatever over the 


subject of slavery which Congress does not possess. 
4. Resolved, That the laws of Congress alone govern: in 
prescribing and regulating the mode and manner in which 
fugitive slaves shall be apprehended, and their rights to 
freedom held in the non-slaveholding States, District of 
Columbia, and Territories; and the mode and mamnerin 
which they shall be restored or delivered to their ownersin 
the slave States. “ ` 
5. Resolved, That Congress has no power to impose upon 
any State the abolition of slavery in its limits, as a condi- 
| tion of admission into this Union. si 
| 6. Resolved, That the citizens of the slaveholding States 
! of this Union have the: constitutional tight voluntarily to 
take their slaves to-or through a non+slaveholding. State; 


same, and the slaves are not thereby ipso facto emancipated; | 
and the General Government is constitutionally bound to. 


i non-shiveholding States in conflict with the liws. of Con- 
gress providing for such protection, are null and void. 


(| proteet the rights of slaveholding States; and that laws-of - 
| 
i 


Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, asked the gen~ 
tleman to accept some he held in his hand as a 
modification of his own. Teas 

Mr. WISE hoped his friend woula not embar- 
| rass him. Hcehad consulted one of his colleagues; 
and, in asking leave to intraduce these proposi» 
tions, he would not only pledge himself not ‘to 
debate them, but he would. move, what he depre- 
cated, the previous question. = | f f 

Mr. RIVES inquired if they did:not fall within 
the scope of the last resolution adopted yesterday? 
[ordering ail papers on the subject of slavery to 
be laid upon the table.] ; Pragi 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolutions 
were not yet before the House, the motion being 
for leave to introduce them. po ee 

Memeenrs said, ‘Object to them. t”? EE 

Mr. RIVES did so, and Mr. WISE moved, a 
suspension of the rules, calling for the yeas and 
nays: which, being ordered, were—ycas 113, 
nays 96; as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams; Alexander, Heman Allan, Ay- 
igg, Bauks, Bell, Biddie, Bond, Borden, Bynum, Willian 
3. Cathoun, John Calhoon, Wiliiam B. Campbell, Carter, 
Chambers, Chapman, Cheatham, Childs, Coffin, Coles, 
Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Dadington, Dawson," 
Dennis, Dunn, Elmore, Evans, wing, Richard’ Mléteher, 


27 j p 
= James Garland, Rice Garland, Giddings, Glascock, Jaines 


Graham, Grantland, Graves, Grennel!, Griffin, Han Hanan, 
Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henry, Robert 
M. T. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry: Jonnson, 
William €. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kennedy, Legare, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Lyon, Mallory; James M. Mason, Samp- 
son Mason, Martin, Maury, McKay, Abraham McClellan, 
Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Moore, Murray, } tay- 
i lor, Noyes, Ogle, Pearce; Peck, Pickens, Pope, Potts, Pat- 
i nam, Randoiph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgw Robertson, Rob- 
! inson, Rumsey, Saltonstall, Sawycr, geant, Augustine 
| H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Slade, Southgate, 
Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Towns, Jobn White, Whittlesey, Sherrard Wil- 
lams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. Wiliams, Wise, 
Word, and Yeil—L13. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Jolm W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Atherton, Beaity, Beers, Beirue, Bicknell, Birdsall, Briggs, 
Brodhead, Pronson, Buchanan, Cambreteng, Casey, Uon- 
nor, Corwin, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Davee, Davies, Be-. 


s 


berry, Dromgoole, Dunca € Farrington, Fairfield, 
Tsaac Pletcher, Fillmore, Fi , Fry, Gallup, Goode, Wil- 
Hmn Graham, Grant, Gray, Haley, Halstead, Hammond, 


flamer, Harrison, Herod, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
William H. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph 
Johnson, Nathanici Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingens mith, 


ayntéer, 
helps, Plumer, Pratt, Rariden, Reily, Rives, Rus: Ua Sher. 
fer, Sheplor, Sibley, Snyder, Spencer, Swearingen, T ayton, 


and to sojourn or remain temporarily witb sueh slavesiin the -` 
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Vail, Vandeveer, Wage- 


Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Turney. 
sr, Webster.” : S. White, and Jared W. 


ner, Wobster, Weeks, Albert 
Williams—96. $ 

So the motion to suspend was decided in the 
negative; there not being two thirds voting for | 
the motion: . 

Mr. SLADE asked leave to submit the follow- 
ing: : 

Whereas, there exists and is carried on between the ports | 
in the District of Columbia and other ports of the United | 
States, and under the sanction of the laws thereof, a trade 
in human beings, whereby thousatids of them are annually 
sold’ and. transported from said District to distant parts of 
the country, in vessels belonging to citizens of the United 
“States; and whereas, such wade involves an outrageous 
violation of human rights, is a disgrace to the country by 
whose laws itis sanctioned, and calls for the immediate | 
interposition of legislative authority for its suppression: ! 
Therefore, to the end that all obstacles to the consideration 
of this subject may be removed, and a remedy for the évil 
speedily provided, 

Resolved, That so much of the fifth of the resolutions on 
the subject of slavery, passed by this House on the Lith and 
ul of the present month, as relates to the “ removal of 
slaves from State to State,” and prohibits the action of 
this House on “ every petition, memorial, resolution, prop- | 
asition, or paper touching”? the same, be, and hereby is, 
rescinded. 


i 
i 
Objection being made, | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SLADE moved to suspend the rules, and 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
55, nays 157; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Jobn 
W., Allen, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, į 
Childs, Coflin, Corwin, Cranston, Curtis, Cushing, Dar- l 
lington, Davee, Davies, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard | 
Fletcher, Isaac Pletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, Gren- | 
nell, Hall, Halstead, Harper, Hastings, Henry, Lincoln, į 
Samson Mason, MeKennan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Nay- | 
lor, Noyes, Ogle, Parmenter, Peek, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, i 
Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Russell, Sergeant, ! 
Bibley, Slade, Tillinghast, Toland, and Atbert S. White—3s. | 

NAYS--Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, | 
Banks, Beauty, Beers, Beirne, Beil, Bicknell, Biddle, Bird- | 
tall, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, John i 


Cathoon, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, John Camp- | 
bell, Carter, Casey; Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Cheat- | 
ham, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Graig, Crary, Crockett, | 
Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, Dromgoole, Duncan, | 
Dunn, Elmore, Fairfield, Poster, Fry, James Garland. Rice | 
Garland, Glascock, James Graham, William Graham, Grant- | 
land, Grant, Graves, Gray, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, | 
Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, Row- | 
ard, Hubley, William I. Hunter, Robert M. ‘I. Lhunter, | 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Sobn- + 
son, Joseph Jonson, William: Cost Johnson, Nathaniel | 
Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingen- | 
mith, pegaro, Se ewik Beng Lyon, Mallory, 
Robert Met teltan, Abraham MoCieiag Meche A cae 
Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Nobte, Pal- 
ae enka; Tee i ae shear bere oe! 
umer, Pope, Pratt, Rely, Reneher, Rhett, ives, Robert- | 
son, Rumsey, Sawyer, Angustine i, Shepperd, Charles 
Shepard Shields, Sheptor, ene? ried eed : 
uart, Stone, Swearingen, AUUEOETO, i or, ONN Ry 
Thompson. ‘Titus, Toucey, Towns, ‘Surrey, Wagener, Web- 
ater, John White, Whittesey, Sherrard Wiliams, Jared W. i 
Williams, Joseph L. Wilhams, Christopher FE Wilhams, $ 
Wise, Word, Yell, and Yorke~- 157. i 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, asked leave to | 


submit the following: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
étracted to report a bill making it unlawful for any person | 
to aid fugitive slaves in escaping trom their owners, apd 
providing for the punishment inthe courts of the United | 
States of all persons who may be guilty of such offense, | 
And that they be further instrueted to report a bill making | 
it unlawinl for any person iu the non-slaveholding States of | 
this Unian to use any means to entice slaves from their: 
owners, and providing tor the punishment in the courts of | 
the United States of all persons who may be fonnd guilty | 
of such offense. i 


Objections were made, and Mr. C. moved fora : 
Suspension of the rules, also calling for the yeas | 
and nays; which were ordered, and Wwere—yeas 
89, nays 107;as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Banks, Beirne, Bell, Bouldin, Bynum, ` 
Jobn Caiboon, John Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Chap- 
man, Cheatham, Clowney, Cofin, Coles, Connor, Craig, ' 
Crockett, Curtis, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, Dromgaole, 
Elmore, James Garland, Rice Garland, Giddings, Glascock, 
James Graham, Grantland, Graves, Gray, Griffin, Ha lau, 
Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, j 1 
Robert M. P. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, 
son, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, £ 
Kemble, Kennedy, Lewis, Lyon, Mallory, James M.Mason, i 
Martin, Maury, y, MeKay, Abraham M 
fee, Montgomery, Morgan, M urray, Palmer, Parker, Pearce, |} 
Phelps, Pope, Rencher, Rives, John Robertson, Rums 


Henry John- : 


Sergeant Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, | 
Southgate Spencer,Stanly Stuart, Stone, Taliaferro Towns. : 


tå 
Purney Un 
Joseph L. 


and Yorke 
Alexander, John W. Allen, 


vood, John White, Christopher H. Wiliams; | 
iams, Sherrard Williams; Wise, Word, Yen, |} 
5 1 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, ! 
Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Beatty, Bicknell | 


2 
if 
t 
| 


Haynes, Hopkins, Howard, |! 


ceClellan, Mene- |} 


Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Brodhead, Bronson, 
Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Casey, Cha- 
ney, Childs, Clark, Cranston, Cushing, Cushman, Davee, 
Davies, Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Farring- 
ton, Fairfield, Richard Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, Fry, Gal- 
tup, Goode, William Graham, Grant, Grennell, Haley, Hall, 
Halsted, Hammond, Hamer, Henry, Herod. Holt, Hubley, 
William H. Hunter, Thomas B. Jackson, Keim, Klingen- 
smith, Leadbetter, Lincoln, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Ma- 
son, Maxwell, Robert McClellan, McClure, MeKennan, 
Milligan, Mitchell, Moore, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noble, 
Noyes, Ogle, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Peck, Petrikin, 
Plumer, Potts, Pratt, Rariden, Reed, Reilv, Ridgway, Rob- 
inson, Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sheffer, Sheplor, Sib- 
ley, Slade, Smith, Snyder, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Toucey, Vandeveer, Wagener, Web- 
ster, Albert S. White, Whittlesey, and Jared W. Williams 
—107, 
So the rules were nut suspended. 
ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, the House 
proceeded to the execution of the order of Mon- 
day, for the election of a Chaplain on its part; 
when the following nominations were made: 

Mr. DAVIES nominated Rev. A. Babbitt. 

Mr. CRAIG nominated Rev. Levi R. Reese. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, nominated Rev. E. 
C. Hutchinson. 

Mr. WISE nominated Rev. W. Ford. 

Mr. TAYLOR nominated Rev. Mr. Owen. 

. CUSHMAN nominated Rev. Mr. Bull- 


. GALLUP nominated Rev. Mr. Fowler. 
Ar. MERCER nominated Rev. Mr. Tuston. 
The first five gentlemen were appointed to super- 
intend the taking the votes; and being taken, they 
were announced as follows: 
Whole number of votes given in, 198; neces- 
sary to a choice, 100; of which 


Rev. Levi R. Reese received ........ vevecse eves e100 
Rev. E. C. Hutchinson...... +. 25 


Rev. Mr, BUUNNCR. seese sssossenannacanes oros co 25 
Rev. A. Babbitt essees ccc cceceeesscesueecse s, 14 
Rev, Mr. TUSON.. sssssssoseevieserersreeserseooe 14 
Rev. Mr. Fowler. PAE TEPEE IL 
Rev. Mr. OWen.assessesosersseassesoereseessesas 9 


So Rev. Mr. Reese was declared duly elected. 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, December 14, 1838. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 

nual report of the Commissioner of Pensions; 


which, on motion of Mr. BRIGGS, was laid on 
the table. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES, 

Mr. CUSHMAN asked leave to submit the 
following: 

Resolved, That no committee of 
mitted to employ a clerk at the publ 
obtaining leave of the House 

Objection being made, 

Mr. C. moved a suspension of the rules, which 
prevailed; and the resolution was agreed to nem. 
diss, 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, it was ; 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Claims be authorized 
to employ a clerk, 

APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
went Into committee (Mr. Howarp in the chair) 


. 


this House shall be per- 
A ic expense, without first 
for that purpose. 


the support of Government for the year 1838-9.” 

The bill having been read, 

_ Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that the con- 
ungent expenses of the House and Senate had 
been limited to one half their estimates, leaving 
the other half for fature consideration, 

The bill was ordered to be reported. 

The committee rose; and the 
resumed the chair, 
grossed for a third reading to-day. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, engrossed bill © making 
priations for the support of Government for the 
year 1838-9°* was read a third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOWARD inquired if, this being private 
business day, petitions could be presented? 

The SPEAKER replied that petitions were in 
order each day for the first thirty days of the ses- 
sion, 


Mr. HOWARD hoped they would go on with 


on the “bill making appropriations, in part, for | 


Se; an Speaker having | 
the bill was ordered to be en- | 


partial appro- ! 


“may rece 


, favorably. This, he repeated, 


| laying the petitions 
-their reception. 


that business, so that the committees might have 
some business before them. 

Mr. ELMORE made an ineffectual effort to 
induce the House to take up, on their reference, 
some private bills from the Senate lying on the 
Speaker’s table. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were then called forin 
the order of States, commencing at the point left 
off the other day, and were presented by Messrs. 
Arnerton and Farrincron, of New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. CUSHING presented several memorials, 
and asked leave to bringin a bill to provide for 
the protection of the citizens of the United States 
residing in Oregon Territory; but it being ob- 
jected to, Mr. C. gave the requisite notice of one 
day. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Massachusetts, then pre- 
sented a petition forthe abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr, WISE rose and objected to its reception; 
and said he would make the point of order whether 
Mr. Arnerton’s fifth resolution recognized the 
reception of petitions. 

The SPEAKER said this question had been de- 
cided at the second session of the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress ona reversal of the decision of the Chair 
at that time, upon an appeal therefrom, by a vote 
of—yeas 56, nays 147. In view of that decision, 
the Chair now felt constrained to put a similar 
construction upon the present order, and thereby 
overrule the point made by the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. WISE said he knew that, under the res- 
olutions adopted in previous years, these peti- 
tions had been received. But this was a new res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER said it amounted to the same 
thing. They were substantially and almost in 
the identical phraseology. 

Mr. WISE. Well, then, if that be the decision 
of the Chair, in order to test the sense of the 
House, I take an appeal, having no other mode 
of reaching it; and also call for the yeas and nays. 
Now, I wish gentlemen to come up to their own 
construction of their own resolution. He him: 
self believed the decision of the Chair to be in con- 
formity with the resolution; but he had taken 
the appeal that the opinion of each member might 
be known. Mr. W. then went into a succinet his- 
tory of the proceedings on the several resolutions 
on this subject, from Mr. Jarvis ’s and Mr. Pincx- 
NEY’s original one to refer. the matter to a select 
committee, down to those of the latter gentlemen, 
Mr. Hawes, and Mr. Parroy, making, eo tem- 


| pore, a final disposition of abolition papers, 


The question now involved, according to Mr. 
W., was this: was the presentation of a petition 
under Mr. Aruenron’s resolution a reception of 
it? Southern gentlemen who voted for that reso- 
lution had declared to him that the resolution did 
not recognize the reception of abolition petitions. 
Now, he wished them to stand by that decision. 
if, on the contrary, this House does affirm that 
that resolution recognizes the reception of these 
petitions, then the whole ground is gone, and the 
Abolitionists have triumphed; because, if you 
receive petitions, you may refer them; and 
referring, you may report on them—unfavorably, 
you may say; butif you have the power to report 
at all, you may report favorably, as well as un- 
gave up the whole 
ground to the Abolitionists. His own candid 
Opinion was, that the wording of the resolution 
on the table did recognize 
c Now, he would ask the South if 
this was the compact, if this was the boon, which 
atlast the South had gained from a northern party 
with southern principles? If this be the compact, 
(namely, to recognize the jurisdiction of Congress 
over the subject of slavery, except directly in the 
slaveholding States,) it isa compact nothing bet- 
ter than abolition itself, 

The SPEAKER recapitulated al] the questions 
that had arisen, and the decisions on the similar 
points, under the four resolutions referred to 
above, in all of which the uniform construction 
had been that the resolution or order, the same 
as that now in force, disposed of the petition on 
presentation, and that the question of reception 
could not be raised at that time. 

Mr. RIVES expressed his deep regret that after 


IR & RIVE 


VOL. Tis Nou, 


the adoption of Mr. Aruerroy’s resolutions any 
further excitement should have sprung up in that 
‘House. He had been of opinion that, under these 
resolutions, they could have got. on quietly and 
tranquilly during the rest of the session, and he 
believed every person acquiesced in them, He 
believed every man in the slaveholding States, 
with the exception of a few fanatics——— 


The SPEAKER arrested Mr. R. as transgress- | 


ing the limits of the question of order. 

Mr. RIVES would cheerfully yield submission 
tothe Chair. Then, (continued Mr. R.,) the gen- 
tleman who made this appeal himself concurred 
with the Speaker, and why, then, persist in it? 
He ought not to have made it. 

Mr. R.’s conviction was that the Chair ought 
to be sustained, and his impression was that the 
only way by which the gentleman could have at- 
tained his object, was by a direct motion to reject, 
and not to have brought up the subject of resolu- 
tions already adopted. Mr. R. hoped the yeas 
and nays would be ordered, and in voting he 
would endeavor to set his colleague an example, 
by responding when his name was called. 

-. “Mr. PICKENS maintained that there was a 
-~ wide distinction between the present resolution of 
-prder and those adopted in former years. He 
differed with Mr. Wiss in his view of it, contend- 
“ing that the words ‘* without further action 
thereon,” created this distinction, and left the 
question of reception untouched. There was even 
a still prior preliminary question, uniformly acted 
pnin the British Parliament, from which their 
lex parliamentaria was derived, but which had 
been left unnoticed by Mr. Jefferson—the leave 
to present. That was the first question, and then 
‘came the question of reception. The member 
holding the paper makes no motion to that effect, 
put the Chair was bound to present the question 
to the House for its decision. š 
The gentleman from Virginia had alluded to a 
compact. Mr. P.could assure the gentleman that 
he had consulted no man, in or out of the House, 
but his own colleagues. 
: Mr. P. then briefly recapitulated the course 
` þéfore taken by the House, and insisted that the 
question of rejection was never decided according 
to strict parliamentary usage. It was left in abey- 
ance, for when it was raised it was immediately 
“followed up by a motion to lay on the table, and 


with the gentleman from Virginia that the ques; 
tion of reception was one of vital importance to 
the South, and one which he would never sur 


that question, and but for that he should not have 


voted for Mr. Arwerron’s resolutions. 
Mr. ROBERTSON had voted for that resolu- 


event that ‘further action” should be proposed 
on these petitions. He thought the Chair right 
in deciding that the question of reception could 
not now be entertained, but that the memorials 
must go on the table. But if the House should 
decide on further action on them, would the Chair 
consider it precluded from raising the question 
of reception ? $ 


When that question should come up, it would be 
time enough to decide it. 


with that view of the point, concurring, as it did, 
with his own. 

Mr. GLASCOCK agreed with Mr. Wise in his 
motion, and, was also of opinion that the con- 
struction given to Mr. Arnerron’s resolution by 


the Chair, was in strict conformity not only with |; 


its own obvious meaning, but according to the 


spirit and intent of the whole of the other similar | 


resolutions. In looking at this resolution, it will 
be found that all memorials, &c., on the subject 
-of slavery, or abolition, &c., shall be laid on the 
table without being printed, referred, or any fur- 
ther-action thereon, . Now when that resolution 
was presented for consideration, he took the same 


thus the whole matter was disposed of. He agreed | 
render. The clause he had referred to preserved | 


tion with the impression that it did not conclude |: 
the question of reception, but left it open in the |; 


The SPEAKER said it had not so decided. | 


Mr. ROBERTSON expressed himself satisfied i 


position he had always maintained on questions 
of this kind before, and declined voting upon it, 
one way or the other, until he could examine and 
judge for himself whether it could bear such a 
construction as to recognize the reception of pe- 
titions. He believed it did admit of that con- 
struction, and therein he differed with his friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Picxens.] It seemed 
to Mr. G. that when a petition was presented, 
and then ordered to lie on the table, it was, to all 
intents and purposes,, ipso facto received. The 
act of disposing of a paper after presentation, 
presupposed its re 
disposition of it. Any other construction would 
be to render the resolution itself a mere nullity. 
This seemed to him one of the plainest propo- 
sitions ever presented to a deliberative assembly. 
The laying on the table was no preliminary stage, 
but a final disposition: of the subject, or tanta- 
mount to it, because no further action could be 
had thereon but by a suspension of the rules. 
No disposition could be made of a subject unless 
it was In the possession of the House; and to be 
‘in their possession, it must have been received. | 
| He «contended. that the resolution would have 
borne this construction without the words “ fur- 
ther action,” which necessarily implied previous 
action; but those words put it beyond doubt. 
He refused to vote for Mr. Pinckney’s resolu- 
tion because it recognized the reception of peti- | 
tions, and he had declined voting for Mr. ATHER- 
ron’s on the same.ground, 

Mr. CRAIG considered Mr. Wise’s ground to 
be the true one, viz: that the presentation of a pe- | 
tition, which presentation resulted in its being 
laid on the table, wasin effect, to put that petition 
in possession of the House, for he was at a loss 
i| to perceive how it could get there without being 
received. Still, however, he denied, toto celo, that 
| it wasa concession to the petitioners of their right 
| to petition. It was, on the contrary, a virtual | 
denial of their right, and a rejection of their mè- į 
| morial, If he understood the Speaker’s decision 
rightly, it was this: that when a petition gets:on 
the table, the question of its.reception cannot be 
raised, because pro tanto it isalready received and 
disposed of, and that decision he should sustain. 

Mr. TAYLOR, remarking that the case ap- 
peared to him to be too clear even to allow room 
for anargument against it, demanded the previous 
question, which was seconded, 99 to 62, and the 
main question ordered, put, and carried—yeas 
185, nays 6; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. John W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, 


ception by the body making a | 


Mr. ADAMS. Cansi 
as unconstitutional- ; 
The SPEAKER again interposed, and re 

quested the gentleman from Massachusetts. to 
take his seat. . ; a 

Mr. ADAMS. A violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. © f 

These words were thrown out by Mr ‘A: 
| amidst much tumult, and very loud cries for 

“« order,’” in the course of which, =< Whonge 

The SPEAKER called on the House to aid him; 

Something like silence having been restored, 

Mr. THOMPSON desired to know what aid 
the Speaker wished ? pi 

Mr. Apams having, i 
his seat, 

The SPEAKER replied, none at all. 

The Clerk then proceeded with the roll, and, ` 
the name of Mr. Wise having been called, that 
gentleman rose and refused to vote. syd 

Mr. MERCER, on leave, submitted a.resolu-’ 
tion; which was read, as follows: TEE 

Resolved, That all petitions and memorials presentéd to 
this House at the regular session of Congress, and referred 
to the several standing committees, on which no report was 
made, or in relation tò which bills were reported, may be: 
again referred to the saime committees, at the pleasure of, 
the: members: by whom ‘they were ‘respectively presented, 


dering all the resolutions - 


n the interim, resumed’ 


on being banded, or a Jist thereof, presenfed, to the Clerk: 
Mr. TURNEY moved'to amend the-resolution, 


by inserting after the word “memorial,” the < 
3 g i 
as 


words ‘papers and resolutions; ‘which - 
disagreed to. : i uea auen 
Mr. LOOMIS proposed to amend: the resolu-' 
tion by adding after the word ‘* House,’ the 
words ‘for want of action thereon;’’ and, after 
a conversation in which Messrs. LOOMIS, GAR. 
LAND of Virginia, and ADAMS partook, the 
amendment was disagreed to. ca 
Mr. MERCER then mo 


upon the table; which motion was not agreed to. 

| The resolution, as modified by the mover, was | 

then agréed to. ae an 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr, TAYLOR, it was are 
Resolved, That when the House adjoums to-day, it ad- 

journ to:meet on Monday. © f soy ed 

PRIVATE BILLS. 0 psg 

On motion of Mr. ELMORE,-sundry private 

bills from the Senate were taken:up.and referred: 


JOINT LIBRARY COMMITTEE. 


| Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Brodhead, į 
| Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, John Cathoon, Cambreleng, 
‘Jon Campbell, William B. Campbell, Casey, Chaney, į 
Chapman, Cheatham, Clark, Cleveland, Clowney, Cofiin, 
Cotes, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Curtis, 
Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Dawson, Davee, Davies, 
i Deberry, De Graff, Dromgoole, Dunn, Elmore, Evans, Ev- 
i erett, Farrington, Fairfield, Isaac Fietcher, Fillmore, Fos- 
| ter, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Giddings,Glascock, Goode, 
| James Graham, Witliam Graham, Grantland, Graut, Gray, 
, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Halstead, Hammond, Hamer, Har- 
| rison, Harper, ttawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henry, Herod, 
f 

i 


| Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, William H. Hunter, Ing- 
ham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, 
: Joseph Johnson, William ©. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, 
| Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis, Lincoln, Loomis, Lyon, Mal- 
tory, 
|| Maury, M 
i| ham. McClellan, McClure, McKennan, 
' 
i 


ay, Maxwell, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abra- 
Menefee, Mercer, 


ris, Calvary Morris, Murray, Naylor, Noble, Noyes, Ogle, 
‘| Patker, Parmeuter, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Peck, Pickens 
“Plumer, Potts, Pratt, Patnam, Randolph, Reed, Reily, 
Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, Robinson, Russell, Saw- 
| yer, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, 
| Shields, Sheplor, Sibley, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stu- 
| art, Stane, Stratton, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thom- 
t 


į as, Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, Toucey, Turney, Under- 
wood, Vail, Vandeveer, Wagener, Webster, Albert S. 
Williams, Jared 
d Yorke—185. 
Pope, 


| White. John White, Whittlesey, Sherrard 
W. Williams, Joseph L. Wiliams, Yell, an 
| NAYS— Messrs. Carter, Chambers, Crockett, 
l; Christopher H. Williams, and. Word—6. 

ii Mr. ADAMS, when his name was called, said: 


| 


‘Marvin, James M. Mason, Sampson Mason, Martin, |; 


Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Mor- i 


The House took up and concurred in the resa- 
lution from the Senate for the appointment of. a 
Joint Library Committee, and ordered a commit: 
tee of three to be appointed on its part. 


HALF-PAY PENSIONS. . : 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, on leave, presented the 
following resolution; which was ‘agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee ou Revolutionary Pensions: 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so. amending 
the act passed the 7th day of July, 1838, entitled An act 
granting half pay and pensions to certain widows,” so that 
the benefits thereof may not be withheld fronisaid widows 
| for having married after the decease of the husband for 
| whose services shemay claim to be allowed a pension, if 
| she would otherwise be entitled thereto. 
[ 

1 
| 


On motion of Mr. BOULDIN, the House 
adjourned. : 


|. The following gentlemen compose the select 
| committee onsteam-engines: Messrs. SERGEANT, 
i Famer, CAMPBELL of South Carolina, PHELES, 
| MENEFEE, YELL, and BORDEN. i 


| 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpar, December 17, 1838. 


The PRESIDENT presented a communication: 
i from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting `- 


|I refuse to answer, considering all the resolu- 
tions aes 


The SPEAKER. called Mr: 


| 


A. to order. 


a report from the Fifth Auditor in reference to 
| the erection of light-houses, buoys, &c.,.in come 


dified his resolution'so |. 
as to read “last”? instead of “ regular’’ session. <.: 
Mr. HARLAN moved that the resolution lie - 


December 17, 


pliance with th 

ordered to lie on ; be p qd. 
_ “Also, a communication from ‘the! Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, in compliance with the act 


of May 29, 1838; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed? < 

Also, acommunication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury relative to the claim of: Lieutenant 
‘Collins, concerning a ‘survey of the southern 
coast; which was. ordered to be printed, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WALL presented the petition of William 
M. Perkins and others, remonstrating against 
making Indian Key a port of entry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of sundry 
officers of the line of the Army; praying to be 
allowed the same pay and emoluments as officers 
of the staff; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Mr, LYON presented the petition of Benjamin | 
Hii Wheelock, Frederic H. Stevens, Charles | 


Taylor, Samucl Denton, and Edward Mundy, 
praying for the preémption right to a fraction of 
a section of land on which they have erected a 
steam saw-mill, in Ottawa county, Michigan. 
Also, the memorial of Edwin H. Lathrop, 
agent of the county of Kalamazoo, in Michigan, 


praying that the act of the 26th of May, 1824, | 


granting to the counties and parishes of each State 
where the public lands are situated, the right of 
preémption to- quarter sections of land, for seats 
.of justice, be so construed as to extend to said 
county a similar privilege. 

: Mr. BENTON presented the petition of John 
M. Hepburn, a clerk in the office of the Adjutant 
General, praying for increase of his salary; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr; WRIGHT presented the petition of Mrs. 
` .ELutchins, widow of a soldier of the late war, who 
died inthe service of the United States, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
-mittee on Pensions. 


© Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of James | 


‘EX. Bradford, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

.. Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Indiana, asking for a grant of 
land to aid them in constructing a railroad; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. : 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 
Crawford; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of James T, Baldwin, exec- 
‘utor of Loammi Baldwin, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Clums, 

Mr. YOUNG presented the petition ofa number 
of citizens of Illinois; which was referred to the 
Gommittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of Wil- 
fred Nott; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Eunice Starr, widow of 
William Starr, a soldier of the Revolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

The PRESIDENT communicated several pa- 
pers in support of the claim of Samuel H. Thomp- 
gon; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
Dr. William Thomas, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
RIONI, 


Mr. RIVES presented the petition of certain | 


officers of the revenue cutters of the United States, 
asking to be placed on the same footing, as to pay 
and- emoluments, asthe officers of the Navy; 
which was referred to: the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

_, Mr. STRANGE presented the petition of ——~ 
Ferguson; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


NOTICES OF BLLLS. 


Mr. ROBINSON gave notice’ that-he would 
to-morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to estab- 
lish a surveyor genera.’s office in the State of 

- Hlinois. ; i ; : 


i 
i 
| 


row ask leave to introduce 
‘Irvine Shubricks: 2; 5) 7 i 

Mr. RIVES gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a:billto explain and 
amend: the act for the better organization of the 
United States- marine corps; =" => = = 

: Mr. CLAY, of Alabama; gave: notice: that he 
would to-morrow ask: leave. to bring in a bill for 
the relief of certain persons therein named. 

Mr. HUBBARD gave notice that:he would 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Dr. Samuel White. eae 

Mr. NORVELL gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
to authorize the President of the United States to 
cause certain surveys to be made. . 

Also, a bill to authorize the University of Mich- 
igan to select other lands in lieu of those granted 
them. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


for the relief of” 


to Sarah Bowen to withdraw her petition and pa- 
pers from the files of the last session. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the me- 
morial of John M. Moore, on the files of the last 
session, was again referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the petition of 
John H. Hall, on the files of the last session, was 
again referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. ` 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, leave 
was given to withdraw the petition and papers of 
Dr. Coleman Rodgers, on the files of the last ses- 
sion, 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the petition and 
papers of Zephaniah Spiggot, on the files of the 
last session, were again referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. RIVES, the petition and pa- 
pers of George Taylor, on the files of the last ses- 
sion, were again referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

On motion of Mr. STRANGE, the petition and 
papers of Dr. Cameron on the files of the last 
session, were again referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. ; 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the petition of 
David Stone, on the files of the last session, was 
again referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr, YOUNG, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced ‘a bill for the relief of 
John W. Skidmore and éthers; which was read i 
twice and referred, : 

Also, a bill for the relief of Isabella Hill and 
others; also, a bill for the relief of Ephraim | 
Sprague; which were severally read twice and 
referred. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, on leave, and in pur- 
suance of notice given, introduced a bill to amend 
the act entitled an act to amend the several acta | 
in relation to copyrights; which was read twice | 
and referred. 

Mr. MERRICK, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill to provide for a 
free bridge across the Eastern Branch, at the city 
of Washington; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. ROANE, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a joint resolution direct- | 
ing the manner in which certain laws of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia shall be executed; which. was 
read twice and referred. | 

Mr. LYON, on leave, introduced a bill to amend | 
the act for the confirmation of certain land claims | 
in Michigan; which was read twice and referred. | 


RESOLUTIONS, 
Mr. FULTON submitted the following reso- 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, leave was given | 


lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to juquire into the expediency of establishing ports of entry j 
at Batesville, Little Rock, and Fulton, in the State of Ark- | 
ansas. i 
_.Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making specific appropri- 


ations for the improvement of the Rock river and Des 


centre 


-Morhes rapids of the Mississippi. river, so as to make said 
“rivernavigable for-steamboats-at all seasons of the year 


when the navigation of the same is not obstructed by ice. 


Mr. WALL submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed 
to communicate to the Senate the sums of money påid out 
of the Treasury under private appropriations made or pri- 
vate bits passed by Congress, since the first Monday in 
December, 1833, distinguishing the amount thereof made 
at each session of Congress, during the said period, and the 
persons to whom, and for what purpose paid; and, also, 
what sums, if any, remain unpaid. ; 


: Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: A 

Resolved, T hat the Secretary of State be directed to re- 
port to the Senate at the commencement of the next stated 
session of Congress the nature and extent of the privileges 
and restrictions of the commercial intercourse of the Uni- 
led States with all foreign nations, so as to show how far 
the commerce and navigation of this Republie are favored 
and encouraged, or. burdened and restricted, in different 
countries. 


The resolution was laid over. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation to defray the expenses of calling into service 
Captain Snodgrass’s company of Alabama volunteers, to 
serve as a guard in accompanying:a party of emigrating 
Cherokees from Bellefonte to Waterloo, m the State of 
Alabama. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making provis- 
ion by law for the discontinuance of the office of surveyor 
general in the several States embracing the publiclands, as 
soon as the surveys, plats, &c.,can be completed ; and, also, 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing tand districts 
in which the public Jands have been sold, or in which the 
sales have become inadequate to defray the expenses of the 
land officers therein, or to annex such districts to others 
necessary to be continued. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, with an amendment, the bill for 
the relief of the owners of the brig Despatch, 

Also, without amendment, the bill to reward 
the captors of the privateer Lydia. i 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill ** providing 
for the reduction and graduation of the price of 
the public lands,” with instructions to consider 
the same in a financial point of view, and to re- 
port their opinion on the probable effect thereof 
in diminishing or increasing the revenue from 
the public lands, made the following report: 

That, on being charged with this inquiry, the committee 


deemed it proper to communicate with the officer at the 
head of the Treasury Department, and to obtain the benefit 


„of his opinion on the point submitted to them. That officer 


has replied, and has given it as his opinion that the effect of 
the bill for some time to come—to wit, (or a period from 
five to ten years—would be to accelerate the sales of the 
lands to which the bill applies, and, consequently, to ang- 
ment the amount of revenue receivable from that souree. 
In this opinion the committee fully coucur, and believe that 
the state of the revenue for some years to come will be pre- 
cisely such as to demand and require this opportune aug- 
mentation of income from the publie lands. The reduction 
of duties on imports, now in a regular course of diminution 
underthe act which is commonly ealled the « compromise,’? 
will attain its ultimate pointof depression in the year 1842, 
and will reduce the revenue derived from the customs, ac- 
cording to the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to the low amount ‘of ten or twelve million dollars by that 
time. To supply this deficiency, an increased revenue from 
lands becomes highly desirable 3 and the accelerated sales 
of the old lands which have been Jong in market, and sell 
slowly atthe present minimam price, are the obvious means 
of eflecting that inerease ; and a reduction of price, as pro- 
posed in the bill, is the natural and effectual method of ac- 
celerating these sales. 

The whole quantity of land which woutd fall under the 
Operation of the bill, according to a report made 10 Congress 
atits last session, by the Commissioner of the Genera} Land 
Office, would be seventy-one million acres, distributed over 


; nine States and one Territory, in the following proportions i 


Ohio .... 6... 
Indiana 


Arkansas $ 
Plorida........ 


sasda sses oere 6,304,612 
Dies cess 3,998,521 


TOtal A E cae ceased 004,063 


Stee eee eeres 


The length of time for which different portions of the said 
lands had been offered for sale at private entry, without 


1838. 


finding a purchaser, 


were stated, i 


in the same report to 
be— y 
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Considering that these lands lie. dispersed through. nine 
States and one Territory; that they extend from the north- į 
“arn lakes ‘to the Gulf of Mexico’; that they lie intermixed 
with the cultivated lands of.several millions of farmers and 
„planters, to whom. they must be desirable, although of infe- 
ior value, provided they cau be obtained at prices adapted 
their worth, the committee feel justified in believing that 
the bill would accelerate their sale, and thereby supply the 
“deficiency ofa declining revenue from customs ; and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill, in a nancial point 
of view, as a measure beneficial to the Treasury, and come į 
ing opportunely to its aid. 
— Such would-be the direct and immediate effect of the bill. 
Its indirect and consequential effect would aliso be benefi- 
cial to the Treasury, by bringing into use and cultivation 
many millions of acres of laud, now idle and unproductive, 
contributing notbing to agriculture, but which, in private 
hands, would speedily be made productive, and, in swelling 
“the aggregate of national wealth, would augment the means 
of replenishing the Treasury. 

The committee do not feel themselves called upon to 
speak of the effeet of the bill upon the interests of the States, 
fud upon the welfare and convenience of the people among 
whom these seventy millions of acres of refuse lands Hie; bue 


the ‘l'reasury and the interests of the new States and their | 
habitants fröm the passage of the bill, they take leave to | 
ive it ag their opinion thatthe measure will be as benefi- | 
eial-to-the new States as tothe: Federal Treasury ; that the 
“time has fully arrived when the new States should have the 
nse of these refuse lands for taxation, and their inhabitants 
should have the use of them for cultivation, and that the 
whole should become private property; and that this can 
better be effected by teducing the price to the value of the 
lands, than by waiting indefinite terms of years for the lands | 
to rise to the present minimum price. | 

The committee report back the bill with a recommenda- į 
tion to passit; and they communicate to the Senate the | 
_ letter of the Seeretary of the Treasury, with his opinion to | 
the same effect. 


i 
ordered to be printed, together with ten thousand 
extra copies for the use of the Senate. | 
. The resolution submitted by Mr. WALL on | 
Thursday last was considered and adopted. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. | 
The bill from the House making appropriations | 
‘in part for the support of Government for the | 
“year 1838-39, was read twice, and, on motion of | 
“Mr. WRIGHT'S, referred to the Committee on 
‘Finance. 
$ PAY OF BREVET OFFICERS. 
The bill explanatory of the act to regulate the | 


{ 
H 
t 
the second time, and referred to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. | 
i ee BILLS PASSED. : 
The following bills were severally read the | 
third time and passed: | 
‘The bill forthe relief of the heirs of John Bra- | 
: hanytate receiver of i 
Alabama; : : 
The-bill for the relief of Williant Jones; and 
The bill to establish an additional land office | 
in ‘the State of Alabama. i ; 
FOURTH INSTALLMENT OF DEPOSIT. | 
The bill .to..postpone the fourth installment of | 
the deposit. act was taken.up as the order of the | 
day; when .. : : i 


Mr. PRESTON said his object in rising, when | 


. . D i 
this subject:was last before the Senate, was to! 


public moneys at Huntsville, | 


to show that there can be no conflict between the interests ofj) 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the report was |j 


“pay and emoluments of brevet officers was read || 


refute and correct a misrepresentation respecting 
his_position-in- regard-to it... He-had. given his 
support originally to the measure, but it. was-as 
a deposit bill, not as one for distribution. Al- 
though aware of the necessity of. getting rid of 
the accumulated surplus, had he known its prac- 
tical effect he. could: not, except asan extreme 
necessity, have voted for it, What he had.said 
the other day was applicable to the bill as it was 
practically and in eflect—a bill for distribution 
instead of deposit. Asa deposit act it provided 
that the Secretary of the Treasury might reclaim 
the moneys from the States whenever the exi- 
gencies of the Government rendered it necessary; 


but at a subsequent session it was so amended, | 


attheinstance of an honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,|as to take this discre- 


tion from the Secretary. When it was proposed į 
i to create a national debt, he was willing to have | 


moved for the recall of this money, The hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] said, 
that to have recalled it at the last session, during 
the fiseal embarrassments, would have been ruin- 
ous to the States, and that nothing but a foreign 
war would be a justifiable cause for so doing; but 
I think that the States could, by their credit, have 


! easily raised means to pay off this debt. Under 


that state of affairs, Congress decided in favor 
of a national debt in preference to: reclaiming 


the deposit with the States.. One great benefit | 


expected from the operation of this act was, that 
whenever the Government: was. disposed, to a 
prodigality of expenditure, the States would be 
induced to interpose and arrest the evil. . Did they 
do so? It was expected that whenever.the:wants 


‘of the Government required more than their im- 


mediate means, these deposits would be a resource 


for us to draw on to supply the deficiency. Did | 


we do so? No, sir; we have a national debt ex- 
isting, on which we are paying interest, while 


the money is still in deposit with the States. | 
i| Congress has, by its legislation, declared its most 


unequivocal condemnation of the deposit act. I 
do not reprobate the bill as passed, but think 
that, as no human being entertains the idea that 
this money will be ever paid, the most honest 
plan will be to strike it from the statute-book 
altogether. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Brown] 
has thought proper, in his remarks, to endeavor 


to make the minority of the body responsible for 


the acts of the majority; to make us responsible 


for the acts passed by the majority which they | 
may discover to be evil, and also for the loss of | 


measures which are defeated thatthey may deem 
beneficial. In all mere party matters the Admin- 
istration have the majority, and can pass what 
acts they please. Jf economy is an Administra- 
tion measure, the party can give our legislation 
that tendency. He has also thought proper to 
refer to my course on the bill appropriating 


$5,000,000 for French spoliations prior to 1800. | 
Í cannot understand the economy of refusing to | 
pay an honest debt to an individual who holds my i} 
bond. Sir, I would drain your Treasury to the | 
Li 
never supported a niggard economy, that would . 
defeat the ends of Government by straitening the | 
The | 
purchase of the library of Count Bourtillini would | 


last cent, were it necessary for this purpose. 


means for an efficient administration of it. 


have reared a noble monument to our literature, 
and would have been the means of diffusing in- 
formation which cannot be derived from any other 


source in the United States. As to the paintings, | 


he did not profess to be a connoisseur in such 
matters; but his proposition was, to submit the 
selection of the paintings to competent judges. 
Though he did not profess to have any great skill 
in the fine arts, yet he had a taste for paintings; 
nd he thought it much. better to ornament the 
halls of Congress with specimens of the fine arts 
than with barbaric gold-and pearl. He was per- 


a 


fectly willing to incur the opprobrium of thatsort | 


of extravagance that adds to..the welfare, the 
honor, or the glory of our common country. 
Mr. BROWN, in reply, obsérved that he would 
not have made the remarks the gentleman 
to on Thursday last, but for the repeated charges 


made by gentlemen on the other side ofthe Cham- : 
Administration | 


ber of extravagance against niist 
and its friends. It was well known that this. was 
one ofthe great engines by which the Opposition 
sought to. prostrate the Administrations and. he 


felt it, therefore, to be. his duty to show that it 


H 
it 


{iris Nicholas, Norve 


referred | 


j 
} 
l 


aa 
7 said MI 
been founded. 


“extravagant appropr 
here. "The genden ‘tel 
these expenditures have 


subject, he.took occasion to say that, ifthe yeas - 
| and nays were examined, it would be foujid that 
| atleast two thirds of those voting’ for these exttav-": 
|| agant expenditures were in thé ranks of. the’ Op- 
|| position. it was because some few friends of the 
Administration voted with the'great body ofthe 
Opposition that thes’ appropriations had‘been.ggt 
through. It was well known that, for several years 
past, this body was nearly in an equilibrium, and 
thata very few of the Administration party voting 
with the Opposition enabled them to carry through 
these appropriations which enabled,them since to* 
raise the charge of'extravagance against the for- | 
mer. It-was with the determination not to suffer: 
himself and the party.with which he acted to be 
identified with these extravagant expenditures 
that he felt called on to make’ the explanation my 
which he did on Thursday last. The honorable; 
gentleman surely did not recollect that the friends 
of the Administration had, until’ within a fewo: 
years past, been.in a minority. in:this‘body;:and: 
did: the gentleman hold the’ Administration ‘re- 
‘sponsible for expenditures voted for by 4 majority 
opposed to it?» Lf he did, it.was.a new kindof 
political casuistry not very consistent wi 
tice. The gentleman spoke with regard to the. fiv 
millions he proposed to give to the merchants fori; 
French spoliations prior to, 1800; also, .to the 
$40,000 he wished to appropriate for the purchase 
|| of paintings, as well as the $50,000 he wished to 
|| lay outina library. . The gentleman also.spoke. 
‘of his liberal views, and his regard for ihe fine 
arts. Now, he had-no objection to the gentleman “ 
indulging iu his liberality, but he certainlydid) -< 
object to his doing so, and afterwards. charging: . + 
the Administration and its friends with the ex+) 0. 
travagance it led to, . He admired the taste o 
gentleman for the fine arts; and-had: no: object 
to his indulging it—it was a‘ refined: and noble. 
taste; but Congress had no ‘constitutional pow 
to encourage the fine arts; and it was a: matter: 
more proper for the exercise of the gentleman’s. 
own private liberality. o tacs hah cop n u go 
With regard to the sub-Treasurers to whom > 
the gentleman alluded, and some.of.whom had. 
escaped from. the: United, States; he-wonl nly 
observe that the gentleman might with great jus- 
tice have spoken of the banks. through whose aid 
they perpetrated their frauds. -lt was.a part. of 
the deposit bank system, that.through the means 
of these banks, these frauds were so long.con-. 


cealcd. It was because-the officers of the: Gov- 
: ernment of the United States had no means.of. 


8. 
-Treasury—if the, oflicers.of. 
l 


Had there beena sub 
the Government had 
the safety of the public. money, 
been none of these frauds ‘commit 
cause the- public money was pull 
the banks, where all s ù 


y into its safety was 
precluded, that these frauds had been 80 long.con- 
cealeds pes Ladeeiglts ves ela eth ee 

‘The question -was'then taken on Mr. Cuar’s 
‘| amendment to postpone Ure installment to the Ist 
| of January, 1840, and decided in the negative— 
|| yeas 17, nays 26;.as follows: 


i VEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
i} Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight, Merrick; Prentiss, Rives, © 
‘| Robbins, Ruggies, Smith of Indiaua, Spence, Swift, Call- 
‘madgée. and ‘Tipton-—17. ee i 
‘N YS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay. 
of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mor- 
ll, Dicree, Preston, Roane, Robinson, 
Smith. of Connectie ge, Walker, Wall, Wiliams: 
of Maine, Wiijiams of M ippi, Wright, and Young—26. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed ‘for 


a third reading, without a division. pen ha 
The following bills were taken upand consid- 
ered as in Committee ofthe Whole, andord db 


to be engrossed for a third reading?’ 


i! The bill for the relief of William Hasty)". 
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December 17 ; 


G r alsted, Har tastings, Hopkins, Jenifer, 
. See a tart aiapooe Mason, Maxwell, Me 
Kennan, Mercer, Mitchell, Noyes, Ogle, Pearce, Putnam, 
Randolph, Reed, Rives, Russell, Saltonstall, Sibley, Stan- 
ly, Stratton, Thomas, Tillinghast, Underwood, Vail, Web- 
ster, Sherrard Williams, Christopher H. Williams, and 
~Yorke—55. O PAOA By 

The resolution being before the House, 

Mr. CUSHING submitted the following amend- 
ment, which Mr. Fry accepted asa modification: 

And Whether any officer of the United States instigated 
or participated in certain late riotous proceedings in the 
State of Pennsylvania, as alleged in the proclamation of the 
Governor of said State; and: what measures, if any, the 
President has taken. to investigate and punish said acts; 
and whether such officers still remain in the service of the 
United States. : 

Mr. BIDDLE said he did not rise to combat 
this resolution, yet it was to be regretted, that, at 
a time when excitement appeared to be subsiding 
elsewhere, an attempt should be made to revive 
it here. Might it not seem abroad to spring from 
a wish to inflame and exasperate, rather than 
|| from a grave and sincere pursuit of information? 
Why this parade about buckshot, &c.2 Did it not 
betray a feeling which lurked, say unconsciously, 
beneath a fair outside? He would not be drawn 
into.a discussion of the pretext which had led to 
violence and outrage, although prepared to do so. 
It was a cunning device, by long articles which 
few would take the trouble to master, to distract 
attention from the point which must cause all 
thoughtful men to regard these transactions with 
astonishment and shame. When the mutineers, 
| in 1783, placed men with fixed bayonets at the 
doors of Congress, and compelled an adjournment 
to Princeton, no one stopped to inquire what their 

retended ‘grievances’? were. There was a 
Durst of indignation over the whole country, and 
General Washington instantly dispatched a mili- 
tary farce to the scene of violence. He would no 
E more pause to examine these pretexts than if the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, | same mob had rushed into the court-house and 
Monpay, December 17, 1838. driven out judge and jury, on the pretended ap- 


5 . prehension of an unjust verdict. No one would 
: Pa ead asked leave to submit the following |! think it necessary to enter into the details of the 
esolution: 


A : , case before expressing his deep and honest indig- 

Reiòlved, That the President o the United States be re- | nation at what must break up all government and 
quested to communicate.to this House (if not incompatible $ pi i rone i 

with the public interest) whether, since the commencement all security for life and property. He repeated 

of the present session of Congress, any call has becn made || his regret that his honorable colleague had thought 

upon the executive department of this Goverument, by the || it expedient thus, like the son of Noah, to lay 


Governor of Pennsylvania, for an armed force of United || bare to the derisive gaze of wor 
States troops, and what (oflicial). correspondence. (if any) which a Fike: ten his ts me i patie hace 


has taken place. between him and the Governor of said State 

in relation to said. call; and whether any arms, powder, ball, || thrown a mantle. i 

r biicknliot, or othar yaa vena star, have ven furnished | ne ETNEN said lie should have silently 

y the a Prales to any of Cae troops in Pennsylvania, || voted for thig resolution, if the De ; 

recently called out by order of the Executive of that State? Pennsylvania (who were peaceably resistin i 
Objection being made, || usurpations which the Bank-Whig-Abolitionists 
Mr. I’, moved a suspension of the rules; on || of that State were now attempting to perpetrate) 

which motion, | had not been stigmatized by his colleague [Mr. 

Bropir] asa mob. He would not be doing his 


The bill to prevent the counterfeiting of foreign 
coin, and for the punishment thereof; ` 

The bill to punish certain offenses against the 
United States; —. ; ee 

The bill confirming the sales of certain réserva- 
tions; aise 

The bill granting to the county of Kalamazoo, 
State of Michigan, the right of preémption to cer- 
tain quarter sections of the public lands; 

The bill for the relief of John Newton; 

“The bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle; 

The bill for the relief of Laurent B Millaudon; 
an ener 
The bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay, with an amendment. 

The bill for completing certain roads commenced 
by the United States in the State of Michigan, 
was taken up, and on the question of ordering it 
ie be engrossed the vote was—yeas 16, nays 16; 
ost. 

Mr. MORRIS gave. notice that to-morrow he 
would move for a reconsideration of this vote. 

The bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road was postponed and made the order of the | 
day for Wednesday week. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Sente went 
into the consideration of executive business; and 
after some time spent thercin the doors were re- | 
opened. : , 

COURT AT JACKSON, 


The bill to amend the act to require the judges 
of East and West Tennessee to hold a court at! 
Jackson, in June, was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


|! ernor Ritner and his Bank-Whig-Antimasonic- 


Mr. BEATTY demanded the yeas and nays; || 
daty if he were silently to suffer the independent 
like the gentleman to state the object of the reso- 
i; nation which it merits. He said he had been hab- 
The SPEAKER said it would not be in order 
vocabulary of billingsgate ransacked and ex- 
would indulge him. [Cries of“ No!’ “ Not”) 
the domineering bank aristocracy. They have 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, 
shirts, locofocos, and every other name which 
Bronson, John Calhioon, Cambreleng, Willian B. Campbell, 
Coffin, Coles, Connor, Crabh, Cushing, Cushman; Darling- |; racy of Pennsylvania odious at home and abroad; | 
5! 
Garland, Glaseoek, Goode, William Graham, Grant, | INStance, those epithets with a false statement of 
ard, Hubley, Ingha J $B. Jacks ez Jacks tå : š A 7 ğ 
aa oa fakes Jackson, Jabez Jackson, = Drought from Philadelphia, in direct violation cf | 
Leadbetter, Lewis, i} 
il iti i 
ery, Moore, Morgan, Matthias Morris, Samuel W. Morris, |! Abolition SUNN EES to shoot down the unarmed 
' : i that mob, armed, and furnished with cartridees 
Reily, Ridgway, Robertson, Robinson, Ramsey, Sawyer, u 
Swearingen, Taliaferro, Vitus, Toland, Toucey, Towne | WETE peaceably and constitutionally asserting | 
W. Joseph L. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yeli || intention to support the Constitution and laws in 
Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Chambers, Childs, Clowney, || the powers of the government by a band:of un- | 


which were ordered. 
Mr. WISE said if it was in order, he should || freemen of his native State to be thus slandered. 
e l | He now repelled the gross charge with that indis- 
lution. r. W. did not know that he had any Hf A { b 
particular objection to it. | ituated tosee in the Bank-Whig-Abolition news- 
s papers, and to hear from their partisans, the w 
but by the unanimous consent of the House. aia ee i pe 
Mr. FRY said he had no objection if the House hausted, to find opprobrious epithets to apply to 
{ a people who dared to assert their rights agai 
The question was then taken, and the rules perl 3 s, oE 
were suspended—yeas 138, nays 55; as follows: |! been pleased to style them mobs, swinish multi- 
tude, jacobins, disorgani 2 i irty- 
en Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, J a ore zers, destructives, dirty 
iddie, Birdsall, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin Brodhead ; : 3 
, 3 > Ng this self-styled “ decency party,” in their fruitful 
Jotin Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Cheatham, Clark, || Imaginations, could invent to render the Democ- 
ton, Davee, Dromgoole, Edwards, Farrington, Fairfield, |' One : : 
Isaac Fletcher, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James Garland. Rice | taking care always to combine, as in the present 
Graves, Gray, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Har- |; facts. He said he had just returned from Harris- 
rison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henry, Herod, Holt, How. |! burg, and saw no mob there, unless the military 
Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel- Jones, Keim, |! we 
Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, 7 ,; the constitution and laws of the State, by Gov- 
Loomis, Lyon, Malory, Marvin, Martin, Maury, McKay, 
Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Miller, Montgom- 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noble, Parker, Parmenter, Parris citizens of Pennsylvania, be that mob. He saw 
Paynter, Peck, Peunybacker, Phelps, Potts, Pratt, Rariden iy 
and ball and buckshot, to shoot down, he would 
Sheffer, Augustine H.. Shepperd; Charles Shepard, Shields. |i wien. Peano wh, ould | 
Sheplor, Smith, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, if reiterate, the unarmed citizens of his State, who i 
Turney, Albert S. White, John White, Whittlesey, Jared il their rights, and at the same time declaring their 
- Willams, 
NAYS~Messrs. Hemar Allan; John W. Allen; Ayerigg, their purity, and to prevent the usurpation of all 
Corwin, Craig, Cranston, Crockett, Davies, Dennis, Dunn, i principled demagogues, who were att i 
} zraig, } i i Da i net nagosues, Wino were attempting to 
Evans, Everett, Richard Fictcher, Fillmore, Giddings, |! set aside the willof the majority, fairly and clearly i 


expressed, as they had previously attempted to 
corrupt and destroy the elective franchise at the 
recent general election. 

Mr. P. said he saw at Harrisburg what is an 
anomaly in the United States, and he believed also 
in the despotic Governments of Europe, in modern 
days at least, the military furnished with cart- 
ridges, consisting of ball and three buckshot, to 
fire upon an unarmed people. He had brought 
one with him [holding it up to view} to exhibit 
to citizens of all parts of the Union; and let them 
anticipate what the people are to expect from the 
tender. mercies of the Bank-Whig-Antimasons 
and “Abolitionists, if unfortunately their. party 
should get the Government into their hands. Yes, 
sir, (said he,) this is an earnest of what the peo- 
ple may expect if ever the country should be 
cursed by an Administration amalgamated of such 
materials. We will then see the armed soldiery 
throughout the Union, as they now are in Penn- 
sylvania, furnished with the same kinds of muni- 
tions, to shoot down the people if they assemble 
peaceably to assert their rights. It was, in the 
estimation of this same Bank- Whig party, wick- 
edly cruel, to use buckshot cartridges during the 
war of 1812 against the enemies of our country; 
but.it now is perfectly humane and right to use 
‘them against our own citizens. 

Sir, (said Mr. P.,) we hear complaints made 
that the United States officers are at Harrisburg, 
participating in what the gentleman and his par- 
tisans calla mob.. I saw more than one person 
there who are officers under the United States 
Government, and who were brought there, not 
of their own volition, but by Governor Ritner and 
his partisans—dragged from their homes, their 
family, and their business, by his unlawful and 
arbitrary mandate, to shoot down their peaceable 
and unarmed fellow-citizens. The gentleman, in 
his haste to join in the cry against the officers of 
the United States Government, forgets to tell us 
that an officer of that Government, one of the 
“ decency pariy,” like himself, has furnished Gov- 
ernor Ritner and his people with fixed ammuni- 
tion to slaughter the peaceable citizens of Penn- 
sylvania. This part of the story he wishes kept 
behind the curtain, and he will, no doubt, applaud 
this violation of duty by that officer; but if a cit- 
izen officer under the United States Government 
happen to say that the people ought to rule, and 
are right, then he and his party join in the hue 
and cry, not only against the individual, but the 
Government also, 

If people, peaceably assembled to prevent the 
usurpation of their rights and the subversion of 
the Constitution and their libetties by abandoned 
and unprincipled men, be a mob in the estima- 
tion of my colleague and of his party, then (said 
Mr. P.) I glory in being a Democrat and one 
of the people, whether they be called a mob, 
swinish multitude, Jacobin, Locefoco, or by 
whatever name they may be styled. They who 
are now arming themselves in Pennsylvania are 
ready to assert their rights against all encroach- 
ments, from whatever quarter they may be at- 
tacked, whether by foreign invaders or domestic 
traitors. As to the resolution before the House, 
he thought it ought to pass, that the Representa- 
tives of the people, and the people themselves, 
should know by what authority the arms and 


‘ammunition of the United States had been fur- 


nished to use against the péaceable citizens of his 
State. He had no doubt, however, that the gen- 
tleman [Mr. BiðoLE] and his party would much 
rather not let this outrage upon their brethren in 
Pennsylvania come before the public in an official 
and authentic way that cannot be denied. 

Mr. NAYLOR said that he would vote for the 
resolution as it had been modified; but that, at the 
same time, he must express the hearty regret 
which he felt that this subject had. been brought 
before the House in the form in which it now 
stood. He congratulated the country, however, 
if indeed it was a cause of congratulation, that 


| the members of the Administration party were 


themselves beginning to move for inquiries. He 
knew what the object of the ‘inquiry was so soon 
as the motion was submitted this morning. He 
knew that its object was political effect and polit- 
ical excitement.” It was to furnish paragraphs to 
the Globe, ani to siistain the officers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in their’ efforts to 
usurp, through the medium of a mob, ‘the gov- 
ernment of the State of Pennsylvania: 


1838. 


y 


T do not recollect (continued. Mr. N.) that my 
honorable colleague who first addressed the House 
{Mr. Bwpve] said anything about the persons 
engaged in this matter at Harrisburg. I do not 
recollect that he said anything to call forth the 
warlike ire of him who has just preceded’ me, 
{Mr. Perriin.] But I say now, in my place, 
and I know exactly what I say, that they were 
for the most part a mob—men, some of them, 
going from the county of Philadelphia, having no 
interest in Harrisburg, led on by the officers of 
the General Government, for the purpose of de- 
claring to the Legislature, assembled under the 
Constitution and the laws, that thus they should 
ee that “thus far they should go, and no fur- 
ther. 


But yet the gentleman [Mr. Perrixin] says 


that these men were peaceable citizens, and no 
mob. Let me state a fect. I have myself re- 
ceived letters since my arrival in this city, since 
the commencement of these disturbances, telling 


me—yes, sir, warning me—appealing to my fears, | 


and telling me that if I dared to come here and 
attempt to take my seat—a seat to which I had 
been honored bya majority of nearly a thousand 
—ihe same men who had figured in these scenes 
at Harrisburg would throng your Hall, would 
speak from your gallery, and drive you, sir, from 
that chair! `I appeal to the people of the country 
—I ask every man’ in this House, be he a Dem- 
ocrat or what he may, to whatever party he may 
belong-—I appeal to you as the descendants of 
the men of °76+-1 ask you, what think you of 
those who would make such threats? “Are they 
eaceful, law-abiding citizens, or are they a mob? 
ask you whether you intend to sustain these 
men in the work of wrong, of outrage and usur- 
pation, which they have commenced? 

Mr. Speaker, I know something of the contro- 
versy now going on at Harrisburg. I have, in- 
deed, occasion to know something about it, for 
the immediate and primary cause of the whole 
was an attempt to cheat me out of my right toa 
seat on this floor, to which I was elected by a 
large majority of the freemen of the third congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania—the people whom 
I represent. And, sir, if it be not out of place 
here, seeing that much has been said of an indef- 
inite character by the gentleman who immediately 
preceded me, [Mr. Perrrxin,] I will briefly relate, 
in order that the people may know, what are the 
` causes of the unhappy controversy now going on 

at Harrisburg, if such an outrage can be called a 
controversy. |” i . 
These subjects, Mr. Speaker, have all been 
alluded to. Deeply as I am interested in them, 
and deeply as I believe the honor of my State 


and of those whom I represent here to be involved || 


> „jn them, still I should have said nothing about 
them had they not been alluded to by the gentle- 
man who last addressed the House, {Mr. Perri- 


KIN. 
Mr. PETRIKIN was understood to disclaim | 


allusion to those things. 
Mr. NAYLOR. Sir, the gentleman has talked 
of Whig mobs, of Bankites, of Biddleites, of 


Ritrierites, and all other kinds of ites that run so | 


vividly through his imagination. For myself, I 
know no such distinction. © I speak of my peo- 
ple as the American people, as my countrymen; 
when they are right et sustain them without 
regard ‘to party, and when they are wrong I must 
cominiserate their errors, while at the same time 
I oppose’ them. The whole controversy arises, 
as Í have said; from an unhallowed attempt, by 
fraud ‘and violence, to take from me‘ my seat on 
this floor. ; $ i 5 
The SPEAKER here interposed, and said that 
the question as to the right of any party to a seat 
in this House was not now under discussion, and 
pe any debate directed to that point was out of 
order: : ‘ : ase 8 ; 
` Mr. NAYLOR. Iam not going to assert my 
right to a‘seat. This House, I know, has not the 
right.to decide on that question. When T present 
myself here in the legislative hall of my country, 
as, God willing, L intend to do, in defiance of the 
cmpty thréate and the loudly denounced terrors 


of these mén, it will’ then be for the House to de- | 


termine whether I shall take my deat, or whether 
they will hallow fraud; trample onthe suffrages 
of the pedple I represent, by aiding another per- 
son in the usurpation of it, because he isa mém- 
ber of the Administration party! I say, then, 


that lam not about to show that I am entitled to 
a seat ii the Twenty-Sixth Congress, except for 
the mere purpose of connecting this matter with 
the other, that the whole subject may be under- 
stood; for, without a knowledge of the one, ‘you 
cannot understand the other. For this purpose, 
I want to go into the history of the transaction; 
and as the gentleman who has preceded me has 
gone so wide of the mark, and prated of blood 


ments, and disclose the whole truth! Task for 
liberty to speak the truth! Not to advocate any 


you deny me this reasonable boon? 


he did not understand that either of the gentle- 
man’s colleagues had entered upon the merits of 
this question, nor was it in order so to do. Any- 
thing relating to the resolution was in order. 

Mr. NAYLOR. I understand the resolution 
perfectly. My colleague (Mr. Perrrxiy] has 
| stated that these persons engaged at Harrisburg 
i were not a mob, but that they were the assembled 
Democracy of Pennsylvania, peaceably obeying 
the requisitions of duty! Itake issue with him 
on that point, and I wish to refer to the history 
of these transactions to show that the position 
he has assumed cannot be maintained. 

The SPEAKER again interposed, and directed 
the attention of Mr. N. to the subject-matter of the 
| resolution, and the facts connected therewith. 

"Mr. NAYLOR. Well, then, as I cannot state 
the truth, but can state the fucts, even, I suppose, © 
if they are true, I will mention as the first fact— 
| a fact which is conceded on all sides—that I was 


| I-state another fact, that certain persons in Phil- 
adelphia, assisted by officers of the General Gov- 
_ernment—one of them the man who has been 
! most active in the disturbances at Harrisburg— 
| resolved to cheat me out of the due returns for 
my seat. That is another fact, an incontrovert- 
ible fact, which no man who has the least regard 
for truth will deny. 

I assert, as the third fact, that these men, and 
among them this officer of the General Govern- 
ment and the man who was my opponent—the 
man who, had he lived in the days which * tried 
men’s souls,” “* would have been a Tory’’—went 
before the seventeen return judges and endeav- 
| oréd to get ten of them to make a partial return 
of the county of Philadelphia—such a return as 
would suit their own purposes. ~ 

The SPEAKER said all this was entirely out 
of order. 

Mr. NAYLOR. The members of the Admin- 
istration party move for inquiries. Oh, yes, they 
| must occasionally have an inquiry; but, sir, they 
hate to hear the truth; they would trample upon 
it; they would stifle it. If I cannot speak the 
truth here, I can atleast do so over my own name 
‘in the newspapers. 


| The whole story shall be told. 
The SPEAKER again called to order. 
Mr. NAYLOR. ‘Well, sir, these ten return 


| judges did do as they were commanded. They 


| something upwards of two thirds of the votes of 
| the county. The other judges would have made 
| Hall of Independence, in Philadelphia, to be 
| allowed to make a full and correct return for the 
ii whole county. But, sir—— 

| “Phe SPEAKER said the gentleman was out of 
order. ` i 

Mr. NAYLOR said he knew that truth some- 


took his seat. 

“Mr. BIRDSALL was understood to say that, 
! as he did not see that any useful object could’ be 
| attained by protracting this debate, he ‘would 
| move the previous question. ` ` ` me es 

Mr. NAYLOR claimed the floor. He had not, 
yielded it, except in obedience to what he under- 
stood to be the injunction of the Speaker that ‘he 

should take his seat. SAES ITE PA a 
-The SPEAKER said he had understood the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania as having yielded 
1 the floor. ike ae 


| Mr. WISE moved that’ the gentleman from” 
i Peñnsylvania have leave ‘to proceed in order. 


i 


} 
1 


and war, and the majesty of the assembled peo- || 
; ple at Harrisburg, I hope I may be permitted to | 
follow him, so far at least as to reply to his state- |; 


| party, but merely to state the truth! And will i 


The SPEAKER again interposed, and said that | 


i elected a member of the Twenty-Sixth Congress. |; 


Yes, sir; I can speak the | 
truth there in defiance of them; and will do it! | 


could, by 
i order. $ : 
_ The yeas and nays were demanded, on the: 
tion for leave; which were ordered, and being 
| taken, were—yeas 150, nays. 390 00 0 TS 
So leave was granted to Mr. NAYLOR to 

ceed with his remarks. 907 7 O5 ar 

Mr. NAYLOR, M 


i that the men who. had been carry. $: 
movements at Harrisburg were nöta mob, but 
Democracy of Pennsylvania assembled in their 
majesty, and peacefully and legally asserting their’ 
rights; and now I understand thatitis not inorder 
to disprove these allegations, maintain the side of 
the law and constitution, and to vindicate the 
officers of the law! — er erie, 

The SPEAKER said his decision had been: 
! that it was notin order to wander from the 
ject before the House, by entering ihto questio 
| connected with the election. returns in Penhsyl- 

vania. $ aE f ERTA 

Mr. NAYLOR. What I say is, then—and. T 
speak with entire respect tọ the Chair—that itis 
impossible for me to controvert any of, the pos. 
tions assumed by my colleague, unless E am 
mitted’ to ‘state facts, truth; and if it be” 
order to State the truth, then Ihave notht ; 
to say! © mas oA et 

The SPEAKER said that the only desire ofthe. 
Chair was, to confine the debate within its prey i 


‘limits, although sometimes remarks were made 
which it was, not in the power of the Chair to 
arrest on the moment. It was possible, in ‘the 


i| present case, that the true boundary had been 


exceeded before the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Naxror] rose; but the Chair must look 
| strictly to the subject-matter of the resolution. 


with the elections in Pennsylvania which c 
warrant any discussion in relation to them: 
Mr. NAYLOR. I want to show’ from facts 
that are incontrovertible, not that one or the other 
set of candidates are entitled to their seats, but - 
that such a state of things had ‘been produce : 
Pennsylvania as to devolve it upon the Legis 
ture, as ati irresistible duty, to decide upon’ the 
matter between the claimants for seats.” ‘Fwant 
to show that thé individuals who raised this dis 
turbance were the very individuals who p 
a return of members. fo the Legislature 3 i 
county of Philadelphia, who made it the duty of 
the Legislature to investigate the wholé matter; 
and that, after having imposed upon the Legis- 
lature this duty, which it could not throw off, : 
which it must meet and perform, they go to Har- 
risburg, cry aloud for blood, and ‘say to the Lies: 
gislature: ** You shall not investigate and decide’ 


! 
i 
H 


did make a return, such as had been required, of | 


| a correct return, and begged for hours, in the |! 


| times was a very disagreeable thing. And then | 


the question; we will decide itfor you, ani 
| you dare resist our decision, we will’ drive 
from the capitol!” This, sir, is what Ty 
prove;and Icanprove it. Ido not w 
| tain the right of either sèt of candi 
| seats. Saree HENS, SNE ee 


i 
i 
f 2 
| Mr. BEATTY rose toa point oforder;‘and,” 
| Mr. NAYLOR having requested Mr. B. to re- 
i duce his point òf order to writing, — = 
“The SPEAKER said hé did not perceive that 
the immediate remarks of the gentleman were out 
of order, =" fee 
Mr. NAYLOR. Then, Mr. Speaker, I must 
return'to the place where I was when I was ori- 
ginally arrested: ` T: must state facts in order to 
show the justice of my conclusions, ` Tido: not 
desité to waste the time of this‘ House, nor to 
trespass upon its rules. : es eee 
| The SPEAKER. Uf the gentleman again fol- 
lows the course of remark which he intimates his 
intention to do, the Chair must do its duty. = 
Mr. NAYLOR. In the first place, then, 1 state 
that there were'no legal returns fromthe county. 
of Philadelphia to the Legislature of Pennsylva- 


l 


i 
$ 
i 


| nia; because, among others, some of the 
| uals who raised the disturbances at Hat 
| have prevented those returns; and, that be 
case, the’ Legislature Was obliged; by ih 


There was nothing on the face Sed Ula Bu 
eld: 


December 17, 


. stitution and the laws, to decide between thé two. 
séts of claimants. ` f ee 
“Then I’state, as another fact, (for I will not 
enter into detail,) that these men, and others who 
prevented the returns and imposed upon ‘the Le- 
gislature the necessity of deciding the matter, pro- 


ceeded to Harrisburg for the purpose’ of declaring || 


that the Legislature should not decide this matter; 
that they drove the Speaker from the chair, called 
aloud for the’ blood of individual members by 
name, and threatened the Governor of Pennsy!- 
vania, who has been stigmatized here (for, E sup- 
pose that the, gentleman who made use of the term 
intended it as a stigma) as being an Antimason 
and a’ Federalist. There was no government. 
For the ‘space of nearly a week the Executive of 
Pennsylvania could not get to the Executive 
Chamber. The members of the Legislature could 
not get to their seats; the doors were closed against 
them, and only the favored few, whom these men 
thought proper to admit, were admitted. Under 
these circumstances, L suppose, for I know noth- 
ing aboutit, the Executive of Pennsylvania called 
on the Executive of the United States to interfere; 
and for doing this, he has been stigmatized in the 
ranting tirade to which we have listened, from 
my colleague, [Mr. Perarain,] who, I blush to 
own it, has openly encouraged. this resistance to 


law, and publicly gloried in the outrages which I | 


feel have so deeply disgraced Pennsylvania. 
Now, [ask if the Governor of Penusylvania 


could not call to his aid the militia of the State, | 


when threatened by a revolutionary movement on | 
the part of a mob, when the sheriff of the county | 
and some of the civil authorities had united with 
that mob, to arrest the Governor in the execution | 
ofthe laws aud in the performance of his fane- || 
tions, what would have been the situation of | 
Pennsylvania? She would have been without a jj 
government. and without officers, at least for all | 
the legitimate purposes for which offices are cre- 
ated. And if these men were, in truth, the people lj 

f Pennsylvania, acting in conformity with the 

onstituuon and laws, as my colleague (Mr. Pe- 
rrukiy] contends, where is the law, where is the 
article of the Constitution which justifies their | 
proceedings? Who was to hold the reins of the 
government of Pennsylvania? Who was to sit 
in the courts? Who was to. summon the jurors? 
Who wasto make arrests? Who was to perform 
the ten thousand duties which were to, be per: | 
formed in that county and throughout the State 
of Pennsylvania, when these individuals rushed 
in and possessed themaclyes of all the authority? 
Which one of them was to be chief? How were 
their commands to be issued to the. people of 
Pennsylvania? and who were to execute their 
commands?. Cun these questions be answered 
by those who maintain that the people in their 
majesty were constitutionally and legally there 
exercising their authorities? The majesty of the | 
Democracy of Pennsylvania! says the gentleman. 
To what a puny body has the gentleman reduced 
the great Democracy of Pennsylvania, (of which | 
Tam one,) when he has thus consented to encage 
them all in the narrow confines of the legislative 
chambers of the capitol of the State! 

The Governor of Pennsylvania may probably 
have acted indiscreetly (I do not assert that he 
has) in calling upon the General Government for 
aid, if he has done so. The Speaker of the Sen- 
ate may have acted indiscrectly in retiring before 
the mob, ‘Fhe members of the Legislature may 
bave done wrong in vacating their seats and re- | 
treating before the storm of popular rage and 
popular fury. For myself, I say, if I had been i 
a member, I would have stood at my post, fear- ! 
less ofall consequences, and will now tell those i 


{ 
i 


j] 
it 
| 


who have thus threatened me, that my seat in 
this Hall shall be maintained, in defiance of all 
their stormy terrors! | : 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called Mr. Nayror to 
order; and was remarking on the amount of busi- 
ness which lay before the House, and: the num- | 
ber of petitions which other gentlemen had to | 
present, when he was himself called to order by 
many voices. S Eere 

Mr. NAYLOR. It is not I 
smed thetime of the House. 
anxious to apply myself to the business which 
lies before it, 1am ever ready to work. Who. 
introduced this resolution? Did 1? Was it 1| 
who made the motion to suspend the rules for its | 
introduction? And did I demand the yeas and | 


who have con- 
-I am ready and | 


part of the House... We had-an. inquiry moved 
the other day from a gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] and I appeal to that gentle- 
man to say whether he had found the Adminis- 
tration party willing to join him in sustaining his 
inquiry? . Nọ, sir; that was an inquiry which 
the country demanded, and which would expose 
to the light of day the doings of those in high 
places connected with the General Government. 
That inquiry was smothered ! : 


order. 

Mr. NAYLOR. I was interrupted and appealed 
to by the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Wuiuttiesry,] who sustained his appeal. by an 
| argument addréssed to me. All this was in order 
and proper, I suppose. But the moment I attempt 
to make a reply to that appeal, the moment my. 
lips are open to vindicate myself, Iam out of or- 
der. “What kind of justice is this? : 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order. The 
gentleman must confine his remarks to the ques- 
| tion before the House. k - 
| Mr. NAYLOR. 1 will say no more. should 
have liked, for the sake of the country, to have 
told the truth and the whole truth ofthis disgrace- 
ful disturbance! In doing which, I would have 
favored no party. I would have told the naked 
‘truth! But, sir, you would not suffer me. You 
| will have inquiry sometimes—yes, you will have 
inquiry—but, then, the inquiry must be partial, 
all on one side! You will ask for information—~ 
but you want information all in your favor. I 
asked to tell the whole story, and I was gagged. 
This House, or at least a portion of it “ hates the 
light because its deeds are evil.” 


Mr. BRONSON moved the previous question; 
but the House refused to second the motion. 

Mr. PETRIKIN again rose, not he said, to 
make a speech, but to explain and correct some 
| things which, his colleague [Mr. Nayror] had 
asserted as having been stated by him when first 
he addressed the House. Mr. P. said it was not 
true that he had used the term ‘“ Biddleites,’? nor 
had he connected the name of Mr. Nicholas Bid- 
dle with this matter, in anyway, directly or in- 
i directly. He also said that it wag not true, that 
he used any abusive language towards the Gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, as an individual, nor of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania. Personally, he 
had nothing to do with the former, and for the 
latter, as a bodys he bad the highestrespect. His 
intention was to speak of Governor Ritner only 
in connection with his party, and to reprobate 
the attempt made by him and his partisans to 
| usurp the Government of Pennsylvania, and to 
expose their acts of usurpation and tyranny. If 
he was understood by any to have used language, 
other than what he’ now stated he did, he dis- 
claimed it, as_he did all intention of personality 
towards the Governor in his individual capacity. 
| Myr. P. observed that he felt inclined to take 
| Some notice of his colleague’s [Mr. Naytor’s} 
| egotistical remarks, and boasting of the deeds of 
his ancestors, but he supposed this course would 
be a breach of order, and he would decline. 

Mr. FRY said that, after the indulgence given 
by the House, with a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer the resolutions now pending, 
he did not feel himself authorized to consume an 
of the time of the House in prolonging the dis- 
cussion; he would, however, state to his respected” 
colleague [Mr. BiopLe] that he did introduce 
these resolutions, not for political effect, ashe had 
intimated, but for purposes which he would now, 
as he felt in duty bound, state to the House. 


Mr. F. said a state of affairs now existed in 
|! Pennsylvania; which he deeply regretted. For 


several days past various rumors had been in cir- 


|i culation; among the rest, it was rumored that the 


| Governor of Pennsylvania had made a call upon 
i the President of the United States for an armed 
i force to march to Pennsylvania; another rumor 
į has been, that munitions of war, of some kind, 
! had been given, by an officer under the United 
| States Government, to General Patterson’s brig- 
Lade. . Whether these rumors be: true or not, he 

did: not know; but he considered jt a matter vi- 
| thay important to the people of Pennsylvania, 

that,-whatever may be the truth of these rumors, 
i they should be informed of it; they havea right 
‘to know it, and it was in behalf of the people of 


nays? “Phe inquiry ‘came from an extraordinary 


Mr. HOPKINS here called Mr. N AYLOR to. 


Here Mr. Naytor was loudly called to order.. 


Pennsylvania that he sought the information, and 
not for himself—not for political effect. He under- 
stood from his colleague that there would be no 
opposition to this resolution from any quarter. 
| He should, therefore, take his seat and await the 
| speedy action of the House upon the matter, 

Mr. McK ENNAN said he had voted against 
the suspension of the rules for the introduction of 
the resolution of his colleague, because he could 
see no good or beneficial purposes to be answered 
by the call, and because. he feared that the dis- 
cussion here would be calculated to arouse feel- 
ings that, as a Pennsylvanian, and as a lover of 
peace and good order, he did not wish to see in- 
dulged.. He regretted that the resolution had 
been offered. Scenes which were outrageous and 
disgraceful had, he blushed to say, been énacted 
in the capitol of his state; outrages which had in- 
| flicted a stain deep and indelible upon the charac- 
ter of a community. who had hitherto been dis- 
tinguished for their love of peace, of order, and 
of law. He wished that ‘the récollection of the 
violence and outbreakings of a reckless and infu- 
riated mob, which had set all law at defiance, and 
| had invaded the sanctity of, the Senate chamber, 
and, by their threats of violence and blood, had 
driven from their seats the representatives of the 
people, should. not be kept alive by anything said 
or done here.. He thought that the resolution of 
his colleague, couched in the language in which 
it was, (whatever might be his ‘intention i , mov- 
ing it,) was calculated to fan, the fame whi +h he 
had hoped was nearly extinguished, and to keep 
| up that spirit which had already too much dis- 
graced Pennsylvania as a State. He hoped that 
the facts connected with those revolutionary and 
insurrectional movements which have for some 
time been of absorbing interest, and have directed 
the anxious eyes of the people of the whole coun- 
try to the first appalling attempt to overawe the 
Legislature of a State in the discharge of their le- 

gitimate and constitutional duties, might be buried 
| in oblivion. They reflected ‘no credit upon the 
party with which his colleague who offered the 
resolution was associated, and he was willing to 
forget, as soon as possible, the lawless violence 
which had been countenanced, encouraged, and 
promoted by many in that party—in which some 
of the officers of the General Government had par- 
ticipated, and which, if ithad not been for the dig- 
creet, unbending, and persevering firmness of the 
Executive of the State, would have inflicted a 
| blow upon the permanency of our republican in- 
stitutions which would have been felt from Maine 
to Georgia. Happily for the perpetuity of those 
i institutions, although the threats of a ruthless 
band of ruffians had, for a time, interrupted the 
i regular course of legislation in the Senate cham- 
ber, and of business in the executive offices, the 
prudent and firm exercise of the power invested 
in him by the constitution and law had put to 
flight those disturbances of the peace, and thus 
the fatal blow had been warded off, 

He said he could not hear the remarks of his 
colleague, [Mr. Perrmsy,] which were delivered 
in so low a tone as to be almost inaudible from 
his seat; but if they:were conceived in. that same 
| Spirit which actuated a lawless and infuriated mob 
to trample under foot the law and the Constitu- 
tion, (and, judging from his gesticulation, and 
the little he could gather as it grated upon his ear, 
he believed those remarks to have that tendency,) 
he did not regret that they had been lost. ‘The 
į promulgation of such principles, and the indul- 
gence of such feelings, were calculated neither to 
benefit or enlighten the House, nor to do good to 
the country. He understood him to cast his cen- 
Sure upon. the Governor for calling to his aid, in 
the support of the laws, the militia of the Com- 
| monwealth, and reflected upon him for doing what 
; was his duty—his imperious duty. 

_ Mr. McK. said he was not going-into-an exam- 
ination of the facts or the law relative to the titles 
to the contested seats in the Senate of Pennsylva- 
nia, The rules of. the House, as well as his own 
inclination, forbade his entering into thatinquiry. 
It was enough for him to know ,and it was enough 
for the-Governor of the State to know, that the 
law had been set at defiance—that. the sanctity of 
the Senate chamber -had been invaded, the. Jives 
of its members threatened, and that revolution had 
commenced. Under such circumstances, he would 
have been derelict. in duty, if he had not put into 
requisition all the power vested in him by the 
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Constitution to restore peace and order and safety: 
Thanks for his firmness and fearlessness! he has | 
acted energetically and prudently, and Mr. McK. | 
hoped the crisis was past, and that the difficulties 
which had arisen might be peaceably and consti- 
tutionally settled. He said he would vote for the 
resolutions, although he had been opposed to the 
introduction of the exciting topic into this Hall. 
Mr. BEATTY regretted as much as any gen- 
tleman there the excited feeling that had been 
got up in that House; but he appealed to them 
all to say whence it had arisen. How calmly 
and coolly these gentlemen can call the assembled 
people of Pennsylvania a mob! But to denounce 
the Democracy of the country asa mob, when, ' 
perchance, the people were against it, was but | 
another evidence of their vindictive feeling against 
them. ‘The resolution was a plain-and substan- | 
tive proposition, having for its object merely to | 
get at the trath; and why, then, ail this severity | 
of denunciation? Why so much feeling about | 
it, as though the truth should be stifled ? ott 
Bat Mr. B. insisted that the time had never | 
existed in Pennsylvania which would justify the | 
| Governor in calling out the troops to his aid. So | 
| much for the gentieman’s veracity! He presumed | 
the state of excited feeling under which he spoke | 
made him forget the truth. But it seemed the | 
time was come when the truth could not be told | 
to gentlemen who were so very sensitive under | 


excluded fucts, but seemed. to- tolerate assertions, 
he was not inclined to pursue the discussion on | 
what he felt must be unequal terms. He had not | 
‘impeached the motives of his colleague, [Mr. | 
Fry,] but he had been struck at what seemed a | 
suspicious black privateer streak about the reso- | 
lution, and he had pointed to itaccordingly in the | 
way of caution. It seems that the mod which | 
broke up legislative proceedings at Harrisburg is ; 
the Democracy. It might, perhaps, be asked, as 
the nfob had disappeared, what had become of 
the Democracy, in the view of gentlemen who 
- insisted on the identity? But, sir, when shall we 
have an end of this miserable abuse of the word 
Democracy? Let gentlemen determine dates and 
principles. If by Democracy be meant a fixed 
and deep conviction of the capacity of the people 
for self-government, he would yield to no one in 
a-claim to the title. At home and abroad he had 
learned that, with all its turmoil and agitation, 
“eur form of Government best ministers to the 
great purpose for which all government is insti- 
tuted. If dates are to control, he would like to | 
compare notes with a distinguished Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who had become a newspaper 
writer on this subject. He would take the late | 
war with Great Britain as a starting point. 
Mr. B. concluded by saying he would vote for 
“the resolution, however he might deprecate the 
; imflammatory air which had needlessly been given 


| 

| 

it. : i 
Mr: BIDDLE said that as the decision made | 

i 

{ 


to it. 

Mr. BEATTY regretted exceedingly that his | 
colleague had worked himself into such a passion 
about this matter. Now, Mr. B. would not say 
a word to offend any one, but if gentlemen in that 
House combined their efforts to deter him from 
speaking what he knew was true, they would find 
themselves mistaken in their efforts. He was not 
the man, either in this House or out of it, to re- 
tract any thing which he had said. Now, he would 
unhesitatingly and unqualifiedly assert that there 
was no mob'in Harrisburg at all. It was-a bug- 
bear existing only in the imagination of certain 
gentlemen, and falsely asseverated by certain cor- 
rupt individuals, who wished to persuade the 
people of Pennsylvania that there was a mob at 
Harrisburg, in order. to cover over and conceal 
the iniquities of an Administration that has been 
misruling that State for the last three years. 
These men want the-people to believe there is aj 
mob, so that they might escape inthe mist. But 
it was the habit of those silk-stocking gentry to 
call'the Democracy of the country a mob, though 
she could:tell them-they knew nothing about mobs | 
in the part of the country he came from. He de- | 
nied the existence of a mob at Harrisburg. It | 
was an assemblage of many of the most respecta- | 
ble and intelligent people of. Pennsylvania, merely | 
looking on, as they had a’ perfect right to do, at | 
the proceedings of their Legislature; and because i 
asct of cowardly and treacherous knavesare afraid | 
to meet the people face to face, and escapéd through i 
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back windows, pursued only by their own guilty. 
consciences, they atterpt'to raise a great hue and 
cry thata mob is at their heels. And so isit-here. 
When we offer a resolution merely asking for in- 
formation, the propriety of procuring which no 
one dare question, we are then told that our mo- į 


tive is to excite the people and add fuel to a flame || 


enkindled and kept-alive by themselves! 
: The resolution was then agreed to, with but 
few dissenting voices. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


There being no other business before the Chair, | 


Petitions and memorials were then presented 


has-diacovered the. means-of making it rainin a; 


no rain without the use of his process: Mr. Espy. 
proposed to make the experiment al his-own-ex~. 


an act engaging to reward him with a.certain sum 

| if he succeeded ‘n making it rain -in a- tract of: 
country ten miles square; a still higher sum ifthe 

produced rain in a tract of country one thousand: : 

square miles; a still higher sum if he produced 

rain in a tract of five thousand square mules; andy: 

lastly, to give Him a still greater compensation 

if he should cause the Ohioriver to be navigable’ 

| all summer from Pittsburg to the Mississippi: 


NELL, and REED, of Massachusetts. 

[Mr. Parmenter presented the petition of 
Henry Hatch, for indemnity on accountof French 
spoliations prior to 1800; of Mary Page, for revo- 
lutionary pension; of Sylvanus Wood, forincrease 
of pension; of Levi Brigham and 24 others, of 
Dunstable, Massachusetts, for the rejection of 


proposals for the admission into the Union. of | 
States whose constitution may tolerate slavery; ‘| 


of M. H. P. Dudley and 82 other, women, of 


Chelmsford, Massachusetts; of Sally Woods and | 
46 other women, of Dunstable, Massachusetts; : 


and Zenas Brown and 15 others, citizens of Shir- 
ley, Massachusetts, for the immediate abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia. ] 


Mr. GRENNELL presented a petition from || 


Northfield, Massachusetts, for opening negotia- | 
tions and international intercourse with Hayti; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. i ! 
Mr. WISE moved a reconsideration of that 
reference, ! 
Mr. HOWARD thought the gentleman had 


better let it go to the committee, for these peti- | 


tions had come in every year. t 


subject of wholesale amalgamation, incorporating 
a black Republic with a white one. 


one or the other. i 
The petition, however, giving rise to debate, 
was ordered to lie over. 
Mr. REED presented a similar petition from 
Nantucket. 

Mr. WISE objected to its reception. 

Mr. ADAMS called. for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


at length, in support of the right.of petition, and 
especially in reference to this particular question, 
showing the expediency of an early recognition 
of the Republic of Hayti. 

Mr. WISE insisted that these petitions were | 
part and parcel of abolition; and he read the peti- 
tion at length, which asked, also, for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia, the 
non-admission of any new slave State, &c. 

Before the question was taken, 

On motion of Mr. 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspar, December 18, 1838. 

The PRESIDENT submitted a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclos- 
ing a report from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in regard to the operations of 
that office during the year 1837, and part of 1838; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. ROANE presented the petition of Captain | 


Robert White, an officer in the army of the Rev- 
olution, for his commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Andrew Logan, of Davenport, lowa, for two 


quarter seetions of land, to be used in the culture | 


Mr. WISE could not; for he regarded itas a |! able literary gentlemen of the city of Philadel+ 


i| phia who expressed the opinion that he proceeded 


Be ante Ne wees E Monee eee principles. He hoped the 


Mr. A. then proceeded to address the House || kom Misan ti, [Mr Beacon 


|| of causing rain, 


GRENNELL, the House |: 


Mr. B. observed that he was perfectly at=- 
, quainted with Mr. Espy, and knew him to bea 

| very respectable man. He had no faith himself that 

: the gentleman possessed the powér te claimed; 

|| but it was true that there were’ several things‘in® 
| nature that philosophy had never yet dreamed of. 

| Mr. B. then moved to refer the petition to the 

Committee on Agriculture. Roe eres 

) Mr, BENTON observed that the Senator from 

Pennsylvania, who introduced the petition, could: 

| not make the motion which he would make—-that 
gentleman had felt-himself hound:to treat thig pex 
tition seriously, and move for its referende toa 
! committee. He would. move that the’ petitioner 
‘| have leave to withdraw his petition and paperss: 
l for reasons too obvious to require notices 8 =” 
Mr: BUCHANAN said that he would rather: 
l| that the course. proposed by the Senatorfrom:; 


| 
| Missouri should not be taken with the’ petition. 
1 

t 


He scarcely knew himsel 


f what to sayiaboutits 
| but he knew Mr. Espy to 


bea highly respectable 


meteorology there was scarcely a man in the Unis: 
ted States his superior. He hardly believed-it to: 
be in Mr. Espy’s power to make it-rain, though: 


| there were some six or seven of themost-respecte > 


Senator from Missouri would permit the petition 

to take the usual course, and go- toa committee; 

‘and if that motion did not prevail, that it wouldy 
at least, be suffered to lie on the tables: srr ng. 

| Mr. CRITTENDEN would vote against: the . 

| proposition of the honorable Senator from Penn- 

| sylvania, [Mr.Bocuawan,| for the. purpose of re=> ` 

| cording his vote in favor of thatof the. gentleman: 

i He doubted:very.. 

| much, whether, even if this thing was possible, : 

| it would be good policy to-encourage ‘the meas 

! ure. He-would be very sorry thatianyindividual 

| should have the power:that this gentleman pra- 

| fesses to havé, more especially from the annun-. 

| ciation that he was about to take the Ohio river 

| under his especial protection. ; Why, sirjhe might: 

i enshroud us in continual: clouds, and, indéed; 

| falsify the promise that the earth should. -be.no 

| more submerged. And if he possesses the power 

he may also possess the power of 

i withholding it,.and, in his: pleasure, instead. of 

may present us with 

He thought that 

to intrust 


| giving us a navigable river, 
| rocks and shoals and sandbars. 
(| this would be too dangerous a power 
| had a counteracting: 
|| power, capable of prompt application—without 
i we had some very summary process of manu- 


| too much the appearance of a’sub-Treasury about 


i|. pensed at will by 
| proper course 


li by the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 
i. "Mr, NILES remarked that he agreed in many 


| 
of silk; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Agriculture. : Pine = 

Mr. B. said that he had rather a strange petition | 
to present to the Senate; but 
respectable and scientifc man; and, however 
strange it might appear, it was vouched for by 
several of the most respectable literary gentlemen | 
of the city of Philadelphia. The petitioner was © 
Mr. James P. Espy, so deservedly celebrated for ` 


his knowledge of meteorology, who says that he ` 


; 
it-came froma very | r 


“he would prefer sending it to 
‘Finance. It was. somew 
"money, a sortof sublimated babble; an 


tract of country at a period. when there would þe 


pense; and he proposed that Congress should pass: >; 


and learned man, and knew-that.in the science of nt 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 18, 


ing'to’the idea he entértained of a bubble, it was 
the same thing as the enlargement of this won- 


derful paper system, promising great things; mag- |) persons, in_ proportion: to. her population and re- 
i g mag- | sources, living on the labor of others, without ren- || 
nificent fortancs out of nothing, till, in the end, it |; dering any kind of service whatever, but under the 
isall blown away by the first breath of reality that || assumption that they had rendered service in for- 


nifying credit, blowing it-up, and- makin 


touches it. i 
The question was then taken; and the motion 
= to-refer the petition was lost. 


Mr. BUCHANAN then moved to lay it on the | 


table; which motion was carried. 
‘PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 
: Ordered, That the papers of John Kennedy, on the files 


of the Jast session, be referred to the Committee on Private ` 


Land Claims. 


:‘On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of James Erwin, on the files of 
the last session, be again referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 


© Mr WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the memorial of the 
president and directors of the Philadelphia, Wil- 
mington, and Baltimore Railroad Company; for 
the refunding of certain duties on railroad iron, 
reported a bill for that purpose; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, report- 
eda bill for the relief of Zephaniah S iggot and 
James De Krafft; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading, 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill making appro- 
priations, in part,in support of Government for the 
year 1838-39, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. W. stated that, as this bill was one of 
some importance, and as a speedy action was 
somewhat necessary, he would move to consider 
it át- once. 

.. The bill was accordingly taken up in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, when 

Mr. WALL moved to amend it b 
the bottom of the bill, ‘and. for 
ary pensions, under the act of the 7th Jaly, 1838, 
the sum of. $250,000.” 

«Mr. BENTON rose to object to the insertion 
of an appropriation foran object which ought to 
be provided for in a bill of its own, in one of the 
ordinary appropriation bills for carrying on the 
operations of the Government. 
this heavy appropriation being slipped through in 
this manner, without notice, and almost without 
the knowledge of the Senate. Hoere was an ap- 
propriation of between two an 


y inserting at 


the legislation of Congress almost without the 
notice of any one there, and by the time the 
estimates. on which it was founded were carried 
through, the amount would swell up to two or 
three millions, It-was‘worth while for Senators 
to look back and observe how and in what man- 
ner this pension system had grown-up to its pres- 
ent enormous magnitude. ‘In looking at the pen- 
sion laws, it would be found that there were 
forty-one thousand souls receiving mondy from the 


Treasury for which they were rendering no service | 


whatever. The whole was given under the as- 
sum 
had been rendered for it duting the revolutionary 


war, during the late war with Great Britain, or in | 
some: of the Indian wars; and if it was only to | 


those who received their pensions as urvivors of 
the Revolation, or who had served meritoriously 
in'any of our Wars, he would be the last man who 
would object togiving them. Buthe apprehended 
the pension i ee had extended itself far beyond 
these:cases. Hedid not know if we had yet taken 
the second step of making pensions hereditary, as 
it was in Europe, by giving them to the children 
of those who were supposed to be entitled to them; 
but he recollected that, at the last session, an ap- 
peal was made to them to: give pensions to Euro- 
pean castes of hereditary descent; and in another 
case an application was made by an individual of 
seventy years of age, who claimed to be the or- 
phan ofa revolutionary soldier. He did not know 
af they had yet taken the secon 
sion system, by making pensions hereditary; but 
it. was enough for his present purpose to say: that 
the pension list had swelled up to the enormous 
amount of forty-one thousand souls, and he-un- 


d step in the pen- | 


| 


the Revolution- ; 


He objected to | 


d three hundred į 
thousand dollars for an object that had erept into 


ption that an equivalent in personal services | 


| 


dertook to. say: that there: was not a country on 
the face of the globe who:had such a number of 


|| mer times. The pension list under Washington’s | 
f administration amounted to only $200,000; and, n 
|! even after the Indian wars of Wayne and St.Clair, | 
it had only increased to about three hundred thou- |} 
sand dollars. After the late war with Great Brit- | 
ain, a proposition was made to provide for those | 
survivors of the Revolution who. needed the aid 

| of their country. That proposition was not. ob- | 
j jected to, and $200,000 was deemed amply suffi- 

į cient for that purpose. It was urged, on the pas- | 
sage of the law thus brought forward, that the | 
| amount necessary to provide for these veterans | 
| of the Revolution would only be required fora | 
| few years, and that that amount would diminish | 
| yearly. i ! 
How mistaken had all these assumptions proved! | 
| They had seen theappropriations swell up to four | 
; or five millions, instead of two or three hundred | 
| thousand; and thé list, instead of diminishing, as 
| predicted, swell upto an army of over forty thou- 

| sand. In addition to all this, by some turn of | 
| phraseology given to the law of the last session, 
| and which no one heeded at the time, a gap was 
i! made requiring two or three millions more to stop. 
i If he stood alone, and in such a position, he was 


| willing to stand alone; he would vote against this | 
| appropriation coming into this bill, which was for I 


| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


i carrying on the operations of the Government. | 
| Yes, sir, (said Mr. B.,) forty-one thousand per- 

| Sons, and four or five millions—as much as the | 
; Whole annual expense of the Federal Government | 
| under the administration of Gencral Washington | 
| —was now required to pension them, while this |f 
| Administration and its friends were dail stigma- || 
1 tized with the charge of extravagance. Who could | 
: have thought, when some scemingly trifling verbal || 
| alteration was made in the act of the last session ! 
i that we should now have the estimates swelled 
i| Up some two or three millions? In England, it ii 
| was said that a pensioner never dies; and itis said | 
i 80 because the pension is hereditary, and goes to | 
|| the descendants for one life, two lives, or three 


| 
| 
| 
i 
j 
f 
| 


| lives, as the case may be. Sir, it seems that with || 
| us they not only never die, but they increase and || 
; multiply. Efe heard that when the estimate of it 
| $200,000 was made as the amount sufficient to | 
| provide for the survivors of the Revolution, the it 


| 
| 
| 
i 


| compromise had been carried into effect. Accord- |! 


i ing to the estimates made by those persons who 
| calculate the insurances on lives, the amount of 
|i the military population fifty years ago, whieh had 
furnished forty-one thousand survivors, must 
ii have been millions. For this number of surviv- 
| ors General Washington must have had an army 
equal to thatof Xerxes when he crossed the Hell- f 
espont, 

Sir, it is time for us to stop and consider what | 
‘| we are about, 


, ji 
So far as there are real survivors || 
of the Revolution, who rendered servite to their | 
country and need its aid, he would cheerfully 


i contribute for their support; but to undertake to 


| 

| 

1 

| 

make him believe that such a pension list was q 
t: founded on anything more than an imposition on i| 
ii the sensibilities of the nation, was an undertaking || 
|| worthy only of the graduates of the college of |i 
| Laputa, | 
i 


| Mr. HUBBARD remarked, that as a friend to | 
i the object which: the Senator fro 
| had in view, he felt constrained 
f 


| 
| Houses-of Congress. The amendment proposed 
| 
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' of this bill; and the honorable Senator from New 


Jerséy must be sensible that it was usual to make 
provision for-the payment of the pensioners and 
annuitants, under the various acts of Congress, 
by a separate and independent bill for that speci- 
fic purpose. , 

It had not been customary heretofore to mingle 
the appropriations for the payment of pensioners 
withappropriations for any other object. Ie wag 
prepared to give his vote for carrying into fail 
effect the act of July last. But if the merits of 
that bill were at this late period to be debated on 
a proposition to make the necessary appropria- 


į tions for executing that act, he should much pre- 


fer to discuss the subject, when it should arise 
under a bill independent of all other appropria- 
tions. He hoped, therefore, that his honorable 
friend from New Jersey would not urge his prop- 
osition at this time. Let this bill pass unembar- 
rassed by any other appropriations, and he enter- 
tained no doubt that shortlya bill would be brought 
forward for the express and avowed purpose of 
making the necessary appropriations for the pay- 
ment of pensioners, under the various acts of 
Congress. Then would be thé fit time to test the 
merit of the bill of the last session. . Then would 
be the time to see if a majority of the Senate would 
vote to withhold the appropriations, and thus 
virtually defeat that measure, which is now one 
among the public statutes of this Government. 
When such an opportunity presented, he should 
endeavor to show to the Senate that these pension 
laws were not obnoxious to the objections which 
had been made against them. He hoped then to 
be able to satisfy the Senator from Missouri that 
even the act of the last session, which received 
his most undissembled approbation, ought now 
to be carried into full effect, and that the appro- 
eae for that purpose should not be with- 

eld. But he was sure that enough had already 
transpired to satisfy his honorable friend from 
New Jersey that this is not the fit time, nor is this 
the proper occasion to bring before the Senate, 
thus incidentally, the merits of the act of the last 


| session, He hoped that the Senator would with- 


draw his proposed amendment, and permit the 
bill to pass without objection; but should the 
Senator decline so to do, he should certainly not 


į only vote for his amendment, but he would en- 


deavor to reply to some of the suggestions of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, 

Mr. WALL was hot disposed to occupy the 
time of the Senate in reply to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri. How he has fallen into such 


ian error in relation to a law upon our statute- 


book, and embracing that occasion to denounce 


i the pension system, he could not imagine. This 
| law was passed at the last session, but we made 


no appropriation to meet it; we come back here, 


| and the first thing we do is to take care of our- 


selves. We cannot retrace our steps in this mate 
ter. The law is already passed; one thousand 
applicants have already received their certificates; 
and we owe it to ourselves, to our country, to the 
pensioners themselves, to pass this amendment 
as an act of sheer justice. We have passed the 
law, and justice requires that we should make 
appropriations to meet it, 

Mr. DAVIS expressed his gratification at the 
refusal of the Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. 
Watt] to withdraw the amendment, and ‘said 
that, if he had done so, he would have renewed it 
himself. Those who had received certificates 


i| under the act of the last session were entitled to 
‘| their 
| and 


pensions, and could not be deprived of them; 
as the time when these certificates would be 
due was drawing near, he thought it very proper 
that provision should be madefor them in this bill. 
_ Mr. D. madea few remarks defending. the pen- 
Sion system generally, and the act of the last 
Session in particular, and-denied that our pension 
list was at all assimilated to that of Great britain; 
where persons were pensioned who had rendered 
no service to their country. He asked if those 
who fought and bled through the war of the Rev- 
olution were to be compared with those who 
were putin the Red Book of Great Britain with- 
outany merit of their own; and were their wounds 
to be no more regarded than the hereditary claims 
of the British pensioner ? 

Mr. D., after commenting on the merits and 
services of the soldiers ‘of the Revolution, and re- 
ferring to the depreciated funds in which. they 
were paid, asked for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; which were accordingly ordered. 


1838. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4 


Mr. HUBBARD remarked. that when. he was 
up before, he stated that, if his honorable friend 
from New 
he should vote for the amendment proposed ; and 
he also stated that he was much in favor of the 
bill reported at the last session from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and which has become the 
law of the land, He very fully concurred in the 
views of the Senator from Massachusetts, in rela- 
tion to this wholesubject. He never had regarded, 
and he never could regard, the present pgnsion 
system, as it existed under our Government, and 
in pursuance of the various acts of Congress, as 
mere gratuities. If he had viewed this subject in 
that light, it never could have received his sup- 

ort. He had had some connection with the act 
of June 7, 1832. He was, at the time of its pas- 
sage, a member.of.the other House, and at the 
head of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions; and sure he was that when the bill was 
reported from that committee, and while it was 
under 
at no time treated or considered as a mere act of 
generosity, as a mere donation on the part of the 
Government. y 
perfect discharge of a most just, but long neglected 
debt, to a small remnant of the survivors of the 
Revolution; a debt contracted when the Govern- 
ment could not pay; but which was then uncan- 
celed, and due to those men who had achieved 
the independence of their country. It was for 
such a class of our citizens—men who had faith- 
fully served, in that day of danger and. discour- 
agement, for a period not less than six months, 
in the war of the Rev 
1832, provided. Can it be said with even the 
shadow of truth, that these men had been bona 
fide pai 
which they had thus performed for their countr ? 
If so, how, and in what way was this debt of the 
Revolution discharged? Certainly it will not, at 
this time, in this period of our prosperity, be said 
that the final settlement certificates, a paper which 
when given could not have been converted into 
specie at a less sacrifice than three fourths of its 
nominal value, was a fair, honest, and just liqui- 
dation of these claims for revolutionary service. 
He never had, and he never could, view this mat- 
ter in this light. He had seen too many of those 
men who had fought the battles of the Revolution. 
: He had heard too often their stories of suffering 

-and.distress, which they were forced to endure by 
reason of the miserable, depreciated, and almost 
worthless currency in which they were paid for 
their services in the Revolution; and when he, 
as the organ of the Committee on Pensions of the 
other House, recommended the passage of the act 
of June, 1832, it was urged and sustained through- 
out as a measure providing for the partial pay- 
ment for revolutionary services. 

The act of June, 1832, was in its terms but an 
addition to the act of May 1, 1828. It must be 
fresh in the recollection of Senators now present 
upon what principle that act was sustained. Was 
it then considered asa gratuity to that class of 
our citizens who had faithfully served thei 


for them, and it provided only for them. The 
Continental Congress had, by resolution after res- 


olution, made liberal provision to those who should || 


continue in the service to the close of the Rev- 


Jersey should not accede to his request, | 


the consideration of the other House, it was | 


It was, in his opinion, but an im- | 


olution—that the act of July, | 


d by this Government for the services | 


r coun- | 
try to the close of the Revolution? It provided | 


olution. First, half pay for life, and that com- | 


muted for five years’ full pay. The non-fulfill- 
ment of these resolutions, the manner in which 


the services of these men had been requited by | 
their Government, induced the passage of the act | 
1828. All admitted that it was a most | 
| it was invidious in its € 


of May, 
just measure of legislation; 
1832, was but an eXtension o 
act. of May, 1828. ft granted pensions to those, 
whether militia, State, or Continental, according 
to the period of their service, withholding pen- 
sions from those who had rendered a less period 
of service than six months. This was the general 
provision of the act of June, 1832. It was founded 
on revolutionary service, and on thatalone; it was 
intended to make some satisfaction for that ser- 
vice, and for.that alone. It may be well to just 
trace the history of our pension system, and see 
how the several scts.granting these annuities were 
passed. The actof March, 1818—the first general 
pension act—seems to find favor here; and the 


and the act of June, 


several acts granting pensions for disabilities in-. 


curred during the Revolution, and during the last 


f the benefits of the | 


| 1818, and the number un 
had been passed, Congress, by || 
| a law of 1836, extended all the benefits of the act 


war, seem also. most justly to fied favor here. 


| Will any: Senator say that the act of March, 1818, 


was supported on the ground of. mere gratuity? 


that it was passed on any such ground? No. It: 


was supported, and it was passeu, on the ground 
of service. It is perfectly true that the act of 
March, 1818, was not only extremely limited in 
its provisions—including those, and. those only, 
who were attached to the continental line—but it 


wasalso extremely humiliating in its requisitions, | 
Its benefits were intended to be extended only to | 
those who were either tenants of the poorhouse, | 


or supported by private charity. But, néverthe- 
less, that bill was also founded on service alone; 


and, under its provisions, a much larger number | 
| than was ever anticipated was added to the pen- 


sion roll. 
This led to the passage of the act of 1820, 


which, for a.time, suspended the pensions which | 


had been granted under the act of March, 1818, 
and which required that schedules of property 
should be furnished, that the Department might 
judge whether the applicants were in such indi- 
gent circumstances as to need relief from the 
country. It was done, and the consequence was 
that nearly one half of the number who had been 
placed on the pension listunder theact of March, 
1818, were never reinstated. It must be recol- 
lected, that. more than twenty thousand had, at 
one time, been admitted under that act; and when 
the list of pensioners under the act of June, 1832, 
is compared with the list under the act of March, 


1818, it should be borne in mind that probably. | 


not less than one third 9f those now pensioners 


under the act of June, 1832, were once included | 


in the list of pensioners under the act of March, | 
1818. The actof June, 1832, includes those who 
served in the militia and as State troops, as well 
as those who served in the Continental line for six 
months and upwards; granting pensions, in pro- 
portion to the period of service, equal to one half 
the original pay; not in any case to grant a pen- 


of ninety-six dollars a year for any 
service not less than nine months. 

therefore, difficult to account for the difference in 
the number of pensioners under these different 


period of 


| acts.. He was perfectly aware that there were not 


less than twenty-five thousand on the list under 
the act of June, 1832, while there were less than 
ten thousand under the act of March, 1818; but 


it should also be remembered that by the pro- | 


visions of the acts of Congress, invalid pension- 
ers, for disabilities incurred during the war of the 
Revolution, are entitled also to all the benefits. of | 
the act of June, 1832. He, therefore, found no j 
dificulty in accounting for the difference in the 
number of pensioners under the act of March, | 
der the act of June, 1832. | 
After these acts 


of June, 1832, to the widows of those soldiers of 
the Revolution whose husbands had died before 
the passage of the act, and where the marriage į 
took place before the expiration of the last period | 
of their husbands’ service. This act, as far as it 
went, he verily believed met with general appro- 


an act of justice, as well as humanity; but it was 
extremely difficult to understand the reason why 
those widows whose marriage took place before 
the expiration of their husbands’ service should 
be pensioned, and those widows whose marriage 
took place immediately after the close of the rev- 
olutionary struggle should be excluded. There 
seemed to be no good reason for the distinction; 
haracter; it was unjust in 
its effect; and memorial after memorial, resolution 
after resolution,.were introduced with a view to 
do away with this distinction; and the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, at the last session, responding | 
to these calis, introduced the bill which is now 
under consideration. It was reported, had its sey- 
eral readings here, was passed; had its several 
readings in the other House, and was passed; and 
during its progress not one word was. heard in 
either branch in opposition to the measure. And 
what is now proposed? That the appropriation 


| bation through the country. It was regarded as | 
| 


necessary to carry it into- effect, should be with- |; 


held, because the act could not. have been well 
considered, Congress failed to do its duty at the 
last session in.not making the requisite appropri: 
ation; and he presumed that Senators supposed 


f 
i 
i 
i 
{ 
i 


unger 
b ; | took the business of pensioning the soldiers, of 
sion for a period of more than two years’ service; || 
while the act of March, 1818, grants a pension || 


It is not, | 


|, now no surplus; and the 


|i agant expe 


‘ 
if 
H 
i 
} 
i 
i 
i 


|| tration that it was now time to economize. 
i i 


f 
yt 


that this. act, with. the acts of. May, 1828, Junes: 
| 1832, and June, 1836,.contained a clause making: 
| the necessary appropriations to carry: itinto effect. 
He presumed that a majority:in this or the other. 
i House could. not be found in favor of repealing: 
i| this act; and it seemed to him: passing strange 
il that, while the act exists in. the statute-book,. 
there should be a single Senator who would vote 
to withhold the appropriation, and. thus, defeat: 
the practical operation. of a measure which, has 
been sanctioned. Yy the legislative power ofthe 
Government, e 


i 
| 
|| (Mr. CALHOUN regarded. the whole system 
t 
| 
i 


| 
4 
if 
Hi 


| of pensions ina light far different: from. that.in- 
which it was viewed by the Senators from. Mas- 
|| sachusetts and New Hampshire, With the ex-. 
| ception of the first pension act, he-looked-upon 
i| it as little more than.a system of distributing the 
| public revenue. It grew. out of the. protective 
system, and was founded on no principle of juss. 
tice or patriotism, for it took all who served in 
the Revolution, and put those who only turned. 
| out on a tour of three months on the same. foot= 
i| ing as those who had fought the battles of. the 
|! whole war. Hle understood this system from. 
j beginning to end, and: it. was. commenced: agp 
ll means of disbursing the. public. revenue which: 
| had been iniquitously collected. To tell. him that. 
all those now on the pension list deserved. the. 
bounty of the Government, was to impose: on, 
him a humbug too. grogs.to. be listened.-to,, Pen- 
sion laws were, passed, and. there were swarms, 
of undertakers hereand in the States. who. hunted: 
up documents and brought forward every descrip: 
tion-of claims, just or .unjust, and. passed:-them 
on the Department withogt a possibility, of heir, 
guarding against, the..grossest,fraud in.a- number 
of cases. It was impossible for Congress. to pags. 
pension laws without having plenty to sup rt 
them. To show how: the system operate 
would mention one fact. Before Congress 


the Revolution, Massachusetts and South Caro- 
lina each had pension laws. of their own.. The 
pension list of South Carolina amounted to the 
sum of $14,000 annually, while that of Mags 
chusetts amounted to only $1,000. Well, Ci 
| gress took these pensions in hand, and after.the 
expiration of several years the pensioners:.of 
| Massachusetts are swe led up to. $200,000 per `: 
|| annum, while those of South Carolina. receive i; 
i| only $10,000. Now this fact alone would show. : 
that the pension system did not originate din. pas 
triotism, because it would not be denied. thatthe - 
patriotism of the. one State was.as great as that. 
of the other. It was time. that this thing was 
stopped, or they would’ have to run the country. 
in debt to provide, for. it.. .He knew very. well 
| that.as long as there was.money in the Treasury 
it would be got at; but he thanked: Providence 
that the time had come round when they must stop 
short in their career of extravagance., We had . 
compromise bill. was 
bringing down the revenue, while there séemed 
i to be a general disinclination to increase the. .na- 
! tional debt. He took his ground beforehand, and,” 
| solemnly declared that he never wouldagree either 
į to increase thé tariff or create a new debt; .and.be . 
| called on all those who. thought with, him: to rer. 
| sist, at the outset, any measure which led t se 
| evils. He rejoiced at the crimination and. recrim- 
l! ination which he heard.on that floor between the 
{| two contending parties.on.the subject of extray- 
nditure. . Both-parties, in his opinion, 
t the Opposition party, who were 


were in fault; bu 


| the most forward in making these charges, were, 


certainly the most in. fault... As. an Opposition 
party it, would be. more becoming in them. to- do, 
all in their power to check extravagant expend- 
i itures; butinstead of that, it was mainly through 
| their means that our. expenditures had been. so 
great. He warned the friends of the Adminis- 
This 
year we might get through with our expenses 
| without embarrassment, and so, also, as to the 
second year; but the third year the press would 


i 
| 


i 
ate 
| come, and we should have the utmost difficulty: 


n making our resources meet the necessary Wants 
| of the Government. A RER 
| Mr. BENTON obseryed that the Senator front 
| Massachusetts [Mr. Davis]: had arrayed before 
| them the wounded men of the Revolution, m: 
| to pieces by ball, and covered. with wounds, @ 
| asks if we would take away the small. pittance 
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which they: received from the gratitude: and-jùs- 
tice oftheir country. He would tell that: gentle 
man, that if this pension list is-reduéed-to those 
who recéived wounds in the service of the coun- 
try, these forty thousand pensioners will decrease 
more rapidly than did Falstaff’s men in-buckram. 
If the list was reduced’ to those who received 


, wounds in the Revolution, or in the subsequent | 


Indian wars, or in the late war with Great Britain, 
not ‘one tithe of those who now enjoy’ pensions 
would be on the list. If for all those who were 
wounded in the Revolution, taking the whole of 
thém together} forty ‘thousand are to be pressed 
on our sympathies, every wounded soldier, every 
cripple'would have to bear on his shoulders the 
burden of ten'sound men. His voice would surely 
always bein favor of the meritorious soldier who 
served his country faithfully in thè Revolution; 
but he could not agree that there was any justice 
or expediency in pensioning this large number. 
Mr. B. then took a view of the different pension 
acts, from 1818, up to this time, showing how the 
number of pensioners had gradually increased. 
He was sufficiently familiar with the subject to 
Know that there are now put on the pension roll 
numbers who had enlisted: after the 
Lord” Cornwallis, and who never moved from 
their firesides; and these persons are all to be 
forced on ours 
the Revolution. 

Mr. 
propriety of ingrafting on the ordinary appropri- 
ation ‘bills for the support of Government objects 
which ought to stand on their own merits. The 


subject introduced by the amendment of the Sen- i 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Waru] was one cer- : 
nd it ought to | 


tainly worthy of an examination, a 
stand by itself, 

‘Mr. BUCHANAN observed, that if he under- 
stood this amendment, he did not-think that either 
the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Caroun] 
or the Senator from Missouri [ Mtr. Benron] un- 
derstood it.) Unless he was mistaken, this was 
nota provision to pension men, but applied ex- 
clusiveby to old ladies, widows of revolutionary 
soldiers, and it was for them that this provision 
was to be'made. Now, in any system ofeconomy, 
he did not think we ought to attack the old ladies 
firat; and as the Government of the United States 
had pledged itself to make them this payment, 
the amendment ought to pass. Whether the act 
creating these pensions was right or wrong, he 
would not undertake to say; but the law having 
been passed, we were bound in good faith to 
carry it into effect. ‘The first law passed in 1836 
provided that ifa lady had niatried a revolution- 
ary soldier before the term of his service expired, 
and had faithfally remained his widow ever since, 


that that widow, old, helpless, and faithful to ! 


her'first husband, ought to reevive from the boun- 
ty of the Government a sufficiency to preserve 
her fiom want, Ele had no doubt but the pen- 
sion system had been grossly abused, and that 
some. persons were on the list who did not de- 
serve to be there; but if he were going to put it 
down, he-would not for the first time violate the 
act of Congress by refusing to make the neces- 
sary appropriation: to carry it into effect, as far 


as the ladies were concerned; and atall events he | 


would not begin with them. The law of the last 
session was extended, so as to provide for those 
widows who were married up to January, 1794. 
He did not know whether he would have voted 
for this law or not; but it had been passed; it 


was now on the statute-book; the time of pay- 


ment was drawing nigh, and an attempt was now 
made to withhold from these widows the pen- 
sions so promised ‘them, by refusing to make the 
appropriation, 

lt had been objected that this bill was not the 
proper ‘place in which to insert the provision for 
these pensions. ` Now; what was the appropriate 
sphere of an appropriation bill? Was it not to 
provide for carrying out the existing laws? and, 
if so, was there not here p 
to be carried into effect?’ 
pose thatany appropriatio 
troduced and passed insu 
for these pensions by the Ist-of January, when 
the certificates for them become due? ‘The time 
to contend against the ‘principle involved was 
when the bill passed; and not now, when the faith 
of the Government was committed. With regard 
to economy, he was glad to hear the sentimonts 


And did anybody sup- 


Meient time to provide 


surrender of ; 
|| list to those married up to 1794, and he supposed 
| 


ympathies aa wounded soldiers of | 


B. next spoke particularly against the im- | 


resented an existing law | 


n bill could now be in- | 


however, was a matter: of detail, and not-of gen- 
crals, since the most extravagant men he had 
known had preached the best sermons in favor of 
| economy. Now he, for his part, was prepared 


penditures that had been so often referred to, one 
by one, whenever they should be proposed, though 
he should be charged with illiberality for so doing; 
but the last act of economy that he would prac- 
tice; would. be to withhold these pensions, after 
|| Congress had passed a solemn act declaring that 
it would provide for these widows who are now 
all near the grave, and make their old age com- 
fortable, When the proper time came to examine 
into the pension list, he trusted that he would be 


|| tice required. But he could not agree to make 
the case of these widows the first for the exercise 
of the former. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the documents 
showed two classes of widows on the pension 
ii roll; the one class older than the last, who, pers 
|| haps, would not thank the gentleman from Penn- 
syl¥ania for making them out to be so ancient. 
The bill of the last session extended the pension 


i 


| that the next thing would be to extend it to those 
who were married up to 1824, or even up to this 
time. He saw no reason for a distinction after 
going beyond those who were the matrons of the 
Revolution, staying at home attending to the du- 
‘| ties of their families, while their husbands were 


ij absent fighting the battle’ of theircountry. This 
last mentioned class deserved their pensions, and 
were not to be compared with those who were 
girls when the last gun of the Revolution was 
fired, or, perhaps, not then born. 

Mr. DAVIS said that the Senator from Mis- 
souri, (Mr, Bewron,] who has just taken his seat, 
has shifted his ground somewhat on this subject, 
He was not disposed to consume time in follow- 
ing him, The day of payment of these pensions 
is at hand, and provision must be made for them. 
| He did not thinke there was any gentleman who 
would oppose the appropriation on principle, 


| 


i 
of the public money; a distribution bill, an in- 
iquitous distribution bill. You may, sir, with 
just the same 
| appropriation of the public money. 

ground that this is an appropriation 


| 
| 
i 
| 
t 
| 
{ 
f 
j 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| I go on the 
} for services 
|| also says it ig a system peculiar to one portion or 
| Section of the country; he also says it is connected 
with the protective system. The honorable Sen- 
ator should have recollected that the first act grant- 
| Ing pensions to revolutionary soldiers passed in 
| 1816, and the principal one in 1820; the tariff act 
was not passed till 1824, four years afterthe prin- 
cipal pension law was passed. These facts do 
not sustain the statement of the honorable Sen- 
ator. Ele has instituted a comparison between 
the patriotism of South Carolina and Massa- 
chusetts, 

Mr. CALHOUN disclaimed this; and said he 
had alluded to the difference of payment made 
on the claims of the respective States. 

Mr. DAVIS. But these acts are not designed 
to reimburse States, but to pay individuals. If 
|| the records of the Revolution should be searched, 
| it would be ascertained that Massachusetts fur. 
nished one third of the whole army that achieved 
our independence. It is asserted’ that there are 
frauds, and frauds of a gross character, in rela- 
tion to these claims. If so, I am perfectly ready 
to have the names of the individuals guilty of 
them expunged from the pension roll; and not only 
that, but have them tried, and punished for the 
crime of perjury; but, ubless further evidence 
was brought forward than had as yet been ad- 
duced, he would not believe it to be the fact, It 
is not just to attach this odious charge to these 
venerated and respected individuals, towhom we 
owe the political blessings we enjoy, and even the 
| privilege of holding our seats here. 
| Mr. CALHOUN, in reply to Mr. Davis, said 
| that when he spoke of the pension system as” 
i having grown out of the protective system, he, of 
| course, excepted the act of 1818. That act (he 
| said) originated in mistake. {twas introduced 

and carried through by General Bloomfield; then: 


| 
|; 
| 
+ 


> 


| that had- been- expressed on all sides. Eeonomy,- 


to act in detail, and resist these extravagant ex- | 


willing to do that which economy as well as jus- | 


a Senator from New Jersey, who declared him- 
self willing to pledge his whole private fortune 
thatthe wholeamount necessary to provide for the 
| class of pensions introduced into that bill would 
not exceed two hundred thousand dollars. He, 
as Secretary of War, had to carry this act into 
effect; and, having made his calculations, the con- 
clusion he arrived at was thatit would require up- - 
wards of a million; but the amount expended 
under it, the very first year, was at least two mil- 
lions, though he exercised the utmost vigilance 
to keep down the expense. Had he executed the 
law in a liberal spirit, the expenditure would have 
exceeded three millions. 

After some further remarks from Mr. ©. in op- 


|| position to the pension system generally, and from 


Mr. Davis in reply, 

Mr. WALL said: My honorable friend from 
Missouri has said that this was an unusual course, 
| and was calculated to retard the passage of, and 
| defeat the bill to which it was offered as an amend- 
ment. But not so, sir. We passed this bill at the 
last session, and, taking care of ourselves, neg- 
|| lected to make provision for the payment of these 
|| old women; and we are called on by every motive 
i, of justice to doit now. Where is the difference 
between the bill and the amendment which is of- 
fered to it? What gives us the power to pass the 
| bill for our compensation? Because it is a ‘law 
| upon the statute-book.’ What gives’ these old 
women a claim upon our justice? Because a law 
i granting them compensation is upon the statute- 
i book; and because I make a motion to that effect, 
i! the honorable gentleman takes occasion to charge 
|, me with an intention to defeat the passage of the 


a ` i 
though they might because they deemed it out of iF 
place. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. : 
Carnoux) designates it as a mode of getting rid | 


propriety, apply this to any other | 


rendered, and not a gratuity at all. The Senator i 


H 


appropriation bill and embarrass the operations 
‘| of the Government. My honorable friend should 
i| have considered well before he made this charge.. 
| Ele has done me great injustice. I rejoice that I 
| had the opportunity of making this ‘motion. I 
:: could not have looked my constituents in the face 
| had I neglected to provide for these poor, aged, 
| and helpless women, tottering on the brink of the 
|| grave, in this inclement season, without a mouth- 
i A of food for sustenance, or house to shelter 
‘| them. ‘ 
| Mr. BENTON said the Senator from New Jer: 
| Sey was mistaken in supposing that he charged 
him with a design to defeat this bill. He spoke 
i; only of the consequences resulting from mixing 
(| Up incongruous matter in the saime bill, As: the 
gentleman from New Jersey was so anxious about 
these widows, he would ask him if those who 
| were married on the second day of January, 1794, 
j; Were not as much entitled to pensions as those 
i| who were married on the first? Would-not every 
|| word of his pathetic appeal apply as well in be- 
|i half of all those who were married up to this day 
| 
i 


i 
Et 


| as to those who were married previous to Ist Jan- 
i} uary, 1794? 
| Mr. MORRIS expressed great satisfaction at 
the discussion of this subject which had taken 
| place. For his own part he was doubtful whether 
|! or not he should vote for this amendment. While 
|| he was opposed to our whole system of pensions, 
|| he acknowledged the obligation to provide for the 
l| carrying out the laws already enacted. Placed as 
ii he was on the Committee on Pensions, he occu- 
|; pied a false position. . He doubted the propriety 
i and beneficial tendency of the system, and thought 
| that it was the parent of innumerable frauds. He 
| agreed with the honorable Senator from South 
|| Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] that it was time for us 
i| to pause in this business; to stop and look round 
| us; that we might not only, by hasty and ill-ad- 

: vised measures, do much mischief by creating 
| demands upon the Treasury and exhausting the 
| means of the Government, but, by a false and 
| pernicious. system of gratuities, do an injury to 
į thosé whom it was intended to benefit. The law 


; Of last session was passed against his better judg- 
iment. [Mr. M. here went into a recapitulation 
f the reasons that induced the Committee on 
| Pensions to report the bill.] He contended that 
ty; all pensions are gratuities. The 
rs Into service for the pay and emolu- 
ments of his rank, and-all that he receives over 
nd-above isa gratuity. - When the Treasury is 
rainéd, and we are sttaitened in our resources, 
e thought that ‘in any scheme of retrenchment 
ere gratuities should be the first expenditures to 
begin with” He was in favor of lopping off all 

Xtraneous and unnécesgary expenditures. ‘The 
| honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Da- 


3 


- property to their sons, 


1838: 


vis] 


epeatedly, that | 


has asserted, and asserted r 
though Senators objected to this appropriation, on 
accdunt of its being placed’ as an amendment toa : 
éommon appropriation bill, yet no Senator had | 
objected to the pension system, or would objec’ 
to the system. Ele should be happy to see some - 
gentleman submit a motion to instruct the Com- ; 
mittee on Pensions to bring in a bill repealing the | 
whole system, The honorable gentleman would = 
inced that there was one Senator ' 


then be convi 
at least who. would take a stand against all this 
sort of feeling and sympathy which had been en- 
gendered by an array of an army of old ladies | 
against us. . We should not permit our feclings : 
for ladies, either young. or old, to prompt us to: 
put our han 
pension bills find too easy access; they are passed 
too easily. I have known young athletic men to 
come before the committee and claim pensions; 
granted to their mothers or other relatives, and 
when granted, claim them as their own. Why, - 
it was made a mere business of; as soon as a law 
was passed, claims were hunted up by agents and | 
others that would have never been thought of.. 
Persons who have no disposition to enter into this 
business, are induced to do so by representations 
that their claim was as good as another’s; that 
the Treasury was full, and. Congress did not know 
what to do with the public money. ‘When the 
first act was passed, providing for the soldiers of 
the Reyolution who. were.in need of pecuniary: 
assistance, many of them were in comfortable cir, 
cumstances; ‘They were induced to’convey their 
took the.oath, of poverty, | 
ensions. Was notthisa fraud, : 
and a fraud tempted by the | 
legislatiom of this Government? Notwithstanding | 
the great number of persons on the pension list, | 
at least five claims were rejected to every one that | 
was granted, producing a great deal of hatred and | 
ill will to the Government, because every claimant ; 
thinks his claim, and his right to a pension, as ; 
good as another’s. 
With these views of the present pension sys- | 
tem, I am prepared to repeal it. I think it inju- | 
rious to the country, and of comparatively little | 
good to those intended to be benefited. Iam 
willing that the invalids and soldiers of the Rev- | 
olution should be provided for. As regards the 
act the appropnanon for which is under. consid- 
eration, he thought that, so far as due, the pen- 
sion should be paid, Until the law is changed 
we should comply with its provisions, but, the 
amount already called for under its provisions 
should warn us of the impolicy of continuing the 
system. Here are already one thousand women 
enrolled since last year, and how many more will 


and received their p 
morally speaking, 


be enrolled no one can tell. He hoped that some- | 


thing would be done by Congress at an early day | 

as a guide for the action of the Committee on Pen- 

sions; whether we should recommend those cascs 

that appealed to our sympathies, or those of 
whose justice our reason was convinced. He | 
thought the whole system was liable to objection; 
that, even to the aged veterans intended to be ben- 
efited by it, it has operated as an injury. By 
throwing them on the pittance of eight dollars a | 
month, they have been induced to neglect honest | 
industry, and have been brought to poverty. He 
hoped thatsome member, who had taken an active ` 
part in this discussion, would bring forward a 
proposition to repeal the law, and he would be | 
prepared to spread his views before the Senate | 
and the country. f 
Mr. PIERCE said: When I rose at the same ; 
moment with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Mor 
n1s,] it was with the intention of making some : 
explanations, which I considered due from the | 
ittee by whom the bill of last session, which | 


commi y 
has been so often referred to,was reported. Those | 
made, as I trust, satis- ` 


explanations lave been 
factorily, by the Senator who has just resumed 
his seat. 
The attention 
the progress of this debate, not only tothe pen- 
sion systeth generally, but, ag is not unusual here, | 
to various:other matters, historical, political, and : 
With these topics I have at present 


financial. 
nothing tó dö; and although I have very decided | 
opinions asto the inéquality and injustice of some | 
of the provisions of the various pension laws, and | 
a much stronger belief than, [could desire to en- | 
tertain of frauds perpetrated ‘under them, still the | 
proposition now pending to meet obligations im- i 


R 


ds into the public Treasury. These 4 


of the Senate has been called, in i! 


p 


H 


| orbitant fees have been d 


posed by existing laws does not appear to me to 
be the*appropriaté“one for diseussing the poli 
of past legislation. 
to this subject, I will say, in reply to a remark 
of the Senator near me, I shall probably have oc- 
casion to raise in a few days, by the introduction 
ofa bill to provide for the punishment of certain 
frauds committed on persons ‘claiming pensions; 
and for other purposes. f 
Whatever might have become the subjects of 
speculation in these times, when the imaginations 
of men seem to be unusually occupied with 
schemes for aequiri 


without labor, one would have expected that the 


soldiers of the Revolution and their widows might | 
ce of all men, how- i 
ut such is not the ; 
fact; as an American citizen, I say it with shame; | 
but the truth must be told; it must be told, for the ; 
protection of the feeble, the ignorant, and the ùn- | 
Such frauds, I am assured by inform- | 
and in part: 
artment which has charge of this | 


have escaped the grasping avari 
ever destitute of principle. B 


suspecting. 
ation derived from various sources, 
from the Dep 
subject, are extensive as they are disgr 
For the 


aceful. 


an appropriation, to make, a few remarks. 

I have been-informed, and believe itto be true, 
that the passage of the law of July last, and the 
passage of preceding laws ofa similar character, 
have been the signal for agents to traverse the 
country in every direction iñ search of the aged 
and imbecile persons therein provided. for;not 
with the laudable motive of assisting them to se- 
cure their rights at the least possible expense, 
but to practice upon their credulity, and impose 
upon their weakness and their ignorance. Itis 
notorious that contrac 
been made by such agents by 
ful, they were to receive a la 
amount w 
instances twenty-five per cent., in other 
cent., and insome even more; and in cases where 
no special contract has been made, the most eX- 
emanded and paid. Since 
I have received a letter 


which, if success- 
rge portion of the 


my arrival in this city, 
giving the name of a certain agent who obtained, 
during the last summer or the early part of au- 
tumn, a certificate for an aggd widow, under the 
act of 1836, by which she was entitled to receive, 
in September last; #600. ‘The money was duly 
paid, and the agent claimed arg retained for his 
services the sum of $250. F name this as an in+ 
dividual instance recently brought to my knowl- 
edge. A fair and liberal compensation for all 
services rendered and expenses incurred, in or- 
dinary cases, under the act of the last session, 
would be from five to ten dollars; 


being generally on file in the Department. 


It may be asked how the claimants are induced ; 
when the provisions of | 
the regulations of the De- | 
easy to be complied with, | 
ch exorbitant charges?.| 
The beneficiaries are | 
lks of life, | 


to make such contracts, 
the law are plain, and 
partment simple and 

and why they submit to su 
The answer is obvious. 

usually in the humble and obscure wa 
poor and infirm, imbecile through age, and igno- 
rant of the steps necessary to be taken, 
they are too much elated with the prospect of 
obtaining any.sum, however trifling, to relicve 
their immediate necessities, to cavil about terms; 


‘and they eagerly embrace the frst proffer of as- , 
the circum- + 
ihey should ; 
artful and dishonest | 
hing to do with the | 


sistance. Is it surprising, under all 
stances, that in their second childhood 
become the ready dupes of 
men? However, I have not 
means by which agents are enabled to cheat and 
defraud the pensioner. 
and L fear will continue to be done, as long as 
money shall be drawn from your Treasury for 
these purposes. Pensioners have been. robbed 
of no small portion of the pittance, intended. to 
be secured to them, and them alone. 
worse than robbed; for men who have so fat fo 
gotten their manhood, nay, who have so entirely 
cast off all sense of honor and 
as tó speculate upon and 
soldiers, or the helpless 
vive them, are sunk.in d 
the level of the brigand, 


widows who may sur- 
race infinitely below 
who openly confronts 


ee 
That question, as epplicable 


ng sudden and abundant riches | 


benefit of successful claimants, who may 
draw their first payments before the bill to which | 
L have'referred can be considered by Congress, 1 
desire at this time, and upon this proposition for 


ts have not unfrequently: i 


hich should first be drawn; in many | 
s fifty per | 


in very few į 
instances should such compensation excced-the | 
latter sum, the evidence of the husband’s service ! 


Besides, . 


The thing has been done; : 


Yes, Sir, j 


common honesty, | 
p adér revolutionary | 


you upon the highway l 
Thus much Uhave‘thought itm 


i to 


2 tor 
Mo 


put persons entitled to pensions upon their gua 
against these cormorants; and I hope ‘that’ 
remarks may fall not önly under the observation: 
of the agents, who have argus eyes for every. 
thing relatingto this subject, but that they may: 
reach some of the worthy ‘claimants. | If rs 
shall have any efféct'in’ preventing injast s 
extortion, my object will be attained: 
agreements as I have before ‘allided tö arë có 
ceived and consummated in fratid, and idis: 
rect violation ‘of the spirit and ihtention of the 
law. They are in no way’ obligatory, legally” 
or morally, and should be sò regarded by ‘the: 
pensioner. : see ae eH Raa 
Mr. WRIGHT made a briéf explanation ‘of 
the reasons which’ prevented the Committed ‘on 
Finance from recommending this” amendment” 
when applied to to do'so by the Senator from New 
ersey. Although’ he thought that this appro? 
priation ought to be made, inasmuch as it was 
called for by an express law of Congress, which ” 
all admitted oaght’ to be carried ‘into effect; yet, 
as it was an appropriation sui generis, and Nad” 
always been provided for by the Houst of F 
resentatives ‘in’ a separate’ bill, he thought" it" 
ought not to be ingrafted ‘on the’ bill’then before « 
them, and’ would prefer its” corning" from 
House of Representatives, where it ought prope 
rizinate, in a'bill of its ow en 
|| “Mr. BUCHANAN did not intertd to’ 


i 


j 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


hei an attempt: 
tointroddce adlarge a 
bill, this’ 
T 4 i 
hé people’ must origt 
ate in the House of Representatives; but after the! 
money has gone into the Treasury, it was iving 
up too much. by the Senate to admit that they’ 
have no right to originate an appropriation, of it.. 
Mr. WRIGHT explained... He never doubted 
the right of the Senate, as claimed by'the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania; he only spoke of the. 
practice. i E RP as 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that the-question 
of practice, and not of power; for, on that occa 
sion, gentlemen were very ready to exercige th 
latter, Though it had not been the practice. in 
that body, since he had been there, yet to‘appro-, 
priation bills of that nature, coming from “the 
House, Targo appropriations had been ‘added. 
he were to admit that the Senate ought“ho i 
originate such bills, the case presented: “by” the | 
Senator from New Jersey” be | tep 
As to. those w 
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faith of the Government was pledged. 
was a proposition to carry into effect-an ex 
law, he must vote in the affirmative; but if it were 
|| not a proposition to carry into éxecution ‘an exist- 
ing law, he must. ‘consider that there was some 
force in the objections of gentlemen who had. 
opposed ft. mii n Sn aa HAE 
Mi, STRANGE said that he should. ‘vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from New. 
Jersey, for most of the reasons assigned by. the 
géntlemen who had opposed it. He disliked taking 
up this: matter of importance and connecting: it 
with a matter of equal importance wholly-dissim- 
ilar to.it. In order to enable Senators to come to | 
a correct conclusion with regard to it, it ought to 
stand on its own merits. It had been suggested, 
in the course of the debate, that there was a gen- 
eral law requiring these pensions, to be paid at 
stated periods—in March and September. Now 
there certainly was time enough between thig an 
March to provide for the cases embraced 
amendment, and the arrearages could be 
till that time. Butthis wasa matter of 2} 
portance, and nota vague juestion of © ? 


Ba 


only. ‘He believed that it was par 
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system of raising the. public. money; and then 
spending it. He waa not prepared to say whether 
this was a question of public faith; but, at all | 
events, there ought to be an inquiry into the pro- 
priety of making the expenditure. He would 
not, however, have troubled the Senate at this | 
late period of the day, but for the purpose of | 
bringing to light some. facts very appropriate at 
“this time, when economy and retrenchment had 
been so much spoken of. At the last session he 
had the honor to.say, in reply to charges of prod- 
igality and extravagance that had been made | 
against the Administration and its friends,that the 
Opposition itself was to blame for most of the 
 eXtravagance that had been committed; and he i 
had further said that the proof of this would be | 
found by a reference to the Journals. His col- 
league the other day had repeated the same thing, 
and as the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. | 
Davis] had joined. issue with him, and had chal- 
lenged the production of proof, it would be an 
admission of erroneous assertion on their part if | 
they-did not bring it forward. ! 
Repeated efforts had been made by those in the | 
Opposition to inculcate the belief that the Admin- | 
istration was guilty of the greatest eXtravagance, 
and the only way to meet these charges was to 
come forward with the proof. He had had but little 
opportunity since the charge was made of sup- 
plying himself with all the proof that could be 
found; buthe had, however, turned over the leaves 
of the Journal. since the last session, and found 


that every charge made by his colleague was fully || 
substantiated. IIe would cite a few cases for the 
information of the Senate, by which they might 
judge of the whole. He found at the last session 
that the bill for the continuation of the Cumber- i| 
land road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illi- 
nals, was several times before the Senate; and ag 
this bill involved a heavy expenditure, he would 
refer to it first in order: 

; ¢ On-motion of Mr. Eur ron to. postpone the specia! order, 
for the purpose of taking up this bill, the yeas and nays 
were nearly equally divided; and he admiited that there 
were some gentlemen on both sides wlio voted against, it. 

The yeas were, Messrs, Allen, Bayard, stay of Ken- 
tuckyy a Hifeaden, Davis, Fulton, Knight, Merrick, Morris, 
Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Seyier, Smith of Indi- 
ana, Switt, Tallmadge, Tipton, Webster, White, and Young. | 

“Those who voted in the negative were, Messrs, Ben- | 
ton, ‘Brown, Calhoun, Clayton, Cuthbert, Hubbard, King, 
Lion, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
Roane, Btrange, Trotter, Walker, Wall, Williams, and 
Wright? : 

Now, in discussing this subject, he had always 
admitted that some few of the Administration | 
party, for particular reasons, could always be | 
found to vote for a number of these expenditures, | 

Again: 

“On motion hy Mr. Norvens to lay this bill on the table, 
it was decided in the negative—-yeas 18, nays 19, 

“The yeas were, Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, McKean, 
Mawon, Nicholas, Norvell, Rives, Roane, Walker, Wall, 
and Williams, 

“The nays were, Messrs. Allen, Benton, Clay of Ken- 
tucky, Crittenden; Grandy, Knight, Merrick, Morris, Rob- 
inson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tatimadge, 
Tipton, Trotter, Webster, White, and Young? 


In page 328 of the Journal it will be found that | 


“The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
the bill. making appropriations for certain roads in the Ter- í 
ritory of Wisconsin; and having been amended, it was re- 
ported to the Senate. . 

“On motion by Mr. WALKER, further to amend the bint 
by adding thereto the following proviso: ‘ Provided always, 
‘That nothing contained in this aci shall be construed as to 
imply.that the United States are pledged, or in any manner 
bound, to, make any appropriations m future to make or 
construct said roads, or any part or portion of them,’ it was 
detetninedin' the affrmative-—yeas 23, nays 17. 

€ Those who voted in the affirmative were, Messrs. Al- 
len, Calhoun; Clay of Alabama, Grandy, King, Lumpkin, | 
Lyon, outon, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, 
Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, ‘Smith of Connecticut, Strange, 
Switt, ‘Trotter, Walker, White, and Williams. 

« Those who votedin the negative. were, Messrs. Bayard, 
Benton, Buchanan, Clay. of Kentucky, Clayton, Davis, 
Fulton, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, Prentiss, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Indiana, Tipton, Webster, and Young.” 


Here was a measure (Mr. S. said) which had 
a tendency to pledge the country for heavy future 
expenditures; and, in order to avoid this, the 
amendment was introduced by the Senator from 
Mississippi. It was very gasy tosee whether the 
measure. was supported by the friends of the Ad- 
ministration or not. In perfect fairness, he would 
now call their attention toa votein which it would 
be found that he himself voted on the side of cx- 
travagance. It was a case in which his constit- 


| Indiava, Strange, White, 


uenis were interested and where they expected 


act giving the assent of. Congress to the act of i 
‘ é ‘|  “ Those who voted in the affirmative were, Messrs. Bay- 


the Legislature of Virginia, incorporating the Fal- 
mouth and Alexandria Turnpike Road Company. 

Mr. S. here read the yeas and nays in which 
he was found voting in the affirmative. 

In page 414 of the Journal would be found the 
passage of the Cumberland road bill, which was 
passed by the following vote: 

* Those who voted in the affirmative were, 
Bayard, Benton, Bachanan, Clay 
Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, Grundy, Knight, Lina, 
Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, Robbins, 
Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tipton 
and Young. 


Webster, Wright, 


& Those who voted in the negative were, Messrs. Cal- | 


houn, Clay of Alabama, Clayton, Hubbard, King, Lyon, 
Mouton, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, 
Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Trotter, and Williams.” 


After citing the unanimous vote on the bill for 
the suppression of Indian hostilities, and which 


right to use Dr. Boyd Reilly’s vapor bath: 


On the question, ‘Shall this bill be engrossed and read 
the third tim 
15, nays 20. 


& Those who voted in the affirmative are, Messrs. Bay- 


22? j s de ieed i 2 ative— i E ae . 
c? di Was determieed in the negative—yeas ‘| that the amendment to the’bill which brought in 


i this class of pensioners, by which the pension 


him- to vote forit... lt was the amendment-of the | 


1 
Messrs. Allen, | 
of Kentucky, Crittenden, | 
McKean, | 
Robinson, Sevier, ; 


i| Mr. S. said no man had the hardihood to vote f 
against, Mr. S, referred to the bill to purchase the | 


ard, Clay of Kentucky; Crittenden, Fulton, Grundy, Knight,’ | 


Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, McKean, 
inson, Sevier, and Swift. 


Merrick, Prentiss, Rob- į 


& Those who voted in the negative arc, Messrs. Allen, į 


Buchanan, Clay of Alabama, 
Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, 
of Connecticut, Stange, T 


rotter, Wall, White, Williams, 
Wright, and Young.” 


How many ofthe O 
against this expenditure ? 

On page 519 would be found 
appropriations for building lig! 
boats, beacon lights, buoys, and 
veys; the question on takin 
decided—yeas 23, nays 14: 


“The yeas were, Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Davis, Hubba 


it-houses, light- 
for making sur- 
g up this bill was 


Ruggles, Smith of Conneetient, Smith of Indiana, Tall- 
madge, Wail, Williams, and Wright. 

“'Tiiose who voted ia the negative were, 
Benton, Clay of Alabama, 
Merrick, Pierce, Preston, 
and Young.” 

How many of the Opposition (Mr. S. asked) 
were found voting against this measure? 
very late period of the lust night of the sessi 
rose for the purpose $f stopping this bill; but it 
being found that a quorum was not present, he 
was prevailed u 
the yeas and nays, as it would have 
all the other business of the Senate. 

The next vote to which 
the bill explanatory of the act regulating the pay 
and emoluments of the brevet officers: 

On the question ¢ Shall th 
a third time? it was determined in the aflirmative—yeas 
20, nays 18, 

**"Phose who voted in the affirmative were. 
Bayard, Benton, Clay of Alabama, Ci 
ton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, Knight, Merrick, Nich- 
olas, Norvell, Preston, Rives, Roane, Ruggles, Tallmadge, 
Trotter, and Wall. 

«Those who voted the negative were, Messrs. Brown, 
srundy, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, 
Pierce, Prentiss, Robinson, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Williams, 


How many of the O 
voted against this bill? 

The harbor bill (Mr. S. continued 
half-past four o’clock, on the 6th of 
tion of Mr. Davis. Mr. 
Journal as follows: 

‘On motion of Mr. Davis, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to provide for certain harbors, 
and for the removal of obstructions in and at the mouths of 
certain rivers, and for other purposes, during the year 1838, 
it was determined in the afirmative—yeas 18, nays 11. 

“Those who voted in the affirmative were, Messrs. Bay- 


r Messrs. Allen, 
Crittenden, Fulton, Lumpkin, 
Roane, Robinson, Sevier, White, 


on he 


Messrs. Allen, 


pposition (Mr. S. asked) 


) came up at 
July, on mo- 
S. here read from the 


ard, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Hubbard, Lyon, Merrick, | 
diana, South- | 


Niles, Norvell, Robbins, Sevier, Smith of Ini 
ard, Valimadge, Tipton, Webster, Williams, and Wright. 

* Those who voted in the negative were, Messrs, Brown, 
Clay of Alabama, Fulton, King, Lumpkin, Nicholas, Pierce, 
Preston, Trotter, Wall, and White.” 


How many of the ppposition voted against 
taking up this bill, whic involved such heavy 
expenditures? f 


Mr. S. said that he would trouble the Senate | 
e Indian ap- | 


with one more case, and that was th 
Propriation bill, to which Mr. Wurre offered an 
amendment appropriating $150,000 for subsist- 
ence and expenses of such Indians west of the 


the bill making | 


rd, King, Knight, Lyon, Í 
McKean, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Prentiss,Rives, ; 


Ata | 


pon not to persist in calling for | 
puta stop to | 
he would advert, was | 


is bill be engrossed, and read | 


ay of Kentucky, Clay- | 


Wright, and Young.” | 


Clayton, Hubbard, King, : 
Norvell, Roane, Ruggles, Smith i 


pposition were found Voting | 


Mississippi, who, by. reason of the recent emi- 
gration, &c., were unable to subsist themselves: 


i e; hi = 
| ard, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, 
| Davis, Fulton, King, Linn, Mouton, Nicholas, Ireston, 
| Rives, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, South- 


“ Those who voted in the negative were, Messrs. Allen, 
; Brawn, Clay of Alabama, Clay of Kentucky, flubbard, 
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Con. 
necticut, Strange, Wall, and Wiliams.” 

How many of the Opposition were found vot- 
ing against this bill? He had no doubt of the 
fact that he could go through ‘the whole Journal 
and produce similar results. In truth, almost 
any proposition would meet the views of some 
few friends of the Administration. But let the 
facts go before ‘the country; he wished to pro- 
duce no false impression. If the charge of ex- 
travagance recoiled on the Opposition, why, let 
it be known. His only object in making this 
explanation was to meet the challenge of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. : 

After some remarks from Mr. ALLEN, 


i, ard, Tallmadge, Tipton, Webster, and White. 


j 
ii Mr. BENTON explained that he had just ex- 
| 


amined the Journals of last session, and found 


i| list was swelled up some two or ‘three millions, 
|| was made and adopted, not only without the yeas 
| and nays, but without even a division, It was 
thus seen that an affair of this magnitude crept 
i| into their legislation without being noticed by 
‘| any Senator present. i : 
i| A motion was made by Mr. CRITTENDEN to 
amend the amendment by inserting: 

And provided further, That the act of July 7, 1838, be 
repealed after the 3d of March, 1839, 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxrspay, December 18, 1838. 


The first business in order was the motion made 
yesterday by Mr. Wise not to receive the peti- 
tion presented by Mr. Reen from certain inhab- 
itants of Nantucket, praying Congress to open 
international relations with the Republic of Hayti. 

Mr. GRENNELL, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House at some length in sup- 
port of the right of petition—a right, he insisted, 
which had never been denied by the veriest des- 
pot on earth. He then expatiated on the great 
advantages that would accrue to this country by 
Opening commercial negotiations with, and ac- 
knowledging the independence of, Hayti, where 
we now labored under great disadvantages, owing 
to the inequality of duties between goods carried 
in American vessels and in those of other nations 
which had recognized. the nationality of that Re- 
public. Mr. G. admitted that it did look to one 
sort of abolition, and that alone—the abolition of 
national distinctions founded on color—to which 
n was ata loss to conceive any possible objec- 
ion, 

Mr. FILLMORE e 


; xpressed a hope that the 
question would be taken one way or the other, so 
as to allow other petitions to be presented. 

Mr. LOOMIS then demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. WISE m 
table; which too 
the 


oved to lay the subject on the 
1 k precedence of the demand for 
revious question, : 
r. REED called fo 
were ordered. 

Mr. CUSHING inquired whether, if Mr. 
Wise’s motion prevailed, it would not be, in sub- 
ee equivalent to refusing to receive the pe- 

tion? i 

The SPEAKER replied that the petition would 
remain in the hands of the gentleman offering to 
present it; and the’motion to receive would lie on 
the table, subject to be taken ‘up at any future 
time the House might feel disposed to do so. 

Mr. CUSHING: hen, in point of fact, the 
petition will not have been received? = ` 

The SPEAKER, Tt will not. 

‘The question being taken, was decided in the 
oes 65, nays 421; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks n, Byr I 
Cambreleng, William B Ga pe Jona eae ee ee: 
Chapman, Cheatham, Cleveland, Clowney; Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Crockett, Cushman,’ Dawson; Dennis, Glascock, 


r the yeas and nays; which 


James Graham, Grantland. Graves, Griffin ji i 
3 mma wand, Graves, Griffin, Hamer, Harri- 
‘son, Hawkins, ‘Haynes, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry 
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Johnson, William C. Johnson, John W. Jones, Legare, 
Lewis, Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, Mattia, Abraha 
McClellan, Miller, Montgomery, Pearce, Pope, Pratt, Ren- 
cher, Rhett, Robertson, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles | 
Shepard, Shields, Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stuart; Talia- į 
ferro, John White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, 
_ Joseph L. Williams, Christopher U.Williams, Wise, Word, 
and Yell—6d. < 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Andrews, Atherton, 
Aycrigg, Beatty, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, | 
Bond, Borden, Briggs, Bronson, Buchanan, Wiliam B. Cal- 
houn, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Childs, Cofin, Corwin, 
Cranston, Cushing, Darlington, Davee, Davies, De Graff, 
Dromgovle, Duncan, Dunn, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Far- 
rington, Fairfield, Richard Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, Fin- 
more, Foster, Fry, James Garland, Giddings, William Gra- 
ham, Grant, Greanell, Haley, Hat, Hammond, Harlan, 
Harper, Hastings, Henry, Herod, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Ingham, Thomas, B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel 
Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lincoln, 
Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, May, Maxwell, McKay, 
McKennan, Menefee, Mercer, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, 
Murray, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, 
Peck, Petrikin, Phelps, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, 
Reed, Ridgway, Rives, Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, 
Sheffer, Sheplor, Sibley, Slade, Snyder, Spencer, Stratton, 
‘Taylor, Thomas, Tillinghast, Toland, Toucey, ‘Turney, 
Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Weeks, Albert 
8. White, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Worthington, 
and Yorke—1l21. 


So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
table. 
The question recurred on the demand for the 
. previous question. 
. The previous question was ‘séconded, and the 
main question ordered. i 
The main question, being, ‘* Shall this petition | 
be. reccived ‘by the House??? was then pro- | 
pounded. ` ae / 
Mr. CUSHMAN asked for the yeas and nays 
thereon; which, being ordered, were—yeas 157, 
nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, John W. Allen, An- 
drews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Bell, 
Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Boon, Gorden, Bronson, , 
Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, William B. | 
Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Cheathain, | 
Childs, Cleveland, Ciowney, Coffin, Conuor, Corwin, 
Craig, Crary, Cranston, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, 
Davee, Davies, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Bd- 
wards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Farrington „Richard Fletcher, | 
Isaac Fletcher, Fillmore, Foster, Fry, James Garland, Gid- 
dings, Goode, William Graham, Grantland, Grant, Graves, 
Gray, Grennell, Haley, Hail, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, | 
Harrison, Harper, Hastings, Henry, Herod, Holt, Hopkins, į 
Howard, Hubley Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jaek- | 
son, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John | 
W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Lead- | 
better, Lincoln, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Max- | 
well, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Me- į 
Kennan, Menefee, Mercer; Milligan, Mitchell, Montgomery, | 
Morgan, Murray, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Parker, Parmenter, i 
Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Peck, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, i 

| 
l 
lf 


Potts, Pratt, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, 
Ridgway, Rives, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, 
Sheplor, Sibley, 
Straton, Taylor, ‘Thomas, 
Tumey, Underwood, Vail, 
ster, Weeks, Albert S. White, 


Tillinghast, ‘Toland, Toucey, 
Vanderveer, Wagener, Web- 
John White, Whittlesey, | 


Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph u Williams, j; 


Christopher H. Williams, Worthington, and Yorke—157. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Calhoon, John Campbell, Coles 

Crockett, Dawson, Dennis, Glascock, James Graham, Grif- 

fin, Hawkins, Haynes, Jenifer, William C. Johnson, Legare, | 

Lewis, Lyon, Mallory, Martin, Miller, Pope, Rhett, Robert 

son, Augustine. H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard. Shields, | 

ly Sone Towns, Lewis Williams, Wise, Word, and 
ell—~32, 


So the petition was received, 


Mr. REED then moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. STUART moved to lay the petition on 
the table. 

Mr: REED demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which, being ordered, were—yeas 
84, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Atherton, Avcrigg, Ranks, Beatty, 
Beirne, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. Campbell, John 
Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Cheat- 
ham, Cleveland, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crockett, 
Dawson, Dennis, Farrington, Glascock, James Grabam, 
Grantland, Griffin, Hall, Halsted, Hammond, Hamer, Har- 
rison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hubley, Jabez Jackson, 
TIenry Johnson, Josepli Johnson, William C. Johnson, Na- 
thaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Legare, Lewis, Lyon, 
James M. Mason, Martin, Maury, Robert McClellan, Abra- 
ham MċéClelan, Menefee, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Parker, Paynter, Pearce, Petrikin, Pope, Pratt, Rencher, 
Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Augustine H. Sbepperd, 
Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Southgate, Stanley, ; 
Stuart, Stone, Taliaferro, Titus, Towns, Wagener, 
Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christopher H. Williams. 
Wise, Word, Worthington, and Yell—24. 

NAYS—Messrs..Adams, Alexander, John W. Allen, Ai 
derson, Andrews, Bicknell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Brigg 
Bronson, Buchanan, William’ B. Cathoun, Casey, Clar 
Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, 
Davee, Davies, De Graff, Dromgoolc, Duncan, Dunn, Ed- 
wards, Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, 
Fillmore, Foster, Fiy, Giddings, Goode, William Graham, 
Grant, Gray, Grennell, Haley, Haran, Harper, Hastings: 


Lewis | 


acted on heretofore in similar 


Henry; Hered, Topkins, Howard, Ingham, Thomas B. 
Jackson, Jenifer, Kemble, Keanedy, Klingensmit}, Lead- 
better, Lincoln, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, McKen- 
nan, Milligan, Morgan, Murray, Naylor, Noble, Noyes, 
Ogie, Parmenter, Peck, Phelps, Piumer, Potts, Putnam, 
Rariden, Randolph; Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Russel, 
Saltonstall, Sheffer, Sibley, Slade, Snyder, Spencer, Strat- 
ton, ‘Taylor, 
ney, Underwood, Vail, Webster, Weeks, Albert S. White, 
John White, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Williams, and Yorke—105. - - 


So the House refused to lay the petition on the 


table; and it was then referred:to the Committee | 


on Foreign Affairs. . f 

“Mi. WISE said, being in a minority of thirty- 
two, he gave up. the fight, and withdrew his 
motion made yesterday to reconsider the same 
reference of a similar petition presented by Mr. 
GRENNELL. 

Petitions and memorials, chiefly on the subject 
of abolition, &c., were presented by Messrs. 
LINCOLN, FLETCHER, HASTINGS, CAL- 


HOUN, and SALTONSTALL, of Massachu-, 


setts. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL presenting a petition 
similar to the others in relation to Hayti, 

Mr. LEGARE objected to its reception, and 
went on to point out the distinction between a 
bona fide petition asking, as a commercial ques- 
tion, for the interchange of relations between the 
two countries, and those from the Abolitionists, 
got.up for the purpose of subserving the ends and 
designs they had in view. Mr. L. then argued 


| that the Constitution did not prohibit the House 


from refusing to receive a petition, any more than 
by giving full freedom of speech it authorized 
licentiousness of speech or blasphemy; and cited 
various cases in support of this ground, in the 
British Parliament, from “ Hatsell’s Precedents. 3? 

Mr. CUSHMAN then said that, at the rate 


they were going on, no business would be done | 


during the session; and, to aid in progressing it, 
he demanded the previous question; but it was 
not sustained by the House—ayes 66, noes 79. 

Mr. PETRIKIN then moved that the House 
adjourn: lost—75 to 89. 

‘Mr. SALTONSTALL then proceeded to re- 
ply to-Mr. Lecare, and denied the imagined con- 
nection which that gentleman had contended for. 


He also denied the power of the House to refuse | 


to receive any and all petitions whose language 
was in respectful terms, and cited the amendment 
of the Constitution on this subject to show that 
the right of petition had been secured to the peo- 
ple on the broadest possible ground. In the pres- 
ent case, he insisted, the petitioners. asked only 


| for a legitimate object, an object within the power 
Slade, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, |; leg Jeet J p 


of Congress, and which Congress had repeatedly 
cases. He again 
denied that this subject was contiected with that 
of abolition, though he was prepared to meet the 
latter, and expressed a hope that the time was not 
far distant when that question would be met, and 
deliberately and calmly discussed, both by the 
North and the South. 

Mr. HARRISON then renewed the motion to 
adjourn; which prevailing, 

Phe House adjourned. 


The following gentlemen were appointed as the 


Committee on the Library: Messrs. Porg, CLEVE- 


LAND, and McCivre. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespary, December 19, 1838. 


Hon. Ricuarnp M. Jouxson, Vice President of 


the United States and President of the Senate, 


and Mr. Movrtow, Senator from the State of Lou- 


isiana, appeared in their places in the Senate. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


to. he fer 
Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition and pa- 
pers of John Boyd, praying to be placed on the 


Thomas, ‘Tillinghast, Toland, Toucey, Tur- i 


petision list intonsdquiente of disabilities: 
i in the late war with Great Britain: which waste 


ferred to the Committee on Pi 


Public Lands. he ves 
On motion óf Mr. RIVES, etetal pe 

and papers on the files of the last session Werte 

referred to appropriate Committees. E 


NOTICES. OF BILLS. E 


| row ask leave to introduce a bill, for the ‘peliet of 
! J. and W. Beeson and others, ve 
| Mr. NICHOLAS gave notice that to-morrow 
| he would ask leave to bring-in a bill for the relief 
| X “ is x 


i ted States. rik oe 
Mr, FULTON gave notice that, to-morrow he. 


us 


i other land in lieu thereof.. 


| would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
| of James M. White. RER 


morrow ask leave to introduce a bill allowing 
i| equitable commissions to agents for persons in 
| whose favor awards have been made under trea- 
| ties with foreign Powers, which awards have been 
i 


| to the United States. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


$ # 

| Mr. RIVES, on leave,and in pursuance of no- 
| tice given, introduced a bill to explain and amend 
| the fifth section of the act of June 30, 1834, for 
| the better organization of the United States ma- 
i rine corps; which was read twice and referred, 


‘| Mr. NOR 


| of Michigan, instead of other | 


fl reférred. 
i Mr. N. also, 


| on leave, and in ‘putsuance! of 
: notice given, introduced a bill authorizing the 


i 


| President of the United States to cause certain 
| surveys to be made; which was read twice and 


erred. 

Mr. ROANE, on leave, and i ce of 
notice given, introduced a bill giving ‘the assent 
of Congress to an act of the Genera Assembly 
of the State of ‘Virginia, inearporaring” the Pal 


hay 


n pursuance of 


i Pp BROREN a f 


Ore. 


| would ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize... 
the inhabitants of a certain township in Arkan-. 
| sas to surrender their school section, and enter. . 


Mr. NILES gave notice that to-morrow he.. | 


| Mr HUBBARD gave notice that he would to- i 


retained in the Treasury in payment of debts due. 


P December 19, 


|} structed to inquire into the ex 


olution of the. Senate. directing. an inquiry into 
the..expediency of paying Captain. Snodgrass’s 
company of ‘Alabama volutiteers, for services as 
an escort to the Cherokees, reported a ‘bill for 
their relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading, Get A. 

Mr. RIVES, from the. Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which. had béén réferred the bill regu- 
lating the pay of masters in the Navy, reported 
the same without amendment. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that, in perusing ‘the 
late report of the Secretary of the Navy, he had 
becn much pleased with its brevity, as well as 
clearness. In one respect, however, he had béer 
disappointed ; and that was, that the Secretary had 
j notalluded toa subject which now occupied much 
attention in both France and England; he referred 
to steam vessels of war. If the accounts which 
we had received from both these countries were 
to be credited, these vessels must eventually, in 
aconsiderable degree, supersede all others in naval 
warfare. It would seem that the Governments of 
these two countries entertained this opinion, as 
there appeared recently to have been an emula- 
tion between them which should construct and 
employ the greatest number of these vessels in the 
shortest time. Mr. B. did not profess to be a com- 
petent judge in this question; but it was one of 
such importance as to demand the serious consid- 
eration of those who were; and it was solely for 
the purpose of directing ‘public attention, as well 
as that of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to this 
subject, that he had offered the resolution. If 


for attack and defense as they were represented 
to be, both in French and English publications, 
our country would be placed in a most unfortu- 
nate condition in case of a war with either of those 
two nations. We must advance as the world ad- 
vances; and it would be a signal disgrace that we, 
who were the first successfully to apply steam in 
propelling commercial vessels, should suffer by 
being the last in using it on vessels of war. Mr. 
B. hoped that, if the Committee on Naval Affairs 
should satisfy themselves of the utility of steam 
vessels for warlike purposes, we should not close 
this session without providing for the construc- 
tion of one or more of them. Even the most skill- 
ful officers of our Navy would require much ex- 
perience, he presumed, before they could become 
well qualified to command and manage a steam 
vessel. The French and the English were both, 
at this very moment, training their naval officers 
in this important service, on board of such ves- 
sels. 

Mr. B. then submitted 
which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
A N pediency of providing for the 
construction of one or more steam vessels of war, and their 
| employment in the naval service, 

Mr. BENTON observed that this subject of 
steam batteries was not a new one. It had been 
several years ago recommended to the considera- 
tion of Congress, by the Secretary of War, both 
in relation to coast and harbor defense; this re- 
port would be found among the detailed state- 
ments of the War Department. The report went 


the following resolution; 


46 
mouth and Alexandria Railroad Company; which | 
was read twice and referred. i i] 

“Mr. Rialsọ, on. leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill concerning. the 
estates of lunatics and infants; which was read 
twice and referred: he Bs 
- Mr. CALHOUN, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
the heirs-at-law,.of Edward Wade; which was 
read twice and referred. ` es | 
= Mr. HUBBARD, on. leave, and in’ pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief oh 
Dr. Samuel White; which was read twice an 
referred. E bho 

Mr. ROBINSON, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill establishing a ! 
surveyor general’s office in Illinois. 

Mr. ‘YOUNG, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice. given, introduced a bill granting to the 
Mississippi and Rock River Canal Company a 
certain, portion of the public lands for the pur- 
poses therein expressed. 

Mr. Y. also, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill granting to the Ga- 
lena and Chicago Railroad Company the right | 
of way through the public lands, and for other 
purposes. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTERS. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
bill relinquishing to the State of Alabama her two 
per cent. fund, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALKER, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill directing the 
President of the United States to cause certain 
lead mines. in Minois, Wisconsin, and Towa, to 
be offered’ for sale, reported the same without 
amendment. E 

Mr. FULTON, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill for the relief of 
certain citizens of Arkansas, who lost their im- 

rovements in consequence of the treaty with the 
hoctaw Indians, reported the same without 
amendment. | ; f 

“Mr. ROANG, from the Committee for the Dis- | 
trict'of Columbia, reported, without amendment, 
the bill for the support of the penitentiary in said 
District.) TA i 

Mr, R., from the same committee, reported a 
bill to amend the act establishing a criminal court 
in the Districtof Columbia, i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to which had been re- 
ferred the memorial of James H. Clarke, reported 
a bill for his relief’; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading, 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whieh had been 
referred the message of the President and the 
report of the Postmaster Gencral on the subject, | 
reported a bill regulating the transmission of the 
mails upon railroads; which. was read and ordered 
toa second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on. 
Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of Peter Bargy, reported a bill for his relief; which | 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. H, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of John Kurtz, 
surviving partner of Bowie & Kurtz, reported a 
bill for the relief of the owners of the ship Alle- 
ghanys which was read and ordered to a second | 
roading, 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian: 
Atuir sto which had been referred the bill for 
the protection of the emigrant and other Indians 
west. of: Missouri and Arkansas, reported the 
same without amendment. 

: Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Claims 


= A ` S b A E 
to which had been referred the bills for the relief | 


of Joseph Banks and Ephraim Sprague, reported `| 


the same without amendment, 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which bad been referred the bill 


for the relielof the Se 
Company, rey 
Mr. TIPTON, from the sa 
whieh had been referred the bill for the relief of! 
the Georgia and Alabama 
reported the same without amendment, ` 
: Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili-! 
tary Affairs, to which had been refetred the res: 


Ima and Tennessee Railroad : 


me committee, to | 


© tendon of the Nav 
y Ue subject that he had introdne 


vorted the samewithoutamendment. | of inquiry? Ail the 


Railroad. Company, ! 


into a description of the nature of the vessels rec- 
ommended, as well as the situation of the coasts 
and harbors recommended to be defended by 
them, . 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed: that he never 


moved in any subject of ‘this kind without frst 
obtaining all the information it possessed. Hei: 


certainly was not ignorant of all that had been 
done by the War Department on the subject, but 
it was not coast and harbor defense only that 
his resolution contemplated, but it referred to the 
building of steam vessels of war to act on the 
ocean. ft was for the purpose of calling the at- 
al'Committee and the public to 
ed his resolu- 
tion. What was the difficulty? Was not the 
object embraced in the resolutión a proper subject 
scientific naval officers of the 
{most powerful nations in the world were not 
| only turning their attention to the subject, but, 
| what was more, were training. their officers ‘to 
naval warfare in stcam vessels. Daring the last 
; Summer he had received mare than one dozen of 
tin Europe. 


: ee 
steamships of war should prove to be as efficient 


Mr. DAVIS.was much obliged to the Senator 
from: Pennsylvania, for bringing-this subject to 
the notice of the Senate. He should advocate his 
motion, and hoped the Naval Committee would 
give their serious attention to the subject, and 
report what information they may collect to the 
Senate and the country. In Great Britain and 
Frence this subject. had occupied a-great deal of 
attention, and in this country it had not been 
entirely overlooked. ‘The Secretary of War had 
invited their attention to it, and the Committee on 
Military Affairs had brought the subject before - 
the Senate, but it had not been acted upon except 
in a single case, that of the steam frigate Fulton, 
which is now in service'as a vessel of experiment, 
It was a subject of deep importance to the coun- 
try, and ought to be fully investigated. We ought 
to avail ourselves of the information to be derived 
from the experience of foreign nations, as well as 
that to be derived from the scientific among our 
own countrymen. : 

‘The resolution was then agreed to without a 
division. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Benton, on Monday last, was taken up, consid- 
ered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate the 
correspondence of Commodore Porter, Chargé Affaires at 
Constantinople ; also, the correspondence of the consuls of 
the United States at Constantinople, Smyrna, Broussa, Sa- 
| lonica, Cyprus, Cos, Aleppo, Beirout, (inclusive of Damas- 
ens and Seyd,) Alexandria, and Candia, sò far as the said 
correspondence relates to the commerce carried on within 
the Turkish dominions, and in the pachalick of Egypt, and 
may not, in the opinion of the President, be improper to be 
communicated. 


The following resolution, also submitted by 
Mr. Benrown, was also taken up, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to re- 
port to the Senate, at the commencement of the next stated 
session of Congress, the nature and extentof the privileges 
and restrictions of the commercial intercourse of the Uni- 
ted States with all foreign nations, so as to show how far 
the commerce and navigation of this Republic are favored 
and encouraged, or burdened and restricted, in different 
countries. $ í 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Co 


mmittee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing for 
the appointment of a Minister Resident at Constantinople, 
instead of a Chargé @Affaires; and that the Committee 
on Commerce be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing a salary, in addition to fees, tothe United States 
consul at the same place.” : 


_ Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed toi 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate general statements in relation to the 
salt duties, the importation of foreign salt free of duty, in 
the fisheries of the United States, and also in the beef-and 
pork trade; showing— ` 

Y. The quantity‘or salt annually imported into the United 
States since the vear 1789, and the places where imported, 
with the total value thereof from each place, and the aver- 
per bushel, and the average quar- 


age original cost thereof 
terly market price in New York. 

2. The annual amount of drawb: 
curing fish, beef. and pork for export, and ofall bounties 
and allowances in fishing vessels, in fieu of a drawback of 
the salt duty, and-as a commutation and equivalent there- 
for; so as to show the annual amount of the salt dax re- 
funded or commuted to the curers of fish imported, and 
alsa the amount of the tax refunded to exporters of Deef and 
pork, so long as beef and pork enjoyed that benefit. 

3. The same amounts computed in bushels of salt, so ag 
to show the aunual quantity of salt free of duty which has 
been nsed or alowed forin the fisheries to the presenztime, 
i and sin the beef and pork trade, so long as exported 
; beet and pork wete entitled toa drawback of all the salt 
| duty. ` 2 Tang 

Mr. RIVES submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over-one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Seerétary of the Treasury commun- 
cate to the Senate, at as early a day as practicabie, ihe in- 
formation called for under the following heads of inquiry: 

l. The period at which the third bond of the Bank of 
the United States, sold to that institution, aniounting to 
$2,254,871 38, was placed to the eredit‘of the Treasurer on 
the books of the bank; the terms on whieh it was nego- 
tiated: the person acting’on behalf of the bank, with whom 
‘the negotiation was made 3 the particulars of any under- 
standing or agréement that the proceeds of the same should 
be left on deposit with said bank, until wanted in the ordi- 
nary dishursements of the Government; and what under- 
standing and arrangement, if any, has taken place respecting 

which might accrue to the bank ia the transfer 


the benefit 1 

of. money it should make to distant places on account of 
| the Government. : i 
| 2. The period When‘the s 
| nent Of the’same bond óf t 


: was placed to the credit of 


ack paid on salt used in 


um of $1,609,000, in part pay- 
he Bank of the United States, 
the Treasurer by that bank, and 
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the nature of.the agreement or understanding had ‘in refer- 
ence to the payment of a part of said. bond before, and.of 
another. part after it became due. ; 

3. Whether any sum or sums of the pablic money bave 
been deposited in the Bank of the United States, other than 
those derived from the payment or sale of its bonds; if-so, 
the amount and date of each deposit, and by whom and by. 
whose authority and direction they were made. 

4. The aggregate balance standing weekly to the credit 
of the Treasurer in the Bank of the United States, its 
branches or agencies, whether. subject to draft or not, as 
well as the weekly aggregate balance in the Treasury from 
the time the first deposit was made in the said bank of 
moneys arising from the payment or'sale of its bonds up to 
the present period. : 

5. A list of all its branches, or agencies of the said Bank | 
of the United States, on which the Treasury Department 
has drawn drafts, the amount of public moneys directed to 
be placed at each, and of the drafts severally drawn on 
them, and the rates of exchange between Philadelphia and | 
each Onn: places to which sums were ordered to be trans- | 
ferred. 

6. The amount, so far as it can he conveniently ascer- 
tained, that has been drawn from the Bank of the United 
States, its branches or agencies, or in notes of said bank, i 
for paying Indian annuities, or other claims of the Indians | 
on the Government, or for defraying the expenses attending 
the removal of the Indians; and, in general, the nature of 
the arrangements, if any, made for the more distant public 
disbursements in the notes of the bank; together with all 
the correspondence, agreements, and instructions given or į 
entered into, connected with any or all the heads of inquiry i 
above stated. j 

Resolved, also, That he communicate the nature of the 
arrangements made with bim by those banks in which, 
according to his report of the 3d instant, portions of the 
public money have been “ placed to the credit of the Treast 
urer on special deposit;?? the kind of money in which the 
said special deposits were made; ‘whether the same were 
entered on the books of the banks ;. whether the identical 
moneys deposited have continued to be held by the banks 3 | 
whether the drafts of the Treasury Department that have | 
been drawn on those deposits have been paid in the specific 
moneys deposited ; and whether the balances accruing are 
part and parcel of the very moneys originally deposited. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the follow- į 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: f 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed į! 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the Secretary | 
of War to make reasonable and just compensation to agents || 
employed in the payment of pensioners. 

Mr. YOUNG ‘submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of ceding to the 
State of Illinois such of the public lands as remain unsold 
inthe “ American. Botiom,” in that State, which extend 
along the Mississippi river, from the mouth of Wood river | 
to the mouth.of the Kaskaskia river, and are bounded by | 
the bluffs or highlands on the one side and the river on the | 
other ; for the purpose of aiding said State in improving the | 
» health of its citizens by draining the lakes, ponds, and l 

-marshes in that part of the country. > | 

In presenting the above resolution, Mr. Y. said: i| 
I hold in my hand, Mr. President, a report made 
by the president of the board of managers of the 
Ilinois State Lottery, authorized by the General 
Assembly of that State for the purpose of drain- 
ing the Jakes and ponds, and improving the health : 
of thecitizens residing in the’*Amecrican Bottoms”? i 
a strip of country cxtending from the mouth of || 


Wood river, a short distance above the mouth of || 
the Missouri river, to the mouth of the Kaskaskia |. 
river, and stretching along the casterly side of the | 
Mississippi river about one hundred miles, with 
an average width of from three to seven miles. 
The quantity of land embraced within the area is 
estimated at about four bundred square miles, o 
about two hundred and sixty thousand acres; 0 
which only a smail portion of refuse, marshy, and 
ungalable land remains the property of the Ur 
ted States, although it has been in market mor 
than twenty years. The first settlements mad 
by the white people in Hiinois were made by the 
Freneh,at Kaskaskia, Fort Chartres, St. Philips, 
Caliokia, Prairie Du Pont, Prairie du Rocher, and 
afew other smaller villages. It is believed that 
‘inthe year 1812, the population of the ‘ Ameri- || 
ean Bortom” was greater than now. This isat- 
tributed to bad health, arising from the stagnant 
ponds and lakes in that part of the country. The 
report states that the once flourishing villages of |; 
Fort Chartres, St. Philips, and Prairie Du Pont, 
are now ònly known by the ruins, and the in- 
scriptions over the remains of the dead; that the 
towns of Cahokia, Harrisonviile, and- Prairie du | 
Rocher‘are in a state of great dilapidation; and | 
that there is but lite prospect of improvement in |} 
that part of ‘the country, unless something shall |); 
be done to. render the unoccupied portions of the | 
country inhabitable for agricaliural and other pur- | 
poses. The board of managers, therefore, ask for | 
a donation. of those marsh lands to the State, for | 
the purpose of aiding in the: proposed: improve- 
ment of the country, in the hope that Congress | 


| 
f 
f 
i 
i 


| 


| will woterefase to: promote, in the manner: pro- 


posed; 'so-important and laudable an undertaking. 

‘Phe résolation was then adopted. Es 

i ` BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read a third 
time and passed: ; f 

The bill for the relief of William East; 

The bill to prevent the counterfeiting of foreign 
coin, and for the punishment thereof; =< 

The bill to amend the act to- punish certain of- 
fenses against the United States; 


The bill confirming the sales of certain reserva- | 


tions; 

The bill granting to the county of Kalamazoo, 
State of Michigan, the right of preëmption to 
certain quarter sections of the public lands; 

The bill for the relief of John Newton; 

The bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle; 

The bill to amend the act entitled an act to re- 
quire the judges of the district of East and West 
Tennessee to hold a court at Jackson, in said 
State; and 

The bill further to postpone the fourth install- 
ment of the deposit with the States. 

The bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay was, after considerable debate, post- 
poned until Monday next. 


The question on ordering the bill for the relief | 


of Laurent B. Millaudon to a third reading was 
reconsidered, and the bill, after a. considerable 
debate, was recommitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

: On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 19, 1838. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 


munication from the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, in conformity to an act of Congress, 
inclosing a statement of the accounts that have 
remained unsettled, or on which balances appear 
to be duc, for more than three years prior to the 
30th September, 1838, on the books of the Fourth 
Auditor; which, 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, was laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 


Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, inclosing the annual report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to that 
Department, in regard to the operations of the 
General Land Office during the year 1837, and 
part of the year 1838. 

On motion of Mr. CASEY, ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ary, in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 6th of June last, in re- 


! lation to the accounts of Major Cross, and other 
1| matters. 


and ordered to be printed. 
Also, a communication from the Sceretary of 


| the Treasury, inclosing a report and documents | 
| relative to the petition of John Peebles, collector 


of internal duties for first, second, third, fourth, 
and fifth districts of Ohio, which was referred 


tT 


-On motion of Mr. RU 
Yommittee on Claims. 
REPUBLIC OF HAYTI. 

The unfinished business was the question of 
reception ofa petition presented by Mr. SAL- 
TONSTALL, from certain citizens of the town 
of Converse, Massachusetts, praying for the es 
tablishment of international relations with Hayt 

Mr, HARRISON, who was entitled to the 


i floor, said, in view of the shortness of ‘the. ses- 


sion, of the vast ameunt of business. before the 
this discussi i 
à he, therefore, demanded | 


brought to a close, an 
on; which was carfl 


the previous quest 
out a division, as was al 
t Shall this petition be received?” 
The petition, being therefore received, was, on 
motion of Mr. SALTONSTALL, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. © 


AMENDMENT OF. THE RULES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, asked leave 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, laid on the table, | 


House, and that, up to this time, they bad done | 


| nothing, he thought on should be |} 


ed with- : 
so the main question, |: 


to submit the following amendmeé 
of the-Hhousez = siori] Pagel : 
Resolved; That the following be added ta, and constitute’ 
one:ol, the standing rules of the House: “ Lf, upon the pre» 
sentation of a petition, objection be made to receiving the 
same, the question shall be put and decided ‘without de- 
bate.” oe gs : SEELA 
Objection being madép = 504 2] coeur 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved a suspension of 
rules; on which motion ve Pi ate Bare | 
Mr. SLADE demanded the yeasand nays 
being‘ordered, they were—yeas 91; nays 1015" 
follows: . : eh 
YEAS—Messrs. John W. Allen; Anderson,’ Andrews, 
Banks, Beers, Bicknell, Birdsall; Boon, Bronson; Bynum, 
Casey, Chambers, Chapman, Cheatham, Clowney, Coles,’ 
Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary; Cushman, De Graff, Duncan, 
Ewing, Farrington, Filhnore; Fry, Gallup, James Garland, 
Glascock, Grantland, Graves, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Ham- 
mond, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Henry, Herod,:3folt, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Joseph Johnson, WillianrC. Johnson, ‘Nathaniel 
Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble; Kennedy; Leadbet- 
ter, Lyon, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham: MeClel- 
Jan, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Murray, Noble, 
Paimer, Parker, Petrikin, Phelps, Pratt, Rives, “Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Sheplor, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, 
Stone, Taliaferro, Titus, Tonéey, Underwood, Vail, Van- 
derveer, Wagener, Weeks, Albert S: White, John White, 
i} Sherrard Williams, Worthington, and Yell—9hy. sy coe.) 
NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, 


t to the niles 


H 
j 
{ 


1 
j 


th- 
ii erton, Averieg, Beatty, Bell, Borden, Briggs; Buchanan, - 
\| William B: Calhoun, John Caihoon, Cambreleng, William 

| B. Campbell, Carter, Chaney, Clark, Coffin, Corwin; Cran- 
{i ston, Crockett, Cushing, Dawson; Davee, Davies, Dennis, 
|| Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Richard’ Fletcher, 
Foster, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, 
Grennell, Hall, Hamer, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, 
Ingham, Jenifer, Lewis, Lincoin, Mallory; Marvin, James - 
M. Mason, Sampson Mason, Martin, Maury, Maxwell, Mc- 
Kennan, Menefee, Mitchell, Matthias Morris, Calvary 
Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, i 
Potts, Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph; Reed,iReily, - 
Rhett, Ridgway, : Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey; Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sheffer, Charles Shepard; Shields; Sib- 
ley, Slade, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, Sweatingen, Thomas, : 
Tillinghast, Toland, Toucey, Whitt 

Jared W. Williams, Joseph eens Youle 
Williams, Wise, Word, aud Yorke—101.. ` 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. i : 
AFFAIRS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


| The following message in writing was réceived 
from the President of the United States by the 
hands of his Private Secretary: ee 
To the House of Representatives of the United State ` 
I transmit the accompanying documents, marke im 
one to five, in reply to a resolution of‘yesterday’s date} eall- `: 
ing for copies of correspondence between the Executive of. . 
the Federal Government.and the Governor of Pennsytvaniay, 
i| in relation to “a eall of the latter for an armed fore of 
|! the United States troops since the present session of Con- 
|| gress,” and requiring information “ whether any officer of 
the United States instigated or participated’? in. the riotous 
proceedings referred to in the resolution, and “ what meas- 
ures, if any, the President has taken to investigate and pun- 
ish the said acts, and whether any such officer still remains 
in the service of the United States.” Bake BS 


i 


| 
| 
1 
t 
i 
i 


t 


H z yi 2 
M. VAN, BUREN. < 


Wasmtxeron, December 18, 1838, È RAE 
|| [The documents accompanying this message. | 
|| are of an important character. They are so vol- 
i| uminotis as to preclude their publication in to- 


i| night's paper; but so soon as we. shall obtain a 
copy, they will be given to the public.] 

The message and accompanying. documents 
having been read, ; 
i Mr. NAYLOR 


{| 


moved that they be referred to 


! the Committee of the Whole on the. state of the 


ii 
ty 
| 


Union, and printed; and addressed.the House at 
some length in support of his motion: . He said” 
this inquiry had been made by a certain party in 
that House, and he was now willing tp meet at 
to the fullest extent. . He remarked, with ‘much 
warmth, upon the.fact-of Governor. Wolf antici- 
pating what had taken place, as going to show 
there was a regularly organized conspiracy on the 
part of the officers and adherents of the, General 
Government, concocted in Philadelphia, some of 
whom had taken an active partin ite Mr. N. 
hen. went again into the transactions at Harkis- 
burg; and the part taken there by Messrs. Page, 
M’Can, and others. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was at loss to'see any 
good that could arise from the further discussion 
of this matter, or of referring it to a Committee 
ef the Whole for discussion, from day to day; 
and therefore he felt as. if he was discharging a - 
i duty to himself and the balance of the members 
| by moving-that these documents be laid ‘on-the 
table, and printed. ane ee 

Mr. POTTER begged the gentleman to With- 
draw the motion for a few minutes.. eo oo” 

Mr. UNDER WOOD would:do so oneco 
of the gentleman's renewing ite nenn? 


l 


esey, Dewis Willits, |” f 


December 20, 


Mr, POTTER: pledged himself -to:do-so. :: 
Mr. UNDER WOOD withdrew the:mation. 
Mr. POTTER commenced by stating. that he 

had the pleasure of informing the House he had 

every reason to hope that atthe difficulties that 
had unfortunately prevailed in Pennsylvania had 
been brought to a peaceable and permanent:term- 
ination, and that. three distiguished patriots, 

men who are— 5 
Mr. BIDDLE called his colleague to order for 

making a reference to the proceedings at Harris- 

burg. * : 

Mr. POTTER had only made a single allusion 
to'them, while his other colleague [Mr. Narxor] 
had been permitted to go into and dilate upon 
their history. Mr. P.’s object was to prevent any 
further action on the whole subject. There was 
excitement enough now in Pennsylvania without 
creating any more; and he was merely stating a 
fact to show why it was unnecessary, in his judg- 
ment, to refer'this subject. As he was saying, 
he believed: the question was settled in Pennsyl- 
vania itself, for there was where it must be ulti- 
mately settled, for they would permit the inter- 
fererice neither of the National nor of any State 
Government, further than the Constitution war- 
ranted.. He believed everything was at peace in 
that State now; while we are discussing the mat- 
ter here,and keeping up the excitement. He had 
just returned from Harrisburg, anda more peace- 
able or more orderly community was not to be 
found within the bounds of this Union than he 
left there, He was satisfied, too, that the rights 
of the people were sufe, for they were in hands 
who knew them, and, knowing, dare maintain 
them. The House of Representatives of Penn- 
sylvaniaisnow, he believed, proceeding as-quictly 
and orderly as ourselves. 

With reference to the postmaster at Philadel- 
phia, Mrki would inform his colleague that he 
had been Milled to Harrisburg by the requisition 
of Governor: Ritner, and that ke had returned 
without one drop of-blood having been shed. 

Mr. P. concurred with his colleague in the po- 
sition that a conspiracy had existed in Pennsyl- 
vanla—a conspiracy to trample down the rights 
of free government, and strike at the foundation 
of liberty itself—a conspiracy to usurp the gov- 
ernment of ane of the thirteen originai Stace of 
this Union, contrary to the Constitution, contrary 
to the laws, and contrary to all the institutions 
of our country—a conspiracy for a minority to 
grasp powerover the majority—a conspiracy to 
retain, for purposes ‘best known to themselves, | 
the fanctions of the government of Pennsylvania 
forashort time. That conspiracy was announced 
long sinee, but not by the political party to which 
his colleague had attributed it. No. It was an- 
nounced and proclaimed by the very officer who 
had surreptitiously concealed and kept back the 
returns to the Legislature of Pennsylvania. Hence, 
then, Mr. P. concurred in opinion with his col- 
league, thar there wasa conspiracy, but the gen- 
tleman’s friends were answerable for it. 

Mr. P. defended Governor Wolf for the course 
he had pursued in cautioning the custom-house 
officers. That gentleman could not bat anticipate 
excitement, for the public press declared it in 


the Treasury as related.to the defalcations of the 
late CoHeétor at New Yorkto w select committee, 
and- -so much thereof.as related to a modification 
of the revenue laws to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 7 a 

Mr. WISE moved the reference of the former 
io the Committee of the Whole on‘ the state of 
the Union, and proceeded to address the House 
tn support of that motion, and also on the subject 
generally, goitg into a history of Swartwout’s 
and other cases of fraud and peculation that had 
occurred under the late and present Administra- 
tion. After proceeding for some time, he gave 
way, without concluding, to Mr. STANLY, on 
whose motion, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1838. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. ROANE presented the petition of the ad- 
ministrators and heirs-at-law of William Terrill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, presented a 
petition of William Dorsey, register of lands in 
the northeastern district of Mississippi, asking 
compensation for additional clerks; which was 
referred. to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Mrs. 
Mary W. Thompson, widow of Colonel Alex- 
ander Thompson, who fell in an action with the 
Seminole Indians, praying for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. W. also presented the memorial of Rus- 
sell Comstock, praying Congress to purchase and 
publish certain discoveries alleged to have been 
made by him to promote the preservation and in- 
crease of agricultural products, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from 
the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying that Congress would adopt 
some measures that would increase the propor- 
tion of American seamen; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Triplett, praying for confirmation of title 
ito a tract of land; which was referred to the 

Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. KING presented a memorial of the Gaines- 
| villeand Narketa Railroad Company; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. RIVES gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Thomas P. Parson. 

Mr. DAVIS gave motice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Elisha Eldridge. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the Nantucket 
Steamboat Company. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


advance—the officers of the State government at 
Harrisburg proclaimed it—and his caution was 
proper, called for by the probable state of things, 
and only what duty required of him. Mr. P. 
concluded by renewing the motion to Jay on the 
table and print; and it was agreed to without a 
division. 
- REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ADAMS, on leave, from the select com- 
mittee thereon, reported, with amendments, the 
bill to prohibit duelling in the District of Colum- 
bia, and to provide for the punishment thereof. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, reported a bill making an į 
appropriation for the protection of the northern 
frontier of the United States, 

Alsoya bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of revolutionary and other pensioners of the 
United States, for the year 1839. ; 

Also, a bill for the relief of Chastelain and 
others. 

At the suggestion. of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
the Flouse, by general consent, took up the mo- 
tion made ‘by him-atthe beginning of the session, 
to refer so much of the-report of the Secretary‘of 


| 
| 
| 
i 


| asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of the administrator of Joseph Edson; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HUBBARD, on leave, and in pursuance 
; Of notice given, introduced a bill allowing equi- 
| table commissions to agents for persons in whose 
| favor awards have been made under treaties with 
| foreign Powers, which awards have been re- 
j tained in the Treasury in payment of debts due 
| to the United States; which was read twice, and 
referred. 

Mr. RIVES, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Andrew Forest; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. R. also, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill to establish the Navy 
ration, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, on leave, and in pursu- 
ance of notice given, introduced a bill to abolish 
imprisonment for debt in certain cases; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary 


j 


| 
| 


j 
! 
| 


Mr. PRENTISS, agreeably to notice given, | 


Mr. ROANE, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to extend the juris- 
diction of the corporation of the city of Wash- 
ington over the Potomac bridge, and to authorize 
the making of deeds for certain lots in said city; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. R. also, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the erection of a 
hospital in the city of Washington, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| Mr. RUGGLES, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Isaac- Hilton; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NICHOLAS, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Charles Morgan; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred. to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. N. also, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of Jean 
Baptiste Grainger; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BROWN, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill supplementary to 
the act establishing branch mints of the United 
States; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to authorize the in- 
habitants of township eight north, of range thirty- 
two, to surrender their school section, and enter 
a section in lieu thereof; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. F. also, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
lice given, introduced a bill to authorize the loca- 
tion of preémption certificates given by the regis- 
ter of public lands at Batesville, Arkansas, under 
law of 26th May, 1838, on any public lands in 
Arkansas; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NILES, on leave, and in‘pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of Jabez 
L. White and Asa White; which was read twice, 
and referred. i 

Mr. MORRIS asked leave to move a reconsid- 
eration of the vote of yesterday, by which the 
bill to punish the counterfeiting of certain coins 
| was passed; which was granted by unanimous 
consent. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committėe on Public 
Buildings, reported the bill to authorize the exam- 
| ination and payment of the claims of the work- 
men on the public buildings, without amendment. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which the subject had been referred, 
reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Bassett; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, 
reported the following bills, without amendment: 

A bill to establish a pension agency in Mont- 
pelier, Vermont; 


A bill for the relief of John McCloud; and 
A bill granting a pension to David Waller. 


RESOLUTIONS, 


_ Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of so amending the act of 
the 7th of July, 1838, “ to provide for the better security of 
the lives of passengers on board vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam,” as to provide that every captain, en- 
gincer, pilot, or other person employed in navigating any 
steamboat or vessel, propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
1 who shall willfully increase and confine the steam of such 
boat or vessel, with intent to propel her at a speed greater 
i than her ordinary speed, on any pretext whatever, or who 

shall willfully ron such boat or vessel at a‘speed greater than 
her ordinary speed, against or with any other boat or vessel 
: At a trial of speed, although no explosion or loss of life shall 
| occur thereby, shail be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, 

on conviction, shall be fined in any sum not exceeding five 
thousand dollars ; and, also, that said committee inquire 
into the expediency of requiring a printed copy of the above 
entitled act, and the amendinents that may be made thereto, 
to be kept at all times in a public part of the cabin of such 
boat or vessel, for the inspection of the passengers. 


Mr. BENTON offered the following resolution; 

| which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 

| quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate copies 
of all the orders and.instructions issued from Washington 

city, by heads of Departments and the Postmaster General, 


-relative to the kind of money and bank notes which might 
‘be, paid out on account of the United States or the Post 
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Office Department, since the 14th day of April, 1814, when j 
Congress, by law, forbid any bank note to be “ offered”? in 
payinent on publie account, in any case whatsoever, ex- 
cept of the character and description there specifically de- 
fined. 

Mr. BENTON also offered the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate, as early as may be conve- 
nient after the Mint returns for the present year are re- j 
ceived, statements showing: 

1. The amount of imports and exports of gold and silver 
coin and bullion since the passage of the act for correcting 
the standard of the gold coins of the United States, and for 
admitting the silver coins of Mexico and other countries to 
legal circulation within the United States, passed June, | 
1834. i 

9. The amountof gold coined at the Mint and its branches 
since the gold bill of 1834 took effect, distinguishing the 
bullion from which the same was coined, so as to show how 
much was coined from foreign gold, how much from United 
States coins of the former standard, and how much from | 
gold of the United States mines. 

3. The annual average of the notes of the late Bank of 
the United States in circulation during the existence of that | 
institution. 

Mr. NORVELL offered the following resolu- | 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations for | 
the improvement of the harbors of Brest, Port Sheldon, and í 
New Buffalo, and of the harbors at the mouths of Clinton, 
Grand, Kalamazoo, North, and South Black rivers, in the 


State of Michigan ; and also into the expediency of making | 
appropriations for the construction of a pier and beacon 
light at Mackinac ; for the removal of the bar in Lake ; 
George, in the straits of St. Mary; and for the removal of the | 
St. 


obstructions to navigation at the mouth of the river 
Clair, in that State. 
On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James Smolley a 
presented at the last session, praying compe 
services of the Vermont militia at Plattsburg in the Jate 
war, be referred, with the accompanying documents, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was 


Ordered, That five hundred extra copies of the report of H 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office be printed for | 
the use of that office. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


The resolutions submitted yesterday, by Mr. | 
Rives, proposing certain inquiries of the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury, coming up for considera- į 
tion— 

Mr. RIVES said he would submit some of the 
reasons for offering them more in detail than he 
had at first intended. The resolutions have spe- | 
cial reference to certain transactions which have | 
been lately alicged to have taken place between 
the head of the Treasury Department and the 
President of the Bank of the United States. For | 
some time past, notwithstanding the long and ar- | 
duous struggle between the Administration and 
this institution, rumors have been prevalent that | 


an arrangement has been entered into by which ii 


it has practically become the fiscal agent of the 
Government. Does not the whole country rec- | 
olleet that the present President took an early oc- | 
casion, soon after the bank had received its char- 
ter from the Legislature of Pennsylvania, to say. 
that it was the same in character and effect as the 
former bank? Did not the honorable Senator | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bocuanan] assert that | 
it was the same vast monopoly that had convulsed ; 
the country—the same thirty-five millions of cap- | 
ital—the same president—the same dircctors—the : 
same stockholders? 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr 
Catuoun,] who has taken so distinguished a part | 
in sup 
Admin 
orable 


istration, on the same subject. ‘The bon- i 


Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BENTON,} in | 


more 
relations with the Government. From the prev- 
alence of these reports, at the assembling of Con- 
gress we all looked to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to clear up these subjects; 


i! auxiliaries, and who furnishes the subsidies; 


We all recollect the zeal of | 


porting the fiscal schemes of the present | 


but, sir, in this document, on this matter, there 
appeared to be a premeditated reserve and studied 
ambiguity. Congress at its previous session, had 
authorized the sale of two of the bonds of the 
United States Bank held by the Government. 
The Secretary should have clearly stated to Con- 
‘gress the manner in which he had executed the 
special trust confided to him; but it was with the 
utmost difficulty, after the most minute scrutiny, 
that we can find a few lines informing us that the 
| Secretary has executed this in accordance with 
the provisions of the law. 

In the list of banks denominated special depos- 
itorics of the Government, we are told that special 


‘i deposits are made in the Bank of the United States, 


! derived from debts due from banks; but from 
what banks the debts are duc, or on what con- 
ditions the deposits are made, the Secretary is 
wholly silent. He thought that ambiguity of 
phraseology had been designedly used to conceal 
this transaction. The public have lately had a 
letter from the president of the bank, in which 
he comes out in bold language, with the air of a 
man who has achieved atriumph. He tells us 
that arrangements have been entered into, by 
which the Government has been brought into 
efficient. coöperation with the Bank of the United 
States! That the more distant disbursements of 
the Government had been made in the notes of 
the bank—these rags, this miserable trash, as they 
have been designated by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri. Now, let us confront the state- 
ments of the two high contracting parties. The 
Secretary does not tell you to whom this bond 
was sold; the president of the bank says it was 
disposed of to the bank, and paid for by the 
credits on the books of the bank —a credit to the 
Treasurer of the United States on the books of 
the bank. The Secretary of the Treasury says 
it is a special deposit on the books of the bank. 
All these matters require explanation, and the 
Seerctary should be glad I have given him the 
opportunity. 

Was this a mere sale of bonds, or was it nota 
scheme to reinstate the bank in its character of 
fiscal agent of the Government? Was not the 
sale a mere form for covering the transaction? 
These are questions that concern the honor of the 
nation; and a full and unequivocal answer is ex- 
| pected. The public have a right to know on 
what terms the coalition between the Government 
and the bank has taken place; who furnishes the 


whether the bank has abdicated the throne, that 
it may be the power behind the throne, greater 
than the throne itself. 

Mr. R. gave extracts from the Baltimore 
Chronicle, and other Whig papers, to prove that 
by an insensible process, already commenced, the 

Sank of the United States would, without the 
| concurrence of Congress, become the fiscal agent 
| of the Government. Why, sir, this would be a 
national bank, and a national bank in its worst 
form—closely allied with the Executive; a State 


| 
i 
t 
1 
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il institution, irresponsible to Congress, and irre- 


3 . < . 7 . 
| sponsible to the people. I say, sir, if this insens- 


| ible process, already commenced, is to be consum- | 


mated, it will form that vast concentration of the 
moneyed power which the President, in his late 
message, speaks of with so much alarm. If this 
insensible process is to go on, if this coalition be- 
| tween the Government and the bank is to be 
completed, | will say—as was said of another 
coalition in another country—in the name of my 
country I forbid the bans. 

Notwithstanding the many homilies we have 
received on the necessity of severing all connec- 
| tion between the fiscal affairs of the Government 
| and the banks, the President and Secretary have 
given the most unequivocal proof, by their ex- 
ample and practice, of the superiority and almost 
indispensable necessity of bank agency In con- 
ducting the affairs of the Government. 
connection with banks is attempted to be got over 
by dubbing sixteen banks as special depositories. 
What are these special depositories? Banks 
employed at the will and pleasure of the Execu- 


And the |!| 


tive—making them solely Executive agents and 
Executive instruments. While the Executive is 
preaching against the system of bank ageticy, itis 
recommended that an occasional use may be made 
of them, when itis deemed convenientand proper. 
Who is to be the judge of this propriety? “Why 
the Executive; their hands must not be fetteréd 
| by the legislation of Congress; they must employ 
them at their own will and pleasure; thus making 
this immense money power subservient to Exec- 
utive views. All admit that, with the'experience 
of the last few months, banks are infinitely safer 
agents than sub-treasurers; but the sub-Treasury 
will be held up for party purposes, and perhaps 
for the extension of Executive patronage and in- 
fluence. The Administration means to employ 
| banks, and the only question is, whether we will 
! have their employment legalized, or subject them 
entirely to Executive discretion. ‘The time has 
come when every patriot should watch with deep 
anxiety and solicitude the indications of Execu- 
tive policy. If this moneyed power is to be sub- 
ject to Executive will, it will destroy the liberties 
of the country, and make Executive power as- 
cendant over everything. He would also allude 
to the unprecedented and unconstitutional recom- 
mendation of the President to appoint a commit- 
tee of Congress to watch his sub-treasurers, and 
report the defaulters to him for removal. ` He 
hoped he would not live to see this degradation 
of Congress appointing inquisitorial committees 
to watch the Executive’s sub-treasurers: The 
President says that recent events have convinced » 
him more and more of the propriety of the sub- 
Treasury system. What are these recent events? 
The defalcation of public officers for immense 
| sums, and flying the country. Not even the shrine 
of the national honor has been sacred from this 
humiliation—I mean the Army. The ermine of 
the law has been stained with dishonor. These 
defaleations of public officers, though. humiliat- 
ing, are providential evils, in contributing ‘to 
defeat asystem, the infliction of which upon the 
country I deem would be a curse. Cannot we 
devote one session of Congress to binding up the 
wounds of our bleeding country, instead of wast- 
ing the time in party conflicts and trying for party 
triumphs! f 
Mr. WRIGIIT rose to say a few words in re- 
ply to the honorable gentleman from Virginia. 
He did not rise now for the purpose of entering 
into any debate on the question of the’Sub-Treas- 
ury, or of the bank deposits, believing that any 
argument on these questions would now be out 
of place. He hoped and believed, notwithstand- 
ing the Senator’s remarks, that he was to be per- 
mitted to congratulate himself and the country 
that the Senator had at last become aware of the 
dangers and mischiefs arising from a connection 
| between the Government and the banks, Ho was 
‘glad to hear the Senator’s remarks, so far as they 
were connected with the facts, and the only draw» 
| back to his pleasure was, that the gentleman had 
| not waited for facts before he drew his inferences. 
Another remark with which he would now trou- 
‘ble the Senate. He well remembered at the ex- 
tra session, and at the last annual session, he was 
| repeatedly told by several members, that when we 
undertook to talk of the dangers of this Pennsyl- 
vania Bank of the United States, we were attempt- 
ing to raise a phantom; that the late Bank of the 
United States was dead and gone, and that it was 
an imposition on the country to say that there 
vas longer any danger from that quarter. He 
remembered that observations such as these fell 
from the Senator from Virginia himself, and he 
was happy to find that the gentleman had changed. 
| his opinions. He never was himself deluded for 
a moment with regard to that institution; the 
| opinions that he now entertained of it were the 
same that he hadalwaysheld. The Senator then 
would naturally ask, did he approve of this con- 
nection? He would answer, that he did not 
| know. He was exccedingly glad that the Sena- 
! tor had offered his resolution of inquiry, and 
wished the Senate and country to be put opos 
session of the information it called for. hen 


50 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 20, 


that information came, he would be able to form 
a correct opinion onthe subject, 

He had heard that, under the legislation of the 
last winter, the Secretary had sold one of the 
bonds given by the Bank of the United States, to 


the bank itself. He presumed, therefore, that the | 


connection, as he had heard on report, grew ex- 
clusively out of that transaction. - If this connec- 
tion had gone further, it had been without his 
knowledge, and should be without: his approba- 
tion. He did not undertake to say that he ap- 
proved of the manner in which the bond was 
transferred, but he had. heard that no other pur- 
chaser of the bond was to be found. He had 
heard that means were found wanting to pay the 
public debt, and for this purpose, the sale was 
made in the manner it had been. So far he was 
willing to rest until the Secretary gave them the 
facts;and he should have been much better pleased 
if the Senator from Virginia had permitted the 
call to be answered, and the facts to be laid be- 
fore them, before he drew his inferences. He 
was not so much surprised at that course of the 
Senator, as at the next step he took; and what 
was that?) Why, it was to interpret to the Sen- 
ate and the country, not only the cause of action, 
but the views and opinions of the President of 
the United States, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, together with the policy of the Government, 
from the letter of Nicholas Biddle, who has not 
hitherto been the authority from which the action 


of these gentlemen has been accustomed to be | 


judged. It might have become authority with 
the gentleman now; but, if it had, the gentleman 
had information which he (Mr. W.) did not pos- 
sess. But, in the heat of remark, the letter re- 
ferred to was not enough, and the comments of 
the Opposition newspapers was made the author- 
ity for the opinions and policy of the Adminis- 
tration, by the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
He would only observe, that when the acts and 
opinions of the Administration are to be judged 
of by him, it should not be from the comments 
of the Baltimore Chronicle. 

Itdid seem to him that the natural course would 
have been to have let these inquiries go to the 
Secretary, and to have received his answer before 
coming to any conelusion with regard to facts yet 
to be known. If the facts which shall be given 
by the Sceretary should prove unsatisfactory, 
there will be abundant opportunity for the Senate 
to express its disapproval; and they should do 
this from the facts before them, and not from such 
sources as the letter of Nicholas Biddle and the 
comments of Opposition newspapers. In the 


course of his remarks, the Senator thought proper | 


to refer to that portion of the message of the Pres 


ident in which he recommended the appointment | 


of a committee of Congress to examine into the 
conduct of the disbursing agents of the Govern- 
ment.. He had not the message before him; but, 
if he recollected its language, he would submit to 
the Senator whether the part he referred to was 
not to this effect: That this committee should re- 

ort to the President, in case defaleations should 
Je found to exist, to the end solely that the de- 
faulting officer might be promptly removed; and 


that they should, in any event, report to Con- ` 


gress, that it might apply such legislation as it 
thought proper. Was not this the sumand sub- 
stance of that | 

Mr, RIVES answered in the afirmative. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, it was; and was it a 
candid exposition to the Senate and to the country 
that the Senator from Virginia gave of the Pres 
dent’s recommendation? He would ask if it 
would not have been but justice, both to the doc- 


ument and to the officer, to have given the pur- | 


ort for which the recommendation by the Pres 
ident of the appointment of a committee of Con- 
gress was made? and would it not have been but 
just to have stated the further, fact that a final 
report was to be made to Congress? It scemed 
so to him; and with that remark he would letthe | 
matter rest. One single observation more, and | 
he was done. 
honorable Senator, under the circumstances, have | 
come from one of the gentlemen on the other side | 
of the Chamber, it would not have surprised him. | 
Such liberties were often taken by political oppo- 
nents in all parliamentary bodies, and it was not | 
| 


alwaya that gentlemen in the opposition felt bound | 
to give all the facts for the purpose of basing their 
remarks. Rut such remarks, coming from one } 


rortion of the President’s message? |: 


Had some of the remarks of the F 


standing in the.relatien of the honorable Senator, 
he could not but regret. He remembered that 
during the recess someone, describing the posi- 
tion of this honorable Senator, spoke of him as 
| maintaining an armed neutrality, standing be- 
| tween the two great contending parties in this 
‘country. Now, he was compelled to admit that 
(if the gentleman’s position was that of an armed 
; neutrality, that position had not precisely been 
understood by him. If it meant hostility to both 
the great belhgerents, that definition was not the 
one he had given to it, and he should hereafter 
be compelled to understand it in a different light 
from that in which he now did. 

Mr. RIVES begged leave to say a few words 
in reply. He would as soon have believed that 
the sun would have fallen from the firmament as 
that the President would have restored the con- 
nection between the bank and the Government. 
This Government has altered its relations with 
the bank since its last session; and am I to be 
; reproached with my confidence in it? The hon- 
orable Senator from New York (Mr. Wricur] 
expresses his surprise that, standing as 1 do, 
holding the relations that I do to the President, 
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i relations better than I do. But the gentleman 
the displeasure of the Executive shall terrify me 
from denouncing that course against which [ 
warned him. Iowe no responsibility to the Pres- 
ident for words I utter here. Iam responsible, 
i and responsible alone, to that old and unterrified 


to represent in this body. The gentleman has 
i been pleased to allude to the armed neutrality. 
i Could there be a better exemplification of it than 
|my course here to-day? I have been fighting 


(against the sub-Treasury and against the bank. 


| vantage over my former position—that then they 
| assailed me upon either hand, now they both ap- 
proach me from the same side. He would still 
idefend himself, let the attack come from what 
|: quarter 1t may. 
i: $ 

jino vassal, and he begged the gentleman from 
| New York to notice it. 


i 
t 


| 
i 
| 


li remarks; and that was that his (Mr. W.’s) re- 
| 


j utive power, 


ji might not be safe for him to judge himself, 


intention than to have given utterance to any idea 


| 
| 
| 


such construction, Ie had spoken of the Sena- 


ii tor’s remarks as having disappointed him, stand- | 


Ing in the relation he did to the President. He 
ii spoke in no tone of censure; and the Senator must 
| be aware that he knew that the President had no 


: mistakes me, if be thinks that any intimations of 
| Commonwealth which I have the honor, in part, í 
| ! 


{ : ` ` . . 
! Tam still fighting against them, but with this ad- ` 


He was an armed neutral, and | 


| Mr. WRIGHT, afer a few observations not ! 
į distinctly heard, said that his only purpose in| 
| rising was to refer toa single idea thrown out by ! 
tthe Senator from Virginia in the course of his | 


of the kind. He could not believe that any ex- | 
‘pression of his was possibly susceptible of any | 


| I should have taken the course I have on this: 
i subject. That gentleman, perhaps, knows those | 


i 
1 


| marks were threatening the Senator with Exec- 
In reference to that he must, of | 
i: course, be judged by the Senate and audience. It: 
Ee 
could only say that nothing was further from his : 


:; power over him asa Senator from the proud Com- ` 


ii thought. 


“it. 
| Mr. RIVES asked what concluding remark the 


i gentleman referred to? 


Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman, on conclud- 
ing, said ‘ that he was no vassal of the President, 
and he begged the gentleman from New York to 
remember it.” 

Mr. RIVES said a few words in reply, which 
: were not heard distinetly. 

Mr. NILES remarked that the war, among 
neutrals, had become so warm, at least. on one 
i side, that it might be dangerous for him, being a 


monwealth of Virginia, and that it would have | 
i: been both vain and foolish in him to utter sucha i 


i to face; that it was a life an 


| this witness stood so higi 
: could not be im 


tions; he desired, as. much as the Senator, a full 
investigation of the conduct of the officers of the 
Treasury in the management of the finances, 
The inquiries were all very proper; at any rate, 
he had no objection to any of them, or any others 
which the Senator may choose to make. If there 
has been any illegal or improper connection be- 
tween the Treasury and the Bank of the United 
States, or any other banks, he would be one of 
the last to justify it. He would not, however, 
imitate the Senator’s example of condemning the 
Secretary first, and then inquiring into his con- 
duct. This was not in accordance with his no- 
tions of justice and propriety, although, perhaps, 
it may be with those of this new school of politi- 
cians, belonging to the “armed neutrality.’ 

Mr. N. said he should vote for the resolutions, 
and could assure the honorable Senator that he 
would have voted for them without the eloquent 
and very temperate speech by which they had 
been sustained. He thought well of the resolu- 
tions, and would not stop to inquire what the 
motives or object of the mover might be; it wag 
to be presumed that they were purely patriotic, 
and having reference solely to the public interest. 
And he was sorry he could not say as much of 
the Senator’s speech; but it did appear to him 
that that was not exactly in the right tone; it was 
a little too warm for a neutral, and especially as 
the occasion seems to have been sought by the 
Senator. 

The substance of it also appeared to him to be 
somewhat objectionable. Resolutions are offered 
proposing certain inquiries touching the conduct 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; and on the con- 
sideration of these resolutions the Senator makes 
a speech full of crimination, condemning the Sec- 
retary for the very actabout which the resolution 
asks for information. lt seemed to him that it 
would have been quite as candid and fair to have 
obtained the information first, and then to have 
predicated the accusations upon it. 

But what have we witnessed? A resolution 
of inquiry is introduced, which is immediately 
changed into a bill of indictment against the Ad- 
ministration and all its supporters. And what is 
the proof by which the charges preferred in this 
bill of indictment are attempted to be sustained ? 
Why, it is the declarations and accusations of 
the avowed and sworn enemies of the Adminis- 
tration; the statements and charges of the most 
reckless and depraved of the Opposition presses, 
whose vocation it is to falsify and misrepresent 
every act and measure of the Government, right 
or wrong. And first and foremost of this formi- 
dable array of witnesses is introduced a very im- 
portant person, who has acted a conspicuous part 
in the seven years’ war to which the Senator has 


| alluded. Thisis no lessa personage than Nicholas 


diddle, one of the belligerent parties to this very 
war, Well, what does this witness say in sup- 


| portof the gentleman ’s bill of indictment ? Why, 


te says that the war between the Government 
and the bank has ceased; that peace, or at least 


' a truce, has taken place; that he has had a nego- 


tiation with the Government, and purchased in 
his bonds; and that the Government has treated 
him very fairly and honorably. 

Now, sir, although I have no fault to find with 
this testimony, yet as the Senator boasted that 
) in reputation that he 
l peached, he was disposed to offer 
a witness standing equally high to impeach him 
The witness he had to offer was this same Nich- 
olas Biddle, who, in his celebrated manifesto, is- 
sued on the 5th of April last, gave his testimony 
regarding this war. He said that it was a war 
carried on by the Government against the ‘credit 
system;” that both parties were in the field face 
d death struggle, a 


: war of extermination, in which there could be no 


compromise or accommodation, but that one or 


_ the other must fail. Now, according to this wit- 
| hess last April, there could be no peace or truce be- 


tween the Government and the bank, much less 


, an alliance offensive and defensive, as the Sena- 
ii tor intimates. If the assertions of Mr. Biddic at 
_ One time are in direct contradiction to his state- 
: ments at another, according to the rules of testi- 


| quiet, peaceable man, to interfere, even for ihe ° 


urpose of moderating the flerceness of the conflict 


Leone iar z 
‘ginia [Mr. Rives] for introducing these resolu- 


ip 
: He certainly felt obliged to the Senator from Vir- | relied to Support his charges against the Admin- 


: mony, he was a discredited witness, and his tws- 


timony must go for nothing. 
Of the other witness, on which the Senator has 


istration, consisting of the Baltimore Chronicle 


: 
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to speak. 
for correct information concerning the acts of the 
executive officers, he was not disposed to follow 
him into that field. How long the Senator had 
been in the habit of judging of the measures of the 
Administration from information derived from 
such sources, Mr. N. could not say; but he be- 
lieved the time was not distant when the Senator 


had as little confidence in the statements of these 


honest bank organs as he had himself. 

This, Mr. President, is the testimony on which 
such serious charges are made against the Admin- 
istration, and sustained with so much correctness 
and warmth. And notonly have the past acts of 
the Executive and Secretary been condemned on 
intelligence derived from such sources; but the 
future and intended measures of the Administra- 
tion are ascertained from the same honest chan- 
nels of information. Looking at the Adminis- 
‘tration through such a medium, both to discover 
what it has done and what it intends to do, who 


can doubt that the Senator will form a most can- | 


did and impartial judgment of its measures and 
purposes? 

Mr. N. said he did not propose to go into the 
various matters which had been introduced into 
this debate, or to notice the numerous charges and 
jnsinuations against the Administration which had 
been thrown out. 

Elis principal object was to call attentio 
several positions which had been assumed. The 


n to; 


first and most important was the declaration that | 


the seven years’ war was at an end; that the 
Government had not only given up the contest, 
but had been obliged to sucenmb to the bank, 
and had made a dishonorable peace, and even 
entered into an alliance, defensive and offensive, 
with the bank. He (Mr. N.) congratulated the 


Senate and the country on this highly important ; 


fact, about which he supposed there could now 
be no doubt. It was announced the other day 
by Mr. Biddle himself; but coming in rather a 


questionable shape, and connected with other | 
: | 
marvelous statements of the doings of the bank, : 


many doubted it. Lt is now, however, confirmed 


` by the honorable Senator from Virginia; and by 
the mouth of two witnesses every fact shall be i 
Surely, sir, it should be a subject | 


established. 
of general rejoicing that this long controversy is 
closed; that this seven years’ war is terminated; 
that peace again reigns in our borders. For sev- 
eral years past, and particularly during the extra 
and the last session of Congre 


SS, 


we heard litle | 


else from the other side of this Chamber, whether | 


from the large or small division of the Opposition, 
but war speeches and panie speeches. The war 
of the Government upon the banks was beld up 


to the country as the most alarming state of | 
things; as having occasioned the prostration of | 
credit, the derangement of the currency, the sus- i 
pension of the banks, the rain of commerce and | 


the entire business of the coantry. Even our 
civil institutions, and the liberties of the country, 
were to be overthrown by this cruel and relentles 
war which the Government was waging against 
the banks. The most eloquent appeals were 


made to the people to arouse from their lethargy | 


and interpose their mighty arm before it was too 
late, and save their dearest interests from destruc- 
tion. The interest of the banks was the Interest 


of the people, and a war upon the banks was a į 
war upon the people-~a war which affected every | 


‘class and every interest, the rich and the poor 
the high and the low, the capitalist and the la 
borer—all were suffering, languishing under the 
effects of this ruinous and destructive war upon 
the banks and the credit system. 

This is the language, sir, which but a few 
months since was almost daily heard within these 
walls. Hostility to the banks and the credit sys- 
tem was the gréeatand besetting sin of the Admin- 
istration, which swallowed up all others. 
what do we hear now from the same quarter? 


Why, sir, will it be believed when it goes forth | 


to the country, that a Senator who was most zeal- 
ous and consiant in declaiming and repeating the 


charges of hostility to the banks, is now the first | 
to arraign and condemn, unheard, the same Ad- 


ministration for having terminated a war which 
was declared to be so destructive to the best in- 
terests of the country—of having succumbed to 
the monster, and made a dishonorable peace, and 
formed a dangerous alliance with him ? 


Bat | 


i 
i 
i 
I 
| 


| peril. 


| knew weil what their neutrality was in its first, 
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sustained it. 

Surely, sir, if the gentlemen believed in the ex- 
istence of the bank war, of which they have had 
so much to say, and the evils of which they have 
portrayed in such glowing colors, they should be 


the first to rejoice at the return of peace—at a res- | 


toration of a good understanding between the 
Government and the banks. . 

These gentlemen of the armed neutrality appear 
to be very difficult to please. During the last two | 
sessions, the whole burden of their complaints 
was the hostility of the Administration to the 
banks; and now they arraign the same Adminis- 
tration, pursuing the same general policy, for 
being too friendly to the banks, and for forming | 
an alliance with Mr. Biddle’s bank. But whether 
these neutrality politicians are pleased with this 
new aspect of things or not, it must be gratify- 
ing to all who have confided in their speeches and 
declarations heretofore, to learn that this great 
source of danger and mischief to all their inter- 
ests—the bank war—is at an end. 

Mr. N. said there was another point which 
seemed to be conceded in this debate, which he 
also thought a subject of just congratulation, It 
was, that the danger of a Treasury bank, which 
was so alarming at the last session, had entirely | 
disappeared. The country had escaped thatawfal | 
We were then told that that ‘execrable 
measure, the independent Treasury, would result 
in a Treasury bank, springing from the revenues 
of the Government and the drafts and transfers 
of the Treasurer. The sub-Treasury plan has 
been in practical operation during the past year, 
and does not appear to have resulted in a Treasury 
bank. Instead of that, we are now told of an 
alliance between the Treasury and the Bank of 
the United States. 

‘There was another subject of congratulation, 
which, if not conceded in the debate, was, he 
thoaght, fully established by what we have wit- | 
nessed on this occasion. He alluded to the ¢¢ half- 


1 : mar r 
| the end of six months or one year, they throw to 
i the winds the Democratic banner, and take their 
| station in the ranks of their former enemies; when 
i often having, for some brief months, déclaimed 
; eloquently against party and. party spirit, they 
; become the most intolerant, malignant, and per- 
: Secuting partisans the country has ever witnessed. 
| For the truth of this statement, he appealed to 


|, the political history of the country; he appealed 
|i to existing facts. 


i 
it Look round these Halls, look 
into the State Legislatures, cast your eye. over 
i the whole country; take a view of recent alarm- 
ling scenes which are now acting in one of the 
| great States of this Union, and then, say. who 
‘are the most violent, unscrupulous, and reck- 
| less political partisans in the country; who push 
| selfish party measures to the greatest extremes, 
| breaking over the barriers of the Constitution and 
i laws, and trampling right and justice under their 
| feet. It will be found, sir, in almost every in- 
| stance, that the bold, daring, and reckless politi- 
i cians, are deserters from the popular cause, and 
t some short period, have declaimed eloquently 
i against the abuses of party. Mr. N. said he spoke 
of general principles, but made no application of 
them; he passed no judgment upon the motives 
and purposes of any one; he presumed all here” 
to be actuated by high and honorable motives. 
The Senator from Virginia concluded with. an 
eloquent appeal to the friends of the Administra- 
| tion to throw aside their groveling, selfish, party 
| purposes, to break asunder the trammels of party, 
and elevate their views to the great interests of 
their country. This appeal, sir, under other eir- 
cumstances, might have been commendable; it 
might have been worthy of the Senator, and hon- 
orable to the noble Commonwealth he represents. . 
But under what circumstances was it made? | Jt 
was the conclusion of a speech uncalled for.by 
the occasion, intemperate in its tone, and through- 
out chavacterized by unfounded and unsupported 
charges and criminations against the Administra- 
tion and all its supporters. i 
Ifa professed friend (said Mr. N.) should meet 
me in the street, and after abusing me with hard 
words, beat me over the head with his cane, and 


|i then say to me, “ Sir, let us now be friends; these 


strifes and contentions not only render us unhap- - 
py, but they are annoying to the whole communi- 
| ty; let uselevate our feclings above these low and 
base passions.” In such a case, I should bea 
little inclined to doubt the ey of the eloquent 
appeal made to my more elevate feelings, : 


way house. That was gone, demolished, and 
swept away with the bank war and the Treasury 
bank. Sir, it is gone; not a vestige of it remains; 
and its tenants made a timely retreat from it be- 
fore its fall, and passed on to the end of the road 
in which they had started; and have now arrived 
at the marble palace, where they were, no doubt, 
kindly received by 
friendly salutation: ** Gentlemen, we are happy 
to see you; will you please be seated, and make 
yourselves at home.”’ f 
These changes were all important; he rejoiced 
at them, and did not doubt that the country would 
rejoice. We have got clear of the bank war, of 
the imminent danger of a Treasury bank, and of 
the half-way house, which was an obstacle on all 
sides; the coast now seemed to be pretty much 
clear. We have, however, it seems, an armed 
neutrality, a belligerent peace party, or neutrals 
who codperate with one of the belligerents. Of the 
“armed neutrality,” of which the Senator from 
Virginia seems to admit himself the head, he 
would say nothing, as he did not perhaps under- 
stand its true character. But be knew something 
of neutral politicians, whether armed or unarmed, 
he had watched the course of them for thirty 
years, and from the days of Aaron Burr to the 
present time, they had always been the same. 
The history of one was the history of all. He 


second, and third state. All deserters from. the | 


Democratic party at first assume the character of |! 
neutrals, or no-party men; and whilst in this ; 


transition state, which was sometimes & longer 
and sometimes a shorter period, they carry on a 
war against their old friends and old principles, 
under their old flag. This, sir, has been the course 
of neutral and no-party politicians in this coun- 
trv. Whilst maintaining the character of armed 
neutrals, they fight under a piratical flag; and at | 


the old occupants, with the ii 


Who has betrayed any warmth of party feeling - 
‘in this debate, or during the present session unless 
it be the Senator himself? Ce 
He speaks of the high and exalted, considera- 
tions by which he is actuated, rising above the 
' mists of party, and looking only to-the great in- 
terests of the country. Of the Senator’s motives, 
aims, and purposes, he had nothing to say; but he 
wished the gentleman to understand, that however 
vated they may be, they 


; pure, disinterested, or cle 


ll are not more so than those of the Senators to 


| people now 
i examined it and 
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dict; their voice has been heard from the mount- 
ains to the valleys, and from the lakes to the 
Atlantic. It is the voice of approbation. If this 
eee could this day be fairly submitted to the 


irect action of the péople, at least two thirds of || 
i| long to the pet bank system? In that, at least, 


the electors in the United States would be found 
in its favor. And yet we are called on to abandon | 
the measure on the ground that it has been con- | 
denined by the people, and told that it is a mere | 
arty measure. To abandon it, sir, would be to | 
ettay our trusts; to betray the people; to disre- | 
gard their known will; to trample upen their | 
rights. Yet this is the way the Senator invokes 
us to elevate our minds above the low, selfish, | 
and groveling purposes of party. i 
Mr. N. said he forbore to notice various other | 
matters touched upon by the Senator, as his prin- 
cipal object in rising was to call the attention of 
the Senate and the country to the new positions 
which areassumed. Sir, the alarming evils which 
have so long threatened the ruin of the country, 
have suddenly disappeared, and that withoutany 


„change of policy on the part of the Administra- | 


tion; for to regard the negotiation of a bond to 
the Bank of the United States, as constituting a} 
change, would be trifling with the subject, ‘he | 
bank war, which had so tong afflicted the coun- 


try, bringing so many evils in its train, is at last || 


terminated. The day of panics is gone, and we 
may now expect quiet and prosperity. ‘The sub- 
Treasury bill is in practical operation and we 
have escaped that great and alarming peril—a 
Treasury bank. We have also got, rid of the | 
half-way house, and nothing now remains but the | 
armed neutrality, and that ever pitiful theme of 
declamation, Executive influence. That, sir, still | 


remains, and will remain as long as this Govern- |} 


i 

i 

mentendures, Jt bas been, nowis, and will eon- 
tinue to be, a subject about which many grear, | 
good, and just men will entertain apprehensions | 
of danger to our institutions; and they will elo- | 
ueptly and earnestly warn the people against this | 
anger. In his opinion, this was not the weak | 
point in our political fortress; it was not the place | 
where the first breach would be made. But whilst | 
many honest and good men will point to this | 
source of danger, and raise their warning voices | 


against the increase of Executive power, there |! 


will at al times be other men who will dectaim | 
eloquently and earnestly against the abuses and | 
the increase of Executive power, Executive pat- 
ronage, and Executive influenco, for ether and: 
Sar different motives and purposes. 

Afier some further remarks from Mr. CRIT- 
TENDEN, 


the Senator from Virginia having introduced the . 
resolution. He was anxious to have all the facts, | 
and to probe the matter to the bottom, and to | 
know what connection existed between the Gov- 
ernment and the Bank of the United States. In: 
the present state of things, he deemed it premature | 
to offer any remarks on the course of the Prosi- ! 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury; and he 


r spefor OT Sate a ajy * it “i f 5 = 
would, therefore, only assure the gentleman from i permit him to proceed in his remarks upon the 


| subject of the late defalcations; to which request 


Virginia that, ifthe Secretary had united himself! 
with the bank beyond what the laws allowed, it) 
should not be with his support. He was against 

all connection with the banks, even when sanc- 
flaned by, but certainly more against it without, | 
law. The Senator from Virginia stated in his | 
place that the Su 
the great body of the people of the country, and | 
by this body, with the exception of a few mem- 
bers, in which he supposed the Senator included : 
him. Now, the Senator was widely mistaken. If ; 
they might judge by the recent elections, the opine | 


ing, instead of going back. ‘The elections in all : 
the States turned upon the connection with th 

banks, and that connection taken in its extreme 
character, with the specie clause of the sub-Treas 
ury bill, and the verdict had been in its favo 
The gentleman was mistaken, The discussions 
of the extra session and the Jast had impressed ;! 
ideas on the public mind which never could be |; 
eradicated. The gentleman referred to the late | 
defalcations as an argument against the sab- |! 
Treasury. Why, the gentleman must know that 4 
they did not touch the subject of the sub-Treas- ! 


| 


| 
t 


out of it. : 
Mr. C. then referred to the times when these 
defalcations took place, to show that they were 


in consequence of bank connection. He asked 
the Senator from Virginia if the defalcations 
which took place between 1830 and 1836 be- 
longed to the sub-Treasury? Did they not be- 


the gentleman must agree with him. The next 


defalcation took place under the legislation of | 


this Government, at the last session. The banks 
themselves broke the connection, by suspending 
payment, and caused the disastrous state of things 
that followed. They resumed payment, and the 
renewal of the resolution of 1816 restored the 
connection, so that a deep connection—and he 
said it with regret—now existed between the 
Government and the banks. So far from these 


! defaleations operating against the. Independent 


Treasury, it was the strongest argument in favor 


of it that they had taken place. He did not now || 


intend to go further into this subject, but would 
postpone further remarks until the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury should be received. 

Mr. REVES was happy to hear the explana- 
tion of the honorable Senator from South Caro- 
Hina. He thought, however, that the defaleations 
did not attach to the system of bank deposits. 
Te appealed to his candor, upon a review of his 
argument, whether it was asound one. Were 
these moneys abstracted by the banks, or by the 
officers of the banks, or were they abstracted be- 
fore they reached the banks, or before they had 
passed to the credit of the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States on the books of the banks? He held 
it to be impossible, under the deposit system, 
faithfully administered, that such defalcations 
should have taken place, 

Mr. CALHOUN, after some remarks, referred 
to the opinion advanced by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that the Government would lose nothing by 
the State banks. ‘This, he said, remained to be 
seen, as there was yet a large amount due from 
them. But what, he asked, had we already lost? 
Ifad we not been compelled to borrow money and 
pay interest in consequence of their withholding 
the money of the Government in their hands; and 
had we not been compelled to disburse their de- 
preciated notes to a large amount? Mr. C. esti- 
mated the loss to the Government, up to this time, 
in consequence of its connection with banks, at 


| upwards of forty millions, and contended that the 


recent suspension of the banks had occasioned 


| not only the loss to the Government of three or 
| four millions, but the loss to the community at 
i huge, of from fifty to one hundred millions. The 


PA . i loss incurred by individuals was that of a mole- 
Mr. CALHOUN expressed his gratification at j al y 


hill toa mountain, in comparison with the loss 
oceasioned by a connection with banks. 

The resolution was then agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1838. 
Mr. WISE asked the consent of the IIouse to 


objection being made, 

Mr. W. asked for a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 


‘| for the yeas and nays; which were rder 
b:Treasury was abandoned by | y ys; not ordered. 


The question was then taken upon suspending 
the rules, and decided in the negative. 


The presentation of petitions being in order, | 


Mr. Apams being entitled to the floor, 
Mr. CUSHMAN asked the gentleman to give 


h : | way to permit him to present to the Hou re- 
ions in favor of the sub-Treasury were advanc- | y top P House a re 


port of Lieutenant George N. Hollins, of the 


United States Navy, surveyor of light-houses in | 


the fifth light-house district of the United States, 


| transmitted to him as chairman of the Committee 
| on Commerce, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
: with a view to have it printed in connection with 
heretofore pre- | 
| sented; to which Mr, Apams consented; when 


the report of the Fourth Auditor, 
Mr. C, presented said report, and order was 
taken accordingly. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. ADAMS then presented the petition from 


| sundry laborers upon the public works in Wash- 
ington city, praying remuneration for the loss of 
time caused by the action of this House at the 
last session. 

Mr. A. said that he did not know why these 
laborers had been thus deprived of proper com- 
pensation. They were common laborers, de- 
pendent upon their tabor alone for support, and 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings should 
have paid them every cent for this lost time. 
Mr. A. was going on to advocate the claims of 
the petitioners to compensation, when 

Mr. CRARY called the gentleman to order, ag 
he was going on to debate the merits of the ques- 
tion. i i 

Mr. ADAMS said he merely made the remarks 
in. justice to these poor men, and would ask for 
the reading. of the petition; after which he asked 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings, though it was his opinion the 
House should now proceed to act upon the sub- 
ject promptly. 

Mr. LINCOLN said that the Committee on 
Public Buildings had already instructed him to 
report a joint resolution to pay the persons al- 
Iuded to, and the object of his colleague would 
be attained by giving the direction to the memo- 
rial indicated, A i 

The memorial was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a petition from certain 
citizens of New Hampshire, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia, &c., 
accompanied with a réquest to be heard in sup- 
| port thereof in person or by counsel. Mr. A. 
moved that the leave-be granted to the petitioners. 

The SPEAKER ruled that the request, as well 
as the balance of the memorial, fell under the op- 
eration of Mr. Aruerron’s fifth resolution, and 
must go on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS took an appeal from this decis- 
ion, and contended that the request of the peti- 
toners to be heard was altogether a different 
thing from the prayer of the body of the petition, 
and that the former did not come within the op- 
eration of the order referred to. Mr. A. called 
for the yeas and nays upon the appeal; which 
| were ordered, 

Mr. CUSHMAN at first moved to lay the ap- 
peal on the table; but it appearing to be the gen- 
eral wish on the part of the House to take the 
question directly on the appeal, he withdrew the 
motion. 

Mr. MERCER remarked that the petition itself 
| would of course be, or now was, laid on the table; 
| and to grant leave to petitioners to be heard ona 
matter that the House had laid on the table would 
| be a solecism. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, would ask the 
gentleman if the petition itself, on which the me- 
morialists asked to be heard, did not pray for the 
abolition of slavery, and whether the gentleman 
desired that they should come here to advocate 
that question ? 

The question on the appeal was then taken, 
| and decided in the afirmative—yeas }80, nays 8; 
as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Aycrigg, Banks, 
| Beauty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, 
| Briggs, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, John Cal- 

hoon, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, John Campbell, 
Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Cheatham, Clark, Cleveland, 
| Clowney, Cothin, Coles, Conner, Corwin, Crabb, Craig, 
i Crary, Cranston, Crockett, Cushing, Cushman, Dawson, 

Davec, De Graff, Dennis, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Bd- 
wards, Everett, Ewing, Farrington, Richard Fleteher, Isaac 
Fletcher, Fillmore, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Giddings, 


Glaseock, Goode, James Graham, William raham, Grant~ 
land, Grant, Graves, Gray, Grennel, Griffin, Haley, Hall, 
Halsted, Hammond, Harlan, Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Hayncs, Henry, Herod, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
William H. Ruuter, Robert M.T. Hunter, Thomas B. Jack- 
son, Jabez Jackson. Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbet- 
ter, Lincoln, Loomis, Mallory, Marvin, Sampson Mas 
Martin, Maury, May, N axwell, MeKay, Abraham McCict 
lan, McKennan, Menetce, Mercer, Milligan, Mil 

chell, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Calvary Morris 
ray, Noble,Ogie, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Payn- 
ter, Pearce, Peek, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pope, Pratt, 

Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randoiph, Reily, Rencher, 
Rhett, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Sheffer, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Sibley, Slade, 
Southgat +, Spencer, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Swear- 
ingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toland, Toucey, 
Turney, Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Weeks, 
i Albert S.White, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
i Sherrard Williams, Jared W., Williams, Joseph U. Wi- 


i liams, Christopher i, Willi N. Jortbing d 
| Vell 180, p. Viliams, Word, Worthington, au 
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ton, Davies, Evans, Potts, Ridgway, and Tillinghast—8. fi 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by 
the House. 

Mr. WISE desired the Clerk to note the fact 
thet he had refused to vote; and he further de- 
sired him henceforward never to call his name on 
any vote on the subject of abolition. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a petition remonstrat- 
ing against the Annexation of Texas to the Union, 
and moved its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. | 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was laid on 
the table, without a division. 

The same disposition was made of the other 
petitions on this subject. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a memorial praying 
Congress to open and establish international re- | 
lations with the Republic of Hayti, and moved 
its reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
with instructions to consider and report thereon. | 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for a division of the | 
question. 1 

Mr. ADAMS said he had moved the instruc- | 
tions because the chairman of that committee ! 
{Mr. Howanp] had stated that petitions had here- | 
tofore been referred to that committee, and no 
action had ensued upon them; and also because 
he had thrown out an intimation that, if referred 
to that committee again, nothing more would be 
heard of them. 

Mr. HOWARD said that was an insinuation 
the gentleman had no right to make. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had a right to make it, 
for the gentleman’s language had amounted to 
nothing short of a distinct pledge. 

Mr. HAYNES called the gentleman to order, 
for debating the petition on the day of its pre- 
sentation. l 

The SPEAKER said it must lie over one day, | 
under the rule, if it gave rise to debate. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had no desire to debate 
it, but merely to assign a reason for moving the | 
instructions. | 

The SPEAKER. That is debating the peti- | 


tion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, then, having stated to this 
House, and to the country, and to the petitioners 
that- 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to order on the ground |) 
that the petition had been ordered to lie over till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had risen to withdraw 
the instructions, for he feared that the lying over || 
till to-morrow would be equivalent to its post- 
ponement till the end of the session. 

The instructions being withdrawn, the memo- 
rial was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. | 

Mr. A. subsequently presented another petition 
on the same subject, and moved the instructions, 
stating his intention of debating the subject, and 
it was ordered to lie over. 

Mr. A. also presented a large number of peti- 
tions from various States (including one or two 
from Ohio county, Virginia,) praying for the ab- |; 
olition of slavery and the slave trade, remon- |! 
strating against the admission of any new slave- 
holding State, against the annexation of Texas, || 
for international relations with Hayti, &c. The || 
abolition petitions were laid on the table under |; 
Mr. Armenron’s resolution, and the others were Î 
disposed of as stated above. H 

Mr. CUSHING, for the purpose, he said, ofi! 
ceonomizing the time of the House, would pre- | 
sent, to-day, but one of the many abolition peti- 
tions intrusted to his charge, and would postpone | 
the others to a future day. 

Mr. C. availed himself of that opportunity to 
pronounce the resolution ordering those petitions || 
on: the table to be unconstitutional, to protest) 
against it, and asked that his protest might be ' 

H 
1 
1 


entered on the Jourrial. Ii 
The SPEAKER ruled it to be out of order. | 
Petitions and memorials were then further pre- | 

sented by Messrs, TILLINGHAST and CRAN- | 

STON, of Rhode Island. i l 
Messrs. TOUCEY, WHITTLESEY, HA- |! 

LEY, and HOLT, of Connecticut. 


Sprague Fisk, praying fora pension for services i 
rendered and wounds received in the battle ati 


Stonington, in the late war with Great-Britain. | 
Also, the petition of Samuel Edgecomb, praying © 


i! ers, heirs i rit 
[Mr. Harsy presented the petition of Gilbert ‘| payment for provisions: furnished to the United || 
‘States in 1814; which were referred to the Com- |! 
Also, the petition and papers |, 


the petition of Esther Culver, praying for a pen- 
sion in consequence of services rendered by her 
husband, Moses Jones, in the war of the Revo- 
lution. Also, the petition of Bradford Phillips, 
praying for a pension for services rendered and 
wounds received on board the ship Madison, on 
Lake Ontario, in the late war. Also, the memo- 
rial of Edmund Fanning, claiming, in behalf of 
the heirs of Nathaniel Fanning, deccased, his 
share of the prize money for services rendered on 
board the ship commanded by John Paul Jones; 
also, that a gold medal be struck and presented 


| to his widow, as due to the bravery of this praise- 


worthy officer, who perished on duty while serv- 
ing his country 

Mr. Horr presented the following petitions: 
The petition of Mrs. Esther Cleaveland, of Can- 
terbury, Connecticut, widow of Captain Moses 
Cleaveland, who was acaptain inthe Revolution, 
praying fora pension. Also, the petition of Lucy 
Strong, daughter and heir of Eliphalet Spafford, 
asking a grant of bounty land in consequence of 
services rendered in the war of the Revolution. 
Also, the petition of Benjamin Bebbins, of Wind- 
ham, asking a pension for services rendered the 
Govérnment. Also, the memorial of Major 
Charles Laraber, who was an officer in the Army 
during the late war with Great Britain, and who 
lost a limb whilst so engaged, together with his 
vouchers, now on the files of the House. ] 

Messrs, HALL, SLADE, EVERETT, and 
ALLEN, of Vermont. 

[Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Martha 
Ingersoll, for a pension; Seth Willey, for a pen- 
sion; Patience Smith, fora pension; Lyman King, 
for property taken by the Government in the last 
war; John Safford and 71 others, of Cambridge, 
Vermont, on the subject of slavery; Henry Stow- 
ell and 77 others, on the subject of slavery.] 

Messrs. FILLMORE, PARKER, KEMBLE, 
TAYLOR, GRAY, BEERS, ANDREWS, 
VANDERVEER, SPENCER, JONES, DE 


the case of William Butterfield, to: the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions; in the case of Conrad 
Watts, to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions; in the case of William Tryon, to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; ; 

Mr. Spencer presented the petition of Robert 
| Cary, for bounty land. Also, the petition ‘of the © 
Tuscarora nation of Indians in ‘the State of New 
York.} ; 

Mr. YORKE, of New Jersey. ` 

Messrs. HENRY, SHEFFER, PLUMER, 
HAMMOND, HUBLEY, McKENNAN,NAY- 
LOR, TOLAND, OGLE, and 8. W. MORRIS,” 
of Pennsylvania. i ms 

(Mr. Suerrer presented the petition of Adam 
Wert, and seventy-two other voters of Adams 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the immediate 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the = 
District of Columbia and the several Territories. 
The petitioners ask its reference to a select com- 
| mittee, &c.; it was laid on the table, under the 
order of the House. 

Mr. PLumer presented a petition very numer- ‘ 
ously signed, for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Alleghany river from Pittsburg 
to Olean; which was referred to the Committée 
on Roads and Canals. ' 

Mr. S. W. Morris presented the petition from 
citizens of McKean county, for improvement of 
the Alleghany river. RO an 

Mr. Flenny presented the following: Petition 
of William Scott, of Beaver county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for a pension on account of extraor- 
dinary éxposure and loss of health in the service 
of the United States in the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Petition of Jonathan Davis, of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for remuneration ` for 
wheat, oats, and hay, taken from him by order of 
Lieutenant McDonald, for the use of the Army 
in the late war; which was referred to the Com- 


GRAFF, GRANT, BRONSON, MARVIN, 
RUSSELL, HOFFMAN, MITCHELL, Me- 
CLELLAN,EDWARDS, PUTNAM, NOBLE, 
SIBLEY, and PECK, of New York. 

{Mr. Granr presented the petition of Portius 
F. Parsons, praying that the heirs of Eli Parsons, 
deceased, be paid the amount due upon a certifi- 
cate given to Eli Parsons, deceased, for $1,800, 
for his services and expenses:as commissary gen- 
eral in the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. Parker presented the petition of O. R. 
Bennet and others, praying for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Alleghany river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nels. Also, the memorial of John Martin Baker, 
late consul at Rio de Janeiro, asking compensa- 
tion for diplomatic servicés; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. Gray presented the petition of sundry in- 
habitants of Chemung county, New York, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Elmira, 
via the west end of the town of Chemung and the 
head waters of Wynkoop creek, to Van Ettan- 
ville, in Cayuga. 

Mr. Kempe presented the petition of Sarah 
Oakley, for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, 
the petition of Commodore Daniel S. Patterson, 
to be refunded certain moneys expended by his 
order; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Also, the petition of Captain 
Charles F. Smith and other officers of the Army, 
foran equalization of the pay of the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCue.tan presented the petition of 
Lyman Bristol, for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. Sintey presented the petition of Jacob 
Walling and others, for a post route from Co- 
hocton to Allen’s Hill, in that State. D 

Mr. Bronson presented the petition and papers 
of Gilbert’ Vroman, in behalf of himself and oth- 
“of Peter Vroman, deceased, praying 


| mittee of Claims. Petition of Andrew Logan, of 
| Scott county, lowa Territory, praying for a do- 
nation of two sections of land, upon certain con- 
ditions, to aid him in the manufacture of silk; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. Petition of the heirs of Captain Robert 
| Unee, an officer of the revolutionary war, praying 
| for commutation—additional evidence offered; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolit ` 
| tionary Claims. - Petition of Lieutenant Williar 
McMillen, of Mercer county, Pennsylvania; a 
| officer of the revolutionary war, praying for ¢ 
mutation; which was teferred to the Commi ‘ 
Revolutionary Claims—with additional evidence. 
Petition of a number of citizens of Beaver’ 4nd” 
Butler counties, praying Congress to abolish sla- 
i very and the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Petition for a national armory at the 
falls of Beaver river, in the county of Beaver; 
i which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ] ; 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware. ieee 

Messrs. HOWARD, JOHNSON, KENNE- 
DY, and JENIFER, of Maryland. 
| Messrs. BEIRNE, CRAIG, BANKS, MAL- 
| LORY, ,TALIAFERRO, GARLAND, and HOP- 
KINS, of Virginia. PA oye 

[Mr. Marrory, presented the petition of John 
Cammack; the petition of the administrators of 
B. Laws; the petition of William Jett; the peti- 
tion of the heirs of Robert Watkins; the peti- 
tion of Sarah Gates; the petition of John Cow- 
per; the petition of George Terrill and Jackson 
Morton; the petition of the representatives of 
Wiliam Godwin; the pétition of Sarah Ingra- 
ham; the petition of Ely Pierce; the petition of 
the representatives of James Marshall; which 
were severally referred to appropriate commit 
tees. k 
Milers. STANLY, RENCHER, and GRA- 
HAM, of North Carolina. LEPET si 

Mr. LEGARE, of South Carolina: ` 

Messrs, HAYNES, GLASCOCK, and DAW- 
SON, of Georgia. 

[Mr. Dawson presented'a memorial from. the: 


the amount of a final-settlement certificate, issued” 
by John Pierce; Paymaster General and commis- 


mittee of Claims. _ petii ¢ 
of James Cummings, for a pension: which were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


; agent of the State of Georgia, asking to be paid. 
f 


| sioner of the Army accounts, “on thè. 18th of 


U May, 785,10 the State of Georgia, for $723,283, 
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for payment.made by that State to her. officers. of 
the revolutionary army on Continental establish- į 
ment, for the. commutation of their half pay, and 
for other pay duc said officers, together with the 
interest thereon, now due; which was referred, 
on motion of Mr. D., toa sclect committee of 
five. Also, a claim in favor of Marcus Hemphill, 
of the State of Georgia, as executor of Samuel |! 
Hemphill, deceased, asking pay for services ren- | 
dered in the Army of the United States, as a far- 
rier and smith, in the years 1794-95.] 

Messrs. HARLAN, SOUTHGATE, WIL- 
LIAMS, GRAVES, MENEFEE, and UNDER- 
WOOD, of: Kentucky. 

Messrs. Speaker POLK, STONE, CARTER, || 
SHIELDS, TURNEY, C. H. WILLIAMS, J. 
L. WILLIAMS, and CAMPBELL, of Tennes- 
see. 

(Mr. Srone presented the petition of Samuel 
Martin, a citizen of Campbell Station, Knox 
county, ‘Tennessee, praying for an appropriation || 


to be made sufficient for a complete survey of the || 
Tennessee river at the Suck, and for at least fif- i 
teen miles above and below the same; and also | 


for the survey of a route for a canal or railroad 
from the mouth of Battle creek, a small distance 
below the Suck, in Marion county, Tennessee, to 
the three forks of Duck river, at a point whence 
the State of Tennessee have had a survey made 
to the Mississippi river. Referred to the Com- |! 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. Joseru L. WiLurams presented the me- 
morial of Joseph S. Milligan, claiming indemnity | 
on account of the military authority of the Uni- | 
ted States dispossessing him of his property in 
the Cherokee territory.] 

Messrs. MASON, BOND, GIDDINGS, AL- 
LEN, MORRIS, HUNTER, DUNCAN, SLIEP- 
LOR, RIDGWAY, HARPER, and GOODE, of 
Ohio. f 

(Mr. Harrer presented the petition of sundry 
eiuzens of Muskingum county, Ohio, praying 
that a mail route be established from Zanesville | 
to Belmaar’s cross roads, Frazeysburg, West Car- 
lisle, and East Union, to Gambier, Knox county. ] 

Mr, GARLAND, of Louisiana. 

Messrs. EWING, HEROD, RARIDEN, 
GRAHAM, DUNN, and WHITE, of Indiana. 

Mr, WORD, of Mississippi. 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and SNYDER, of Hi- 
nois, 

[Mr. Casey introduced the petition of sundry | 
citizens of Ndwards county, Illinois, praying a 


At. Carmel, Hlinais, to New Albany, Indiana; 


which, on his motion, was referred to the Com- |} 


mittee on the Public Lands. | 
Messrs. CHAPMAN, LEWIS, LYON, and |) 
CRABB, of Alabama. j 
(Mr. Cnarman presented the following: Peti- | 
tion of citizens of Cherokee, DeKalb, and Jack- | 
son counties, praying a new land district in the 
territory acquired from the Cherokee Indians, and 
the location of the land office; petition of citizens 
of Benton county, praying the removal of the 
land office from Mardisville to Jacksonville, and 
to add the Cherokee nation to the Coosa land dis- 
trict; petition of Elisha Moreland and others, 
praying to have the right of preémption; petition 
of Isaac Monson, also for the right of preemption 
in lieu of that of which he was deprived; petition 
of John S. Burnett, asking to have refunded to 
him a certain amount which he has been obliged 
to pay for costs in a suit improperly brought 
against him as postmaster; all of which were re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees. ] 
Messrs. MILLER and HARRISON, of Mis- |! 
souri. 
[Mr. Mirer presented the following: The pe- | 
tition of Samuel Davis, William Brown, and 
Martin H. Arthur, of Missouri, asking the pas- | 
sage of a law granting them the right of preémp- | 
tion to a certain tract of land therein mentioned; |. 
wnich was referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. The petition of Samuel Merry and oth- 
ers, of Missouri, prayingCongress to pass a law 
granting the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States to the St. Louis and | 
Belleview Railroad Company, in Missouri; which i 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 
The petition of Catharine Dodge, of Missouri, 
asking the passage of a law granting to her. the | 
difference between the original cost and present | 
value of a certain tract of land purchased by her i 


‘of. the United States; which was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands. The petition of 
Richard Simms, of Missouri, asking the passage 
of a law granting him a tract of land in Platt 


county, Missouri, as a compensation for his mil- | 


itary services during the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public. Lands. 
The petition of Harvey H. Colgon, of Missouri, 
asking the passage of a law granting him the right 
of preémption to a certain tract of land therein 
mentioned; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. The petition of MichaelGlass, 
asking Congress to pass a law authorizing the 
refunding to him of a certain amount of money, 
paid by him to the United States on account of a 
tract of land, entered, as he believes, through mis- 
take; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. The petition of John G. Parsons, of 


| Missouri, asking the passage of a law authoriz- 


ing him to change an entry of a tract of land here- 
tofore made by him through mistake; which was 


! referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 


petition of William Gillis and John King, of Mis- 
souri, asking the passage of a law granting the 
right of preémption to certain lands therein men- 
tioned; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. The petition of Joseph Evans and 
others, of Missouri, praying Congress to pass a 
law granting them the right of preémption to 
certain lands therein mentioned; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 


petition of Amos Burdine and others, of Missou- 


ri, asking the passage of a law granting to them 
the right of preémption to certain lands therein 


: mentioned; which was referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands. Six several petitions, numer- 


ously signed by citizens residing in the south- | 


ern part of the State of Missouri, asking the pas- 
sage ofa law ceding certain inundated or swampy 
lands to said State, on the conditions therein 
named; which were referred to the Committee on 


© Publie Lands. 


Mr. Harrison presented and submitted the fol- 
lowing petitions: petition of Airs Hudspeth, pray- 
ing the right of preémption; of sundry citizens of 
Boone county, for a post route from Columbia, 
by Younger’s Mills, to Mexico, in Audrian coun- 


| ty; of the inhabitants of the town of St. Charles, 


to drain certain inundated lands; of the members 
of the Missouri Legislature, to improve Salt river; 
of Lucy Johnson, late Lucy Gooding, praying 
tho right of preémption; of Tarlton Ellege and 


í || James White, praying Congress to allow them to 
rant of land to aid in constructing a railroad from || 


correct certain entries made by them; of Z. Mar- 
un, to grant him the right of preémption to a cer- 
tain tract of land therein mentioned; of Jacob 


‘| Groom and John Sneathen, praying remunera- 


tion for Indian depredations; of Robert John- 
son and Francis Rivaud, for remuneration for 
Indian depredations; of the trustees of the town 
of St. Charles, praying the requisite appropria- 
tion for the surveying of the commons and com- 
mon field lots prided to said town by act of Con- 
gress; of Cornelius Campbell and others, that 
they be allowed a preémption upon certain inun- 


dated lands, which they ask they may be allowed f 


to drain; of James Butler and others, praying the 
right of preémption; of James A. Clark, for the 


| right of preémption; of Harrison Snead, a soldier 


of the late war, praying that he may be allowed 
to enter other land in lieu of that received by him 


; as his military bounty tract; of John T. Austin, 


or the right of preémption for a specified time to 
certain lands therein mentioned, for the cultiva- 
ion of silk; of Thomas P. Copes, that he may 


| be allowed, upon certain conditions, to drain cer- 


tain inundated lakes; of William McPherson and 


| others, praying the right of preémption; of sun- 


dry citizens of Washington and other counties, 


| praying that an additional land office may be es- 
| tablished; of sundry citizens living on the old 


French and Spanish claims, praying the right of 
preémption, in case the land 1s found to belong to 
the United States; of sundry citizens of Ray 
county, praying for an additional jand districi; 
of sundry citizens of Boone county, for an addi- 
tional land district; of Alfred George, for com- 
pensation for a horse lost in the Black Hawk war; 
of James R. Wills, for compensation for wood 
furnished Fort Leavenworth; of Orris Call, fora 
pension; of James Duncan, for a pension; of 
Robert Murray, praying that he may be allowed 
to correct a mis-entry; of Henry Duchuquetle and 
others, praying that they be allowed to enter cer- 


tain lands to supply the deficiency occasioned by 
the encroachment of the commons of the town of 
Carondelet; of Hiner Stigermire, to correcta mis- 
entry; of Reuben Gentry and others, for remu- 
neration for Indian depredations; of Jonathan 
Boone, to correct a mis-entry; of sundry citizens 
of Cole county, for an additional land district; of 
Tilford Taylor, to correct a mis-eniry; of John 
Wiley and Jefferson Greer, for remuneration for 
improvements put upon land bought of the Gov- 
ernment, but which the Government had previ- 
ously sold; of John Whitsett, praying for relief; 
of Enoch Matson, for relief asset forth in hig 
petition; of Samuel Massey and Thomas James, 
praying that they may be allowed to enter certain 
unsurveyed lands for the benefit of their iron 
works. 

Also, the following memorials of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Missouri: memorial asking 
a grant of lands for common-school purposes; 
memorial to appropriate the interest arising from 
the proceeds of the sale of the seminary lands 
to the purpose of primary schools; memorial ask- 
ing that the counties of Saline, Pettis, and Ben- 
ton may be attached to the Lexington land dis- 
trict; memorial asking that the amount of. money 
collected by rents from the lead mines may be 
returned to the counties respectively in which the 
lead was obtained; memorial asking a grant of 
five hundred thousand acres of land for the 
purposes of internal improvements and common 
schools; memorial asking the establishment of a 
new land district south of the Missouri river, to 
include Jefferson city; the petition of Thomas 
Talbot and others, praying remuneration for dep- 


| redations committed by the Pawnee Indians; the 


petition of the heirs of Daniel Boone, for compen- 
sation for the services of their ancestor. ] ; 
Mr. YELL, of Arkansas, presented the peti- 


| tion of J. M. Shepherd, praying for indemnity 


for the loss of a horse in the service of the Uni- 
ted States; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. Also,a petition from Marcus Wright, 
praying that he may be permitted to enter, at the 
minimum price, a certain tract of land in Arkan- 
sas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. CRARY, of Michigan, presented a petition 
for the improvement of the harbor at New Buffalo. 

Mr. DOWNING, of Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, presented the fol- 
lowing: a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Wisconsin Territory, praying that the right 
of preémption may be granted to the miners or 
occupants of mineral lands. The petition of 
Thomas W. Taylor, praying for a horse lost in 
the late Indian war of 1832. Resolutions of a 
public meeting of citizens of Mineral Point and 
vicinity, praying for a donation of lands to aid 
in the improvement of the Pekatonica river. 
Memorial praying that arms, &c., may be fur- 
nished the Territory of Wisconsin for the protec- 
tion of her citizens. Memorial praying for the 
construction of harbors on Lake Michigan; for 
the improvement of rivers and for the construc- 
tion of harbors; for a grant of land to aid in the 
construction of the Portagescanal, to connect the 
waters of the Fox river, which empties into Lake 
Michigan, with those of the Wisconsin river, 
which empties into the Mississippi river. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of lowa, . 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, presented the 
following petitions: Petition of Nehemiah Phil- 
lips; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Petition of Joseph Hackett; referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Petition of Aden 
Bartlett; referred to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. Petition of John McLeran; referred to 


the Committee of Claims. Petition of Merrill 
Pilsbury; referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Mr. CROCKETT, of Tennessee. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives : 


I have the honor to transmit herewith additional letters 
and documents embraced in the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 7th instant, i 

M. VAN BUREN. 

WASHINGTON, December 20, 1838. 


Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
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Also the following: 
To the House of Representatives : 


An important difference of opinion having arisen con- 
cerning the construction of an aet of Congress making a 
grant of land to the State of Indiana, and in which she feels 
a deep interest, I deem it proper to submit ail the material 
facia to your consideration, with a view to procure such 
additional legislation as the facts of the case may appear to 
render proper. 

‘The report of the Secretary of the Treasury and the doc- 
uments annexed from the General Land Office, will disclose 
all the circumstances deemed material in relation to the 
subject, and are herewith presented. 

M. VAN BUREN. 

WASHINGTON, December 20, 1838. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, | 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
statement in relation to the execution of the Chick- 
asaw treaty of 1834; which was laid on the table. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions | 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 
pension to James Tylar. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the Gommis- 
sioner of Patents to issue a patent to Oliver Perrin and John 
W., Faunce, on their application filed in the Patent Office 


on the 1st of September, 1834, and that the accompanying 


papers be referred to said committee. 
On motion of Mr. SLADE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making compen- 
sation to the volunteers who repaired to Platisburg on the 
invasion by the British forces, in September, 1814, and that 
all the papers on file relating to that subject be referred to 
said committee. 


On motion of Mr. JENIFER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged therefrom, and that so much of the President’s 
message as relates to the tobacco trade with foreign nations 
be referred to a select committee. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, it 
was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
paying John Houswright, a contractor upon mail route No. 
1955, in Virginia, for expeuses incurred by a change in the 
atrival and departure of the mails on that route, made after 
the contract was made and the commencement of his ser- 
vices. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNING, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Apalachicola 
river. 


On motion of Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be in- 
structed to transmit to this House the papers in relation to 
the claim of Richard L. Barrete to fractional section four, 
in township four north, in range nine west, of the fourth 
principal meridian in [linois. 


On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, of Indiana, it | 


was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from the Pleasant Gardens, in Burke 
county, North Carolina, by ‘Turkey Cove, Grassey Creek, 
and Rock Creek, to Jonesboro, in Tennessee. 


On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of amending the act of 
the 9th of July, 1836, so as to authorize the Sceretary of 
War, if, in his opinion, the defense of the frontiers demand 
it, te continue the occupation of Fort Gibson, and to con- 
struct the road on or near the western boundary line, pass- 
ing within the limits of the State of Arkansas, if the situation 
of the country and the good of the service require it. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of creating an ad- 
ditional land district in the northwestern part of the State 
of Missouri, so as to embrace within the limits of said fand 
district what is usually called the Platt county, recently 
annexed to said State. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, | 


it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- || 


structed to inquire into the expediency of reducing the fees 
allowed by. law.to:the clerks, marshals, and district attor- 


neys of the United States courts for the State of Louisiana, , 


go as to Corréspond with the fees allowed for similar services 
in the State courts of said State. 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 


Resolved, That the case of James B. Brice, referred at 
the late session of Congress to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, be again referred to the said committee. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNING, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 


| thë sale of certain Indian reservations, 
| the same with an amendment, 


to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, for the 
payment for the horses and equipages which have been 
turned over to the officers of the United States by mounted 
volunteers who served in Florida. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, on leave, sub- 
mitted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 


instructed to inquire into the propriety and expediency of | 


granting to all the settlers that may have heretofore settled, 


or may hereafter settle, on the public lands, preémption | 


rights to one quarter section of said land, according to the 
provisions of an act, approved June 22, 1838, entitled “An 
ner to, grant preëmption rights to settlers on the public 
lands.” 


The resolution having been read, 
Mr. CHAPMAN submitted the following, as 
a substitute: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
preémption laws so as—- 

1. T'o permit settlers to enter timbered lands to make and 
support their farms on the prairie. 

2. To include young men who had farms, but were not 
housekeepers. 

3. Those whose settlements were made prior to the sur- 
veying of the lands whereon such settlements were imade, 
and who by subsequent surveys are made to occupy dif- 
ferent quarter sections than those upon which their farms 
are situate. 

4, Those whose settlements were made within the four 
months specified in said law. 

5. Those whose settlements were made subsequent to 


the passage of the said law, and so as to require six months? | 


notice of the sale of public Jands. 


That said committee also inquire into the expediency of | 


providing by ław for the sub-division of the mineral lands 


into lots corresponding in size with lots laid out under the i 


mining, and for the sale thereof to the claimants. That 
said committee also inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing by law for the appointment of a commissioner to adjust 
the title to said lots. 


On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, December 21, 1838. 


The PRESIDENT communicated a report from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting a state- 
ment required by the act for carrying into effect 
the treaties with the Chickasaw Indians, approved 
20th April, 1836. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial 
of sundry citizens of Tompkins county, New 
York, praying for a revision of the militia laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Mi- 
litia. . 

Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 
clerks employed in the Third Auditor’s office, 
praying for an increase of their pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of Tucker, asking for a pension; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pen- ; 


sions. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Asa Smith, | 


praying for the remission of a fine imposed by 
the Post Office; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of New Jersey, praying for the 
establishment of a port of entry at Indian Key; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of 
Commodore Patterson; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KING presented the petition of Du- 


| rand, a half-breed Creek Indian, praying permis- 


sion to sell his reservation, preparatory to his 


| removal with the rest of his tribe west of the Mis- 


sissippi; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian | 


Affairs, to which was referred the bill authorizing 
reported 


which was read. 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
of John M. Hepburn, reported a bill to fix the 
compensation of the senior clerk in the office of 
the Adjutant General; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. ‘ , 
Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary; to which was referred the’ bill: to- prevent 
the giving or accepting a challenge to fight a duel 
in the District of Columbia, and for the punish- 
ment thereof, reported the same without amend- 
ment. Also, the bill to abolish imprisonment for 
debt in certain cases. Also, the bill for the relief 


ii of Laurent Millaudon and others, with an amend- 
; ment, 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. LYON gave notice that he would on Mon- 
day ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Daniel Goodwin. 

Mr. KING gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill to give to the 
railroad and canal companies incorporated by the 
States the right of way through the lands of the 
United States. 

Mr. WALKER gave notice that. he would, at 
the next meeting of the Senate, ask leave to intro- 
duce the following bills: 

A bill to relinquish to the State of Mississippi 
he two per cent. fund; 

A bill to cede to the State of Ohio and other 


| States certain portions of the public domain; 


A bill to grant to the State of Missouri a cer- 
tain quantity of the public lands, to be expended 
in railroads; and 

A bill to authorize the sale to the Mississippi 
and Alabama Railroad Company a certain por- 
tion of the public land. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, and in pursu- 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill to pre- 
vent the interference of certain public officers in 
elections; which was read, and ordered to asecond | 
reading. l 

Mr. YOUNG, on leave, and in pursuance of: 
previous notice, introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice; and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Jane Waller; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Parsons; 

A bill for the relief of James H. Ralston; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Hanks; 

A bill for the relief of Dennis Quinlevan; 

A bill for the relief of Charles A. Dodd; 

A bill for the relief of William Bennett; 

A bill for the relief of John L. Scott; ae 

A bill for the relief of John Richey; af 

A bill for the relief of David McNair; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Ferguson; and 

A bill to establish a pension agency at Spring- 
field, in the State Illinois. ae Aso os Gea ee 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the: 
Nantucket Steamboat Company; also a bill for 
the relief of Elijah Eldridge; which were sever- 
ally read twice and referred.” Peed 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 9). 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


| of the bill from the House, making appropria- 


tions in part for the support of Government for 
the year 1838-39. The question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Crirrenpen to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Watt—the latter being for the inser- 
tion ofan appropriation of $250,000 to pay the pen- 
sions of certain widows of revolutionary soldiers 
married between 1783 and 1794, provided for by 
the act of the last session, and the former being 
for the repeal of said act after the 4th of March 


next. i 

Mr. DAVIS hoped his friend from Kentucky 
would withdraw his amendment; and if the sub-~ 
ject of repealing this act was to be agitated, why 
let it be so at a more appropriate period. 

“Mr. KING observed that he should be pleased 
to see the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky withdrawn, provided the example was fol- 
lowed: by. the Senator from New Jersey, in with- 
drawing his amendment. The last was calculated 
to embarrass this appropriation bill, and if per- 
severed in, he would unquestionably give his 
vote to the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. He hoped the whole subject of both 
amendments would come up in a separate bill, 
and that the Senator from New Jersey would'see 
the propriety of withdrawing his amendment, and 
suffering the bill to pass. He should go as far 
as anybody to redeem the’ public faith; he knew 
that the Government owed these widows the 
money, and he was willing to provide for, its 
payment in a proper way. But as this amend: 
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ment was only. calculated to embarrass the bill. 
under ‘consideration, he hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw it. 

Mr. WALL would be very happy to gratify | 
his friend from Alabama, but in the present in- H 
stance he must decline doing so. This is an ap- || 
propriation bill to meet exigencies caused by | 
enactments of Congress. The amendment was || 
intended to provide for the requisitions of a law | 
passed at the last session, for which we failed to 
make an appropriation. He thought that by 
failing to provide the means at the last session, 
it became our duty, at as carly a moment as pos- 
sible, to make this appropriation. He could not 
see the impropriety of passing this appropriation | 
now, which the honorable Senator from Alabama 
admits must be made at some period. 

Mr. NILES was mach pleased with the re- 
marks of the Senator from Alabama, and regret- | 
ted that his friend from New Jersey did not take! 
the same view of the matter. He was opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky, (Mr. CRITTENDEN,]as well as the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jerscy; for the || 
probability was, that if the former was defeated | 
it would also defeat the latter, What he wished i 
to call the attention of the Senate to was the im- | 
portance of the amendment introduced by the 
Senator from New Jerscy—a matter of too much || 
importance to be brought forward in this inci- 
dental way, 

Mr, CALTIOUN said he would be glad if the | 
honorable Scnator from New Jersey would ac- | 
quiesce in the suggestion of the Senator from Al- | 
abama. fe'thought that the Committee on Pen- 
sions should have time to look into the matter 
for which this appropriation was asked; that they | 
should report the reasons why these names were 
placed on the pension list. Can any man believe 
that these one thousand names on the list are 
those of widows married between 1783 and 1794, 
and all applicants in less than a year? He hoped 
that the Senator from New Jersey, who was dis- 
posed to do justice on this, as on all other sub- 
jects, would see the propriety of acquiescing in 
the course indicated by the Senator from Ala- | 
bama 

Mr. CRIPTENDEN said that he had been soli- 
cited by his. friends to withdraw this amendment, | 
and that he should accordingly do so. As to the | 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, his |! 
opinion was that it was entirely irregular, and i 
that it ought to be disapproved of by every mem- | 
ber of the Senato. Here was a bill coming from | 
the other Fouse, to meet the ordinary expenses || 
of the Government, and if the gentleman from |! 
New Jersey can delay it by a proposition to carry | 
through his favorite measare 
of the 


He admitted that his amendment was not suited i 
to the bill, but he thought it very proper for the | 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, il 
Mr. WALL said that he could not, with his | 
views of the duty he owed to himself and his |! 
‘constituents, consent to withdraw his amend- |! 
ment, He protested, however, against his bein 
held responsible for the wide rai 
had taken. 

-Mr. DAVIS addressed the Senate at length i 
reply. to the remarks of Mer, Srranwer, on Mon 
day last. 

After: some further debate, in which Messrs 
DAVIS, STRANGE, and BROWN partici 
pated, 

‘The question was taken on the amendment of- |! 
fered by Mr. Wat, and there were—yeas 12, | 
nays 20; as follows: i 

YEAS -~ Messts. Buchanan; Davis, Hubbard, Knight, | 
Pierce, Preni S, Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, Swift, || 
Wall,.and Wiliams of Maine-—12. H 

SAYS —Mesers. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay i! 
of Alabama, Clayton, Crittenden, Pulton, King, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas,Norvell, Rives, Robinson, Strange, H 
Tipton, Walker, Wright, and Young+20, 0 — il 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bil 
passed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


gil 
D İj 


range the debate i! 


Twas then read the third tiñe, and) 


in this House that will draw the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, December 21, 1838. 


Mr. CUSHING moved to amend the Journal 
as follows. Insert therein the following words: 


Mr. Cuswine presented a petition from Joseph Young 


and others, of Salisbury, in the State of Massachusetts; ! 


which was laid on the tabie under the resolution of the 


ii House of the 12th of December last; and on presenting the 


same, Mr. Cusuine protested that, in submitting to the ap- 
plication of said rule to this petition, he yielded not to right 
but to power, conceiving said resolution not to be constitu- 
tional, and therefore in itself purely null and void; which 
protest he moved to be entered on the Jonrnal, but which 
motion the Speaker decided to be out of order. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if this motion 
should be rejected, whether the subject-matter, or 
rather the gentleman’s protest, would not still go 


| on the Journal? and he would further inquire if | 
j there was no way of avoiding it? for this thing 


was constantly growing upon them, and should 
be put a stop to. 
The SPEAKER replied that the whole would 


| go on the Journal of this day’s proceedings. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE remarked that these mo- 


tions were a pretext, a mere device, A gentle- 


man who may be displeased with the rules of the | 


House, or the decision of the Speaker of the 


| House, can, at this rate, come the next morning | 


and enter on the Journal that which the House 
refused to have entered. He hoped, therefore, 
the Ilouse would refuse to entertain the proposi- 
tion. 


Mr. CUSHING begged leave to suggest that || 


this was no more a pretext or device than any 
other motion, and the House frequently enter- 
tained such motions, and he had made it accord- 


ing to the established rules of the House, whether | 


they were erroncous in practice or not. 

Mr. HOWARD concurred entirely with the 
gentleman from Virginia, that, if this motion was 
entered upon the Journal of to-day, so that it 
appeared on the Journal of to-morrow, the de- 
cision of the House would be thereby overruled. 
He hoped to-morrow the gentleman would move 
to strike it from the Journal, for it ought not to 
be placed there; for the House would perceive 
that if any member moved to amend the Journal 
by inserting his protest, however that motion 
might be decided, the protest would still go on 


the Journal only one day after the original ro- | 


quest by this motion to correct the record, and 
noxt they would be called upon to enter speeches 
upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS apprehended something more 
was necessary for the gentlemen than merely a 
motion to strike, because, as that motion must 


| necessarily go on the Journal, so would the mo- 


tion proposed to be struck’ out; for the Journal 


| is, or ought to be, an entry of all the facts that 


occurred in their proceedings. This motion was 
the only remedy the minority had against. the 
majority. He hoped this motion would go on 
the Journal, as it ought to. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE would take issue with the 
gentleman, that these motions ought to go on the 


Journal. The Speaker decided the gentleman’s 


[Mr. Cusuive’s] motion to be out of order, the | 


House acquiesced in it, and Mr. D. would leave 
it to the House to decide if the same motion ought 
to go on the Journal in another mode. He was 


| aware of the difficulty, that the motion would go 


on the Journal, but it appeared to him that the 
House ought to devise some mode to avoid the 
recurrence of this abuse. By the present prac- 
‘ice, gentlemen might get up one day, and give 
us a long tirade about what they pleased, all out 


| of order, and next day place on the Journal what 


was pronounced out of order the day before. It 


| was due to the country and due to their own 


character as a body, that some mode should. be 
adopted to obviate this trifling with the House. 
Mr. WISE said, as they were about to enter 
into an argument on expunging, he should go 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Apams.] The Journal ought to be a record of 
facts, and of all facts. This he would ask, that 


li if you move to expunge the Journal, adopt the 


you-find the pen 
black lines‘round 


Bentonian practice, where will 


iit. Mr. W. moved the previous question; which 


was carried. i 
Mr. GRANT demanded the 
which were ordered. 


yeas and nays; | 


| 


Mr. BELL inquired if it was proposed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to enter his pro- 
test on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr. EVANS inquired if the gentleman yester- 
day, on making his motion, had sent his protest 
to the Chair? > , 

The SPEAKER replied that he did not. ; 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 14, nays 174; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Borden, William B. Calhoun, 
Cushing, Davies, Richard Fletcher, Giddings, Hastings, 
Lincoln, Calvary Morris, Potts, Robinson, Saltonstall, and 
‘Tillinghast--14. 

NAYS—Messrs. John W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Bell, Bicknell, 
Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, Brodhead, 
Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, 
William 8. Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Cham- 
bers, Chaney, Clark, Cleveland, Clowney, Coles, Connor, 
Corwin, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Crockett, Cush- 
man, Darlington, Dawson, De Graff, Dromgoole, Luncan, 
Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Farrington, Isaac 
Fletcher, Fillmore, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Glascock, 
Goode, Grant, Grantland, Graves, Gray, Grennell, Griffin, 
Haley, Hall, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henry, Jerod, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Willian 
H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jack- 
son, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, William ©. Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kennedy, Kling- 
ensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Mar- 
vin, Sampson Mason, Martin, Maury, May, Maxwell, Me- 
Kay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, McKennan, 
Menefee, Mercer, Miller, Mitchell, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Matthias Morris, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Naylor, No- 
ble, Noyes, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Peek, Pennybacker, 
Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Pratt, John H. 
Prentiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, 
Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Rives, Rumsey, Russell, Sawyer, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, 
Slade, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, 
Stratton, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Titus, Toland, 
Toucey, Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, 
Wagener, Weeks, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L, 
Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Wise, Word, Worth- 
ington, Yell, and Yorke—174. 

So the motion of Mr, Cusuine was decided in 
the negative. 

Mr, MALLORY, on leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which lies over one day under 
the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
inform this House what measures, if any, had been taken 
to carry into effect the act of 1836, making an appropriation 
for the selection of sites, and the erection of marine bar- 
racks, at Charleston, Gosport, and Pensacola. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then rose and said, that 
as they had got through with all the petitions 
yesterday, he hoped the House would indulge him 
with an opportunity of reporting four imporant 
bills from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He stated further, that he had no wish to inter- 
fere with the motion in relation to the late defal- 
cations. 

„Mr. WISE expressed his anxiety to go on with 
his remarks on that subject; but he would not 
object to the request of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MERCER wished the motion to embrace 
all the committees. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG so modified it; but 

Mr. WISE objected; whereupon Mr. ©. moved 
& suspension of the rules, 

Mr. CHAMBERS remarked that they had con- 
sumed more time already than would have been 
necessary to report from half the committees, if 
the gentleman from Virginia had not interposed 
his objection. 

The motion prevailed, and the committees were 
called in their order for reports. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from: the Committee of 
Elections, to which had been referred the subject 
of the contested seat of the Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, made a report, accompanied 
by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That J. D. Dory is entitled to a seat in. this 
House as a Delegate from Wisconsin Territory, and that 
Joun. W. Joxes is not entitled to the seat, 

The report having been read, 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved that it be postponed 
to, and made the order of the day for, Thursday 
next, and printed. ` f ; 

Mr. BRONSON.-moved the special order, 
which Mr. B: accepted as amodification; and the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee 
of Way and Means, reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent ex- 
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penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the Indians. 

Mr. C. also reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year 1839. 

Mr. C. also reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the 
year 1839. 

Mr. C. also reported a bill more effectually to 
prevent frauds in the collection, keeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public revenue, and to 
punish public defaulters. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee of |! 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Griffith 
Coombe and John P. Ingle, trustees of the brick 
Capitol. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas Fille- 
brown, jr. 

Algo, a bill for the relief of Philip Marshall, 
and the legal representatives of John Marshall, 
deceased. 


Mr. C. also made adverse reports on the cases || 
of Thomas Rogers, executor of Charles Binns, ‘ 


deceased, and Archange Lecroix. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an unfavorable reporton the petition 
of Henry Hull, asking compensation for differ- 
ence of exchange and depreciated currency which 
was repaid and advanced by him as consul at 
San Salvador. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in: 


Resolved, That the House bill No. 98, being a bill for the 
reorganization. of the Treasury Department, and the bill 
No. 472, being the bill to define the number, compensation, 
and duties of officers of the customs, be reprinted, and laid 
on the table of the House; and that the chairman of the 
Committce on Commerce give notice to the House that he 
will, on Wednesday next, ask it to go into the Committee 
onpa Whole on the state of the Union to consider said 

ills, 


Mr. CASEY, when the Committee on Public | 


Lands was called, rose and stated that he under- 
stood from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, that, in order to a right understand- 
ing of that document, it was necessary that the 
maps, plans, and diagrams, accompanying his 
annual report, should be printed with it; and Mr. 


C. now made a motion to that effect; which was | 


agreed. to. 
Mr. EWING then submitted a similar motion 


in relation to a map accompanying the President’s | 


message of yesterday on the subject of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported the following: 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives j, 


of John Barnes, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Nathan Lamme, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Tarpley White; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Thomas Cooke, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Burton, deceased; 


A bill for the relief of Roger Stayner, a cap- 


tain in the army of the Revolution; 

A bill to authorize the payment of seven years’ 
half pay on account of the revolutionary services 
of Edward Wade; 

A bill to authorize the same on account of sim- 
ilar services of William Gregory; and 

A similar bill on account of the services of 
James Conway. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the same commit- 


tee, reported a bill for the relief of Levi Chad- | 


wick. 

On motion of Mr. LEADBETTER, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-morrow, 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD also reported the follow- 
ing: 

Abil for.the-relief of the legal representatives 
of Colonel Francis Vigo; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Licutenant Colonel William Fountain, de- 
ceased y : 

_ A bill to authorize the issuing of land warrants 
in certain cases; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lathrop Allen; deceased. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief. of the heirs of 
Thomas Wishart. 


| Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of P. 
| Thornton. : 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, from the same com- | 
mittee, reported the following: i 

A bill to authorize the payment of seven years’ į 
half pay on account of the revolutionary services 
of Francis Eppes, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain James Pervis, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Dr. Charles Taylor, deceased. f 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Pensions, reported the following: | 


i 


| A bill for the relief of John England; 
| A bill for the relief of Jacob Baugh; 
| 
| 


A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones and | 
| others; and 

A bill for the relief of Oliver Peck. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported the following: 

A bill granting a pension to Susanna Roe; and 

A bill restoring the name of John Davis to the | 
ii pension list. | 
ii Mr. SIBLEY, from the same committee, re- | 
| ported a bill granting a pension to Elizabeth | 
i Durant. 
i Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
j 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the 

relief of the widow of Captain James Hunter. 

| Also, a bill for the relief of Fielding Pratt. 

| Mr, MERCER, from the Committee on Roads i 

| and Canals, reported a bill giving the assent of 
Congress to the supplementary act of the General 

| Assembly of the State of Virginia, incorporating 

i the Falmouth and Alexandria Railroad Company, 

| and moved its engrossment. | 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved its commitment to a 
Committee of the Whole. j 


i 
[i 
i 
|: 
{ 
li 


A bill for the relief of Solomon Prewett; i! 


| Mr. MERCER insisted that that would defeat | 
|| the bill, which did not require commitment, and | 
| had already twice passed the House. | 
Mr. PETRIKIN said it had become a matter | 
of some consequence to the country to know how | 
|| these charters were framed, and particularly to ; 
provide some stipulation to compel this company | 
to carry the mail of the United States at a fair 
rate of compensation. These companies, by their 
extortion, were now going on to absorb the whole 
revenue of the Post Office Department ; and 
wherever Congress had the power, whenever these 
companies came here to ask for favors; he wished 
to compel them to take a fair price for their ser- 
|i vices. Moreover, he was at a loss to see why 
these companies should always have precedence 
over all other claimants. He must insist on his 
motion. | 
Mr. JOLINSON, of Maryland, remarked that 
i| if the gentleman had amendments to offer, he 
could do it now. | 
Mr. HAYNES said that there were some very | 
important provisions contained in this bill. 
reference was made in it to different acts of the 
Virginia Legislature, and how, without further | 
examination, could they know what those acts 
were? Besides, there were many less important 
bills than this sent to the Committee of the Whole. 
| He was told this bill had passed this House sev- 
eral times, but that made no difference with him; | 
|| all he could say was, that he knew nothing of 
| those laws of Virginia, or the extent and nature 
| of the privileges granted to this company, but the 
| reasons were strong enough with him to induce | 
| him to vote for the commitment of the bill. | 
Mr. MERCER would inform the gentleman | 
from Georgia that this bill had not only passed | 
the House before, after a full discussion, but the | 
gentleman himself was here at the time. He 
could assure him that when the bill came up to~ | 
morrow, he would cheerfully listen to the gentle- | 
man’s argument. The object of his present mo- | 
tion was simply to put the bill in such a position | 
as to secure action upon it this session. | 
Mr. TILLINGHAST could assure the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania that the bill had-under- 
gone the fullest examination in the committee 
reporting it, and the fullest discussion on its pre- 
vious passage. Ppa ok : A 
H . Mr. POPE saw no necessity for committing 
this bill, for all it proposed was to give the com- | 
| pany leave to construct their road ‘through a few | 
i miles of this District. It took no money out of 
i the Treasury, nor.granted any extra privileges. | 
| Mr- PETRIKIN replied, that small as this | 


| 
| 
: 
| 
| 


matter appeared in the eyes of some gentlemen, 
let but an effort be made to dmend the bill so: as 
to deprive the company of the power of charging 
more than a fair price for carrying the mail, and 
these very gentlemen will immediately raise a 
boisterous hue and cry about their. corporate 


i rights. Mr.P. reiterated his statement in relation 


to the extortion of railroad companies. 

After a few further remarks from Mr. JOHN- 
SON, of Maryland, the motion to commit was 
disagreed to, and the bill ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. i : 

_ Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Púb- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported a joint reso- 
lution authorizing an examination and’ payment 
of the claims of the workmen upon the public 
buildings; which was ordered to'be engrossed ‘for 
a third reading to-morrow. ‘ 


SAMUEL SWARTWOUT. 


„Mr. WISE then asked leave to proceed with 
his remarks on the subject of Samuel: Swart- 
wout’s defalcation. 

Mr. PETRIKIN objected. i $ 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped there would be no 
objection. : 

Mr. PETRIKIN persisting, Eii perg 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the tules; 
which. prevailed. . 

The question was on the following resolution, 
moved some days since by Mr. CampreLene: 

Resolved, Thatso much of the communication ofthe Přes- 
ident of the United. States of the 8th of December, 1838, as 
relates to the default of Samuel Swartwout, be referred to 
a select committee; and that so much as relates to the adop- 
tion of further measures for increasing the public security 
against similar defaications be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. bag fited 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, requested his 
colleague to give way to allow him to lay on the: 
table an amendment he designed to offer'as sooh 
as he could obtain the floor. i 

Mr. WISE giving way, 

Mr. GARLAND sent to the table the follow- 
ing amendment, giving notice he would offer it 
hereafter: xà 

Resolved, Thatso much of the President’s message as 
relates to the defaleation of Samuel Swartwout, late col- 
lector at New York, be referred to a select committee of 
nine members, to be chosen: by ballot 3 and that said .com-~. 
mittee do further inquire into the alleged defalcation of 
William M. Price, late district attorney of {he same city 3 
and into any other defaleations or abuses iù reference to 
the collection, safe-keeping, and disbursement ofthe public 
money. ‘ ENS ; aera SE Ani 

That said committee have power to send for. persons.and 
papers ; that they report all facts connected with such de- 
faleation, which they may deem pertinent; and what fur- 
ther legislation, if any, may be ‘necessary to prevent the 
same in fature. : or ss 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he would accept 
this as a modification, excépt that part of it which 
related to the mode of choosing the committee. 

Mr. WISE then proceeded with, his remarks, 
going into a general review of the proceedings on 
the former select committee of investigation, of 
which he was chairman; and went on to show 
that every allegation he had made against the 
abuses and corruptions of this Administration 
had been sustained. He concluded his remarks 
about half past eight o’tlock, when 

Mr. CUSHMAN obtained the floor; and 
his motion, the House adjourned. 


» On 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Select Committee on the memorial of the State of 
Georgia for the payment of a certificate of revolu- 
tionary: debt. — Messrs. Dawson, POTTER, Ary- 
criec, Hunrer of Virginia, and SOUTHGATE. 

On the wiemorial of the heirs of J. Rumsey.— 
Messrs.. Unperwoop, Hawes, Lewis, JENIFER, 
Hour, MILLER, and Boon. 

On the tobacco trade. —Messrs. JENIFER, Cogs, 
Sureips, HOWARD, Hanrnison, SERGEANT, LEAD- 
BETTER, Unperwoop, and Jounson, of Louis- 
jana. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 22, 1838. ste. 

The PRESIDENT communicated: a. report 
from the Treasury Department, in compliance with 
the provisions of the act of March 2, 1831, for the’ 
relief of sundry insolvent debtors of the ‘United 
States; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. f oe 

He also communicated a report from the Com- 


December 22, 


missioner. of. the General Land Office, in compli- 
ance. with a resolution of the Senate, relative to 
the quantity of unsold lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the memorial of 
William Hunt, James F. Otis, Erastus Brooks, 


William Elwyn Moore, E. Kingman, and Wil- | 


liam H. Witman, stating that they are severally 
reporters of congressional proceedings for the 


Baltimore American, New York Express, Ohio | 


Statesman, Georgia Journal, Southern Patriot, 
Charleston Courier, Mobile Register, Lancaster 
Intelligencer, and that by the rule of the Senate 
they are deprived of the opportunity and privilege 
of obtaining information of congressional proceed- 
ings for their respective papers; that the provis- 
ion of the Senate exclusively furnishing the facil- 
ities they ask to city reporters, does not furnish 
the people of the country with full reports of what 
takes, place until several days after the date of 
such transactions, whereas it is the duty and pur- 
pose of the abovenamed reporters to transmit such 
intelligence by cach day’s mail; and praying that 
the Senate may assign them such seats on the 
floor, or in the galleries, as may enable them to 
discharge their duties to those whose agents they 
are, The memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Contingent Fund. 

The PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the 
only child of Lieutenant Nathaniel Fanning; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Chaune 
Hall, praying the patronage of Cor 
valuable discovery; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


ey 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the presentment of | 
the grand jury of the district court held at Colam- | 


bia, South Carolina, complaining of the low com- 

pensation made to this district attorney, the ju- 

rors, and witnesses attending said court; which 

was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KING, on leave, and in pursuance of notice 


given, introduced a bill to grant to States and in- f 


corporated companies engaged in the construction 
of roads and canals the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States. 

Mr. LYON, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of J. and 
W. Beeson and others; which was read twice, and 
referred, 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, gave notice 
that he would to-morrow introduce a bill to ex- 
plain and amend the act for the appointment of 
commissioners to adjust titles to lands under the 
14th article of the treaty of 1880, with the Choctaw 
Indians, 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gave notice that he | 


would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the relinquishment of the 16th sections 
granted for the use of schools, and the location of 
other lands in lieu thereof. 

Mr. ROBINSON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to establish 
a land office at Peoria, in Ulinois. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr, TIPTON offered the follo 
which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pe 
to inquire into the expediency of estab 


the payment of Pensions at Indianapolis, Indiana. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, submitted the fol- 


lowing resolution; which was considered and 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of W 
communicate to the Senate such information as may be in 
his possession, in reference to the defense of the frontier of 
the State of Maine, and the number 
withiu the State, aud the posts 


ar be requested to 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTER. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, stating thatthe House had passed 
a joint resolution for the appointment of a Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, and that Messrs. Yeu 
and Noyes had been appointed as the committee 
on their part; in which they ask the concurrence 
of the Senate; whereupon, 


Neress for a 


wing resolution; | 


ensions be instructed | 
lishing an agency tor | 


of troops now employed | 
at which they are stationed | 


j 


Mr.. WRIGHT-moved that-the Senate concur 
in the resolution, and that the President appoint 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The motion having been agreed to, Messrs. 
Wittrams, of Mississippi, and Foster, were ap- 
! pointed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, the Senate pro- 
; ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
i after which, 

. The Senate adjourned to Wednesday next. 


i 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, December 22, 1838. 


The first business in order was the motion of 
Mr. Avams to refer a petition presented by him 
a day or two since, praying the establishment of 
international relations with Hayti, to the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs, with instructions to 
: consider and report thereon. 


i called for a division of the question, it was now 
taken on the motion of reference, and decided in 
the affirmative without a division, 

The petition having been thus referred, the 
question recurred on the instructions. 

Mr. ADAMS reiterated what he had before 
i Stated as a reason for moving thus to instruct the 


that if these petitions were sent to that committee, 
nothing more would be heard of them. Mr. A. 
contended that this was a case peculiarly demand- 
ing the serious consideration of that committee; 
and as he was proceeding to discuss the subject 
of abolition petitions, and the manner they were 


| The SPEAKER. 


i 
i 
t 
t 
| 


|i ham, Grantland, Grant, Gray: 


disposed of by the House 

The SPEAKER called to order. 

Mr. ADAMS was again proceeding in the 
| same strain, when he was again called to order 
by the Chair, As Mr. A. was again about to 
proceed 
Mr. BYNUM said if the gentleman was thus 
suflered to go on, he hoped some gentleman of the 
laveholding portion of the House would be per- 
nitted to answer him. 


| 
j 
| 
| 
f 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
[l 
{ 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1 
i 


| only open your mouths, gentlemen: that is all I 
sk, and you may answer as much as you please. 
‘The gentleman will confine 
himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object to the gentleman’s 
proceeding, unless by special leave of the Flouse, 
If we have rules, we may as well abide by them; 
if not, we had better burn them. 


have leave to proceed; on which motion 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and n 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BRIGGS. My motion is, that the gentle- 
man have leave to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. Thatis the par- 
Namentary form, 

‘The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 47; as follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs. Heman All 
sall, Boud, Borden, Bouldin. Briges, Buehanan, William 
B. Calhoun, Casey, Chambers, Childs, Clark, Cleveland, 
Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Darlington, Dawson, Davies, 
Dunn, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Isaac 
Fletebern, Fillmore, Fry, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Giddings, Glaseock, Goode, J 


ays; 


es, Grennell, Haley, 
i Harper, Hastings, 
|B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, William C. Jobnson, Nathaniel 
i Jones, Kennedy, Lincoln, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Ma- 
| son, Maury, May, Maxwell, Robert MeCiel 
i Menefee, Mercer, Mitchell, Matthi 
| ris, Naylor, Noyes, Parmenter, P 
; geant 8. Prentiss, Pamam, 


NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Bick- 


nell, Boon, Bynum, John Calhoon, John Campbell, Chap- 
man, Coles, Connor, Crary, Crockett, Cushman, Duncan, 
Farrington, Griffin, Hamer, Harrison, Haynes, Hopkins, 
! Robert M. T. Hunter, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, 
| Keim, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Abrabam MeCie}., 
idan, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, 

Noble, Parker, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, John H. P 
Sheplor, Swearingen, 


Titus, Turney, Wagener, and Web, 
ster—47, 


an. Anderson, Andrews, Bird- | 


ames Graham, William Gra-} 
Harian, | 
Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hofimau, Thomas | 


rentiss, | 


Mr. Dromcoous, on the same occasion, having į 


Commiuce on Foreign Relations, viz: the declara- | 
tion from the chairman thereof, {Mr. Howanp,] | 


Mr. BRIGGS then moved that the gentleman || 


Mr. ADAMS. I hope so, sir, After a pause: | dise 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. ADAMS, when his name was called, said 
he desired to be excused from voting, and his 
name was passed over. 

So the leave asked was granted. 

Mr. ADAMS then went on to contend that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs were bound either 
to report on the merits of the petitions sent to 
them, or to assign the reasons why they did not 
deem it expedient to report one way òr the other. 
Tt was a novel pretension set up by that commit- 
tee, that they were not obliged to consider, re- 
port, or even look into petitions and resolutions 
of State Legislatures, nor to account to the House 
why they refused to perform the duty intrusted 
to them. It was an arbitrary assumption of power 
by the committee, and notrespectful to the House, 
which committed such subjects to them, because 
they thereby deprived the House of the oppor- 
tunity of considering them itself. He designated 
this course of conduct as one cf the devices to 
abridge and suppress the right of petition. It 
was for this reason he had moved the instructions, 
so as to compel that committee to report on the 
petition, or their reasons for not reporting. He 
did not presume that he should be replied to, as 
he had no doubt the previous question would be 
sprung; but, if any response was made, he sup- 
posed it would be ‘as to the motives of the peti- 
tioners, This, however, was an assumption of 
inference on the part of the House, which, if 
carried out, would go to destroy the right of pe- 
tition altogether, except so faras it pleased the 
will of the majority. This was an assumption 
of arbitrary power of the most detestable char- 
acter. 

Mr. A. then adverted to the question of abo- 
lition, and in the course of his remarks he said 
that the great men of the Revolution were Abo- 
litionists, George Washington among them; and 
if any man dared to deny that he was, he would 
prove it. 

The SPEAKER called to order. 

Mr. WISE. I deny it thoroughly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I thank the gentleman for his 
denial. I will prove it. By his Jast will and tes- 
tament, George Washington emancipated all his 


| slaves. 


Mr. WISE. Because he had no children. 
The SPEAKER again interposed, and said this 
ussion was entirely out of order, 

Mr, ADAMS. Then, I take the position that 
George Washington was an Abolitionist, in the 
most cxtensive sense of the term——— 

The SPEAKER again interposed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman deny that 
Thomas Jefferson was an Abolitionist? 

The SPEAKER here interposed; but 

Mr. WISE answered—Yes, I do. 

Mr. ADAMS proceeded, by saying that every 
man in the country had a perfect right to be an 
Abolitionist, for he disobeyed no law thereby. 

The SPEA KER admonished Mr, A. again that 


he was entirely out of order in this mode of dis- 
cussion, 


Mr. ADAMS then 
remarks of Mr. Leca 
the power of the Hoy 

Mr. BOULDI 
sion would be di 
with whom he 
son to doubt w 
act, and also in 
in which he liv 


proceeded to reply to the 
Re made some days ago on 
ise to reject petitions. 
N said, as his vote on this occa- 
fferent, both in regard to the party 
generally acted, and had no rea- 
ith whom he should continue to 
regard to the section of country 
f ed, from what might be expected 
of him, and more especially as some of his former 
votes upon the subject of these petitions had dif- 
fered upon different occasions, at least so they 
wouid apparently seem, though he had always 
voted to the best of his judgment, and with a view 
to the peace and harmony of the country, he 
begged Jeave now to state one or two reasons 


way he should vote for the reference of this pe- 
ition. 


_ The SPEAKER reminded Mr, 
ution had already been referred. 
Mr. BOULDIN was more anxious about the 


reference; but still, he was anxious about the in- 
structions. Ata 


B. that the pe- 


He yielded to the 
ngly from time to 


1838. 


ne 
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time, though at different times he had given votes 
somewhat different, obeying therein the dictates 
of his own judgment. 

The SPEAKER remarked that that subject was | 
not now under consideration. 

Mr. BOULDIN said if the Chair would give 
him only about one tenth the latitude allowed to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, he could get 
out all he wanted. 

The SPEAKER said that remarks made out of 
order could not be replied to in order. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts had been arrested in 
his remarks whenever they transgressed the 
proper limit. 

Mr. BOULDIN. Ifthe Chair succeeds no bet- 
ter with me than with the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts 

The SPEAKER. The subject of abolition is 
not in order. 

Mr. BOULDIN. I was going on to explain 
why it was that I meant to vote for the gentle- 
man’s motion, and to give reasons that are satis- 
factory to myself; and at the same time I wish 
to satisfy those to whom I address them that 
they are good reasons. If 1 am not at liberty to 
do this, I am not willing to insist upon procced- 
ing outof order. _ I will ask the Chair if I am not 
at liberty to state that the reason why I will vote 
for the gentleman’s proposition is, that the ref- 
erence of the petition and its consideration will 
be the means of contributing to peace, happiness, 
and security, while the refusal to do so will pro- 
duce confusion and civil discord? Are these 
reasons in order or not? 

The SPEAKER stated the question was on the 
instructions, and not on the reference. 

Mr. BOULDIN understood that perfectly well, | 
and he also understood why he meant to vote for 
them. The reason was, that the considering of | 
the subject by the committee, and answering it 
one way or the other, would give more peace, | 
happiness, and security to the country; while the 
refusal to answer would produce opposite results. 
That was his principal reason; and he wished to | 
show why it was, also, that, at this time, he 
would give that vote, while at another time he | 


had given an apparently different vote. {| 


Mr. B. would ask, why not give these instruc- 
tions to that committee? Had not referring be- 
fore, and reporting, had a good effect? Had it 
not produced peace and harmony almost through- 
out the country? Had the refusal to do so done 
this? Had it'diminished the applications here? 
On the contrary, had it not increased them? He | 
would refer this paper and the instructions, be- 


cause the refusal to refer, and the refusal to re- || e 
branch of Congress had adjourned over Christmas 


port, in his judgment—he would-not impugn the 
motives or judgments of others—had produced 
no other effect than he had described. 
for referring it, and for requiring an answer, | 
because he was of opinion that the refusal to , 
answer would produce the effect of misrepresent- 
ing the South, that she would not let the North 
be heard. 

‘The SPEAKER again arrested Mr. B. for wan- 
dering from the point. 

Mr. BOULDIN did not mean to be out of 
order, and, with due deference to the Chair, he 
was at a loss to perceive that he was. 

The SPEAKER ruled otherwise. 

Mr. BOULDIN would submit, then; but still 
he was satisfied that he had a right to present 
such reasons as would induce him to vote for the | 
gentleman’s propositio 
the Speaker or not. 
permitted to finish the sentence he commenced, | 
he would sit down. i 
ferences, drawn from this course, northern people į 
are made to believe that southern people wish to | 
stop their mouths, and this he did not hold to be! 
true. And, by the same inferences, southern | 

| 


people are made to believe that northern people | 
are preparing to take up armsand march in batile | 
array to emancipate their slaves, and neither did | 
he believe this. He hated this entanglement about | 
rules, special technicalities as they might be | 
termed; and if'we were to go to war, let us, said | 
he, gô to it about something tangible, and not | 
about constructions of the rule of the House. Let} 
us, at least, know-what we are going to be set by | 
the ears about. He would only add, in conclu- i 
sion, that, by such misrepresentations and mis- | 
chief-making as he had referred to, the North and 
the South may be made to hate each other to that 


He was |; 


n, whether they weve so to |; 
lf, however, he might be | 
! Representatives to the American Sunday School 
It is this: That by these in- || 


11 jo 


| extent that neither love nor interest can hold them 


together. 

Mr. BYNUM then took the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to reply with great earnestness to the re- 
marks of Mr. Apams, and, in the course of it, 
being called to order by the Chair, 


Mr. STANLY insisted that his colleague should | 
| not p 
Mr. TURNEY thereupon moved that the gen- |j 


roceed without leave of the House. 


tleman have leave; and it was granted without a 
division. . 

Mr. BYNUM concluded his remarks in oppo- 
sition to the proposed instructions. 

Mr. THOMPSON deprecated all discussion on 
this subjèct as derogatory to the South. 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, moved 
to lay the motion for instructions on the table, 
and called for the yeas and nays; which, being 
ordered, were—yeas 110, nays 46; as follows: 


Y £AS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, 
Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Bronson, 
Bynum, Jobn Calhoon, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, 
John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Chancy, Chap- 
man, Cleveland, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockett, 
Cushman, Dawson, De Graff, Dancan, Ewing, Fry, Gallup, 
Rice Garland, Glascock, James Graham, Grantland, Grant, 
Graves, Griffin, Hammond, Hamer, Marian, Harrison, 
Hawes, Herod, William H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, 
Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Jobn W. Jones, Kemble, 
Kennedy, Legare, Leadbetter, Lewis, Lyon, James M. 
Mason, Martin, Maury, MeKay, Robert McClellan. Abra- 
bam McClellan, Mencfee, Mercer, Miller, Morgan, Murray, 
Noble, Parker, Parris, Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, 


i| Pratt, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rencher, Rumsey, Sheffer, Au- 


gustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shieids, Sheplor, 
Southgate, Spencer, Stanly, Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, 
Taylor, Thompson, Titus, Toucey, ‘Turney, Underwood, 
Vanderveer, Wagener, Webster, Joim White, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Sherrard Williams, Joseph L.. Williams, Wise, Word, 
and Yell—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, John W. Allen, 
Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Childs. Clark, 
Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Cusbing, Darlington, Davies, 
Dunn, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, Wil- 
ham Graham, Grennetl, Hastings, Henry, Lincoln, Marvin, 
Sampson Mason, MeKennan, Naylor, Noyes, Peck, Potts, 


Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, | 
Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Villiaghast, Toland, Albert S. | 


White, and Yorke—46. 
So the motion was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked leave to submit a mo- 
tion, that when the House adjourns it adjourn to 
meet on Wednesday. 

[Cries of “Agreed!” “Agreed!” with a few 
“Noes !?7] 

Mr. H., on the objection being made, moved a 
suspension of the rules, stating, that as the other 


day, he saw no reason why the House should 
not do so. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, called for the 
yeas and nays, but they were refused; and the 
rules were suspended—ayes 130, noes 38. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, demanded the 


| yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were— 


yeas 100, nays 69. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


he 18th section of an actof Congress, entitled an 
act for the relief of certain insolvent debtors of 
he United States; which was, on motion, ordered 
to lic on the table and be printed. 

Mr. KENNEDY asked leave of the House to 
submit a resolution, giving the use of the Hall of 


Union, on Tuesday evening next, at half past 
seven o’clock. 

Objection being made to its reception, 

Mr. KENNEDY moved for a suspension of 
the rules to enable him to effect it. 
Mr. PETRIKIN moved that the House ad- 
urn; which was decided in the negative. 
"Fhe quéstion was then taken on the suspension 
of the rules, and decided in the negative. . 

Mr. GRAVES, on leave, presented the peti- 
tion of Commodore Barney; which, on his mo- 
tion, was réferred to the Committee, on invalid 
Pensions. i 

Mr. PARRIS asked leave of the House to pre- 
sent a certain petition; before taking the question, 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House, ad- 
journed. 


nelosing the annual report, in compliance with |i 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, December 26, 1838. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the petition 
| of Simeon Geeron, praying confirmation of his 
| claim to a tract of land under a grant froni the 
|: State of Georgia; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims. : 
| Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of John 
j Cummings, for remuneration for extra services; 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
' Office and Post Roads. 

| My. H.: also presented some additional papers 
i in relation to the claim of Loomis and Gay; which 

|! were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Lyon 
and Howard, contractors for building a steam 
dredging machine on Lake Champlain, praying 
compensation for extra services; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of Robert 
Townsend, a citizen of New York, praying for 
a repeal of the duty on the importation of coals 
| which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. : 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, presented the petition 
| of citizens of Erie county, Ohio, praying for the 
establishment of a national bank, the stock'to be 
owned by the States; which was referred to, the - 
Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of Lieu- 
tenant John Burrill, a soldier of the Revolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on, Pen- 
stons. we ar 

Mr. FULTON presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, asking | 
for the passage of a law to authorize the relin- 
| quishment of the sixteenth sections ofland granted 
for the use of schools, when unproductive, and 
the location of other lands in lieu thereof; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. F. also presented other resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Arkansas, asking for 
the passage of a law to authorize those who had 
made improvements on seminary lands to float 
their preémption rights; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. X 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 


Mr. LINN gave notice that to-morrów ‘he 
would ask leave to introducea bill authorizing 
ayment of certain Missouri volunteers for ser- 
vices rendered in 1829 and 1836. i 
Mr. KING gave notice that to-morrow: he 
would ask leave to introduce:a bill: to reimburse 
the corporation of the city of Mobile for certain 
advances made in equipping a volunteer company 
which served in the Creek: war. ` des 
Mr. STRANGE gave notice that he would 'to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of William McKeever. 


i BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| Mr. TIPTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
; notice given, introduced a bill authorizing Peter 
i Warner, of Indiana, to purchase a certain half 
| section of land; which was read twice, andre- 
|i ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

|, Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, on leave, and in pur- 
|| suance of notice given, introduced. a bill for the 
| relief of certain settlers on the public Jands, who 
i| are deprived of the benefits of the act granting 
[| preémption rights; which was read twice, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

i| He also, on leave, and .in pursuance of notice 
i given, introduced a bill authorizing the relinquish- 
ment of the sixteenth section of land granted for 
the use of schools, and the location of other lands 
in licu thereof; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


: Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
: Post Office and Post Roads, to which the subject 
i; had been referred, reported, without amendment, 
| the bill for the relief of Jabez L. White and Asa 
White. i 


i ; Aarh 

| He also, from the same committee, reported, 
| 

! 

i 


| without amendment, the bill for.the relief of cer- 
| tain persons therein named, and the bill forthe 
i relief of the Nantucket Steamboat Company... 

| Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee oh Pat- 
| ents, asked that leave be granted to Charles Kel- 
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ler and Henry L. Stone to withdraw their petition 
and papers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of the 
clerks in the Second Auditor’s office, reported ¢ 
bill for their benefit; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. i 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill. to prevent 
the interference of certain Federal officers in elec- 
tions, asked that it might be printed; which was 
agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions were submitted and 
adopted: 

By Mr. LINN: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to.improve the harbor of St. Louis, Missouri. 

Also resolved, That the Secretary of War send to the 
Senate the report (if any bas been made) of the cugineer 
who had the superintendence of the public works under- 
taken for the purpose of improving the above harbor, 

‘Also resolved, 
the commissioners appointed under the acts of July, 1832 
and. 1833, for the final adjustment of private land claims in 
Missouri and Arkansas as have been acted on by Congress 
be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also resolved, That the Commit on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation to improve the navigation of the Missouri river, 
from its mouth to Fort Leavenworth. 

iso resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into th espedicney of establishing ma- 
rine hospitals on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers 3 and also 
on the northern lakes; and mat the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and documents necompanying the same, 
be referred to said committee. 

By Mr. STRANGE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
affording relief to the securities of William B. Ferguson, 
and report by DiN or otherwise. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 
| Resolved, That the Committee 
into the propriety of raising the salary allowed by law to the 
district Judge of Bast and West ‘Tennessee. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the bill for the 
continuation of the Cumberland road was post- 
poned until Wednesday next, 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill for the reduction and graduation of 
the price of public lands came up as the order of 
the day; when, 

Mr, CLAY, of Kentucky, hoped that, on ac- 
count of the thinness of attendance on the part 
of the members of the Senate, the consideration 
of the bill would not be urged at the present time. 
Tt would be recollected that, at his instance, this 
subject had been postponed when it was first 
brought up until the succeeding Monday; he had 


> 


on the Judiciary inquire 


v 
ta 


prepared himself to. disenss the subject at that 


time; butin the interim, the whole subject, with | 


the concurrence of the friends of the bill, was re- 
forred ta the Committee on Finanee. If this bill 


is to be passed, he hoped it would be passed after | 


a full consideration by a full Senate. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that he hoped 
the Senator would not consent to postpone it toa 
day so distant, 'Phis bill, with the amendments 
as reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 


was the identical bill upon which the Senator from | 


Kentucky and others who agreed with him were 
heard in opposition to it only four or five months 
ago. He was not disposed unnecessarily to urge 
the passage of the bill now; but it would be rec- 
ollected that the debate on it occupied several 
days, and they had as yet heard no promise that 
any new views would be offered on the subject, 
or of any new occurrences that would affect it. 
it was first postponed at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Kentuclr 
report of the C 
referred, 
day, so that there was no occasion to dela 
bill on that account. He was always wil 
postpone a bill till there was a full Senate 
would consent to the postponement nov 
Senator would fix on some d 
the one he had named; and 
that, instead of this day wee 
be made to Monday next. 
After a few remarks from Messrs. 
Kentucky, and CL 
tion of the | 
postponed to, and made t 
onday next. 


hag to 


ay not so distant as 
he would propose 
k, the postponement 


CLAY, of 
AY, of Alabama, the proposi- 


he order of the day for, 


| 


i 
| 


That so much of the different reports of j 


y until last Monday, and the '! 
ommittee on Finance, to which he dl 
was brought in on the morning of that | 


y the | 


sand he | 
w if the 


i 
j 
i 
atter was agreed to; and the bill was || 
if 
| B. 

l tan, Harper, Howard, Heury 


i din, Briggs, Bronson, Rue 


il 


HH Parmenter, Paynter, Peck, P: 


H 
H 
i 


j 
ji 
i 


Mr. BENTON said that the time this bill had 
been delayed had given him an opportunity of 
visiting the General Land Office, to ascertain how 
the graduation principle worked in the Chicka- 
saw nation, where the principle was in operation, 
and was carried down to six and a quarter cents 
per acre; it was now at fifty cents per acre, avout 
half way down. Helearned that it worked ad- 
|; mirably well; and he had no doubt it would work 
| justas well for white men asit did for Indians. He 
ji 
ii tion derived from the Land Office should be 
printed; which was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Marrs Van Buren, 
jr., his Private Secretary, inclosing a communi- 
cation relative to the fortifications on Pea Pateh 

Island, in the Delaware river; which was re- 
; ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, 


second time, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: 

The bill for the relief of the ow 
Despatch; 

The bill to rewar 
Lydia; 

The bill for the relief of the sureties of William 
Manning; and 

The bill to refund to the Philadelphia and Bal- 
timore Railroad Company certain dutics paid by 
them on imported railroad iron. 


ROADS IN ALABAMA. 


: The bill to relinquish to the State of Alabama 
the two per cent. fund reserved by the act for her 
admission into the Union, for the purpose of 
making a road or roads leading to said State, was 
also taken up, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and after a debate, in which it was 
opposed by Mr. NILES, and advocated by 
Messrs.CLAY, of Alabama, WALKER, KING, 
and BENTON, it was postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

‘The Senate went into the consideration of 
| executive business; after which, it adjourned. 
| 


ners of the brig 


d the captors of the privateer 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

H WEDNESDAY, December 26, 1838. 

The SPEAKER communicated a letter from 
i Hon. Joux Marerenp, a member from the State 
| of Maine, resigning his seat in the present Con- 
| gress; which, on motion of Mr. ANDERSON, was 
laid on the table, and the SpeaKer directed to 
| notify the Executive of Maine of the fact. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. ELAYNES then rose and said, that he be- 
lieved from the commencement o 
till the 


i 


tunity was 
essage, and 
devolved upon 


go into 
the purpose 


YEAS—Mesers, Adams, Anderson 


Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Beil, Biekne 


r, Mont- 
yes, Ogle, Parker, 
etrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Potts, 
Sergeant S, Prentiss, Randolph, 
Reed, Russell, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sheptor, 
Sibley, Snyder, Stone, Stratton, Swearingen, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Ui nderwood, Vail, Van- 
derveer, Webster, John White, Whitilesey, Jared W. Wil- 
liams, Joseph L. Willia Word, Yell, and Yorke—112, 

NAYS—Measrs. Heman Allan, John W. Allen, Wiliam 
Campbell,Chambers, Cranston s Crockett, Giddings, Har- 
Johnson, Menefee, Mitchell, 


gomery, Morgan, Murray, 


Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 


; moved that the papers embodying the informa- | 


The following bills were severally read the | 


Calvary Morris, Rariden, Ridgway, .Robinson, Rumsey, 
Saltonstall, Shields, Slade, Southgate, Stanly, Lewis Wij- 
liams, Sherrard Williams, and Christopher H. Williams—96., 


So the rules were suspended; and, on motion 


i of Mr. HAYNES, the House resolved itself into 


| the Commiitee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Apams in the chair,) and proceeded 
! to take up the President’s message. i 

Mr. HAYNES then moved the following res- 


ji olutions: 


1. Resolved, That so much of the President’s message ag 
refers to the political relations of the United States with 
foreign nations, be committed to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. . 

2. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the commerce of the United States with foreign nations, be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

3. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the finances, to the collection, safe-keeping, and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue, and the punishment of public 
defaulters, be committed to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

4. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the public lands be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

5. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
Indian Affairs, except what concerns the defense of the 
frontiers against Indian hostilities and the protection of the 
Indians against the intrusions of the citizens of the United 
| States, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

6. Resolved, Chat so much of said message as relates to 
the defense of the froutiers against Indian hostilities, and 
the protection of the Indian tribes from the intrusion of cit- 
izens of the United States; so much thereof as relates to 
the establishment of a manufactory of small-arms west of 
the Alleghany mountains, and to a manufactory of gun- 
powder; together with so much as relates to the report of 
the Seeretary of War, and the publie interests intrusted to 
the War Department, except the subjects embraced in the 
immediately preceding resolutions, be referred to the Com- 
mittes on Military Affairs. 

7. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the militia of the United States be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Militia. 

B. Resolved, Phat so much of the said message as relates 
to the report of the Secretary of the Navy and the interests 
intrusted to the Navy Department, be committed to the 
Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

9. Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates 
to the report of the Postmaster General and the condition 
and operations of the Post Office Department, be referred 
| to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

10. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the District of Columbia, be committed to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

11. Resolved, That so much of 
the establishment of 
common to the ser 
States, be refe: 
or otherwise. 

12. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
| the questions arising out of the mandamus issued by the 
circuit court of the District of Columbia, at the relation of 
| Stockton and Stokes, against the Postmaster General, be 
reterred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

13. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the next census of the United States, be referred to a select 
committec, 


Mr. BELL complained that. the House had 
been taken by surprise by the motion, and he 
hoped the honorable mover would consent to let 
| it lie over. 

Mr. HAYNES expresse 
gentleman should be taken by surprise by a mo- 
tion submitted at the end of three weeks which 
ought to have been made on every occasion that 
offered. He could assure the gentleman that he 
had no intention to take anybody by surprise, 
and, consistent with the sense of duty he felt 
upon this subject, he could not accede to the gen- 
| tleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BELL then proceeded to review the topics 
embraced in the message at length. 

_ He was followed by Mr. PRENTISS, of Mis- 
Sissippl, on whose motion the committee rose, 
fand reported progress. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communication from the President of the 
i United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit for your consideration the inelosed communi- 
cation accompanying documents from the Secretary of War 
: relative to the present state of the Pea Pateh Island in the 
| Delaware tiver, and of the operations goingon there for the 

erection of defenses for that important channel of com- 
neree. 

It will be seen from these documents thata complete stop 
has been put to these operations in consequence of the island 
having been taken possession of by the individual claimant, 
under the decision in his favor of the United States district 
court for the district of New Jersey, and that unless early 
measures are taken to bring the island again within the 
| jurisdiction of the Government, gréat loss and injury will 

result to. the future operations for carrying on the works. 
The importance of the subject would seem to render it 
; Worthy of the early attention of Congress. 

M. VAN BUREN. 


said message as relates to 
a national foundery for cannon, to be 
vice of the Army and Navy of the United 
tred to a select committee, to report by bill 


d his surprise that the 


Wasninerox, December 26, 1838. 


1730; 
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Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the message 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and- be printed. f 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was not particular to 
what committee it be referred; and withdrew his 
motion. 

It was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. ; 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of Representatives, in relation to the claims of 
Richard F. Barrett to fractional section of land in 
Linois; which, 

On motion of Mr. CASEY, was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HAYNES asked leave to submit a motion 
to have the resolutions presented by him this day 
printed. 

Leave being granted, the resolutions were or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. CUSHING asked leave to submit a reso- 
lution to grant the use of the Hall of Represent- | 
atives, on Friday evening, for the purpose of the | 
delivery of an address upon the condition of the 
Oregon Territory. 

Mr. PETRIKIN objected. 

“Mr. CUSHING moved that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to offer it. 

-Mr. PETRIKIN moved the House adjourn. 
Not carried. 

_ The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules—yeas 65, nays 34. No quo- 
rum voting. 

On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, the House 


adjourned. {i 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, December 27, 1838. 


The PRESIDENT presented the following re- 
port from the Secretary of the Treasury, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the Senate, in relation | 
to deposits in the United States Bank of Penn- | 
sylvania; and the sale and payment of its de- 
posits: i 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 

December 24, 1838. 
Sır: I have the honor to submit this report in 
compliance with the resolution of the Senate on 

the 19th instant, a copy of which is annexed. 
The resolution calls for information concerning 
deposits in the United States Bank of Pennsylva- 
nia; the sale of its third bond; the payment of its 
second one; and various other matters supposed 
to be connected with those subjects. l 
The transactions between the Treasury and | 
the United States Bank of Pennsylvania, which | 
seem to be the general object of these inquiries, | 
have been as follows: | 


1. The sale to that institution of the stock i! 
held by the Government in the Bank of the United || 


States in pursuance of a law passed for that pur- 
pose; an account of which has been long since | 
laid before Congress. 

2. The receipt of payment from the United | 

tates Bank of Pennsylvania for two of its bonds | 
about the time they became due, and which were 
given for that stock. 

3. Collections made by that bank for the Uni- 
ted States, in part payment of their demand 
against the old Bank of Columbia, from which 
the Bank of the United States had taken security 
for itself and for the United States many years | 
ago, and to the performance of which trust the | 
United States Bank of Pennsylvania had suc- 
ceeded. 

å. The payment by the latter bank to the Uni- 
ted States of the sum of $300,000 in money and 
$59,000 in Treasury notes, In behalf of and at | 
the instance of the Bank of Kentucky, in dis- 
charge for so much of its indebtedness to the Uni- 
ted States. 

5. The sale to the United States Bank of Penn- 
sylvania of the third bond due from it to the Uni- 
ted States in execution of the act of the last ses- 
sion unthorizing it. : 

With these exceptions, there have not been | 
dealings of any description between this Depart- | 
mentand the United States Bank of Pennsylvania | 

4 
| 
l 


from its establishment to the present day. No 
collecting or disbursing officer has ever been di- 


or, to my knowledge, of any of its officers, ex- | 


cept the avails of the transactions specifically re- 
ferred to above; and, on the details of which, so 
far as they relate to the present subject, full in- 
formation is given in the correspondence and tab- 
ular statements annexed. 

The sale of the third bond of the United States 
Bank of Pennsylvania to that institution, con- 
cerning which a more speciai inquiry is made in 
the resolution, was effected. under the following 
circumstances: Before the passage of the law au- 
thorizing it, an application was made to the De- 
partment by the bank, to anticipate the payment 
of a portion of the debt due from it to the United 


| States, upon certain terms proposed by its agent. 
This application failed of effect, because the bank į 


was dissatisfied with the conditions as to the kind 
of currency to be paid which were prescribed by 


the Department. The correspondence upon that || 
subject is considered to be embraced within the | 


call of the Senate, and is hereunto annexed. Ap- 
prehending that the resources of the Treasury 
would not, in the then deranged state of the busi- 
ness and currency of the country, with certain 
imperfections that existed in the laws as to Treas- 
ury notes, be sufficient to satisfy the appropria- 
tions made by Congress, the President, some 
months before the adjournmentof the last session, 
specially invited the attention of both Houses to 


the necessity of further provision for the exigen- 


cies of the public service. 
Anact was afterwards passed authorizing an 
issue of new Treasury notes, instead of the old 


ones paid in during the year. It becoming obvious | 
| that this measure would not of itself be sufficient 
under the large appropriation contemplated, a bill 
was also reported allowing the sale of the third | 


and fourth bonds held by the Government against 
the bank. The bill, as reported and finally passed, 
contained a restriction limiting the sale to “the 
par value of the bond sold at the time of sale, cal- 
culated according to the rules for estimating the 
par value of securities upon which interest has 
run for a time, but which securities have not 
reached maturity,” and it conferred on the De- 
vartment no authority to enter into any guarantee 


y the United States of the ultimate payment of | 


the bonds. Apprehensive that it would be diff- 
cult, if not impossible to effect a sale of the bonds 


or either of them upon these terms, the Depart- | 
ment, whilst the bill was pending, opened a cor- | 


respondence to ascertain whether the same could 


probably be accomplished, if the bill became a | 
law. This correspondence is annexed. The re- 


plies strengthened the apprehension before enter- 


tained by the Department, and the result was | 
communicated to the chairmen of the financial |; 


committees of the two Houses before the final 
action of Congress upon the bill. 


But the bill afterwards became a law without | 
any alteration in.the terms, or any guarantee to |, 


be given, on the part of the United States. ‘The 
appropriations actually made having proved to be 
unusually great, and the expenditures anticipated 
during the two next ensuing months being much 
larger in amount than theimmediate means which 
the Department would expect to derive in money 
from other. sources within those months, I at 


once addressed letters to bankers of the United — 
States at London and to our Minister at Paris, | 
requesting that measures might be taken, without ! 
delay, to obtain offers for those bonds, if posst- ii 
To these, an- i| 


ble, from capitalists in Europe. i 
swers were received in duc season, stating tha 
from the short time the bonds had to run, the 


absence of the guarantee of the United States for : 


their eventual payment, and other causes, no sale 
could probably be effected of them either in Lon- 
don or Paris within the limits fixed by law. In 
the meantime, however, finding that the demands 


for the public service during the month of June, | 
had exceeded four and a half million dollars, and ! 
expecting, as the fact turned out to be, that they | 


would equal about seven millions in July and 
August, and finding, also, that the available bal 
ance in the ‘Treasury, applicable to general pur 
poses and subject to draft, fell below one million 
dollars, and that payments were making at times 
in new Treasury notes; which could not be ren- 
dered at all available, I considered it necessary to 


earlier day than advices could:-be ‘received, and 
any proceeds realized from Europe: Particular 
i| inquiry was, therefore, instituted in the city’ of 
New York, and elsewhere, concerning the prob- 
ability of selling soon one or more of the-bonds, 
and, also, a public-advertisement was issued, in- 
viting proposals generally for their purchase, 
i The result was, that from the abundance. of 
State stocks in the market, at very reduced prices, 
| the lower rate at which other securities of the 
i| bank were selling, and the want ofa guarantee by 
the United States, the sale was found, with: the 
exception hereafter stated, to be wholly imprac- 
ticable in this country, and was expected. to be 
so abroad, under the conditions prescribed:ia the 
act. Indeed, no bids were at any time:made for 
either of the bonds, in conformity to those con- 
ditions, except that of Charles Macalister, Esq», 
of Philadelphia, who offered to purchase:both of 
| them within the terms of the law. In answer to 
| some other particular inquiries on this point, I 
would observe that the purchase-money for the 
bond which was sold, ‘ was placed to the credit 
of the Treasurer on the books of the bank,’? the 
ist day of August, 1838. 

« The terms on which it was negotiated’? were 
at the par value of the bond at that time, comput- 
ing it under the limitations prescribed. in the ‘act 
of Congress, and the payment was expressly 
stipulated to be made in specie, or its equivalent, 
and placed to the credit of the Treasurer in special 
deposit in the Bank of the United States. The 
Department, hoping it might be able to get 
through the year without the sale‘ of more than 
one bond, provided the second one, due in Sep- 
|| tember, was paid punctually,and in money rather 
than new Treasury notes not reissuable; andvif - 
i| disappointed in this, that it might soom:have.a 
better offer from abroad, concluded the sale ùn- 
conditionally of only one bond. But it may be 
|| proper here to notice the circumstance that as no 
| other offer has since been received in this coun- 
|| try or Europe to purchase either of the bonds for 
cash within the terms of the act, and as it will 
| probably be found necessary to sell the other 
bond during the present year, embarrassment may 
i| arise in effecting the sale within those terms, €x- 
|| cept to the bank itself, unless Congress authorize 
|| the guarantee to be given of ils eventual pay- 
ment. Indeed, it will be perceived, from these 
remarks and the annexed correspondence, that 
the authority to make sale of the remaining bond, 
as limited in the present law, if continued with- 
i| out alteration will, in effect, as.it has done ‘al~ 
|| ready, amount to a direction to sell the same, 
i| when necessary, to the United States Bank. -Fhe 
| likelihood of offers from other quarters to buyit 
| is no greater vow than heretofore. : 
| Inquiry is next made as to the ‘particulars of 

any understanding or agreement that the proceeds 
| of the same should be left in deposit with the said 
| 
l 
| 


bank, until wanted in the ordinary disbursements 
of the Government. ”? 

Those particulars, as shown in the letters an 
nexed, were, that the bank should, without ex 
pense or cost to the United States, hold this 
| money in special deposit to the credit of the 
| ‘Treasurer, till the same was wanted forthe public 
| service, and should then pay his yarious drafts, 
" as presented, without any charge to the Treasury. 
| The Department being deprived of its usual 
depositories,and the sum being very large, these 
j 
1 
| 
{ 
| 


stipulations-were readily assented to. To avoid 
the payment of the bond that.was to fall due on 
the Ist-of October, being made in new Treasury 
notes, not reissuable, nor available in any way to 
discharge appropriations, and which event was 
| apprehended by the Department, the written 
agreement was made with the bank, which will 
i be found among the documents, stipulating among 
i| other things, for the payment of that bond on 
drafts to the public creditors, and in specie or its 
equivalent. This, though collateral to the sale of 
the other bonds, was a part of the same negotia- 
tion, 

It was very clear at the time, and has been con- 
i firmed by subsequent events, that the payment 
by the bank of its bond in such Treasury notes, 
and a failure to make that arrangement the only 
| practicable one for the sale of the third bond, 
would render either a special call of Congress or 
|| a suspension of payment of some of the demands 
ii upon the Treasury inevitable. The Department 


i 
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did not feel itself at liberty to hesitate in deciding 
between an exposure of the public service to either 
of those extremities, by insisting upon having the 
whole of these large sums of money paid at one 
time, and placed elsewhere in other suitable de- | 
positories, if any could be found in the present 


Imperfect: state of the law, or a consent to leave | 


them in the hands of the public debtor 
were actually wanted, and then todra 
in specie or its equivalent, when and where the 
public service required. Especially could the De- 
partment not hesitate when this course was not 
injurious to. that service, and it was unable at the 
time to withdraw those funds, except by the debt- 
or’s voluntary consent. 

With regard to the other inquiry under this 
head, as to ** what understanding or arrangement, 
if any, has taken place respecting the benefit 
which might accrue to the bank in the transfer of 
money it would make to distant places on account 
of the Government,” I would remark that no such 
understanding or agreement existed on the side of 
this Department, in respect tothe third bond, when 
the. sale was effected. 

But soon after this was done, being apprised 
that the bank entertained an impression, derived 
from some communications between it and the 
War Department, and perh 
spondence in April last, before referred to, that 
she money would chiefly be required for military 
purposes, in sums of about a half a million 
monthly, at certain points convenient to the War 


until they | 


Department, as had been suggested in communi- | 


aps from the corre- | 


w for them, i 


than two'hundred thousand dollars, and seldom 
to have equaled a million. 

Deprived as the Department was of most of 
its general depositories since the spring of 1837, 
and without any specific, well-guarded s ystem in- 
stead of them having been provided by law, the 
drafts of the Treasurer, when any money was 
collected, as it has been largely since the more 
general resumption of specie payments in Au- 
gust, were therefore directed to be drawn first on 
those collectors and receivers who had no bank of 
general deposit, and resided-near the place of dis- 
bursement. 

In this way most of the funds in the hands of 
collectors and receivers have been drawn for ear- 
liest, or the amount in their hands kept low by 
deposits in appropriate banks, while, in general, 
little has been drawn from any banks, except 
what was from time to time needed to supply 
the deficiency. 

Consequently, their aggregate balances have 
| changed slowly in amount. But the funds due 
from the United States Bank, and allowed to re- 
main there till wanted, being frequently needed 
at points where the amounts held by the collect- 
ors and receivers were small, have been drawn 
for more rapidly than those in most other banks. 
Indeed, on the 17th instant, they had been drawn 
| for to an amount equal to the whole of the third 
bond sold, and all of the second bond afterwards 


l 


I 


cations with others, and that an expeetation ex- | 


isted with the bank that the money would mostly 
be called for at those points, | entered into an 
arrangement to meet this expectation. Such a 
course appeared to be required by a proper regard 
to equitable considerations, and, while operating, 
it is supposed, in some respects beneficially to 
the bank, was at the same time not prejudicial to 
the Treasury bat, in connection with the arrange- 
ment made as to the earlier times and convenient 
places of paying the second bond, proved highly 
conducive to promptitude and efficiency in the 
public service. 

In relation to another inquiry concerning “ the 
period when the sum of $1,600,000, in part pay- 
mentaf the second bond of the Bank of the United 
States was placed to the credit of the Treasurer,” 
I state that $800,000 was placed to his credit on 
the 15th day of August, and $800,000 more on the 
15th September, I838. Asto the “na 
whole agreement on that subject, 
will be found in the correspondence annexed, 

The substance of it was that about one third of 
the amount of the bond should be 
middle of August, one third inthe middle of Sep- 
tember, and the other third in the middle of Oe 
tober, as thes 


of the Treasury, if not of both partes, better than 
to pay the whole large sum of near two anda half 
millions at once at the close of the month of Se 
tember. [t was further stipulated that interest 
should cease on cach of the installments thas paid 
on the d 
Treasurer, and made subject to his draft. As the 
money was wanted at different points to meet the 


public expenditures near them, the drafts of the | 
Treasurer on the bank, payable at those several | 


points, were engaged to be met there with promp- 
titude, aud in specie or its equivalent, 

In answer to the Inquiry as to “the aggregate 
balance standing wee 
urer in the Bauk of th 
or agencies, whet! 
welas tl 
ury, from the time the first deposit was made in 
the said bank of moneys arising from the payment | 
or sale of its bonds up to the present period,” a | 
statement is anvexed, which gives the particulars | 
requested. 

it may be proper to add, in connection with 
these balances, that, between th 
specie payments and August, 
for duties, except after May last, at New Y 
and east of it, were notin an 
in money, and hence were not often to be drawn 
for or deposited anywhere. Besides what was in 
the United States Bank and the Mint, the money 
in the Treasury from April to September, 
was subject to draft and available for 
poses, is believed to have be 


e United States, its branches 
her subject to draft or not, as 


1838, the receipts 


y considerable degree | 


general pur- 
en sometimes less 


waid in the | 


ay they were placed to the credit of the i 


kly to the ereditof the Treas- | 


he weekly aggregate balance in the Treas- ! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


tare of the” i 
l reply that it! 


| 
i 
i 
i 


į 
| 
i 


periods and amounts of payment |: 
were deemed likely to promote the convenience | 


p- 


e suspension of li 


ley ii at ten, and United States Bank notes at 
which | 


H itself. 


| paid, except $1,289,317, leaving still subject to 
| draft only that balance, and the amount of 
$300,000 which it assumed to pay to the United 
States for the Bank of Kentucky. 

fuformation is also desired in the resolution 
| concerning “all the branches or agencies of the 
| said Bank of the United States, Ga which the 
| ‘Treasury Department has drawn drafts, the 
amount of public money directed to be placed at 
each, and of the drafts seve rally drawn on them, 
and the rates of exchange between Philadelphia, 
and each of the places to which sums were ordered 
to be transferred. ”? 

All the drafts drawn on an 


y funds in the Uni- 
ted States B 


ank have been drawn on the bank 
Bat in eases where the disbursement was 
to he made near the points heretofore mentioned, 
as arranged for partial payments, the drafts have 
by a memorandum attached to them, been made 
| payable at those points by the persons or local 
| banks, previously designated for that purpose to 
| the Treasurer by the United States Bank. A 
schedale is annexed of the points or places of 
payments; the amount of money agree 
wt each of those points; the persons, agents, or 
banks indicated at each, and the amount of drafts 
already drawn on each. 

It will be seen that at several of them the whole 
sums have been drawn for, and the residue will 
probably be needed in a few weeks, 

The inquiry as to “the rates of exchange be- 
tween Philadelphia and each of the places to which 
sums were ordered to be transferred,” cannot be 
otherwise answered than by saying that no such 
transfers have been ordered; but the rates between 
that city and some of the places of payment 
agreed on, and detailed in the schedule, can be 
given, so far as they appear in the different prices 


, 


i 
| 


being specified in the resolution 
having varied greatly between 
and the present period, I can only add, that from 
the sale of the bond till recently, the rates are be- 
lieved to have been nominally high, on account 
of the deranged condition of the currency and the 
continued suspension of specie payments by most 
of the banks in the West and Southwest. Bat, 
at the same time specie or its equivalent was, at 
that period, quoted in many of those places ata 
large per cent. higher than the local currency; so 
that the difference in exchange between them and 
Philadelphia, in specie or its equivalent, or in 
‘Treasury notes, or in United States Bank notes, 
believed not in reality to have been large, and 
that ail these were often at a higher premium, va- 


the Ist of August 


is 


| tying from one and a half to two per cent., than 
ork |: 


even bills of exchange on Philadelphia. Thus, 
an illustration, at Nashville, on the 20th Jul 
exchange on the east is quoted at eight and a hal 
to nine, specie at nine to eleven, ‘Treasur 


as 
> 
r 
y notes 
nine to 
ten, or from one half to one and a half per cent, 
higher than exchange. So on the J2th of Sep- 
exchange on Philadelphia 


d to be paid |: 


current received at this oflice. No particular date | 
sand the exchange | 


i Spectful to Congr 


|; present at least, only 


and New York is quoted at fifteen to sixteen pre- 
mium, and United States Bank notes and Treas- 
ury notes at seventeen to eighteen, and specie at 
| eighteen; making specie or Treasury notes or Uni- 
| ted States Bank notes there from two to three per 
cent. more valuable than exchange on New York 
| or Philadelphia. 

In conclusion, the resolution asks for “ the 
amount, so far as it can be conveniently ascer- 
i tained, that has been drawn from the Bank of 
the United States, its branches, or agencies, or 
in notes of said bank, for paying Indian annui- 
ties, or other claims of the Indians on the Gov- 
| ernment, or for defraying the expenses attending 
the removal of the Indians, and, in general, the 
i nature of the arrangements, if any, made for the 
; More'distant public disbursements in the notes 
of the bank, together with all the correspond- 
ence, agreements, or instructions, given or en- 
| tered into, connected with any or all the heads of 
inquiry above stated.” 
|. ‘The Department generally has no means of 
| information in its power as to the kind of money 
| which is actually paid by the banks on any of the 
| ‘Treasurer’s drafts. But the original agreements 
| in this case having been that the payments should 
| be in specie or its equivalent, and the public cred- 
| itors and public officers knowing that they’ were 
| entitled to these, it is to be presumed that they 
have generally, if not always, been made in this 
manner. 

No arrangements have been formed by this 
Department, nor any instructions given by it, as 
to any different kind of payment, "All the drafts 
placed on the bank have been duly honored, so 
far as the information of this Department ex- 
tends, except in one case at Mobile, where the 
agent of the bank did not, in the first instance, 
offer the kind of currency demanded; but it was 
| afterwards paid satisfactorily, and without preju- 
dice to the publie service. 

With regard to the call, under this head, for 
“all the correspondence, agreements, and in- 
structions given or entered into by the Depart- 
ment, and connected with any or all the heads of 
inquiry above stated,” copies of all supposed to 
pear on the subject are annexed, 

The closing paragraph of this part of the reso- 
ution further requests to be informed by the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury “ of the nature of the 
i arrangements made with him by those banks; in 
which, according to his report of the 3d instant, 
portions of the publie money have been placed 
to the credit of the Treasurer on special deposit; 
the kind of money in which the said special de- 
osit was made; whether the same was entered 
j on the books of the bank; whether the identical 
i moneys deposited have continued to be held by 
the banks; whether the drafts of the Treasury 
Department that have been drawn on these de- 
posits have been paid in the specific moneys de- 
posited; and whether the balances remaining are 
part and parcel of the very moneys originally 
deposited.” 

The arrangements made with the banks that 
hold special deposits, or deposits to the special 
credit of the Treasurer, have been regarded as 
temporary in their nature or character, and have 
mM most cases, therefore, been informal. It hav- 
ing been expected that Congress would, at an 
early day, adopt some general system that could 
be carried into practical effect on the subject of 
' keeping the public money, and comparatively few 
collections having been made, except in Treasury 
i notes and Treasury drafts, since the suspension 

of specie payments, till within the last three 
months, the Department has deemed it most re- 
] ess to abstain from adopting 
; any uniform and permanent arrangement on the 
; Subject of deposits in banks not sclected under 
: the general deposit act, but to use them, for the 
as Necessity should require. 
June, 1836, not having been 
ie duty of the Department to 
I _ the | ic moneys in general deposit 
in banks, if suitable ones can be found, which 
: are ina condition to comply with the requirements 
of that act, and are willing to'take them, But, as 
stated in the annual report, a sufficient number of 
them to satisfy the requirements of that branch of 
the public service could not be found. No public 
| Moneys can by the existing laws be deposited with 
i collectors or receivers, except such as have been 
‘ collected by themselves. In the absence, there- 


The deposit act of 
repealed, it is still th 
place all of the pubi 
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fore, of a sufficient number of banks under the 
general deposit act, and without a provision by 
law for the deposit of the public moneys else- 
where, though anxiously desired by the Depart- 
ment, it has been obliged to employ other banks 
under its general powers, exercised since 1789; 
when not otherwise expressly provided by Con- 
gress. These have been used to keep such moneys 
as accumulated in the hands of the collectors and 
receivers, beyond what was deemed safe under 
their present securities and liabilities, and also 
such as were paid into the Treasury from other 
sources. 

In cases of deposits in bank, made specially, 
the money has, in some instances, been placed in 


specie, in boxes, fastened up, and not to be with- į 


drawn by the receiver or others, without the draft 
of the Treasurer on him, payable at the bank 
where the specie deposit was made. In other 
cases, it has been placed in specie, or bills of 
specie-paying banks, to the credit of the Treas- 
urer, sometimes as ‘‘in special deposits,’’ and 
sometimes as “in deposit to his special credit,” 
and allowing the bank to have entire charge of it 
afterwards. 

But in all these latter cases, as explained in the 
recent annual report on the finances, it is under- 
stood that the money is to be kept ready for pay- 
ment at any moment, but is not required to be 
eet apart, or specially secured in a box, chest, or 

ag. 
bank, on the draft of the Treasurer, without his 


presence or that of the depositor; and access | 


must, of course, be constantly had to it by those 
officers. 

No other course of deposit of our current funds 
is practicable in fiscal operations, withoutincurring 
an expense which the Department, without ex- 
press legislation, did not feel warranted in incur- 
ring, for the temporary objects contemplated 
during the last few months. 

In answer to the further specific questions in 
the concluding clause of the resolution, it may be 
added that, in some of these cases, the kind of 


money deposited is stated by the receiver or col- | 
lector in his return, and in some it is reported by | 
the banks; but itis always supposed to bein legal | 


currency. 

It is presumed that, in some cases, the drafts 
are paid out of the identical money deposited, but 
in a few only that the precise money deposited is 
retained till then, and the balance remaining a part 
of the original deposit. 

Should Congress adjourn without making any 
new provision as to the keeping of the public 
money, and should much of it accumulate at sev- 
eral points before it is disbursed, the Department 
would feel bound, under its supervisory duty of 


seeing that this money be kept safely as possible, | 


to adopt some uniform rule on the subject of de- 
posits, whether special or general, in banks not 
able to be selected under the act of 1836. 

Iu would feel obliged, also, to introduce some 
general system for its faithful custody till paid 


out, provided a sufficiency of banks, at suitable | 


places, could not be obtained, in conformity to the 
act. But it would deeply regret the necessity of 
being left to the exercise of powers so wide and 
general—powers so likely to be misused, misun- 
derstood, and misrepresented; and ardently hopes, 
as often stated on former occasions, to be relieved 


from the responsibility, as well as necessity, of | 


doing it, by some specific Icgislation for keeping 
the public money which may be suited to the 
present condition of the country, be susceptible 
of a safe, uniform, and practical operation, and 
afford those checks and securities which are so 
essential to the preservation of public morality, 


as well as public faith. 
Respectfully, LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Ricuanp M. Jounson, President of Senate. 

When the report was read, 

Mr. NILES moved that five thousand addi- 
tional copies should be printed. He said he 
would state very briefly the reasons which in- 
duced him to move for printing an extra number 
of copies of the report. The importance of the 


paper, he thought, might fully justify the motion | 


he had submitted; but as he was notin the habit 
of asking for printing, he should not have done 


it in this instance, had there not been special | 


reasons to which he desired to call the attention 
of the Senate. 


It may be paid out by the officers of the | 


i 
i 
| 
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i 
| 
i 
} 
| 
i 
i 
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The course which the mover [Mr. Rives] of 
the resolutions, to which this report isa response, 
saw fit to pursue, when they were under consid- 
eration, was very extraordinary and wholly un- 
exampled, so far as his experience went; and he 
doubted whether any precedent could be found of 
a proceeding so unusual and, in his judgment, so 
unjust. The resolution, being one of inquiry 
only, its adoption was a matter of course; yet 
the gentleman had made it the occasion for a 
long, and evidently a prepared, speech, occupy- 
ing nearly two hours. This premeditated assault | 
on the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Pres- 
ident himself, containing charges and insinuations 
of a very grave character, was based on an as- 
sumption of the truth of the facts called for in the 
resolution. ‘The Secretary was first condemned, 
and the sentence pronounced against him has 
been, or will be, published and sent forth to the 
world, and afterwards was to be permitted to be 
heard in his defense. It was not his purpose now 
to speak of the unfairness and injustice of this 
proceeding; but he alluded to it as a reason why ; 
we ought to publish an extra number of the re- | 
port, which was not only an answer to the reso- 
lutions, but also to the gentleman’s speech. He! 
did not complain of the Senator’s course; it was, | 
perhaps, perfectly proper for him, in his anxiety | 
to eriminate the Administration, to ‘make his | 
speech first, and obtain the facts upon which it 
purports to be founded afterwards, But as the | 
speech had gone forth to the country, it was cer- | 
tainly proper that the report should also be circu- 
lated somewhat extensively, that the people might 
understand the facts in the case, and be able to 
decide how far the imputations rest on any foun- 
dation in truth. This premeditated blow at the 
Administration, however unexnected, and coming 
from a quarter which heretofore had professed 
friendship, gave him, as one of its humble sup- | 
porters, no sort of uncasiness or apprehension. | 
He had carefully listened to the report, and, if he || 
bad not misunderstood it, it was a complete an- | 
swer to the Senator’s speech, and a most satis- | 
factory explanation and refutation of all his gra- | 
tuitous accusations. i 

If he did not misapprehend the speech, the | 
burden of the Senator’s complaint was, that the | 
Administration, in conducting the concerns of the 
Treasury the past year, had departed from its 
avowed principles, and had acted in conformity 
to the Senator’s own views. This seems to be 
the essential ground of complaint; and he would 
not stop to inquire with what propriety such a 
complaint came from the quarter it did. Itis 


made a serious charge against the Secretary, and |, 


even against the President, that they have restored i 
the connection between the Treasury and the: 
banks, and have revived the deposit system; and 
made use of the agency of banks, particularly the 
Pennsylvania Bank of the United States. his 
is the charge: that the Secretary has done pre- | 
cisely what the Senator so often told us he ought | 
to do—made use of the State banks as deposito 
ries and fiscal agents to disburse and transfer the | 


it is alleged, is wholly inconsistent with the |! 


avowed purposes of the Administration and its | 


supporters here, who, during the last two ses- i 


sions of Congress, occupied no small portion of ! 
their time in attempting to effect an entire sepa- 
ration of the financial concerns of the Government 
from all banks. 

It seems now to be insinuated that in these | 


efforts neither the Executive nor his supporters | 
on this floor were sincere, and that the real object |; 
was to use the banks without any legal regula- |, 

i 


tion or restraint. How this insinuation is to be 
reconciled with the charge, so zealously urged 
and so long persevered in by the Senator and | 
thosé with whom he acted, he left for the gentle- | 
man and his new friends to decide. It was sufi- | 
cient for his present purpose to say, that the re- | 
port which had just been read proved conclusively | 
to his mind that the Administration had not re- į 
vived the deposit system, nor in any respect | 


It appeared | 


| 


to the bank, of two of its own | 


specie, and drafts on 
to specie. So much. a 
was not wanted for immediate 


to rerhain in the: -bank, which was: the original 
debtor of the- United States, and placed to: the 
credit of the Treasurer. These.drafis were; some 
of them, paid by other banks as agencies, atdis- 
tant points, where the convenience of the public 
service required, but were all drawn on the Uni- 
ted States Bank and the fund received for the sale 
of the two bonds. : gee A 
If there was anything wrong in the negotiation 
of these bonds to the United States Bank, (and 
he could not perceive that there was,) the Secre- 
tary tells us that it was an act of: necessity, âs 
the Treasury could not get along without the 
money, and as no other purchaser, either in this 
country or in Europe, could be found—the diffi- 
culty of negotiating the bonds to any one but-the 
| Bank of the United States, which was the debtor, 
i being increased in consequence of the act of Con- 
| gress, which authorized the sale, containing no 


|! provision that authorized: the guarantee on the 


| part of the United States of their ultimate pay- 
ment. It appears that no publie moneys have 
been deposited either on special or general .de- 
posit with the Bank of the United States, and 
hat its agency hasin no way been used or sought 
by the Treasury, except in. regard to the pay- 
ment of its own bonds, which had been pur- 
chased in upon terms more advantageous to the 
Treasury than could be obtained from any other 
quarter. The delay in paying over the avails 
was no doubt advantageous to the bank, without 


' being detrimental to the Government; as. the 


i money was paid when wanted for the public 
! service. 

In these transactions, growing entirely out. of. 
the claims of the United States upon the bank, 
he could see nothing that looked like a revival. of 
the deposit system, or a concession that the 
agency of banks is necessary in conducting: the 
concerns of the Treasury. ye 

In regard to other State banks it appears that 
the only connection the Treasury has had with 
any of them—except those four or five, he be- 
lieved, which were still depositories under the 
act of 1836—was, that in some few instances 
special deposits had been made in some of them. 
In the absence of any general law to regulate the 
action of the Treasury—the deposit system being 
| broken down, yet a fragment of it remaining, 
| only sufficient to embarrass the action of the De- 
partment—it must be apparent that during. the 
| past year the finances could not have been con- 
ducted on any uniform and settled principle. 
The Secretary has been compelled to act on dif- 
| ferent rules, according to the circumstances under 
! which the public revenues have been placed, for 
their security and safe-keeping. In some. in- 
stances he had found it necessary to make special 
deposits in banks, from the failure of legislation 
on the subject. These deposits have been made 


| according to special and particular contracts, and 
| not in pursuance of any general regulation or 


system adopted by the Department. In some 


i cases the public funds have been kept by them- 


selves; in others not. These deposits appear.to 


public funds where they may be wanted. All this, i have all been temporary, and, in the absence of 


| any general system, to have been necessary and 
; convenient, from the condition of the public rev- 
"enue, at the points where they were made. -These 
| temporary deposits involved no agency of the 


| banks, as they did not disburse them. 


| In these facts, which appear from the report, 
‘he could see nothing to support the charge to 
! which he had referred, that the deposit system 
i had been restored, nor any evidence of a desire 
to revive it, Without any substitute being pro- 
i vided, the concerns of the Treasury had been 
managed the past year, and one of great difficulty, 


| without any agency of banks, except in the few 


instances mentioned in the report, of intrusting 
! to some of them, temporarily, special deposits. 
All he desired was that the facts should go out 
to the public; and this, which, perhaps, under 
any circumstances, would be proper, was. de- 
manded by every consideration of justice, on ac- 
count of the unusual and extraordinary course 
which the mover of the resolutions has seen fit to 
pursue. 
Mr. N’s. motion was agreed to. 
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Mr; DAVIS presented the petition of Charles 
H. Todd, praying for aremission of certain du- 
ties; which: was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ROBBINS presented the petition of the 
Manual LaborSociety of the City of Washington, 
praying for.an act of incorporation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Richard 
Coulter, praying for. permission to enter a tract 
of land; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr..L. also presented the petition of certain 
citizens'of the District of Columbia, stating that 
they are associated for the purpose of rearing the 
morus multicaulis, and asking for a charter and 
the lease of certain public lots; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a communication 
from the Intendant of Cheraw, South Carolina, 
inclosing the proceedings of a public meeting of 
the citizens, on certain mail arrangements to that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Mr. Mce- 
Kay, a citizen of Charleston, stating that in con- 
sequence of information given by him, a vessel 
was seized and confiscated under the embargo 


laws, and asking compensation therefor; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the memo- 
rial of Laurent Millaudon, asking for permission 
to erect wharves on the eastern shore of Mobile 
bay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. YOUNG presented two memorials from | 


citizens of Ilinois, praying for the creation of the 
new mail routes therein mentioned; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of | 


Lydia White, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committce on Pensions. 

Mv. M. also presented the petition of Joseph 
Radcliff, praying compensation for losses sus- 
tained under a contract with the Government; 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Adam Gor- 
ham, stating that he had performed certain ser- 
vices at New Orleans, under the order of Commo- 


dore Porter, and asking remuneration therefor; | 
’ ba) 3 


which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. WALL presented a petition from an asso- | 


ciation styling themselves the friends of the slave, 
praying for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, and of the slave trade between the 
different States; which he moved should be re- 
ceived, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The motion to receive was, on motion of Mr, 
KING, laid on the table. 


Mr. KNIGEIUL presented a petition of similar ; 


import; which he moved should be received. 

‘The motion to receive was, on motion of Mr. 
KING, laid on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented the pe- 
tition of Rufus IȘS. Lane, an officer of the last war, 
asking for arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the me- | 
morial of a number of citizens of New York, dep- | 
recating war, and praying Congress to adopt some } 
measures for the formation of a congress of na- | 
tions, to settle disputes between nations; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions. 
Mr. C. also presented the petition of a number 
of manufacturers of starch, of the city of New 


York, praying for the Imposition of a duty on | 
imported starcbs which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Manufactures, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Private! 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill | 
for the relief of Obed P. Lacy, reported the same | 


without amendment, 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the folowing 
bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: 


A bill for the relief of Isabella Hill, widow, and 


; ordered to a second reading. 


John Hill, Elizabeth Hill, and Samuel Hill, chil- 
dren and minor heirs-at-law, of Samuel Hill, de- 
ceased ; : 


A bill to continue in force the ‘Act for the final | 


adjustment of private land claims in Missouri,’ 


approved July, 1832, and the act supplemental i 


thereto, approved March 2, 1833; i 

A bill for the. relief of Sebastian Butcher, and | 
the heirs and legal representatives of Bartholomew | 
Butcher, Michael Butcher, and Peter Bloom; 

A bill for the relief. of Joseph Bogy; 

A bill for the relief of Michael Ambrister; and | 

A bill to authorize the issuing of a patent to | 
the heirs or legal representatives of Francis Ri- | 
vaud, deceased. ; i 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee i 
on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill į 


| authorizing the relinquishment of the sixteenth : 


sections of land granted for the use of schools, ! 
and the location of other lands in lieu. thereof ; i 
also the bill for the relief of certain settlers on the | 


| public lands who were deprived of the benefits of į 


the preémption act of June 19, 1834, reported | 
them severally without amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill for $ 
the relief of Peter Warner, of Indiana, reported | 
the same without amendment. | 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, | 
to which had been referred the bill for the relief | 
of Asa Armington; also the bill for the relief of 


Elisha Eldridge, reported them severally without i 
amendment. i 


Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Post Olfice and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the bill for the relief of Thomas W. 
Owen, John W. Skidmore, and others, reported 
the same without amendment, 


Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private i 


Land Claims, to which had been referred the 
following bills, reported the same severally with- 


out amendment: i 
n the | 
State of Missouri; | 


The bill to confirm certain land claims i 
The bill to confirm certain land claims in. the | 
Washita district, Indiana; ! 
Two bills for the relief of Charles Mor 
Louisiana; and 
The bill to confirm certain claims to lands be- 
tween the Rio Hondo and Sabine. 


gan, of 


Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, | | 


to which had been referred the petition of James | 
EH. Bradford, made an unfavorable report on the! 
same. | 

Mr. P., from the same committee, to which had 


j been referred the petition of Samuel Collins, re- | 


ported a bill for his relief; which was read, and 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 


| sions, made unfavorable reports on the petitions || 


of Elias Carpenter, Jacob Slye, and Jedediah 
Hunt. 

On motion of Mr. P., the same committee was | 
discharged from the farther consideration of the 
petition of Esther Sampson. j 


RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolutions were submitted and | 
agreed to: 

By Mr. LYON: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing at the city of 
Detroit, in the State of Michigan, an hospital for the relief 
ofthe siek and disabled seamen and navigatcrs of the great 
American fakes, 


By Mr. CLAY, of Alabama: 


Resolved, Chat the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of entry 
at the city of St. Joseph, in the ‘Lerritory of Florida, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. KING, on leave, and in pursuance of 


notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the ji 


corporate authorities of Mobile; which was read 
twice and referred. 


Mr. STRANGE, on leave, and in pursuance 4 tec, hoped this subject 


of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of |! 


William Lefevre, of North Carolina; which was : 
read twice and referred to the Committee on Pen- i 
sions. ! 

Mr. LYON, on leave, and in pursuance of no- i 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relicf of Dan- ` 
iel Goodwin; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. ROBINSON, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of | 


Daniel B. Bush; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. MERRICK gave notice that he would to- 
morrow introduce a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Francis Newman, late collector of direct taxes 
| in the State of Maryland. 
| Mr. TALLMADGE gave notice that he would 
hereafter ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
proposing certain amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States. 


| 
| 
| BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Despatch; , 

The bill to reward the captors of the privateer 
Lydia; 

The bill for the relief of the sureties of William 
Manning, late collector of the customs for the dis- 
trict of Beaufort, North Carolina; and 

The bill to refund to the Philadelphia, Wil- 


i| mington, and Baltimore Railroad Company the 


duties paid by them on certain imported railroad 
iron. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


i| On motion of Mr, NILES, the memorial and 
i| papers of Commoddre Isaac Hull, on the files of 
|| the last session, were again referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


A ROADS IN ABABAMA. 


i| The Senate took up, as the unfinished kusiness 
| of yesterday, the bill to grant to the State of Ala- 
| bama the two per cent. fund, reserved by the act 
providing for her admission into the Union, for 
|| the purpose of making a road or roads leading to 
il said State. 

| Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill by 
| providing that it shall not take effect till the 1st 

anuary, 1840. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. BENTON, 
CLAY of Alabama, KING, NILES, CLAY 
of Kentucky, WALKER, CRITTENDEN, 
|| LINN, and CALHOUN took part, the amend- 
|; ment of Mr. Benron was agreed to, and the 
| bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
|! ing. 

The bill to create an additional land office in the 
| State of Michigan; 

The bill to change the location of the office of 
surveyor of the land district composed of the 
aoe of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan; 
; an 
| The bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause the reserved lead mines in Hiinois, 
| Wisconsin, and Iowa, to be sold as other public 
lands; were severally read the second time, and 


{| considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 


| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate went 
: into executive business; after which, 

‘The PRESIDENT presented a communication 


j| from the Secretary of the Treasury, containing a 


tabular statement prepared by the Register in obe- 
dience to a resolution of the Senate of the 17th 
Instant, relative to the sums of money paid out 
of the Treasury under private appropriations, and 
the particulars connected therewith, since Decem- 
ber, 1833; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 27, 1828. 
WISCONSIN CONTESTED ELECTION. 


|, The report of the Committee of Elections on 
_the right to the seat of the Delegate from Wis- 
' consin being the special order for to-day, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, chairman of the commit- 
} would be postponed to 
some future time, as the House was to-day very 
thinly attended. He would therefore move that 
the consideration of this subject be postponed 
till Monday next, at one o’clock, and continue to 
be the order of the day, from day to day, at the 
same hour, until the subject be disposed of. 

| Mr. HAMER suggested that Wednesday or 
Thursday next would be a much better day than 
Monday, inasmuch as it would give to those gen- 
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tlemen who were absent, and who wished t 


speak upon the subject, time to arrive and pre- | 


pare themselves for the discussion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN modified his motion, in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of Mr. Hamer, to 
Thursday next. 

The question was taken on making it the spe- 
cial order for that day; and resulted—yeas 78 
nays 37, (no quorum voting.) 

Mr. HOWARD inquired of Mr. Bucnanan 
at whose request the motion for postponement 


was made, and if the gentleman (the sitting mem- : 
ber) on whose motion the subject has been post- | 
poned till this day, wished a further postpone- | 
if that gentleman was not prepared to | 


ment? 
enter into the discussion, he would willingly 
agree to a further postponement; but if not, he 
was anxious that the subject should be taken up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said it was not at his in- 
stance the motion had been made, but in consid- 
eration of the large number of members absent. 
He thought the time of the House would be econ- 
omized by postponing it. 

Mr. BRONSON said that the sitting member 
had intimated to him that he would prefer the 
subject should be postponed; upon which intima- 


tion it had been his intention to make such a | 


motion if he had not been preceded in it by the 
chairman of the committee. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, said he was will- 


ing and anxious for the postponement till Thurs- | 


day next, to afford the many gentlemen whom he 


knew desired to speak upon the subject an oppor- | 
tunity of so doing. They would be in their seats | 


at that time. 


The question was then taken on the postpone- | 


ment till Thursday next; and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 89, nays 40. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. HAYNES moved that the House go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, upon the same subject on which the 
House was in committee yesterday. 

Mr. LINCOLN asked the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion to enable the House to dispose 


of an engrossed joint resolution which was now ij 


on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HAYNES refused to withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CUSHING asked the gentleman if he 
would give way fora moment, to enable him to 
offer the same resolution which he submitted to 


to Professor Lee, to deliver an address upon the 
condition of the Oregon territory? 
Mr. ILAYNES refused. 


Mr. CUSHING objected to the motion of Mr, | 


Haynes to go into committee. 


| 
: 


j 
i 
i 


: 


; Barbour, asking compensation for certain tracts | 
| iof land taken from him by the United States; 
the House yesterday, granting the use of the Hall ;; 


Mr. HAYNES then called fora suspension of | 


the rules, to enable him to submit his motion; | 
which being decided in the affirmative, the House | 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Apams in 
the chair) to consider the President’s message. 


The resolutions submitted by Mr. Haynes | 


proposing to refer the various topics embraced in 


fore the committee, 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, who was en- 
titled to the floor, resumed his remarks from yes- 
terday, and having reviewed at some length the 


various topics embraced in the message, and in | 
particular that part having reference to the defal- 


cations, concluded about four o’clock; at which 
time, 


Mr. CUSHMAN, who obtained the floor, | 


moved, at the suggestion of several members, that 
the committee now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
progress. 


WORKMEN ON THE TREASURY BUILDING. 


Mr. LINCOLN asked the indulgence of the 
House that the joint resolution proposing to in- 
demnify the workmen on the Treasury building 


for the loss of time during the suspension of their |! read twice and referred. 


5 


i sidered themselves bound to continue in the city | 


į poor men with large familics, and who had 


! which were referred. i 
Mr. W. also presented the petition of Frederick | 


; i i : Roberts, praying for the passage of a law exon- 
the message to appropriate committees being be- | 


grossed afew days ago, be now read a third time. 

No objection being made, the resolution re- 
ceived its third reading; when 

Mr. RENCHER objected to the passage of the 
resolution. He considered the principle involved | 
in itas unjust. The petitioners would make it | 
appear that the Government was under an obli- | 
gation to pay them their wages, whether they 
were at work or not. But he maintained that if | 
there was any obligation at all, that obligation | 
was reciprocal; and that the workmen were as | 
much bound to remain with Government, as the | 
latter was to pay them. He knew that no one | 
would contend for a moment the workmen had 
not the power to leave at any time and seek em- 
ployment elsewhere; therefore the Government 
could upon no principle of jastice be required to 
pay them when their serviccs were not demanded. | 
With these views, he moved the reference of the į; 
whole subject to the Committee on Claims. 


labors last summer, which was ordered to be en- | 
i 


Mr. LINCOLN hoped the gentleman would | 
not persist in his motion, as it would be very easy | 


to satisfy him that the claim was based on the : 
strictest principles of equity. Mr. L. then went | 
on to show that the laborers had come froma 
great distance, and were engaged undera promise 
that they should be employed for the whole sea- 
son, All they sought for was indemnity for the | 
actual loss sustained during the suspension of the | 
work by order of the President; and the resolu- į 
tion provided that, if they had in the interim 

obtained employment elsewhere, such amount: 
should be deducted. The fact was, the men con- į 


under their agreement, for they did not know how | 
soon they might be required to resume the work. | 
It was true the amount of loss was small; but to | 
no | 
other resources, it was an important object. He | 


:| felt confident that, after such au explanation, all | 
; opposition would be withdrawn. | 


Before taking the question, however, 
On motion of Mr. LEGARE, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Fraipay, December 28, 1838. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. LINN presented the memorial of Philip | 


y 


i 


which was referred to the Committee on Private |; 
i Land Claims. i 


Mr, WRIGHT presented additional documents | 
in relation to the claim of Lyon and Howard 


Gebhart, praying that certain duties may be re- 
funded; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of Mo- | 
ses Turner, for arrears of pension; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented the petition of John 


crating him from his liability asa security; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the Petersburg Railroad 
Company, in relation to a mail contract; which | 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office : 
and Post Roads. : 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Colonel Wil- ; 
liam Grayson; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. f 

Mr. YOUNG presented certain resolutions of | 
the Legislature of the State of Ilinois, for a sur- ; 
vey of the northern and western lakes, and the | 
navigable waters entering into the same; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. i 
Mr. MERRICK, on leave, and in pursuance of ; 


notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the ! 


heirs of Colonel Francis Newman; which was: 


i 
i 


VOL. 7....No. 5: 


Mr. MOUTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief ‘of 
Don Carlos Dehault Delassus; which was read 
twice and referred, 

The reports of the Committee on Pensions un- 
favorable to the petitions of Jedediah Hunt; H: 
Tucker, Elias Carpenter, Holly Raper, Jacob 
Sly, and James H. Bradford, were severally cont 
sidered and concurred in. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill to revive the act 
entitled ‘* An act to enable claimants to land with- 
in the limits of Missouri and Arkansas to insti- 
tute suits to try the validity of their claims,” ap- 
proved May 26, 1834. 

Also, a bill for the relief of James Cochran... . 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to explain and limit the 
powers of the circuit court of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading : 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee onthe’ 
Judiciary, to which was referred the petition of, 
Agnes Dundas, reported a bill for her relief; which: 
was read and ordered to a second reading. f 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill 
to amend the act confirming certain land claims 
in Michigan, reported the same without amend~ 
ment. ; 

Mr. LINN, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill to authorize John E, 
Metcalf and others to locate certain preémption 
claims to lands in Indiana, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, to which 


! had been referred the memorial of Philip Bar- 


bour, reported a bill for his relief; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. : 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED: 


On motion of Mr. STRANGE, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was discharged from the con- 
sideration of the petition of William R. Cheever, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion. of Mr. LINN, leave was: given to 
William ‘Triplett to withdraw his petition and 
papers. : 

SALT DUTIES. x 

Mr. BENTON rose to submit a motion, and 
hoped that he might engage the particular atten- 
tion of the Senate to it, because he was unwilling: 
that any member should vote on any subject 
without distinctly understanding it. The motion, 
which he deemed to be of the greatest importance, 
was somewhat different from motions generally 
made in Congress, as it had no relation to poli- 
tics, but related solely to the agricultural interests 
of the country, the laboring classes, and those 
engaged in the pursuits of industry. He would 
now proceed to state his motion, or rather to read 
it, as he had reduced it to writing for the sake of 
precision and to enable the Secretary with greater 
facility to take it down: His motion was to print 
certain papers relating to the salt duties, and to 
the use of salt in agriculture and the various de- 
partments of the animal economy and vegetable 
kingdom. The first of these papers owed its ori+ 


gin to inquiries set on foot in England by Lord 
Kenyon, before the Board of Trade, when Mr, 


Vansittart was president of that body. The other 
was a series of evidence taken before the House 
of Commons, for the purpose of showing the ef- 
fects of the salt duty on the interests of the agri- 
cultural classes. Both of these papers were or- 
dered by the House of Commons to be printed. 

Mr. B. here read his motion, as follows: 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 

Ordered, That thousand copies of the. following 
papers be ordered to be printed for the use ofthe Senate: 

1. Copies of written evidence (as required by an order of 
the British House of Commons, dated 24th June, 18177 
which was laid before the Board of Trade, the right honor- 
able Nicholas Vansittart being president, ih an i cuiry re 
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cently made at the instance of Lord Kenyonand Sir Thomas 
Bernard, as to the supposed operation of the salt duty and 
restrictions. on the fisheries, agriculture, and Jaboring classes 
ofthe Kimedom of Great Britain. (Ordered by the House of 
Commons to be printed, 4th of July, 1817, thirty-five folio 
P The report of the select committee of the British House 
of Commons, appointed in the year 1818, to take into con- 
sideration the Jaws relating to the salt duties, and the means | 
of remedying the inconveniences arising therefrom, and to | 
report thercon, with their observations and opinions, to the 
House, together with the minutes of the evidence taken 
before them. (Ordered: by the House of Commons to be 
printed June 1, 1818, cight folio pages.) 

_ 3., Minutes of evidence taken before the same committee 
from the 18th of March, 1818, to the 7th of May of the same 
year, presented to the [louse of Commons, with the report, 
June l, 1818¢and ordered by the House to be printed, (two 
hundred aud four folio pages.) 

Mr. B. said that his object in moving to have 
these papers printed, and a large number circu- | 
lated, was, in the first place, to diffuse among the 
agricultural classes of the United States the in- 
formation contained in them, and which, in their | 
present form, was inaccessible to them. He knew | 
of but one copy in the United States, and that’ 
was in á volume belonging to the library of Con- | 
gress. His second object in view was to lay the | 
foundation for a bill, hereafter to be introduced, | 
for the total repeal of the salt duty. He had | 
shown these reports to several members of the | 
Senate, who concurred with him in the opinion 
that the information they contained would be to 
the agricultural interest the most valuable pres- 
ent that could be made by Congress; and large 
as the number was that he proposed to have 
printed, he thought he might venture to say in | 
advance that every Senator would have applica- , 
tions for more copies than would fall to his share. | 
With this explanation, he would move for the | 
printing of the largest number ever yet ordered | 

y the Senate, bis object being that the informa- 
tion should go not only to every county in every 
State, but to every neighborhood in every county. 
Mr. B. then moved to fill the blank with. thirty 
thousand, sv as to provide for the printing of 
thirty thousand copies. His own opinion was 
that any thousand would not be too many. 

On taking the question, Mr, Bunron’s motion 
was carried without a division. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


i 

| 

Mr. RUGGLES submitted the following reso- | 
lutions: i 
| 
| 


Resolved, ‘Phat die Committee on Military AM@tirs be dt- 
rected to consider and report upon the expediency of con- | 
structing fortifications, or establishing other defenses at | 
important and exposed poihis on the maritime frontier of | 
the sh uf Maine, especially at Poctland harbor, at the | 
entrance of Kennebec river, nud at the niirrows of the Pen- 
obseot rivers and that they consider the subjeer with rer 
gerente to the Chen of that State toan egwan and just par 
ticipation with the otber States of the Uniou in the beneits 
of the ten ot national defense embraced within the con 
stititional duties or this Goveraments aud mor 
with reference to the existing controversy, so 
Jonged, tu which the territorial rights of Maine x 


specialty | 
y pro- i 
ivolved, 


a targo portion of ber territory having been usurped by a Hi ) ¢ 
‘tas well as to the tract of country in which these 


forcign Power, and being now held in subjection thereto; 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise, i 

Resolved, ‘That the same committee farther consider, 
with reference to the same subject of controversy, wid the 
tight which every State has, under the Pedera C 
tion, LO protection for its te itory from foreign aggress 
whether any, and what, further provisions are neces: 
be made for the security of the inland frontier of Maine | 
and the staying of eucronchincents 5 with leave to report as 
aforesaid. 


| 
| 
BILLS PASSED. i 
The following bills were severally read the third | 
time and passed: | 
The bill to change the location of the office of | 
surveyor general for the district composed of the | 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois; : 
The bill to create an additional land office in| 
en State of Michigan, and for other purposes; : 
anc 
‘he bill to relinquish to the State of Alabama 
the two per cent. fund reserved by the act pro- 
viding for her admission into the Union, for the 
purpose of making a road or roads leading to said 
tute, 


SALE OF LEAD MINES. 


The bill to authorize the President of the United ! 
States to cause the reserved lead mines in the State | 
of Hlinois and the Territories of Wisconsin and | 
lowa to be sold as other public lands, being on 


i 
| 
| 
H 
i 
its third reading, | 
i 


Mr. MERRICK rose, and expressed his doubts | 
whether the bili, in its present shape, would not | 
subject the mineral public lands to. the operation | 
of the preémption laws. In his opinion, this bill! 


| bis view of the subject. 


would have thateffect; but as there existed doubts 
on the subject, he suggested whether it would not 
be better to insert an amendment to obviate any 
such difficulty. As no amendment, however, 
could be made at this stage of the proceedings, 
he must, therefore, move a reconsideration of the 
vote on the question of engrossment, unless, in- 
deed, the Senate would by unanimous consent 
insert the proposed amendment. 

Mr. LINN thought the Senator from Mary- 
land was entirely mistaken in the construction he 
had given to this bill. He (Mr. L.) himself would 
be glad to have the right of preémption applied 
to these mineral lands, for he believed it injurious 
to the interests of the States in which they were 
situated that they should continue in this way in 
the possession of the Government, which was 
deriving a miserable revenue from them by leas- 
ing them out to individuals. We were anxious 


uals who, with their capital, would penetrate the 
bowels of the earth and bring forth its wealth; 


population and resources of the State. This bill, 
however, did not give the right of preémption, 
for it could not, if it did pass this and the other 
{fouse; and, consequently, the friends of the 


i; measure were willing that these lands should be 


| put up to the highest bidder. 

| Mr. MERRICK did not coincide in the views 
of the Senator from Missouri as to the policy of 
| preémption rights attaching the mineral lands by 
persons who had established themselves on them 
without the sanction of law; nor was he satisfied 
that the provisions of the bill under consideration 
might not be so construed as to bring these Jands 
under the operation of the preémption act. 

Mr. LINN replied, that the Senator from 
Maryland had forgotten the provisions of the pre- 
emption law, which expressly excluded from its 
operations all mineral lands and all lands reserved 
forany purpose whatever. Ifthe gentleman would 


visions, all his doubts would be removed. 

Mr. MERRICK here read some extracts from 
the preémption law, for the purpose of showing 
that under the wording of this bill the mineral 
lands would not be excluded from the right of 
preemption, 


from Maryland [Mr. Merrick] was mistaken in 
The preémption gave 
no right whatever to preémptions on the mineral 
| lands. The Senator will see, by turning his at- 
| tention to the bill, that its phraseology is wholly 
Pat variance with the idea that any preémptioner 
ean have the right of entry under its provisions. 


i (Mr. Cray here read extracts from the preémp- 


tion law in support of his argument.} He was 


warmly in favor of the bill, and had no doubt it 


would be greatly to the advantage of Government, 


lands are situated, if these lands werg disposed 
| of to individuals. If the present mode of work- 


time be wholly valueless to Government, 


| not exist under a previous law. Eitherthe right 
| of preémption (said Mr. W.) to these lands does 
or does not exist under the preémption law of the 
lust session. If it does, it could not be taken 
i away by the present law; and if it does not, 
surely no preémption right could be found in the 
provisions of this bill. “So far from it, the lands 
were to be proclaimed for publicsale as other lands 
of the United States, and in a manner wholly dif- 
ferent from those sold under preémptions. In- 
stead of providing for preémptions, the bil] pro- 
vided against them. It declared that the lands 


(said Mr. L.) that they should be sold to individ- | 


and while thus enriching theniselves, add to the. 


take up that law and carefully examine its pro- 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, thought the Senator | 


ing them was not arrested, they would in a short | 


Mr. WALKER observed that the motion of | 
the Senator from Maryland presented the extraor- | 
dinary idea that a mere declaration of Congress | 
| can establish the fact whether a right does ordovs | 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
1 
| 
l 
j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
j 
f 
H 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


that mineral lanås, as well as lands reserved for 
any purpose whatever, are excluded from the 
operation of that law. It surely could not fora 
moment be maintained that any preémption right 
was given by this bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, had no doubt of the 
beneficial tendency of the bill, but thought that 
in order to guard against misconstruction there 
was a necessity for adopting the amendment pro- 
posed by the honorable Senator from Maryland. 
He was in favor of that course of legislation which 
left as little as possible for construction. The 
proposed amendment, if adopted, could do no 
injury. It would be the safer mode to recon- 
sider the vote, and, by adopting the amendment, 
place the matter beyond doubt. 

Mr. MERRICK said that he had never meant 
to convey the idea that either of the Senators in- 
tended that the bill should include preémption 
rights. His only object was to guard against 
| such a construction being given to it. He was 
very willing that the necessary amendment should 
be made, by the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, and would withdraw his motion condition- 
ally for that purpose. 

Mr. LUNN would say one word to the gentle- 
man from Maryland, to correct an error into 
| which he had fallen, in stating that these miners 
went on the public lands withoutlaw. This was 
a very great mistake. The Government of the 
United States had, through their agents, from 
time to time, invited individuals on these lands, 
for the purpose of mining, in order that it might 
| derive a revenue from them. This was the way 
j in which that beautiful region of Iowa and Wis- 
consin was opened to settlement and cultivation, 
With respect to this bill, he did not believe it 
would have been judicious to insert the right of 
preémption, otherwise he would gladly have seen 
jlt done. He knew that the construction given by 
the Department to the act of the last session was 
exceedingly rigid, and excluded from preémption 
all the lands in the mining regions, and that this 
construction had been extended to all the land 
offices. 

Mr. NILES made a few observations, in which 
he expressed the apprehension that this act might 
be so construed as to give the right of preémp- 
tion, and read a few extracts from the act of the 
last session, which he compared with the present 
act, in support of the position assumed by him. 
As no gentleman present intended that this act 
should confer the right of preémption, he thought 
that there ought to be no objection to the inser- 
tion of an amendment to prevent any difficulty on 
the subject. 

Mr. KING observed that the subject was taken 
up just before he came into the Senate, and he had 
not, therefore, heard the first part of the debate. 
His honorable friend, however, who had just 
taken his seat, [Mr. Nites,} was mistaken when 
he supposed that the mineral lands were subject 
to the preéinption laws. Ali the reservations of 
| the Government were so protected by general reg- 
ulations that no preémptions of them could be 
obtained—commencing from 1829-30, up to the 
present time. With regard to the amendments 
proposed to this bill, he did not believe that it was 
necessary; he did not believe that any settler 
could avail himself of it so as to obtaina preémp- 
tion; but he was not disposed to throw any ob- 
stacle in the way of making that more clear which 
some gentlemen considered doubtful. He was 
willing to adopt such an amendment as would 
leave no room for such a construction as gentle- 
men apprehended. 

Mr. WALKER called the attention of the Sen- 
ate, and particularly of his friend from Connec- 
ucut, to another portion of the act of the last ses- 
sion, which eap ie! excluded preëmptions from 

A 


these lands. r. W. here read the following | 
extract: 


And provided always, That this act shall not be so con- 
strucd as to give the right of preémption to any person or 
persons in Consequence of any settiement or improvement 
made before the extinguishment of the Indian title to the 
land on which such settlement or improvement was made, 
&c., or to any sections or fractions of sections jucinded 
Within the location of any Incorporated town, or to oiler 
alternate sections granted to the use of any canal or rail- 
road or other publie improvement on the route of such canal 
or railroad or other public improvement, or to any portions 
of public lands, surveyed or Otherwise, which fave been 
actually selected as sites for ci or towns, lotted into 
smaller quantities than eighty acres, and settled upon and 
occupied for the purposes of trade, and not of agricultural 
cultivation or improvement, or to any lands specially occu- 
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pied or reserved for town lots or other purposes, by the au- 
thority of the United States.” 

Now, (said Mr. W.,) if we look at the acts of 
Congress, it will be found that several of them 
have been passed specially reserving these lands 
to be leased; and therefore these lands, having 
been specially reserved, are excluded under the 
construction very properly given by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that the preémption laws never 
were intended to apply to them. The case being 
so very clear, he could not consent to receive the 
amendment. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, appealed to his friend 
from Mississippi, [Mr. WaLxker,] as some Sen- 
ators appeared to have doubts on the subject, to 
assent to a proviso that would remove all the dif- 
ficulties suggested. He thought that two lines 
would accomplish this object, and he had accord- 
ingly drawn up an amendment, which he hoped 
might be taken by general consent. 

Mr. C. then submitted the following: 

. Provided, That this act shall not be so construed as to 
give the right of preéimption in any case whatever. 

Mr. LYON observed that he would certainly 
make no objection to this or any other amendment 
which gentlemen thought necessary to render the 
bill more clear in its exclusion of preémption 
rights. He would observe, however, that he was 
in favor of giving this right, and was about, when 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed, to object to 
it because it excluded preémptions. He knew 
men who had spent many years of their lives, and 
ten or fifteen thousand dollars of their capital, in 
improving these mineral lands, who would, if the 
bill became a law, have to enter into competition 
with other purchasers for their own improve- 
ments. He thought the claims of these persons 
very strong, and much regretted that no provision 
was made for them. 

Mr. L. after a few more observations, referred 
to the act of 1830 and the act of the last session, 
for the purpose of showing that no preémption 
cight existed as to mineral lands. 

Mr. NILES expressed his doubts whether the 
proviso would effect the object in view. 

No amendment being in order but by unani- 
mous consent, and Mr. WALKER objecting to 
the one just offered, the question was then taken 
on reconsidering the vote ordering the bill to be 
engrossed, and it was carvied without a division. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, then renewed his mo- 
tion to amend, and the proviso submitted by him 
was read, 

Mr. CALHOUN gave it as his opinion that it 
would be better to put sucha proviso in the bill 
as to preventthe possibility of any such construc- 
tion being given to it by the officers of the Gov- 
ernment as to allow of preémptions under it. He 
did not believe that the bill conferred any such 
cight; butas the lands were valuable, every means 
would be employed to bring them within the pre- 
emption laws; ihe ablest lawyers would be en- 
gaged, and every sort of machinery brought to 
bear to induce the Treasury officers to give such 


a construction as would open them to preémption |. 


claims. 

Mr. ROBINSON thought that the bill bore 
hardly on those interested in mining operations. 
A great many of these persons had made large 
expenditures in working the mines, and were as 
much entitled to relicf as any other scttlers on 
public lands. ‘The idea of the miners, as well as 
he could understand it, was that each individual 
should have a preémption right to that portion 
which he worked, and this in no case exceeded 
tenacres. The difficulty of making these small 
divisions alone, induced him to consent to the 
passage of the bill. 

The question was then taken on the proviso of 
Mr. Cray, of Alabama, and it was adopted with 
a slight modification. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
by unanimous consent passed as amended. 

_ The bill for the relief of the corporate authori- 
ties of the city of Mobile. 

After the consideration of executive business, 

The Senate adjourned until Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, December 28, 1838. 


Immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
Mr. HAYNES rose, and asked. the House now 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


|; larly in recent years, 
| expenditure of public money for printing. Bat: 
iit by no means followed that all expense for | 
| printing was extravagant. He would discriminate ; 


! the Union, for the purpose of resuming the con- 
| sideration of the President’s message. 
|. But, atthe request of Mr. WISE, Mr. H. with- 
| drew his motion for the present. 
PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 
| Mr. WISE then, on leave given, offered a mo- 
tion to print twenty thousand copies extra of 
Documents Nos. 111 and 297 of the 2d session of 
: the 25th Congress, (both being documents in re- 
! lation to public defaulters. ) 
| Mr. CURTIS hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Wise] would modify his motion, so 
; as to include ten thousand extra copies of the re- 
i port from the Secretary of the Treasury in rela- 
‘ tion to the defalcation of Mr. Swartwout. 

Mr. WISE modified his motion accordingly. 

Mr. DE GRAFF suggested twenty thousand 
copies of this latter document, and Mr. WISE 
again modified his motion accordingly. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that, as he pre- 


| 
i 
i 
| 
l 
1 
i 


| documents printed of five or six hundred pages, 
! which Mr. C. thought it was very doubtful wheth- 
‘er any one would read, he hoped that they would 
i be printed separately. 


Mr. WISE said he had no objection, it being | 


| his desire to have them so printed. 

| Mr. BOND moved that the printing be done in 
' such order that the documents having reference 
| to the same persons might appear consecutively. 
| 


Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman from Ohio į! 


| (Mr. Bonp] would suffer the printing to be se- 
| cured in the first instance. The document read 
| the other night in relation to public defaulters, 
: was printed In such a manner as to present the 
idea, at first sight, that the Secretary of the Treas- 
-ury bad been very active, very energetic indeed, 

in keeping the public officers to their duty; but 


Boyd) came to be examined, it was found, that 
so far from putting the spurs up to the rowels in 
the sides of public defaulters, he had only been 
writing them letters of supplication. He hoped 
Mr. B. would withdraw his motion, 

Mr. BOND, after expressing bis opinion, that 


_ before the printing, the Secretary should be called i 


upon to state whether all the documents were 
genuine or not, consented to do so. 
So the last mentioned motion was withdrawn. 
Mr. CRARY inquired of the Chair if there was 


ber of the House be furnished with copies of the 
Executive communiéations of the last session? 
On receiving an answer in the affirmative, he said 
| that he considered it to be his duty to object to 

the printing called for by the motion of the gen- 
i leman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise.]} One of the 
‘documents mentioned had been printed for the 


use of the members, and an extra number for dis- j 


tribution. The other document had been pub- 


| them. 


when the accounts of 


list of public defaulters, 


many of them had since been adjusted. ‘Todo so |: 


| would be to spread false information. If the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. W s£} would specify 


i any particular document, the printing of which | 


was requisite, he would go for it. 
| Mr. TL 


there had been on many occasions, and particu- 
great extravagance in the 


i as to the objects of the expense, retrenching in 
cases where the object was not so much to inform 
| the public mind by bringing it into direct ac- 
; quaintance with facts, as to bia } 

| and arguments in favor of particular theories or 
į views of individuals or parties. Enormous ex- 
| pense had been legalized in this and in the other 
| part of the Capitol, for publication of 

| of committees or public functionaries, in the shape 
| of reports, wherein facts were assumed without 
| sufficient evidence, or too highly colored. or. too 
| faintly touched, or but partially disclosed, and 
| made subservient toa particular design. He would 
| instance, also, the President’s annual message as 
| a paper upon the printing of which, without the 
i 


accompanying documents, far- too much of the 


sumed the gentleman from Virginia wished to have | 


when the letters to certain individuals (Harrisand | 


not a resolution in force requiring that each mem- |; 


lished for the use of the members, and informa- | 
! tion of its contents had gone to the people through © 
Besides, Mr. C. objected that it was un- | 
justto send forth the document containing the long || 


LLUNGHAST said he could readily | 
agree with the gentleman from Michigan, that . 


bias it by opinions j, 


of arguments |. 


public money. was ‘periodically expended. ‘The 
number orderéd to be printed was always, in his 
opinion, unnecessarily large. - That paper, in the 
form usually given to it, could hardly be called a 
document, in the appropriate and strict. sense of 
that term. It was rather a commentary upon 
facts communicated in it, than the original and 
simple evidence of facts. The-largest portion of 
it was sure to be an argument, drawn up, gener- 
ally, with great ability and care, sometimes with 
great art and adroitness, intended to impress upon 
the public mind the particular opinions and views, 
| and; perhaps, also to advance in public estima- 
tion, the particular cause, prospects, or hopes, of 
the individual author. Butthe very interest which 
it necessarily excited—the eager and impatient 
interest with which it was expected by the whole 
‘ country—insured for it, without the aid of Con- 
gress or of the public purse, the earliest and most 
extensive publication, Before the reading can be 
half finished in this Hall, it is gone miles away, 
flying forth in every direction, upon the swiftest 
wings of fiery expedition, to every portion, pop- 
ulous or waste, of the vast Republic: It is re- 
printed at every press, and read at the most dia- 
tant firesides, long before the extra copies ordered 
by this House reach our desks. ‘ 
To these and to other like subjects of expense, 
let the gentleman apply his economy: and-re- 
trenchment, and thus save and secure a liberal 
fund for furnishing the people with information 
| and evidence, instead of argument and. opinion; 
with facts, instead of theories and projects; with 
such original, undistorted, and authentic. proofs 
of facts and transactions of the highest interest 
as are contained in the documents. which are the 
subject of the present motion, . In this course he 
would cordially coéperate. But he could not but 
i| feel surprise and regret that there. should, be,:in 
any quarter, or in any portion of this House— 
i| particularly in that portion from which the oppo- 
i. sition seemed about to come—an objection to giv- 
ing to the people the naked, ungarnished truths 
i! contained in these documents. Whence did these 
| documents come? From a high ees pea of 
| our Government; originated in that Department, 
and authenticated by its head. They were not 
| only the best evidence of transactions on which 
|| the people had a right to be truly informed, but 
the two most important documents were in truth 
the very transactions themselves. This was the 
sort of information which it was not only expe- 
dient and proper that the representatives of the 
people should furnish, and which they were ex- 
pected to furnish to their constituents; but which 
it was the right of their constituents to have, and 
‘which it was necessary they should, -have.to en- 
able them to form a true judgment of the doings 
| and intentions of those whom they intrust with 
power, and to act correctly in the performance of 
‘their own civil duties, and the exercise of their 
own civil rights. Here were the acts and pro- 
eeedings of their public functionaries, whole and 
ungarbled and undistorted, uncolored by declama- 
tion, undisguised by sophistry, going directly and 
naked to the mind, the intelligence of the nation, 
with all their original motives, modifications, and 
upon them. Why should they be 
They were of the highest interest 
t in the administration of 
| that vast Executive power which, legitimately or 
iegitimately, for good or evil, is exercised and 
| brought to bear upon all the concerns of society. 
ii They related to the Executive management of the 
finances and the patronage of the nation; to the 
‘wielding of that power of powers, the money 
power, which, in hands that know its potency 
and its appliances, overreaches, subsidizes, and 
‘controls all other powers. Now, it could not be 
; disguised that genuine, perfect, unsophisticated 
information of the acts of public servants, from 
the highest to the lowest, was the great want of 
‘the freemen of this country. It was of the ut- 
i most importance for the safety of their free in- 
stitutions, and for the security of their means of 
ifeand happiness, thatthey should have it. Their 
_ representatives were intrusted with the power and 
‘means of furnishing them with it, and it seemed 
‘to him that this was a most fit occasion for exer- 


:! objects fresh 
;. suppressed? > 
© to all who feel aninteres 


cising that power. : 
He would not now comment upon the contents 
of the documents,.or what was proved by them, 
| noranticipate, at this time, thejudgmént which the 
i public mind; if allowed to receive them whole and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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entire, without bias or sophistication, would pro- 
nounce upon. the transactions disclosed in them. 
lt was sufficient that they were the sort of in- 
formation which every citizen of a Republic was 
bound to obtain, if possible, and to digest and 
pronounce upon according to the dictates of his 
unbiased intelligence and integrity. Let it be re- 
membered, too, that these documents could not 
or would not be published whole and perfect by 
any newspaper press. They would be assorted, 
selected, and confused. ‘The genuineness of some 
would be denied, the force of others would be 
disguised; they would be robbed of their genuine 
power over the mind by being brought in, in de- 
tached and imperfect portions, as aids to an ar- 
gument in support of some particular view. All 
the benefit of the mutual explanations they afford, | 
of the interpretation of one paper or transaction 
by another m the same series, would be lost to | 
the public, and the speech or the essay would | 
embody only such as might be made subservient 
to its particular design. He trusted there was 
no. portion of this House that would avow a de- 
sire to withhold from the people such important 
proofs of facts, until they could be made to pass 
through the menstruum of such processesas these; 
and he therefore hoped that the objection to the | 
printing would not be further pressed. 

Mr. WISE said he should have thought no ob- 
jection would have been made by any member of 
the Administration party to the printing of a doc- 
ument which had the name and authority of the 
Departmentitself for the information it contained. | 
The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Crary] said 
we should throw out false information. If fatse, 
it was the handiwork of the Secretary himself. 

But suppose that some individuals had since 
setiled therr accounts: did that alter the fact? Or 
could it be said that false information was spread 
abroad, when the document itself would show 
that the Secretary himself bad connived at the 
defaications? If the documents had emanated 
from the members of the Whig party—the Fed- 
eral Bankites,as they were called—he should have 
expected that opposition would have been made; 
but coming from whence it did, what objection 
could be made? Were gentlemen afraid of their 
own documents? Were they afraid of their own 
reports? ‘The gentleman from Michigan said that 
to print this document, filed here from the Depart- 
ment itself, and to distribute twenty thousand 
copies among the people, was worse than the 
defalcation itself. This was the old ery. It 
seemed that one of the party, at least, had nerve 
enough to take the ground assumed in [836—that 
it would be actual fraud to publish information in 
regard to those who were not defaulters, ‘That | 
was not what he was after. What he wanted į 
was to publish to the world the manner in which ! 
the Secretary himself had performed his duty. | 
He could file articles of impeachment this day, | 
not only that the Secretary was guilty of gross | 
neglect, hut of corrupt neglect. He could show | 
not less than twenty specilications for articles of | 
impeachment in this very document, if the Louse 
would entertain them, and if the Senate would uy 
the impeachment. Give us light; not the light 
of my speeches, but the light which is to be found | 
in your own documents. 


your own mouth, and, in the language of Nerip- | 
ture, you are already condemned to your own | 
consciences, like an old and hardened sinner, | 
without the law. You cannot withhold this in- | 
formation, which you yourselves have sent to 


1 will try you out of jj) 


the House, 

Mr, BOON said it was a little singular that no 
subjèct could be introduced into this House with- 
outa most violent attack being made on the Ad- 
ministration, He understood that the document 
which gentlemen were now desirous to have re- 
published, had been published heretofore and 
thrown out to the country. 

Mr. WISE was understood’ to say that it had 
oniy been printed for the members, not for the 
special information of the people. | 

Mr. BOON said it was enough thatit had gone 
to the people through their Representatives on | 
this floor, What proportion would twenty or 
fifty thousand copies bear to the aggregate amount 
of the dear people of this country, for whom cer- 
tain persons in this Hall professed so tender a 
regard for particular purposes? Here was to be 
another iteñ of extravagance set down. He was 
one of the friends of the Administration, and he 


| the ease given yesterday, where a man puts down | 


|! offered for it. Here is a man whom the Secretary 


was not afraid thatany and everything should go 
to the people whom he had the honor to repre- 
sent; they had heard the truth before now. But 
he was not prepared to go for such a wasteful 
expenditure of the public money as was here pro- 
osed. 

p Mr. CRARY repeated that one of the docu- 
ments would not furnish correct information to 
the people. It was known that some persons had 
there been put down as defaulters who, at the 
time, had vouchers in their hands more than cov- 
ering the amount charged against them, Many 
of them had since been settling up from quarter 
to quarter. The document, therefore, did not set 
forth the facts. In order to give correct inform- 
ation, it would be necessary to callon the Depart- 
ment to know who had settled their accounts, and | 
what was the actual condition of the accounts of 
individuals at the present time. As to being 
afraid to send forth documents to the people, he 
had no fear of the kind. Hecared not how many 
documents were printed, if their publication was | 
needed. His constituents did not ask of him to 
furnish them with stale and gone-by information. 
They wanted information of things as they ex- 
isted at the present time. 

He had been charged with wearing the party ! 
collar of 1836. Notwithstanding the charge, he 
would be found as ready as the gentleman from | 
Virginia to vote for the impeachment of any off- | 
cer of the Government, on being satisfied of his 
guilt. Let the gentleman produce his evidence, 
and not be continually crying “ peculation, pecu- i 
lation!” The House had long ago heard enough | 
of thiscry. They ought now to be furnished with | 
the evidence to support it, if there was any in ex- 
istence. He had no doubt there were peculators; 
we have always had them; but they were not more 
guilty of a dereliction of duty than would be the 
majority of the House, if they voted for the mo- 
tion before them. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that, since he had held 
a seat on this floor, he never before remembered 


‘There is one single fact in that document the pub- 
lication of which, looking to it even in a pecuniary 
point of view, is worth hundreds and thousands 
of dollars. Whatis it? Itis that on which so 
much stress has been laid by the gentleman from | 
Mississippi, [Mr. Prentiss,] and previously by l 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] that, | 
whilst your President now with alacrity rushes į 
not only upon Swartwout, but upon his securi- | 
ties, by a summary process, almost, if not quite, | 

| 


| in violation of the Constitution, the Secretary of 
| the ‘Treasury has, in another instance, permitted 
i the law to slumber from day to day, and from 
| year to year, with the knowledge of the most 
| gross peculations—not peculations simply; that is 


too softa term for such flagrant dishonesty, Take 


to himself public lands as sold when they had not been | 


| sold, and then has not the honesty lo pay even that | 


small modicum with which he has charged himself. 

But there are collateral enormities in all these | 
acts. The act which the President says deserves 
nothing less than the ignominious punishment of 
a felon is not only connived at, but a premium 


has been supplicating, not dismissing with the 
prompt indignation which ought to have followed | 
such proceedings, but supplicating from day to | 
day to give up the money which he had taken; 
and yet this very man was reappointed after the | 
perpetration of repeated acts which the President ' 


now says ought to be made felony. Let the peo- 
ple have the facts. The people of this country 
are honest at the core.: Give them light; let them 
see that their functionaries have done thus and 
thus, and my life upon the result. 

But this document is stale. When did it be- 
come stale? It never can be stale until corrup- 
tion prevails all over the land. Here are men 
convicted of frauds, who are not only tolerated, 
but are reappointed to office. I say in sincerity, 
that I believe, if the people will submit to acts 
of this kind, they are no longer capable of self- 
government. They are no longer fit to be free, 
for they are no longer honest. The gentleman 
says there are excusatory facts. I only speak of 
facts as they are here presented. But suppose it 
should turn out that these men are not defaulters: 
what does that matter? The Government thought 
that they were so, when they trusted them again. 
‘They thought they were speculators, and reap- 
pointed and continued them; that they had been 
guilty of offenses worthy the ignominious pun- 
ishment of a felon, and yet they were reappoint- 
ed. Still, if there are excusatory facts, let gen- 
tlemen bring them out; 1 will go for the publica- 
tion of an equal number of all such documents, 
and I will send one of them to each man to whom 
I may transmit one containing the damning facts 
set forth in this present document. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Tuomrson] seemed to 
take it for granted that the friends of the Admin- 
istration were all opposed to the printing of the 
documents. 

Mr. THOMPSON gave some sign of dissent. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, the gentleman 
said so. . 

Mr. THOMPSON said his remarks must have 
been misunderstood, as he certainly had not made 
that assertion. What he had said was, that this 
was the first instance, within his experience, in 
which the prominent members of an Administra- 
tion party had refused to print a public docu- 
ment. Tle did not know, and could not know, 
that all the members of that party would vote to 
refuse. He supposed, on the contrary, that they 
might divide, as on other occasions. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was glad the gentleman 
qualified his remark. I concur with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr, Wise} in the necessity 
of publishing an extra number of these docu- 
ments; not, however, in the necessity of publish- 
ing them all, because I hope that, before one of 
the documents is printed it will be referred toa 
committee, to examine and see what parts are 
requisite for publication, and that we shall not do 
as we did two years ago, publish a libel upon 
dead men—men who have produced their vouch- 
ers, and settled their accounts, 

Mr. WISE. Who was the author of that libel? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG., I concur in the opinion 
that that document never should have come from 
the Department without explanatory documents. 

Mr. WISE. The Secretary was the author of 
that libel, if a libel it was, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. The document was 
furnished in obedience to a resolution—was spe- 
cially called for. But the other document contains 
information of an entirely nominal character. 
One half the individuals there implicated are dead 
men, and others have brought their vouchers,and 
yet we have been publishing the document annu- 
ally. Ifthe Secretary did publish it, it was under 
an ancient act of Congress, requiring the annual 
publication, Nominal defaulters should not be 
punished as actual defaulters. Allow me here to 
say to those gentlemen who seem so sensitive 
about the case of Mr. Swartwout, that the public 
may imagine that they mean, by raising up the 
ghosts of dead men for forty years past, to cover 
up the last fraud of one of their own friends. I 
will say that I commiserate, as much as any man, 
the case of Mr. Swartwout. ‘I ascribe his case, 
as I do all such, to that favorite credit system of 
theirs, which, in other words, is the gambling 
system. Thisis the source of all the degradation 


| in morals and character which we now witness. 


To this system, I say, 
these evils. 
question. 
Mr. WISE desired to correct the gentleman 
from New York in one fact. The gentleman 
speaks, and I understand the whole secret of it, 
with a view to throw the Opposition party in this 


gentlemen may trace all 
But I shall not now go into that 


1838. 
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House into the attitude of defending Mr. Swart- 
wout, and says that he commiserates that indi- 
vidual as much as I or any other gentleman. 
Now I want the gentleman and all his party to 
understand that I have no commiseration with 
Mr. Swartwout. I hold him in utter contempt— 
in utter dctestation~-as a dishonest public officer, 
who was retained in office by the Secretary of the 
Treasury with full means of knowing his dishon- 
esty, and without any disposition on the part of 
the Secretary to do his duty, and bring the de- 
faulter to punishment. I appeal to the ghosts of 
no dead men. My appeal is to the living—the 
living who now walk abroad unscathed, un- 
whipped of justice, through the whole length and 
breadth of this land. My business is with the 
living, not the dead. Let them rest in their graves; 
I shall not disturb their repose. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that he also disclaimed 
all sympathy with Mr. Swartwout. He entirely 
approved of the course of the Administration in 
_ relation to his defalcations. But he wanted to 
contrast their present course with that previously 
adopted by them, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] will pardon me. I mean to 
say that Í feelas much sympathy with the case 
of Mr. Swartwout as I do with the case of the 
poor smuggler. When we make laws contrary 
to the rights of man, if the smuggler should be 
taken and hanged, I should be more prone to de- 
sire that the law-maker himself should be hanged 
rather than the smuggler. I do say that those 
who are in favor of laws which will bring upon 
the country such evils as these are as responsible 
to the country as the individual who commits the 
fraud; and when some poor man becomes the 
victim, the gentleman from Virginia will pardon 
me if my impulse of humanity goes ahead of his. 
The case of Mr. Swartwout I regard as of the 
most flagrant character, and deserving of the se- 
verest reprobation; but, at the same time, I can- 
not avoid looking at the cause of this whole 
system, of the demoralizing tendency of which 
we have such abundant evidences. But, sir, we 
shall have ample time to go into this question, 
and to trace all these ruinous speculations in lands 
and stocks to the right source—the credit system. 
I am willing that all the defalcations should be 
ae as much as gentlemen please, because 

believe that the more we multiply copies of 
them, the more satisfied will the people become 
that the law which was before us the session be- 
fore lastand the last session, and which has again 
been reported, ought to have been the law from 
1789 down to the present time. I believe that if 
the law now reported had been the law of the land 
Mr. Swartwout never could have escaped detec- 
tion, and that he never would have been a de- 
faulter. All I ask of gentlemen is to read the 
provisions of the bill, and see whether they are 
not the only provisions which can be adopted to 
prevent similar defalcations. 

Mr. REED said that he well recollected to have 
heard the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,] a few days previous to the close of the 
last session of Congress, and after the signal de- 
feat of the sub-Treasury bill, boast loudly that 
the sub-Treasury was in operation, and would 
continue to be until 1840—he added “in spite of 
the lamentations here and elsewhere.” And now 
the private and public losses and evils we have 
suffered, and even the frauds and defaleations of 
public officers, are charged to the Opposition—to 
us of the minority. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the remark of 
the gentleman afforded him an opportunity of 
stating what his opinion was in relation to the 
law of the land as now existing. His opinion was 
that, since the suspension of specie payments, the 
deposit act of 1836 had become null and void, and 
that the last clause of the eighth section revived 
the act of 1789, which was the only act organiz- 
ing the Treasury Department, and by which the 
keeping of the public moneys was made the ex- 
press duty of the Treasurer of the United States. 
Under that act the Treasurer was the exclusive 
keeper of the public money, and nothing but gold 
or silver was receivable in payment of public dues. 
The latter had, however, been subsequently mod- 
ified by the joint resolution of 1816, and the act 
of 14th July, 1836, tolerating the receipt of bank 
notes conditionally. 

Mr. REED. The statement and explanation 


now given by the gentleman does not at all change 
the facts. The statement of the gentleman which 
I have alluded to, made here last session, and 
which is not denied, no man in this House can 
have forgotten. We were then assured, and the 
country was assured, by that gentleman that the 
sub-Treasury was then in operation, and would 


continue to be until 1840, in spite of us. Is it not | 


in operation? Did not President Jackson “take 
the responsibility,” and make it known to Con- 
gress and the country, that the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury and all the subordinate officers of the 
Treasury Department were subject to his control? 

The gentleman charges the speculations and 
overtrading monopolies, and even the frauds and 
defalcations of public officers, to the minority. 
Have the minority made your laws? Have they. 


appointed your collectors and district attorneys, | 


(Swartwout, Price, &e.,) and your land receivers? 
We are, at this late day, called upon by the Pres- 
ident to aid in detecting and punishing defaulters. 
The great defaulters are far beyond our reach, and 
we shall probably search in vain for the vast 
amount of money they have fraudulently taken 
from the sub-Treasury. If the President would 
save the money of the people, he should appoint 
men honest and capable for custom-house officers 


and land receivers. And the Treasury Department | 


should require them to render a strict account of 
their stewardship, and their accounts should be 
rendered frequently and intelligibly. Then, if 
frauds were attempted, they would soon be de- 
tected, and, under a proper supervision, could 
never be practiced, as they have been under our 
new sytem for years, and to an alarming amount. 


But the gentleman informs us that these losses | 


are the result of a gambling system, and that cer- 


tain politicians are responsible for the conse- | 


quences. Who are they? Who have had the 
power and control of the Government for ten years 
past? Hasit not been in the hands of the gentle- 
man himself and his friends? Should they not 
be held responsible for their own measures and 
the conduct of their own officers >—their own sub- 
Treasury operations? 
Although I differ entirely from the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CamBRELENG] as to hisar- 
ument upon responsibility, I entirely agree with 
im as to the propriety of printing the documents 


proposed by the motion we are now considering. | 


They will afford most important information to 
the people, and they will demand it at the pres- 
ent time. It will show them what has been done, 
and what has been left undone in the appoint- 
ment of fit men to take care of the Treasury. It 
will show how they have been treated by the Ex- 
ecutive, and what care has been taken of the pub- 
lic money. . 

It may, and I trust will, attract the attention of 
the Government and people, and be the means of 
saving a part, at least, of what otherwise might 
be lost, of what yet remains, and of that which 
may hereafter come into the Treasury. I con- 


fess, I have heard the objection of the gentleman | 


from Michigan [Mr. Crany] with surprise. He 
objects on account of the expense of printing. 
The expense, at most, can be but small, and it 


must be ill-judged economy to refuse a few dol- į 


lars expense when we may hope by such means 
to save millions of the money of the country from 
being swept away by miserableand unprincipled 
defaulters. 

It is objected by several gentlemen that, if one 
of the documents named is published, it will be 
most cruel and unjust to the memory of the dead 
and theliving, inasmuch as, b the books of the 
Treasury, some appear to be defaulters who are 
not so in reality. The books of the Treasury (if 
not burnt) must remain, whether published or 
not; and had I a friend or ancestor who appeared 
to bea defaulter, and who was not so in reality, 
I should thank the Government for publishing 1t, 
that it might attract attention, that the accounts 
might be settled and balanced, and justice done 


| to hismemory. Nothing isasked to be published 


but recorded truth. 

The publications desired for ourselves and the 
people are facts. Facts from the Treasury De- 
partment itself, Facts which the people should 
know at this time; suffering, as they do, from the 
most ruinous and profligate defaleations. Facts 
which may have a most important bearing upon 
public opinion, and may yet have an influence 
upon ourselves. Under such circumstances, let 


ho fear. the 


| those alone refuse the publication-w. 
effect of the light of truth. -< 

_ Mr. LOOMIS said that he deemed the resolu- 
tion an extraordinary one; it was for the. reprint- 


|| ing of documents which have been called for by 


ithe House, printed by its order, and laid: on the 

tables of all the members at the last session; it 

could not, thercfore, be for the information. of 
members. A large extra number were also or- 

dered by the House at the last session, and were 

distributed by the members to their constituents. 

The public were in possession of this‘ inforima- 

tion. In thisstate of the case, there must be some 

very good reason to induce him to consent tose- 

lect this document, an edition of twenty thousand 

copies, equal to the largest number ever ordered 

of the most interesting and important documents 

of the present session; but that this document of 
all others should be selected, was most extraor- 

dinary. He well recollected that when one of 
these documents was published, complaints were 

heard from the press, in all parts of the country, 

of the great injustice done private individuals. 
Many persons had been exhibited to the public 
as defaulters who in reality were not so. A bal- 
ance stood against them on the books of the Treas- 
ury. Some of them had lost their vouchers, and 
could not, therefore, have the books balanced, 
though everybody was satisfied they were not 
| defaulters. Some, through inadvertence or iná- 
bility, have not had their disbursements formally 
allowed and credited on the books of the Depart- 
ment; others were long since dead. Sir, the com- 
piaint was well founded. The House had no 
right to inflict pain unnecessarily, to do injustice 
to individuals. It is said that they want light 
and truth. Then let them call for ‘information, 
and I will go with them. If they wish to’know 
the present state of the books, let them call for 
that; their condition last year they have heard— 
they can refer to it in their speeches, publish it 
in the newspapers, and make use of it in any and 
every way they choose for electioneering pur- 
|| poses; but if they wanted the truth, if light was 
their object, why not call for it? Why not take 
the state of things as they now exist? If injustice 
was done to individuals by the publication of the 
balances on the books'as then existing, and which 
i| balances some of the individuals concerned may 
since then have had corrected, why insist on re- 
publishing an unjust, erroneous statement, whose 
only use must be for electionéering purposes, and 
|| by which the House would again perpetuate a 
great wrong? For one, he could not be driven to 
vote for the expenditure of the public money for 
such purposes, by any apprehension that he 
should be charged with ‘suppressing light. ‘Sir, 
I move to amend the resolution, by striking out 
i all that part which relates to the documents of 
last session. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS. Itis not my inten- 
|, tion, Mr. Speaker, to address the House. My 
i| object is simply to make a motion. Before T do 
I| so, sir, I wish to state, for the information of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. CAMBRELENG,] 
l| that William M. Price, the associate and com- 
| panion in guilt of Mr. Swartwout, is an acknowl- 
i| edged Locofoco; and on the eve of the gentle- 


i man’s election, at Tammany Hall Mr. Price 
i| made, as J am informed, an able speech in favor 
lof the “ Independent” süb-Treasury. scheme. 
| He succeeded, to the entire satisfaction of the 
|| party, in proving that it would work In practice 
infinitely better than banks. This information 
is given as a set-off against the gentleman’s fears 
that the Whigs might, perchance, be su posed 
to be defending a friend in the person of Samuel 
Swartwout, and for the additional purpose of re~ 
heving the gentleman’s mind from the unpleas~ 
| antness that must necessarily accompany such an 
unfounded belief. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 


ii Mr. W: withdrew the demand on the request 


of Mr. Garray, of Virginia, and on the pledge 
of that gentleman to renew it. : 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, said he should 
vote for the publication of these documents. He 
had originally called for them; and to show the 
| gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Crary] that he 
i was unwilling to do injustice to any individual, 
i he held in his hand a resolution which he pro- 
| posed to offer as an amendment, and by which 
| the Secretary of the Treasury was. called upon to 
furnish a list not only of those whose accounts 
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had been adjusted, but alko list of defaulters, up j 


to the Ist of October. His proposition was in the 
following words: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
this House— 

1. What defaleations by collectors and receivers, or other 
depositaries of the publie money, have taken place since 
the Ist day of October, 1837, the names of the defaulters, 
when and where they took place, and what amount. 

2. What amount has been paid, or what balances ap- 
pearing due from defaulters, in the report of the 17th of 
January last, have been adjusted and reduced. 


Mr. WISE accepted the above asa modification 
of his motion, which he again further modified 
by adding: 

And that he be requested to report to this House all the 
correspondence touching defalcations of receivers and col- 


lectors of public money since the Department furnished 
document No. 297, 


The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Loomis, ` 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, resumed. He 
would not go into an argument, as he was under 
pledge to renew the demand for the previous 
question. He certainly believed, as the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Crary] had stated, 
that, in some instances, balances did appear 
against public agents who were not guilty. lt 
was right and proper that corrections in suc- 
cases should be made. When they were made, 
they would accompany the present documents as 
they were sent out to the country, and then the 
country would know the whole system from head 


to foot, notonly under the operation of the act of | 


1789, but of all the laws which had been subse- 
quently passed. Ee desired that this informa- 
tion should go to the country, whether it illus- 
trated the value of the sub-Treasury scheme, or 
whether it illustrated the contrary. tie wanted 
the information to go to the people in the shape 
in which it was presented at the ‘Treasury De- 


partment, exhibiting the facts, and leaving the | 
It was a | 


people to draw their own inferences, 
question of vital interest to them. It was now pro- 
posed to change the system of finance, as it had 
stood from 1789 up to the present hour. ‘The 

ood or the evil of the present scheme was to be 
illustrated by that best of all tests, experience. 
If these facts should go to show, as the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr, Camurenena] had 
stated, that the credit system was false, let it so 
appear; if the contrary, let itso appear, and let 
tho people draw their inferences accordingly. It 


was important that the whole truth should gotoj 


the country, that it might receive, not the parti- 


san, but the unbiased judgment of the people. | 
Some gentlemen seemed to think that an extra | 
number of these documents had already been | 
printed. When the first report came in, a gen- | 


Ueman from New York moved the printing of 
five thousand extra copies; which were ordered. 
But of the second document no extra copies had 
been printed, it having been printed only for the 
use of the members. All he wanted was, to test 
the conflicting systems before the country. Gen- 
tlemen drow one conclusion, he drew ‘another. 
He had taken his position, and he did not intend 
to retreat from it, Other gentlemen had taken 
theirs. Let, therefore, the whole facts go to the 
country, and let the people decide the question 
under the full blaze of light which those facts 
would shed. And for the purpose of probing 
those facts to the bottom, and developing the 
whole truth, he would go with gentlemen to any 
extent, 

In accordance with his pledge, he renewed the 


demand for the previous question; but Mr. Wix- | 
1e promise, the ; 


sams having released him from tl 
demand for the 
drawn. : 

Mr. DUNCAN said, if he understood himself, 
he should be the last man to suppress the publica- 
tion of anything that was calculated to enlighten 
the minds of the people; and, if he understood 
himself, he would be the last man to do anything 
having a tendency to cover the iniquity or the 
fraud of any officer in any department of the Gov- 
ernment, But when had the House been out of 
the sound of charges against the Government of 
extravagance and profligacy? It was a standing 
charge. When the members of the Administration 
party voted to retrench, it was attributed to im- 
proper motives—to a desire to cover up the in- 
iquity of the various departments of the Govern- 
ment—the demagogism—or to some sinister in- 


previous question was again with- 


fluence. -He cared not what the question might 
be, with that end in view, it was at once and in- 
variably met with a cry of corrupt motives. | 

Mr. D. alluded to the care and caution required 
for the protection of the public money, in the 
three readings of bills in both Houses, before a 
dollar could be expended; and yet gentlemen in- 
troduced a resolution to expend twenty, thirty, 
or forty thousand dollars to no purpose whatever, | 
and that resolution was to be adopted in five 
minutes, and almost without a word being said. 
He hoped it would not be agreed to. He objected 
to its adoption, because no good could grow out 
of it, and because, as had been stated, the charac- 
ters of innocent men would be injured; for there 
were some appearing as defaulters who were not 
so. 'To publish information of sucha character 
would be to do an injustice which never could be 
remedied. The very least that could be done on 
behalf of those who might be injured, would be | 
to refer the documents to a committee, to see what 
portions ought, in justice, to be published. 

He would move, however, to Jay the whole 
subject on the table. But Mr. D. withdrew the | 
motion, at the request of several gentlemen. i 

Mr. BRONSON, after alluding to the manner 
in which these documents had severally been pub- 
lished at the last session of Congress, by order of 
the House, and to the injustice which one of these 
documents had inflicted, expressed himself op- 
posed to the motion to reprint. 

Mr. MENEFEB said he was happy to witness 
such scenes as this in the House of Representa- 
tives. He could perceive a feverish anxiety in the 
party in power, which indicated that, after all the 
enormities which had come to light, there were 
otherand greater still behind. Hence the anxiety 
to stifle debate, and quench the light which was 
beginning to be shed on dark transactions long 
hidden from the public eye. After the proof had | 
come of iniquity after iniquity, which had been 
plunged like avalanches from the heights of power 
Into the pure lake of our republican institutions, 
now that liberty was looking to this House for 
help, now came a solemn tirade in the Globe 
against wasting time in this most villainous de- 
bate, and an appeal to the liege subjects of the 
throne at once to puta stop to it; and, while such 
intimations came from the official organ, simul- | 
taneously there was an effort within the House | 
to smother documentary light. Mr. M., after | 
some remarks on the increase of the public ex- 
penditures, and the use which had been made of 
the public money, said it was vain to hope for | 
longer concealment; the deeds of the party were | 
rashing to the light with the resistless force of 
destiny. The petty excuses of economy would 
not answerthe purpose; they had lost their charm; 
the public began too well to understand the econ- 
omy of this Administration. It might as well at 
once, with arms crossed and hearts resigned, come 
up to that bar, where the American people would 
pass on its deeds, and award their due recom- | 
pense. That people would embody the iniquities 
of ten long years, and, placing them on the head 
of the victims, would stretch the sacrificial knife, 
and, calling on Heaven, would make one great 
ey offering to the god of liberty. 

Mr. M. denied that the documents gave a false 
statement in relation to defaulters; they only stated 
what appeared on the record; this was all they 
professed to do, and this they did. These com- 
mencing groans of detected guilt were as nothing, || 
they were mere whispers, yea, sweet sounds, in 
comparison to the outeries of national agony that 
would soon fill the air as the whole trath.came to 
view. Come it must. Let it affect this party or 
that party, things had reached a point at which 
concealment was any longer hopeless. Whether 
these defaults were or were not an argument 
against the sub-Treasury—let them be even the 
strongest argument in its favor—still the people 
must have the truth. The truth would go like a; 
two-cdged sword; error must get out of the way, | 
or be cut in twain. Away with this pitiful talk 
about the expense of printing a document! Let | 
the people be no longer insulted by an open at- 
tempt to stifle the light and hide the truth from 
them. Have it they would, and have it all. 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said he was | 
as well pleased as the gentleman who had just | 
taken his seat at witnessing the sensation in cer- | 
tain parts of this House at every fresh haul of | 
truth from the great deep of this Administration’s 


! be made, and would 


secrets. The great oyster bed had not been dis- 
turbed for years, now, and he did not doubt that 
another grab would bring upon water larger and 
fatter oysters thanany which had yet been opened, 
Yes, there were other fine fish below, which had 
not yet been hooked up or speared. He was for 
trying all ways to get at them; lines, nets, spears, 
harpoons; any means and all means he was for 
trying, so that by some means the fish might be 
made to appear above water. He was happy to 
perceive, from some symptoms of compunction 
on the other side, that the party was not as yet 
“ desperately wicked;’’ they were not judicially 
hardened; there was some little nucleus of moral 
principle, around which better feelings might yet 
cluster, so as to leave a hope thatthey might still 
be snatched as brands from the burning. He 
had begun to think that the skin of this Admin- 
istration was like thatof the rhinoveros, insensible 
to all attacks, and proof against the keenest dart; 
but he now began to havea better hope. The 
Globe might admonish and warn and entreat, but 
it was in vain; the Globe could not stop this de- 
bate on corruption. Tt would go on; the nation 
would hear it.. Gentlemen-did not like this word 
“ corruption;”’ but if he thought their ears were 
not callous, he would buy a starling, and have it 
taught to cry nothing but “ corruption!’’ He 
would find the Administration when it lay asleep, 
and in its ear he would halloo ** corruption! cor- 
ruption! corruption? He would not, according 
to the advice of the gentleman from New York 
over the way, [Mr. CAmBRELENG,] have the an- 
atomical dissections confined to dead subjects; 
no, there were plenty of living ones whose im- 
posthumes needed the knife. He trusted these 
documents would be published; he wanted them 
for two purposes: first for lessons of morality, 
and then as models of the King’s English. His 
friend had said they would cut like a two-edged 
sword; ay, like a three-edged one. 

Mr, ATHERTON said he merely rose to reply 
to a single remark made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Prentiss.] That gentleman 
had said he would continually cry out ‘ corrup- 
tion” against this Administration; nay, he would 
buy astarling which should be taught to speak 
nothing bat “ corruption, corruption.” Mr. A. 
would make the reply, which was once made in 
the British Parliament on a similar occasion. The 
member of Parliament to whom he alluded, said 
in reply to a similar remark, that gentlemen need 
not trouble themselves to buy a starling for that 
purpose. For as long as they themselves kept 
continually uttering the same words, with just as 
much reason and meaning as the starling would 
have in uttering them, the words would produce, 
no doubt, just as much effect as if the starling 
himself should speak them. 

Mr. THOMAS expressed a reluctance to pro- 
Jong this desultory debate, and yet he must con- 
sent to do so, or to vote without having the reasons 
upon which his vote would be founded presented 
to the public. No one who had participated in 
the discussion had stated the considerations by 
which he was governed. 

The question before the House was complex. 
It hadadouble aspect. The resolution originally 
presented called for the publication of certain 
documents. The gentleman from Vi rginia [Mr. 
Ganrtanp] had moved an amendment to this reso- 
lution, requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to 
communicate further information concerning the 
defaults of public officers, This amendment has 
been accepted by the mover of the original resolu- 
tion, and thus two questions, not necessarily con- 
nected, are blended in one proposition. A vote for 
or against this proposition could not be satisfacto- 
rily given. Many members, like himself, may be 
willing to callupon the Secretary for further in- 
formation, and, nevertheless, be hostile to the pas- 
sage of that partof this resolution authorizing the 
publication of twenty thousand copies of certain 

ublic documents. “To relieve us from this em- 
arrassment, the gentleman from New York {Mr. 
Loomis] has proposed to strike outof this amend- 
ed resolution all that part that relates to the pub- 
lication of the documents, and for this proposed 


| amendment Mr. T. was prepared to vote. 


He was opposed to the publication designed to 


give his reasons touching 
each document separately. This would be done 
regardless of denunciation or declamation from 
any quarter of the House. There is shrewd- 
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ness and sagacity in the country sufficient to dis- 
tinguish bold assertion and harsh invective from 
argument and proof. Instead of an attempt to 
show that the public interest required that this 
publication should be made, nearly the whole 


time of one class of speakers had been consumed ; 


in what looked very much like an effort to deter 
the friends of the Administration from voting 
for the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
New York. The Republican party, and the 


friends of the independence of the national Treas- | 
ury of the banks of the States, it is said, dare | 
not publish these documents; because they serve | 
to illustrate the fallacy of the principles upon | 


which the proposed separation of the Govern- 
ment and the banks is vindicated. This declara- 
tion has been made, and as often answered; and 


yet it is reiterated here. By what kind of reason- | 
ing do gentlemen form and cherish this most | 


extraordinary opinion? Who are the public de- 
faulters, a listof whose names is furnished in doc- 
ument No. 111? And when was the public money 
with which they were intrusted embezzled? The 
documents show that these depredations upon the 
public treasure commenced immediately after the 
Government was organized, and have continued 
under every Administration which has been in 


power. The public defaulters are not then con- 
fined to any one class of politicians. And the fact | 


that public money has been misapplied by those 
who had it in charge under the late and present 
Administrations cannot, in itself, be fairly ad- 


duced in support of the charge that the executive | 


branch of the Government. is corrupt, or that it 


has failed to exercise due diligence in the execu- | 


tion of the laws. The truth is, that the source of 


this great public evil can be traced to unwise le- | 


gislation. The laws intended to guard the pub- 
lic money are defective. 
of the Government is justly censurable for the 
loss of a large share of the money which has been 
purloined, ‘The national Treasury never has been 
properly organized, and until Congress becomes 


sensible of this, and undertakes coolly and delib- | 


erately to amend the existing laws instead of deal- 


ing daily in wholesale denunciations of those who | 


have to administer them, the public money can- 
not be preserved from the plunderers by any vig- 
ilance that a Secretary of the Treasury can exer- 
cise. 

: Monstrous as this attempt was to throw upon 
the party in power the whole odium of these 
defalcations, commencing with and extending 
through the entire existence of the Government, 
must be considered by all fair and impartial men, 
itis exceeded in enormity by the pretense that 
the friends of an independent Treasury have cause 


to fear a publication of the documents illustrating | 


those frauds. Who, sir, are the public default- 
ers? To what class of public officers do they be- 
long? Some of them have been employed to col- 


lect your revenues from lands, customs, and other | 
sources; and others have been appointed to pay | 


out and expend the public money in pursuance 
of appropriations made by law, 
in this country propose to dispense with the 
: : ar 
agency of either class of these public functiona- 


ries? Has any member upon this floor yet made : 


such a proposition? Let gentlemen come out and 


declare that we must have no individual agents | 


responsible to the people of the United States to 
receive or disburse the public money. Let them 
say that the cashiers of the State banks shall ex- 


ercise these functions of the Treasury Department. |; 


Let them bring in a bill to authorize the directors 


of certain State banks to appoint individual agents || 


to. collect and disburse the public moneys, instead 


of devolving that power upon the Chief Magis- |. 
trate of the American people, and they can then, » 


with some propriety, claim to be the projectors of 
a system not to be injariously affected by the dis- 
closures contained in the documents they propose 
to publish.. Until that is done, in the names of 
justice and common sense, let us hear no more 


florid declamation about the annihilating effect of 


these defalcations upon the proposed separation | 
of the Government and the banks. They cannot | 
retard the progress of that great measure in public | 


opinion; they must serve to quicken its march 
Nearly all the money which has been lost was em 
bezzled while banks were used as depositories of 


the public funds. Notwithstanding, those who ; 


wish to return to that system charge that its oppo- 
nentsare hostile to the publication of a document 


The legislative branch | 


Does any party || 


containing proof of that fact. There is not. the i! 
slightest foundation for the charge.. No member 
has signified a wish to withhold information from 
the people. Five thousand copies of the first doc- 
ument in the series contained in this resolution 
were published at the last session. It has been | 
scrutinized and examined. It makes, all admit, | 
| erroneous impressions, doing great injustice to: 
many worthy men. The names of individuals | 
are upon it, as defaulters, who are known not to | 
be indebted to the United States. The Secretary, | 
in accordance with the resolution of Congress, | 
has sent to us extracts from the books of the De- 
partment, showing large amounts charged to pub- | 
lic officers who have, upon final scttlement of 
their accounts, exhibited vouchers showing that `| 
every dollar in their hands has been properly ap- ii 
plied. Such a document ought not to be repub- | 
lished. No fair man ought to desire a recircula- |; 
tion of these errors. In proof of his statement, | 
| Mr. T. referred to the name of Mr. McCulloch, || 
|| late collector of the port of Baltimore, who stood || 
| charged with more than thirteen thousand dollars, | 
although he had in his possession a receipt from | 
the accounting officers in the Department, show- | 
ing that he owed nota dollar. Other similar in- | 
| stances could be adduced. | 
Mr. WISE here modified his amendment by 
striking out the document No. 111 altogether; he | 
wanted the two others to show that, without going | 
i| one inch beyond the date of the present Admin- | 
| istration, there had been not less than from fifty | 
to sixty cases of defalcation during the incum- | 
bency of Mr. Taney and Mr. Woodbury. Mr. | 
W. inquired whether the gentleman from Mary- | 
|! land would now vote for the resolution? | 
| Mr. THOMAS said he could not. He objected | 
| to the publication of twenty thousand copies of | 
i| document No. 297atany time. Tt was very volu- | 
|| minous. It contained four hundred pages. Much 
|| of the correspondence in it was valucless, worth- ; 
less. The circulation generally of such a docu- 
| ment could be of but little service. The publie ; 
money wouid be more advantageously employed 
in the printing for distribution of one single speech 
illustrating this correspondence, than in the pub- 
lication of the documentitself. By printing it we 
would furnish a lucrative job to the public print- | 
‘er, and do but little service to the public interest. 
He was opposed, therefore, to printing twenty ' 
thousand copies at any time, and he would not ; 
vote for the printing of any number of copies now. | 
The document is imperfect. Before it is pub- ; 
| lished, we should have from the Secretary of the | 
‘Treasury further information, Mr. T. urged | 
similar objections to the publication of document | 
No. 13, relating to Swartwout’s defalcation. He 
was in favor of referring that subject to a com- | 
| mittee empowered to make a searching examina- | 
| tion into that stupendous fraud, in all its ramifi- | 
| cations. When that has been completed, the ; 
Fouse could publish full information on that most | 
important matter, and no man, he hoped, would | 
|| pe disposed to oppose the proceeding. ! 
In conclusion, Mr. T. denied that he and those || 
| who acted with him desired to cover up or hide || 
any of these defalcations. He was prepared to | 
expose these plunderers of the public Treasury. || 
be forced to vote for a resolu- i| 
d extravagant expend- | 


|: But he would not 


‘i iture of public money, from an apprehension that |; 


He had the moral courage | 
| to obey the dictates of his own judgment on this 3: 
or any other occasion; and he presumed that all | 
other members would do likewise. ran 

Mr. LEGARE rose to express his astonish- | 


| 
i 
| 
| fs : R f 
i self to unworthy and un- || 
| 
i 
| 


It was inconceivable to him that any || 


if 
i 


ij Maryland. 

gentleman should 
| printing of an important public document. 
1 Mr. THOMAS said he had no objection to the į 
| printing of document No. 297, (the correspond- 
i] ence,) but was unwilling to vote for twenty thou- | 
sand copies. er i 

Mr. LEGARE said this somewhat diminished 

his astonishment, though it did not wholly re- |! 
! moveit. For, without pretending to say on whose | 
head the charges made would ultimately fall, or 
what would be the verdict of the public after see- | 
ing those documents, he must, with all due re- | 


i| spect to the gentieman from Maryland, say that į 


il he had shown noe good reason against the printing. i 


It was to him personally a matter of profound in- 
difference whether one party or the other would 
be condemned for their shameful depredations on 
the public purse; it was of immense importance 
at the present moment that.all the light should be 
shed on the public mind that could be-brought.to 
bear on the great subjects before the. country: 

He was amazed at what he had heard. And was 

it, indeed, true that the country was so fallen, 
that if the Government were administered, as it 

ought to be, men could not be found to fill publie 

offices in whom the public could confide? He 

had hardly ever listened to anything with a more 

awakened interest than to the very extraordinary 

correspondence which had been read in his ears. 

He would by all means have it spread before the 

world. It was the very thing he wanted to see. 

He wanted to see whether, as soon.as any laxity 

or remissness was manifested by a custodicr of 

the public money, he was frowned upon by the 
Government, or whether its organs bowed to a 
defaulter, and treated him with criminal lenity 
because he was a powerful demagogue? Were 
they ready to sacrifice the principies of the Con- 
stitution to the interests of party? The gentle- 
man from Mississippi had amused them all by 
the manner in which he has exposed some of these 
transactions; it was impossible to listen to some 
things he had said, and resist the force of his 
humor; but still it was a most grave and serious 
matter; and Mr. L. had left the House deeply and 
painfully musing at the disclosures of official mal- 
feasance which had been brought to light. And 
what was his astonishment to hear, at this par: 
ticular moment, of all others, the principles of 
economy resorted to as a reason against printing 
these matters,and sending them abroad into every 
part of the country! Never was there an expend- 
iture which would better pay for itself in the good 
it would effect. ‘This was a document, which 
above all others, ought to be sent abroad on all 
the winds, especially at this moment, when a new 
system was proposed by the Executive for the 
custody of the public treasure, and the people 
were called to compare the two schemes between 
which they were, by their Representatives, to 
choose. He hoped the printing would be or- 
dered. TEE 

Mr. WISE said he was desirous of saying a 
few words in reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Tuomas.] ‘That gen- 
tlemanassumed that my object in wishing for the 
printing of the Secretary’s correspondence (the 
most important documents among those proposed 
to be printed) was merely to show that defalca- 
tions existed to a large amount. : 

Mr. THOMAS interposed to explain. He had 
not intended to take any such position; he then 
went into a recapitulation of the points he had 
made in his speech. ‘ 

Mr. WISE. I understand tne gentleman; I 
understand him most perfectly Ishould not un- 
derstand him any better after he had made five 
thousand explanations of his speech than Idid 
before he made it. I knew that that gentleman ‘8 
party instincts would lead him to oppose the pub- 
lication of these documents. I say this without 
intending to impugn that gentleman’s motives or 
his integrity. I speak only of his party instincts. 


‘| Modify the motion as I may, I well know he will 

| never vote for it. .If the gentleman had patiently 

| sat here with me the other day for six hours and 
l 


a half, until I had pretty fally eviscerated this 
document No. 297,containing the correspondence 
of Mr. Woodbury with his-land office receivers, 
he would have found out that my object had not 
been to. show; as he says, what everybody knew 
before, viz: that great and numerous defalcations 
do exist, but to declare in the face of day that, if 
I had the least hope of either being sustained by 
this House, or of getting an honest trialin the 


| other branch, I would not wait twenty-four hours 
| till T filed articles of impeachment, and rely on no 
| other proof than is contained in this document, 


And I will agree to forfeit forever my public sta 


i| tion, to turn my back upon these halls, and never 


again dare to oifer myself to the confidence of my 
constituents, if on this document No. 297, and on 
this alone, I cannot convict the Sceretary of the 
Treasury of willful and corrupt neglect and vio+ 
lation of his official duty. And-I ask, was there 


ever such an offer publicly made, such achallenge 


ii openly proposed, in Parliament. or Congress; 10 


respect to-a Cabinet Minister, without his friends 
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accepting it, and: calling for charges ? Tsay again, | 
give me twelve honest men of. the Secretary’s own | 
party, and let them be put upon their oaths to | 
render a true verdict according to evidence, and E! 
pledge myself to convict him on an indictment at | 
common law. twill show not merely that defal- | 
cations have taken place, but that the Secretary | 
is himself the chief offender. Ido not mince my 
terms; I speak coolly, deliberately. I once more 
repeat the averment, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is guilty of willful, gross, and corrupt 
neglect and violation of his public duty; and I say 
that-this document No. 297 will prove the fact | 
ander his own hand. Itis to furnish these proofs 
that I have called for the printing of these docu- 
ments. I do not cry, like the starling, without 
knowledge what my ery means. I have been 
treated by the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Aruerton] just as my friend near me [Mr. 
Prentiss] was treated by him to-day. He has 
accused me of a vague, unmeaning charge of cor- 
ruption; but I will stand before any honest tri- 
bunal, and { will ask that the Secretary may there | 
be heard in hisown defense, [cannot with safety | 
do this here; it would not be safe; I should get a | 
verdict according to party, uot according to evi- 
dence. Iam, therefore, driven to another tribu- | 
nal—the tribunal of the American people. Task 
only that the Secretary may be heard at their bar; | 
and yet gentlemen are disposed to deny me this | 
fair, open, honest opportunity of trying a public 
delinguent. {do not ask you to give my charges | 
to the people; that I will do at my own expense; | 
1 barely ask that Mr. Woodbury himselt may be 
heard. | 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tuomas] 
says that he must have the strongest proof be- | 
fore he can believe the charge which I have pre- 
ferred. Ido notask him or any man to beleve | 
it without the strongest reasons. I have pre- | 
ferred the charge openly—in the face of the De- | 
partment. Tam ready to take the responsibility 
of making it before the gentleman’s own Senate. | 
He says he must have strong proof; no doubt, į 
and I will give him proofs as strong as Holy | 
Writ: but though one should rise from the dead, | 
there are some men who will not believe. Lask | 
the gentleman from Maryland, seriously, respect- | 
fully, candidly, how it is possible he could rise | 
here in his place, and talk about requiring strong 
proof, when there is proof before his cyes? He | 
holds the document this moment in his hand. I 
ask him if he has read it? Has he carefully and | 
patiently eviscerated its contents? I pause for 
his reply. 

Mr. THOMAS said that he did not suppose so | 
voluminous a document had been read throughout | 
by any member of the House. Le had looked 
into the document, and read parts of it, but he 
had not read the whole. 

Mr. WISE. I have read the whole—every 
word and letter and figure, from page one to four 
hundred. I have read the whole of these two 
hundred and sixty letters to his receivers; and I 
doubt whether one in fifty of the gentleman’s 
own party would not, if examined now, be found 
totally ignorant of the facts which these letters 
disclose. Yes, sir; gentlemen rise and reproach 
the Opposition with making charges like the star- 
ling, and they themselves are utterly ignorant 
of the true facts of their own case—the true con- 
dition of things in the country around them; ig- 
norant of admitted facts—facts admitted by their 
own official associates! The gentleman objects 
to printing the document. Why? Has he read 
it? Has it been sent to the people? Ffas one in! 
a hundred of them ever looked into it? To hear | 
the gentleman. talk, one would think they had | 
gone through the document—masticated it, and | 
digested all it contains; and yet they are as igno- 
rant of it as their constituents, who never saw 
the outside of the book, or ever heard of what is 
inside. Still they ery * useless! useless! extrav- 
agant i? 

The gentleman from Maryland says that there 
have always been defaleations; that they ran 
through all Administrations, from the foundation 
of the Government. But that has nothing to do | 
with the question. I propose to print only what 
have happened between the years 1834 and 1838. 
Has that gentleman, I wonder, forgotten that this 
Administration came into power in 1829? Í rather 
think not. Well, sir, I give him up all the inter- 
val, from 1829 to 1834; yes, sir, five years’ grace. | 


l 


Though this Administration was conceived and 
born in sin, and has grown up in manifold in- 
iquities, I will give him-a space like that required 
for the growth of the morus multicaulis; I will not 
touch his plant till its stem is firm and its fibers 
well compacted, and its leaves full and flourishing. 
And after that—since 1834—T{ willshow him sixty 
cases of defalcation, fully known to this Secretary 
of the Treasury, where the defaulters were warned, 
watched, reproached, threatened, forgiven, and 
their defaults, while still existing and continued, 
in some cases actually SANCTIONED BY A RENOM- 
INATION TO OFFICE. 

Sir, the gentleman actually objects to printing 
a report of the Secretary of the Treasury! What, 
sir, has it come to this? Have you a Secretary 
whose reports cannot be relied on—whose reports 
you dare not print lest you spread before the peo- 
ple a libel? 

Mr. THOMAS. 
thing. 

Mr. WISE. Why, sir, the gentleman made 
such objections to printing one of these reports 
as actually induced me to strike it out of my res- 
olution. I did so on his own argument, that the 
document contained false information. _ 

Mr. THOMAS. I said “ erroneous.” 

Mr. WISE. Well, you may be as gentle in: 
your terms as the Sceretary himself to his de- 
faulting subalterns; it does not alter the matter. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Camzre- 
LENG) did say, that to print the documents would 
be to publish a multitude of libels on good and 
honest citizens. The reports of your Secretary, 
then, are to be suppressed for false and libelous 
matter, Did I ever make a worse charge against 
your Secretary? Was ever a grosser charge made 
against a man at the head of the most important 
Department of the Government than that his 
friends are under the necessity of suppressing his 
public official reports? Verily it is time we had 
a change of men. What! a Secretary of the | 
Treasury, whose duty it is to send to this House 
nothing but true and authentic information touch- 
ing things under his supervision and cognizance, 
to send here a document which his own friends 
dare not send abroad, because it is false and li- 
belous! Sir, I believe what the gentlemen say 
of that document. ‘Though the document No. 
111 shows gross neglect and great incorrectness 
in the records of his Department, yet I do believe 
it does exhibit many men as public defaulters 
who are not defaulters; nay, the very reverse. I 
have therefore stricken document No. 111 out of 
my resolution. 

But, sir, no such objection applies to document 
No. 297, which contains this precious correspond- 
ence. Gentlemen cannot, will not, dare not say 
that Mr. Woodbury has libeled himself. They 
dare not deny his signature. Fle did not forge 
his own name, 1 suppose. No, sir; no plea can 
be put in here of non est factum. 

The gentleman from Maryland says that no 
party in particular is to blame for these defalca- | 
tions, because defaications have happened under | 


I certainly said no such 


all parties. Willthe gentleman be so good as to 
tell us what party was to blame in the case of the 
receiver, Linn? ‘That man was guilty of malver- 
sation; the Secretary knew it, and threatened 
him, and then renominated him for anew appoint- 
ment. He was confirmed; and, again proving 
in default, was warned again and again and 
again, and, after all, continued in office till he 
finally fell into the slough of defalcation. Was 
no party to blame for this? Or is it the villain- 

ous Whigs who are to blame for thus rewarding | 
a public depredator? The gentleman, however, | 
says that some defaulters have been Whigs, and 

some Locofocos; they have been men of all par- 

ties. I answer, not under this Administration. 

I ask the gentleman to point out ong. It has 

been said that Swartwout was a Conservative. | 
Be that as it may, he was one of the very great- 

est of all General Jackson’s favorites; he was his | 
open, active, clamorous advocate, and did more 
to effect his election to the Presidency than any 
other man in the State of New York, if not in the 
United States; and he was rewarded for it to his 
heart’s content. Sir, the gentleman cannot show | 
us a solitary Whig among all the defaulting re- 

ceivers at the western land offices Iwill show | 
the gentleman, if he will print this document, | 


where one of the defaulters gives it openly to the 
Secretary, as his excuse for not paying over a: 


large amount of public money in his hands, that 
his Democratic friends advised him not to leave 
the ground tillafter the presidential election which 
brought Mr. Van Buren into power. But admit- 
ting that they were Whigs, every one of them, 
does that justify or excuse a Secretary of the 
Treasury in continuing men in office who, as he 
well knew, were diverting the public money to 
their own use—shaving with it—speculating on 
it—and in renominating them to office while still 
defaulters? in permitting one of his perambulat- 
ing agents to advise him to retain a thief in of- 
fice, because his hands were now full, and he 
would steal no more, whereas a new hand would 
only follow his example? And is it to be an 
excuse for the thefts of one party, to say, “ well, 
you stole too??? I do not know one Whig in 
all this document of defalcations; if there were 
a hundred, is this an argument to be used here? 
Is this the salt that is to cure the corruptions of 
Administration men? The charge is, that the 
party picked out these men, appointed them to 
office, and held them in office, while they were 
picking and stealing, until their * hands were 
ful.” And what is the answer? “ You pick 
and steal too.” How many Whigs they may 
have bought up by the hopes of such golden op- 
portunities, T cannot say; perhaps many. Bat I 
put it to the honor and the integrity of the proud 
and honorable gentleman from Maryland, a man 
who would disdain to become a defaulter him- 
self, to say whether this isa fit argument for him 
to put forth in defense of such an officer as Mr. 
Woodbury? Sir, it isthe strongest of all dem- 
onstrations of the state of morals to which the 
party isreduced. For myself, I despise a Whig 
thief as heartily as any other. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam sure the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia does not intend willfully to 
misrepresent me; but he has now certainly put 
me in a false position. I said that men of all 
political parties, and under every successive 
Administration, had been found public defaulters; 
some of them under the Administration of the ven- 
erable gentleman behind me, [Mr. Apams.] 

Mr. WISE. 1 understand the gentleman’s po- 
sition perfectly: it is, that defaulters have not be- 
longed to one party alone. Well, sir, and what 
does that argument amount to? Analyze it, and 
it comes to precisely what I say. The charge on 
his party and his Secretary is, that they knew of 
these enormous defalcations, and connived at 
them; and the answer to that is, ‘there always 
have been defaulters of all parties,” Can a gen- 
tleman of integrity rely on such a defense? ‘Lhe 
true answer would be, ‘‘ your party and your 
Secretaries knew as well as we, and they con- 
nived at defalcations just as we have done?” Thai 
would be an answer. But can it be said? is ii 
true? will the gentleman say it? I donot, in my 
call, go back aninch beyond 1834, and I show 
the defalcations were not only multiplied anc 
enormous, but that they were tolerated and con- 
nived at, Now let the gentleman show us any 
other Secretary of the Treasury, from Washing- 
ton’s days, who did the like. Let him produce 


į us a Secretary who ever before reported to Con- 


gress that he knew of cases, by fifties and by hun- 
dreds, where his subordinates were faithless and 
corrupt, and yet that he retained them in office, 
and renominated them when their term expired, 
and that they still wenton.to plunder, and were 
still retained, till the money was finally lost. Let 
him show us that. Show me one such case, and 
then he may talk of precedents for an offense 
which no precedents can justify. 

I do show him such proof against his officer; 
and now when I ask that this proof, so plain, so 
conclusive, so undeniable, that the plainest farmer 
in the country can understand it who can read 
English, the gentleman very gravely talks about 
twenty thousand copies being too many: oh, it 
will cost so much! Sir, would he stand ten thou- 
sand any better? or five thousand? Does he for- 
get how many readers there are? how many 
readers who vote? Why, sir, in New York there 
were polled, at the last election, three hundred 
and seventy thousand votes, and in Pennsylvania 
two hundred and fifty thousand. Sir, in these 
two States alone there are three hundred thousand 
blind men—men who as blindly and implicitly 
believe in this Administration as the geneman 
from Maryland does, but the scales from whose 
eyes would fall before the bright and piercing 
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light of facts like these, as before the touch of the 
Saviour. The book will be read by the gentle- 
man’s own constituents: has he any objection? I 
wish to send this information into his own dis- 
trict; dare he not let it in? or does he desire them 
to remain so blind as not to see the light of the 
noonday sun? How many copies will these 
twenty thousand give to each State? Just seven 
hundred and sixty-nine. Seven hundred and 
sixty-nine copies to a whole State! This illumin- 
ation, I should imagine, was partial enough to 
suit his views. Sir, I would, if I had my will, 
gather the light of these documents into a focus so 
bright and so hot that every Dutchman in Mary- 
land and Pennsylvania might light his pipe with 
it. [A laugh.] But the gentleman cannot bear 


even twilight ; the glimmerings of a dark lantern | 


are too much for him. Twenty thousand copies 
are too many! He cannot bear even light that 
strong! For myself, L would multiply it like the 
primers and the catechisms and the religious 
tracts are multiplied by the societies, and I would 
put a copy into the hands of every babe in poli- 
tics, from Maine to Georgia. Yes, sir, from 
Maine. Give the truth fair play, and it will work 
like leaven, till it leavens the whole lump. 

But, sir, the gentleman branched off from the 
printing of these documents into a discussion of 
the sub-Treasury system. [Mr. W. here illus- 
trated this digression by some remarks which 
seemed to amuse those members seated near him, 
but which the reporter was not able to catch.] 
The gentleman tells us that when we can dispense 
with all officers to collect our revenue, then de- 
falcations will. be a good argument against that 
scheme. Sir, we are not driven to any such ab- 
surdity. We apply these facts of defalcation to 
the trde and legitimate use; we say, that since we 
must have men to collect the revenue, it is highly 
important that they be honest men; and that to 
make them sub-Treasurers, and then indulge them 
in default after default, and still keep them in 
office, is nota likely way to make them honest. 


And further, we say, that if such are the fruits | 
even under the pet bank system, they will be still ; 
worse under a sub-Treasury. And we point to | 


these as the natural consequences of such a sys- 


tem, and as the strongest argument against its | 
being perpetuated. Can the gentleman sce no ; 
connection? And yet further, we say, that, adopt | 


what system you please, unless you place hon- 
ester men than honest Levi at the head of your 
Treasury, the system must totter and fall. There 


is the application we make of these facts, and ; 


there is the argument for printing not only twenty 


thousand copies of this document, but a far | 


greater number. Sir, the people will understand 


the argument, though the gentleman from Mary- | 
We do not want this publication |! 
merely to show the country that one sheep has | 
gone astray. No, sir, it is not in politics as in) 
religion: there we are told the good shepherd |! 


land cannot. 


leaves the ninety and nine sheep who have not 
gone astray, and goes after the poor stray sheep; 
Dut here it is just the reverse. I want to stick by 
the ninety and nine, holding the straying of one 


as an indication that if we do not look out, the | 


rest will follow. I would hold them together till 
J] have removed the scab from the whole of them. 
Yes, sir, I would wash them thoroughly—not 


white-wash them, Mr. Speaker, [Jaughter}—and | 
yet I have my fears that washing would kill some | 


of them, [loud laughter.] Sir, it would be as 
much dreaded by them as by a dog with the hy- 
drophobia. [Laughter.] Sir, 
alarm, and spread it in time. When I see a dog 
running swiftly along, with hishead covered with 
foam, and his eyes looking green and glassy, I 
am for crying “ mad dog !”’ that everybody may 


be on their guard, If we have lepers in the com- | 
munity, I will ery out, as others approach, ‘ un- | 


clean! unclean!” I have been raising that cry 
for years; you would not believe me; but now you 
_all see the truth, for the leprosy has broken out 
into a running sore. J admit that each defaulter 


is answerable for his own offense, but I hold Mr. | 
Woodbury answerable for them ail; he knew of | 


their crimes, and kept them still in office. Give 


me this document, that I may show that to the | 


nation. 

But, lest this debate continue forever, I will 
now attempt to bring it to a close by moving 
the-— 

Mr. STANLY asked Mr. Wise not to move 


I would spread the | 


the previous question, but allow him to-say a few 
words inreply to the gentleman behind him, [Mr. 
ATHERTON. | 

Mr. WISE consented, on condition that Mr. 
| Stanty would himself make the motion. 


struggling to wrest power from the hands of the 
s snoilsmen.’” 


they listened to them with surprise. Even those 


| 
i 
| 
i 


: district. 


| the information which this document will gi 
them. There are some in my district who still 
think General Jackson was sincere and correct 
when he told the country that he ‘turned none 
but knaves out of office, and put none but honest 
| men in.” 
«© honest”? receivers have taken care of the peo- 
ple’s money, and how much mistaken the old 
General was. 

Mr. Speaker, there was much said by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr.T nomas] which called 
for reply, but which has been answered by the 
‘ gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] who has 


this Administration is matter of astonishment to 
me; for I have been repeatedly solicited, since I 
have been a member of this House, to sign rec 


ommendations, too, written by some who hold 
seats ina body said to be higher and more digni- 
fied than this,) and the reason assigned, above 
all others, in favor of the applicant, has been that 
he is “a genuine Democrat.” ‘“ Defaulting 


ionable, and are probably defaulters in some office 
worth about ten dollars a year—the emoluments 
being so small none of the “< genuine” wanted it. 

The gentleman from Maryland says speeches 


Speaker, ifany Whig member of Congress should 


‘ chance, should find its way into that gentleman’s 
‘district, what would the Administration papers 
say of it? Would not the Globe, and the thou- 
sand bought-up presses of the country, say, in 
heir usual language, that it was alla ‘ Whig 
lie??? Why, 


: 
Buta public document comes to them i 


i 


condemned. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Hamp- 


marks of the gentleman from Mississispi, that 
there was no need of buying a starling to teach 
him to cry ‘corruption! corruption! *? in the ears 
of the people of this country; and the gentleman 
from New Hampshire seemed to intimate that 
those who thus cry out “corruption!” were but 
starlings, taught to use words without meaning. 

Mr. Speaker, this may be so; but, s 
various kinds of political starlings. 
thus ery out “corruption, corrup 
tion,” are starlings for the great 
American people; these co 
lings were taught by respectabl 


tion, corrup- 


e constituents to 


lion. But, sir, there is another class whose office 
is not quite so respectable. These are starlings 
of a party whose constant.occupation has been to 


Mr. STANLY said he would vote for printing 
these documents, for the reason that they will 
give light to the people of his district. Itis light 
only that the people of our country want; that | 
| they may be induced to assist those who are now | 


£ I took these documents home | 
with me, after the adjournment in July last, and | 
ead extracts from them to my constituents, and | 


who had heretofore supported this Administra- 
tion, and that which immediately preceded it, re- 
! solved hereafter not to believe men who could so 
shamefully abuse their confidence. They had. 
heard charges of this sort before from Whig news- 
papers, but were told they were false.. But now 
the evidence came from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself; they could doubt no longer. ‘Chere | 
are six counties in my district, Mr. Speaker, and 
i there is but one copy of Document No. 297 in the 
I appeal to the generosity of the gen- |} 
| tleman from Maryland, and ask him not to refuse ; 
| to so large a portion of the people of this country | 
ve | 


I want these men to see how these | 


just taken hisseat. ‘Thatgentleman{Mr.THomas] | 
has said, sir, that there were defaulters “of all | 
political parties.” It may be that there are Whig: 
defaulters; but how they came into office under | 


ommendations for applicants for office, (and rec- | 


Whigs,” therefore, must have obtained office be- | 
fore this form of recommendation became fash- | 


will answer as well as this document. Now, Mr. į 


make a speech, embodying the facts set forth in; 
| these documents, and one of these speeches, per- | 


sir, no Locofoco would read it. | 
n a dif- |) 
ferent form—from the Administration party, from | 
an executive officer—the people cannot but hear | 
‘it; and ‘* ont of their own mouths”? will they be |! 


shire [Mr. Arnerron] said, in reply to the re- : 


ir, there are 
Those who |: 


body of .the || 
rruption-crying star- | 


sing thisnote. They are starlings, sir, fora noble 


sing that they were the true: Republicans, and all 
opposed to them ‘‘Aristocrats.”” Yes, sir, there 
are starlings of a caucus, too; of a midnight cau- 
cus, whose office it is to introduce resolutions 
upon slavery, which may be interpreted one way 
at the South, and another way at the North; 
which condemn abolition when it comes with one 
‘*view,”? but justify it when it has not ‘* the views 
aforesaid ;”? resolutions which iip 
“ palter with us in a double sense ; 


That keep the word of promise to the ea: 
And break it to the hope.” F 


Resolutions which come inthe spiritof Joab; when 
he said to Amasa, ‘Art thou in health, my broth- 
| er?” and stabbed him under the fifth rib; resolu- 
tions which agree to lay petitions for the abolition 
of slavery on the table, but which yield the ques- 
tion of reception. I see you are uneasy, Mr. 
| Speaker. You may save yourself the trouble of 
i| calling me to order. Ihave said all I intend to 
|| say upon abolition. 

Bat, sir, the starlings. 


i 
i 
: 


| There are, sir, other 
| starlings than those I have mentioned. {1 donot 
| intend to be offensive in my language to any gen- 
' tleman; but only to repel the charge that those 
who cry out “corruption” against this Admin- 
istration are merely repeating words without 
meaning, and making charges without sufficient 
evidence. Our Secretary of the Treasury may 
have his starlings, too; and if he has, sir, T.can 
|| only say with Pope, “ What must be the priest, 
| when the monkey is a god ?”” : 
|| _ As a quotation has been made from something 
i! that has been formerly said in the-British Parlia- 
i| ment, I suppose it is lawful to quote what has 
|| been said on this floor as an offset... At the last © 
'| session, Mr. Speaker, an eloquent gentleman from 
|| Pennsylvania | Mr. BinpLe] said something about 
starlings. You remember ity no doubt, Mr. 
Speaker, for few here have heard that gentleman 
| without wishing to remember what he said. . I 
intend only to apply his remarks to that race of 
politicians who are crying out “ Abolitionist?’ 
against all who differ from them politically. He 
told us, sir, that the starling was a ‘gentle and 
i} interesting bird. Rather are we reminded of a 
‘| filthy parrot, hung out in front of a. sailor board- 
| ing house, taught by its master to-utter exclama- 
tions at each passer-by, and never joyous or happy 
i unless when engaged in screaming out rogue or 
strumpet.”? So Í am reminded of this parrot 
whenever I hear this cry of“ Abolitionist! Abo 
litionist ! Aristocrat! Aristocrat!’ againstall:who 
think for themselves, and dare to differ with this 
Administration, 
We are told, sir, that there has been no corrup~ 
I amata. loss. to 


i 


i 
3i 
H 
l 

| 


| considered as an ally of the 
on this floor, the Secretary o ; 
to havea schoolmaster to teach him 


il 
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arithmetic, and his countryman [Mr. ATHERTON] 
raised. himself in my estimation by his gallant 
and patriotic defense. Now, when a well-sup- 
ported. charge is brought, the simple answer is, 
“ there is no corruption,” 

I want to call the attention of the House to an- 
other fact.: When the gentleman from Virginia 
had finished, a Representative from New Hamp- 
shire rose in haste, and, I thought, to make some 
defense for the Secretary of the Treasury, when, 


lo and behold! he actually asked leave to offer a |i 


resolution that the Speaker appoint a Committee 
on Enrolled Bills! L hope yet to hear that gen- 


tleman [Mr. Cusuman] defend the Secretary with | 


his accustomed ability. I hope, for-the sake of 


the country, to hear some explanation of Harris’s | 


case, of Linn’s case, and of Boyd’s case. I hope 


to. hear some excuse to justify the Secretary in | 
allowing Swartwout to be a defaulter for six or | 


seven years, and keeping it concealed, or some 
excuse for not discovering the defaleation. But, 
sir, when [return home, Í will take this document 
in my hand, and will tell the honest men whom I 
represent that the defenders of this Administra- 
tion say that there was no corruption in this Sec- 
retary’s allowing, knowingly, partisan office- 
holders thus to use the public funds. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said it had | 
been insinuated, if not directly charged, by the || 
gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Arner- |) 


TON,] that documents which had been ordered to 


be printed at this session were not comeatable. | 
In reply, he made an explanation, showing that | 


the delay in furnishing the extra copies of the 
documentsaccompanying the President’s message 
“was occasioned by the want of one of the maps 
which was to accompany these documents, and 
which was not yet completed by the engraver. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that one of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Maryland sounded some- 
what strangely in his ear, “It was this: that the 
present Administration was not responsible, be- 
cause the casas contained in the report occurred 
during the past Administration. 

Mr. THOMAS said that any attempt to hold 
this Administration responsible for the defalca- 
tions stated in document No. 111 must be futile, 
since defalcations had happened under all Admin- 
istrations. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, sir, what is the po- 
sition now taken by the gentleman? Why, that, 
because defalcations have taken place under all 
Administrations, and in the nature of things will 


take place, therefore the Administration is not to; 


be held responsible for continuing in ofice and 
reappointing known defaulters; men who, with- 
out excuse or palliation, had embezzled the pub- 
lic money, Defaleations may have taken place 
under all Administrations; but were the delin- 


quents reappointed to office after a knowledge of | 


their frauds? That is the gravamen of the charge. 


It is in this that we say that peculation was not: 


only tolerated but encouraged. In onc of the cases 
the embezzlement was not denied, but was admit- 
ted, and a bond given forthe amount, and the ofi- 


cer reappointed. It shows, sir, as was said by the |, 


gentleman from Mississippi, that their morality 


is the Spartan, by which the offense does not con- | 


gist in doing the act, but in doing it so bunglingly 
as to be discovered; that virtue which Shakspeare 
ascribes to the Venetian ladies—not to leave un- 
done, but to keep unknown. It is saying, in no 
unequivocal language, embezzle, use, and spec- 


ulate on the public money as much as you choose, |; 
provided you keep it concealed. But it is said | 


that these things took place under the late Ad- 
ministration; thatit is not the fox that has broken 


into the roost, but the lion. Ay, yes, sir, we are | 


now beyond the reach of that lion’s paw. 
But, sir, all these robberies of the Treasury 


sink into utter insignificance in comparison with ; 


the stupendous proposal to legalize such a sys- 
tem, and make it perpetual. This, we are told, is 
to be a constitutional Treasury. Yes, sir, every- 
thing is baptized ‘* constitutional” in these days. 
I think I saw the other day, in some paper pub- 
lished ‘down east,” an advertisement of «“ con- 
stitutional pens,” and with just as much reason. 


What is the gentleman’s argument for this inde- | 


pendent Treasury? Why, sir, it is that we can- 


not well avoid having agents to receive the public | 


money, faithless as they now have been proven 
to be; and what would common sense draw asan 
inference from that? Why merely that, if we must 


have them,-and as they are liable to temptation, 
| we ought to trust-them as little as possible. But 
what is the gentleman’s inference? Itis that, as 
| they cannot be trusted with small sums, he is for | 
i trusting them with all the revenue. The gentle- 
|| man seems to reverse the scriptural principle of 
i recompense: ** because thou hast been‘faithful in 
|| a few things, I will make thee lord over many 
|| things;”’ but his principle seems to be, “ because 
thou hast been faithless in a few things, I will 
make thee ruler over many,” We have had two 
classes of agents—banks and individuals. The 
| first have been faithful beyond anticipation; the 
latter faithless to a general and alarming extent. 
We have lost by banks as depositories less than 
a million, from the foundation of the Government; 
whilst we have lost by one single sub-Treasurer 
a million and a quarter. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. We have lost forty 
| millions by banks. 
| Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; I know better. I 
i| know that such a statement has been in publie | 
‘documents, and one emanating from that gentle- 
! man; but it is a fraud to say so—a fraud in argu- 
ment, I mean. I will give the gentleman the pre- | 
cise amount lost by the banks as depositories— | 
$759,000. In the reports alluded to, this sum is į 
i swelled by charging upon the banks the loss from ; 
the use of their depreciated paper. Let us exam- 
i| ine this shallow deception. It was during the war | 
| that this depreciated paper was uscd: what else | 
could be done? There was not ten millions of | 
specie in the country, and annual appropriations | 
of fifty millions. Specie was clearly out of the | 
; question. Treasury notes were the only alterna- | 
; tive; and they were tried; and the result was, that | 
| they were at a discount much below bank notes, 
‘| and this, in the limited amounts issued, from the | 
|| fact that bank notes were used; butif bank notes 
| had been rejected, and Treasury notes issued, 
‘| they would have fallen to the worthlessness of 
| Continental money. As it was, they were greatly | 
|| below paper money. Yes, sir, we have lost nearly 
i| twice as much by one sub-Treasurer as we have | 
li Jost in all from banks from the foundation of the 


i 
| Government. What does this comparison show? | 
| of banks. No man here will dare rise in his place, | 
if 
| 


It shows, as clear as the light, the superior safety | 
|, and attempt to prove that indebtedness from cor- 
| porations is not a more safe condition than indebt- | 
i| edness from individuals. We have tried both; we 
i! have found the one class dishonest; tempted even 
i by small sums to defraud the public, and led on 
| to peculate at last to the amount of millions. And 
| what is the remedy? Why, sir, to make them 
'| the depositories of our entire revenue. That is 
the logic. Were these logicians acting in their 
| own private affairs, I am apt to think they would 
| draw sounder conclusions. 

Take this case of Swartwout. In carrying the 
je funds from the custom-house to the bank, 
he embezzled more than a million: the panacea is, 
ʻi to give him millions on millions to keep. perma- | 
‘/nently. Small sums are not safe whilst merely in | 
| transitu from the custom-house to the bank; but 
į We are urged to trust millions to them permanently; 
I and why? Because of the additional cobweb se- 
|| curities of this bill. Itis, in my judgment, a most 
| unsafe mode of keeping the public money, and 
| fearfully demoralizing in its tendency. Ifadopted, 

as expunging is the order of the day, it would be 
| well to expunge from the Lord’s prayer that ad- 
j mirable passage, “ Lead us not into temptation.” 
| Mr. T. said he took no pleasure in thus early 
| being forced into a discussion of this question. 
But the gentleman from Maryland had introduced 
it, and he could not permit his remarks to pass 
‘unanswered. Mr. T. was aware of the many 
| considerations that demanded that he should meas- 
i ure his language upon this subject. The State 
| which he in part represented held different opin- 
‘ions from himself, and he did not hesitate now 
| to say, when improper motives can scarcely be 
ij attributed to him, and there is no community upon 
| earth for whose enlightened patriotism he had so 

| profound a respect. This is no new opinion; it | 
| had grown with his growth, and strengthened 
| with his strength; it was more thanan opinion; it 
was a sentiment, a passion; and he would add, in 
all sincerity, that never was the State (he spoke 
of the State, not of individuals) actuated by a 

more sincere conviction, or a more interested pa- 


| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
I 


| 


i 


l 
| 


i 
i 
l 
' 
t 


| 
i 


i 


j| so disastrous a measure. 


| triotism, in any of those periods which have here- 
' tofore so gloriously marked her high career. If he 


had any doubts on the question, he wagid lon 
since have surrendered his opinions to those of 
the State. But believing, and, indeed, knowing, 
as he did, he never could support, and never 
should cease to oppose, with all his poor powers, 
He greatly doubted 
whether the people of this country ever would 
practically elect another President; whether we 
have not taken the step fatal to all other Repub- 
lics, of the President nominating his successor. 
Adopt this system, and he saw little hope of re- 
sistance to any future Administration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, made further 
explanations in relation to the delays in the de- 
livery of certain documents ordered to be printed 
in consequence of a map not being completed, 

He then went on to admit that the revenue 
must be collected by agents, and that these agents 
would always be more or less liable to corruption, 
He maintained, however, that the sub-Treasury 
scheme would be no remedy for the evil. Yet he 
thought a remedy was practicable; and if no other 
member did, he now gave notice that, when the 
sub-Treasury bill. came up, he should move an 
amendment providing for the adoption of the plan 
now in use in Virginia in regard to the collection 
of the revenue. The collectors never touched a 
dollar of the money collected; the merchant de- 
posited the amount of his duties in bank, and 
gave a bank certificate to the collector; the money 
was drawn out, not by the collector, but by the 
Treasurer of the United States. This plan would 
go far to obviate the difficulty, and render such 
cases as that of Swartwout impossible. Mr. J. 
was opposed to the whole plan of securities, and 
this mode of collection would render them unne- 
cessary. It would concentrate responsibility, and 
fix the public eye on a single man. He com- 
plimented the eloquence of his colleague, (Mr, 
Inomas;] agreed with him that corruption ever 
had and ever would exist under all Governments; 
but objected to the sub-Treasury scheme as going 
to radiate and disseminate that corruption in all 
directions through the country. If the receiver 
could be placed in some safe where he could be 
locked up, then Mr. J. would trust him with the 
personal custody of a million and a half of dol- 
lars, as in Swartwout’s case; but not otherwise. 

Mr. THOMAS rose to say a few words to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,] and make 
a brief reply to one part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Tuome- 
Son. ] 

The gentleman from Virginia had taken an 
extraordinary advantage of an admission made in 
a private conversation, He had said to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that he (Mr. T.) had not 
read the whole of document No. 297. Possessed 
of this fact, in this way, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had put the question, in the course of his 
speech, ‘has the gentleman read the document 
proposed to be printed??? He knew what answer 
would be given, for he had previously been pri- 
vately told that the whole of the document had 
not been perused. ‘This circumstance the gentle- 
man has commented on for effect, and charges 
me with ignorance of material facts. Such a pro~ 
ceeding cannot but be considered as very unfair. 
When the gentleman reflects, he will feel that he 
has done himself and me gross injustice. Ican, 
without difficulty, lay a foundation for returning 
this language to thegentleman. Has he read the 
report of the Secretary of. War, with its accom- 
panying documents? Has he read a report from 
the same source, recommending a system of de- 
fense for the northern frontier, with its tabular 


|| Statements, throughout? Has the gentleman read 


one fourth of the voluminous document I hold in 
my hand? We know he has not. Then he is 
ignorant of all these important papers, and has 
voted, notwithstanding his ignorance, for or 
against this publication. In so doing, he has acted 
as ninety-nine hundredths of the House have done. 
It is not to be presumed that any one of us reads 
all the documents published to enable us to vote 
for or against their publication. Before we act 
finally upon the subjects to which they relate, we 
read all or such parts of ther as are required, to 
be prepared to vote understandingly. This is 
what I have done, and shall do in the present 
case. And I repeat, the gentleman has acted very 
unfairly in attempting to produce an impression 
anywhere that the statement made by me to him 
in the first instance, in a private conversation, 
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was worthy of being brought outin the debate to. 
be commented on. 

But, as the gentleman seems to challenge a} 
comparison of the degree of information which | 
we respectively possess, I will run the parallel a | 
little further. I have shown that he is asignorant 
as I am (borrowing his phraseology) of facts. I} 
now propose to convict him of an ignorance of a | 
more important character. Unless he has better 
reasons to assign for his declaration that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury ought to be impeached | 
than any urged here to-day, he is ignorant of the 1 
principles of morals and law by which the con- | 
duct of that officer should be tried. The proof 
he has adduced is to be found in document No. | 
297. It furnishes in many, if not in all cases, par- | 
tial testimony only. We learn from it that certain | 
public officers stand charged in the books of the | 
Treasury Department with large sums of money, | 
placed in their hands for disbursement; and, also, | 
that the Secretary and other officers of that De- i 
partment have made repeated calls in vain upon ; 
these disbursing officers for a final settlement |; 
of their accounts. But this document does not | 
give us the letters of those officers in reply. We | 
know not what apologies they have offered for de- | 
lay. They may have unadjusted claims against j 
the United States to set off. They may need || 
vouchers for expenditures yet to be procured. 
With this state of facts, the gentleman under- 
_ takes to charge the Secretary, not only with neg- 

ligence, but with willful misconduct; with mal- 
feasance of a grade justifying impeachment, be- ; 
cause he has failed to dismiss all those officers. | 
Surely this proceeding is in violation of all law | 
and of sound morals. No man who has beenin || 


| 
will content myself with one known to the whole | 
country. For many years, the late James Mon- H 
roe, whose personal integrity was never im- | 
peached, stood charged upon the books of the | 
Treasury with about eighty thousand dollars. 1i 
According to the record, he could have been ar- | 


raigned as a defaulter. 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Monroe never was a de- 


4 
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from office? Did he not, on the contrary, subse- || 
quently rise from grade to grade of public appoint- '| 
ment, until he reached the presidential chair? 
And were the men who promoted him guilty of | 
high crimes and misdemeanors? Let it not be || 
supposed that I am justifying the proceeding of | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, or passing judg- ‘| 
ment upon those men who are said to be publie | 
defaulters. I am doing no such thing. I have | 
undertaken simply to show that the gentleman i! 
from Virginia is ignorant of the principles upon | 
which an impeachment should be based, unless he | 
has other evidences of guilt besides those exhib- || 
ited to-day. But is it not time to be done with f 
declamation and invective (for which the gentle- | 
man has much talent) upon this subject? 

If the Secretary be guilty, let the gentleman , 
bring forward a specific, tangible charge. Let | 
him submit a resolution declaring that therein, || 
and then the Secretary of the Treasury did an act | 
calling for his impeachment, and therefore I ar- | 
raign him before the bar of this House and before |: 
the bar of public opinion. Let this be done, and || 
I pledge myself solemnly to do justice in the | 
matter. I know that I have party attachments. | 
They are strong. I cannot but feel a partiality ' 
for men with whom I have fought many a hard i 
battle in what we esteemed a good cause. But I 
know that I can divest myself of all prejudice, |; 
and givean impartial vote, when the issue is made | 
up in due form between the Secretary and his 
accusers, f 

Before I close my remarks I desire to saya! 
very few words in reply to the gentleman from 


ji 
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South Carolina, [Mr. Tuomrson.] He much 
mistakes in supposing that I intended to palliate į 
the defaleations of the friends of the Administra- | 
tion by showing that their opponents were no || 
better. | 
In repelling the assertion that the friends of 
this Administration dreaded the publication of a | 
list of the names of these defaulters, I referred | 
to the known fact that there are on the list men || 
of both political parties now existing, and of all | 
parties which have ever existed in this country. i 
These men were not put in office by General | 
Jackson and his successor alone. Some of them | 
have been appointed by each of the other Presi- | 
dents of the United States. This circumstance ; 
was adduced to show that no particular party has | 
cause to dread the publication and republication | 
of these documents. Let them be published; and H 
let us, instead of criminating and recriminating : 
for mere party purposes, profit by the past, and, 
looking to the great and vital interests involved, ; 
guard, if we can, against a recurrence of similar | 
evils hereafter. But let not the friends of econ- 
omy now, or any time hereafter, be driven or | 
dragooned into a lavish and extravagant expend- ; 
iture of money by printing an unreasonable num- | 
ber of copies of any document whatever. Gen-: 
tlemen tell us there are three hundred and seventy || 


influence’ upon the public’ mind; for which so 
many unfounded charges had been made, and ten 
thousand times reiterated, without ever one’ of 
them having been sustained by éven the shadow 
of proof. Mr. B: said this system of charging 
upon the Administration corruption -by wholesale 
had been persevered in for years past, in-every 
possible manner, and what, he would ask, had 

een the response from the people in every quar 
ter or section of this Confederacy? `I (said. Mr. 
B.) have been listening to hear some ‘reference 
made by those who originated those charges ‘to 
the recent generalelections which have taken place 
in some twelve States of this Union since thead- 
journment of the last panic-making session of 
Congress, to show that those charges are believed, 
and that the Administration is condemned by the 
people. But, Mr. Speaker, I have not heard the 
first allusion made by the Opposition to the late 
| popular elections which have taken place in those 
States, and where the measures of the Adminis- 
tration were made test questions in the election of 
Representatives to the next Congress? Sir, these 
vague charges of corruption, made against the 
Administration, have been passed upon by the 
people of twelve States since the last adjournment 
of Congress, and they have said, by their late 
clection for Congressmen and other officers; that 


thousand voters in New York, and nearly an 
equal number in Pennsylvania. Well, what then? 
Are we to publish one copy of these documents 
for every voter in the United States? No man 
has proposed a measure of that monstrous char- 
acter. Then, if that is not to be done, some 
medium between no publication at all and the 


printing of millions of copies of large documents | 
| must be adopted, and that medium seems to be 


to print a sufficient number to furnish with a copy 


each editor of a periodical or newspaper, each | 


legislator, and each public library in the Union, 
and leave a few copies to each member of this 


House for general distribution. When that has | 
been done, we should touch the public money no | 
further. 1f a more genera! diffusion of informa- : 
tion than is to be had here is desirable, each : 
member can, out of his own private funds, get | 
the means; and in expenditures of that character : 
my constituents have not had, and will never) 


have, cause to charge me with parsimony. 

Mr. MERCER had heard with great regret the 
name of Mr. Monroe introduced in this debate as 
having been a defaulter to the Government. It 


might, perhaps, have arisen from the circumstance | 
that he had mentioned, at his seat, that, as far | 
back as the administration of Mr. Madison, it ; 
had been the practice to publish the names of de- ; 
faulters, and that Mr. Monroe’s name had been | 
He might have added the name | 
‘| of Timothy Pickering also, which was published | 
under a similar charge. The publication of Mr. : 
A box. 


so published. 


Monroe happened in a singular manner. 
of public account books had been wheeled, on 


its way to another place, into the office of Benja- | 
min Franklin Bache, of Philadelphia, editor of | 
the Aurora, who had copied the debit side alone of | 
Mr. Monroe’s account with the Government, in : 
which it appeared he was debtor to the amount of | 


$80,000, and published it in that paper. Mr. 
Monroe was then sick in Albemarle county, Vir- 
ginia; yet he arose from his bed and mounted 
his horse, drew out his account and immediately 
had it settled. This was a different matter from 


the final settlement of his account after leaving | 


the Presidency. Ji was the custom of the Treas- 
ury to charge a public officer with all the sums 
paid him on account of his salary, and not to 


credit him by his services; hence he stood on the | 


books as a debtor, when he did not owe a far- 
thing. This might occasion some of the state- 
ments in Document No. 11 
such amazement. 
that these cases had the slightest analogy to those 
of these land receivers; 
to say that a mo 


retary of the Treasury; 
sustain an impeachment of that officer whenever 
it should be moved in the House. as 

Mr. BOON said the epithet of ‘corruption 
had been so Jong and so often charged upon the 
late and present Administrations of the General 
Government, both in and out. of this Hall, that it 
had now become an old song, stripped of all the 


< 


1, which had created 
Mr. M. said he had no idea | 


and he would undertake . 
re scandalous correspondence he | 
had never listened to in his life than that which 
had taken place between these men and the Sec- | 
and he was prepared to | 0 
| business of “picking and stealing” from ‘the 
| Treasury, 


| they do not believe one word of all that has been 
said and published against the Administration and 
‘| its leading measures. A gentleman near me, from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Wirrams,}] mentions the State 
of New York as not having given a favorable 
response at her late elections to the measures of 
the Administration.. Beit so. Yet eleven other 
States, in which general elections have been held 
|| since the panie-making session of Congress, have 
| given unequivocal demonstrations of their entire 
confidence in the wisdom and integrity of the 
| Administration, and of their approval of its gen- 
eral policy, including the independent Treasury 
measure. 

With a full knowledge of these unerring facts, 
the eloquent and talented member from Missis- 
sipppi [Mr. Prexriss] declared in his place, but 
a few moments since, that he will continue to ring 
in the cars of the Administration party the ry 
of “ corruption !”? « corruption!” ‘corruption !”” 
so long as he isa member of this House; and 
after his public services shall have closed here, he 
will still cry ‘‘corruption!’? This cry of corrup- 
tion has been loud and long proclaimed in this 
Hall of the people’s Representatives, and he had 
supposed that no gentleman could be elected to @ 
| seat on that floor whose word would not be taken 
as truth by his constituents; yet it would seem 
that some gentlemen wished their word to be in- 
dorsed by the publication of a document from a 
Government officer! i ee 

Mr. B. said he would vote against the printing 
of an extra number of these documents, which 
| had been once printed by order of the House, 
simply because the only possible good that could 
or would be obtained by the printing of an‘eira 
number of them would be a useless and extrava- 
gant expenditure of the public money, which 
could in nowise benefit any person save the Pub- 
‘| lie Printer. To him it would be a fat job, and 
| then it would be charged by the Opposition as 
‘| another item of wasteful and extravagant appro- 
i; priation of the public money on the part of the 
| Administration. In reference to the oft-repeated 
charge of corruption on the part of the Adminis- 
tration, why, Lask, do not gentlemen thus vaguely 
charging, bring forward specific charges with a 


‘| view to have those who may be found guilty pun~ 
‘lished and removed from office by impeachment 
or otherwise? ‘Until this shall be done, the cry 
| of corruption here or elsewhere will fall dead upon 

the public ear, As to the ‘picking and stealing” 
| from the public Treasury, charged by the gentle- 
| man from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] Mr.. B. said he 
i somewhat suspected, from recent developments, 
! that before all was over, it would become matter 
of dispute whether the Whigsor Conservatives had 
“picked” or stolen most from the public Treas- 
ury. They seem to be the great whales in this 


| 


'| 
i] 
| 


as has been charged by the gentleman 
‘from Virginia, {Mr.Wise.] That there hasbeen 
public defaulters under the present and former Ad- 
' ministrations, was not to be denied; and the hke 
i| may be expected so long as there shall ‘be public 
ii money collected and disbursed, whether through 
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the agency of banks, or other Government agents. 
Butif weare to judge of the future. by recent 
passed indications of public sentiment in refer- 
ence to the numerous vague charges of ‘‘corrup- 
tion?’ in the Administration, made on this floor 
during the last two or three years, there is reason 
to believe that the whole affair will pass off as it 
did with the shepherd boy, of whom we have 
read in Dillworth’s fables, who is represented to 
have been in the habit of crying wolf, wolf, wolf, 
when there was no wolf, until every one who 
heard the cry of wolf, settled down in the belief 
that there was no wolf. 

Mr. BOND obtained the floor, and moved an 
adjournment; whereupon 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, December 29, 1838. 


Mr. BOND asked the House to proceed with 
the consideration of the unfinished business at the 
adjournment on yesterday, (the resolution to print 
certain documents.) 

Objection being made, Mr. B. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, on which motion, 

Mr. HARLAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 79, nays 65. 

So the rules were not suspended, not being two 
thirds. 

Mr. CHAMBERS made an earnest appeal to 
the House to proceed with the Private Calendar, 
first disposing of the Senate bills on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, hoped his col- 
league would except the bill to postpone the pay- 
ment of the fourth installment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested that when that 
bill came up it could be postponed to a day cer- 
tain. 

Mr. Crampers’s resolution was agreed to with- 
out a dissenting voice; and the bills from the 
Senate were taken up, read twice, and referred to 
their appropriate standing committees, 

The bill to postpone the payment of the fourth 
installment was, on motion of Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, postponed to and made the special order 
of the day for Tuesday week. 

Tho SPEAKER laid before the ETouse a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 7th July, in respect to the 
donations of the public lands and the quantity 
surveyed, the plans for dividing itin its proceeds, 
the improvements most eligible in its present sys- 
tem of sale, with other matters of a character 
somewhat similar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that these 
documents be laid on the table, and five thousand 
eXtra copies printed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON remarked that this was a 
very important subject, and he hoped the gentle- 
man would move that this report and his own 
resolution, together with, if he thought proper, 
the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Havnes,} be referred to a committee com- 
posed of one member from each State. 

Mr. JOEINSON, of Maryland, after a few cu- 
logistic remarks upon the character of the report 
and the importance of the statistical details ap- 
penad thereto, made the motion suggested by 

r. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. CASEY remarked that he believed this re- 
port related to the disposition of the public lands 
generally, and as such subjects had always here- 
tofore been referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, be now made the motion for that refer- 
ence. ‘To the printing he had no objection. 

Mr. MENEFEE opposed this motion on the 
gronni that it was a subject that belonged to the 

tates exclusively in their separate interests. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, said that he 
was opposed to sending the report and accom- 
panying documents to the Committee on Public 

ands, The subject-matter did not legitimately 
belong to that committee. It wasa subject of no 
ordinary legislation. It involved millions and 
hundreds of millions in its consequences, Ever 
State in the Union had a deep interest in it. The 
States were tenants in common in the publie do- 
main, and a question of such vast, such deep and 
general interest, ought to be referred to a special 
committee, in which the interest of each indiyid- 


ual State should be represented. -Vermont hasa 
| deep interest, with her-sister States, in the public 
domain. If any legislation is had toyching this 
great question, the members of the House ought 
on their return home to be able, not only to in- 
form their constituents of the -principles upon 
| which the decision of the House rested, but the 
facts that governed them in making this decision. 

This is not like the question just decided by 
the House, on motion to reconsider the vote of 
the House sending a bill from the Senate, and 
accompany documents, to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, for the purpose of committing to the 
Committee of Claims, the subject-matter of which 
confessedly belonged to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and so recognized by this House in send- 
ing it repeatedly, from session to session, to that 
committee. The subject-matter of this report no 
more belongs to the Committee on Public Lands 
than to any other standing committee of this 
! House. 

He did not well understand why the honorable 
gentleman from Ilinois should be so very soli- 
citous that it should go to the committee of which 
he is chairman. He did not impeach the justice 
| and integrity of that committee; but, sir, such are 
the infirmities of human nature that we cannot, 
at all times and on all occasions, divest ourselves 
of local feelings and local interest. The Commit- 
i tee on Public Lands consists of nine members, 
| three of whom belong to the thirteen confederated 
States, and but one to the northern and eastern 
l States. Is this a just and fair representation, 
| where so great and extensive interests are the sub- 
ject of consideration and disposal? The State of 
‘Illinois will be fully represented in a committee 
i of one from each State. This was the justice and 
equity of the case, and he hoped the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland would be sus- 
tained by the House. 

Mr. HIAYNES said it required no argument to 

rove the importance of this subject. The House 
had been sufficiently instrneted by its experience 
for the last few years. The importance of the 
question of distributing the publiclands being con- 
| ceded, it was obvious that a committee should be 
| instituted as broadly as the interests concerned in 
it, It was a subject which interested every State 
in the Union, and notwithstanding the inconveni- 
| ence arising from so large a committee as that 
roposed by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
ounson,] and apart from the alleged hostile or- 
| ganization of the Committee on Public Lands, he 
was decidedly in favor of the proposition of his 
| friend from Maryland. He entertained views 
somewhat peculiar as to the most proper mode 
| of distribution, if Congress should determine to 
distribute the publiclands, but would take a more 
suitable occasion toley his views before the House 
‘and the country. He hoped the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland would prevail, and that 
the subject would be sent to a select committee, 
| which would not be embarrassed by a multipli- 
city of business, as was known to be the case with 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 
| Mr. ROBERTSON advocated the reference to 
a general committee. 
| Mr. EWING complained of the injustice that 
| would be inflicted on the new States by a consider- 
ation of this subject, when they had scarcely a 
moiety of their proper representation on this floor; 
and he moved to lay the whole subject on the ta- 
ble: but the yeas and nays having been ordered, 
he withdrew the motion. 
| Mr. TILLINGHAST briefly sustained Mr. 
| Jounson’s motion; after which, 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, demanded the 
previous question, which prevailed. 

The main question was on Mr. Caszy’s motion 
to refer the report and documents to the Commit- 
tee on the public Lands, and thereon - 

Mr. CHILDS demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 51, nays 
130; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bell, Birdsall, Boon, Brodhead, Cambre- 
leng, Casey, Chapman, Cheatham, Crabb, Cushing, Dun- 
| ean, Dunn, Ewing, Fry, Gallup, Rice Garland, Goode, Wil- 
| iam Graham, Hamer, Harrison, Herod, Moward, Henry 

Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Kemble, Klingensmith, Lead- 
better, Lewis, Loomis, Lyon, Martin, May, Miller, Samuel 
| W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Murray, Petrikin, John H. Pren- 
tiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rariden, Ridgway, Shields, Shep- 
| lor, Snyder, Spencer, Stone, Swearingen, Turney, Web- 


ster, Christopher H. Williams, and Yell—51. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, Anderson sAth- 
erton, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Bond, Bor- 


den, Bouldin, Briggs, Bronson, Buchanan, William B. Cal- 
houn, John Calhoon, Carter, Chambers, Childs, Clark, 
Clowney, Coles, Corwin, Craig, Cranston, Crockett, Cur- 
tis, Cushman, Dawson, Davee, Davies, Deberry, Edwards, 
Elmore, Evans, Everett, Farrington, Richard Fletcher, 
Isaac Fletcher, Foster, James Garland, Giddings, James 


i Graham, Grantland, Grant, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Ha- 


ley, Halsted, Hammond, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, 
Haynes, Henry, Hoffman, Holt, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 


! Jackson, William C. Johnson, Keim, Kennedy, Legare, 


Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Maxwell, MeKay, Rob- 
ert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, McClure, McKennan, 
Menefee, Mercer, Mitchell, Montgomery, Noyes, Owens, 
Parker, Parris, Paynter, Peck, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, 
Pope, Potts, Pratt, Putnam, Randolph, Reed, Robertson, 
Robinson, Rumsey, Russctl, Saltonstall, Sheffer, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, 
Stanly, Stuart, Stratton, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, Toucey, Towns, 
Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Wagener, John White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wise, and Word—130. 

So the motion to refer to the Committee on the 
| Public Lands was decided in the negative; and it 
was referred to a committee to be composed of 
one member from each State, and five thousand 
extra copies ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
| communication from the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury ,in compliance with the provision of the 
i acts of Congress, containing a statement of such 
officers as have not rendered their accounts within 
| the year, or have balances unaccounted for, ad- 
| vanced one year prior to the 30th September, 1838. 
| 2. Statement of the accounts in his office which 
have remained unsettled, or on which balances, 
| appear to have been due more than three years 
| prior to 30th September, 1838. 

3. Anabstract of moncys advanced prior to the 
| 3d of March, 1809, on the books of the late ac- 
countant of the War Department, and which re- 
mained to be accounted for on the books of the 
Third Auditor. 

| Mr. WISE moved to print five thousand extra 
copies; which was agreed to. 

r. POPE, on leave, presented a joint resolu- 
| tion of the Legislature of Kentucky on the sub- 
ject of a western armory; which was referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. THOMAS asked leave to lay the follow- 
i ing amendment to the rules on the table, giving 
notice of his intention to call it up on Monday: 

Resolved, ‘That the rules of the House be amended by 
adding to the twentieth rule the words ‘and on the first 
and third Vriday of each month the calendar of private bills 
shall be called over, and the bills to the passage of which 
no objection shall be made, shall be first considered and 
disposed of—private bills from the Senate having a prefer- 
ence over private bills of the House.” 

Objection being made, Mr. T. moved to sus- 
pend the rules; but the House refused. 

The Private Calender was then proceeded in. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Colonel 
George Gibson was the first in order, being on 
its third reading. 

It was opposed by Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, 
who moved to strike out the enacting clause, 
(equivalent, that motion prevailing, to a rejection 
of the bill,) and demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to recommit the 


| bill to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. McCLURE moved to postpone it till this 
day three weeks; whereupon 

Mr. UNDERWOOD withdrew his motion, 
and Mr. McCrurr’s was agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
P. Harrison had been rejected on the 15th of 
June last, and on the following day a motion was 
made to reconsider that vote, and it was now 
postponed to the same day as the above. 

The bill for the relief of Josiah Strong and 
Samuel Remick was discussed at some length, 
and postponed to the same time. 

The bill for the relief of James Bailey was post- 
poned to the same day, 

The bill far the relief of Pamelia Brown was 
es for some time under the same motion; 
when 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHGATE, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 31, 1838. 


_ The PRESIDENT announced a communica- 
tion from the War Department, transmitting a 


report from the Chief Engineer, in answer toa 
resolution of the Senate of the 27th instant, on 
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the subject of the improvement of the harbor of 
St. Louis; which, on motion of Mr. LINN, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. NORVELL presented a memorial from the 
Brady Guards, a gallant volunteer corps of the 
city of Detroit, composed of intelligent and patri- 
otic young men, stating their services during the 
last winter in maintaining the supremacy of the 
laws and the neutrality of the country, and pray- 
ing for the passage of an act granting them pay 
for three months’ service on the occasion. | 

The memorial, with the documents which ac- 
company it, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. N. also presented a petition from William | 
Taff, of Michigan, praying for a pension; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. N. also presented two memorials from cit- 
izens of Michigan, praying for appropriations to 
improve the harbor of Brest, fnd the erection of 
a light-house at Stony Point, in that State; which | 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial of citizens of 
the Territory of Florida, interested in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Pensacola to Mont- 
gomery, Alabama, stating that they have imported 
railroad iron, which has been admitted free of 
duty on condition that it should be laid within 
three years, and not being able to place it on the | 
road in the limited period, they ask an extension i 
of time; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, HUBBARD presented the memorial of | 
John Prince, asking indemnity for the loss of a | 
vessel destroyed by an officer of the Government | 
during the last war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of alarge 
number of the citizens of Missouri, praying for || 
the erection of a custom-house at St. Louis, 
which shall also accommodate all the public ofii- 
cers at that place; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LUNN presented the petition of Charles S. 
Elempstead, one of the sureties of Thomas Hemp- 
stead, praying for relief; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT; from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill allowing 
equitable commissions to agents for persons in 
whose favor awards have been made under trea- 
ties with foreign Powers, which awards have 
been retained in the Treasury in payment of |; 
debts due to the United States, reported the same 1 
without amendment., 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill supplementary to the act | 
establishing branch mints of the United States, | 
reported the same without amendment, \ 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the f 
Public Lands, to wbich was referred the memo- : 
rial on the subject, reported a bill to revive an act 
authorizing certain soldiers in the late war to re- | 
linquish their lands, and locate other lands in 
lieu thereof, and for other purposes; which was | 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALKER, from the same committee, to | 
which the subject was referred, reported a bill to : 
relinquish to the State of Mississippi the two per 
cent. fund aceruing to said State upon her admis- 
sion to the Union; which was read and ordered | 
to a second reading. if 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which were referred the memorials of | 
William Coley, Wilfred Knott, Joseph Veazy, | 
and Isaac Hilton, made unfavorable reports sev- 


erally thereon. I 
Mr. WILLIAMS, from the same committee, | 
to which was referred the memorial of Jacob | 
Gideon, for arrears of pension, made an unfavor- 
able report thereon. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill to establish an i 
additional land office in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, gave notice 
that he would to-morrow ask lIpave to introduce 
a bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk and the legal | 
representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge. 


|! punishment of certain frauds committed on per- | 


| to the fundamental principles of the Constitution, 


| fore 


| rent to the officers 


> what of a pe 


i public prints, and given ita ca 


| of itas a satisfactory and trium 


had been alleged. 


Mr. FOSTER gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the 
act to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
grants and perfect titles to the lands therein | 
named, &c. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PIERCE, on leave, and in pursuance of | 
notice given, introduced a bill to provide for the | 
j 


sons claiming pensions, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- | 


ferred: | 
A bill to revive the act entitled “An act to) 


enable the claimants to land within the State of i 


Missouri and Territory of Arkansas to institute 
proceedings to try the validity of their claims,” 
passed May 26, 1824, and the act amending the 
same; and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Cochran. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


_ Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- | 
tions; which lie over: 


Resolved, That the financial policy established at the 
origin of this Government by the first acts of its legislation, 
and especially by the thirtieth section of the © Act to regu- 
late the collection of duties,” &c., approved by Presiaent 
Washington July 31, 1789, and by the fourth section of the 
«Act to establish the Treasury Department,” &c., approved 
by President Washington September 2, 1789, was in strict 
conformity to the plain and frugal genius of a Republic, and 


Resolved, That that policy has, by a long series of subse- 
quent acts, been departed trom, and ought to be restored in 
the future adininistration of the Government, And, there- 


Resolved, That the Government ought to collect no more 
taxes from the people, either directly or indirectly, than are 
absolutely necessary to an economical administration of its 
affairs. 

Resolved, That the taxes paid by the people ought not to 
be loaned out, by the Government, to individuals or to cor- 
porations. 

Resolved, 
to be placed | 
who are not made by the Constitution and the laws re- į 
sponsible to the people. 

Resolved, ‘That those legal provisions by which the Gov- į 
ernment was originally required, in the transaction of its | 
own affairs, to receive and to tender, in payment, as money, | 
nothing but that which is made a legal tender by the Con- Í 
stitution, ought to be revived; with those modifications 
only, as to time and proportion, suggested by the present 
condition of the country. 

Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following | 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing house 
tationed at the navy-yards at Philadel- į 
k. i 


That the taxes so paid by the people ought not 


phia and New Yor 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted a joint | 
resolution providing for the settlement and. quiet- 
ing of titles to land in Alabama and Mississippi, | 
derived under the permit or orders of survey 
given by the Spanish Government; which, afte 
a few explanatory remarks by Mr. C., was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. RIVES rose, and begged the indulgence 

of the Senate while he made a statement some- : 


self, but not altogether without reference to the 
pu 
report of the 
to the resoluti 
read, and therefore had not the opportunity of 
commenting on it; but he had since seen it in the 
veful perasal. EH 
had seen it moreover, accompanied by some re- 
marks made by a Senator on this floor,who spoke 
phant refutation of | 


‘all the charges made in the speech which pre- 


faced the introduction of the resolution to which | 
it was a reply. Now he rose to state that, not- | 


© withstanding this claim on the part of the Sena- | 
i tor from Connecticut, that t 
į factory refutation of 
made against the Secretary, 


he report was a satis- | 
all the charges that had been | 
he considered the re- 
port as a substantial admission of everything that 
{ndeed, if the documents to 
which it referred, should, when laid on their ta- 
bles, correspond with the description given of 
them, the conduct of the Secretary will be placed 


in a more reprehensible light than he had at frst |! 


by the Government in the custody of agents, jj 


i; the subject. 


from Alabama viewed them; 


rsonal character, with regard to bim- | 
| tain every allega 
blic interest. He was not in his seat when the : 
Secretary of the Treasury, inanswer |} 
an lately submitted by him, was || e 

‘i marks at this inappropriate moment, on the few 


supposedit to be. © His object now was, to state 
that when the documents should be laid on their 
tables, he would be prepared to show to the House 
and to the country, that taken together, thereport 
and accompanying documents were a substantial 
admission of the truth of everything he had: said. 

Mr. KING asked if the Senator. made*any 
proposition? : 

Mr. RIVES replied no. He had only'asked 
the courtesy of the Senate to enable him to’make- 


| 
| 
j this statement relative to the light in. which he 


viewed the report of the Seeretary, in consequence 
of the remarks made by an honorable Senator at 
the time the report was read, and to which:he had 
not then an opportunity of replying, which had’ 
| gone forth to the worl treating the report as a 
triumphant vindication. 
| Mr. KING observed that there certainly was 
agreat deal of courtesy in this body, but in this 
instance the Senator was taxing the courtesy of 
the Senate a little further than usual. The hon- 
orable Senator thought proper to preface the in- 
troduction of his resolutions by remarks highly 
condemnatory of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and, though he was surprised at it then, he was 
unwilling to offer any comments that might have 
a tendency to protract the debate, at a time so 
unsuitable, from the absence of all information on 
the subject. The honorable Senator now again 
repeats his censures, when the subject was not 
open for discussion. He had hoped that he would 
have waited till all the information was on their 
tables, and the subject properly before them: 
Then a fair occasion would be offered for any 
charges the Senator might think proper to make, 
and the discussion could be openly'carricd on. 
He regretted much to see the honorable Senator 
persevere in this course, which had a'tendency to 
prejudice the public mind in advance of the evi- 
dence. vad 
Mr. RIVES said he would venture to assert 
that the files were full of precedents for the course 
he had taken, though he had not searched for 
them. The examples were without number, in 
which a gentleman, on presenting a resolution for 
inquiry, gave a detailed statement of the views 
with which he offered it. He did not undertake 
to condemn the Secretary of the Treasury. His 
statements were hypothetical merely; and his vb- 
i ject was to obtain a more full explanation’ with 
regard to the connection between the Government 
and the bank; and this led him incidentally into 
ja discussion of some of the tòpics connected with 
| What did his friend from Alabama 
| now find fault with? He- was charged with séek- 
| 


ing to anticipate public opinion. Now, who set 
| the example? When the report was read; a mem- 
i ber of this body, [Mr. Nires,] who was known 


i 
| 

li to be an indiscriminate supporter of this Admin- 
| 
| 


istration, right or wrong, gets up and declares 
| that it was a triumphant refutation of every alle- 
gation that had been made. Now, when this was 
done on one side, might he not be permitted to 
deny it? He merely gave notice of the fact that 
ne considered these documents as substantially 
| admitting the truth of everything he had alleged 
| in his specch; and that he considered them totally 
| in a different light from that in which the Senator 
and also that if the 
i documents should turn out to be what they: pur- 
‘ ported, he should: hold himself prepared to sus- 
tion he had made. 

| Mr. NILES, after a few introductory remarks, 
| said that it seemed that the gentleman front Vir- 


ginia grounded the necessity of making his re- 


| observations he (Mr. N.) had made when the 
report was read, and had taken the opportunity 
of distinguishing him as an indiseriminate sup- 
sorter of the Administration, right or wrong. He 
would not apply the converse of this proposition 
to the Senator, and say of him that, while he pro- 
fesses to be a friend of the Administration, he 
was its indiscriminate opposer; he should leave 
all that to the public. The Senator knew that on 
one occasion, at least, he was not the indiserim- 
inate supporter of the Administration; but that 
he had followed the lead of the Senator himself! 
in a measure known not to be acceptable to the 
President. He did not consider his eonduct om 
this occasion as forming a point for a departure 


| or an abandonment of the principles be had pro+ 


fessed and acted on. The Senator scemed ‘to 
ity of entering 


ground bis remarks on the neccss) 
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his protest against the few observations he had 
made, as he happened not to be in his place at 
the time. He regretted that such was the case; 
it was the Senator’s duty to be in his place at the 
time, as- he moved the resolution, and made the | 
charge contained in his speech. When this re- | 
port came in, he (Mr. N.) moved the printing of | 
an extra number of copies, as well on the ground 
that it was but an act of justice due to the officer 
implicated, to the Senate, and to the country, that 
these documents should be sent out as an answer, 
not only to the Senator’s resolution, but to his 
speech. The Senator says that in the light in | 
which he views this document, it forms no justi- 
fication for the acts of the Secretary. Now, if 
this was true, he ought not to object to the circu- 
lation and distribution of these documents. But, 
from the Senator’s remarks, he was inclined to 
think that he was not much disposed to exculpate 
the Secretary. 

Mr. N. said he could not conceive what the | 
honorable. Senator had to complain of, or what 
had called for his extraordinary course of pro- 
ceeding. The document went to the public, ac- | 
companied by his remarks, which were in reply | 
to those made by the Senator when he introduced 
his resolution. Still they were not in the same 
character with the remarks made by the Senator; 
they were not made in advance of the evidence, 
like those of the Senator. The Senator asked 
who it was that set the example? Why it was 
the Senator himself, who prefaced a mere resolu- 


i| while there was also a bank deposit of $18,060 | 


‘| My. Y.) the effect that it has upon the credit and 
character of a man to publish him as a defaulter |! 
to the Government, and the great injustice that i| i J 
|; Seminate among the people information valuable 
|| prepared a statement in obedience to the resolu- | 


tion of inquiry with remarks highly condemna- 
tory of a public officer. Now, if his remarks 
were not sustained by the documents, and it was 
not for him to say wli 
his course of proceeding was not to be compared 
with that of the honorable Senator. The gentle- 
man instituted a certain course of inquiries, and 
without waiting to get the facts he sought for, 
according to all the established rules of parlia- 
mentary proceeding, and all the principles of jus- 
tice, he accompanies that inquiry with a speech 
occupying two hours of the time of the Sunate, 
the whole of which were imputations of the truth 
of the facts yet to be ascertained. Ifheunderstood 
the sum and substance of it, it wont to charge | 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had revived 
and restored the deposit system, by a connection | 
with the Bank of the United States and others, 
without any legal regulations, for the purpose of | 
being relieved from all legal restraints in the use | 
of the banks; and that all the professions on the 
part of the Administration of hostility to a con- 
nection with banks were hypothetical and decep- 
tive, that there was no disposition on the part of 
the Secretary to get along without the aid of | 
banks. ‘That was the gist of the whole speech. | 
Now, if the report sustained all this, his [Mr. 
R.’s] specch would go before the world trium- 
phanuy. Butthe public would look at the whole | 
matter with regard to the facts, and not with re- 
gard to the coloring given to them by the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. YOUNG offered the following resolution, 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required 
to report to the Senate detailed statements of the aecounts 
of such of the cohectors, receivers, aud disbursing agents | 
of the United States as have been reported detaalters to | 
either House of Congress during the late session, together 
with all defalcations which have since oceurred (with the 
exception of the case of Samuel Swartwout, late collector 
of the port of New York) inchuding in each ease all suspend- 
ed aud rejected items of credit connected with any such 
account; and which, if passed to the credit ofany such de- | 


ether they were or not, yet | 


fuulter,would cover or extinguish in the whole or in part, the | 
amount of the deficits, which are re 
the books of the Department, agai 
suitable explanations in each ease 
of credit have been sus 
Sught not-to be allowed 
said report to include 
of credit as are remaining in th 
present period, 


t such defaulters; with i 
showing why such items 

pended or rejected, and why 
as credits to such defaulter 


ithe; 


e said Department up to the ! 


Mr. Y. observed that this resolution was the 
same in substance as the one submitted by him at 
the Jast session, and which had not yet been an- 
swered by the Secretary. He now submitted it 
again for the purpose of recalling the subject to 
the Secretary’s attention. That great injustice 
had been done to many individuals, and to some 
particularly in his own State, by reporting them 
as defaulters when they were entitled to credits, 
he had before had occasion to state. It might be 
that vouchers were produced by those persons 
who had been reported as defaulters, which, not 


| 
i information on this subject. 
ported as standing on | 


all such suspended or rejected items jit 
i| ing these books; each of you must pay your 


being. deemed formal by. the Department, were 
not placed to their credit, and consequently they 
appeared simply as defaulters in the documents, 
without there being any reference to the credits 
which they claimed. Great injustice was thus 
done to these individuals, by not stating the fact j| 
that there were items of eredit claimed by them | 
which were not allowed. He could point out men i 
of property, and of the highest standing in his |; 
| State, who thus appeared as defaulters, while they 
| owed little or nothing to the Government. He 
knew an instance in which a person, since dead, | 
had been reported as a defaulter for $75,000, and | 
he knew that there was a receipt in the Treasury | 
for $25,000 of this money, which on account of 
| some informality, was not passed to his credit, 
not eredited for the same reasons. There were 
other payments, also, in this case, which brought 
the credits nearly up to $50,000, whilst the default 
| appeared in the documents to be $75,000. 


I 
i 
i 


the charges against them,a great many who now 
seemed to be defaulters, would not appear in the 
reports as defaulters at all. We all know (said 


was done thereby. Perhaps the Secretary had 


tion of the last session. If this was the case, the | 
present resolution, which was drawn up precisely : 
as the one of the last session, would serve to call | 
his attention to it, and to include defaulters who | 
had subsequently become so. | 

Mr. HUBBARD observed that the Senator was | 
mistaken in supposing that the Secretary had not | 
responded to the call on the subject at the last | 
session. There was a statement, and a very full ; 
one, embracing every particular called for by the 
Senator, sent in at the last session, and it must | 
have escaped the Senator’s notice. He had no 
objection, however, to the present resolution, as 
it would produce a statement with regard to sub- | 
sequent defaults. i 

Mr. YOUNG apprehended that the Senator was | 
mistaken. The statement to which he had refer- | 
ence was made in answer to ‘another call, and | 
did not contain the information that he | 
larly wanted. 


particu- | 
i SALT DUTY. 
Mr. MORRIS moved to rescind the order made `: 


on Friday last for printing certain documents in 
relation to the salt duty. 

Mr. M. said he would state his reasons briefly 
for offering the resolution to rescind. He object- 
ed to the order to print, because it was an order 
to print a document of the British Parliament. | 
He did not know what effect might be produced 
by the dissemination of this book—it might be 


for us to print the official documents of this | 
Government. Ifthe work was of such vast util- | 
ity, of such general interest, there were many | 
booksellers in this country who would be glad of ! 
an opportunity to publish it. He greatly pre- | 
ferred to leave this matter to private enterprise. | 


| printed for the use of the Senate, not one fourth | 
| of the members will open the leaves of it. He | 
was opposed to the duty on salt—every man was | 
| opposed to it. He thought there was no need of | 
But suppose we 
print thirty thousand copies of this document: 
| they become, ipso facto, our property; we can do 
| what we please with them. Suppose, when we | 
| go home, each of us would tell our people, we | 
tax you thirty thousand dollars to pay for print- 


/ quota; and when printed, we take them to our- 
selves, and give them to whom we please. The | 
| question resolves itself into this: shall the people 
—the whole people—be taxed toenable us to dis- 
tribute books among our friends and acquaint- 
ances. He thought the printing was a useless | 
waste of the public money, and hoped the Clerk 
would be directed not to proceed with it until 
further ordered by the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON observed that this motion to 
print the papers relative to the salt duties, was an 
unfortunate one. It was made a few years ago 


> 


| Now he knew that if the credits claimed by j 
:| these persons were reported at the same time with | 2 fri 
|| of foreign politics. 


| He ventured the opinion that if this book was `| 


that floor. It was carried; but the next day the 
order was rescinded, as it was proposed to do 
now. He did not then think it strange, because 
the high-tariff party had the ascendency. The 
Senator from Rhode Island, who was then in hig 
place, [Mr. Ronains,] was the member who made 
the motion to rescind. When he introduced this 
motion a few days ago, he very distinctly stated 
his object, and called the particular attention of 
the Senate to it; and so far he had engaged the 
attention of the members of the body, that all 
voted with a full knowledge of what the document 
was. The Senator from Ohio was not present 
when the motion was made, but he availed him- 
self of the first opportunity to show his objections 
toit. His objections were, first, because the paper 
to be printed was a foreign paper. Now the very 
first thing that this Government ever ordered to 
| be printed was a parcel of foreign papers, relative 
to the fisheries of England, France, and Holland; 
and he believed that from that time to this foreign 
papers had been printed as often as asked for. 
The Senator from Ohio feared the introduction 
Now there certainly was no 
; politics, either foreign or domestic; so that objec- 
tion had no force. ‘The Senator also objected to 
the printing of books. Now this happened to be 
no book atall. Jt was a document that he had 
two objects in wishing to print. One was to dis- 


to them; and the other was that it might be used 
on that foor in support of a bill to abolish the 
salt tax. These papers were deemed so valuable 
by the British Parliament, that they ordered them 
to be printed; and the effect of this publication 
was, that the salt tax, which had stood for one 
hundred and fifty years, fell, though the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer stated in his place that the 
Treasury could not do without the one and a half 
millions which the salt tax produced. Such wag 
the effect of spreading before the country the val- 
| uable information contained in these papers, that 
| the universal consent was that the salt tax must 
go on something else, and the tax on that indis- 
pensable article was left without a defender, The 
| information collected on this subject, gathered 
from a vast number of individuals, commencing 
with men of the greatest eminence, and going 
down to the humbie individual who with his own 
| hands tended his cow or his sheep, exhibited a 
perfect union between the results of science and 
experience, and conclusively demonstrating that 
the country suffered many ten times over by the 
tax beyond the amount produced by it to the 
Government. So much with respect to the pub- 
lication of the papers and the existence of the 
tax, 

With respect to the effect on agriculture and all 
its interests, (including the greatest of its interests, 
that of stock raising,) the repeal of this tax had 
| done more to improve and increase the stock in 


e k—it i| England than anything that had ever been done 
a political one—but he thought it quite enough /| 


for that great branch of national wealth. Every- 
body knew that the stock of England was in the 
highest state of perfection, and that we were daily 
importing the finest specimens of it. It wasin 
vain (Mr. B. said) for us to import these fine 
Specimens without also importing along with it 
the knowledge necessary to sustain it. One sin- 
gle fact shown in these documents will give an 
idea of their importance. For instance, it was 
shown that there were thirty millions of sheep in 
the kingdom, and that to each sheep was given 
a half bushel of salt, making fifteen million bush- 
els given to the sheep—given for the purpose 
| of improving its health, its flesh, and its wool, 
and as a security and defense against the many 
diseases to which the animal was liable. The 
same document (continued Mr. B.) went on to 
show the quantity of salt given to all other kinds 
of stock, both milk cattle and working cattle, as 
well as those fattening for the market, together 
with the quantity used in-preserving, improving, 
and restoring the various kinds of food with which 
stock is sustained, all of which was ascertained 
by actual experiment, In short, take the whole 
paper, and it would be found to he one of the 
; most valuable from the amount of intellect, com- 
bining „Science with experiment, that was com- 
prised in it. It was also a perfect specimen of 
the manner of conducting accurate investigations 
bya committee of a legislative body. ‘The effect 
of publishing these papers in England, as he said 


I 
| 
| 


when the high tariff party was predominant on 


before, was to abolish the salt tax there. It would 
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do the same thing here. 
improve the stock of that country to the highest 
degree. The samc result would be felt here. 
Now ag to the effect of a salt tax, who was so 
ignorant as to judge of the effect of such a tax by 
the mere amount levied? Ele who would so judge 
knew nothing of political economy. The effect 
was that the most valuable sun-made salt, which 
cost only four cents a bushel, and brought into 
the port of New Orleans as ballast, was taxed 
double as much as it cost, nearly two hundred 


per cent. tax. What further? Because the duty 


must be paid in cash or secured by bonds given 
by American citizens as security, the importer 


has to throw the salt into the hands of the regra- |: 
ters or monopolizers, who charge the consumer k 
their own price. The whole business was thrown | 
into the hands of these regraters, who advanced | 
the money to pay the duty, and who put the salt |. 


which originally cost four cents a bushel up to 
fifty cents. What was the second effect? 


From estimates made some years ago, itappeared 


that the importations were ten million bushels, į 


while there are twenty million sheep in the coun- 
try; so that if our sheep received the same sup- 
ply that was given to the English sheep, there 
would not be one bushel for the use of man. It 
was known that our manufacturers of salt would 
suffer several of their wells to lie idle, that they 
might make a little, and keep up the price to three 
and four times as much as it ought to be. The 
effect of this monopoly had been such in Missouri, 
that he had known salt to be three dollars for the 
fifty pounds weight. At Louisville, as he came 
along, the price was $1 50 for fifty pounds weight, 


and take notice (said Mr. B.) thatthatfifty pounds | 


can be put in the compass of a bushel, while the 


bushel of foreign sun-made salt is eighty-four | 


pounds. 


Mr. B. then drew a comparison between the | 
pure salt, made by solar evaporation, and that 
taken from the salt springs, and evaporated by | 
fire: the first pure and wholesome, the latter con- | 
taining vutrescent, bitter, and poisonous quali- | 


ities, which the results of theexperiments made by 


the ablest chemists had shown could be removed ; 


from the salt by no other means yet discovered 
than by solar evaporation. The English, he 
contended, had ascertained, by their experiments, 
that neither beef, bacon, nor butter, could be pre- 


served by salt such as that made at our manufac- |} 


tories. So much for the effect of this publication 
in England. 

Now as to the cost of the printing. It was 
well known that the expense of printing a docu- 
ment was caused altogether by the first copies that 
were printed. The additional copies were noth- 
ing more than the mere cost of the paper and lamp- 


black. He had understood that the publication |; 


of this document would not cost more than sixty 
cents a volume; and this expense he thought tri- 
fling, commensurate with the immense value of 
the information that would be conveyed to the 
country. 

The Senator from Ohio said that if this was a 
valuable work the people would get it through the 
means of private enterprise; and almost in the 
same breath acknowledged that he had never 
heard of it before. Now, how were the people 


of the United States to get this volume, when © 


there was but one copy in the country, and that 
wasin the library of Congress? The only way 
for them to get it was for it to be printed and cir- 
culated by order of one of the Houses of Con- 
gress, 

One of the objects which induced him to move 
the printing of these documents was, that they 
might be used in support of the bill for the abo- 


lition of the salt tax. Now, (said Mr. B.,) refuse i 


to print them, and there was no estimating the 
cost that would be incurred by the speeches that 
would be made against abolishing that duty. But 
(said Mr. B.)printthem, and they will throw such 
a light on the subject, that no man will venture to 
open his mouth in support of this odious tax. 

After some further remarks from Mr. B., 

Mr. KNIGHT made a few observations in 
support of the motion, but in too low a tone to be 
heard. 

Mr. BENTON, in reply, said that it was not 
the amount of the tax, but the tax itself, which 


puts the article in the hands of the regrater. The 1 


bounties and allowances to the fisheries, in cor- 


ft, 
was to stint the country of its needful supplies. | 


i that there was not, at this moment, so unjustifi- 
i able a tax in Europe or Asia as this salt tax. 


Mr. MORRIS said that the honorable Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Bexrox] had not convinced 
him either of the necessity or propriety of printing 
this document. It is very apparent that the Sen- 
ator isalready possessed of all the information 
necessary to show the propriety of repealing the 
duty on salt; and why not bring in a bill to repeal 
itatonce? He was prepared at once to repeal 
the duty on salt; and not on salt alone, but on 
coal, on breadstuffs, on sugar, and on coarse 
woolens: to take the burden of supporting your 
Government off of the necessaries, and to impose 
it upon the luxuries of life. We make a parade 
of relieving our constituents from the duty on salt, 
and at the same time impose on thema duty to 


a vast number was circulated to enlighten the 
people of this country on theabuses of one of the 
i Departments of this Government: he meant the 
report of the Committee on the Post Office. In 
i one section of the country the leaves of this doc- 
i; ument were used for wadding for the cannon em- 
ployed in celebrating a Democratic victory. In 
his neighborhood they were used in wrapping up 
tea, coffee, sugar, and other groceries. This was 
|: the proper mode, they said, to circulate such a 
document. 

We make many professions of economy, and 
talk much about the necessity of retrenchment! 
Why, sir, when I look around me, and see the 
gorgeous drapery over your head, the extravagant 
|: covering on your floor, the immense expenditure 

on the area inclosed by your iron railing, I ask 
_ myself who pays for allthis? Why, sir, the peo- 
ple. We are here, sir, in the service of the peo- 
ple; and to convince them that we are doing some- 
thing for them, every now and then we send them 
a document which is printed at theirown expense. 


tutionality of protecting duties, and one who 
' thinks that the expenses of the Government should 

be raised from luxuries; and I ask the Senator to 
i bring in his bill for the repeal of the salt duty, 
‘and it shall have my support. Is he afraid of 
what is termed the compromise act? I acknowl- 
edge the power of no law to restrict our acting for 
li what we deem the public weal. Are the rights of 
“the people compromised? Are my rights com- 
i promised? No, sir; I come here a free and inde- 


| can carry a majority with me, that I may deem 
; necessary for the public good. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, observed that as he 
"was called on to vote upon this question he should 
ii vote. He confessed he had heard with some sur- 
‘he had recollected the manner in which the reso- 
i lution was introduced, and especially the manner 


attention of the Senate to it, and stated the ob- 
| jects he had in view. The Senator from Ohio, it 
was true, was not in the Senate at the time, and 
therefore did not hear the remarks which accom- 
pan 
posed to have all the light on the subject that 
i could be obtained, the more so as he resided in a 
‘part of the country where the oppressions of the 
salt tax were felt in a higher degree than any 
‘other. He had long been of the opinion that it 
| was just as reasonable to tax the light of heaven, 
lasto tax salt; and being in favor of an entire 
| repeal of the duty, as he ever had been, he was 
| anxious to disseminate as widely as possible such 


| 
i 
i 
| 
4 
| 
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information as would bring abouta 
| timent throughout the country im favor of that 
| measure. With regard to the question as to the 
i! power of the Senate to order the printing of doc- 
uments necessary to elucidate the subjects on 
was too clear 


| which they were about to legislate, 


print foreign books. He referred to another doc- | 
ument that was printed a few years ago, of which | 


: Sir, I am one who does not believe in the consti- | 


‘pendent Senator, prepared to pass any law, if I| 


! give briefly the reasons which would govern his | 


prise the remarks of the Senator from Ohio, as | 


‘in which the Senator from Missouri called the į 


ied the motion. For his part, he was dis- | 


universal sen- Í 


to say that they had. the right to print books for 
the individual use of the members. Indeed he 
had never given a vote for printing any such 
books; but here the case was different. - It was’ 
proposed to print a document calculated to throw 
light on a very important subject, and necessary 
not only for their own information, when legis- 
lating with regard to it, but highly necessary for: 
the information of the people at large. Then as 
to the question of expediency. He apprehended 
| that the people did want light on the subject of 
this salt tax. He apprehended that but few of 
| his intelligent constituents were aware of the ex- 
tent to which they were oppressed by the tax 
they were paying for the use of this indispensable 
article of subsistence, or of the extent to which 
the monopoly of it was carried. In the first place, 
the works-from whence the domestic salt came, 
with which his part of the country was supplied, 
were monopolized—were in the hands of a single 
man, who worked but one of his many wells, in 
order to keep up the price. This was not.un- 
usual; for he had heard of instances where the 
proprietors of these wells were paid by the salt 
speculators to keep their wells idle to prevent a 
sufficient quantity from being made to bring down: 
the price. : 

Mr. BENTON said that it had been proved in 
a document laid before the Senate, that salt made 
at Holstein was sold as cheap below the Muscle 
Shoals, after all the expense of transportation, as 
at the place where it was made. i 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama.. Yes, sir; and it is 
the custom to sell on higher terms at the manu= 
factory than at a distance, where their salt meets 
the foreign salt. Then at what rate do we buy 
our salt? Ordinarily at $1 50 fora bushel of fifty 
pounds weight. And what was the cost of manu- 
| facturing the article? We have it from the highest 
authority—one of the individuals who manufac- 
tures salt—that it can be manufactured at a cost 
not exceeding twelve cents per bushel, Then 
what was the cdst of transporting itto Holstein? 
Why, comparatively nothing. 

Mr. C. then made an estimate of the quantity 
|! consumed in his section of the country, and the 
amount of the tax, which, in one single county, 
was more than the cost of printing these docu- 
ments? Should he then hesitate about incurring 
this small expense—small in comparison with the 
enormous amount. of the tax~-when the ‘object 
was to disseminate.such information as'would aid 
in the removal. of it. “For one; he should vote 
against rescinding the resolution. we Biter 

One of the individuals whose evidence was laid 
before the Senate, some years ago, said that the 
average cost of production of the article was not 
more than six and a quarter cents per bushel; and 
yet we are to be taxed this enormous amount for 
the benefit of speculators and monopolizers, who 
always take advantage of the existing state’of 
things, and in some parts of the country have ex- 
torted as much as three and four dollars a bushel. 
Indeed, he had heard of one instance when eight 
dollars per bushel was extorted, it being at that 
! particular season of the year when the people 
were putting up their year's provisions. Mr. C.5 
after speaking of the combinations between the 
proprietors of the wells and those who sell the 
salt, asked what sort of protection was needed by 
the manufacturers? Were they not sufficiently 
protected by the cost of transportation from the 
sea-board across the mountains? It would bea 
day of gratulation to the whole country when this 
i odious tax should be abolished, and he was so 
anxious to see it done that he would not hesitate 
at the trifling cost of printing the papers which 
he thought would aid in accomplishing that de- 
sirable object. The cost of the whole publication 
would not amount to the cost of the salt tax in 
| one single county in his State. 
| Mr. PRESTON said that the argument of the 
! Senator from Alabama [Mr. Cray] amounted to 
| this: the salt tax is a bad one; and, therefore; Mrs 

Blair must have a job of eighteen or twenty thou- 
i sand-dollars. Now, sir, lam as much opposed 
$ to this tax as the honorable Senator is; and when 
|| the proper moment arrives, I will show its but I 
|| cannot see the necessity of throwing this job into 
|i the hands of the Government printer. “Whatis 
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to puthim beyond the reach of contingencies? | 
He knew, from personal experience, how apt we 
are, when giving the public printer a job, to im- 
agine a necessity for doing so. He himself had to 
place a cheek of principle on his tendencies in this 
matter. lf we undertake to enlighten the public 
mind, the true way would be to enlighten the peo- 
le on all subjects of free trade. He knew 
how easy it was to be economical in the abstracts’! 
to make professions of retrenchment of expendi- |! 
ture in the general; but when it came to particu- 
lars, when it encroached upon some darling inter- 
est of our own, how easy it was melted. It would 
give way at once to a two per cent.; it would 
give way toa question of printing. With the 
strong feeling he had to protect the Government 
from extravagance, he felt bound to oppose the | 
printing, and would vote in favor of rescindin 
the order, 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that he really was | 
not aware when he spoke that he was expressing | 
sentiments calculated to excite the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Preston] to a degree of 
warmth so unusual, and to a course of remarks 


H other document. 
i of the publication, but from what had been:stated 


| tary of the Treasury has told us there is a neces- | 


ii some gentleman present when the motion was 


that the tax had been reduced; but it was his | 
object, as it should be that of the people of this 
country, to abolish it entirely. ; 

Mr. C., after some further remarks, said that i 
the only question with him was whether this in- 
formation was necessary for the legislation of the 
Senate and for the interests of the people. If! 
such was the fact, he would always give it to the 
public, whether it was contained in this or in any 
He was not aware of the cost ; 


in the course of the debate, it would be very in- 
considerable in comparison with the amount of 
the salt tax paid in one of the counties of Ala- 
bama. 

the order to print this document was adopted, | 
and therefore did not hear the remarks of the Sen- 
ator upon the occasion of introducing it. He 
now understood the printing was to be followed 
by a bill for the repeal of the duty on salt. As 
ja preliminary, it is necessary to inquire, ought 
the salt duty to be now repealed? He thought 
there was not a Senator within the sound of his 
voice who would say it should be. The Secre- 


sity for the most rigid economy, and he told us 
truly; for, with all our resources, it would be 
difficult work to get through the next three years. 
If the duty on salt was not to be repealed at 
present, but to come up in the general question 
in 1842, where was the necessity of printing this 
document so far in advance, when it would belost 
and forgotten before the subject came up for con- | 
sideration? The duty on salt was going off grad- | 
ually, and as rapidly as the duty on other arti- | 
cles; and every person conversant with the subject | 
knows that duties should be taken off, as well ag 
laid on, gradually, This was necessary on ac- 
| count of our mercantile and manufacturing estab- 

lishments. Mr. £. regretted that the motion to 
rescind had been offered. He would prefer that 


į adopted should move a reconsideration, and that | 
the subject might be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, that they might report on it with ref- 
crence to a general system. He was utterly op- 
posed to taking up such great questions one by j 
one—piecemeal. He thought they should be 
taken up and acted on as one entire system. He 
felt that they were all questions of the highest 
magnitude to the whole Union: but especially to | 
the southern section of it. THe wasaverse to any 
course of policy by which the South would Jose 
the advantages received by the compromise. He | 


i 


jects, provided there were any of sufficient im- i! 
portance, How long was it since the Senator’ 
from South Carolina entertained these ideas with : 
regard to economy in printing? If he was not | 
much mistaken, the Senator was here when the |! 
celebrated and voluminous Post Office document i 
was printed. Did not the gentleman vote for that |! 
printing, which cost three or four times as much l 
as the printing of the documents now in question | 
would cost? By what process of reasoning did 
he come to the conclusion that that voluminous i! 
report, never read by one man in a thousand, ij 
could be printed with a view to economy, while || 
it would be extravagance to print this? “He was | 
willing to have his views as to economy tested || 
by his votes here, and he should not fear the judg- | 
ment of the country, or a comparison with the | 
Senator from South C 
time came for testing his principles on this sub- ; 
ject, he would not hesitate to aetas he had always |! 
professed that he would, and he trusted that he || 
should have the coöperation of the Senator from | 
South Carolina, in accordance with the pledges i 
just given by him. Fiat 
The gentleman asked whether the tax of six ij 
cents a bushel had imposed on the people of Ala- | 
bama the enormous extortion of eight dolars per || 
bushel for salt? Sir, | had reference to what took i 
place many years ago, when I spoke of as high 
a price as eight dollars a bushei—twenty years 


i 


| 


arolina, When the proper || 


i 
H 
if 
H 


! reason. 


was of opinion that some general and permanent | 
system should be adopted, but that the present 
was too carly to move in the matter. He thought 


that the Administration, or its friends in that p 


body at the next session, should take the lead in | 
this matter; if they did not, he himself would be 
prepared with a proposition on the subject, but 
he would cheerfully lend his assistance to any 
proposition which he should deem right, or 
nearly right. ] 

He hoped that the Senator near him [Mr. Mon- | 
ris] would adopt his suggestion, and that some | 
Senator who was present at the adoption of the 
order would movea reconsideration that the whole 
subject should be sent to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. DAVIS observed that he should vote for 
the motion to rescind, and for a very obvious i 
He had no objection to gentlemen hav- | 
light, but he was not for purchasing it at so | 
ra rate. He understood the mover of this 


ing 
dear 


preposition to state that the printing of these doc- || 


uments would cost eighteen or twenty thousand | 
dollars. ‘That was a large sum of money to ap- 
propriate to such an object. lt ought to be very 
valuable to cost so much money. He was not 
present when the Senator from Missouri brought 
forward his proposition, and, therefore, had not 
the satisfaction of hearing him the other day. It 

was not until the Senator from South Carolina | 
addressed the Senate that he knew what was the 

immediate object in view. He understood now | 


Mr. CALHOUN said he was not present when || 


| Salt as that of an in 


intention of following up the publication of the 
documents with a bill to repeal the duty on salt, 
and the fishing bounties dependent uponit. Now, 
when the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Car- 
noun] said that this involves considerations of 
profound interest to the country, he was entirely 
right. These fishing bounties were coeval with 
the existence of the Government, and were founded 
on the soundest principles of national policy, and 
when the occasion served he would be found ready 
to vindicate them. When the question of repeal- 
ing the duty on salt came up, he for one was ready 
to meet it openly; and whenever that matter 
should be deliberately examined into and the facts 
comprehended, the result would be entirely dif- 
ferent from what had been anticipated in to-day’s 
description. What led them to believe? why that 
the high price of salt in the western country was 
owing to the duty, though it was purchased 
abroad at a nominal price. This low price was 
true with regard to some inferior kinds of salt 
only. The Senator from Alabama spoke of the 
price of salt being $1 50 in his country, and of 
the numerous oppressions practiced there in fore- 
stalling the article. Now were they to understand 
that the duty was the cause of ali this? Mr. D. 
then went into an argument to show that the duty 
was not the cause of the high prices. He under- 
stood the Senator from Alabama to say that no 
foreign salt reached his country. How then could 
the duty cause the high prices? 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that where the 
steamboat navigation extended, foreign salt was 
carried. It was brought to the foot of the Muscle 
Shoals in considerable quantities; but it was not 
much carried beyond that. He did not ascribe 
the high prices to the amount of the duty, He 
j Spoke of the duty as being a principal cause of 
| enabling individuals to monopolize the domestic 
article, 

Mr. DAVIS said he was happy to hear that 
the Senator from Alabama did not attribute the 
high prices to the duty. He thought, if the can- 
dor of the gentleman had suffered him to goa 
little further, he would have stated that the duty 
had nothing at all to do with these prices. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that surely the 
Senator must misunderstand him. He did not 
say that the duty caused the high prices, but that 
the duty, operating with other causes, had pro- 
duced the effects he spoke of. 

After some further remarks from Mr. DAVIS, 
| contending that the duty had nothing to do with 
the high prices of salt in the western country, 

Mr. BENTON said that some observations 
which had fallen from the Senators from South 
Carolina and Massachusetts would require a brief 
answer on his part, First, as to the condition of 
the Treasury, and how far it could dispense with 
this tax. That was a matter of indifference. Sup- 
posing the importation to be about five million 
bushels, the tax, at six cents, would produce 
| Something like three hundred thousand dollars, 
| Now, he did not exactly know what the fishing 
bounties were, but when he looked at them last 
they were something like half a million, and then 
increasing, Now, as these fishing bounties and the 
tax must stand or fail together, there would be no 
great difference to the Treasury in the repeal. As 
to the effect of suddenly taking off a duty of six 
cents a bushel, why that was done a few years 
ago without any inconvenience being felt. The 
| gentleman said there was no difference ag to the 
price in consequence of the diminution of duty 
that had already taken place. That was very 
true. There would be no difference as to the 
price whether the tax was one cent or six cents. 
To bring the price down, the article must be kept 
out of the hands of the regraters, and this coutd 
not be done so long as there was a duty of one 
cent. With respect to the effect of taking off the 
tax by a single operation, that had been tried in 
England when the price had risen to sixpence 
sterling. One half was struck off at six months, 
and the other half at the end of six months there- 
after, and the effect had been most beneficial. The 
Senator from Massachusetts spoke of the cheap 
ferior quality. Now, exactly 
the contrary was the fact. It was the pure sun- 
made salt, brought from the Mediterranean, that 
was so cheap, and that which came from England 
was the poisonous, bitter stuff that they found not 
good enough for home consumption, and so ex- 
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ported it. All this could be learned from these 
documents if they ever saw the light. We had 
a salt tax of about twenty cents a bushel in 
1797-98, when we had a Federal Administration, 
a standing army, and the alien and sedition law; 
but when Mr. Jefferson came into office, he rec- 
ommended that the salt tax should be ‘‘ sup- 
pressed,” using the term that is applied to vice. 
Mr. B. then read the law repealing that tax, which 
he said he should make the model of the bill he | 
was about to introduce. 

When this tax was put on again, it was put on 
ás a war tax, and he well remembered the saying 
of the venerable Nathaniel Macon, which was 
characteristic of the man, that though it went on 
as a war tax, it would be hard to get it off as a 
peace tax. Mr. B- said he proposed to offer for 
the consideration of the Senate a bill which would 
be a copy of the one just read; and here (he said) 
we can put one finger on the hinge on which the 
whole question turns. It was the fishing bounties 
on which the salt duty rested, and which had 
kept it in existence to this day. He now gave 
notice to the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Davis,] that he would bring up this question, and 
then enable the gentleman to maintain the posi- 
tion he had taken by him this day, and he might 
prepare himself for an answer. Before a man 
can get this fishing bounty from the Treasury, he 
must take an oath that he has paid an equivalent 
on the salt duty, and it was because these fishing 
bounties would have nothing upon earth to stand 
on, after the duty is repealed, that such great op- 
position is made to so just and necessary a meas- 
ure. Yet, sir, while the South and West is not 
only taxed, but the whole business is thrown into 
the hands of the regraters to extort what they | 

lease, and stint the country, the people of the 

ortheast make money out of it, Mr. B. here 
made various statements to prove that the coun- 
try was stinted in the article of salt, and referred 
to the fact that the pork market at Cinciunat | 
opened at $6 50, and fell tog4 50 in consequence | 
of the want of salt.to cure it, and this, too, while 
pork at New Orleans was selling at twenty-seven 
dollars. f 

Mr. MORRIS said that, in accordance with the 
suggestion, he was willing to withdraw the mo- 
tion to rescind, with a view to the order being 
reconsidered, and the subject referred to the ap- 
propriate committee. He would remark that he 
thought the Senator from Missouri was mistaken 
in the cause to which he attributed the depression » 
of the price of pork in the Cincinnati market. He | 
had never heard in that section of the country | 
that the tax on salt was considered onerous. i} 

The price of pork had fallen, not in consequence 
of the salt tax, but principally on account of the || 
exertions of the friends of a sound currency, ii 
among whom the Senator from Missouri bore so | 
conspicuous a part. It was the substitution of a 
sound and healthy currency in place of the ex- | 
panded paper system which had led to the fall of | 
prices. The farmers do not like paper, and they 
are now getting something like money for therr | 
produce. This was the reason; and for the efforts 
of the Senator on that occasion, and his agency 
in bringing about this state of things, he has my 
most hearty thanks. He concluded by saying he 
would withdraw the motion to rescind, if he had ; 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to do so. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, objected; and as the 
motion could not be withdrawn but by unanimous į 
consent, the question on it was taken, and decided | 
in the affirmative—yeas 23, nays 15. 

‘After the consideration of executive business, | 
the Senate adjourned till Wednesday. i 


To the Reporters for the Globe : : 
GENTLEMEN: Statistical statements, made in debate, are 
difficult to be reported with accuracy, and therefore it wa 
easy for several! errors to creep into your report of my re- į 
marks on the sait duties a few days ago. I here correct: 
some of them as being materia! to the sense of what I said, | 
and to avoid giving erroneous information. ! 
1. As to the quantity of salt imported into the United 
States: the report represents. me. as saying. ten million 
bushels, when it should be five-to six, million, and about ! 


6 


} 


the same quantity made at home, so that the whole supply: 
of the Union was ten or eleven million bushels; the whole | 
of which would be needed for our twenty million sheep, if 
salted as the English sheep are. 

2. As to the prices to which salt had risen, on some oc- 
casions, in Missouri: the report says, three dollars for fifty 
pounds weight, which fifty pounds weight might be put into : 
a half bushel measure. This is correct, but it required cir- 
cumstantiality as to time and place, to wit: that it occurred 
in November last, and about one hundred and fifty miles 
above St. Louis. 

3. As to the price of salt in Louisville, as I came on to 
Congress, this fall: the repartascribes me $1 50as the price, 
it should be one dollar, with the qualification of being easily 
put into a half bushel measure. 

4. The report speaks of the putrescent, bitter, and poi- | 
sonous ingredients, which remain more or less in ali salt 
made by the boiling process in contradistinction tothe nat- 
ural crystalizing proces under solar evaporation. This is all | 
right, only bitter should be bittern. . 

5. As to the amount of the fishing bounties and allow- į 
ances, the report ascribes to me the sum of half a million | 
per annum as their probable amourt; it shouid be a quarter i 
of a million. 

6. As to the duty on salt in England, when it was abol- | 
ished by Parliament: the report says sixpence a bushel ; it ; 
should be thirteen shillings and sixpence. 

7. As to the price of mess pork in New Orleans, and pork 
falling in the northwest, while rising in the market to which 
it was to be sent: the report saysthe marketin Ohio opened ; 
at &6 50 and fell to $4 50 per hundred, while mess pork in 


New Orleans rose to $20 a barrel, and this because of the i; 


searceness and dearness of salt. This is all right, except 
that mess pork rose to $27 a barrel in New Orleans. 
Yours, respectfully, THOMAS. H. BENTON. 
January 3, 1839. 
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Mr. HAYNES asked the consent of the House ! 
to submit a motion to go again into Committee ! 
of the Whole on the President’s message, but | 
withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, on whose motion 
the rules were suspended, and the House agreed 
that when it adjourns to-day, it will adjourn to 
meet on Wednesday at the usua! hour. 

Mr. HAYNES then renewed his request, but 
it being objected to by Mr. Bronson, on account 
of its being resolution day, Mr. H. withdrew it 
till the States should be called through. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The States were then called in their order for 
resolutions. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing, under suitable regulations, postr ers t0 re- 
ceive, in addition to the postage now payable, such amount 
on letters carried by mail, destined to be t abroad, as 
may be required to be paid to packets or steamships for 
their transportation to foreign ports, and such amouuts also 
as may be required to be prid for their trausmission in for- 
eign countries, Which additional amount shalt be paid by 
the postmaster of the port from which such packets or ships 
nay sail, to the agents or persons by whom such letters 
may be forwarded. 


On motion of Mr. NOYES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing the 
claim of Major Sylvester Churchill, of the United States | 
Army, for extraordinary services as inspector general with : 
the army in Florida, Alabama, and Georgia, in the years 
1837 and 1838. 


Mr. CUSHMAN submitted the following joint 
resolution: i 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of ; 


| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
{ 


li the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two- 


thirds of both Houses concurring therein,) That the follow- | 
ing articles be proposed to the Legislatures of the several 
States, asan amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which, when ratified by the Legislatures of three- 
fourths of the said States, shall be valid as a part of ile: 
said Constitution, namely: That no person shail be capa- ; 
ble of holding, or of being elected, to any office of honor, | 
trust, or profit, either civil or military, legislative, execu- : 
tive, orjudicial, under the Government of the United States, : 
who shall hereafter fight a duel, or ‘send or accept a chal- | 
lenge to fight a duel, the probable issue of whieh maybe’! 
the death of the challenger or challenged, or ‘shall tbe a 
second to either party, or shall in any manner aid or assist | 
in such duel, or shail be knowingly the bearer of such chal- 
lenge or acceptance. ` j Í 
j 
i 


The resolution having been read twice, | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to lay l 
it on the table. = | 
Mr. GRENNELL inquired ifa motion to post- | 
pone. to a day- certain would not take precedence? | 


VOL. 7.....Mo. 6.. 


The SPEAKER said it would not. - 
Mr. BOON moved thatthe resolution be printed; 


which Mr. Jounsow accepted as a part of his 
motion. 


_ Mr. ADAMS called for a division of the ques- 
tion; for though he should vote for the printings- 


he could not consent to lay the resolutión on the 
table. i 


Mr. GRENNELL demanded the yeas. and 
nays; whereupon 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, withdrew his 
motion, and the resolution was ordered to lie over 
under the rule. ; ; 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of New 
Hampshire, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee. on Invalid Pensions be : 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha Hoit. 


On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, it was 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of War, of the 
23d of December jast, on the subject of the claims of the 
State of Massachusetts for militia services and expenditures.. 
during the late war with Great Britain, be referred to thè. 
Committee on Military Afairs. : 

Mr. CUSHING submitted the following resos: 
lution: : ` 
© Resolved, Uhat the President of the United States be re: 
quested, ifin his judgmentnot incompatible withthe publie ; 
interest, to communicate to this House—. k 

1. The correspondence, if any, which has been bad be- 
tween the Government of the United States and that of. 
Great Britain, or the military or civil authorities of either, : 
in relation to the troubles in the British Provinces of Upper, 
or Lower Canada, and to alleged violations of neutrality on , 
the part whether of Great Britain.or of the United States, or 
any of the officers, subjects, or citizens of cachi. os 

9. The correspondence had, or measures taken by the” 
Executive, if any, regarding citizens of the United States 
made prisoners of war, at any time, in any of the insur- 
rectionary movements of Upper or Lower Canada. A 

3. Whether the Government of Great Britain has made 


| reparation for the seizure and destruction of the steamboat 


Csroline, within the waters of the United States, and the 
murder of American citizens on board the same by a band 
of armed invaders from the province of Upper Canada, 
acting under the orders and authority of the Colonial Gov-, 
ernment of said province? he i 
4. Whether the Government of the United States has., 
entered into negotiations with that of Great Britain, for the: 
purpose of arresting and preventing the further distribution , 
of presents and payment of war subsidies, by the latter. Gov-. 
ernment tothe Indian tribes within the territorial limits and; 
jurisdiction of the United States; and if so, what has béen _ 
the result of the said negotiations. : 
5. Whether the Government of the United States has 
given to that of Great Britain the stipulated notice to annul, 
and abrogate the convention of the 6th of September, 1827, , 
under cover of which, and of the convention of the 20th” 
October, 1818. the [fudson’s Bay. Company has proceeded, 
with permission, or by connivance -of the Government-of 
Great Britain, to establish military posts in the territories : 
of the United States beyond the Rocky Mountains. 
6. Whether the Government of the United States has 
taken any measures, aud if any, what, to adjust, settle, and 
mark the boundaries. between the United States and the 
British Provinces in North America, from St, Mary’s Falls, 
between Lake Huron and. Lake Superior; and so north- 
vardly and westwardly along the frontier of the State of: 
Michigan and the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, to 
the Rocky Mountains. : 
7. What correspondence, if any, the Government of the: 
United States bas had with that of Great Britain or any of. 
its authorities or officers, or with the government of the’ 
State of Maine, in regard to the late survey or investiga- 
tion of the northeastern boundary line of the United States 
by the government of said Stare. 
8. Whether any correspondence bas recently passed be- 


: tween the British and American Governments relative to 


the free navigation of the navigable rivers coterminous to 
the United States and the British possessions in North Amer- 
ica, or of the navigable rivers running in part or iu whole 
through the territories of both Governments ; and if so, the 
results of the same. y 

Mr: PETRIKIN inquired whether, under the 
rule, it was in order for gentlemen to offer reso- 
lutions embracing two subjects ? 

The SPEAKER said he did not so consider 
these resolutions; and decided it was not out of 
ordér to entertain them. 

The resolutions were then laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUSHING then said the discharge of his 
particular duties as a member of the House had 
called his attention to another subject of inquiry, 
perfectly unexceptionable in itself, and of the. 
deepest immediate interest to the whole Union, 
and more especially to the States of the South- 
west. He asked that the resolution. of inquiry 
should be read, in order that the House might 
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judge whether they would permit him to offer it} 
at this time, which he would not ask if the sub- | 
ject were not one of pressing, immediate import- 
ance. 


i 
i 
The House assenting, Mr. C. offered the fol- H 
lowing resolution; which was read, and lies over | 
one day, under the rules: | 

Whereas, in the message of the President of the United | 
States, at the opening of the Eighteenth Congress, it was, | 
among other. things, avowed and proclaimed as the settled | 
national policy of the United States that, ‘in the wars of 
the European Powers, in matters relating to themselves,we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our 
policy so to do;?* that, “ with the movements in this hemi- 
sphere we are, of necessity, more immediately connected 3” 
that “ we owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the amicable 
relations existing between the United States and those Pow- 
ers to declare that we should consider any attempton their 
partto extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere : 
as dangerous to our peace and safety 3”? that “ with the ex- į 
isting colonies or dependencies of any European Power, we | 
have not interfered, and shall not interfere; but with the 
Governments who have declared their independence and | 
maintained it, and whose independence we bave, on great | 
consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we 
could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppress- | 
ing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, | 
by any European Power, or in any other light than as the | 
manifestation of an unfriendly disposition towards the Uni- | 
ted States 5”? and that “ it is impossible, therefore, that we : 
should behold such interposition, in any form, with indif- 
ferenee:” 

Resolved, therefore, That the President of the United 
States be requested to inform this House, if the same be | 


est, what explanations the King of the French has rendered | 
to the United States in relation to the recent blockade of a | 
part of the eoast of the Mexican Republic by France; the ; 
treatment of vessels of the United States, public or private, | 
by the blockading squadron; the reduction of the castle of | 
San Juan d‘Ulloa; and the ulterior views and designs of the Hi 
French Government respecting the Mexican Republic. Also, ; 
to inform the [louse whether he bas proffered, to either of | 
the contending parties, the mediation of the United States |! 
in the premis and to communicate any correspondence 
on the subjects aforesaid which may have passed between 
the Government of the United States and that of France. | 


On motion of Mr. CUSHING, ordered to be! 
printed. 
On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- | 
sions be instructed to Inquire into the expediency of placing 
the name of Jacob Adams, of Massachusetts, on the pen- 
sion list. 


On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instracted 
to consider the expediency of providing by law that the 
distribution of arms procured by virtue of the act making 
provisions for arming and equipping the whole body of the | 
militia of the United States, passed April W, 1808, should 
be made according to the apportionment ot the representa- 
tion of cach State and Territory in the Congress of tie Uni- | 
ted States, or hy some other rule of apportionment which | 
shall practicaily be more equal and just, among the differ- 
ent States and Territories, in respect to their population, | 
subject by the laws of Congress and of the States and l'er- i 
ritorius respectively, to enrollment in the militia, and the | 
active performance of mifitary duty therein. | 


On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instructed | 
to consider the expediency of increasing the annual appro- 
priation by Congress tor the purpose of providing arma and | 
military equipments for the whole body of the militia of | 
the United States. 


On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was | 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be directed to com- | 
municate to this House a statement of the quantity and de- || 
senption of arms which, since the conelusion of the bast ji 
war with Great Britain, bave been procured and distributed | 
to thé States and Territories respectively, pursuant to an |] 
act * making provision for arming and equipping the whole | 
body of the militia of the United States, passed April 23, 
1808; and also to state by what rule of apportionment the | 
arms have been distributed; the manner and times in which | 
the returns of the militia have been received from the States | 
and Territories; whether these returns have been made i 
annually, and, in default of such annual returns, what rule |! 
has been adopted in making the distribution, and for what | 
number of years auy of the States have neglected to make ! 
such returns 3 and also, that the Seerctary communicate to i 
this House an abstract of the la returns of the utunber i 
of the militia of the States aud Territories, respeetively, | 
with their dates, together with au abstract ot the quantity 
and dates of the issue of arms upon such returns. i 


On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, it was 

Resolved, Phat the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the law 
in relation to the pay of jurors attending upon the courts of | 
the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the House to take up and || 
consider the resolution offered by him on the 6th |! 
of December, calling for information in relation | 
to the controversy between Andrew Stevenson | 


and Daniel O’Connell; and sent to the Clerk’s: 


table the following letter, received by him through ; 
the post office, which was read: | 
Monraomeny, ALABAMA, December 19, 1838, | 
Sra: In looking over the proceedings of Congress, I ob- 


| act of speaking disrespectfully of my friend. 
| tion their names, no explanation will satisfy me, only to į 


not, in his judgment, incompatible with the public inter- ji of. 


; t 
served that you have introduced your fantasties again, by | 


trying to impeatch ‘the caricter and honer of our Minister to |] 


England, Mr. Stevenson. Mr: S. is a relative of mine, one 
who I hold dear to me, and shall call you to account when 
T get to Washington. I think, and so dose the country, that 
Mr. S. was condescending too much a fiend of develuy, 
such as E consider you; and on my asrivalin the Metrop- 
olis, I shall shoot you the very first time you-rise to make 
any remarks about my friend Mr. S. So soon as Mr. C. 


Perry returns to the United States, you will die certain. į 
You are better suited for a céllin the mad-house, than a | 
Tam no party 


seat in one of the highest places on earth. : 
man myself, and would to my God were to see you in the 


take your life, and that I shall do in the presence of the as- 
sembled wisdom of the world, I expect to fight a duel in 
the District of Columbia before the session is ended, if you 
open your bread-trap about that mode of settling affairs [ 
shall be much induced to asure you, as ou most anything 
els, Ishall be in Washington by the 2d of January, 1839. 
B. J. CONVALD. 
J. Q. ADAMS. 


Mr. PETRIKIN objected to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. REED moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. THOMAS hoped gentlemen would not 


agree to suspend the rules, in consequence of this | 


miscrable quiz being practiced upon the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWSON deeply regretted that a letter 
of this character, which all must perceive was fic- 
titiously signed, should be made a serious matter 
It is evidently a quiz, and should not have 
been presented. 

Mr. ROBINSON asked whether it would bein 
order to amend the motion to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of considering the letter? 


The SPEAKER decided that it would not. | 
The letter was not before the House for consid- | 


eration. 

Mr. CRABB moved to postpone the matter until 
the 2d day of January. 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order.- 

Mr. BOON moved to lay the motion to suspend 
the rules on the table, and upon that motion, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered, 

The House then laid the motion to suspend the 
rules upon the table, 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, submitted 
the following resolution; which, under the rule, 
lies over one day: 

Resolved, 'Thatuo order, resolution, or rule of this Houses 
upon the subject of petitions, shall apply to resolutions from 


| State Legislatures. 


On motion of Mr. TILLINGHAST, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire jnto the expedicucy of 


| reducing and so regulating the postage on letters and papers | 


carried by mail, as that the same may be made payable in 
money of the United States, dispensing with fractional parts 
of cents. 


On motion of Mr. CRANSTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the law in relation to ship letters, so as to make 
it the duty of the captain, or other person having returned 
ship letters, to return them to the postmaster of the port 
where be shall arrive. 


On motion of Mr. CURTIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
quested to inform the House of Representatives of the 
ses Wily itv not in the power ot the Secretary of the 
‘Preasury to ascertain, by means of the weekly and monthly 
returns, and other records in bis oftiee, the defaleation of 
the late collector at New York, when it first commenced, 
or at the different settlements afterwards, before his term 
of office expired. ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested, also, to communicate to this House a copy of 
his circular, addressed to the collector of New York in No- 
vember, 1835, and copies of ail the returns made by said 
colteetor in compliance with said cireular; and also to 


inform the House of Representatives whether the practice | 
ot entering on the books of the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


kept in his own office, the quarterly accounts current of the 
customs, as soon as received by the First Auditor, has been 
discontinued, and when discontinued; and whetber the 
practice, by the Secretary of the Treasury, of calling for the 


account current of the custotns received at the office of the | 
First Auditor, and the quarterly accounts of collectors, and » 
of comparing the same with the several returns rendered to | 
the Seeretary by collectors, in conformity with the requisi- : 
tions of his circular of Hth October, 1818, and repeated on | 


the 12th November, 1835, bas been discontinued by the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, and when discontinued; and 
also whether, if the practice of properly arranging and com- 
paring the said last-mentioned returns of collectors with 


each other, in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


has been discontinued, and when discontinued; and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury also inform. this House 
whether, in his opinion, the defalcation of the late collector 
of New York could have been concealed from the naval 


officer of that port, if the said naval officer had “ examined | 


the collector’s abstracts of duties, and other accounts of 
receipts, bonds, and expenditures,” with ordinary and 
proper caution, before certifying ine same, and had faith- 
fully performed the duties imposed hy law upon naval offi- 


If you men- į 


i 
} 


i 


eers; and that the Secretary of the Treasury also commu- 


- nicate tò this House copies of all correspondence between 


the Treasury Department and William M. Price, Jate dis- 
trict attorney of the United States for the southern district 
of New York, in relation to any bond or bonds executed by 
the securities of said Swartwout for the faithful performance 
of bis duties as collector of New York; and also to com- 
municate copies of all bonds executed to the United States 
by the sureties of said Swartwout. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of remunerating the 
legal heirs of William Anderson, for property taken or de- 
stroyed by the Cherokee Indians about the year 1788 ; and 
that-the papers on fiie of the House in relation thereto be 
referred to the same committee. s 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing a survey of 
the mouth of the Catskill creek, in the Hudson river. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
Einathan Sears, of the State of New York, the amount 
egual to five years’ pay under the resolve of Congressof the 
22d of March, 1783. 


On motion of Mr. BICKNELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Commitee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and expediency of 
granting to John Keith, a soldier of the Revolution, a pen- 
sion; and that we papers on file in his case in the War De- 
partinent be referred to the said committee, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inguire into the expediency of granting a 
pension to Joanna Bartlett, the widow of Aaron Bartlett, 
deceased, a soldier of the Revolution ; and that the papers 
in this case now on file in the War Department be referred 
to the said committee. 


On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 
pension to Christian Brougher, of Pennsylvania, a soldier 

of the revolutionary war. i 


On motion of Mr. HENRY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
changing or moditying the law with relation to postage that 
all public newspape rail be carried in the mail free of all 
charge within the limits of the counties where they are re- 
spectively printed and published. 


Mr. WISE offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee, to consist of nine 
members, and to be elected by ballot, be constiuuted, with 
power to send for persons and papers, toinquire and report 
whether there are satiicient grounds on which to found an 
impeachment by this House of Levi Woodbury, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

The question being on the adoption of the res- 
olution, 

Mr. CUSHMAN objected. 

So the resolution, giving rise to debate, lies 
over one day. 

Mr. WISE offered a resolution, which was 
adopted, instructing the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to inquire into the expediency of building 
steam ships of war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, offered 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the select committee lately appointed on 
the subject of the public lands be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of changing the mode for selling said lands, 
so as to reqnire that ail the bids of purchasers shall here- 
after be made or proposed in writing, in the same manner 


as bids are now made for contracts in the Post Office De- 
partment. 


Mr. ADAMS offered the following amend- 
ment: 


And that they inquire into the frauds that have been 
practiced in the sale of the public lands, and to report to 
this House a remedy therefor. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, accepted 
this as a modification. 

Mr. SNYDER expressing hig desire to speak 
to this question, the resolution, as modified, lies 
over one day by the rule. 

_Mr. STANLY offered the 
tions: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, petitions 
praying for the abolition ofsiavery in the District of Cohim- 
bia, in the Territories, or in the States, with a“ view” of 
affecting slavery within the District of Columbia, or in the 
States, orin the Territories, ought not to be received, en- 
tertained, or considered by the House. : 

Resolved, That Congress has no right to do that indirectly 
which iteannot do directly, and that the agitation of the 
subject ofslavery in the District of Columbia, or in the Ter- 
ritories, or in any manner, with a view of disturbing or 
overthrowing that institution either in the District of Colum- 
bia or in the Territories or in the several States, is equally 
unconstitutional, and beyond its legislative: competency, 
and-is an infringement of the rights of the States anda 
breach of the public faith on which they entered into the 
Confederacy. 

Resolved, That all attempts on the part of Congress te 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the {erri 


following resolu- 


: sions be directed to inquire into the expediency of granting 
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tories, or to “ regulate” the removal of slaves from State to 
State, or to discriminate between the institutions of one 
portion of the Confederacy and another, either with a view 
of disturbing or overthrowing that institution in the District 
of Columbia, or in the Territories, or in the States, are in | 
violation of the Constitution, destructive of the funda- 
mental principle on which the union of these States rests, 
and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress; and that, as such, 
no petition, memorial, resolution, proposition, or paper 
touching or relating in any way, or to any extent whatever, 
to slavery, as aforesaid, or to the abolition thereof, shall be 
entertained or considered by this House. 

Resolved, That “ the right of the people peaceably to as- 
semble and to petition the Government for a redress of griev- 
ances,” as secured by the first article of the amendments of | 
the Constitution, does not. give to citizens of non-slavehold- 
ing States the right to petition Congress to interfere with or 
abolish slavery, either in the District of Columbia, orin the 
Territories, or ir. the States, inasmuch as slavery is denied 
by the citizens of the slaveholding States to be a ‘ griev- 
ance,” and was not so considered at the time of the forma~ 
tion of the Constitution. 


Mr. STANLY, in offering the resolutions, said 
his object was to supply the omissions in the res- 
olutions which caucus No. 2 had made. Those 
now offered by him contained the substance of 
those which caucus No. 1 had agreed upon, and 
afterwards reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER decided that, under the reso- | 
lution of the 12th instant, these resolutions must 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS. Sir, are these resolutions to be 
laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

So the resolutions were laid on the table. 
“ The State of South Carolina having been called, 

Mr. PICKENS rose and said, that he had pre- 
pared a resolution he intended to present, in rela- 
tion to the movements of the French squadren on 
the coast of Mexico; but the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Cusuiwe] had introduced one 
that covered the ground, and Mr. P. would with- 
hold his. He was rejoiced to see the resolution 
coming from the quarter it did. A question of 
great importance might arise, in which the South- 
western States would feel a deep interest, and we 
could not look to it too soon, 

On motion of Mr. OWENS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be directed to 
inquire into the expedicney of allowing compensation to 

rs: Eliza Mackey, for property destroyed in the service of 


the United States. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


a pension to Mrs. C. Rhodes, the widow of a revolutionary 
officer. 

“Mr, WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, offered the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, Treasury, War, 
and Navy, and the Postmaster General, be, and they are 
hereby, respectively required to report and communicate to 
this House, as soon as practicable, what were the expenses | 
of their respective Departments, including every item of 
expenditure, in the year commencing on the 4th day of 
March, 1828, and ending on the 3d day of March, 1829, and | 
so on for each successive yearup to the 4th of March, 1838, 
and from thence up to the Ist day of January, 1839, placing 
each item of expenditure under its proper head ; and further, 
to report and communicate the number of clerks and other 
officers, of every description whatever, belonging to their 
respective Departments, with the salary or pay of cach, in 
each year, separately, commencing on the 4th day of March, 
1828, and so on for each successive year up to the 4th of 
March, 1838, and from thence up to the Ist day of January, 
1839. 


The resolution would regularly lie over one 
day, but Mr. W. asked the House to consider it | 
at this time. | 
» Objection having been made, iI 

Mr. W. moved a suspension of the rule, and |} 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, | 
and being taken, were—yeas 106, nays 61. (Not | 
two thirds.) | 

So the rule was not suspended. ij 

Mr. W., by leave, then modifed his resolu- ji 
tion, by adding thereto the following: | 


And further, to report how much (if anything) has been ; 
allowed as extra pay to any clerk or other officer of their | 
respective Departments, at any time within the foregoing | 
periods, and for what services those extra allowances were | 
made. 


“On motion of Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire | 
into the expediency of providing by law for the holding of | 
aspeeial term of the circuit court of the United States for 
the district of Eastern Tennessee, at Knoxville, on the third 
Monday of April next, by the district judge of said district, 
at which terin to hear and try all issues and matters cogni- 
zable at the regular term of said court; and that said com- 
mittee inguire, also, into the expediency of authorizing the 
judges of the circuit courts of the United States to direct 
said courts to be adjourned over to some future day, desig- } 
nated in a written order tothe clerk.of either of said courts, 
in case of the prevalence of a dangerous and general dis- 
ease at the place where said court is usually holden ; and 
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that the adjournment over by the clerk, in the absence of 
the judges, shall have the same force and effect as if the 
judges had been present. 


On motion of Mr. STONE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
pay of the volunteers or drafted militiamen who are now, or 
who may hereafter be, called into the service of the United 
States ; also, those who are, or may have been, employed 
by the General Government for the purpose of removing the 
Cherokees out of the States of Georgia, North Carolina, 
‘Tennessee, and Alabama, and settling them west of the 
Mississippi, as weil as those volunteers who have just re- 
turned home from the Florida war ; also, to provide by law 
for the payment of all horses and their equipage at their 
first valuation, which have either been turned over to the 
quartermaster’s department by order of General Jesup, or 
whieh have been lost by death, or become unfit for use on 
account of the Government having failed to furnish forage 
sufficient to sustain them. 


Mr. BOND offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House a copy of a circular issued 
by the Comptroller, in the year 1821, and which is referred 
to by the said Secretary in his report to the President of the 
United States, dated 6th November, 1838, in relation to the 
default of Samuel Swartwoat, late collector of the customs 
of the port of New York, being the same circular which, in 
said report, is alleged ‘ to have tended to remove a check 
on the collector.” And also, to inform this House whether 
the bonds set forth in document No. 10, appended to said 
report, were included in any return, bond account, or other 
account of said late collector, communicated by him to the 
Treasury Department, and if so included, at what time suck 
returns or accounts were communicated to said Department. 
And also,whether three certain Treasury warrants, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $39,240 05, received by said late col- 
lector, during the years 1834 and 1835, mentioned in paper 
No. 15, annexed in said report, appear in any quarterly or 
other account or return rendered by said collector to said 
Department; and if so, to communicate a copy of such re- 
turn or account to this House. 


Mr. B. asked that the resolution be considered 
at this time; and, objections having been made, 
moved a suspension of the rule; but the motion 
was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. Allen, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 


for the commencement of a breakwater at the harbor of | 


Cleveland, in the State of Oliio, on the plan suggested in 
the report of Captain Henry Smith, on the files of the War 
Department. 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reducing the 
number of land offices in the State of Ohio. 


Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, offered the 
following resolutions: 

1, Resolved, That the power of designating the time, 
place, and manner, of elections for Representatives is ex- 


pressly given, by the Federal Constitution, to the Legisla- 
tures Of the States, respectively, subject to no supervision 


or control, except by law of Congress only ; and that, in the i 
exercise of this power, the State Legislatures may consti- |; 


tutionally fix the time of clection subsequent to the expi 
tion of the Congress preceding that for which such election 
ig to be holden. 

9, Resolved, That neither the Federal nor State executive 
can constitutionally anticipate, supersede, or change, the 
umes of election as fixed by the State Legislatures. 

3. Resolved, ‘That this House has not the constitutional 


power, either legislative or judicial, by its own action alone, ' 
to annul, suspend, or impede the operation of an act of a : 
State Legislature, fixing the time, place, and manner of | 


election for Representatives. 


4, Resolved, That no resolution or action of this House : 


can deprive the people of any State of their constitutional 


right of electing Representatives to Congress at the time i 


designated for that purpose by the Legislature of such State; 


that the claim of such power, un the part of this House, | 
would be a dangerous encroachment upon the rights of the | 


States, and its exercise a direct and palpable violation of 
the Constitution. . 
5. Resolved, ‘That the constitutional jurisdiction of this 


Tlouse over the subject of representation is a limited one, : 


embracing the questions of election, qualification, and re- 


l turn, only; and that, in judging of election, this House is 
1) bound to judge in accordance with the act of the State Le- 


gislature regulating the time, place, and manner thereof. 
6. Resolved, That, in accordance with a constitutional 


act of the Legislature of the Siate of Mississippi, prescrib- H 


ing the time, place, and manner of election for Represent- 


ativesto Congress, and in compliance with all the provisions ;i 
of said act, an election was holden in November, 1837, for i 
two Representatives from said State to the Twenty-Fifth ;i 


Congress, at which election SERGEANT S. Prentiss and 


Tuomas J. Worp were duly elected, possessed the consti- | 
tutional qualifications, and were duly and legally returned. : 

7. Resolved, That the resolution of this House, adopted | 
on the 5th day of February last, denying to said PRENTISS © 


and Wor» seats in this House as members thereof, wasa 
dangerous attack upon the elective franchise, in derogation 
of the rights of the State of Mississippi, in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, and a mischievous €x- 
ample to future times. i 

8. Resolved, therefore, That said resolution be, and the 
same is hereby, rescinded. i 


Mr. HAYNES said there were many important 
questions in these resolutions which required con- 
sideration. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, inquired ‘of 
the Chair whether the mere fact of a single mem- 
ber rising in his seat and stating that there were 
matters in the resolutions which required consid- 
eration, would subject those resolutions.to be laid 
over under the words of the rule which speak of 
resolutions “ giving rise to debate.” 

Mr. HAYNES said it was obvious that such 
resolutions could not pass without debate. 

The SPEAKER said that, under the rule, the 
resolutions would lie over. 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said he was 
desirous to have the resolutions considered soon, 
as his own position was somewhat peculiar. He 
must, therefore, move to suspend the rule for the 
purpose, at least, of fixing a day certain for their 
consideration, 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—ayes fifty-nine, noes not counted. 

So the rule was not suspended. 

Mr. LYON asked the permission of the House 
| to presenta letter received by him from a soldier 
of the Revolution, who resided in his district, 
(Samuel Earle,) inclosing $157 in Continental 
money. The writer stated in his letter that he 
had served as a regular soldier during the war of 
the Revolution, and had received for his services, 
at the close of the war, only $200 in Continental 
money, apart of which he inclosed. He stated 
further, that he was in indigent circumstances; 
was upon the pension list at the rate of eighty 
dollars a year, but that this sum was not sufficient 
a support, and that he had received no bounty 
and. 

Mr. L. said he was charged by this old soldier 
to present the money inclosed to Congress, ac- 
companied by his respects, and with a request 
ihat the amount, with interest, might be paid to 
nim, ; 

He presented the letter, together with the money, 
and offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the communication from Samuel Earle, 
a soldier of the Revolution, inclosing the sum of $157, in 
Continental money, be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, with instructions to inquire into the na- 
ture and extent of his claim, and into the expediency of 
increasing his rate of pension. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
i 
t 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the further improvement and completion of 
the harbor of St. Louis, Missouri; also, an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river from the mouth of the Obio to the mouth of the Mis- 
souri river ; and also, an appropriation for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Missouri river from its mouth as 
far up said river as Fort Leavenworth. ; 

Mr. M. also presented the petition of Richard 
Graham and John O’Fallon, of Missouri, asking 
the passage of a law for their relief, as the secur- 
` ities of E. T. Longham, late surveyor general at 
| St. Louis, so far as to authorize the proper ac- 
: counting officer of the Treasury Department to 
adjust with them, according to the principles of 
equity and justice, the amount that may be due 
the United States on their bonds, as the securities 
of the said Longham. 


On motion of Mr. TOUCEY, it was ous 

Resolred, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 

bia be instructed to inquire into the expedieney of estab- 

‘| lishing a territorial government for said District. ; 
On motion of Mr. SLADE, it was 


| 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be direeted to com- 
i 


! munieate to this House a statement showing the number 
| and amount of invalid pensions which have been relin- 
guished under the pension act of the 18th March, 1818, and 
the number of pensioners having thus relinquished who 
are now on the pension roll, with the annual amount of the 
i pensions relinquished by them under the said act. 


On motion of Mr. HALL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| authorizing the Postmaster General to contract for carrying 


i mails in steamboats, packets, or otherwise, between the 
| United States and foreign countries, and also between 
| points without the limits of the United States, under such 
| regulations and restrictions as should be deemed necessary 
i and proper. 

| Mr. EVERETT submitted the following reso- 
f lution; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay. 
| before this House a statement of the number of troops from 
| the Army and marine corps, militia and. volunteers, em- 
| ployed in the Seminole war since its commencement, their 
| terms of service, the number killed and wounded and also 
Í a statement of the amount of moneys expended in said 
| War. eae 


| On motion of Mr. GRANT, it was ee 
Resolved, That the Committee on: Military Affairs ‘bu 
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-directed to inquire into the expediency of repairing and re- 
building Fort Ontario, situated at Oswego, in the State of 
New York, and, witb the view of making such inquiry, 


that the said committee correspond with the Secretary of | 


War, Major General Alexander Macomb, and Colonel W. 
J, Worth, of the Army, as to the probable expense of such 
repairs, and the importance of said fortification asa mili- 
tary post for the protection of the northern frontier. 


On motion of Mr. MARVIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of causing such parts of 


Lakes Ontario, Eric, St. Clair, Huron, Michigan, and Chiram- j 


plain, and the bays contiguous, and the rivers and straits 


connected with said lakes, to be surveyed, and accurate į 


maps and charts of such surveys to be made, for the secu- 


rity and safety of the navigation and commerce on said | 


waters. 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of rebuilding the for- 
tifications on Castleton Island, at the outlet on Lake Onta- 
rio, in the county of Jefferson, in the State of New York, 


On motion of Mr. BRONSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowinga pen- 
sion to Peter A. Myers, late a soldier in the Army of the 
United States. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of so altering the 

‘laws relating to bounty lands as to allow those entitled to 

them to locate on any publie lands subject to entry at pri- 

vate salc, or to receive land serip iu lieu of bounty lands. 
On motion of Mr. ANDREWS, it was 


Resolved, That the Comnittee on Revolutionary Pensions 


be instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting a pen- jj 


sion to Elizabeth Davidson, widow of John Davidson, de- 
ceased, 


On motion of Mr, YORKE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the erection of a breakwater on Crow shoals, at Cape 
May roads, in the Delaware bay. 
On motion of Mr, SIBLEY, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port ofenty 
at the month of Suwannee, in Florida, as requested by a 
resolution of the Legislative Council of that Territory. 
Mr. LOOMIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
Resolved, That the folowing be adopted as a part of one 
of the standing rules 


rivate bills shall be by separate bil for each specitic ob- 
ect, ond accompanied with a report or brief state 
the particular reasons and grounds which render Such ap- 


propriation necessary.” 


On motion of Mr. WORTHINGTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


be instrueted to inquire into the propriety of allowing to the j 
heirs of Edward Parnell the amount due on a eertifieate |: 


signed by Lord Buder, assistant deputy muster general of 
the Anny of the United States in the revolutionary war. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of abridging its onerous du- 
ties by reviving such sections of the nct passed the 9th day 
of April, IBIG, entitled “Au net to antix 
property Jost, captured, or destroyed during the t war, 
as may be deemed proper, and to embrave horses lost, and 
private property consumed by mounted rangers, and mili- 
ua, and volunteers in the authorized cauipiigns OC i311, 
previous to the formal declaration of war in IB 3°? also. 
Into the expedicney of autho 
cers and privates, in the service of the United States 
rangers, volunteers, and militia, for six months altogether 
from and aler the date of the order given to the Army {0 
embody to mareh to Tippecanoe, in INL}, to the end of the 
war, scrip sufficient to enter a tract of publie land each, 
apportioned according to rank. 


On motion of Mr. ALSTED, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
stricted to inquire into the propriety of paying to Willian 
Fabre his share of prize money, as one Of the sailors on 
board the Saratoga, under Continodore MeDonough, in the 
battle on Lake Champlain of the Lith September, 1814, 


On motion of Mr. BEIRNE, it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be insuucted to Inquire into the expediency ot r 
placing William Meade. 
pension roll. 


2 


On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, of North Caro- ` 


lina, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- :! 
ing the: 


structed to inquire into the expedicney of authoriz 
militia to be called into the publie service for a 
than three months; aud that théy extend the 
vice to twelve months, if they 

Resolved further, Thar s 
expediency of increasing tl 
dollars per month. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, itwas 

Resolred, That the Secretary of the Treas 
ed to report to this House the amount of money due to the 


Government fron the late deposit hanks on_account of the 
public moneyson deposit with thematthe time of theirlate 


longer term 
term of ser- 
shall be so jong required. 

aid committee inquire into the 
1e pay of militia soldiers to eight 


ury be instruct- 


of the House, to be added to the GIst $ 
rule: © All appropriation bills tor special objects other than ` 


went of 


nize payment for! 


sing and granting to the ot- 


s of Logan county, Virginia, on the |! 


suspension of specie payments; specifying the name and 
place of business of each such bank; the amount due from 
each, and how secured; and when (by the terms of any 
agreement) payments are to be made to the Government. 


On motion of Mr. PECK, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue serip 
to David Searle ona United States military land warrant 
for one hundred acres now held by said David Searle as the 
assignee of Jonathan Wheelock, deceased. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Fitch, the widow of a Revolu- 
tionary soldier. 


On motion of Mr. DE GRAFF, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
| instrueted to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for improving the navigation of the river Suwan- 
| nee, in Florida, in accordance with a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of said Territory. ` 


On motion of Mr. WAGENER, it was 


i Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
ofan net, approved March 2, 1833, “ to improve the condi- 
tion of the non-commissioned officers and privates of the 
Army and marine corps of the United States, and to pre- 
vent desertion,” which authorizes the punishment of 
| stripes and lashes for that offense, and the rules and arti- 
| cles for the government of the armies of the United States, 
| which authorizes the infliction of corporal punishment by 
| stripes or lashes. 


On motion of Mr. CURTIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House a copy of a circular issued 
| by the Comptroller in the year i821, and which is referred 
to by the said Secretary in his report to the President of the 
i| United States, datcd 6th November, 1838, in relation to the 
|} default of Samnel Swartwout, late collector of the customs 
i! at the port of New York, being the same cireular which, in 
f said report, is alleged to have “ tended to remove or check 
|| the collector ;” and also, to inform this House whether the 
i} bonds set forth in document No. 10, appended to said re- 
ii port, were included in any return, bond account, or other 
ji account of said late collector, communicated by him to the 
i 
i 
i 


} 
i 
{ 


Treasury Department; and if so included, at which time 
i such returns or accounts were communicated to said De- 
| partment; and atso, whether three certain Treasury war- 
| rants, amounting in the aggregate to §39,%40 05, received 
t by said collector during the years 1834 and 1835, mentioned 
in paper No. 15, annexed to said report, appear in any qnar- 
terly or other account or return rendered by said collector 


such return or account to this Bouse, 
‘| On motion of Mr. WORD, it was 


i | Resolved, That the select committee on the Publie Lands 
iy be instructed to ing 
ing the laws relating to the disposition of the said lands, as 


and also to limit the purchase by the same individual to one 
ection of land at most, aud that said comuittee report. 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, it was 


` Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
; talary of the judge of the district of Ohio, 


: On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
i] it was 
| 
| be instructed to inquire into the pediency of providing by 
Jaw for the adjustment of all unsettled land claims of the 
ii Baron Bastrop, the Marquis de Maison Rouge, Elisha Win- 
y ters and others, Davinpart Bar and others, the claims de- 
i rived Trout the Spanish Government, in that part of Louis- 
| iana cast of the Mississippi, and the Island of Orleans, called 
overntment was in actual possession 


l Slorida, whil d 
of said territory, and ali other claims that have been pre- 
| sented to the proper oficers and by them recommended for 
; confirmation, or which lave not been acted on by said offi- 

eers since the date; and that all the documents on file re- 
i lating to the same be referred to the said committee. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mititary Affairs be in- 
strucied to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
ʻi propriation to preserve the public works at Fort Niagara, in 
_ the State of New York, from destruction, 
‘) same in complete repair. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
i: Structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing 
steam sbips for Use naval service of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. BANKS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of 
entry at the town of Fredericksburg, in the State of Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
i following resolution: 

Resolved, That the select committee on the subject of the 
;| national foundery and on tbe publice lands be allowed a 
i! committee clerk, when, in the judgment of said committee, 
l| they may think that necessary. 


| Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend the resolu- 
| tion, by adding the following: 


| 
|| Who shall only receive pay for the days when actually, 
‘| in the service of the committee. 


i 
? 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 


and to put the | 


to said Department; aud if so, to communicate a copy of | 


into the expediency of so amend- | 


to rostrietthe sales of the same to bona fide settlers thereon, j 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims | 


Mr. JOHNSON accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his resolution. 

The question was then put upon the resolution, 
as modified, and it was rejected. 

On motion of Mr, PETRIKIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin V. Wesley, of Luzerne county, Pennsyl- 
-vania, who was wounded at Queenstown, during the late 
war with Great Britain, and that the papers on the files of 
this House be referred to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. CHILDS, it was 


Resolved, That the, Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
regulating the postage on letters so as to conform the same 
to the rates recommended to the last Congress by the Post- 
master General. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so extending 
the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘« An act sup- 
plementary to the act for the relief of certain surviving ofti- 
cers and soldiers of the Revolution,’ passed June 7, 1832, 
as to provide, for the term of five years only, a pension for 
all such officers and soldiers of the United States and mi- 
litia of the States, as were engaged in the Indian wars he- 
tween the year 1783 and the treaty of Greenville, with the 
Indians, in the year 1795. 


On motion of Mr. GRAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting William 
Steele a pension. 


On motion of Mr. EDWARDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing 
| the pension of David Morse, and that the documents in sup- 
į port of his claim be referred to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. CLARK, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Hopkins, and that the papers on file in 
regard to such application be referred to such eommittee. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the papers inthe ease of David Casswell 
James Thompson, and Joseph Wilson, be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands inquire 
| into the expediency of providing by law for the issue of 
land scrip for the satisfaction of such warrants for bounty 
Jand as have issued or may hereafter issue, for revolution- 
ary or other military services, 


On motion of Mr. RARIDEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
allowing. Thomas J. Collins additional compensation for 
| transporting the mail on route 2521, in the year 1837. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of allowing Charles Simpson 
compensation for property destroyed by the Indians in 1814 
Whilst in treaty with the United States. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into. the expediency of reporting a „bil 
j to abolish postage on newspapers and periodical publica- 
tions. 


On motion of Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
stricted to inquire into the expediency of changing the law 
relative to issuing, examining, and signing land patents, 
and whether the duties now performed by the signer of 
patents may not be properly assigned to the Commissioner 
General of the Land Office. 


On motion of Mr. CRABB, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing by law a post ronte direct from the seat of gov- 
ernment of the State of Alabama, by way of the town of 
Gainesville, in said State, to the seat of government of the 
State of Mississippi ; also, that the said commitiee be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing by 
law a post route direct from Greensboro, by way of Living- 
ston, in the said State of Alabama, to the seat of govern- 
ment of the State of Mississippi; also, from Livingston, in 
the county of Sumter, through the southwestern part of said 
eounty, the nearest and best route, by way of Washington 
court-house and the Ridge road,to the eity of Mobile; also, 
trom Louisville, in Madison county, to Trenton, in Jack- 
son county, in the Stare of Alabama. 


_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was A 
Resolved, That the 


Secretary of War report to:this House 
the progress made in the construction of Fort Livingston, 
at Grande Fair, Louisiana, the sum expended in the said 
work, the amount yet applicable to the object, and also the 
paue which have retarded the completion of the said forti- 

cation. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of South 
Carolina, it was 


H Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a 
pension to Jolin Kobb; and that the papers presented upon 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
į 
| 
I 
j 


ject at the last session of Congress, be again referred 


| that subj 
i to the said committee. 
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On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of restoring 
William Cummings and Christopher Eaton, of North Car- 
olina, on the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. CORWIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire and report to this House what quan- 
tity of land, if any, is due to the several townships in the 
State of Ohio, within the territory purchased by the United | 
States, of the Indian tribes, since the 3d of March, 1803; 
and what further legislation, if any, is necessary to enable 
said townships to obtain the benefit of the grant of said 
tands, as provided in the act of Congress, approved March 
3, 1803, entitled an act in addition to, and in modification | 
of the propositions contained in the act entitled an act to | 
enable the people of the eastern division of the territory | 
northwest of the river Ohio to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, and for 
other purposes. 


On motion of Mr. SNYDER, it was 


Resolved, ‘hat the Commissioner of the General Land | 
Office communicate to this House the quantity of lands be- 
Jonging to the General Government in that part of the Ed- 
wardsville and Kaskaskia district, in the State of Ilinois, 
which comprises the American Bottom, from Wood river 
to the mouth of the Kaskaskia river; also, the number of 
years said land has been subject to entry. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of satisfying the | 
bounty land warrants of soldiers of the late war, either in 
serip, or by laying off a district of the public lands for the 
location of such warrants. 


_ On motion of Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instracted to 
inquire into the expediency of allowing the claim of Captain 
R. P. Neely’s company for additional pay, on account of 
service rendered in the Cherokee nation, under the orders 
of Major Genera! Scott. 


On motion of Mr. CROCKETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing the claim | 
of George G. Allen against Pryor Frame, tnder the treaty 
of the 24th of May, 1834, with the Chickasaw Indians. 


On motion of Mr. TURNEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to | 
inquire into the expediency of paying to Preston Frazier | 
the value of a horse lost in the service of the United States 
in Florida, and that the accompanying papers be referred 
to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, 
at was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of passing a law for the pay- 
ment of the staff of government of the State of Tennessee 
while engaged in mustering and organizing into regiments 
the Tennessee volunteers called into the service of the 
United States in the summer of the year 1838, for the Cher- 
okee country. 


On motion of Mr. HAYNES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the | 
compensation of the marshal of the district of Georgia, as 
also of amending the law providing for the resignation of 
the marshal, so as to compel the deputy to act until another 
marshal is appointed ; and in case there be no deputy, au- 
thorizing other person or persons to serve process, such 
service to be affixed by affidavit. 


- On motion of Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, | 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the pension of Thomas Kincheloe. 


On motion of Mr. MCKENNAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the erection of guard fences on the Cum- : 
berland road east of the Ohio, and for refunding to the com- į 
missioners of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, the | 
sums advanced out of the tolls received for the completion | 
of the toll-houses and toll-gates on the said road ; and also | 
for widening the said road at Doconard’s Spring, on the 
western side of Laurel Hil, in Fayette county, Pennsylva~ 
nia, and that House document No. 134, second session of 
Twenty-Fifth Congress, be referred to the said committee. 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAN, of Tennes- 
see, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to George 
Miller and John Steers, pensions as invalids. 
On motion of Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, it | 
was Í 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


| 
paca ree l 
to inquire into, and.report to this House, the condition of | 
i 
i 


j 
j 
| 
1 


the banks of Wisconsin Territory ; to ascertain whether the | 
said banks have been put in operation in pursuance of the į 
acts of the Territory chartering such banks, and the acts of: 
Congress approving; if any were passed, and whether the | 
said banks have or have not violated the provisions of their | 
charters, if any were granted. 

Resolved, That the said Secretary also report to this 
House the character of the currency received at the differ- 


ent land offices in the said Territory, in payment for the 
public lands, and report the names of the banking instita- 
tions the notes of which are so received. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means in- 
quire into the expediency of making an appropriation suffi- 
cient to complete the marine hospital authorized to be 
erected in the city of Mobile. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, it 
was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a road 
from Dubuque, in the Territory of Iowa, to the Missouri 
State line, passing through as many of the county seats as 
practicable, so as to terminate in the county of Van Buren; 
that said committee also inquire into the expediency of 
constricting a canal from Bloomington, in the Territory of 
Iowa, to some suitable point on the Red Cedar river, and 
of the expediency of granting lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of the same. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
granting to the Territory of Iowa the quantity of land usu- 
ally given to the Territories for the benefit of education ; 
also, a bill granting the preémption right to the claimants 
of lots in certain towns reserved from sale by the act of 
Congress of 1838. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed | 


to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to define 
the eastern boundary of the Territory of lowa ; a bill to au- 
thorize the election of judges of probate, sheriffs, justices 
of the peace, and county surveyors, in the Territory of 
Iowa; and a bill to authorize the people of said Territory 
to form a constitution and State government, and for its 
admission into the Union. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Dubuque, through the coun- 
ties of Jones, Cedar, Slaughter, and Henry, to the town of 
Keosauqua, in the Territory of Iowa. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
counties of Lee, Desmoines, Jackson, and Dubuque, in the 
Territory of Towa, lands to aid in the erection of court- 
houses and jails, in lieu of lands sold by the Government. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
communicate to this Ifouse, at as early a period as possible, 
any report he may have received from the commissioners 
appointed to survey and run the western boundary line of 
the State of Missouri. 


On motion of Mr. CRARY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so reorganizing 
the Navy Department as to dispense with the service of the 
Board of Navy Commissioners. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Great Wabash river. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNING, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to enlarge or reconstruct the public buildings for the ac- 
commodation of the legislative body of the Territory of 
Florida. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNING, it was 


Resolved, That the claim of General Duncan L. Clinch, 
for forage and other articles included in his account, fuar- 
nished to the troops and militia of the United States, or 
taken by them, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of ceding to the 
State of Missouri such inundated and swamp lands lying 
within the said State as have not been surveyed, and which 


have been reported as impracticable to be surveyed, or as | 


not worth the expense of surveying. 


On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire if immediate legislation is necessary to 
earry into effect a treaty between the United States and the 
Republic of Texas, in relation to the running and establish- 


ing the line between the two Governments, in accordance | 


with said treaty; and that the treaty of limits between the 


Republic of Texas and the United States, communicated - 


to Congress at the beginning of the present session, be re- 
ferred to the same committee. 


Mr. BOND submitted the following, which, 
under the rules, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish to this House a copy of the quarterly accounts of 


Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the port of New York, | 


in which are included credits by said collector, for three 
several Treasury warrants, to wit: 1834, August 23, No. 
9677, $7,637 21; 1835, May 2, No. 837, $21,895 15; 1835, 
June 22, No. 993, $9,707 60. 

On motion of Mr. LEGARE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the memorial of the Charleston Cham- 


ber of Commerce, in relation to nautical schools, be re- | 
quested to take the subject into consideration, and report į 


thereon in the course of the session. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, hes over one 
day: 

Resolved, That the annual expenditures of this Govern- 
ment ought not to exceed G15,000,000 in time of peace. 


Resolved; That the appropriations to be mide by the'pres- 
ent session of Congress, for the support of the Government 
for the year 1839, should not exceed the sum of $15,000,000, 
exclusive of the revenue derived from the Post Ofice De- 
partment. : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House shall -héreafter 
cause the appropriation bills to be printed with lines and 
figures, showing the amount contained in each item of ap- 
propriation, and after their second and third reading, add 
up the amount contained in cach bill, and keep the same on 
his table ready for the examination of the members of this 
House, at all times. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it 
was 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to dispose of the 
damaged and useless stationery now on hand, on the best 


| terms he can, either at auction, or in exchange for other 


stationery. 


_ Mr. McKAY submitted the following resola- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
House whether the accounts of any, and if any, which, of 
the public officers, whose names were reported by him on 
the 17th of January last as defaulters, have, since that re- 
port was made, been settled, either in whole or in-part, 
specifying in each case the nature of the settlement, 


Mr. CHAPMAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which, giving rise to debate, lies over 
one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
preémption Jaw of the 22d day of June last, sv as to extend 
its provisions to al! persons settied:on public lands during 
the year 1835 ; also to dispense with the oath required to be 
taken under the said Jaw. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication fromthe Postmaster General, contain- 
ing the annual estimates for the year 1839; which 
was ordered to be printed. “ 

Mr. KENNEDY submitted the following pre- 
amble and resolution; which, under the rule, lie 
over one day: : 

There having been well-founded complaints, from divers 
quarters, of manifold corrupt practices in the holding of the 
late elections, which corrupt practices are said chiefly to 
have consisted in attempts to bribe some of the voters in said 
elections, by means both directand indirect; in the open and 
active inter(erence of the officers and agents of the General 
Governmentin the conductof the said elections; and in the 
employment of threats, blows, and riots, designed to pre- 
vent the lawful exercise of the privilege of voting; and as 
the preservation of the purity of the clective trauchise is of 
the deepest concern to the safety of Republican Govern- 
ment; and as itis the duty of the National and State Legis- 
laiures to guard the right of suffrage against ah improper 
influences ; to preserve it from all official interference; from 
bribery, both open and secret; from al practices that have 
the effect to hinder or prevent the frec and fair expression 
of the popular will; and as it is the especial duty of Con- 
gress to look to “ the correction of those abuses which have 
brought the patronage of the General Government into con- 
flict. with the freedom of ejections :”’ ‘Therefore,’ 

Resolved, That a select committee, to consist of — mem- 
bers, be appointed by the Chair, and that it shall be their 
duty to inquire into the existence of such abuses as, by 
common report, are charged to have been practiced in the 
exercise of the elective franchise in various quarters of this 
Union; and that, for the purpose of this inquiry, said com- 
mittee be aathorized, if they should deem it necessary, to 
send for persons and papers. ` 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of this House adopting as a rule of de- 
cision for settling the validity of contested elections, some 
provision or regulation which, with suitable limitations, 
shall, in effect, determine that actual bribery practiced in 
any election for a scat in this House by the reported suc- 
cessful candidate, or by his friends or supporters (the same 
being clearly proved to have procured for such candidate a 
certain number of votes,) shall vitiate said election, and be 
held as conclusive ground for setting the 
for referring it again to the people; that said comm 
also instructed to inquire into the expediency of this House 
adopting as a rule of decision in cases of contested elec- 
tions, some provision or regulation which, with suitable 
limitations, shall, in like manner, determine any election 
to be void, and proper to be referred again to the people, 
wherein it shall be made to appear by ample proof that a 
certain number of voters friendly to the successful candi- 
date in such election shall have been prevented by threats, 
blows, or riots, from casting their votes in said clection, 

Resolved, further, That said committee be instructed to 
report a bill to this House for the remedying of all such dis- 
orders as the experience of past years has shown to have 
disturbed or affected the freedom aud fairness of elections, 
the remedy whereof may be within the constitutional power 
af Congress; and that said cominittee be especially directed 
to incorporate into said bij! suitable provisions or clauses 
by which it may be enacted that the salaries of all officers 
of the General Government, and all stipends, commissions, 
wages, or emoluments, agreed to be paid by the Govern- 
ment to any of the publie servants or agents appointed by 
the Executive, shall be subject to the condition that the 
said officers, agents, or servants shall abstain from the 6x- 
ercise of any kind of interference with the elections, either 
of the Federal Government or State governments, further 
than the quiet and orderly casting of their respective indi- 
vidual votes, under the penalty of forfeiting, for a specified 
period, one half of their salaries, stipends, commissions; or 
other compensation as aforcsaid; and that every: officer, 
agent, or servant of the General Government, appointed by 
the Exccutive thereof, shall be rendered subject tothe said 
forfeiture, who shall be proved before some competent judi- 
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cial tribunal, and upon the verdict of a jury, to have busied 
himselfin any manner whatever in the ordering, adjusting, 
or proceeding of any public meeting held with a view to the 
promoting of any political election, or to have attended 
such meeting Knowing its character, or to have subscribed 
any sum of money for the defraying of the expenses of any 
such election, or to have attended at any polls on the day of 
such election, and there have employed himself in procur- 
ing the voters or others to vote, or to have juined in any 
processions, meetings, or assemblages, got up for purposes 
connected with any such election. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following 
joint resolutions; which were ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be requested to open a 
correspondence with the Goverument of the confederacy 
of Central America on the subject of connecting the com- 
merce of the Gulf of Mexico with that of the Pacific ocean, 
by means ofa railroad or canal, or both, and the propriety 
of authorizing the construction of arailroad or canal by the 
united cupital of the citizens of the two countries. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to enter into 
treaty stipulations with said Government, providing suita- 
ble guarantees for the protection of the interests of our citi- 
zens who may invest capital in the construction of such 
railroad or canal. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to depute 
some one or more officers of the engineer corps to survey 
any route or routes for a railroad or canal connecting the 
Gulf and Pacific: Provided, Said Government consent 
thereto. 


Mr. SOUTHGATE submitted the following 
joint resolution; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States af America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of each House concurring thercin,) That the follow- 
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be 
submitted tg the Legislatures of the several States, which, 
when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
States, shall form a part of the Constitution of the United 
States, to wit: That, if any officer of the United States shall 
embezzle, or in any way convert to bis own use, the money 
of the United States confided to his care, he shall, on con- 
Viction thereof before any of the courts of the United States 
by the verdict of a jury and the judgment of the court, be 
declared forever thereafter ineapable of holding any otlice 
of honor, trust, or profit, under the United States, or of ex- 
ercising the right of sufrage. 


On motion, the Mouse then adjourned till 
Wednesday, at twelve o’clock. 


Select Committee on the subject of past donations 
of public lands, quality surveyed, plans for dividing 
it or its proceeds, §c.—Messrs, Jounson of Mary- 
land, Daven, ATHERTON, CUSHING, TILLINGHAST, 
Horr, Aruan of Vermont, PARKER, AYCRIGG, 
Porren, Muriroan, Ropertson, Connor, Picx- 
ens, Haynes, Menerne, MeCrerLan of Fen- 
nessce, Hamer, Jounsonw of Louisiana, Boon, 
Prentiss, Syyoer, Lewis, Harrison, Yecr, and 
Crary. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpvespay, January 2, 1839, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from two 
hundred and twenty-seven ladies of Delaware 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the passage of a 
law to prohibit the slave trade, and to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McK. said he had been instructed to move 
that it be referred to a select committee, with in- 
structions to report a bill to that effect. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 
motion to receive was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the peti- 
tion and memorial of the New York Peace Soci- 
ety, asking Congress to act as arbiter between 
France and Mexico, and to take measures for 
having a Congress of nations, for the purpose of 
forming an international code of laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign A ffuirs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
a large number of the merchants of Philadelphia, 
requesting Congress to establish Newcastle as a 
port of entry; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Mr. B. also presented the memorial of Dr. 
John Campbell White, praying Congress by le- 
gislation to correct an error in his naturalization 
papers; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. B. also presented the memorial of a num- 
ber of physicians residing in the western part of 
Pennsylvania, asking that vaccine may be trans- 
mitted by mail free of postage; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. B. also presented the memorial of C. New- 
bold, President of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal Company, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation for clearing out and deepening the har- 
i bors at the outlets at either end of the canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ` 

Mr. ROANE presented the memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of Georgetown, 
asking an extension of time to redeem their small 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. R. also presented a memorial from the 
same authorities, asking Congress to grant an 


tee on the District of Columbia. 


Elliot, praying for remission of interest on the 
purchase money of a lot bought from Govern- 
ment. 

; Mr. LINN presented the petition of a number 
| of the citizens of the Territory of Florida, pray- 
| ing for the passage of a law for the adjudication 
of titles to land; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the peti- 


asking a pension for services performed by her 
husband in the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRIS presented the memorial of Rich- 
ard Elliot, praying for a reconsideration of the 
memorial and documents in his case on the files 
of last session; which, on Mr. M.’s motion, were 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of Sarah 
Smith, of Vermont; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Public Lands, to which was referred the bill for 
the relief of Daniel B. Bush, reported the same 
without amendment. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill to authorize the selec- 
tion of lands for the University of Michigan, in- 
stead of other lands heretofore selected, reported 
the same without amendment. 


Public Lands, to which was referred the bill to 
| authorize the location of preémption certificates 
given by the register of the land office at Bates- 
| ville, Arkansas, under act of May 26, 1824, on 
j any public lands in the State of Arkansas, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 

L Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to authorize the inhabitants 
of township eight north, range thirty-two west, 
in Arkansas, to enter a section of land upon sur- 
render of the sixteenth section for military pur- 
i poses, reported the same without amendment. 
Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to which 


the borders of Missouri and Arkansas, for the 
| purpose of bounty lands to such volunteers as 
| may serve in defense of the frontier, reported the 
| same with an amendment. 

| Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, to which was referred the bill for the 
| relief of the heirs of Francis Newman, late col- 
| lector of internal revenue and direct taxes in 


|i Maryland, reported the same without amend- 


i ment. 
i Mr.WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- 
| Sions, to which was referred the memorial of Brig- 


report thereon. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition and pa- 
| pers of John S. Billings, introduced a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
| reading. 


tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill for 
the relief of J. and W. Beeson, and others, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 


Land Claims, to which was referred the bill sup- 
| plementary to an act, entitled © An act to amend 
lan act under the lth article of the treaty with 


appropriation to aid in building the bridge across | 
! Rock Creek; which was referred to the Commit- j 


| 
| Mr. R. also presented the memorialof Jonathan | 
i 


tion of Betsy Crosswell Shetmah, of New York, | 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the | 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the | 


| was referred the bill to set apart a beltof land on | 


adier General John R. Fenwick, made anadverse | 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Mili- | 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | 


the Choctaws of 1830, reported a substitute for 
the bill. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the mes- 
sage of the President on the subject of the Pea 
Patch Island, in the river Delaware, reported a 
joint resolution authorizing the purchase thereof; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

Mr. B. also, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of the 
widow of Lieutenant Colonel Thompson, who 
was killed in battle with the Seminole Indians, 
requested that the committee might be discharged 
from the consideration thereof, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Cominittee on Pensions; which wag 
agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, on leave, 
; and in pursuance of notice given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Alvarez Fisk, and the legal rep- 
resentatives of Thomas P. Eskridge; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill creating a new land 
district in the State of Missouri, and altering the 
boundary of the western and southwestern land 
districts in the same State; which was read twice, 
and, with the documents relating thereto, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MOUTON, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
i the heirs of Madam De Lusser, and their legal 
representatives; which was read twice and re- 
i| ferred. 
i| On motion of Mr. SPENCE, the memorial of 
|| George McCall, on the files of the last session, 
was again referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
i| form the Senate at what time the claims of the volunteers 
from the State of Alabama for horses Jost in the service of 
the United States in the tate campaign against the Semi- 
nole Indians will be examined and settled under exis 
|; regulations, and whether any, and what, further provis 
are, in bis opinion, necessary to a prompt and just settle- 
ment of said claims. 


On motion of Mr. WALL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inguire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
j| for the removal of certain obstructions in the navigation 
of Newark bay and the river Passaic, in the State of New 
Jersey. 

On motion of Mr. WALL, the resolutions of 
the Common Council of Newark on the foregoing 
subject were referred to the same committee. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the quantity of public lands sold 
since the 30th September, 1837, which had at the time of 
‘| sale been subject to entry for five or more years prior to 
I| such sale, designating between the several quantities of 
land which had, at the time of the sale thereof, been sub- 
Ject to private entry for five, ten, fifteen, and twenty or 
more years; and also, designating the State or Territory in 
i which each description of land so sold is situated. Also, 
|| that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report the 
i number of land offices now existing under the authority of 
the United States. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was 


_ Resolved, That the select committee on the Oregon Ter- 
ritory be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
tending the laws of the United States over said Territory. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be instructed to 

| report to the Senate all the information in the possession 
of the War Department, in relation to the present situation 

of the Memphis road, and what further appropriation will 

be necessary to complete the same. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of compensating 
Hiram H. Lewis and William T. Lewis for two horses lost 
by them while in the military service of the United States. 


The documents relating to the above were also, 
on Mr. T.’s motion, referred to the same com- 
i} mittee. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making payment 
and compensation to Colonel A. G. Morgan, of Missouri, 
for military services in Florida, and for raising troops for 
service in that Territory. 


On Mr. B.’s motion the papers relating to the 
foregoing were referred to the same committee. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, offered the following; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation to compensate and pay the militia who were 
called out by authority of the Indian agent at Logansport, 
indiana, in the year 1836, to suppress a threatened riot at 
the payment of the annuity at that place, and that the papers 
relative to the same, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to said committee. 


PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 


The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Youne, 
calling for information from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. YOUNG stated that this resolution was 
similar to one which had been offered at the last 
session, and to which he was not aware there had 
been any answer received. He had been informed, 
however, that information had already been col- 
lected, and would shortly be presented to the Sen- 
ate, which would render unnecessary a part of 
the resolution; and he therefore proposed to sub- 
titute for it the following : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required 


to report to the Senate, in addition to the information called 
for by the resolution of February 15, 1838, in relation to 
public defaulters, all defaleations which have since oc- 
curred, (with the exception of the case of Samuel Swart- 
wout, late collector of the port of New York,) and the names 
of the securities in each case; the suspended and rejected 
items of credit claimed by such defaulters į the reasons why 
the same have not been passed to their credit; the meas- 
ure, ifany, adopted in each case to enforce payment; and 
the probability of ultimate indemnity to the United States. 

The bill to relinquish to the State of Mississippi 
the two per cent. fund accruing on her almission 


into the Union, was read a third time and passed. 
NOTICES OF BILLS, 


Mr. LINN gave notice that on to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill to establish a 
port of entry at Fort Independence, Missouri, 
and to allow a drawback on such merchandise as 
is used in the Indian trade, and the trade with 
the internal provinces of Mexico. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, in 
the course of a few days, ask leave to introduce 
a billfor the payment of the Missouri volunteers. 

Also, a bill to repeal the duty on salt, and the 
fishing bounties dependent thereon. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to graduate and reduce the price of the 
public lands was taken up, as the special order; 
when 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, offered a resolution 
to refer it back to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, with instructions to that committee so to 
amend it as to restrict its benefits to actual set- 
tlers. 

An animated discussion ensued, in which 
Messrs. CLAY of Kentucky, WALKER, CLAY 
of Alabama, BENTON, and MERRICK, parti- 
cipated. 

Before the question was taken on Mr, Cray’s 
proposition, 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, January 2, 1839. 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the Journal be cor- 
rected, so as to enter thercon the request made 
by him on Monday, to take up and consider his 
resolutions calling upon the Presidentof the Uni- 
ted States for certain information in relation to 
the controversy between our Minister to England 
and Daniel O’Connell; and also that he sent to the 
clerk’s table, to be read, a letter, threatening him 


with assassination, and that the said motion was j 


rejected. 

Mr. LEWIS, in reference to that letter, said he 
was satisfied it was a quiz, and was purely ficti- 
tious, for no individual of that name was known 
in Alabama. 


i Mr. ROBERTSON bore testimony to the same 
act. 


Mr. ADAMS respected the motives of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama in vindicating the people of 


his State; but Mr. A. could not consider a threat 
of assassination; whether true or false, as a quiz, 
unless treason be a quiz, or murder be a quiz, or 
forgery be a quiz. 

Mr. A. was here called to order. 

The motion of Mr. Apams was rejected—ayes 
70, noes 87. - 


| Grant, Gray, Griffin, Hammond, 


| Sheffer, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, Swearingen, 


entered on the Journal ? 

The SPEAKER said it would. 

Mr. HAYNES asked leave to move that the 
House go again into committee on the President’s 
message. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. H. moved a suspension of the rules: lost. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CUSHMAN asked leave of the House to 
make a statement in reference to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. C. moved asuspension ofthe rules, assur- 
ing the House that he would not occupy two min- 
nien: The rules were suspended—ayes 114, noes 

Mr. CUSHMAN expressed his acknowledg- 
ments to the House, and said he would not tres- 
pass upon its patience so long as it had taken to 
decide the question. All he wished to say was 
this: that on Monday a resolution was offered by 
a gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wiss,] propos- 
ing to raise a select committee to investigate the 
conduct of the Secretary of the Treasury, and to 


Mr. ADAMS inquired if this motion would | 


j inquire whether they can find sufficient evidence 


upon which to found articles of impeachment 


{ f ` 5 p 
against him; and this committee was proposed to 


be chosen by ballot. Mr. C. at the time objected 
to the then consideration of the resolution, not 
because he was opposed toinvestigation—far from 
it; and he knew at the time the Secretary of the 
Treasury would solicit an investigation whenever 
the House desired to have it; and he would say 
now that, if the gentleman would so modify his 
resolution that the committee should be raised 
forthwith in the usual way, Mr. C. would with- 
draw his proposition. He was further authorized 
to say, that so anxious and so desirous was that 
distinguished officer of the Government to have 
an investigation into the whole of his official con- 
duct, that Mr. C. would now say that he would 
not interpose an objection to raising the commit- 
tee, if it was done in a reasonable time. 

Mr. MENEFEE called the gentleman to order. 
He had leave to make a statement, and he was 
making an argument. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I have done. 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, inquired if 
the gentleman’s argument was a subject of reply? 
[Cries of “ Order!”?] I ask leave, then, to make 
a statement. 

Objection being made, Mr. P. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules; on which motion 

Mr. WILLIAMS demanded the yeasand nays; 
which being ordered, were—yeas 97, nays 97, not 
two thirds: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, John W. Allen, 
Aycrigg, Bell, Biddie, Bond, Borden, Buchanan, William 
B. Cathoun, John Calhoon, Wiliam 3B. Campbell, Carter, 
Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Clowney, Corwin, 
Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, 
Deberry, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Foster, Rice 
Garland, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William Gra- 
ham, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, Hall, Halsted, Harper, 
Hawes, Henry, Hoffman, Robert M.'T. Hunter, Jabez Jack- 
son, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William C. Jobnson, Ken- 
nedy, Lyon, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, Me- 
Kennan, Menefee, Milligan, Mitchell, Matthias Morris, 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Pearce, Peck, Pope, Ser- 


j geant S. Prentiss, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Rob- 


inson, Rumsey, Russeli, Saltonstall, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Sibley, Stade, Smith, Southgate, Stanly, 
Stuart, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, To- 
land, Underwood, Albert S. White, John White, Lewis 
Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christopher H. Williams, 
Wise, Word, and Yorke—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Brodhead, Bronson, John Campbell, Casey, Chap- 
man, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Dawson, 
Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, 
Elmore, Evans, Farrington, Isaac Fieteher, Fry, Gallup, 

Hamer, Haynes, Hoit, 
Howard, Hubley, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Legare, 
Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, James M. Mason, Mar- 
tin, McKay, Robert McCiellan, Abraham McClellan, Me- 
Clure, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel wW. 
Morris, Murray, Noble, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petri- 
kin, Plumer, Potts, Pratt, Reily, Rencher, Rives, gar eee ; 

ar 2 
Titus, Toucey, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Wagener, Web- 
ster, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Worthington, and Yell—97. 


Mr. WISE stated that he was not present 
when the gentleman.from New Hampshire made 


| his statement; and as he also wished to make one, 


he asked of the House a similar indulgence for a 


i very short time. 


Objection being made, ~~ ae 
Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules, 


and demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. - 


| Mr. PICKENS begged leave to say that be 
voted against the request of the gentleman from 


New Hampshire, and he could not now vote in 
‘any other way. : ` 


Mr. WISE notified the House that his object 
; Was to make an inquiry as well as a statement. 
| He wanted to know whether the statement made 
by Mr. Cusuman was by authority of the Secre- 
itary of the Treasury. ee 

| The question was then taken; and the House 
i refused Mr, Wise’s request—yeas 90, nays 89; 
| the motion requiring two thirds: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, Biddle, 
Bond, Borden, Buchanan, John Calhoon, William P, Camp- 
| bell, Carter, Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crabb, 
Dranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, 
! Deberry, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Foster, Rice Garland, 
| Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Grant- 
| land, Graves, Grennell, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, 
|! Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Robert M. T. Hunter, Jabez Jack- 
son, William C. Johnson, Kennedy, Legare, Lyon, Samp- 
son Mason, Maury, May, McKennan, Milligan, Matthias 
| Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Pearce, Peck, Pope, 
| Pratt, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridg- 
| way, Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, 
Augustine I. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Sibley, Slade, 
Smith, Southgate, Stanly, Stuart, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, John White, Lewis 
Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christopher H. Wiliams, 
Wise, Word, and Yorke—90. A 
i NAYS—Messrs. Andrews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, 
Brodhead, Bronson, John Campbell, Casey, Chapman, 
Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Dawson, 
De Graff, Dromgoole, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Yarrington, 
Isaac Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, Grant, Gray, Haley, Hamer, 
Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Howard, Hubley, Ingham, Thomas 
B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones; Keim, Kem- 
ble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, 
| James M. Mason, Martin, Me Kay, Robert McClean, Abra- 
tham MeClellan, MeClure, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Murray, 
| Noble, Palmer, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Piek- 
| ens, Potts, John H. Prentiss, Reily, Sheffer, Sheplor, Sny- 
| der, Spencer, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toucey, 
| Turney, Vail, Wagener, Webster, Jared W. Williams, 
Worthington, and Yeti—89, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Reports from committees were then called for. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a resolution, which 
was concurred in, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means be discharged from the further con~ 
sideration of sundry estimates for new appropri- 
ations, aud that they be referred to the proper 


t 
H 
i 
i 


committees, ; - ; 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from. the Committee. of 
Claims, reported, without amendment, Senate-bill 
for the relief of William East, 

Also, Senate bill for the relief of the corporate 
authorities of the city of Mobile, with a recom- 
| mendation that it do not pass. ; 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, re= 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
i tives of Nimrod Farrow and Richard Harris. 
| Mr. DARLINGTON, from the same commit- 
| tee, reported a bill for the relief of the legal heirs 
| of David and James Wilkinson. 
| Mr. CHAMBERS, from the same committee, 
! made an unfavorable report on the petition of 

John Peebles; which was laid on the table. 

i Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, 
| made unfavorable reports in the cases of Isaac 
i Bell, John H. Robinson, George Ash, and Alex- 
| ander Humphreys; which were severally Taid on 
| the table. 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial of Thomas Ap Catesby 
Jones, asking remuneration of expenses incurred 
| on account of the South Sea exploring expedition; 
! and the same was referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Benedict J. Heard; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of the ex- 
ecutors of John Donnell, deceased; the petitions 
of Hiram Murphy, Robert Davis, Jonathan Da- 
vis, Daniel Hines, and John Metcalf; which 
were severally ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the same com- 
| mittee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 


lof Catharine Beard, J.-L. Milligan, Ephraim 
i Meniss, Lyman King, William H. Williams, 
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Joel Martin; and David Bartlett; which were 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

“Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported without amendment Sen- 
ate bill to establish an additional land district in 
the State of Alabama. 

Mr. WORD, from the same committec, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of John Tremble, sen., deceased. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of the citi- 
zens of the State of Missouri, praying preémp- 
tion upon certain inundated land in that State, 
and that they may be permitted to drain the same. 
Also, on the petitions of Samuel Davis, William 
Brown, and Martin H. Arthur. 
petitions of James Alexander Clark, Charles 


Also, on the | 


McPherson and others, and David Bagerly; j 
which were laid on the table and ordered to be | 


printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved that 
the vote on laying on the table the unfavorable 
report on the petition of David Bagerly, praying 
the building of a levee on the south side of the 
Red river, be reconsidered; which was carried. 

Mr. G. then moved that the same be referred 
back to the Committee on Public Lands, with 
instructions to inquire into the expediency of 
making appropriation for estimates and surveys, 
and the cost thereof; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CASEY, the Committee on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further 


consideration of the petition of the citizens of the | 


State of Illinois, praying a grant of land to con- 
struct roads, &c.; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to amend the act to reor- 
ganize the circuit court of the northern district of 

ississippi, which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-day. 

Mr. CORWIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported without amendment, Senate bill entitled 
an act to amend an act entitled “* An act more ef- 
fectually to provide for the punishment of certain 
crimes against the United States, and for other 
purposes.” 

r. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill to authorize the 
payment of seven years’ half-pay, due on account 
of the revolutionary services of Thomas Knowl- 


ton, i 

Mr. TALIA FERRO, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Jona- 
than Dye. 

Also a bill allowing seven years’ half-pay to 
heirs of David Gould. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a resolution authorizing 
that committee to employ a clerk; which was re- 
jected—yeas 49, nays 82. 

Also, a joint resolution for the relief of the heirs 
of John Brown, deceased; which was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading to-day. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Nathaniel Taylor; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Smith. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relicf of Ichabod Beard- 


Hey 
lso, a bill for the reliefof S. Barnes; and 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth French. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported a bill granting a pension to 
Wiliam Ford. 

Also, a bill for the relief of John Glasson. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Samuel Parsons. 

Mr, CHILDS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Patrick Allen. 

Š Mr. EWING, oo Committee on Invalid 

ensions, reported a bill granting a i 
William Smith. pees sk Paumen io 

Also, bill granting a pension toWilliam Fitz- 
gerald. 

i Also, a bill granting a pension to Eunice San- 
ders. 

Also, a billgranting a pension to Martha Strong. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
Fitzgerald. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Elijah 
Blodget. . s f 

Also, a-bill for the relief of Thomas Collins. 

Also, a bill the relief of Samuel M. Ash- 
bury. 

Also, a bill for the relief of James Fleming. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Bradbury Jepson; 
which was ordered toa third reading, engrossed, 
read a third time, and passed. i 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the same eom- 
mittee, reported the following: 

A bill for the relief of Robert Whitlett; 

A bill for the relief of Miron Chapin; 

A. bil for the relief of Jared Winslow; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Davis; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Justis. 

Mr. HEROD, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following: 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Parker; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Boyd; and 

A bill for the relief of Levi M. Roberts. 

Mr. PLUMER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Gideon Sheldon. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
Thaddeus Fairbanks. 

Also, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of Elisha Town. 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the Chair was 
authorized to fill the vacancy on the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the House then 
went into committee on the President’s annual 
message, (Mr. Apams in the chair.) 

The question was on the series of resolutions 
moved by Mr. Haynes to distribute the.various 
portions of the message among the appropriate 
committees, 

Mr. CUSHMAN, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House for some time in re- 
ply to Messrs. Wise and Prentiss. 

Mr. DUNCAN then obtained the floor, and on 
his motion the committce rosc and reported. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a state- 
ment ofthe number and compensation of the clerks 
in the Post Office Department. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, laid on the table. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 3, 1839. 


Mr. Wiure, of Tennessee, appeared in his 
place in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT presented a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting a report 
from the Second Auditor, containing a statement 
of the contingent expenses of the Military Acad- 


| emy; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 


be printed. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial praying 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in 
the District of Columbia, 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississip- 
pi, the motion to receive was laid upon the table. 

Mr. McKEAN presented another memorial, 
remonstrating against the admittance of any new 
State into the Union whose constitution ‘toler- 
ated the institution of slavery; and also remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, again raised 
the question of reception. 

The PRESIDENT said there was no question 


| of reception before the Senate. 


Mr. KING stated that the rule had been dis- 
tinctly settled by the decision of the Senate, and 
did not now admit of a question. Whenever a 
petition, in which the subject of slavery was in- 


| volved, was presented, the established course had 


been for the Chair, and it was its duty, to state 
the preliminary question, “ Shall the petition be 
received?” and when this was done, a motion 
had always been made to lay this question of re- 
ception on the table; which being carried, the 
matter was ended. This was the parliamentary 
rule; but it was usual for the Presiding Officer to 


dispense with it, and take the reception as for 


| Columbia w 
| to*the Senate the subject involved, in order that 


granted, when the petition related to a matter 
about which no objection would be made. 

The PRESIDENT did not consider it the duty 
of the Chair to state the preliminary question ag 
to the reception of petitions, and thought it mat- 
ter with which the Chair had nothing todo. It 
had been the unvarying rule of the Chair, when 
petitions involving the subject of slavery were 
presented, to state to the Senate distinctly their 
purport, in order that some member present might 
raise the question of reception. 

Mr. RUGGLES said that, coming from the 
section of country he did, he feltcompelled to ob- 
ject to the course indicated by the remarks of the 
Senator from Alabama, (Mr. Kine.] The peti- 
tion does not involve the question of domestic 
slavery in the States or Territories of this Union, 
but was of a very different character, appertain- 
ing to questions connected with the general legis- 
lation of the country. Though he was very un- 
willing that the question of slavery should be agi- 
tated or discussed in that body, he thought the 
present memorial should be received and havea 
proper reference. 

Mr. McKEAN said that the petition did not 
involve the question of the abolition of slavery, 
and he supposed it did not come under the general 
rule. His intention was to lay it on the table, 
and move its reference at a subsequent period, 
He now moved that the petition be received; and 
on that question he asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, said that he 
understoad the prayer of the petition to be, that 
no new State may be admitted into the Union 
whose constitution tolerates slavery; that is, (said 
Mr. W.,) one branch of the petition is on the 
subject of slavery; therefore, { move to Jay the 
question as to its reception on the table. 

Mr. MORRIS wished to obtain the decision of 
the Chair on a question of order. He wished to 
know if, after the yeas and nays had been de- 
manded on the question of reception, a motion to 
lay the question of reception on the table could 
deprive him of the right of recording his vote on 
the former question? He had always looked on 
this motion to lay on the table as a violation of 
the constitutionalrights ofa minority of that body. 
The Constitution, in express terms, says that the 
yeas and nays shall be called upon the requisition 
of one fifth of the members present, and he pro- 
tested against the right—not the right, but the 
power—of a majority to deprive him and the one 


j fifth of the members of their constitutional right of 


recording their votes on any question that might be 
presented to them. He did not wish to occupy 
time in discussing this subject on the proposition 
at present before the Senate, but he would take a 
future occasion to bring it up in such a manner as 
to be enabled to present his views on the subject, 
and place himself in a right position before the 
country. E 

‘The PRESIDENT then stated his decision on 
the point of order. The Chair (he said) now finds, 
after a reference to the parliamentary rules just 
pointed out to him by the Senator from Alabama, 
that it is his duty, on the presentation of a peti- 
tion, first to put the preliminary question, “ Shall 
the petition be received?” It was the duty of the 
Chair always to put this question, except in those 
cases where, by universal consent, there would 
be no objection made to the reception of the paper. 
The Chair, in all cases where petitions in refer- 
ence to the abolition of slavery in the District of 
ere presented, had distinctly stated 


the attention of those members who objected to 
their reception might be directed to them, and 
that they might have an opportunity of raising 


| the question of reception. The Chair, on the. 


present occasion, acted, as he believed, in accord- 
ance with his duty, believing that the usual diffi- 
culty was not involved, and that, as the petition 
related to Texas solely, it was to be received sub 


| silentio, as had been the case with other meimo- 


rials in reference to that subject. 
now raised by the Senator from Ohio was, whether 
the question can rightfully be taken on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi, to lay the motion 
for reception on the table, after the yeas and nays 
have been ordered on the question of reception. 
On this question the Chair had no doubt. The 
question raised by the Senator from Mississippi 
was one of those privileged questions that it was 


The question 
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atall times competent for the Senate to sustain. 
It was like a motion for adjournment or for re- 
committal, which could be made at any stage of 
à proceeding. 

Mr. McKEAN then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay the question of recep- 
tion on the table; which were accordingly ordered. 

: Mr. NORVELL said that the decision of the 
Chair, that the motion to lay the question of re- 
ception on the table, even after the yeas and nays 
had been ordered on that question, was undoubt- 
edly correct. A motion to lay any subject on the 
table was always the first privileged motion, ex- 
cept that of adjournment. But he desired to say 
that the petition under consideration embraced 
two propositions, neither of which was before the 
Senate. It remonstrated against the admission of 
any State into the Union hereafter the constitu- 
tion of which sanctioned slavery. No Territory 
or State was now, or likely to be at this session, 
before Congress, or the Senate, asking for admis- 
sion. The memorial remonstrated against the 
annexation of Texas, with slavery, to this Union. 
It was well known that Texas had withdrawn 
her:application for annexation. It was not prob- 
able that it would ever be renewed by Texas; and 
he presumed that none of us here had any dispo- 
sition to renew it for her. In voting, therefore, 
to lay the question of reception on the table, his 
object was simply to dispense, for the present, 
with the consideration of subjects which were not 
before the Senate, and not likely to come before 
it for a long time. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of 
Alabama, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Norvell, Preston, Rives, Roane, 
Robinson, Strange, Tipton, Walker, White, and Williams 
of Mississippi—23, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Clayton, Davis, Knight, McKean, 
Morris, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Ruggles, Smith of Connec- 
tient, Smith of Indiana, Swift, and Williams of Maine—14. 

So the motion to receive the petition was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a petition from sun- 
dry women of Delaware county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that Congress would so regulate the com- 
merce between the several States as to abolish 
the sale and transfer of slaves from one State to 
another. 

The PRESIDENT then stated the preliminary 
question, ‘‘ Shall the petition be received ?”’ 

“Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, moved to 
lay the question on the table. 

Mr. McKEAN called for the yeas and nays; 
which were accordingly ordered; and the question 
was decided in theaffirmative—yeas 27, nays 12; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, | 
Clay of Alabama, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Preston, Rives, 
Roane, Robinson, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Tipton, 
Walker, White, Williams of Maine, Williams of Missis- 
sippi, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Clayton, Davis, Knight, McKean, 
Morris, Pierce, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indi- 
ana, and Swift—12. 


So the question of receiving this petition was 


laid on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
Cadwallader Evans, of the city of Pittsburg, son 
of the celebrated Oliver Evans, stating that he has 
discovered an infallible mode of preventing the 
explosion of steam boilers, and asking that his 
invention may be investigated by a committee of 
the Senate; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred that part 
of the President’s message in relation to Indian 
hostilities, reported a bill to provide for the oc- 
cupation and settlement of a part of the Terri- 
tory of Florida, which was overrun by the hostile 
Indians; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to 
provide for additional clerks in the Post Office 

epartment; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an unfavorable, report on the 
petition of Joseph Espy. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, 
the Committee on Agriculture was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
a number of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
praying for an act of incorporation to enable 
them to raise silk; and it was referred to the 
Committce on the District of Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, the 
same committee was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of John Logan. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, it-was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mrs. Bateman, the widow 
of the first man killed in the war of ihe Revolution, pray- 


ing for a pension, and the papers of William B. Worden on | 


the same subject, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MOUTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Juan Pelgar; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Thomas A. Smith; which was read twice and 
referred. 

Mr. LYON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, Introduced a bill for the relief of 
Henry H. Marsh, Francis La Venture, Eben- 
ezer Childs, and Linas Thompson; which were 
severally read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. RIVES submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to eommuni- 
cate to the Senate, at as carly a day as practicable, “ the 
terins of any agreements,” informal or otherwise, which 
may have been entered into between the Seeretary of War 
and the Bank of the United States respecting the sale or 
payment of one or more bonds of that institution held by 
the United States relative to the proceeds; of the deposit 
thereof in said bank; the periods when, and the proportions 
in which they were to be drawn out, the places where to 
be paid, the manner iu which they were to be disbursed ; 
the time when such arrangements were entered into, and 
whether with the bank directly, or with an agent or agents 
of the bank ; and, in the latter case, the name or names of 
such agents, together with all the’ correspondence which 
may have passed between the Secretary of War and the 
bank or its agents in relation thereto. Also, copies of all 
circulars issued or instructions given by any branch of the 
War Department relative to the mode er medium in which 
the money arising from the sale or payment of the said bonds 
or any part thereof, was to be disbursed, and, as far as can 
be conveniently stated, the amount which has been dis- 
bursed in the notes of the bank under the said instructions, 
and the objects for which such disbursements were made, 
together with ‘all correspondence which may have taken 
place between the Secretary of War and the Bank of the 

Juited States or its agents, or between bim and any other 
Department of the Government on the subject-matter of 
these instructions. 

Mr. PRESTON offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate such proceedings as 
have been had under a law of the last session providing (or 
the examination of inventions designed to diminish or pre- 
vent the calamities resulting from the explosion of steam 
boilers. 

Mr. MERRICK submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire and report what alterations, if 
any, the progress of improvementand the altered condition 
of the city of Washington render it expedient and proper to 
make in the charter of said city. 

Mr. MERRICK said that the charter would 
soon expire by its own limitation, and Congress 
have power to revoke or amcnd it in any form 
they may think proper. There is considerable 
dissatisfaction as to the inequality of the distribu- 
tion of power in the present charter, as a great 
change has taken place in the condition of the 
city since it was incorporated, and a very large 
portion of the population of the city is not repre- 
sented in the corporation. ; 
marks for the purpose of attracting the attention 
of those interested, and he hoped that the citi- 


zens might attend before the committee, and pre- 
He hoped there | 


sent their views on the subject. 
would be no objection to its reference to the 
Committee on the District, where the subject 
would receive the proper investigation. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill for the graduation and reduction of the 
price of the public lands came upas the unfin- 
ished business, the question being on the adop- 


tion of the proposition to recommit with instruc- 


He made these re- ; 
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tions, offered 
tucky. ee 

On this question the debate was continued by 
Messrs. CLAY of Kentucky, CLAY ‘of Ala- 
bama, WALKER, NILES, BENTON, and 
| WILLIAMS of Mississippi; when, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 
question on Mr. Ciay’s:proposition was divided, 
so as to take it first on the recommittal, and sec- 
ondly: on the instructions. xe 

On the question of recommitment the yeas and 
nays were as follows: us td 

YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Kuight, McKean, Mer- 
rick, Morris, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane 
Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Strange, Swift, and 
Wiiliams of Maine—23. i 

NAY8—Messrs. Allen, Bonton, Brown, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mou- 
ton, Nicholas, Norvell, Robinson, Smith of Connecticul 
| Tipton, Walker, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, an 
Young—20. ` > 

_ Previous to the vote being taken on the ques- 
tion of instructions, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, and by 
general consent, the number of acres to be grant- 
ed to each actual settler was left blank in the in- 
i structions. aa 

The question was then taken on the instruc- 
tions thus modified, and was carried by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Hubbard, Knight, Lyon, Mec- 
Kean, Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, 
Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of. Indi~ 
ana, Strange, Swift, Walker, and Williams of Maine—56, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nor- 
vell, Robinson, Smith of Connecticut, Tipton, Willams ‘of 
Mississippi, Wright, and Young—17. ý oe 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. $ 


yesterday: by Mr.: Grax, òf Ken- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 3, 1839. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said they had 
now been in session a month and passed but one 
bill, and he supposed it was entirely unnecessary 


for the committees to assemble any more, as they 
| had already more business on the Calendar than 


i 
|| they could act upon; and, believing that, he asked 
| 


leave to offer a resolution providing that, in fu» 
ture, until otherwise ordered, the House should 
meet at 11 o'clock, a. m. instead of 12, m. 

Objection being made, Mr. W. moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, and called for the yeas and, 
| nays; they were refused, and the motion to Sus: 
| pend was rejected. : . : 

Mr. MAY asked the House to take-up Mr. 
CamBre.enc’s resolution for a select committee 
to investigate the defalcations of Samuel Swart- 
wout. [Cries of * No! no!”}. Mr. M. therefore 
| moved a-suspension of the rules, and asked for 
| the yeas and nays, so that (he said) it might be 
| scen who was in favor and who was against.the 
; investigation, : 3 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said if the gentleman 
| would suffer the morning business to go regularly 
on, that subject would be reached sooner than by 
a motion to suspend, ` ni 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Chair 
whether, if the rules were suspended, the special 
| order of to-day would not be set aside. 


Mr. MAY withdrew the motion. 
i On motion of Mr. CRABB, the bill to reor- 
! ganize the district courts of the United States in 
the State of Alabama was recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in com- 
pliance with the provisions of an act of Congress, 
inclosing a report from the Second Auditor, 
showing the expenditure of the appropriation for 
| the contingent expenses of the military establish- 
ment during the year 1838. : 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, laid on the table 
| and ordered to be printed. ` 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the Post 


| Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 


of Patrick Green. 
Mr. C. also reported the following: ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office atid 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedient} of 
reporting a bill for the erection of a fire-proof building for 
Í the Post Office Department. ee De 


90 
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Jaguary. a, 


Mr. LINCOLN was at a loss to perceive how 
that committee could claim cognizance of this 
‘matter, which belonged to the Committee on the 
Public Buildings. The latter, too, he stated, had 
had the subject. under consideration, and would 
shortly be prepared to bring ina bill for the same 
object. 


Mr, CONNOR did not know that the right be- 
longed to any particular committee; but certainly 
it fell more properly within the jurisdiction of the 
Post Office Committee. Moreover, two years ago 
that committee had reported a bill to the same 
purport, to which no objection was then made, 
and which bill was only lost for want of time. 
The Committee on the Post Office were not tena- 
cious; but they were now ready to report a bill, 
and intended to ask its immediate consideration; 
for it was but recently that the present temporary 
building was likely to be destroyed by fire, a wing 
to the roof of another building in the vicinity 
being on fire. 

Mr. LINCOLN referred to the terms of the 
resolution instructing the Post Office Committee 
to ** inquire,’? whereas the other committee had 
already considered the subject. 

Mr. BOND moved to strike out ‘ Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads,” and insert 
“ Committee on the Public Buildings.” 

Mr. MERCER saw no necessity for instruct- 


ing a committee to inquire into a subject already | 


before them; and therefore he moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; which was disagreed to, 
and Mr. Bony’s amendment agreed to; and the 
resolution, as thus amended, was concurred in. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported, without amendment, Senate 
bill entitled “An act to remitor refund to the Phil- 
adelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad 
Company the duties upon certain railroad iron.” 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill granting 
a pension to John F. Wiley. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, on leave, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed t0 com- 
munieate to this House, as speedily as practicable, all the 
facts touching the defatcation of General Charles Gratiot, 
late chiof engineer, showing the time when he was first a 
detaulter, aud for what sum; what orders were given stop- 
ping his pay in consequence of his default, and whenu; what 
orders were given him directing the settlement of bis ac- 
counts, and when; together with all correspondence on 
tie files or books of his ofliee relative to said Gratiot’s de- 
faleation, And that the Secretary of War be directed to 
cominunicate to this House, as soon as convenient, all facts 
and correspondence relative to the defaleation ot any and 
every civil or military disbursing agent or offieer now in 
service, either in the staff or line, subject to the orders of 
the War Department, who has failed within the Jast two 
years, for a longer period than two months, to settle his 
accounts in the manuer prescribed by law, or who, upon 
settlement, has been found in arrears to the Government, 
and has failed to pay over the balance against him when 
demanded, 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the location and satisfaction of the bounty land war- 
rant issued to James Ward, of North Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. JOLIINSON, of Louisiana, it 
was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House such information as 
he may have received touching the invasion of the south- 
western fronticr of the United States, by an armed force 
from the Republic of Texas. 


WISCONSIN ELECTION CASE. 


Atone o’clock the special order of the day, 
being the consideration of the contested election 
for a Delegate from Wisconsin Territory, came 
up. 

The question was:on the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolution of the Committee of Elections: 

Resolved, That James Duane Doty is entitled to a seat in 
this House as a Delegate from Wiseonsin Territory, and 
that George W. Joues is not so entitled. 

The report was made on the 21st of December, 
and twice postponed at the solicitation of the con- 
testant; [Mr. Jongs,] till it was positively made 
the special order for this day. > 

The report was in the following words: 

The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred the 
order of the House on the subject of the « right to a seat in 
the House as the Deleagate from the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin,” report: 


That, by the order of the House as submitted to them, i 


the only question which presented itself was, whether or 
not the Territory was entitled to a representation by a Del- 
egate? In deciding this question the committee could have 
no difficulty, and might have absolved itself from further 


ing the intention of the House, in making the order, to have 


also designate the person who was the rightful representa- 
tive, they proceeded to perform that duty, and report the 
folowing as the result of their investigation. By the act 


States, to serve for the term of two years, may be elected 


Assembly, who shail be entitled to the same rights and priv- 
ileges as have been granted to the Delegates of the several 
Territories of the United States to the said House of Rep- 
resentatives; the first election shall be held at such time 
and place or places, and be conducted in the same manner 
as the Governor shall appoint and direct; the person hav- 
ing the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the 
Governor to be duly elected, and a certificate thereof shall 
be given to the person so elected.” 
suance of the said act of Congress, Henry Dodge, the Gov- 
ernor of said Territory, (duly appointed,) issued a procla- 
mation, dated the 9th of September, 1836, whercin, amongst 
otber things, he orders and directs that the first election for 
members of the House of Representatives and Council 
shall be held on the second Monday of October, then next 
ensuing ; and did also “ direct and appoint that, at the same 
time and place specified for electing tie members of said 
Legislature, there shall be elected, by the voters of the sev- 
eral counties, one Delegate to the Congress of the United 
States for the term of two years, agreeable to the fourteenth 
section of the act of Congress.” Ju pursuance of said proc- 
lamation, an election fora Delegate in Cougress was held, 
and George W. Jones was duly elected, as appears by the 
certificate of the Governor, herewith reported, and marked 
A 


It appears by the Journal of the House of Representatives 
that on the 5th day of December, 1836, Mr. Jones appeared, 
was qualified, and took his seat in the House as a Delegate 
from Wiseonsin Territory. 

From further evidence before the committee, it appears 
an election for a Delegate to Congress from the Territory 
of Wisconsin was held on the 10th day of September, 1838, 
in conformity with the act of Congress and the laws of the 
Territory, which resulted in the election of James Duane 
Doty, as appears by the certificate of the Governor, here- 
with reported, and marked B. 
i| No doubt exists as to the due election of Mr. Doty to 
serve as a Delegate for a term of two years: but the ques- 
tion presented to the committee is this: When does his 
term of service commence? On the one side, it is con- 
tended that it commences with his election, or at Jeast with 
the date of the Governor’s certificate of his election ; on 
the other side, it is contended that the term for which Mr. 
Jones was elected in the fall of 1836 does not expire until 
the Jth of March, 1839; and in support of this view of the 
case, reference is made to the act of Congress of 3d March, 
1817, the first and only section of which now in foree is in 
the words following : 

‘In every Territory of the United States in which a tem- 
porary goverument bas been, or hereafter shall be, estab- 
lished, and whieh, by virtue of the ordinance of Congress 
of [3th July, 1787, or of any subsequent act of Cong 
passed or to be passed, now h 
the right to send a Delegate to Congress; such Delegate 
shall be clected every second year, for the same term of two 
years, for which members of the House of Representatives 
of the United States are elected? 

Referenee is also made to the act of 16th February, 1819, 
in which it is provided that the citizens of Michigan Terri- 
tory be, and they are thereby, authorized to elect one Dele- 


ath, or hereafter shall have, 


who shall receive the greatest number of votesat such elec- 
tion, shall be furnished by the Governor of said Territory 


Delegate for the 
ccrufieate. 
Under the act of 1819, Mr. Tones was elected 
for Michigan Territory, in October, 1835, and took his seat 
at the ensuing session, in December, 1835. By the act of 
June, 15, 1836, the constitution and State government which 
the people of Michigan had formed for themselves was ac- 


the Union according tothe boundatics therein prescribed, on 
condition that the boundaries so prescribed and established 
|] should receive the assent of a convention of delegates elect- 
ed by the people of said State, for the sole purpose of giving 
the assent required ; and as soon as said assent was given, 
the President of the United 
same by proclamation; and thereupon, 


of said State into the Union shail be considercd as complete. 

A convention of delegates, elected for the purpose ex- 

pressed in the said act, was held, and gave their assent to 

tne Voundaries therein described, on the 15th of December, 
836. 

The committee is of opinion that although, in October, 
1835, Mr. Jones was elected a Delegate for Michigan Ter- 
ritory to serve two years, yet, in the nature of the case, his 
term of service could not survive the existence of the cor- 
poration he was clected to serve. Ifthe corporation of the 
Territory of Michigan was dissolved before the expiration 
of the two years for which he was elected, his office, as 
well as that of all other territorial officers, expired with it. 
It would seem to the committee that the Territory of Mich - 
igan, as a political corporation, was no more after the pas- 
sage of the act of 15th June, 1836, organizing and erecting 
Michigan into a State; for, although there wasa condition 
in that act, on compliance with which only she was to be 
admitted into the Union, yet that did not derograte from 
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trouble by reporting an affirmative resolution. But believ- į 


been that the committee should examine the whole ground, Í 
and not only report as to the right of representation, but ` 


of 20th of Aprii, 1836, which act was to take effect the 4th H 
of July following, the Territory of Wisconsin was organ- i 
ized, and the Territorial government established ; and by | 
the fourteenth section of that act it was declared “ that a į 
Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United į 


by the voters qualified to elect members of the Legislative į 


By virtue and in pur- į 


Ongress, | 


gate to the Congress of the United States; that the person | 
with a certificate, setting forth that he is duly elected the | 
term ot two years from the date of said | 


a Delegate | 


cepted, ratified, and confirmed, and she was declared to be: 
one of the United States of America, and was admitted into | 


States was to announce the | 
à a and without any |! 
further proceeding on the part of Congress, the admission i 


{i her character as a State, or preventher from exercising all 
| the powers of a State. Her being a State, and, as such, 
1 being admitted into the Union, are two different things. 
il She might be a State, and was a State, exercising all the 
{| powers of a State under her own constitution, betore she 
| Was admitted into the Union, and before the election in 
Wisconsin in October, 1836. At the time Mr. Jones was 
elected a Delegate for Wisconsin Territory, in October, 
1836, he was not a Delegate for Michigan ‘Territory, for the 
plain reason that no such Territory was in existence. In 
December, 1836, be took his seat, and was sworn, as a Del- 
egate from Wisconsin, since which he has served two years 
—the full period alowed him by law. But itis alleged by 
Mr. Jones that, under the act of 1817, a Delegate must be 
i| elected only for one Congress, and not for parts of two con- 
i| gressional terms ; that his term asa Delegate from Wisconsin 
ji did not commence until the 4th of March, 1837, and conse- 
|| quently will not expire until the 4th of March, 1839. In this 
the committee does not coucur with him ; because it would 
have been leaving Wisconsin unrepresented for one whole 
session, contrary to the intention of the peopleas expressed 
‘| in electing a Delegate in October, 1836, in conformity with 
|| the privilege granted them for that purpose by the act of Con- 
|| gress of April, 1836 ; and because it does not follow, from 
the act ef 1817, that a Delegate from a Territory must be 
|| elected for and serve the same two years for which mem- 
i| bers from the States are elected; but (although this con- 
ii struction is not given with entire confidence in its correct- 
i ness) the committee would construe the law to mean that 
i} Delegates should be elected for the same length of time 
as Representatives from the States. This construction is 
fortified by the fact that, previous to that law, Delegates 
were elected annually. Such construction will not clash 
With any provision of the Constitution, as Delegates are so 
far the mere creatures of law that their term of service may 
| be long or short, and may commence and terminate at such 
periods as Congress, in their wisdom, may direct. 
| But ifin this construction of the act of 1817 the commit- 
i | tee should be in error, still their opinion would induce them 
to give Mr. Doty the seat, because, as the committee be- 
i lieve, that act has nothing to do with the present contest. 
It is nothing but an act of Congress, and, of course, subject 
to the control of subsequent legislation. It was controlled 
(if Mr. Jones’s construction of it be right) by the act of 
1819, which directed that the Delegate of Michigan should 
serve two years from the date of the certificate of the Gov- 
ernor, without regard to the commencement of his term— 
whether at the beginning or in the middle of a term of Con- 
gress. So would it be controlled by the act of April 20, 
1836, organizing the Territory of Wisconsin, which gives 
the power to its citizens to elect a Delegate to represent 
them in Congress, without fixing any time for the com- 
mencement of his services; consequently, according to 
common Construction in all such cases, where an obligation 
is imposed, or a duty to be performed, and no time fixed for 
discharging the obligation or performing the duty, it is to be 
done forthwith; and therefore the inference is that Mr. 
Jones’s duties as a Delegate from Wisconsin commenced 
with his election in October, 1836, and terminated with Mr. 
Doty’s election in 1838. The aet of April, 1836, organizing 
the Territory, uceds the aid of no other 3 itis pertect in it- 
self, and would seem to be independent of all other acts. 
On the whole, after all the consideration which the com- 
mittee have been able to bestow on the subject, they have 
no hesitation in saying that considerable difficulty exists in 
reconciling the provisions of the different acts which may 
be supposed to have a bearing on the matter; yet they feel 
a great degree of confidence in two positions: first, that it 
was the intention of Congress, by the act of April, 1836, or- 
gauizing the Territory, to afford the people of the Territory 
the privilege of an immediate Tepresentation in Congress 
by a Delegate to be elected by themselves; and, second, 
that the people of the Territory acted with a view to the 
enjoyment of that privilege in electing a Delegate in Octo- 
ber, 1836. The conclusion would then seem to be that Mr, 
Jones has served out the term for which he was elected in 
October, 1836, and that Mr. Doty is entitled to the seat un- 
der his election in 1838. 
The committee submi 


t the following resolution: 
Resolved, That James Duane Doty is entitled to a seatin 
this House as a Delegate from Wisconsin Territory, and 
|| that George W. Jones is not so entitled. 
{ A. 
Certificate of the election of G. W. Jones. 
i EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
WISCONSIN TERRITORY, November 1, 1836. 
I, Henry Dodge, Governor of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
do hereby certify that, in conformity with the organic law 
of Congress, passed April 20, 1836, and agreeable to the 
fourteenth section of said act of Congress, I have caused 
elections to be holden in the several counties in this Terri- 
tory for a Delegate to the Congress of the United States, to 
serve for the term of two years; and Í hereby declare and 
make known that George W. Jones, esq., has been duly 
elected a Delegnte to the Congress of the United States, 
agreeably to the provisions of said organic law. 
Given under my hand and seal, this Ist day of November, 


A. D. 1836. 
H. DODGE, [1. s.] 


B. 
Certificate of the election of J, D. Doty. 
TERRITORY oF Wisconsin, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting : 

This is to certify that, at an election held in the Territory 
of Wisconsin, on the 10th day of Scptember last, in con- 
formity with the act of Congress establishing the Territorial 
government, and the laws. of- tbe said Territory, James 
Duane Doty received the highest number of votés for the 
office of Delegate to the Congress of the United States, and 
is therefore declared to be duly elected. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto 

caused the great seal of the Terri 
| £4. 8.] Done at Mineral Point, this 27th 
| the year of our Lord 1838. 
4 


set my hand, and 
tory to be affixed. 
day of October, in 


HENRY DODGE. 


1839. 
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Mr. CRAIG called for the reading of the opin- 
ions of Mr. Jones’s counsel, (Messrs. Jones and 
Key;) which was done; and then 

Mr. THOMAS moved to amend the resolution 
by transposing the names, so as to declare Mr. 
Jones entitled to ti? seat, and proceeded at length 
to: oppose the conclusions of the report. 

Mr. CUSHING was understood to argue in 
favor of vacating the seat of the sitting Delegate, 
upon the ground of the irregularity and illegality 


of the tenure by which he held it, and in favor of | 


the amendment of Mr. Tuomas; and intimated 
that he would, at the proper time, move a divis- 
ion of the question. 

The question was further argued by Messrs. 


RANDOLPH, CRARY, FLETCHER, and | 


TILLINGHAST, in favor of the resolution as 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. DE GRAFF having obtained the floor, 
moved the previous question; which motion was 
sustained, and the main question was ordered. 

The question being upon concurring with the 
resolution as reported by the committee, 

Mr. ROBINSON moved a called of the House. 

The SPEAKER decided that it was not in or- 
der, the previous question having been seconded. 

The House then adopted the resolution of the 
committee by the following vote—yeas 165, nays 
25: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Bond, Borden, Briggs; 
Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, William B, Calhoun, Cam- 
breleng, William B. Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, 
Casey, Chambers, Chapman, Cheatham, Childs, Coffin, 
Connor, Corwin, Crabb, Crary, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, 
Cushman, Darlington, Dawson, Davee, Davies, Deberry, 
De Graff, Dunn, Edwards, Elmore, Evans, Everett, Richard 
Fletcher, Isaac Fletcher, Foster, Fry, Gallup, James Gar- 


land, Rice Garland, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, Wil- | 


liam Graham, Grantland, Graves, Gray, Grennell, Griffin, 
Haley, Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Holt, Howard, Robert M.T. Hun- 
ter, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph 
Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Kemble, Kennedy, Legare, 


Leadbetter, Lewis, Lincoln, Loomis, Lyon, Marvin, James | 


M. Mason, Sampson Mason, May, Maxwell, McKay, Robert 


MeCiellan, Abraham McClellan, McKennan, Mercer, Mil- | 


ligan, Mitcheil, Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Maury, 
Naylor, Noble, Ogle. Owens, Paynter, Pierce, Peck, Pen- 
nybacker, Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Potts, Pratt, Johu H. 
Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Reily, Rencher, 
Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shep- 
lor, Sibley, Slade, Smith, Spencer, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, 
Swearingen, Taylor, Thompson, Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, 
Toucey, ‘owns, Turney, Underwood, Vauderveer, Wage- 


nër, Albert S. White, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- | 


liams, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—165. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bouldin, John Calhoon, Coles, Drom- 
goole, Ewing, Hamer, Harrison, Hawes, Hubley, Keim, 
Logan, Martin, Maury, McClure, Morgan, Parmenter, Par- 
ris, Pope, Southgate, Stuart, Thomas, Webster, and Chris- 
topher H. Williams—25. 


Mr. Dory then presented himself at the Speak- 
er’s table, and was qualified as the Delegate from 
Wisconsin Territory. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 4, 1839. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


ter on the northern lakes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


` Mr. ROANE presented the petition of General | 


{ 
i 
I 
| 
i 


James Leftwitch, late of the revolutionary army, | 


praying for an increase of his pension; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


: Mr. R. also presented the petition of certain | 


holders of lots in the city of Washington, pray- 
ing that a law may be passed authorizing the 
Mayor of said city to make deeds to them for the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING presented the memorial of Wil- 


liam H. Slacum, of the District of Columbia, | 
asking compensation for his expenses and ser- į 


vices in the examination made by him of the ter- 
ritory of the United States on the Oregon or Co- 


lumbia river, under the orders of the United |; 
States; which was referred to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. 
Mr. BENTON presented several petitions, 


signed by ‘Colonel Bankhead, Major Kirby, 
Captain Lovell, and twenty other officers of the 
Army of the United States, praying that the pay 
of the officers of the line and the staf of the Army 
may be equalized. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of 
William Redman, a merchant of New York, 
praying that certain duties paid by him may be 
refunded; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. LYON presented the petition of Joseph 
Campan, praying that his title may be confirmed 
to a small tract of land on the border of Lake St. 
Clair, in the State of Michigan. | 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of i; 
the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Phila- 
delphia, signed by Danicl W Cox, their Presi- 
dent, asking for an appropriation to clear out their 
harbor at the mouth of the Delaware and Chesa- 
peake canal and in the Delaware; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

On motion by Mr. LUMPKIN, leave wasgiven | 
to William Fuller to withdraw his petition and | 
papers presented at the last session. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a bill to authorize the | 
Portage Canal Company to enter at the Govern- |! 
ment price certain lands in the Wisconsin Terri- | 
tory, at or near the Fox river portage. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, in pursuance of pre- 
vious notice, asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill supplemental to the act entitled “ An 
act to grant preémption rights to settlers on the 
public lands,” approved 22d June, 1830; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on | 
Publie Lands. |i 

Mr. CALHOUN, in pursuance of notice given, | 
obtained leave, and introduced a bill for the relief | 
of the legal representatives of Elihu Hall Bay; | 
which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. PRENTISS, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Dennis Tramell; which was read twice 
and referred. 

Mr. BENTON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
obtained leave, and introduced a bill to authorize j 
payment to be made to certain Missouri volun- 
teers for services rendered in 1829 and 1836; 
which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. FOSTER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
obtained leave, and introduced a bill to amend the 
act entitled ‘* An act to authorize the State of Ten- 
nessee to issue grants, and perfect titles to lands 
therein described, and to settle the claims to vacant 
lands unappropriated within the same,” passed | 
18th April, 1806; which was read twice and re- 
ferred. 

[This bill cedes forever to the State of Tennes- 
see all the public lands lying within the ‘‘congres- 
sional reservation,” with an unconditional right of 
preémption in favor of occupants at twelve anda 
half cents per acre, and directing the proceeds to | 
be applied to the redemption of outstanding North | 
Carolina land warrants—any surplus to be ac- 
counted for to the United States. On the Ist Jan- 
uary,J844, all vacant waste and refuse lands lying |; 
within the ‘‘ reservation,” are ceded forever to ; 
Tennessee without reserve.) 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. MOUTON submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the erection of barracks in the vicinity of 
Shreevesport, in the State of Louisiana, for the accommo- 
dation of such military force as may be necessary for the 
protection of our frontier settlements in that neighborhood. 


Mr. LUMPKIN presented the following reso- 
lution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ; 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into and investigate the i 
causes and impediments which so often obstruct the reguiar | 
and punctual transportation of the mail to and from the scat || 

F: 


of Government on the great leading post routes of the coun- | 
try; and report, by bill or otherwise, such remedy as may | 
be deemed entitled to the consideration of Congress, 


| 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was adopted: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed |! 

if 

| 


to communicate to the Senate any authentic information 
he may recently have received in respect to the modes of 
collecting, keeping, and disbursing public moneysin foreign 
countries. : 


| and ordered to a second readin 


| committee would not propose till the bill wasn 


REPORTS’ FROM COMMITTEES. 


_Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee-on.Pen- 
sions, to which had been referred the petition 
and papers of Hannah Laughter, reported a bill 
to place her on the pension list; which was read 


r, ; Eaa 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which the same had been referred, reported 


without amendment the bills for the ‘relief:o 


| John F. Scott and John Magill. X f 


Also, with an amendment, the bill for the relief 
of Charles A. Dodd. i eoki 
Mr. T., from the same committee, to whieh 
was referred the petition and documents of Rich- 


i ard Robertson, of Alabama, reported: a bill for 


his relief; which was read and ordered. to a 
second reading. PEE ; 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on. Private 
Land Claims, to which the memorial on the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill to confirm the 
utle to a certain tract of land in the county of 
Mobile; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the bill for the relief of Juan Pelgar, 


t reported the same without amendment. i 


Mr. L. also, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill to revive the act 
entitled “An act to enable claimants: to laad 
within the limits of Missouri and the Territory 
of Arkansas, to institute proceedings ta try.the 
validity of their claims, approved May 26, 1824, 
and an act amending the same,” reported the 
same with an amendment; which was read, | 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which had been referred the bill for 


| the relief of Alvarez Fizk, and: the ‘legel repre- 


sentatives of Thomas P. Eskridge, reported the 
same without amendment. : 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
had been recommitted the bill providing for the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the pub- 
lic lands, with instructions to amend the same, 
so as to limit the sales at the reduced prices to 


|! actual settlers, &c., &c., reported back the same 


amended in accordance with the instructions, © - 

Mr. WALKER said he would take this ocea- 
sion to say that the committee considered thema 
selves restricted by their instructions. to the lim- 
itation of the sales at reduced prices to actual 
settlers. It was proposed, however, by the comi 
mittee to add to the number of those: who. are:to 
be permitted to purchase at such reduction, those 
persons who, being actual cultivators, wished:to 
add to their farms portions of the public lands 
contiguous to them. But this amendment the 


before the Senate for consideration. Mr: 
then moved that the ameridments be ‘printed, and- 
made the special order of the day for to-morrow. 
The amendments were then read, limiting the. 
sales of the public lands at the graduated and re- 
duced prices, under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, to. 
such persons as are, or are about to become, bona 
fide actual settlers, ; 
Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, hoped the chairman 
of the committee would concur with him in post- 
poning the bill ull Monday next. This would 
give gentlemen more time for examining the 
amendments that had been made, and for pre- 
paring others. The gentleman would perceive 


| that the state of the business at the other end of 


the Capitol was not such as to render one day a 
matter of very great. importance with regard to 
this bill. 

Mr. YOUNG said he would be glad to have an 
opportunity of suggesting an amendment, which 
he thought would be acceptable to all parties. 
That was, to make the same provision in this bill 
as was made in the existing laws in regard to the 
entry of quarter sections, allowing the entry where 
the individual made oath that he wanted the land 
either for his own use, for actual cultivation, or 
for the benefit of the improvements already held 
by him. This would be avery useful provision, 
as there were a number of persons owning small 
farms who wanted the waste lands contiguous.to 
them, such as marsh lands for pasturage, and 
barrens for timber; and they ought to have the 
benefit extended to them of purchasing: such ‘at 


the reduced prices. : tee a 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, observed that the pro- 
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vision suggested. by the Senator from Illinois was 
the very amendment that the committee proposed 
to offer, when the bill came up for consideration, 
as had just been notified to the Senate by the 
chairman of the committee. In relation to the 
postponement, he hoped the Senate would make 
the bill the special order of the day for to-morrow, 
and give that earnest that it is not their intention 
to permit it to be killed by delay. 

Mr. BENTON observed that, to make the bill 
the special order of the day for any day named, ' 
even for to-day, would put it behind a bill (the 
Cumberland road bill) which was already a spe- 
cial order. 

Mr.WALKER said that, under all the circum- 
stances, and as he thought the Senate would prob- 
ably adjourn over to Monday, he would, for his 
part, agree to make the bill the special order for 
that day, provided he had a general understand- 
ing, both from the opponents of the bill and from | 
the friends of the Cumberland road bill, that no 
other business should take precedence of it on 
that day. 

This understanding being generally given, 

The question was taken, and the bill was post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, 

onday next. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Rives, relative to the transactions between the 
Secretary of War and the agent of the Bank of 
the United States, growing out of the sales of the 
bonds of the said bank, came up for considera- 
tion; and, after a debate in which Messrs. RIVES, 
WRIGHT, KING, and NILES, took part, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripvay, January 4, 1839. 


Mr. MARTIN asked the consent of the House 
to take up on its passage the amendatory bill to 
reorganize the district courts of Mississippi; but 

‘Mr. CHAMBERS objected. 

Mr. MAY moved a suspension of the rules, to 
take up Mr. Camprecene’s resolution to raise a 
select committee to investigate the defalcations of 
Samuel Swartwout, and demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

r. LEGARE trusted the House would go on 
with the private business, for they were really 
doing gross injustice to claimants in tnus, from 
time to time, setting it aside. 

‘The House refused to suspend the rules—yeas 
101, nays 88; not being two thirds. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a joint resolution in favor of the | 
claim of Captain John Downs. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of David 
Powers; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Frederick Rich- 
mond. i 

Mr. GRAY, from the same committee, report- l 


ed, without amendment, Senate bill for the relief || 


of Jechonias Pigot and Benjamin Lecraft, sure- | 
ties of James Manney, late collector of the cus- | 


carrying into`effect the convention between the 
United States and the Republic of Texas, for 
marking the boundary between them, giving no- 
j tice that he should call it up to-day. 

Mr. LEGARE, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of Thomas Sumpter. S 

Mr. CUSHING, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the protection of citi- 
zens of the United States residing in the Oregon 
Territory, or trading on the Columbia river or its 
tributaries, : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to print five thou- 
sand extra copies of the accompanying report. 

Mr. ADAMS moved ten thousand, which Mr. 
Dromeooxe accepted; and the motion was agreed 
to nem. diss. Oe 

Mr. SIBLEY, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Leonard Smith. . 

Mr. HEROD, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Samuel B. Hugo. | 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Nick 
alias Rignal Henry, deceased. s 

Also, a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of James Broadhurst, deceased. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the select 
committee on the public lands, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was concurred in: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
authorized to appoint a clerk, and to have the various 
propositions which may be submitted for their consideration 
printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following 
preamble and resolutions; which were referred to 
the select committee on the public lands: 

Whereas the Continental Congress for the then Confed- 
eracy of the United States did, by resolution, in the year 
1780, recommend to the several States of the Confederacy, 
or Federat Union, having claims to western lands, a liberal 
surrender thereof, asa common fund, in aid of establishing 
the public credit, and to discharge the debt incurred by the 
then existing war with Great Britain ; and whereas the State 
of Virginia, responding to the said recommendation of Con- 
gress, did, on the 2d day of January, by an act of her Legis- 
lative Assembly, adopt and submit to Congress, for their 
consideration and acceptance, the terms and conditions on 
| Which that State would surrender to the United States, for 
the purposes aforesaid, all the lands within the chartered 
boundaries of Virginia north and west of the river Ohio; 
and whereas Congress, having the said terms and conditions 
of cession proposed by the State of Virginia under consid- 
ji eration, resolved, ou the day of September, 1783, to ac- 

cept the same, with the exception only of a stipulation in 
said terms of cession requiring the United States to guar- 


south and east of the river Ohio; and whereas the State of 
Virginia, assenting to the proposed exclusion from her te rms 
of cession, did, by an act of ber Legislative Assembly, su- 
thorize her then delegates in Congress to execate the con- 
templated deed of cession 3 whereupon, and in virtue of the 
full powers vested in them, the said delegates, then present, 
i did, on the Ist day of March, 1784, execute a conveyance 
|| to the United States for all the lands to which Virginia had 
j claim north and west of the river Ohio, according to the 
| original terms and conditions proposed by Virginia to Con- 
gress for the cession thereof, with the exception only of the 
| guarantee aforesaid, proposed by Congress to be excluded 


|i therefrom, and assented to by Virginia, as aforesaid; and 


f 

| whereas the orisinal terms and conditions 
| ginia, and assented to by Congress, 

| State of all her lands north and we 
the folowing obligations on Congre: 


proposed by Vir- 
for the cession by that 
st of the Ohio, impose 


a suflicient quantity of good land on the southeast side of 
| the river Ohio to satisfy the land bounty promised by Vir- 


toms for the district of Beaufort, in the State of | 
North Carolina. f 
Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the same com- | 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of William | 
A. Whitehead. 
On motion of Mr. GIDDINGS, the Commit- 
tee of Claims was discharged from the further 


consideration of the petitions of John Harmon ': 


and William Harmon, and they were referred | 


to the Third Auditor of the Treasury for adjust- |! 


i| have become, or shali become, members of the Confedera- 


ment. 

On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of William | 
Smith. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported, without amendment, Sen- | 
ate bill for the relief of the owners of the British 
brig Despatch. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill to remu- 
nerate the captors of the privateer Lydia. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to provide for 


ii and of good lands 


fi eral charge and expenditure, 


ginia to her officers and soldiers who served in the conti- 
| nental line of the Army, and who served in her own State 
establishment, Congress should make up such deficieney, 
lying between the Scioto and Miami 
rivers. 

2. 'The aforesaid terms and conditions of cession 


| territory hereby ceded to the United States, and not re- 
served or appropriated for auy of the before mentioned pur- 
poses, or disposed of in bounties to the officers and soldicrs 
of the American Army, shall be considered a common fund 
for the sole use and benefit of such of the United States as 


| tion, or Federal alliance of the said States, Virginia ineiy- | 
sive, according to their respective proportions of the gen- | 
and shall be faithfully and | 


purpose, and for no other use 
or purpose whatever.” 


Resolved, That the select committee to whom that part 


|} of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to 


the public lands was referred, be instructed to inquire and 
report whether the conveyance of the lands above referred 
to, by Virginia, to the United States, is nota conveyance in 
trust for the specific objects expressly enumerated in the 
deed of cession. 

2. Whether those objects have been satisfied, and espe- 
cially whether Congress, out of the ceded territory, has 
made provision for the deficit of good lands on the south- 
east side of the Ohio river, and to satisfy the land ty 
promised by the State of Virginia to the officers and sol- 


t 
| 

H 

| 

i 

1 

i bona fide disposed of for that 
i 

| 

{ 

| 

| 


antee to Virginia the residue of her western territory lying | 


1, ‘Phat, provided the State of Virginia had not reserved | 


i TT ; i provide, | 
|| and it is so expressed in the deed, “ that all the lands in the 


3. What quantity of the ceded territory has been, or the 
proceeds thereof, devoted and applied towards the specific 
objects enumerated in the deed of cession ; and what quan- 
tity of the said territory has been devoted to uses and pur- 
poses not comprehended in the terms and conditions of 
cession ; finally, if it shall appear that there will be a sur- 
plus of land in the ceded territory beyond what is required 
to satisfy the objects and purposes specially enumerated in 
the original terms and conditions, in pursuance of which 
the deed of cession was executed, whether Congress is not 
bound, by the manifest intention of that deed, to provide 
for a prompt and “bone fide” distribution of the proceeds 
of the remaining lands, including the value of so much of 
these lands, if any, as may have been devoted to purposes 
not warranted by the deed, amongst the States of the Union, 
according to the ratio of distribution specified in the deed 
of cession, for the sole use and benefit of the said States ; 
and that the committee have leave to report by bill. 


COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


On motion of Mr. MARTIN, the bill amend- 
atory of the act to reorganize the district courts 
of the United States in the State of Mississippi, 
was taken up, read a third time, and passed. 


TEXAS BOUNDARY. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE then asked the House to 
go into committee on the bill in relation to the 
Texas boundary. 

Mr. CHAMBERS objected, for if they did not 
take up private business they might as well re- 
ject all claims at once. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a suspension of 
the rules; but it was disagreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved a suspension of the 
rules to take up the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Tuomas on Saturday last: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended by 
adding to the 20th rule the following: 

And on the first and third Friday of each month the Cal- 
endar of Senate bills shall be called over, and the bills to 
the passage of which no objection shall then be made shall 
be first considered and disposed of. 

The House refused to suspend the rules—yeas 
84, nays 68; not two thirds. 


PAMELA BROWN, 


The House proceeded to the private orders, 
and took up on its passage, the bill for the relief 
of Pamela Brown, widow of the late General 
Brown. 

The bill was opposed at some length by Mr. 
WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, and supported by 
Messrs. FOSTER, ADAMS, and TAYLOR. 

Mr. PETRIKIN having obtained the floor, 
moved the previous question; which was sec- 
onded. 

The main 
bill, 

Mr. GRIFFIN called for the 
which were ordered. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to Iay the bill on the 
table, and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

The question upon laying upon the table was 
then taken, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved that the House adjourn; 
decided in the negative. - 

The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill, and resulted—yeas 109, nays 72. 

Mr. DUNCAN then rose and gave notice that 
he would, on to-morrow, move to reconsider said 
vote. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, said as it was 
evidently the intention of the gentleman to defeat 
the bill, he would move to reconsider the vote 
now, notwithstanding he would vote against it; 
and mega moved the previous question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House, 
and upon that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, 

Mr, WHITTLESEY moved that the House 
adjourn. Not agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to lay the motion for a 
call of the House upon the table; and upon that 
motion demanded the yeas and nays, but subse- 
quently withdrew it, 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
for a call of the House, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 52, nays 95. 

Mr. LOOMIS moved that the House adjourn. 
Not carried. 

The question then recurred upon the previous 
question, moved by Mr. Garuann, of Louisiana; 
which was seconded—yeas 81, nays 47. 


question being on the passage of the 


yeas and nays; 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House adjourn; upon which motion, 

Mr. ELMORE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 43, nays 
96. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The cuesiion then recurring on the motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. DUNCAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The House then refused to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of May last, in relation to the petition 
of Elijah Bell, forindemnification of certain losses; 
which was laid on the table. ; 
~ Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
State in compliancewith a resolution ofthe House 
of Representatives of the 31st December last, in 
relation to the commissioners appointed to sur- 
vey the north boundary line of the State of Mis- 
souri; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories and ordered to be printed 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
State, inclosing a report respecting the clerks em- 
ployed in that Department during the last year; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ . 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 31st ultimo, 
in relation to a circular issued by the Comptrol- 
Jer in the year 1834 to Samuel Swartwout, having 
reference to his default; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 5, 1839. 


~The PRESIDENT announced a communica- 
tion from the State Department, stating the names 
and compensation of the clerks employed in that 
Department during the past year; which was or- 
dered td be printed. 

> Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
State, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate‘of March 13, 1838, in relation to the suits on 
trial document of the various circuit courts, and 
district courts having circuit court jurisdiction, 
&c.; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution of | 
the Senate of the 31st ultimo, in relation to the j! 
correspondence and arrangements between the || 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Bank of North ii 
America and Bank of New York; which was or 
dered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary o 
the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution of j 
the Senate of the 20th ultimo, in relation to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. MOUTON presented a memorial of citi- 


zens of New Orleans, praying Congress to grant | 


unappropriated lands to Mount Carmel and New 
Albany Railroad Company; which was referred 
to the Committecon Roads and Canals. 


Mr. STRANGE presented the petition of Hugh |! 


A. Crawford & Co., praying the reimbursement 
ofa sum of money lost in its transmission through 
the post office; which wag referred te the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. LINN presented the memorial of upwards | 


of four hundred citizens of St. Louis, asking for 


of the construction of a railroad from Louisville 
to St. Louis; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

<. Mr. LYON presented a petition from a. large 
number of the citizens of Milwaukie, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, praying that the preëmption 


| of Benjamin King, deceased, reported the same 


; og for | or in the galleries of the Senate; the report con- 
such aid as Congress may think proper, in aid |, 
l seats of the eastern galiery be set apart for re- 


|| object of the committee who 


claims of Francis La Venture, Ebenezer Childs, 
and Linus Thomson, to certain lands upon which 
a portion of that town stands, may: be confirmed ` 
by Congress. i 

Mr. PRESTON presented the memorials of | 
Colonel Croghan and Brigadier General Wool, į 
praying for back rations; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


notice given, introduced a bill authorizing the 
Portage Canal Company to enter at the Govern- 
ment price certain lands at the Wisconsin and 
Fox river portage, in the Territory of Wisconsin; 
which was read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 


“NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WALKER gave notice that on Monday 
he should ask leave to introduce a bill to transfer, 
on certain conditions, the stock held by the Gov- 
ernment in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany, to the State of Maryland. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which had been referred the memorial | 
of Mrs. Mary Thompson, widow of Colonel Al- | 
exander Thompson, who was killed in action with 
the Seminoles in Florida, made an adverse report | 
thereon; which, after some remarks from Messrs. | 
MORRIS, HUBBARD, and NORVELL, was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.M. also, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Dr. Joseph 
C. Cornell, a surgeon in the Army, made an ad- 
verse report; which was adopted, and the com- 
mittee discharged from the further consideration 


{ 
| 


Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of ; 


should. be. changed, and.that, the.-reporters who. 
were admitted by that rule to seats.on.the floor of 
| the Senate should also be sent to ihé gallery... We 
have-already six or seven gentlemen engaged in 
reporting the proceedings for the newspapers. of 
the District, whether correctly or otherwise: he 
would not say; but he was not disposed soto ex- 
tend this privilege as. to give reporters the whole 
front of the gallery. This would exclude-many, 
honestand respectable citizens, who were desirous 
of witnessing our proceedings.. They might, to, 
be sure, put up a box. or two. for those.letter-. 
writers, as he supposed them to be, who repre- 
sented things in their own way; but he objected 
to appropriating so large a space for their accom- 
modation. He hoped the resolution would be suf- 
fered to lie on the table. l ; 
Mr. KNIGHT explained the grounds on which 
| the committee were induced to make this report; 
but he spoke in so low a tone that it was impos- 
sible for the reporters to hear him. : 
Mr. NILES moved that the resolution be post- 
poned indefinitely. He was somewhat surprised 
at a proposition that that body should sanction, 
and in some manner indorse, the vile slanders that 
issued daily from these letter-writers, by assign- 
ing them seats within the Chamber, ho. were 
those persons who styled themselves reporters? 
Why, miscrable slanderers—hirelings, hanging on 
to the skirts of literature, earning a miserable sub- 
sistence from their vile and dirty misrepresenta- 
tions of the proceedings here, and many of.them 
writing for both sides. As his term of service 
was about to expire, he could speak disinterest: - 
edly on the subject. Perhaps no member of that 
body had been more misrepresented and carica- 
tured than himself by those venal and profligate 
scribblers, who were sent on here to earn a dis- 
reputable living by catering for the depraved ap- ` 


of the subject. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Claims, to which had been referred the | 
memorial of the widow and other heirs at law of į 


their relief; which was read, and ordered to a. 
second reading. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which had been referred the bill for the 
relief of Sarah Angell and the other heirs-at-law | 


without amendment; which was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
reorganize the district courts of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, submitted 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and - 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
tablishing a mail route from Hernando, De Soto county, 
pi, to the town of Commerce, on the Mississippi 
ver, in the same county. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu-, 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to Asa 
Fisk, jr., of Mason county, ouri, the privilege of surren- 
dering the bounty land to bis father for military service ir 
the late war with Great Britain, as unfit for cultivation, and 
of entering the same quantity on other public I 


and yand atso, 


i law, for all persons in like circumstances to surrender 
' bounty land granted to the soldiers of the late warand found 
to be unfit for cultivation, and enter the like quantity else- 
where, 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was 


| Ordered, That the petition of John Perry, on the files of 
| the second session of the Twenty-Fourth Congress, be re- 


i 
{ 
l 


SEATS FOR REPORTERS. 


The Senate took up in its order the report of | 
the Committee on the Contingent Fund, to which 
had been referred the petition of the reporters of ; 
| distant papers, asking thataccommodations might | 
be provided for them, either within the Chamber 


cluding with a resolation providing that the front 


orters. 

The report and resolution having been read, 
Mr. KING wished to know whether it was the 
presented the report 


that the rule heretofore adopted by the Senate i 


the late Alexander Hamilton, reported a bill for || 


to inquire into the expediency of providing, by a general: 


petite of the papers they wrote for. Shall we 
sanction such miserable caricatures of the pro- 
ceedings of this body as are daily sent abroad by 
these hirelings, and thus give currency to them? 
for their vile trash goes out to the world in ad- 
vance of the reports of the regular reporters! No. 
Were he not unwilling to do any act that might 
| be supposed to interfere, in the slightest degree, 
with the freedom of the press, he would move 
some resolution to prevent their coming within, 
the walls of the body at all. As it was, let them | 
take their seats in the galleries, and write what, 
they pleased, without asking for the sanction of. 
the Senate; for he would not consent, for their ac- 
commodation, to exclude the honest and respéct- 
able citizens who came here as spectators. ; 
Mr. PRESTON said we had already admitted 
reporters under a rale of the Senate, but this was 
a monopoly of the local presses; and he knew no 
reason why they should have a special right of 
admission. He was in favor of the adoption of 
this resolution, and opposed to any monopoly in 
the matter. He was aware that highly colored, ..~ 
and in many instances vituperative, letters had ~ 
gone forth from this city, and were published and 
circulated by the party presses of ‘the country. 
We may, perhaps, all feel that we have more or 
less cause of complaint against these letter-wri- 
ters; and he thought that the conduct of no mem- 
i ber of the Senate had been more frequently ‘or 
greatly misrepresented than his own; yet this 
was one of the evils of a free, and even licen- 
tious press; and he was for bearing the ills in- 
i flicted on him personally, for what he deemed a 
` greater publie good. We have reporters here for 


H 
| 


; papers of both parties, and among them the re- 


| porters for a paper that would be the last to say 

‘anything to the disadvantage of the Senator from 
| Connecticut, or give him the least cause of com- 
| plaint. Since the adoption of the rule by the 
Senate, he had seen but a single editor of one of 
| the city papers on the floor, and he had yet to 


He 


i learn what right he had to be admitted. 


~ thought that the resolution would do no more 


| than justice to the gentlemen connected with the 
i press of the country, of whom it may be said 
‘that it is better to bave their favorable report 


| while living, than a good epitaph when dead. He 


did not imagine that it would require as much 
oom to accommodate them. as to exclude, to any 
; great extent, that respectable portion of citizens 


‘ who do us the honor of superintending, and, to 


some extent, of supervising, oir doings iv this 


i Chamber. i : 
| Mr. NORVELL observed that he had ‘pre- 
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sevited the petition of the reporters, whose accom- 
modation was proposed to be provided for in the 
report now under consideration. Having done 
so, he felt bound to say that he viewed the prop- 
osition made by the Committee on the Contingent 
Fund to be proper and correct. If the reporters 
for distant papers could be placed in positions 
from which they could take notes of what passed 
in the Senate, without any great inconvenience to 
other citizens, he thought that this privilege 
ought to be extended to them. It would enable 
them to perform with greater facility and accu- 


racy, their engagements to the newspaper press | 


and the reading public. He should exceedingly 
regret that because members of the Senate had 
suffered under the calumnies of some of the letter- 
writers, perhaps some of these very reporters, 
they should be excluded from the accommoda- 
tion within the gallery which they had solicited. 
Their exclusion from the hall of the Senate ren- 
dered it difficult, if not impossible, for them to 
take notes of our proceedings and debates. Per- 
haps much ofthe misrepresentation of which com- 
plaint had been so feelingly made, occurred in 
consequence of this very exclusion. 
of the opinion that newspaper abuse inflicted any 


great degree of injury upon any public man. He | 


repeated what he had frequently elsewhere said, 
that so far as he had been the humble object of 
attack, these newspaper slanders had done him 
more good than harm, and, with the Senator from 
South Carolina, he would, onall occasions, go the 


whole length not only for the freedom, but for the | 


license—the licentiousness of the press, rather 
than scent to put the free exercise of its liberty 
under any restraint. Fe would interpose no ob- 
stacle to the unlimited publication of whatever the 
letter-writers or reporters might choose to say of 
us. He would do nothing to prevent them from 
giving fulland fair reports. If we cannot sustain 
ourselves here, or with our constituents, against 
their calumnies, we must be. unworthy of our 
seats in this hall. He did hope, for these and 
other reasons, that the Senate would adopt the 
report under consideration, and grant the accom- 
modations which had been requested, 

Mr, NILES observed that he was much obliged 
to the honorable Senator from South Carolina for 
his philanthropical system. Hoe would only say 
to him, that having no interest in it, his case did 
not require it. The Senator spoke of the exclu- 
sive accommodations allowed to the reporters for 
the city papers as a monopoly, and therefore, un- 
just; to which he would reply, that from the very 
nature of things, it must be a monopoly; they 
could not extend their accommodations to all the 
newspapers of the country without excluding 
spectators altogether, It was necessary to fix on 


some limit; and it had been decided that, to ex- | 


tend accommodations to the papers of the District 
was going far enough, The reporters of the city 
papers gave the carliest and fullest intelligence of 
the proceedings of the body; but these petition- 
ers were not here for the same object that the reg- 
ular reporters were sent. They were not sent 
here to report the proceedings; they were, as he 
understood, letter-writers, sent here to give such 


a false coloring to what was said and done in that | 


Hall, as would answer the purposes of their cm- 
ployers. He would not, however, interfere with 
themany more than would the Senator from South 
Carolina, He had no right to interfere; but, a 
the same time, he would not, by providing ac 
commodations for them, have their reports go out 
under the sanction of the House. What were 
these persons sent here for? Was it not known 
that the regular reporters here gave falland faith- 
ful reports of their proceedings, and though they 
were somewhat partial, yet, in this particular, the 
two political parties were equalized? He could 
say with the Senator from Michigan, he had no 
right to complain ofany injury done him by news- 
paper slanders. 
no small share of notoriety in consequence of the 
abuse that had been heaped on him. But the true 
question was, shall we give our sanction to the 
perversions and deceptions of a parcel of hireline 
scribblers, sent abroad to pervert, mislead, and 
corrupt public sentiment? He did not say that 
they shouid do anything to stop them; but he 
would not do anything that could be construed | 
into sanctioning their vile practices. Mr. N. did 
not wish to take up the time of the Senate fur- 
ther, and, therefore, concluded by asking for 


He had, at all events, acquired ' 


He was not | 


the yeas and nays; which were accordingly or- 
dered. : 

Mr. STRANGE said he would vote for the 
indefinite postponement; but for a different reason 
than the one indicated by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. We are all aware of the extent to which 
misrepresentation and abuse has attained as re- 
gards the public men of our country; but he 
thought it would be as impossible to stop itas to 
arrest the current of the Potomac. 
edged that the present system of admitting re- 
porters was a monopoly; but it must be a monop- 
oly from the nature of the case. If we extend the 
privilege, where are we to stop? Must every 
editor who publishes a paper in this country, 
amounting to upwards of a thousand, have ad- 
mittance here, to the exclusion of respectable citi- 
zens, who are equally entitled to the privilege 
with themselves? And if you pass this resolu- 
tion to admit eight or ten additional reporters, 
why not eighty ora hundred, as they all have the 
same right to demand admission here. Hethought 
that a sufficient number were already admitted 


he was opposed to opening the door any wider. 
Mr. KNIGHT said that this memorial was 
| presented to the Senate by several gentlemen, who 


|| Congress, and pray that they may have some 
|| place assigned them in the gallery, or any other 
|| convenient place. This memorial (said Mr. K.) 
was referred to a committee of the Senate. The 
i| committee supposed that the object referred to 


for these reporters, They have done so; and have 
reported that the front scat in the east gallery, on 
the right of the President’s chair, is a place suit- 
jj able for them; and they have also reported the 
resolution now under consideration, assigning it 


j b 7 
|| assign to these reporters the whole of the front 


i| seat, as is supposed by some Senators; neither 


|| ers who are accommodated on the floor of the 
Senate shall be removed to the gallery. No, sir; 
they will remain where they are. It permits these 


| seat of the gallery, for their use. The committee 
did not consider these memorialists as slanderers 


i| from Connecticut, but viewed them in the char- 


i 


i acter of reporters, 

‘| It is for the Senate to decide whether we shall 
he shut up in thisroom, and transact the business 
| of the nation, or whether we shall let our doings 


l be known to the world through the instrumental- 
ity of reporters, 

My intention, Mr. President, was only to vin- 
i dicate the committee; not to follow the wide range 
| taken in this debate, but to consider the resolu- 
tion before the Senate, and whether these re- 
porters shall havea place assigned to them or not. 
These memorialists are represented in their me- 
| morial as reporters of the proceedings of Con- 
i| gress; they have signed their names to the me- 
| morial, and have given the names of the public 


i 
i 
| 
i 
iH 
Eh 
i 
i 
i 


i 


| tance from this place. 

: It is not presumed that these persons will give 
|| long and detailed reports of the debates of Sena- 
tors, but they will give a synopsis of the trans- 
|! actions of the Senate in a manner as acceptable 
to the public as the reports of whole speeches; 
| they will give the substance, and save the time 
| of reading column after column of a newspape 


to find it. They will, no doubt, report facts as ` 
porters. Although they | 
a much 

| of the doings of the Senate, and in a mode simi- | 


‘i lar to a New York correspondent of the Nationa 


i! truly as the present re 
; may give onlyasynopsis, yetit will contai 


i Intelligencer. We all see in a small corner of 


‘that paper, in a condensed form, much of the in- | 
_ formation we should get by reading a yard square 


newspaper; all the principal events are related 
that occur; and these reports will be similar, and 


He acknowl- i 


here for all necessary purposes; and though they | 
could not arrest misrepresentation and calumny, | 


i state that they are reporters of the proceedings of 


i| them was, to select a convenient and proper place | 


| to their use. ‘The committee do not propose to | 


| does the resolution direct that the present report- 


and venal letter-writers, as stated by the Senator i 


papers they report for; they ave papers at a dis- | 


petitioners to have a place on a part of the front | 


i 


i 


| 


ticut; and he would, with the permission of the 
Senate, briefly state the reasons which had brought 
him to this conclusion. For his own part, he 
could not say that he had any personal feelings 
in relation to these letter-writers. He bore, with 
as much philosophic patience as any other gen- 
tleman, that portion of infliction with which they 
had thought proper to visit him; and he could 
not say that they had abused him more than he 
had reason to expect. He never was mortified 
but by one Jetter, and that had been written, he 
believed, to a Maine newspaper, in which he was 
represented to be a venerable oid gentleman, ap- 
parently between sixty and seventy years of age, 
This, he acknowledged, had touched him upona 
tender point. 3 

If it were proposed to furnish seats to as many 
reporters for the different newspapers of the Uni- 
ted States as could be accommodated in the whole 
of the front seat of the front gallery, he would 
vote for the proposition with all his heart. But, 
he would ask, who was a reporter? A reporter 
was a person who gave a faithful historical ac- 
count of the proceedings of the body, with full 
reports or fair abstracts of the speeches of its dif- 
ferent members, from which the public could be 
made acquainted with the nature of the business 
transacted. Were the letter-writers reporters in 
this sense? Would any Senator contend that 
they were? No; they did not themselves pretend 
to be so. They gave partial and piquant accounts 
of such proceedings and debates as struck their 
own fancy; and having the same party feelings 
with the members of the body, they represented 
us in the light which would be most agreeable to 
the readers of the journals for which they were 
employed. Whilst the letter-writer of one party 
was in raptures with the speech of a favorite Sen- 
ator, and represented it as the very perfection of 
eloquence and argument, another letter-writer of 
the opposite party denounced the very same 
speech as a poor, flimsy, frothy affair, which had 
been scattered to the winds by the breath of some 
Ajax Telamon on the other side. Now it was 
notorious that these were the gentlemen, under 
the name of reporters, for whom seats were to be 
provided under the resolution then before the 
Senate. He thought they were not entitled toany 
such privilege, nor were their labors worthy of 
such a sanction by the Senate. He had nothing 
to say against them. Let them mingle with our 


|| respectable fellow-citizens who daily frequent the 


galleries, and let them write what they thought 
proper. Personally, he did not regard their cen- 
sure. In the long run, the people always came 


i| to a correct conclusion in regard to the merits of 


| public men, no matter how much they were mis- 
represented. The case of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Niues] was a striking example of 
the justice of this remark. The letter-writers had 
| done him no injury, although he had been cari- 
catured to a greater degree than any member of 
the body. Indeed, he believed that these carica- 
tures, instead of injuring, had elevated him in the 
public esteem. He thought he could appeal with 
confidence to all sides of the House, whether 
Whigs, Conservatives, or Democrats, for the 
truth of the assertion that the Senator from Con- 
necticut now stood higher, much higher, in the 
body itself, than he had done two years ago. 

Mr. B. had on several former occasions stated 
that, if the Senate expected to have full and faith- 
ful reports of their proceedings and debates, there 
| was butone mode of accomplishing this purpose. 
| They could not expect the editors of the Globe 
and Intelligencer to employ a sufficient number 
of skillful and experienced reporters to present to 
the public everything of importance that was said 
and done in the body. The patronage of these 
journals would not justify the expense; and in 
this respect they differed from the leading jour- 
nals of London, in which you might read the next 
morning the whole debate-of the preceding even- 
ing in both Houses of Parliament. The few re- 
porters employed by the Globe and Intelligencer 
had done their duty as well and even better than 
could have been expected; but, if the Senate 
thought it desirable to communicate to the public 
a full and accurate account of their debates and 
| proceedings, they must employ and pay a sufi- 
| cient number of their own reporters and make 
them responsible to the body itself. 

Under all the circumstances,.he was in favor 
of leaving the rule as it now was, at least until 
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their favors were pretty equally distributed. 
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the-end of the present short session, If these 
gentlemen who asked for the accommodation were 
really reporters, he would cheerfully vote for the 
résolution; but as they were not, he would leave 
them to take their chance, with other citizens of | 
the United States, in the comfortable galleries of | 
the Senate. . : 

"Mr. PRESTON thought that the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania was mistaken as to the purport of | 


the resolution; it conferred the privilege of admis- |; 


sion on reporters alone, not on letter-writers; and, 
therefore, if the ‘resolution was adopted, letter- 
writers would not be admitted under it. But he | 
was not disposed to join with honorable Senators : 
inthe unmitigated condemnation they had dealt 
out to this class of persons; he was of opinion | 
that these letter-writers presented a more interest- 
ing sketch, a more faithful picture of the doings 
of the Senate, than the mere journal-like records 
of the official proceedings farnished by our city 
papers, however correct they might be. If, as | 
the Senator from Pennsylvania seemed to think, | 
he had been dealt with more kindly than the Sen- | 
ator from Connecticut, it was because he was a 

much more humble individual. As the Senator 

had related an instance in which his vanity was 

grievously mortified, he would mention one in 

which his was as highly excited. He had seen 

one of these letters, in which the writer asserted 

there was a strong personal resemblance between 

the Senator from Connecticut and himself, only 

that he (Mr. P.) was somewhat more venerable 

iņ appearance. Now, this, to a person of his į 
humble pretensions to personal attractions, was 
highly flattering, and might account for his par- 
tiality.to this class of persons, and to the aver- 
sion with which they are regarded by the Senator 
from Connecticut, But the Senator was amply 
compensated for this single unpleasant compari- 
son by the many eulogiums which were passed 


[i 
j 
j 
i 
I 


upon him. Why, sir, was it not said by one of | 


them that the Senator from Connecticut spoke 


extemporaneously in the sententious and forcible | 


language that Franklin, with all his philosophic 
eek elaborated inthe closet? But (said Mr. 
P.) gentlemen seem to think that our side have 
the advantage in the misrepresentations which 
are: sent from this. city respecting our proceed- 
ings. He thought they were mistaken, and ton 
t 
was said that these gentlemen wrote for both 
sides; for papers of both political parties. Well, 
then, the same letter-writer, to please his employ- 
er,.in one paper serves up the gentlemen on that 
side of the Elouse, while in another paper he is 
equally unceremonious in his caricatures of gen- | 
tlemen on this side. Now, here was a striking | 
evidence of the impartiality of these gentlemen, 
In regard to caricature, though somewhat over- 
charged and distorted, and calculated to make one. 
laugh, yet to be efficient it was alwaysnecessary | 
to. preserve a likeness, and he thought that a more | 
vivid picture of the doings of the Senate had been | 
presented to the public in that mode than by any | 
other. For his own part, he thought that the 
misrepresentations of this class could work in- 
jury. to.no one; and that error may be safely tol- | 
erated: whem reason was left free to combat it. 
Mr. NILES observed that the honorable Sen- | 
ator from South Carolina was mistaken in one | 
particular. He was sensible that he should bea | 
gainer. by a change of constituency, and it was | 


very probable the Senator also would be. The l 


Senator had a wonderful faculty of moving in a 
circle, and of being at the extremes of politics. | 


He thought he knew the Senator from South | p 


Carolina, and that some of his (Mr. N.’s)-con- i 
stituents, the men: of the Hartford convention | 
stamp, could not be better represented than by | 
him, whilst he thought that he himself, with the | 
assistance of a gentleman near him, could get |; 
along very well in representing the Nullifiers of | 
South: Carolina. He was very sorry that his i 
‘worthy and excellent friend had let fall some ob- | 
servations which might have the appearance of |; 
being ironical. He was sensible, however, that |; 
the Senator was sincere, and was serious in all ji 
that he said. “As to these newspaper scribblers, || 
he-disregarded them altogether. He was an old i 
campaigner, and what they wrote never affected jl 
him. He never read any of their effusions but || 
one letter; and that was done up in a-handsome ji 
style, and inclosed to him directed in such a neat | 


| hand wiiting, that, supposing it to be from some 
| fair damsel, he took the trouble to read it. 

| Mr. PRESTON said he could not acquiesce in 
| the suggestion of the Senator that it might be 
| advantageous to them to change positions—that 
ihe (Mr. P.) might be the representative of the 
| members of the Hartford convention, and the 
| Senator from Connecticut might represent the 
| Nullifiers of South Carolina. No, sir, (said Mr. 
| P.,) Inever could be a fit representative of the 
l old Hartford Convention Federalists; nor would 
| the Senator from Connecticut be an appropriate 


Cato, than right with anybody else. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
| postpone the resolution indefinitely; and it was 
| carried—yeas 20, nays 17; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 
| of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Mouton, Nicholas, 


| ton, Walker, Willians of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, 
i and Wright—20 
i NAYS 
| den, Davis 
| Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Smith of In- 
diana, and Switt—17. 


The PRESIDENT then rose and asked the in- 


ment. 


the Senate the imputation of negligence in the dis- 
charge of his duty. He alluded to the remark 
made by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
| Preston,]in which he expressed his disapproba- 


into that Chamber ‘ from rights unknown to 
| him,” or something to that effect Presuming 
that the Senator intended to refer to one of the 
public printers, who was an editor of a daily 
paper, (Mr. Blair,) and at all times willing to ex- 
| plain the motives which governed his conduct, 
| however inadequate the Presiding Officer might 


| sponsible duties devolving on him, he would now, 
with their indulgence, proceed to state to the 
Senate the grounds on which this gentleman had 


ing Officer intended that his conduct should be 
such that neither personal nor political consider- 
ations could be imputed to him by his admitting 
| any person on this floor, or to any privilege, great 
; or small, in violation of his duty. If the Senator 


i from South Carolina had thought proper to have 
t 


‘his disapprobation, it would not have been un- 


! known to him by what rights the editor he referred | 


| to entered the Chamber. A proposition was sub- 


| mitted to him in writing, soon after his taking the | 
| chair, for his decision whether, by a proper con- į 
‘| struction, the rule adopted at the close of the last 


| Niles, Pierce, Roane, Sinith of Connecticut, Strange, Tip- | 


rs. Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Critten- ! 
, Foster, Knight, Linn, Lyon, Morris, Norvell, ! 


dulgenec of the Senate while he madea short state- į 
A remark had been made in the course ! 
of the debate, which, to say the least of it, was f 
calculated to throw upon the Presiding Officer of ; 


feel to the perfect discharge of the high and re- | 


been admitted within the Chamber. The Presid- | 


| honored the Presiding Officer with a knowledge of | 


tion of an editor enjoying the privileges of coming | 


| session excluded the printers of the body. The | 


q 
Í 


: struction of the rule, that the public printers, as 
| officers of the body, were not excluded. They 


i 5 Py Je, 1 
| were sworn officers, made so by the votes of the and nays. 


| body,and as much entitled to come into the Cham- 


! that decorum which was expected of every one 


f 


il ment. i 
| The Presiding Officer had thought it his duty, '| 
in consequence of the remarks of the Senator j; 


from South Carolina to make this explanation, 
that the Senate might correct him if he had been 
in error, 


swerve, for an instant, from the 
duty. ; 


“Mr. PRESTON said that, with the permission | 
of the Senate,.he would say, that in his remark | 
admission of an editor of : 
he had ‘not intended the : 


in his allusion to the 
one of the city papers, 


| coming within their wails. “In fact, the public : 
rinters, elected by the body, and sworn to the ;; 
! faithful performance of their duty, had been con- |! 


He would assure the Senator that not í 
the affections of a brother+no partialities, per- 
sonal or political—should ever induce him to} 
strict line of his : 


| Chair had no hesitation in giving itas his con- | 


| by what right a certain editor was admitted. 


| Officer. 


slightest offensive allusion to the Presiding Officer. 
of the Senate. He had taken the occasion of a 
discussion as to the propriety of admitting re- 
porters on that floor, to say that he did not know 
L If 
it was under a general rule of the. Senate, asa 
member of the body he hada right toknow what 
that rule was. He still said that he did not know 
what right the Public Printer had on that floor, 
more than the printer of any other paper, as he 
was not mentioned in the rule of the Senate. =: 
The PRESIDENT said, in reply, that he did 


| not bring this matter to the notice of the’Senate 


to convey the idea that the Senator from South 
Carolina had any personal objectin view, or that 
he intended to wound the feelings of the Presiding 
But the Senator must know that these 
remarks, whether expressed in kindness or other- 
wise, involved an imputation of neglect of duty 
on the part of the Presiding Officer, or those who 
executed the rules under his direction. The Pre-: 
siding Officer did not feel so neglectful of his own’ 
character as to hear remarks calculated to throw 
on him the imputation of a neglect of duty, with- 
out making a prompt and suitable explanation. 
As to the correctness of his decision, it was for 
the Senate to judge. The rule did not say that 
Senators should be admitted, or that the Secre- 
tary, or clerks, or Sergeant-at-Arms, or door“ 
keepers should be admitted, any more than the 
Public Printer, These were all admitted as sworn 
officers of the Senate; and if they were not ‘ad 
mitted as such, the rule, of course, ‘excluded 
them. : f wie 
PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Rives, calling 
on the President for additional information rela- 
tive to the transactions between the Government 
and the Bank of the United States, growing out 
of the sales of the bonds of said bank, was taken: 
up as the unfinished business; when ico: 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate.,at great 


; length, with considerable force and ability, in re- 


ply ‘o Mr. Rıves’s spcech of. yesterday; after 
which, TEES 
Mr, CLAY, of Alabama, moved that the whole 
subject be postponed until Tucsday, in order that, 
it might not interfere with the graduation bill, 
which the Senate was pledged to take up on Mon»: 
day. : J 
Xfer some objections made by Mr; CLAY, of- 
Kentucky, and a reply by Mr. WALKER, the.: 
motion of Mr. Crax, of Alabama, was agreed 
to, and eaten 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. `. 
Sarourpay, January.5, 1839... - 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, asked Jcave to: present 
a resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon, J. W. Jones, late Delegate from ` 
the Territory of Wisconsin, is nol entitled to his mileage 
and per diem allowance for his attendance: at the present 
session. 

Mr. WISE objected; whereupon , 

Mr. MASON said, as it was a matter of some 


‘! importance, he would move that the rules be sus- , 


| ber as the clerks, messengers, doorkeepers, and | communication upon the subject from Mr. Jones, 


other officers; subject only to the observance of | ang would prefer that the House should come to 


| sidered as officers of the body, and admitted as !, 


| ever such, since the foundation of the Govern- |, l Å | i 
i ‘| House, denying your right to receive any compensation as 


pended; upon which motion he called for the yeas 


The SPEAKER stated that he had received a 


some decision on it. He then laid before the 
House the following letters; which were read: 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 4, 1839. 
Sim: I take this mode of informing you that a resolu- 
tion will, at the earliest opportunity, be introduced to this 


Delegate to the present session of Congress. 
Lam, sir, with respect, your obedient servant, 
3. R. GIDDINGS. 
Hon. Georat W. Jones, Washington City. 


Wasuineron Crry, D, C., January 5, 1839. 

Sin: Considering myself entitled, under the usages of the 
Jouse and the laws of the United States, to receive my 
mileage and per diem compensation as the sitting Delegate 
from the ‘Territory of Wisconsin, I received from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, on the 20th ultimo, a check on the Bank of 
Washington for my mileage and per diem allowance up to 
tbat date. ages 
Having received last evening the aecompanying.commu- 
nication from a member of the House; Hon. J. R. GIDDINGS, | 
of Ohio, and not feeling willing to retain in my hands the 


THE CONGR! 


ONAL GLOBE. 


J anuary 7. 


compensation alluded to unless most clearly so entitled, I i 
respectfully return to the House, through you, the original 
check, to be canceled. by the Honse if in their judgment I 
am not entitled to it. i 

I came here under the solemn conviction that I was the 
rightful Delegate of the people of Wisconsin, to serve them 
here as such until the 4th of March next. This opinion 
was strengthened by the advice of able counsel, before and 
since my arrival here. I entertain the same opinion still, 
but wiil submit to the decision of the House in both cases 
without a murmur. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEO. W. JONES. 
Hon. James K. POLK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER, with the permission of the 
House, made a brief explanation of the course of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Presiding Officer 
of the House. 

By the Journal of the extra session, at the 
opening of the present Congress in September, 
1837, it appeared that ‘‘ George Wallace Jones 
appeared as. the Delegate from the Territory of 

risconsin, was sworn to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and took a seat in the 
House.” No certificates of election of members 
or Delegates were presented at the time of quali- 
fication, and the Speaker could not know under | 
what authority they took their seats. Mr. Jones } 
was sworn, and took a seat. 

At the commencement of the present session, | 
Mr. Jones appeared in his seat, claiming to be | 
the rightful sitting Delegate from Wisconsin. | 
When the claim of Mr. Doty was presented, Mr. | 
Jones rose in his place and asserted his right. | 
The House, by its acquiescence, recognized him | 
as the sitting Delegate, and took order in the case, 
by referring the claim to a seat as the Delegate | 
from Wisconsin to the Committee of Elections. | 
Mr. Jones continued in his seat as the sitting | 
Delegate. He, at various times, as the Journal 
shows, presented petitions and resolutions, and 
participated in the business of the House, as the 
sitting Delegate. This was permitted by the ac- 
quiescence of the House, until the right to the 
seat was decided by the House. Whilst Mr. | 
Jones was thus the sitting Delegate, in his seat, 
in discharge of his duties as such, the Sergeant- 
at-Arms or the Presiding Officer had no right or 

power to inquire whether he was rightfully there. 
That was a question which the House alone could 
decide. The law regulating the pay of members 
and Delegates, for aught that appeared of record, | 
entitled him to his compensation until the time he 


Kennedy, Lewis, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, May, 
Maxweil, Robert McClellan, Abraham McCicllan, Mitchell, 
Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noble, Noyes, 
Ogle, Owens, Parker, Peck, Petrikin, Phelps, Potts, Pratt, 
Jobn H, Prentiss, Rariden, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Rives, 
Rohinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Charles Shepard, Sibley, Stanley, Swearingen, Talia- 
ferro, Toland, Underwood, Vanderveer, Albert S. White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, and Jared 
W. Williams—89. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Andrews, Atherton, Beatty, 
Beirne, Biddle, Bouldin, Briggs, Bronson, John Calhoon, 
Cambreleng, John Campbell, Carter, Cascy, Chambers, 
Cleveland, Coles, Crabb, Crockett, Cushing, Deberry, De 
Graff, Dromgoole, Edwards, Everett, Ewing, Farrington, 
Isaac Fletcher, James Garland, William Graham, Grant- 
land, Gray, Ualey, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hastings, 


Hawes, Holsey, Holt, Hubley, Robert M. T. Hunter, Jenifer, |! 


Henry Johnson, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Logan, Lyon, 
| James M. Mason, Martin, Maury, McClure, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Parmenter, Par- 


ris, Paynter, Pierce, Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Potter, Put- |! 


nam, Randolph, Robertson, Rumsey, Shields, Sheplor, 
Slade, Snyder, Southgate, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Thomas, 
Toucey, Towns, Vail, Wagener, Webster, Weeks, Jobn 
White, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H, Williams, 
Wise, Word, Yell, and Yorke—96. 


DELEGATES FROM TERRITORIES. 


Mr. THOMAS asked leave of the House to 
prenont a resolution that the Committee on the 
udiciary be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of amending the law relating to the elec- 
tion of Delegates from Territories, so as to define 
the exact period for which they shall be elected. 


time 
Mr. THOMAS moved asuspension of the rules 
to effect that object. 


journ; which was decided in the negative. 


the rules, and decided in the negative. 
ACCOUNTS OF LEWIS CASS. 


lution; which was read, as follows: 


municate to this House a statement of the final settlement 
ot the accounts of Lewis Cass, jate Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs; of the annual salary of the said Superintend- 
eut and of any extra compensation, ecamniission, or other 
allowances, over and above his annual salary, which has 
been credited or allowed to him at the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


_ Objection being made to its reception at this 
time, 


was ousted by a vote of tho House. Ele called 
for his compensation, and neither the Sergeant- | 


at-Arms or the Speaker had any discretion to re- ii 


fuse it under the law. The check for his com- | 

ensation was made out in the usual way, by the ; 

ergeant-at-Arms, and signed under the law. | 
Since taking the chair this morning, letter from | 
Mr. Jones had been laid on his table. And now ! 
the question of compensation, under the resolu- | 
tion before the House, was an open one. The | 
House alone can, by its order, refuse the compen- 
sation. Under the law, the Sergeant and Speaker 
cannot. The Speaker expressed the hope that 
the House would decide the question, and thus 
relieve the subject from all doubt and embarrass- | 
ment. 

A long debate then ensued, in which the res- 
olution was advocated by Messrs. MASON of | 
Ohio, and GIDDINGS, and opposed by Messrs. | 
WISE, BOULDIN, THOMAS, POPE, CAL-! 
HOON of Kentucky, BRONSON, and BIDDLE. ! 
The latter, at the conclusion of his remarks, | 
moved the previous question; which was sece- i 
onded. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the 
resolution, Mr. GRIFFIN, demanded the yeas | 
and nays; which were ordered. i 

Mr. THOMAS inquired of the Speaker wheth- : 
er, In case the resolution should be rejected, he | 
would consider it as authority to pay Mr. Jones! 
his per diem and mileage. 

The SPEAKER said be should so consider it. 

The question was then put upon the adoption | 
of the resolution, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 89, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Heman Altan, 
Bicknell, Birdsall, Bond, Boon, 
liam B. Calhoun, Wiliam B. Campbell, Chaney, Cheatham, if 
Clowney, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Curtis, | 
Cushman, Darlington, Dawson, Davee, Davies, Dann, El- 
more, vans, Richard Bleteher, 
Goode, Griffin, all, Waisted, H 
Herod, Hoffman, Thomas B. J 


i! 

i 

li 
i 


Banks, Bell, || 
Bordeu, Buchaaan, Wil- |? 


Fiy, Gallup, Giddings, | 
awkins, Haynes, Henry, | 
ackson, Joseph Johnson; | 


| tbat the whole matter appertaining to this 


| 
| 


! counted. 


Mr. HARLAN moved that the rules be sus- 
| pended to enable him to offer it; and upon that 


| 
were ordered. 


75. 


'| The question was then taken upon suspending 


| the rales, and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
1 125, nays 27. 

Mr. HAMER moved to amend the resolution 
by adding the following: 

Under what rate or law of the Department such extra 
allowance was made. 

Which being accepted by the mover asa modi- 
fication, 


i Mr. McK AY moved further to amend by add- { 


| ing the words: 

‘Together. with any opinion which may have been given 
by the Attorney General in regard to said claim. 

Mr. McK. was of opinion that*Mr. Wirt, then 
Attorney General, had given his opinion in rela- 
tion to the commission. It was nothing but fair 
subject 
should be presented to the House. 

Mr. HARLAN was understood to oppose the 
amendment, inasmuch as his object was merel 
to get a simple statement of the facts first. 

Mr. WISE said the amendment of the gentle 
man from Ohio embraced all that was necessary 
including the opinion of the Attorney General. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of 
the amendment, and agreed to—ayes 77, noes no 


The question was then taken upon the resolu- 


ton. 


LANDS TO NEW STATES. 


a resolution instructing the select committee on 


Objection being made to its reception at this | 


Mr. ATHERTON moved that the House ad- | 


The question was then taken upon suspending | 


Mr. HARLAN asked leave to present a reso- | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- | 


question demanded the yeas and nays; which | 


Mr. POTTS moved that the House adjourn; | 
which was decided in the negative—yeas 72, nays | 


tion as amended, and agreed to without a divis- | 


Mr. MILLER asked leave of the House to offer | 


public lands, to distribute a portion of the pub- |! 


it lands to the new States- for the 


nal improvement. 

Objections being made, ‘ 
| Mr. MILLER moved for a suspension of the 
rules. : 

Mr. MITCHELL moved that the.House ad- 
journ; and, upon that motion, 

Mr. MILLER demanded the yeas and nays; 
|| which were not ordered. 

Pending the motion, 

The SPEAKER asked permission to presenta 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, furnishing copies of refurns made to that 
Department by certain banks in the District of 
(i Columbia; which was laid on the table, and or- 
| dered to be printed. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


purposes of inter- 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 7, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT presented a communica- 
| tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in con- 
i formity to a resolution of the Senate of the 4th 
instant, in relation to the modes of keeping and 
disbursing public moneys in foreign countries. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT also presented a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, in compli- 
i ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 9d 
| instant, in relation to the present situation of the 
| Memphis road; which was ordered to be printed, 
Mr. WHITE presented a communication from 
i| the Secretary of War, relative to additional 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. i 
| Mr. W. also presented another communication 
j from the Secretary of War, relative: to the dis- 
bursing agents of that Department for the bureau 
of Indian Affairs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. W. also presented a communication from 
the Secretary of War, inclosing.a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
j asking for an appropriation to prevent the spread 
| of the smallpox among the Choctaws, Chicka- 
| saws, Cherokees, Creeks, and Seminoles, and 
the tribes of the Upper Missouri; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


| PETITIONS, ETC, 


| Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of 
| Stephen F. Heminway, asking for arrears of 
l! pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

| Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
i Samuel R. Slaymaker, praying compensation for 
| carrying the mail in 1835-36; which was referred 
| to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
‘| Roads. 

i| Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of John 
H Grigsby; which was referred to the Committee 
j on Pensions. 


| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


i 
j 
l 
! 


Albany, in the State of 
i ¿o Mount Carmel, in the State of Ilinois; 
which was read and ordered to a second reading, 
| and five hundred extra copies of the report ac- 
|, companying the bill ordered to be printed. 

| Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, to which had been referred the petition and 


il 
Hi 


ii 
ti 
ji 


y | papers of Chauncey Hall, moved that the com- 


|. mittee be discharged from the further considera- 


tion thereof; which was agreed to, 
Mr. DAVIS 
! which the su 
bill for exten 
; ard; which 


PAMELA BROWN. 


‘The bill from the House of Representatives, for 
the relief of Pamela Brown, was read twice and 
; referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice given, 
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asked and obtained leave to introđuce a bill to 
authorize the transfer, on certain conditions, to 
the State of Maryland, of the stock held by the | 
United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
Company. 

Mr. W., on asking leave, said that on the 9th 
of April last, the Senate, upon his motion, had 
adopted a resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury for information as to the divi- 
dends received, and present market value of the 
stock held by the United States in various canal 
companies. ‘To this call the Secretary of the 
Treasury had responded in a statement, showing 
that the Government had never received any div- ; 
idend from its stock in the Chesapeake and Ohio | 
Canal Company, that this stock is much below || 
par, and that it is doubtful whether it can be con- j] 
verted into money at any price. Mr. W. said, | 
as this stock was yielding nothing to the Gov- | 
ernment, and could not be sold for money, he was | 
willing to transfer it for a reasonable equivalent | 
to the State of Maryland. This equivalent was, | 
that the State of Maryland should cause, within 
a specified period, this canal to be completed to 
the Ohio river, and that, when completed, the 
canal, throughout its entire. distance, should be 
forever free for the transportation of any prop- 
erty, troops, or seamen of the United States, with- 
out the payment of auy toll or charge whatever. 
This bill, then, involved the exercise of no doubt- 
ful or disputed constitutional power, but simply || 
provided for tne sale for a reasonable equivalent | 
of this stock to the State of Maryland. 

The bill was read twice and referred to the || 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following resolu- 

tion; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- | 
bia be instructed to inquire and to report to the Senate |j 
whether the Banks of the District have, in all things, con- į 
formed to the conditions of the act entitled ** An act to con- 
tinue the corporate existence of the banks inthe District of , 
Columbia,” approved May 31, 1838, and especially whether 
they, or either of them. have evaded, or attempted to evade, | 
the ‘conditions of said aet, by using, in any manner, the 
notes or bills of other banks, corporations, or companies, of | 
a denonrination Jess than that which they are allowed to į 
use Of their own notes. 


Mr. NORVELL offered the following resolu- j; 
tion; which was considered and adopted: i 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be į 
Instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting one ; 
hundred thousand acres of land to the State of Michigan, | 
the proceeds of which shall be applied to the construction | 
of a canal around the falls of Ste. Marie, to counect tire |) 
navigation of lake Huron with lake Superior. i 
BILLS PASSED. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Sarah An- 
gell, and other heirs-at-law of Benjamin King, de- | 
ceased, was read a third time and passed. i 

The bill for the relief of sundry citizens of Ar- 
kansas, who lost their improvements in conse- | 
quence of a treaty with the Choctaws, was read 
a third time and passed. i 

The bill for the support of the Penitentiary of | 
the District of Columbia was read a third time |! 
and passed. ! 

The bill for the relief of James H. Clark was | 
taken up, and after being discussed for some time, | 
was laid upon the table, for the purpose of taking | 
up the special order of the day. 

i 
i 


į 


PUBLIC LANDS. 

The bill for the graduation and reduction ofthe || 
price of the public lands came up as the special |, 
order, the question being on the amendment of- : 
fered by the Committee on the Public Lands, un- li 
der the instructions of the Senate when the recom- | 
mitment was ordered. 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, offered an amendment 
to the amendment, proposing to extend the privi- 
lege of purchasing at the reduced prices to contig- 


ji 


| i 


ə i 
ucus landholders. { 
A debate then ensued, in which Messrs. CLAY 
of Alabama, CLAY of Kentucky, WALKER, ; 
SMITH of Indiana, and ROANE, took part; and, 

without taking any question, 
On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, The Sen- | 
ate adjourned. i zH 


7 


I 


: lating to the recognition of Hayti. 


| Greely, of Dover, in the county of Piscataquis, 


: War. 


| public land in said county, for the use and benefit | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 7, 1839. | 


As soon as the Journa! had been read, 

Mr. SLADE wished to know if it would not 
be in order for him to call up for consideration a 
memorial presented by him on a former day, re- 


The SPEAKER decided that it would not. 

Mr.SLADE, intimating that he was desirous to 
address the [louse on the subject of the memo- 
rial, moved that it be taken up for consideration, 
and on that motion demanded the yeas and nays; | 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. CRAIG was opposed to the motion. He: 
wished to know whether it was of more import- 
ance to hear a speech from the gentleman from 
Vermont, or to proceed in the regular order for į 
presenting petitions? i 

‘The motion was rejected. ' 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the | 
States for petitions; whereupon petitions were | 
presented by, 

Messrs. EVANS, ANDERSON, DAVEE, 
PARRIS, and ROBINSON, of Maine. 

[Mr. Dayse presented the petition of E. S. 


in the State of Maine, who states that he was 
appointed by the county commissioners of the 
county of Penobscot, by authority of law, to take 
the census of Madawaska, a portion of the dis- 

uted boundary between this country and Great 
Brains that he attempted to perform that ser- 
vice, and in doing so was imprisoned by the Brit- | 
ish authorities for a great length of time; that he 
suffered greatly in health and pecuniary resources, 
and therefore now prays Congress to allow him 
such compensationas they may deem proper. The 
petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. ] ! 
Mr. DOWNING, of Fiorida. | 

Mr. CRARY, of Michigan, presented a peti- 
tion for a mail route from Orion to Romeo. 

Mr. YELL, of Arkansas. j 

Messrs. MILLER and HARRISON, of Mig- 
souri. 

[Mr. Mitter presented the petition of William 
Sanders, of Green county, Missouri, asking the 
passage of a law granting him the right of pre- 
emption to certain Jands therein mentioned. 

Mr. Harrison presented the petition of John 
Moore, for compensation for services rendered 
during the Black Hawk war; of Jeremiah Clay, | 
praying the confirmation of a private claim; of | 
Henrietta De Kersaint, of St. Louis, praying a, 
remission of duties; of Richard Brannin, for com- ʻi 
pensation for horses iost during the Black Hawk | 


Miasta. MAY and CASEY, of Hlinois. 

[Mr. Casey presented the petition of sundry | 
citizens of Edgar county, Illinois, praying the | 
right of préémption to a certain section of the 


of the Paris Seminary; which, on his motion, was | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and |) 
ordered to be printed.] 

Messrs. CRABB and CHAPMAN, of Ala- 
bama. . 

[Mr. Cnapman presented the memorial of Eliza | 
Howard, praying arrearages of pension due her il 
late husband, George W. Howard; which, on ‘| 
motion, was referred to the Committee on Invalid || 
Pensions. | li 


Messrs. RARIDEN, DUNN, EWING, and | 


| 
be placed on the pension roll, or such other re- | 


ym 


lief as Congress may, i their wisdom, grants | 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid i 
Pensions. Also, the petition of George Sum- i 
mers, of Clark county, Indiana, a soldier of the | 
revolutionary army, praying to be placed on the 
pension roll; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee‘on Revolutionary Pensions. ~ 

On motioy of Mr. G:, the claims of Mudy W.| 


l 
| 
Shields. Wilkam Thomas, John Gibson, James | 


W. Anderson, William J. Owens; John M. 
Paurds, Alfred Huckelberry, James Cooper, Wil- 
liam Garner, Bazil Powel, Thomas Kelly, James 
Hays, William Patrick, Daniel O. Beem, and 
Hannibal Durham, for horses lest in. the service 
of the United States, be taken from the files, and, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. |. 

Mr. Raripen presented a petition for a post 
route from Cambridge city, Indiana, via Hagers- 
town, Franklin, and Rogersville, to Muncytown, 
in Delaware county. ree 

Mr. Duns presented the petition of George 
W. Hopkins, jr., and sixty other men, citizens 
of Decatur county, Indiana, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia; the 
petition of George W. Hopkins, jr., and seven-, 
ty-seven other men of Decatur county, Indiana, 
praying—l. That the traffic in slaves among the 


! States may be abolished. 2. That no new slave 


State may be admitted. 3. Protesting against 
the admission of Texas. Also, three petitions, 
of Horace Pease and five other men and six. wo- 
men, of Salt creek, in Decatur and Franklin coun- 
ties, Indiana, on the same subject : 

Mr. DOTY, Delegate from the Territory, of, 
Wisconsin, presented the petitions of owners, 
and masters of vessels, for an appropriation for 
a harbor at Southport; of the inhabitants. of; 
Racine, for an appropriation for a harbor at: Ra» 
cine; of inhabitants of Oswego, New York, for, 
an.appropriation for a harbor at Racine; of mer- 
chants and citizens of Buffalo, New York, foran, 
appropriation for a harbor at Racine; of. thein- 
habitants of Toledo, Ohio, for an appropriation: 
for a harbor at Racine; of the inhabitants of” 


: Rochester, Wisconsin Territory, for an appro- 


priation for a harbor at Racine; of the inhabits 
ants of Milwaukee and its vicinity, for an ap-, 
ropriation for a harbor at Milwaukee; of the 


Ht inhabitants of Milwaukee, praying that Milwan- 


kee may be made a port of entry; of the inhab- 
itants of Wisconsin, for the improvement of the, 
navigation of the Pekatonica river, in Wisconsin, 
of the inbabitants of Wisconsin, that a post route _ 
may be established from Springfield, Wisconsin ~ 
Territory, by Eagle Prairie. and Fort Atkinson, 
to Madison;.of the people. of the. Brotherton 
nation, that their lands may be equally divided, 
among them by Government, and that they may 
be declared citizens of the United States; of the 
inhabitants of the Wisconsin. lead mine district, 
for a redress of grievances. N mien 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, ‘presénted. a: 
memorial of Duncan N. Hennan, clerk: of the 
United States district and circuit. court for the 
eastern district of Louisiana, exhibiting charges. 
against P. K. Lawrence, United States district 


| judge of Louisiana, of negligence, corruption, 


intemperance, &e. A ; 

Mr. J. said, as it was a subject of much, im-. 
portance to the judge; as well as to the State, he 
would move to refer it to a select committee. 

Mr. THOMAS said he did not conceive that he 
would perform his duty by permitting this memo- 
rial to take such a course. He, éonsidered the 
Cormmittee on the Judiciary a proper tribunal for 
the decision of such matters, and that prompt 
action would be had thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, with the assurance that 
the memorial would be promptly acted upon, he 
would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. POPE said it had been unusual to refer 
such charges of a specific nature to a standing 
committee. He was in favor of a select com- 


ittee. 

Mr. JOHNSON then renewed his motion for a 
select committec; which was agreed to, the num- 
ber of members to consist of seven. . 

Messrs. GOODE, COFFIN, HARPER, GID- 
DINGS, CORWIN, MORRIS, RIDGWAY, 
SHUEPLOR, ALLEN, and SWEARINGEN, of 
Ohio. 

[ Mr. Corri presented the petition of Elizabeth 
P. Heaton and one hundred and ninety-nine 
others, women of Columbiana county, Ohio, 
praying the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 
in the District of Columbia; of Jacob Heaton and 


THE 


J anuary 1, 


one. hundred and fifty-six others; citizens of Co-: 


lumbiana county, Ohio, praying for the total.and 
immediate abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia; which were laid’on the table;*of John 
Might, praying an increase of his pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Mr. Harrer presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Muskingum, Coshocton, and Knox 


counties, Ohio, praying for a mail route from. 


Zanesville, via Belmeaz Cross Roads, Frayeys- 
burg, West Carlisle, and East Union, to Gambia, 
Knox county. Also, the petition of Davy Pratt, 
of the District of Columbia, praying an increase 
of pension. 

Mr. Rinaway presented the petition of Fred- 
erick Reinhart, a citizen of the kingdom of Bava- 
ria, praying for a grant of land from the Congress 
of the United States, as a recognition of his ser- 
vices in the allied army during the revolutionary 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, 

Mr. Sweanincen presented the petition of Eliz- 
abeth Wilson and one hundred and fifty-four other 
women, for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia; a petition of Elizabeth Wilson and 
one hundred and six other women, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to this Union; 
a petition of Andrew Saltsman and eighty-nine 
others, citizens of Jefferson county, praying Con- 
gress to abolish slavery and the slave trade within 
the District of Columbia, and so to regulate com- 
merce among the several States as to prohibit the 
traffic in slaves between the States. Also, of one 
hundred citizens of Jefferson county, remonstrat- 
ing against the admission of any new States into 
this Union, whose constitution tolerates domestic 
slavery. 

Messrs. STONE, CARTER, WILLIAMS, 
and SPEAKER, of Tennessee.‘ 

[Mr. Srone presented the petition of William 
Brown, assignee of John Dwiggings, praying 
compensation for lands lost, which had been pur- 
chased by the Tennessee Land Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. Also, the petition of John McCoulhan, 
praying coin tienda for spoliations done his 
property by the Cherokees, after having been set- 
tled peaceably among them under the authority 
of Governor MeMinn; which was referred to the 

Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

Messrs. CH AMBERS, SOUTHGATE, MUR- 
RAY, and MENEPEE, of Kentuelky, 

Messrs. JACKSON and TOWNS, of Georgia. 

Messrs. CAMPBELL, THOMPSON, and LE- 
GARE, of South Carolina, 

Messrs. GRATIAM and McK AY, of North 
Carolina. 

Messrs. WISE, BOULDIN, MASON, GAR- 
LAND, COLES, BANKS, JOHNSON, CRAIG, 
TALIAPERRO, and BEIRNE, of Virginia. 

Mr. WISE said he was about to present a pe- 
tition of rather a unique character. Lt had been 
forwarded to him, and was addressed to the House 
of Representatives. it came from one woman and 
one man. He could not say whether or not they 
were joined together. «‘Pheir names were J. S. 
White and Louisa Grosvenor, of Calais, in the 
State of Maine, There was a seal upon the paper 
also of a singular character. Stamped upon the 
wax was the representation of a sheaf of wheat, 
sitting on an end ina wheat field. The inscrip- 
tion thereon was ‘you deserve a thrashing.” 
Mr. W. then went on to say that he could not tell 
whether it was himself or others who were des- 
ignated as deserving ‘the thrashing.” Be that 
as it might, the prayer of the petition was that 
the House would rescind its standing resolution 
by which all abolition papers are laid upon the 
table. 

_ Mr. W. then moved, in substance, that the pe- 
tition be referred tothe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, with instructions to report 
a resolution rescinding the “Atherton resolu- 
tions;’’ and more especially that portion of them 
by which abolition papers ‘are laid upon the table 
on presentation; that the memorials already re- 
ceived by the House and laid on the -table, be 
taken from the files of the House and returned to 
the petitioners, and that in future all abolition me- 
morials, of whatever character, be not received by 
this House, 

Mr. DROMGGOLE moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table; but, 


z a desire to address: the 


’ House on. the subject, the. motion to lay on. the 


table was withdrawn. - =- : 

The SPEAKER decided, however, that, a de- 
bate arising, the resolution would lie over one day 
under the rules. It lies over accordingly. 

Messrs. WORTHINGTON, THOMAS, and 
KENNEDY, of Maryland. 

Messrs. KLINGENSMITH, McKENNAN, 
PLUMER, NAYLOR, PETRIKIN, DAVIS, 
TOLAND, BEATTY, and BIDDLE, of Penn- 
sylvania. f . 

[Mr. PLumer presented a petition for an appro- 
priation tò improve the Alleghany river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. Also, a petition for the establishment 
of a steam revenue cutter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ian 

Mr. Perri presented the petition of Jacob 
Boston, praying fora pension for wounds received 
in the service of the United States, at the block- 
ade of Tripoli.) 

Mr. HALSTEAD, of New Jersey. 

Messrs. LOOMIS, GALLUP, MITCHELL, 
NOBLE, MARVIN, RUSSELL, McCLEL- 
LAN, CAMBRELENG, ANDERSON, VAN- 
DERVEER, FOSTER, PRATT, KEMBLE, 
TAYLOR, CURTIS, CLARK, BRODHEAD, 
MOORE, PUTNAM, HOFFMAN, PECK, 
SIBLEY, and FILLMORE, of New York. 

[Mr. Prarr presented petitions from the citi- 
zens of Catskill in the county of Green, New 
York, for the improvement of the mouth of the 
Catskill creek; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 
Also, a petition for a mail route from Sherbern to 
Oneonta, through Davensport to Sanford, in Del- 
aware county, New York; also, one from Potter’s 
Hollow, in Albany county, to Broom, (through 
the center of that town,) in Scoharie county. 

Mr. Gautur presented the petition of Mrs. 
Nancy G. Van Renssclaer, widow of the late 
Colonel Henry R. Van Rensselaer, of the New 
York line of the revolutionary army, praying for 
a pension. 

Mr. McCrexian presented the petition of 
Charles Rohler, of the city of New York, asking 
remuneration for services performed in the pilot- 
age of Government vessels; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the peti- 
tion of Charles Darling and others, of Hudson, 
New York, praying an appropriation for the ben- 
efit of the harbor at North Black River Lake, in 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. Also, the petition of Abigail Allen, 
of Hudson, New York, praying a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, 

Mr, Fosrer presented a petition from Joanna 
Smith, praying for a pension; from Gorham A. 


| Worth, praying to be discharged from a bond 


signed by him as surety for Samuel Edmond; and 
from Lettis Pond, praying for a pension. 

Mr. Curtis presented a memorial from two 
hundred and five citizens and voters of the city 
of New York, praying for a repeal of four res- 
olutions adopted by the House of Represent- 
atives on the 12th of December last, on motion 
of Mr. Aruerrton, of New Hampshire, in re- 
spect to memorials and petitions relating to sla- 
very. Mr.C. said he was personally acquainted 
with many of the persons whose names appear 
on this memorial. They were of the most in- 
telligent, substantial, and worthy citizens of 
New York. Among them he recognized the name 
of William Cullen Bryant, a gentleman whose 
fame as an author, and whose learning and 
ability as a political writer, are familiar to the 


House and the country. Mr. Bryant, as editor | 


of one of the leading journals of the country, (the 


New York Evening Post,) occupies a position of | 


much power and influence over the public mind. 
Mr. C. was here called to order by Mr. Mor- 
Gan; but upon the declaration of Mr. C. that he 
would not occupy the time of the House further 
than to state the contents of the petition, which 
he had a right to do under the rule, the Speaker 
said Mr. C. was in order; and he proceeded to 
say, that the petitioners denounced the resolutions 
of the 12th of December as false in principle, 
anti-republican in their character, utterly subver- 
sive of all that is precious in the sacred right of 
periton, alarming as a precedent, especially to 
e reprobated for the unfounded imputation 
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‘which. the -resolations ¢ast upon the signers of 


i 


Pensions. 


abolition memorials, in ascribing to- them a de- 
sign to ‘* overthrow an institution of the several 
States,” and, above all, (said Mr. C.,) these me- 
morialists complain of the resolutions because 


|| they were passed under the spur of the previous 


question, without time for consideration, discus- 
sion, or debate. Mr. C. moved the reference of 
the petition of Mr. Bryant and others to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of William A. 
Whitehead and Captain Hunter, in relation ‘to 
Indian Key, in Florida, proposed to be made a 
port of entry; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Also, the petition of Sa- 
rah Bagley, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Also, the petition of William Colgate 
& Co., and others, praying for the imposition ofa 
duty on starch imported into the United States, 
sufficient to counteract the duty now levied upon 
imported wheat; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. Also, the petition of 
William Austin and others, for a law providing 
for the continuance of pensions heretofore granted 
to persons wounded on board of private armed 
vessels during the last war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. Also, the memorial of Joseph L. Smith and 
others, citizens of Frederick and Carroll counties, 
of Maryland, praying for the recognition of the 
independence of Hayti, and the establishment of 
the customary political and commercial relations 
between the United States and Hayti; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Also, the memorial of John Chambers and others, 
citizens of Virginia and Maryland, praying for 
the recognition of the Republic of Hayti as an 
independent nation, and for the establishment of 
political and commercial relations with that Re- 
public; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Brorneap presented the petition of Peter 
W. Short, of New York, for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Newsies HALL, ALLAN, FLETCHER, and 
EVERETT, of Vermont. 

[Mr. AuLan presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Vermont, for the grant of a 
tract of land for cach of the colleges in that State; 
which were referred to the select committee raised 
on the subject of the public lands; petition of 
seventy-five citizens of Johnson, Vermont, for 
the recognition of the Republic of Hayti; petition 
of seventy-four males and sixty-four females, 
inhabitants of Johnson, Vermont, against the ad- 
mission of any new State into the Union whose 
constitution tolerates slavery, and against the 
annexation of Texas to the Union; petitions of 


|| fifty-eight males and fifty-eight females, inhabit- 


ants of Johnson, Vermont, for the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritory of Florida, and to prohibit the traffic in 
slavery between the States, 

Mr. Frercner presented the petition of Mary 
Peck; which was referred, with the vouchers, to 
the Committee of Claims. Also, the resolutions of 
the General Assembly of the State of Vermont, 
asking for a grant of land to the several colleges 
within the State. 

Mr. HEROD presented the petition of Thomas 
Bronaugh, praying for a pension on account of 
injuries received while in the service of the United 
States during the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Messrs. TOUCEY, INGHAM, HALEY, 
HALL, WHITTLESEY, and HOLT, of Con- 
necticut. 

{Mr. Inewam presented the following petitions: 
Petition of Elizabeth Pratt, fora pension; which 
was referred to.the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions; petition of children of Daniel Starr, 


i for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revolutionary Pensions; petition of 
inhabitants of Guilford, Connecticut, asking an 
appropriation for a light-house; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; petition 
of inhabitants of Wolcott, Connecticut, for a mail 
route; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads; petition of Col- 
onel Robert D, Wainright, of the marine corps, 
asking an increase of: pension; which. was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; peti- 


| 
| 
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tions of officers and students- of the Wesleyan 
University in Middletown, Connecticut, asking 
Congress to act as mediator between France and 
Mexico, and also to take measures for the estab- 
ment of a national code and board of arbitration 
for the adjustment of national disputes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs; petition of Lydia Wentworth, fora pen- | 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions; petition of inhabitants 
of New Haven, Connecticut, praying for an ap- 
propriation to improve the harbor at that place, 
and also that the work for the improvement of 
the entrance of Connecticut river may be speedily 
matured; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; petition of citizens of Hartford, 
Connecticut, asking Congress to adopt measures 
to procure a congress of nations, to establish a 
code of international law and board of arbitration 
for the adjustment of national difficulties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs; petition of one hundred and fifty-four per- 
sons, men and women, of Saybrook, Connecticut, 
against the admission of Texas, orany new State | 
whosé constitution tolerates slavery; also a peti- 
tion of one hundred and forty-two persons, citi- | 
zens of the same place, for the abolition of slavery | 
in the District of Columbia; also of one hundred 
and eighteen persons, men. and women, of Mid- 
dletown, Connecticut, praying for the abolition 
of slavery and the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories of the United States; 
also of one hundred and forty-four persons, men 
and women, of the same place, against the an- 
nexation of Texas, or the admission of Florida, 
or any other new State into the Union whose 
constitution tolerates slavery; and of one hundred 
and eleven persons, of the same place, praying 
Congress to rescind the resolution of the 12th of 
December; all of which were laid on the table. 
Mr. Horr presented the petition of John Par- | 
ker, of Connecticut, praying Congress to place | 
his name on the pension roll. Also, the petition 
of the inhabitants of Columbia, Tolland county, 
Connecticut, asking Congress to make a grant of 
land to the heirs of those who participated in the 
military services and sufferings at Wyoming. ] 
Messrs. CRANSTON and TILLINGHAST, 
of Rhode Island. 
= Messrs. FLETCHER, BRIGGS, CUSHING, 
GRENNELL, REED, LINCOLN, PARMEN- | 


STALL, of Massachusetts, 

> [Mr. Parmenter presented the petition of 
Louisa S. Wetherbee and sixty-three others, wo- 
men of Roxborough, Massachusetts; of Sarah 
Brigham and two hundred and three others, wo- 
men of Waltham, Massachusetts; of Ruth Bow- 
ker and seventy-two others, women of Sudbury, 
Massachusetts; of Sally Woods and forty-nine 
others, women of Dunstable, Massachusetts, all | 
praying for the abolition of slavery in the District | 
of Columbia and of the slave trade between the 
States. Also, the petition of Joseph W. Cross į 
and forty-six others, of Boxborough, Massachu- | 
setts, for the rejection of all proposals for the ad- | 
mission ofany new State whose constitution may 
tolerate slavery; of Joseph W. Cross and forty- į 
five others, of Boxborough, Massachusetts, for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

<- Mr. Cusurne presented the memorial of Peter | 
Sanborn and others, of Reading, in the State of | 
Massachusetts, praying the House to rescind the | 
resolution of the 12th of December. last; and 
moved that said memorial, together with the re- 


solves of the State of Massachusetts, on the right į 


of petition and debate, presented to the House on 
the 28th of May last, and not finally acted on by | 


the House, be referred to the Committee of the i] emo 
| seat of Government from the District of Colum- 


Whole on the State of the Union, with instruc- 


tions to consider the expediency of adopting the 
following resolutions: 


States of America are not associated on the principle of | 
aunlimited submission to the Federal Government, or to the į 
Houses of Congress, or either of them; but that, by the | 


eral Government for special purpos 
Government certain: definite ‘pow 
State to itself the residuary mass of right to their own self : 


and delegated to that 


government; that while the Constitution and laws of the i; 


United States do attach. te the whole people of the several 
States immediately in those matters within the trae juris- 


diction and confines.of said Constitution; and in- the modes | å r ns 3 ; 
timited and defined thereby, yet in all other matters the || owing to the noise, were inaudible, he moved its 


only, reserving each |: 


|| blies, to wit,a Senate appointed by the States, and a House 


i the ** Declaration of Independence’’are not treated | 


$ : R r ‘asa “mere rhetorical flourish.” After alluding 
“Resolved, The States osing the United i 7 f aai A 
g liar the several Stites ee th |; to a memorial presented at the last session, from 


į same be the act of the two Houses of Congress, or of either 


| resolution, it lies over for one day under the 
| 


| dry inhabitants of Boston, in the State of Mas- 


u ) t | cession of the same to the States of Virginia and 
Constitution, the people of the States constituted one gen- |} 


said States.retain each its own political sovereignty; that 
to this Consti‘ution each State acceded as a State, and is 
an integral party, and in its capacity of a sovereign State is 
represented in Congress by its Senators’ duly appointed; 
that among the risiduary rights so by each State reserved, 
is.that.of freely and fuily expressing its opinions on all sub- 
jects of public concernment to the States or the people 
thereof, and of communicating the said opinions to Con- 
gress; and that it is the constitutional duty of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives respectfully to receive, 
entertain, and consider, and maturely and deliberately to de- 
cide upon alt such communications addressed to itby cither 
of the States of this Union; and the summary rejection of 
the same, without their being debated, printed, or referred, 
or any action whatever hud thereon, is insulting to the 
honor and injurious to the rights and interest of the said 
sovereign States of the Union. 

Resolved, That the Federal Governmentis a Government 
of limited and specific powers, derived from the people of 
the States thereby confederated and united, and to said | 
Government by them granted under the Constitution; that 
all powers not delegated to the said United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people; that, therefore, 
no right of any denomination can be canceled, abridged, | 
restrained, or modified, by the Congress, by the Senate, or 
the House of Representatives, acting in any capacity, by 
the President, or any department or officer of the United 
States, except in the instances wherein power is given by | 
the Constitution for those purposes; and that among other 
impreseriptible and essential rights, the freedom of con- jį 
science, of speech, and of the press, and the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble and to petition the Govern- 
ment for a redress of grievances, are of the original and in- 
nate immunities of the said people of the United States; 
rights of theirs not derived from, or to be weakened by, the 
common or any other positive law of this or any other 
country, but inherent in the said people as people, and 
under the constitutions of the several States by and to the 
said people guarantied and consecrated forever; and which, 
by reason thereof, cannot be canceled, abridged, restrained, 
or modified, constitutionally, by any authority of the United 
States whatsoever, nor in any form of law, whether the 


of them separately. 

Resolved, That the people of the United States did ordain 
and establish the Constitution thereof in order, amongst 
other things, to secure the blessings of liberty to themselves 
and their posterity ; that, to this end, the powers of legis- 
lation were vested in representative and deliberative assem- 


of Representatives chosen by ihe people of the States; that, 
in the exercise of their rights by the said House of Repre- 
sentatives and the members thereof, there should be full | 
scope and perfect equality, without interdiction of any sub- | 
ject of public concernment, and without inhibition of any 
subject to members from one portion of the Union, or ex- 
clusive privilege of it to those from another portion ; that all 
such attempts to smother and suppress tbe discussion of 
particular subjects, whilst illusory and fruitless in them- 
selves, do moreover impeach the first principles of Demo- 
cratic liberty, which enjoin the establishment and propa- 
gation of political truth without let or fear; that the free- 
dom of speech, forbidden by the Constitution to be abridged 
in whatever case, is more supremely eutitied to immunity 
and respect in the person of the Representatives of the 
people in Congress, who, for all orderly speech or debate'in 
either House, should not be questioned nor hindered there 
nor elsewhere ; that the House of Representatives may de- 
termine the rules of its proceedings, but that it cannot, con- 
stitutionally, by a perpetual antecedent prohibition, pre- 
clude its members, or any one or more of them, from debate 
and motion as to a specific excepted class of subjects, pro- 
vided the same be things within the purview of the Constitu- 
tion, and concerning which the people of the United States, 
or any part thereof, desire to be beard through their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

Resolved, therefore, That all that part of a certain reso- 
Intion of the House of Representatives, adopted on the 12th 
day of December last, which provides that “ every petition, 
memorial, resolution, proposition, or paper,” of a prescribed 
class, shall, on the presentation thereof, without any fur- 
ther action thereon, be laid on the table, without being de- | 
bated, printed, or referred,” is a violation of the rights of ; 
the States, whose official communication, of said class, it | 
excludes from due and proper consideration ; a violation of i 
the right of petition inherent in the people of the United 
States, which itcancels and abridges; and a violation of the 
privilege of speech and of debate, rightfully appertaining į 
to the members of this House, which it forecloses and 
abolishes ; and, therefore, that so much of said resolution 
be, and the same is hereby, declared to be unconstitutional, 
and merely void, and of null effect. 

1 


Mr. C. having indicated a wish to debate this | 


rules. 
Mr. Apams presented a memorial from sun- | 


sachusetts, asking Congress to remove the present | 


bia-to some point North; where the principles of | 


inhabitants of the District, in favor of the retro- 


Maryland, but on which there had been no action, 
Mr. A. observed that the memorial now presen ted 
would furnish an opportunity of ‘considering so || 
serious and important a subject. He wished the } 
House to consider it as a proposition for a com- || 
promise. After some further remarks which, 


uestion of reception. 
| p 


reference to a seleet:committee, with instructions 
to consider the same, and report. on the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to recede the District 
to the States from which it was taken. And on 
that motion he demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. Jounson, of: Maryland, moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table; on which motion the 
yeas and nays being ordered, were—yeas’ 108, 
nays 53. Leki 
30 it was laid on the table. 


Mr. Apams presented another memorial ofa 
humorous character, asking the appointment of a 


|“ committee on color,” to whom should be re- 


ferred all officeholders and members of Congress, 
for the examination of their respective pedigréés, 
said committee to report on the same, and in all 
cases where the parties shall be found “to have 
the least drop of colored blood in their veins, they 
shall be expelled from office, and théir ‘places 
filled by persons of pure Anglo Saxon blood. 

Mr. A. wes about to make some remarks on 
the subject, when 

Mr. Dromeoote rose to ask if the memorial 
had been received, as, if not, he would raise the 
He considered the memo- 
rial as an evident ridicule of the House. 

The Speaker stating that it had notas yet been 
received— 3 
_ Mr. Dromeoote raised the question of recep- 
tion. a 

Mr. Apams denied that the memorial was in thé 
least disrespectful to the House, and demanded 
the yeas and nays on the question of reception; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 24, nays 117. 

So the House refused to receive. ie, ee ing 5 

Mr. Apams inquired, as the House had refused 
to receive, whether the motion to refer would be 
entered on the Journal? hoe cae dS 

The Speaker replied that it would not, the me- 
morial being in the possession of the member, 

Mr. Avams said, if it was in order, he would 
move the printing of the memorial, that the, House 
might see what it was they had refused to receive. 

The Speaker said that such a motion was not 
in order. k 

Mr. Apams then made a request that it be en- 
tered upon the Journal that he had made the mo- 
tion to print. ; 

The Speaker decided the motion to be out of. 
order. i, oe 

Mr. Apams. presented a memorial. from the 
State of Maine, asking the House to rescind the 
resolution of December 12; also, in favor of ‘the 
recognition of Hayti.. Mr.. A. moved a refer- 
ence of the latter portion of the memorial.to:the 
Committee on Foreign. Affairs, with instructions 
to report a resolution in favor thereof, wg 

Mr. Dromeoo.e moved to lay that motion on 
the table; which was agreed tos 00 6 0 gair] 

Mr. Apams then moved a reference of the 
former portion of the memorial; which, 

On motion of Mr. Dromeooxs, was also laid 
on the table.} 

Mr. LINCOLN, of Massachusetts. 

Messrs. FARRINGTON CUSHMAN, WIL- 
LIAMS, and ATHERTON; of New. Hamp» 
shire. ; 

[Mr. Cusuman presented the petition of Sam- 
uel E. Coues and one hundred and thirty-nine 
others, citizens of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
praying for the establishment of a high court of 
nations, to adjudge and determine upon all inter- 
national difficulties which may be brought before 
said court by two or more nations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Also, the petition of Samuel Kincaide, praying 
for an increase of pension for disabilities incurred 
during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions.} 

Mr. MERCER, (who was notin his seat when 
petitions were called from his State,) on- leave, 
presented the petition of Joseph Harris, of Alex- 
andria. 

Mr. DOTY, of Wisconsin, on leave, presented 
several petitions; when, i 

On motion of Mr. YORKE, the House ad- 
journed. 


Mr. Toucry has been appointed a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to” fil the 
vacancy occasioned by the resignation of: Mr: 


Farr as a member of the House-of Repre- 
sentatives. ; pik pale RER 
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‘Turspay, January 8, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT presented.a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in. compli- 
ance with a resolution ofthe Senaigdbyhe llth 
of May last, in relation tothe valae 8f Imports, 
and the amount of duties thereons£x¢ 10th May, 
1837, to 10th May, 1838; whit was laid on the 
table, and ordeed.to be printed: 

Also, a cetpinuhhicationfrom the Secretary of 
the Trea in co noi ce with a resolution of 
the sae: of the Ste, timo, inquiring whether 
certain exiles of Pound ha ebra plied with the 
terms upon whick certaind dh s were granted to ! 
them in R River county, Illinois, &c.; which 
was RN the table, gud ordered to be printed. 

A scommunication from the Secretary of 
Wahan conformity to a resolution of the Senate 
of the 2d instant, in relation to the time when the 
claims of volunteers of Alabama, for horses lost 
in the campaign against the Seminoles, will be 
investigated; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. SWIFT presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Vermont, in favor of a 
more thorough organization of the militia of the 
United States; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented the peti- 
tion of John Miller, praying that a mistake in re- 
lation toa land entry may be rectified; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the petition of Mary 
Slow; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. f 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented a memorial 
from citizens of Benton county, Alabama, pray- 
ing for the passage of bill No. 135 for the relief 
of those persons who were deprived of the bene- 
fit of the preémption law of 19th June, 1834, and 
whose preémptions were taken by the Indians; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, ALLEN presented the memorial of up- 
wards of one hundred citizens of Stark county, 
Ohio, on the subject of the neutrality bill of last 
session, and the manner in which it was executed; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Vermont, requesting their Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress to use their 
efforts to procure the grant of a tract of land for | 
each of the colleges in that State, i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of | 
Susan Trigg; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. | 

Mr. C. presented the petition of Mira Alex- i 
ander, praying for compensation on account of |i 
revolutionary services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of officers 
of the Army, praying that their compensation 
may be equalized with the officers of the staff; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. YOUNG said he was requested to present 
the petition of a number of gentlemen of the legal 
profession, in the State of Illinois, for an amend- 
ment of the acts of Congress establishing the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for ; 
the district of Hlinois, so as to require terms of the 
said courts to be held at the city of Chicago, in 
addition to those directed to be held at the seat 
of government under the existing laws. The | 
petition was signed by the chief justice and two 
of the three associate justices of the supreme 
court, by two of the circuit judges, the member į 
elect to Congress from the southern district, and 
several of the most distinguished attorneys, In- 
cluding the district attorney in the State; and, in| 
his judgment, was entitled to consideration and i 
respect, The northern congressional district in. 
Illinois, in. which Chicago is Situated, contained, 
at this moment, more population than the other 
two districts together, and the business in the 
courts in that part of the country had increased 
in a still greater proportion. He trusted, there- 
fore, that the subject might receive the favorable | 
consideration of this and the other House of Con- 
gress; and, with that view, he now proposed its 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 
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| eration of the subject; which was agreed to. f 


| 
it 
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The ‘motion was agreed to; and the petition 
referred accordingly. i : : 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of Lieu- 
tenant Ketchum, commissary of subsistence, 
praying for relief; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. cones 

Mr. KING presented the memorial of Edward 
C. Jones, praying compensation for the trans- 
portation of troops; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of Joshua ; 
Kennedy, of Mobile, praying compensation for a 
mill which was destroyed by the Seminole In- 
dians, while in the occupancy of the troops of the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of citizens 
of Benton county, Alabama, asking that they may 
be permitted to enter lands in lieu of others taken | 
up by Indian reservations. 

On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the petition of 
Andrew Bean, presented at the last session, and 
remaining on file, was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 


Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of John Burd, presented a bill for his relief, ac- 
companied by a report, which was ordered to be | 
printed; and the bill was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives to amend an act to 
recognize the district courts of the United States 
in the State of Mississippi, reported the same 
without amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committeeon Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
of Josephine Nourse, reported a bill for her relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. T. also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill for the relief of James 
H. Ralston, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of E. W. and H. Smith; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the same committee, | 
to which had been referred the claim of John 
Pritchett, for remuneration for the loss of a ves- | 
se], moved that the committee be discharged from | 
the further consideration of the subject; which | 
was adopted. | 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which | 
had been referred the claim of John Ireland and | 
the heirs of John G. Mackall, moved that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid- ; 


Mr. EH. also, from the same committee, to which | 
had been referred the petition of Royal Hopkins, | 
for property. destroyed during the last war in | 
Canada, prayed to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. FI. also, from the same committee, asked | 
to be discharged from the claim of John Robberts, | 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the claim of Joseph W. Paige, for | 
information furnished during the last war of in- 
fraction of the embargo laws, asked to be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration thereof ; | 
which was agreed to, and the accompanying re- | 
port ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of David Stone; which was || 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on the Ju- i 
diciary, to which the subject had been referred, || 
reported a bill for the relief of Thomas L. Win- 
throp and others, directors of an association 


i 
called the New England and Mississippi Land | 
| 
H 
H 


Company; which was read, and ordered to asee- | 
ond reading. 
Mr. WALL, from the same committee, to | 
which the subject had been referred, reported a 
bill fixing the salaries of certain district judges | 
i 


of the United States; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Colo- | 


nel George Croghan; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. E : 
BRANCH MINTS. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the bill supple- 
mentary to an act to establish branch mints was 
taken: up, and after a few remarks from Mr. 
BUCHANAN, was, at his suggestion, laid over 
for the present. 


BILLS PASSED: 


The following bills were taken up for consid- 
eration, read the third time, and passed: 

The bill to renew the patent of Thomas Blan- 
chard; 

The bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the penitentiary in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

The bill further to regulate the transmission of 
the mail upon railroads. 


COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill to amend an act entitled “ An act to 
establish a criminal court in the District of Co- 
lumbia,’? was taken up; and, at the suggestion 
of Mr. KING, its further consideration was post- 
poned for a few days. 


PUBLIC LANDS, 


The bill for the graduation and reduction of the 
price of the public lands came up as the special 
order, the question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Cray, of Alabama, proposing to extend the 
privilege of purchasing at the reduced prices to 
contiguous landholders, to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Public Lands, under 
the instructions of the Senate when the recom- 
mitment was ordered, A 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the Senate at length in oppo- 
sition to the amendment and the bill generally; 
and was followed by Messrs. CLAY of Ala- 
bama, YOUNG, and CLAY of Kentucky. 

Mr. MERRICK intimated his intention of ad- 
dressing the Senate on the subject to-morrow. 

After a brief executive session, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 8, 1839. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, asked leave 
of the House to offer a resolution, in substance 
that the House in future should meet at the hour 
of cleven o’clock instead of twelve as heretofore. 

Objection being made to the reception of the 
resolution at this time, 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer itgand upon that mo- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
not ordered. ` T 

The question was then taken on the suspension 
of the rules, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. EVERETT asked the consent of the House 
that the resolution upon the subject of the defal- 
cation of Mr. Swartwout, submitted several days 
ago, should be taken up. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked to the gentle- 
man that, after the reports of the committees had 
been made, that resolution would come up in 
order. He hoped the reports of committees 
would, therefore, be first received. : 

Mr. EVERETT then waived his motion for 
the present. 

Mr. HUNTER, of Virginia, asked leave of the 
House to present and have printed the folowing 


| resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee de appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency of reporting a bill which shalt 
provide: g 

First. That ali money hereafter to be received by the Uni- 
ted States for eustoms, shal! be paid on four certain days 
fixed, at intervals for: three months, the duties required by 
the existing Jaws to be paid in eash, to be seeured by bonds 
with approved security, bearing interest at the rate of six 
per centum per annum from its date ati paid, and paya- 
ble at the next fixed quarterly day, unless it bears date 
within twenty days of that period, in which case it is to be 
payable on the next succeeding day fixed for payments to 
the United States. But ifthe importer be entitled to.credit 
under the existing laws, the sum due is to be diminished 
by a discount at the rate of six per centum for the time 
through which the said credit extends, and the sum-thus ` 
ascertained to be secured by bond as aforesaid, under the 
limitations above prescribed. ; 

Secondly. That ali debts due from the United States shall 
be made-payable, so far as practicable, on four certain days, 
Occurring at intervals of three months, and fixed at twerty 
days respectively after the days fixed as aforesaid for pay- 
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ment to the United States. These debts, in all cases when 
practicable, to be made payable at the next day of disburse- 
ment, unless incurred within twenty days of that time; in 
which case to be payable at the second succeeding day 
fixed for that purpose. But if the public ereditor should fail 
to present his claim. at the place at which it is payable 
when due, or within —— days of that time, then the Uni- 
ted States to be absolved from alt responsibility for any 
failure in the disbursing agent at that place to pay the said 
creditor: Provided, however, That the said agent and his 
sureties shall be liable, in their individual capacity, to pay 


to the said creditorany sums received for his use, upon de- | 


mand, and without interest. 

Thirdly. That ali requisitions on the Treasury Depart- 
ment by other Departments of this Government for sums to 
be disbursed at the next day fixed for that purpose, shall be 
madé atleast twenty days before the day fixed for public 
receipts, and next succeeding that of the requisition. 

- Fourthly. That the Secretary of the Treasury, after a com- 
parison of the liabilities to and from the Government, at the 


certain the probable surplus which will be due to the United 
States upon the next quarterly day of reccipt, atter collect- 


ing what will be sufficient to discharge the debts due from | 


the Government at the next disbursing day, together with 
whatever sum may be needful as a cash surplus for emer- 
gencies of the Department not otherwise provided for. The 
debtors of the United States to be entitled to an extended 
credit upon the surplus thus ascertained, upon their giving 
bonds, with approved sureties, bearing interest as aforesaid, 
up to the quarterly day of the receipts next succeeding that 
at whieh the original bond was due. Each public debtor 
offering security as aforesaid, to be entitled to this further 
credit upon an equal proportion of his debt; which propor- 
tion.is to be specified by public advertisement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, atleast twenty days before the next 
slicceeding day of receipt. But ail bonds given for the sur- 
plus as aforesaid, to be wholly collected at the next quarter 
‘when due, before any. portion is demanded of their bonds 
given, when the debt for duties was increased. 


The resolution was then laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. : 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priation for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year 1839; which on his 
motion was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, a bill to amend the act to authorize the 


issue of Treasury notes to meet the current ex- || 


penses of the Government, approved 21st May, 
1838: committed, and ordered to be printed. 

` Qn motion of Mr. C., the Committee of Ways 
and Means was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of a certain communication from the 
Department of State, in relation to the extra ser- 
vices of the attorney of the northern district of 
New York. : f 

Mr. HAYNES, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy of the United States for the year 1839; which 
was committed and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following resolution: 

Resalved, That the Committce of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the estimates 
for new barracks for the cadets, and barracks for a com- 
pany of dragoons, and stable for their horses, at West 
Point, and that they be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. POPE, from the same committee, reported 
a bill making appropriations for the continuation 
of.the. Cumberland road in Ohio, Indiana, and 
Linois. 

Mr. PICKENS inquired if this bill had been 
reported from a majority of the committee? 

Mr. POPE was understood to say that two were 
in favor and twoagainst. Hedid not know how 
the others were. Mr. P. moved its commitment 
tothe Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the. Union. $ 

Mr. PICKENS moved that it be recommitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. POPE was understood to say that a ma- 
jority of a quorum of the committee had author- 


ized him to report the bill for the consideration of | 


the House. 

<Mr. PICKENS stated that. the object. he had 
in-view in moving the recommitment was to call 
the attention of the House to the dangerous sys- 
tem how: coming into practice, of reporting bills 
to the House with the understanding that they 
had received: the sanction of a majority of the 
committee, when such was not the case. Ht was 
obvious that such a system was calculated to.lead 
to unsound legislation, as it was well known that 
the House was greatly. influenced on any megs- 
ure by the fact of a majority of a standing eom- 
mittee having recommended it. It was not this 
bill in particular.te which he objected, but the 


principle, which applied to all other cases of the 
same nature. ie 


against the practice of reporting bills to the House, 
when the majority of committees were against 
them. He hoped the bill would be recommitted. 


the gentleman from South Carolina, {Mr. Picx- 
ENs,| in attempting to affect the important meas- 
ures of the country by informal action. It had 


direction of a majority of a quorum of the com- 
mittee; and what could he wish more? 
gentleman had anything to say against the com- 
; mittee, why did he not arraign them, and not 


|i impede the progress of measures of such im- 
next succeeding days of receipt and disbursement, shall as- | 


portance to. the country? He would have the 
l gentleman to know that at this session the will 
of the people, and not that of the Executive, 
would rule the action of the House. At all 


ent session, he would soon learn it. 

Mr. PICKENS repelled the charge of having 
any prejudice against the committee, with much 
warmth. He wished it to be understood that it 
was with reference to the principle alone which 
had induced him to move a recommitment of the 
bill. 
reported at the last session, but which had not 
received the sanction of a majority of the com- 
mittees from which they came, and argued that 
the House had undoubtedly acted under the im- 
pression that the case was otherwise. As for 
what: the gentleman from Indiana had said about 
the people ruling, he did not understand what he 
meant. He (Mr. P.) had always been of opin- 
ion that it was the people who ruled. He had 
learned that long ago. The present measure was 
neither an Executive measure nor the people’s 
measure; it was a measure in which all were in- 
terested. Mr. P. repeated that his objection was 
not so much against the present bill as against 
the principle of reporting bills to the House with 
the understanding that a majority were in their 
favor, when such was not the case. He hoped 
that gentlemen, in deciding this question, would 
consider it as testing a question calculated to 
produce unsound legislation. 

Mr. SIBLEY opposed the motion to recommit; 
as the gentleman from South Carolina had referred 
to bills reported at the last session, he would ask 
him to Consider the history. of those bills. He 
would then find, that although a’ majority of the 
committee declared themselves adverse to them, 
yet they passed the House by a large vote, and 
also the other branch of Congress. ` He argued 
at some length against the policy of making no 
reports in favor of measures, without the concur- 
rence of a majority, as when the. propositions 
came before the House, independent action could 
be had thereon, without any reference to what 
had been done by the committee. 

Aftersome remarks from Mr. MERCER, which 
were inaudible, 

Mr. PICKENS said whathe wished tosay was, 
that upon all great matters reported to the House, 
| it ought to be announced whether or not the re- 
port was concurred in by the majority of the 
committee. By such a course the House would 
be in no danger of receiving a false impression. 
But he must protest against the system of receiv- 
ing bills as having received the sanction of a ma- 
jority, when the fact was otherwise. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the gentleman from 
| South Carolina was partly rightand partly wrong. 
The fact was that it frequently happened that 
members of the committce were opposed to the 
objects for which the appropriations were. in- 
tended, although they reported in favor of such 
appropriations, because they were required by 
law soto do. He adduced the biil making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy 
as an instance. Some of the committee were op- 
| posed to the institution, although they considered 
themselves bound by law to report the appropri- 
ation. But on other occasions it became the duty 
of the committee to take into-consideration. the 
state of the finances, before they made the appro- 
priations. Mr. C. explained that recently three 
i members had been absent from the committee, 
two of whom were sick, but that the committee 
had been bound by-the-rules. of the House to 
report the four large bills within thirty days from 
‘the commencement of the session. The bills 


Mr. DROMGOOLE made some observation’ 


Mr. EWING was surprised at the course of | 


been stated that the bill had been reported by the | 


If the | 


events, if he did not learn the lesson at the pres- |! 


He alluded to several bills of deep interest | 


l reported that morning had been: reported..by the 
majority of a quorum, but not-until after the ap= 
propriations had been cut down to the smallest 
amount. 

Mr. FILLMORE opposed the motion torecam- 
mit. As there was no law for the House:te-fill 
the committee after the manner of a juryy it. Was 
bound to take the word of a member when he said, 
that a bill had been reported fromthe majority of 
a quorum. ? 

Mr. POPE said it was contrary to the ‘usual 
course of legislation to require the names of each 
member of a committee who might vole on any 
! report. If that was required, it-would then be 
| necessary for every commiittee-to havea clerk arid 
keep a journal. He went on to state that, when 
; he was directed to report the bill, there were five 
; members of the committee present, and the ma- 
| jority of a quorum were in favor of the report. 
| After some remarks from Mr. CRAIG in,oppo- 
sition to the resolution, ; ; 

` Mr. PICKENS said he had moved the instruc- 
tions under the impression that there were only. 
three members of the committee who had agreed 
to the report; but as the gentleman’ from Ken- 
tucky had stated otherwise, he would withdraw 
the instructions, and simply move to recommit 
the bill. po gas 

The question was then taken on that motion; 
and it was rejected. oe ne 

The question then recurring.on the motion. to 
refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, it was agreed to. Mee 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee. of 
Claims, made an unfavorable report on the, 
tion of the heirs of John Broomé, and the p 


of Eliza McKay; which was laid on the table, 


i Temple Green ; and that so much of said memorial as re- 
lates to the heirs of Captain Nicholson, prior to the adop+ 
tion of our present Constitution, be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Revolutionary Claims, and so much of said me- 
morial as relates to the services of said Captain Nicholson 
since the adoption of the present Constitution, be referred 
to the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury... 05" 0 os 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on, Publie 
Lands, to which had been referred Senate bill 
entitled ‘ An act to créate an additional’ land 
office in the State of Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses,’’, reported’ the same back “to the ‘Flouse 
Without amendment. ` ed tombe Bean 

Mr. LOOMIS, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of Morris 
Wright and Captain Samuel Dodge; which were 
severally laid upon‘the table. oe ees 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the same committed, to 
which had been referred Senate bill entitled “An 
act for the relief of the heirs of John Brahan, late 
receiver of the public moneys at Huntsville, Ala- 
bama,” reported the same: back without amend- 
ment. ; See, 

On motion of Mr. WORD, the Committee. on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Robert Scagg; 
and it was laid upon the table. | 

Mr. MURRAY, from the same committee, re- 
ported unfavorably on the petitions of Thomas 
| C. Cope and John T. Austin; which were laid 
upon the table. a 

On motion of Mr. MURRAY, said committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of James Butler and others. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the children of Apollos Cooper, deceased; 
which was committed. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on Iù- 
dian Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of George P. Allen; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McK AY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the payment of the services of a company of vol- 
unteers mustered into. thé service of, the United 
States by Captain Drain; which was committed, 

Mr. INGHAM, from the Committee on Nayak 
Affairs, stated that that committee, at the dast 
session, reported a number of bills of great. pub- 
lic interest, which failed. to receive the action of 
this House, The committee have made a selec- 
tion from bills of the last session, those which 
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they conceive of the greatest importance, and 
have directed me to report the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 10th instant, from and af- 
ter onc o’clock, be specially assigned for the consideration, 
in preference to any other business, of House bills— 

No. 703. A bill for extending and improving the navy- 
yard at Brooklyn, and for constructing a dry dock at the 
same. 

No. 572. A hill to alter and regulate the Navy ration. 

No. 573. A bill to regulate the pay and emoluments of 
pursers of the Navy. 

No, 570, A bill to authorize the purchase of two vessels 
to be employed as receiving vessels in the naval service. 

No. 571. A bil! for reducing, under one head of appropri- 
ations, various appropriations for building, rebuilding, pur- 
chasing, and repairing vessels of war, and for providing 
materials for the same. 

No. 525. A bill for the payment of certain pensions here- 
tofore paid out of the privateer pension fund. 

And if all of said bills shall not be finalty disposed of on 
said day, then, and in that ease, the next succeeding day, 
at the hour aforesaid, shall be in like manner assigned for 
the further consideration of the same. 


Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend by striking 
out the bill providing for the dry-dock at Brook- 

n. 

TMi. INGHAM hoped the proposition to amend 
this resolution would not succeed. 

The question was taken on striking out, and 
decided in the negative. 

Mr. WISE asked the House to amend the 
resolution by adding the bill for the augmentation 
of the United States marine corps. 

Mr. INGHAM said this was one of the bills 
that the committee would have included, if they 
thought it would meet the approbation of the 
House. 

After a few words from Mr. CRAIG, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to strike out that part 
of the resolution which appropriated any other 
day beside Thursday. The resolution, as adopt- 
ed, would encroach upon private bill day, to 
which he was opposed. 

‘After afew further remarks from Mr. ING- 
HAM. in support of the resolution, the question 
was taken on the proposed amendment, and 
decided in the negative. i 

Mr.. TOLAND then moved toamend the reso- 
lution by adding the bill providing for the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at Philadelphia. 

` Mr. SMITI said there was another subject 
of much importance which he wished would re- 
ceive the attention of the House; and therefore 
he would move to amend the resolation by add- 
ing the ‘ bill providing for the erection of certain 
hospitals upon the western waters.” 

Mr. WISE. That is nota naval bill. 
never before our committee. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution, and decided in the affirmative. 


Mr. ELMORE, by consent, offered the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury report to 
this House statements of the value of the exports and im- 
ports of cach State and Territory for the years 1837 and 
1838, showing what amount of the exports was of foreign 
and what of domestic growth and manufacture ; the amount 
of duties accruing each year on such imports, and the 
amount actually collected; what amount was duty free, 
and what amount was chargeable with duty ; and also what 
amount of drawbacks was paid into cach State. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report fer- 
ther:to this House what articles under the present tariff of 
duties are duty free, and what are chargeable with duties; 
also, what is the specific and ad valorem duty paid on each 
article now, and what will be the amount of daty under 
each reduction provided for by jaw. 


It was 


The resolution, under the rules, lies over for 
one day. 


CONVENTION WITH TEXAS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the consent of the 
Tlouse, before proceeding to the orders of the 
day, to go into the Committee of the Whole upon 
the bill entided ‘An act to provide for carrying 
into effect the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Texas, 
and for.marking the boundary between that Re- 
public and the United States.” 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, said this was a 
subject of considerable interest to his State, and 
hoped the House would agree to the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia. : 

The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole, on the suggestion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 
(Mr. Banxs in the chair,) and took up the above 
bul; and, there being no proposition to amend the 


| 


same, it was reported to the House, and received 
its third reading, and was passed. 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 
The House then proceeded to the consideration 


| of the resolution of Mr. CamMBRELENG, to refer the 


message of the President in relation to the defal- 
cation of Mr. Swartwout, except so much as re- 
lates to the modification of the revenue laws, toa 
select committee. 

Mr. WISE withdrew his former motion, leav- 
ing, as an amendment, the resolution of Mr. Gar- 
LAND for the appointment of a select committee of 
nine, to be chosen by ballot. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG accepted the resolution 
as a modification, except the words ‘¢ by ballot.” 

Mr. GARLAND moved to insert the words 
“by ballot.” 

A long debate then arose, in which Messrs. 
WISE, CAMBRELENG, CUSHING, GAR- 
LAND, PICKENS, BOON, and others, partici- 
pated, and which will be given hereafter. 

Without taking any question, 

On motion of Mr. BOON, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Weonespay, January 9, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT presented a communication 
from the President of the United States, in com- 


| pliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 21st 
| of December last, containing information relative 


to the several Departments, called for by said res- 
olution; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the President of 
the United States, inclosing a report from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in answer to the resolution 
of the Senate of the 3d instant, calling for inform- 
ation in regard to the examination of inventions 
designed to prevent the calamities resulting from 
the explosion of steam boilers, directed by the 
acts of June 28 and July 9 last; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in relation to the number and com- 
pensation of clerks in his Department during the 
year 1838; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS. 
Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of Ed- 


ward Tippet, asking for an investigation into the | 


merits of an improved steam boiler; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. RIVES presented the memorial of W. S. | 


Naylor, administrator of the estate of William 
Sanford; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. R. also presented the memorial of the 
clerks in the Fourth Auditor’s Office, for an in- 
crease of salary; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented a memorial 
of officers of the line of the Army, praying that 
their pay may be equalized with that of the offi- 
cers of the staff; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS OF VERMONT. 


Mr, PRENTISS presented certain resolutions 
from the Legislature of the State of Vermont, 
instructing their Senators and requesting their 
Representatives to use their efforts to prevent the 
passage of any law for the annexation of Texas 
to the Union, and to procure the passage of a law 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories of 
the Union, and of the slave trade between. the 
several States; and also protesting against certain 


| resolutions (Mr. ATHERroN’s] adopted by the 
House of Representatives, as unconstitutional; | 


which Mr. P, moved should be laid upon the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

The question was, on motion of Mr. FOSTER, 
divided, and the first division was agreed to. 

The question coming up on the second division, 
viz: to print the resolution, 

Mr. PRENTISS said he had made the motion 


į to print these resolutions because he supposed it 


would be an act of proper courtesy to the Legis- 
lature from whom they come. When he pre- 
sented them he had not the slightest idea that any 
serious objection would be made to them, or that 


they would excite any debate, and he would say 
to gentlemen of the South, that the course which 
they were pursuing was precisely the course to 
inerease the number and augment the strength of 
the Abolitionists; and he thought it in other re- 
spects impolitic and injurious, as well as wrong 
and unreasonable in itself. 

The virtual rejection of petitions here was re- 
garded as an infraction of the right of petition, 
and this was connected with the great subject of 
abolition, and had given to it a power not properly 
its own, so that those who were opposed to ex- 
treme and premature measures, and who wished 
to prevent useless excitement and agitation, found 
themselves powerless in consequence of this con- 
nection; and if this course were persisted in, they 
would be obliged to give way entirely. Mr. P. 
trusted these resolutions would be printed as an 
act of common courtesy, and he called for the 
yeas and nays on the question; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. CALHOUN confessed that he was amazed 
when he saw a gentleman of the calmness and 
correct judgment of the Senator from Vermont, 
pursuing the course that hedid. That there should 
be any man of any intelligence whatever who did 
not see that this question strikes at the very foun- 
dation of the Union, alienating one portion of it 
from the other, and that it tended to the overthrow 
of the best hopes of mankind, indeed surprised 
him. Nor was it less wonderful to him that any 
gentleman of that description should pretend to 
say that the best course of southern gentlemen 
was to permit the Abolitionists to come here and 
urge the question whenever they pleased, ‘They 
tell us (said Mr. C.) that we have no right to our 
own estates; that a large part of our property is 
held without law; and that they have the right 
to come here week after week, year after year, 
questioning our right to it, and calumniating our 
character, while the best mode for us to pursue 
is to be quiet. Sir, (said Mr. C.,) I would not 


! have made these observations, if the remarks that 


called them forth had not come from a respect- 
able quarter. The course of the gentleman from 
Vermont was a striking proof that on all ques- 
tions of deep excitement the strongest minds may 
be carried away. Mr. C. would say to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that this thing must be arrested 
at home, by strong measures, or the South would 
take care of itself. 

Mr. PRENTISS said he had simply asked that 
these resolutions might be printed, as a mark of 
the courtesy usually evinced to States of this 
Union. He did not enter into any argument on 
the question of abolition. Neither he nor any 
other Senator from the North had, on any occa- 
sion, been found to agitate that question. The 
fault, if it was one, lay in another quarter. He 
wished merely to discharge an obvious duty. If 
he found it certain that he could not carry out 
his own opinions on the subject of slavery, which 
he trusted were well known, he thought it best 
to defer the attempt to a more favorable oppor- 
tunity. These resolutions were passed by the 
Legislature of Vermont in consequence of peti- 
tions requiring their passage. They were reso- 
lutions of instruction, and, so far as he was con- 
cerned, he wished to discharge the duty imposed 
upon him. 

Mr. KING found no fault with the Senator from 
Vermont for discharging his duty to his State, 
in presenting such resolutions as they thought 
proper to charge him with. He waived, there- 
fore, under these considerations, any objections 
to receiving the resolutions. They came froma 
sovereign State; but whether that State was true 
to the principles which should govern every mem- 
ber of the Confederacy, was another question. 
With regard to the prayer of these resolutions, 
every man of common intelligence knew that, if 


| it were granted, this Union would not last twenty- 


four hours. He knew that he,and every man 
from that section of the Union which would be 
so grossly outraged by such a measure, would 
instantly on the adoption of it retire from their 
seats. He would, in such an event, return to his 
constituents, and tell them that the compact was 
broken, the Constitution violated, and their prop- 
erty taken away from them, and that he, as their 
representative, could render them no further ser- 
vice by remaining where he was: Believing that 
such would be the inevitable consequences of car- 
rying out the doctrines contained in these resolu- 
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tions, he could not consent to give them any cir- 
culation. What was the object of the Senator 
from Vermont, in wishing to have these resolu- 
tions printed? The Senator himself declared that 
he did not expect any such thing as action on 
those resolutions; and yet he wished to have them 
printed. For what? To give encouragement to 
these people to send out more memorials to act on 
their Legislature, inducing them to interfere with 


matters which do not belong to them. Ifthat was | 


the object of the gentleman—and he trusted and 
believed that it was not—he might have some rea- 
son for urging the printing of these papers; but, 
as he had a great respect for the gentleman, and 
believed that he had no such object in view, he 
was at a loss to conceive why he persisted in the 
motion. He thanked the gentleman for warning 
the South of what became their duty under the 
present state of excitement on this subject. Sir, 
(said Mr. K.,) we will discharge our duty to our- 
selves and our constituents, without asking ad- 
vice from the Senator from Vermont or from his 
Legislature, or the Legislature of any other State. 
He had hoped that they would have been spared, 
in this body, the agitation of this exciting sub- 
ject. He knew that it had taken place elsewhere 
ina manner highly disgraceful, but he had confi- 
dently expected that this body would escape it, 
and that the Senator from Vermont would be the 
last man to bring itup. He regretted the neces- 
sity of making these few observations, but he was 
compelled to do so, because he thought the Sen- 
ator from Vermont was forcing this matter be- 
yond what was necessary. 

Mr. LUMPKIN said his object in rising was 
to move that the motion to print be laid upon the 
table. But before he submitted that motion, he 
would remark that he fully concurred in the re- 
marks of the Senators from South Carolina and 
Alabama, [Mr. Carwoun and Mr. Kina,] and 
that he felt no disposition to countenance or re- 
spect attempts to agitate the question of slavery, 
the more because it was brought before the Sen- 
ate by the proceedings of a sovereign State. No, 
sir, (said Mr. L.,) the agitation of this question 
by obscure and ignorant individuals is harmless 
and innocent when compared with the proceed- 
ings of the Legislature of Vermont. Yet the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr.. Prentiss] admon- 
ishes the South to keep cool and quiet, to disre- 
gard tho efforts of those who are constantly war- 
ring.against their rights and interests. Sir, (said 
Mr. L.,) this advice reminds me. of a robber, 
who, while he has his hand in my pocket, taking 
from me that to which he has no just claim, 
éeases not to admonish me to be quiet—be easy 
ahe will do me no harm. 


interference. of the Abolitionists and their sup- 
porters with the domestic concerns of the South 
is. daily becoming more offensive. These pro- 
ceedings are rapidly alienating the affections of 
one portion of the Union from the other. We 
should circulate nothing from this Senate calcu- 


lated. to increase excitement and prejudice. | 


Under this view of the subject, I move to lay the 
motion.to print on the table. : 

The question was then taken on Mr. Lumr- 
gın’s motion to lay the motion to print on the 
table; and carried—yeas 29, nays 8; as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messts. Allen, Bayard, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Crittenden, Foster, Fulton, Hub- 
bard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Merrick, Mouton, 


Connecticut, Southard, Tipton, White, Williams of Mis- 
sissippi, Wright, and Young—29. 
_NAYS—Messrs, Davis, Kuight, McKean, Morris, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Smith of Iiidiana, and Switt—8. ` 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. | 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, it was 


~ “Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Eliott, on 
the-files of the last session, be taken therefrom and again 
referred to the. Committee on Claims. _ 


yo On notion of Mre DAVIS, itswas g 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Henry H- 
Pickering, on the files of the:Jast session, be again referred 
to. the Commitiee. on Finance. BOS) gud 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the Dis- 


bill giving assent of Congress to an act of the 
General Assembly of Virginia incorporating the 
Falmouth and Alexandria Railroad Company, 
reported the same with an amendment. ; 


Every lover of this | 
Union should cease to agitate this question. The | 


f Nicholas, | 
Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robinson, Smith of | 


i AN Bay AELESAE Oli l t Lyon, McKean, Mouton 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the | e i 4 


Mr. R., from the same. committee, to which | 
was referred the bill concerning the estates of | 
idiots or lunatics and infants, in the District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill extending the juris- | 
diction of the corporation. of the city, of Wash- 
ington over the Potomac bridge, reported the 
same with an amendment. 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, reported a bill to explain and amend the 
fifth section of the act passed June 30, 1834, for | 
the better organization of the marine corps of the | 
United States; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


GENERAL HERNANDEZ. i 
Mr. BENTON said, that at the: last session 
the Committee on Claims presented an adverse 
report in the case of General Hernandez. He had 
now in his hand additional evidence, which es- 
tablished, on oath, the occupancy of the property. 
by the troops of the United States, which he 
wished should be referred, in addition to the pa- 
pers already on file, to the Committee on Claims, 
On this motion a long debate ensued, in which | 
the merits of this claim, and other similar claims, 
was discussed; which resulted in a motion, by ; 
Mr. BAYARD, to rescind a former order of the 
Senate postponing the consideration of these 
claims until the passage of a general law on the 
subject; which was adopted, when, = 
On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions and papers relating to the 
claims of Gad Humphreys, John J. Bulow, and others, be 
again referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CONVENTION WITH TEXAS. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
provide for carrying into effect the convention be- | 
tween Texas.and the United States, and marking | 
the boundary, coming up for consideration, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that it was necessary | 


to pass this bill as early as possible. The season | 
when operations should commence was near at į 
hand, as the surveyors should be on the line by | 
the Ist of March next. The bill is an exact tran- | 
seript of the bill which was framed for carrying | 
into effect the convention respecting the bound- | 
ary line between this country and Mexico—Texas | 
now Standing in the place of Mexico. The bill | 
had-been shown to the members of the Commit- | 
tee on Foreign Affairs, who had unanimously ap- | 


proved of it, and acquiesced in the necessity of | 
its immediate passage. It had, therefore, in fact, | 
been referred to the committee and. reported on, | 
and he hoped it would be put upon its passage at | 
once. i i 

The bill was then read twice, and by unani- || 
mous consent, ordered to be engrossed fora third | 


reading, and passed. 
MAILS UPON RAILROADS. 


i 
i 
| 
‘An act further to regulate the transmission of | 
the United States mail upon railroads, was read | 
| 

j 

| 

t 


the third time and passed. 
ə PUBLIC LANDS. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of | 
the special order, which was the bill to provide 
for the reduction and graduation of the price of 
the public lands. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Cray, of Alabama, to the amendment which the 
Committee on Public Lands reported under in- | 
structions, to allow persons already settled on, 
and cultivating farms, to purchase contiguous 
tracts at the reduced price. : 

After a debate, in which Messrs. MERRICK, 
FULTON, and WALKER took part, 

Mr. NILES moved to modify the amendment 
so as to restrict the rightof entry to persons who 
“own; reside upon, and cultivate” adjoining | 
lands, instead of * who own’? adjoining lands. 

This modification being agreed to, °= 

The question was taken, and the amendment | 
to the amendment was decided ‘in the affirmative | 
—yeas 24, nays. 22; as follows: ea ea 

YEAS=Messrs. Allen, Berton, Buchanan, Clay of Alas | 
bama, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, ; 
Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, | 
cut, Smith of Indiana, Tipton, į; 
and Young—24. | 


Robinson, Smith of Connecticut, 
Walker, Williams of Mississippi, i 

NAVS—Messrs. Bayard. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ken- | 
tucky, Crittenden, Davis, Knight, Merrick, Morris, Pren- j 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins; Ruggles, Southard, | 
Strange, Swift, Wall, Williams of Maine, and Wright—22. ' 


Mr. BUCHANAN, after a few remarks, offered 
an amendment to limit the operations of the bill 
more strictly to actual settlers, by providing that 
patents shal! not be issued for entries made under 
it until two years thereafter, when proof shall be 
made of the actual settlement, under such tegy- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe; in default of which the entry shall be void, 


| and the land revert to the United States. 


This amendment was agreed to—ayes 21, noes 
not counted. ey Hee 
Mr. BUCHANAN ‘then offered. a second 
amendment, to limit the quantity to be entered’ 
under the provisions of this bill, by each ‘actual 
settler, to three hundred and twenty acres; which 
amendment was also agreed to. ae 
Mr. B. offered another amendment, to limit the 
operations under this bill for five years after ‘its 


i passage and no longer, except for the purpose of 


granting patents to those who have made their 
entries, but have not had an opportunity of mak- 
ing their proof. seeks 

This amendment was also agreed to—ayes 25; 
noes not counted. i 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, then offered two 
amendments in lieu of the whole bill; the first of 
which authorizes the purchase, by actual settlers; 
of such of the public lands as have been in the 
market for fifteen years, at the following rates 
and in the following quantities, namely? eighty 


ll acres at fifty cénts per acre; onè hundred and 


sixty dcres at seventy-five cents per acre; and 
three hundred and twenty acres at one dollar‘per 
acre. And the second amendment introduces the 
bill formerly brought in by Mr: C, and’ passed in 
1832, and vetoed by President Jackson, to divide 
the procceds of the sales of the public lands among 
the States. ae 
Mr. BENTON said that he wished to ‘inark 
this as the first step towards the reéstablishment 
of the old tariff, and he wished to draw the at: 
tention of Senators to it. ‘This distribution was 
intended to commence in 1840, when the revenue 
would be reduced to its lowest point; and the 
amount thus distributed will have to be raised b 
reviving the old tariff. - i 
The amendment was then ordered to be print- 
ed, and the Senate adjourned. bo 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. :' 

Wepnespay, January 9, 1839: Nie 

Mr. EVANS asked that certain, communitas 

tions.on the Speaker’s table be presented to the 
House; to which objection was made. ` 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES... 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports; whereupon, sp gia ATAA 
Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee’ on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Sibrook; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. . : 

Also, a bill for the relief of Matthew Wiley; 
which was read twice and committed. © è 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the’ same 
committee, reported a bill granting a pension’ to 
Frances Jones, the widow of John Jones, of the 
State of Virginia; which was committed. 

Mr. SIBLEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting a pension ‘to Susannah 
Hoagland; which was committed. tg ES 

Mr.: CHILDS, from the same committee, :re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William A. Cudder- 
back; which was committed. ; : 

Mr. C. also, from the’ same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Allen 
Wardwell; which was committed to the Com- 


| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. FRY; from the same committee, reported 
bills of the following titles; which were: severally 
read and committed: f 

A bill granting a pension to Helen Miller; 

A bill granting a pension to William Andrews3 
A bill granting a pension to Houston Cornelly 
añ ; : 
A bill granting a pension to Stephen Olney. 

On motion of Mr. FRY, the Committee: oñ 
Revolutionary pensions was discharged from the 
farther consideration of the petitions of David 
Corson, Mary Page, Frederick heid paid Maré 
tha Green; the latter of which was referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: 6 eit, 


Mr. STANLY, from the Committed ou Invalid 
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Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the pe- 
titions of Hugh McDonald and Captain James 
Duncan; which was laid on the table. 

“Mr. S. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the benefit of E. Stafford; which 
was committed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Wright Hulbert; | 
which was committed. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of James 
McLaughlin, William White, James Allen, Ja- 
cob Cruduck, Stephen Morill, Richard Reynolds, 
Isaac W. Taylor, Rufus Parker, and B. H. Shel- 
horus; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a’ bill granting a pension to | 
Harvey Reynolds. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Dr. Sylvestus 
Nash. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to. Stephen Ap- 
pleby; which were severally read twice and com- | 
mitted. _ 
` Mr. McCLELLAN, of New York, from the | 
same committee, made an unfavorable report on | 
the petition of James Singleton; which was laid 
on the table, 

Mr. McC. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following bills; which were severally 
read and committed: 

A bill granting a pension to John Clark; 

A bill granting a pension to William Swann; 

A bill granting a pension to Gilbert Sprague 
Fish; and 

A. bill granting a pension to David Rollins. 

Mr. HEROD, from the same. committee, re- | 
ported a bill granting arrears of pension to Jo- 
siah Westlake. 

Also, a bill granting arrears of pension to Ann 
Ross, widow of Licutenant Ross; which bills 
were read twica and committed. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, the Committee 
on Roads and Canals were discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of certain 
citizens of Appalachicola, Florida, and the same 
was committed to the Committee on Manufac- 


tures. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an unfavorable report upon the pe- 
nhon of William Stouts; which was laid on the 
tabie. 

Mr. GRAY, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report upon the petition of James 
L. MeKennie. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Mariah L, Kenshaw; which was laid on the table. 
- Mr. STUART, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of William 
W. Scott; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a biil for the relief of Henry 
Grady; also, a bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John 'T. Adams; which bills were 
read, and laid on the table, 

- On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
to extend the privileges of drawback, and abolish 
distinctions-in ports of entry. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for its third reading, 

Mr. GRENNELL wished to ask if a bill of so | 
much: importance ought not to be discussed in | 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- | 
man from New Hampshire the propriety of post- 
poning its further consideration until to-morrow. į 

_ Mr. CUSHMAN, with a view of affording | 
time for the examination of the bill, consented to i 
its postponement until to-morrow. i 

" Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the canceling 
of certain debenture bonds; which was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nicholas Phelan, heir-at-law of John Phelan, de- 
ceased; which was committed. 

Mr. H. also, from. the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was agreed | 
to: 


Resolved, That the papers in the case of the heirs of. 
Carlos de Villemont, who claim a tract of land at Point 


Chicot, be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, with instructions to inquire into the expediency of 


confirming the sale. : 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the same 
committee, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of T. F. Peterson; which was laid on the 
table. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
submitting documents in the case of Gamaliel E. 
Smith, referred to that office by resolution of the 
House of Representatives of 7th July, 1838. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
War, in answer toa resolution of the House of 
Representatives of 31st December, showing the 
progress made, sum expended, and the amount 
yet applicable to the object, and the causes which 
have retarded the completion of Fort Livingston, 
at Gra d Terre, Louisiana; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 31st De- 
cember, giving information of the amount due of 
the late deposit banks at the time of the suspen- 
sion of specie payments, with the sums now due, 
and how received; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with an act of Gon- 
gress, inclosing a statement showing the names 
of clerks employed in the Treasury Department 
in the year 1838; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 31st December last, showing 
the cause why that officer could not ascertain the 
defalcation of the late collector of New York; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ADAMS presented to the House certain 
papers and lithographs in relation to the Smith- 
sonian bequest; which were, on hig motion, re- 
ferred to the select committee on that subject, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS IN INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. POPE asked leave of the House to submit 
a motion. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. POPE moved to suspend the rules of the 
House, to enable him to move the House to have 
the bill (No. 369) to extend the provisions of the 
pension act to the officers, soldiers, rangers, and 
Spies, engaged ın the Indian wars on the western 
waters prior to the treaty of Greenville, in the 

car 1795, made the special order of the day for 
Tuesday, the 19th instant. 

Mr. P. remarked that this subject had been be- 
fore Congress for several years, and he feared 
that it would not be reached, or acted on, during 
the present session, unless the House would con- 
sent to fix some day for its special tonsideration. 
The class of men for which this bill intended to 
provide, were as brave and meritorious, and had 
as high claims on the liberality of this Govern- 
ment, as any other to which the public attention 
had been called. 

Mr. P. earnestly pressed the House to afford 
an opportunity to have the merits of these claim- 


|! ants, who had contributed so much to conquer 
the western world from the Indian tribes, fully 
j 


and fairly discussed and decided. 
DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, referring the 
President’s message in relation to the defalcation 
of Mr. Swartwout, except so much as relates to 
a modification of the revenue laws, to a select 
committee. 

Mr. Wise had modified his amendment by ac- 
cepting as a modification the following amend- 
ment, offered by Mr. Gar.anp, of Virginia, some 
time ago: , 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, to con- 
sist of nine members, to be chosen by ballot, whose duty it 
shall be to inquire into the causes and extent of the late de- 
faleations of the custom-house at New York and other 
places, the length of time they have existed, the correctness. 
of the returns which have been made by the collecter and 


naval and other officers, and the deposit banks, respective- 
ly; and all suchacts connected with such defaleations ag 
may be deemed material to develop their true character, 

ind be it further resolved, That said committee be re- 
quired to inquire into and make report of any defalcations 
among the collectors, receivers, and dishursers of the public 
money, which may now exist ; who are the defaulters, the 
amount of defalcation, the length of time they have existed, 
and the eauses which Jed to them ; and that said committee 
have power to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. Campreienc had accepted this amendment 
as a modification of his motion, except the words 
“ by ballot,” and modified it accordingly. 

Mr. Garuanp had then moved to amend the 
motion as modified by inserting, after the words 
“ to be appointed,” the words ** by ballot.” 

After some remarks from Messrs. BOND and 
TAYLOR, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved the previous ques- 
tion; but, on being reminded that it would have 
the effect of cutting off the amendment, at the sug- 


| gestion of several members, he withdrew it. 


Mr. THOMAS then took the floor; and, at the 
conclusion of his remarks, moved further to 
amend the resolution by striking out ** by ballot,” 
and inserting ** viva voce.” ` 

Messrs. MENEFEE and ROBERTSON con- 
tinued the debate until a late hour; when 

Mr. LEGARE having obtained the floor, moved 
an adjournment. x 

Mr. MAY demanded the yeas and nays; but 
subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, renewed the 
motion for the ycas and nays; but the House re- 
fused to order them—yeas 28, nays 161. 

The House then adjourned. “ 


IN SENATE. _ 
Tuurspay, January 10, 1839, 

The PRESIDENT presented a communication 
from the Secretary ofthe. Treasury, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 12th ult., 
relating to the number of superficial acres in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi, embraced in 
the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. ' 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of the 
Mississippi City Company, requesting a grant of 
public land to aid them in the construction of a 
railroad from Paulding to Mississippi City; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Brown county, Ohio, praying 
the repeal of all laws of Congress in any way fa- 
voring slavery or the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion of reception was, after some re- 
marks by Mr. MORRIS, > 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, laid on 
the table. 

Mr. ROANE presented the memorial of officers 
of the line of the army, praying equalization of 
compensation with officers of the staff; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

„Mr. LYON presented the memorial of the Le- 
gislative Council of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
praying confirmation of title to land upon which 
the town of Milwaukee stands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. KING presented a communication from 

the Governor of the State of Alabama, inclosing 
resolations of the Legislature of that State, rela- 
tive to claims for spoliations committed on citi- 
zens of Alabama by the Creeks in 1836; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
. Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of Ben- 
jamin F. Hard, asking compensation for losses 
sustained by a mail contract; which was referred 
to the Committee on the’ Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

Mr. MERRICK. presented the petition of 
Daniel Hyatt, for seven years’ half pay; which 
was referred tothe: Committee-on Miltary Af- 

airs. ; 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of James 

- Kennedy and Benjamin O. Fallon, for losses 
sustained by Indians on the Upper Mississippi; 
aueh was referred to thé Committee on Indian 

airs. i ` : 


- W. Becket, asked to be discharged from the fur- 


. ane and others, citizens of White county, Ili- 
no 
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Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Simon Brewster, a soldier of the revolutionary 
army, for an increase of pension, for reasons | 
therein set forth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of |i 


William E. Chase; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, , 

Mr. RUGGLES presented a letter from Pres- 
ident Morse, in relation to his magnetic telegraph; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been’ referred the claim of 
Gad Humphreys for losses in Florida, reported 
a bill for his relief; which was read, and ordered | 
to a second reading; and, on motion of Mr. H., 
the accompanying report was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill made the special order for 
Wednesday next. 

“Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which the subject 


had been referred, reported a bill for the relief of || 


William B. Ferguson and sureties; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. R., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of the heirs of Thomas 


ther consideration of the subject; which was 
agreed to. ; 
Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the pe- 
tittons of Francis La Venture, Ebenezer Childs, 
and ‘Linus Thompson, reported a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading; and the accompanying report was or- | 
dered to be printed. | 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the bill 
for the relief of Henry Wilson, confirming pur- 
chases of certain lands in Arkansas, reported the 
same without amendment. 
“Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which had been referred the petition of 
Samuel Crapin, reported a bill for his relief; which | 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. | 
Mr. M. also, from the same committee, made | 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of Rufus R. 


in relation to Simon ‘Hail and John Neil, 
and asked to’ be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the memorials of the Taunton Branch 
Railroad Company, and of Jesse Smith, made an 
unfavorable report thereon, and asked to be dis- | 
charged from their further consideration; which 
was agreed to, and the reports ordered to be | 

rinted, 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill to grant | 
to the States and incorporated companies engaged 
in the construction of roads or canals, the right 
of way through the public lands of the United 
States, reported the same without amendment. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. PRESTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and. papers of William Seaton, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, a paper from 
Thomas J. Smith was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce.. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of constructing and improv- 
ing as many artificial harbors upon Lake Michigan as will 
render more safe the commerce and navigation of that lake, 
and afford greater security and protection to hnman life. 

This resolution, after some remarks by Messrs. 
KING, HUBBARD, CALHOUN, NORVELL, 
DAVIS, and LYON, was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. KING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee’on Military Affairs-be in- 
structed to inquire. into the expediency of making compen- 
sation to Lieutenant 8. B. Thornton, for tosses sustained 
by him by the destruction. of the steamboat Pulaski. 


On motion of Mr. K. the papers in relation to 


H 


the.above were also referred to the same commit- 
tee. P te 


Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, after some remarks by Mr. R. and 
| Mr. PRESTON, was agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed, consisting of 
five members of the Senate, jointly with such committee 
as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to 
consider the expediency of providing an institution of learn- 
ing, to be established in the city of Washington, for the ap- 
plication of the legacy bequeathed by Mr. James Smithson, 
of the city of London, to the United States, in trust for that 
purpose ; also, to consider the expediency of a charter for 
such institution, together with the powers and privileges 
which, in their opinion, the said charter ought to confer; 
also, to consider the expediency of ways and means to be 
provided by Congress other than said legacy, but in addition 


port by bill or bills in the premises. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: f 


to report to the Senate the net proceeds of the public lands 
which each State would have received up to and including 
the Ist of January, 1839, under the bill entitled *¢ An act to 
appropriate for a limited time the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands of the United States, and for granting land 
to certain States,’”? which passed both Houses of Congress, 
if it had received the approbation of the President. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so athending the 
existing Jaws as to equalize the amount of labor to be per- 
formed, and the amount of compensation to be received by 
the several judges of the Supreme Court. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which were considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, required to report to the Senate the whole amount of 
the expenses incurred by the United States in negotiating 
and concluding the treaty with the Cherokee Indians, dated 
| 29th December, 1835, to whom the several sums expended 
were paid, the suin paid to each, and for what particular | 
services. 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be, and he is here- 
by, required to report to the Senate whether the commis- 
sion created under the treaty between the United States 
and the Cherokee Indians, dated 29th day of December, 
1835, for the adjudication of claims, has been terminated 5 
and if not, by what authority the said commission has been 
continued since the 23d day of May last; and further, what 
has been the expense of said commission, to whom the 


individual. 

Mr. WHITE said, with the permission of the 
Senate, he would offer a few remarks on a sub- 
ject which concerned him personally. When he 
arrived here some days since, he found that he 
had been appointed on two of the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate, but as the state of his 
health was such as to prevent him from paying 
that attention to the subjects brought before them j 
which the Senate and his colleagues on the com- 
| mittees had a right to expect, his object in rising 
was to ask that he might be excused from serving 
on them. r 

After some remarks from Mr. KING and Mr. 
TIPTON, in which the services of Mr. Warre 
were appropriately noticed, and wishes expressed 
that he would change his determination, 

Mr. WHITE returned thanks to the gentle- 
| men for their kindness in noticing his efforts; 
| but persevering in his wish, the Senate acceded 
thereto. 

On motion of Mr. KING, by unanimous con- 
sent, it was 

Resolved, That Hon. Joun Trerow be appointed chair- 


ident of the Senate appoint a memiber to fill the vacancy in 
said committee. 


of the Senate was also directed to fill the vacancy 
in the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, oc- 
casioned by the resignation of Hon. Hugh L. 
White. : 
On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, and by unani- 
mous consent, the resolution offered by Mr, Rives, 
some days since, was taken up and agreed to. 


GRADUATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
bill to provide for the reduction and graduation 
of the price of the public lands. : ; 

The question being on the amendment submit- 
ted yesterday by Mr. Crar,of Kentucky, to limit 
the reduction to lands only that have been in 
the market fifteen years,.and to the quantities of 


| eighty, one hundred and sixty, and three hundred 


thereto, and in aid of said benevolent intention ; and to re- | 


| Resolued, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed: | 


sums expended have been paid, and the sums paid to each | 


man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and thatthe Pres- | 


On motion of Mr. NORVELL, the President || 


and twenty-aeres, acconding-to the rate.of redúc- 
_ tion; and ‘further, to. distributeithe proceeds of the 
| Sales of the public lands, after 1840,.among:the 
| several States of the Union, : id 
| -Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, addressed the Sen- 
} ate in favor of his amendment; after which, >- 
|| Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the Senate in op- 
|| position to the amendments, and. ir favor ofthe 
| bill-as at present amended; after which, «°° 
| The question was taken‘on Mr. Cray’saménd:: 
ments, and they were rejected—yeas 13, nays 20% 
| as follows: : : day ie 


|! YEAS—Mesers, Bayard. Clay of Kentucky, Crittendé 
i Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Prentiss, Robbins, af 
| 


i| of Indiana, Southard, Swift, and Tipton—13. Be 
| NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
| houn, Clay of Alabama, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard King, 
i Linn; Lumpkin, Lyon, ‘Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
| Presion, Rives, Roine, Robinson; Strange Walker, Walt, 
site, Williams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright 
i| and Young—29. CRE one’ ippi, Wright, 
Mr. BENTON then submitted the fifty cent: 
clause of Mr. Cray’s amendment—to permit acte 
| ual settlers to enter lands that haye been in’ ‘the, 
market fifteen years, at, fifty cents per acre, the: 
quantity being limited to eighty. acres. for each! 
actual settler. EE aN e: = 
The amendimént was agreed to—yeas 24, nayg 
19; as follows: at Sean: verse 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Clay of Alabai 
Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Poster, Fulton, King, 
Lumpkin, -Lyon, McKean, Merrick;’ Mouton, Nicho} 
Norvell, Robinson, Smith. of Indiana, Tipton; Walke: 
White, Williams of Mississippi, and Young—24, “ 
NAYS — Messrs. Browh, Buchanan, Calhouny Davis, 
Hubbard, Knight, Niles, Prentiss, Preston, Riyes, Roane, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, Strange, Swift, Wall, Wil- 
liams of Maine, and Wright=19. 2." ~ pO AS 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, thë 
bill was then ordered to. be. printed as at. present 
amended; and 2 on nee 
The Senate adjourned. 


ms 


roses 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. . 
Tuorspay, January 10, 1839. ° =: 

The SPEAKER having. proceeded to call the. 
committees for reports, = mewn ts 
Mr. HUBLEY, from the Committee, on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill-for.the 
relief of Peter Moore & Co. and others: which 
was read twice and committed. 95 i > y 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


ig. 


|| mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill 


for the relief of Rozaline Proudhomme; which 
was read twice and committed., ee ee ee 
Mr. G. also, from-the same committee, ‘made 
unfavorable reports upon the petitions of Henr 
M. Fleury. and Alexander I. Deblien; «which 
were severally Jaid-on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. f A teas AO Taie 
On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was discharged from. the far- 
ther consideration of the petition of John Cow- 
er. 
p Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of Dennis Tramell; which was read twice and 
committed. we a 
Mr. SIBLEY, from the same committee,’ ré- 
į ported a bill granting a pension to David Mellen; 
| which was read twice and committed. ; 
Mr. PLUMER, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Levi 
| M. Roberts. À ` i 
Also, a bill for the relief of Benjamin Wesley; 
' which bills were severally read twice and com- 


| mitted. 
i PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 


The House then resumed the unfinished busi-: 
ness of the morning hour, being the modified res- 
olution of Mr. Wiss to print twenty thousand 
extra copies of documents No. 297 and No: BBs: 
| relating to the defalcation of public officers. 
| The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
| Loomis to amend, by striking out No. 297, and 
| leaving only No. 13, relating to the defalcation of 
| Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the port of 
| 


New York. ; 
Mr. GRAVES. moved.a call of the House: 

| On that motion Mr. MENEFEE demanded, 
i the yeas and nays; which, being ordered, were 
| yeas 88, nays.95. : Be 

|” So the call.was not ordered. pa ee 
| The question then being on agreeing withthe 

|l amendment, es 
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Mr. BRONSON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bronson, 
Buchanan, Cambreleng, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Crary, Cushman, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Farrington, 
isaac Fletcher, Foster, Fry, Gallup, Grant, Gray, Griffin, 
Haley, Hammond, Uamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Holsey, Holt, Howard, Hubley, Ingham, ‘Thomas B. Jack- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Leadbetter, Loomis, James M. Mason, 
Martin; McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, 
McClure, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel 
W. Morris, Noble, Owens, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Phelps, Plumer, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 
Reily, Rhett, Rives, Sheffer, Charles Shepard, Sheplor, 
Spencer, Swearingen, Toucey, Towns, Vail, Vanderveer, 
epee Weeks, Jared W. Williams, Worthington, and 

eH—8o, : 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Bell, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Cal- 
houn, Wiiliam B. Campbell, Casey, Chambers, Cheatham, 
Childs, Clark, Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, 
Cushing, Darlington, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dunn, Ed- 
wards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, 
Rice, Garland, Goode, James Graham, Wiliam Graham, 
Grantland, Graves, Grennell, Halstead, Harlan, Harper, 
Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Hopkins, Robert 
MT, Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, William ©. Johnson, 
Kennedy, Legare, Lincoln, Lyon, Mallory, Marvin, Samp- 
son Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, MeKenuan, Menefee, 
Mercer, Mitchell, Matthias Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, 
Noyes, Ogle, Pearce, Peck, Pickens, Pope, Potts, Putnam, 
Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Renclier, Ridgway, Robertson, 
Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Sergeant, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stuart, 
Stone, Taliaferro, Thompson, ‘Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, 
Underwood, Albert S. White, John White, Lewis Wil- 
Hams, Sherrard Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—112. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The further consideration of the subject was 
cut off by the expiration of the morning hour. 


NAVY-YARD AT BROOKLYN. 


On motion of Mr. INGHAM, the House went 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, on a bill for extending and improving 
the navy-yard at Brooklyn, and for constructing 
a dry-dock at the same. 

r, PAYNTER moved to amend b 
‘* $100,000 for the cofistruction of a 
Philadelphia.” | 

On this amendment a long debate ensued, in 
which Messrs, PAYNTER, PICKENS, NAY- 
LOR, MALLORY, THOMPSON, CAMBRE- 
LENG, REED, PARMENTER, HOFFMAN, 
SERGEANT, and others participated. 

“Mr. THOMPSON moved further to amend, by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
serting “$100,000 for the construction of a dry- 
dock at Pensacola, Florida.” 

The debate was then continned by Messrs. 
HOFFMAN, ELMORE, A. H. SHEPPERD, 
PICKENS, PETRIKIN, THOMPSON, and 
8TANLY; when 

Mr. EVANS, having obtained the floor, moved 
that the committee rise. 

Thecommittee then rose and reported progress, 
and asked leave to sit again. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in compliance with the tenth section of the de- | 
posit act, accompanied by a statement showing 
the condition of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, | 
which had been selected a depository of the Gov- | 
ernment; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be: printed. ( 

Also, the following message, in writing, from | 
the President of the United States: | 
Ta the House of Representatives : { 


adding 
aryaeek at 


Leommunicate to the House of Representatives, in eom- |} 


pliance with its resomtion of the 3d lustant, reports from 
the Secretary of State and War, containing all the inform- 


ation called for by said resolution now in possession of the | 


Executive, 
WASHINGTON, January 10, 1839. 
_ [The resolution called for information in rela- | 
tion to an invasion of the southwestern frontier | 
by an armed force from Texas,] | 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


M. VAN BUREN. 


Fripay, January 11, 1839. _ 

Mr. Sevier, of Arkansas, appeared in his place 
in the Senate this morning, 

The PRESIDENT presented acommunication; 
in compliance with the tenth section of the deposit 
act of 1836, in relation to-the selection ‘of a de- 
posit bank; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 


-He also presented a communication from the 
President of the United States, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of yesterday, relative 
to the agency of the Secretary of War in nego- 
tiating the sale of the bonds of the Bank of the 
United States; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. LUMPKIN presented a joint resolution of 
the General Assembly of the State of Georgia, 
directing their representation in Congress to use 
their efforts to effect the establishment of certain 
post routes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. L. also presented a joint resolution from 
the same source, requesting their representation 
to procure the passage of a law for compensation 
for horses lost by the volunteers of General Nel- 
son’s brigade in the Florida war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the same source, requesting their representation 
to procure the passage of a law for compensating 
citizens of Georgia for losses occasioned by the 
illegal destruction of their property by troops of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


access tothe harbor of Brest; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. i 
Mr. STRANGE presented the petition of Haz- 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a report made to the 
topographical bureau in 1834, of a survey of the 
harbor of Newburyport; which, on his motion, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented certain documents; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SEVIER presented two memorials from 
settlers on public lands in the State of Arkansas; 
whieh were referred to the Committee on Publie 

ands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of the exec- 
utrix of William D. Cheever, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Daniel Goodwin, reported the same with- 
| out amendment, with a recommendation that the 
bill do not pass. 


REPORTS ADOPTED. 


The report from the Committee on’ Pensions 
adverse to the petition of the widow of Colonel 
Alexander Thompson, was considered and adopt- 
ed. 

The report from the Committee on Claims ad- 
verse to the petition of Joseph W. Paige, was 
considered and adopted. 

The joint resolution introduced yesterday by 
Mr. Roxsins, relative to the Smithsonian Insti- 
| tution, was considered and adopted. 


| devolved on the President. 


T NOTICE OF A BILL. 

| Mr. FOSTER gave notice that to-morrow he 
| would ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
i Andrew J. Johnson and Samuel Love. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. YOUNG, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Samuel Ferguson; which. was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. Y. also, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
James Dutton; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CITIZENS OF ARKANSAS. 


The bill for the relief of sundry citizens of 
Arkansas, who lost their improvements in conse- 
quence of a treaty between the United States and 
Choctaw Indians, being taken up for considera- 
tion, and Mr. Morris having made some objec- 
tiohs to its passage, i ` 


Mr. L. also presented a joint resolution from | 


Mr. NORVELL presented a certificate of eleven | 
sailing masters on Lake Erie, as to the facility of |i 


ard Knowles; which was referred to the Com- | 


| On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, the appointment ! 
{| of the committee on the part of the Senate was 


t 
i 


| i 


Mr. FULTON said: The bill under considera- 
tion passed the Senate at the last session, and has 
repeatedly failed for want of time to be acted on 
in one House of Congress or the other. The 
justice of the measure is so manifest, that no one 
who understands it could find, he thought, any 
sufficient ground for opposition to it. The cir- 
cumstances under which the citizens who lost 
their improvements in the country ceded to the 
Choctaw tribe of Indians ask relief of the United 
States Government, are these: The Territory of 
Arkansas, as it was originally organized, extended 
forty miles west of the present western boundary 
of the State of Arkansas. During the existence 
of the territorial government, this strip of coun- 
try—a portion of it possessing great fertility, and 
being in a healthful part of the country—belonged 
exclusively to the United States; but the jurisdic- 
tion over it having been surrendered by the crea- 
tion of the territorial government, was organized 
into counties, and settled upon by an industrious 
and enterprising population, who made valuable 
improvements, and opened up fine settlements in 
that remote and wild region; so much so that when 
these forty miles.of territory, extending along the 
whole western border of our State—at that time 
Territory of Arkansas—were ceded to the Choc- 
taws and Cherokees, some of the most flourishing 
settlements in the counties included in those lim- 
its were broken up. Our citizens were forced to 
abandon their houses, and to leave behind them 
valuable tracts of cleared land, fit for cultivation, 
with comfortable dwellings, good fences, and all 
the conveniences requisite for farming purposes, 


| and which were given up to the enjoyment of the 


Indians, who were removing into the country. 
The Indians who got the benefit of the Jabor and 
enterprise of those frontier settlers and meritorious 
citizens, had surrendered to the United States, 
in exchange for those improvements, a valuable 
country in the States east of the Mississippi; and, 
consequently, the United States received a valu- 
able consideration for those improvements, and 
are, therefore, justly indebted to those settlers for 
the losses and sacrifices they were compelled to 
make in giving up their homes, and removing 
from the country they had settled in, as a part of 
the Territory of Arkansas. 

Those settlers who lost their improvements by 


| virtue of the Cherokee treaty, were remunerated 
| by a grant of three hundred and twenty acres to 


each settler, made to them by Congress many 
years ago. At the time of the ratification of the 
Cherokee treaty, his colleague (who was then the 
delegate from the Territory) considered it so great 
a grievance, that he remonstrated againstit in the 
most decided and spirited manner; and by way of 
compensating the sufferers, and to induce the in- 
habitants to abandon their settlements, Congress 


| passed the act granting them three hundred and 


twenty acres, as he had already mentioned. 

The settlers who are sought to be provided for 
by the present bill, had previously abandoned 
their improvements, under a treaty made with the 
Choctaws, for that part of the same strip of forty 
miles, (then a part of the Territory,) and. which, 
by a treaty made in 1824, was ceded to that tribe 
of Indians. These sufferers were not provided 
for by the bill granting lands to the sufferers under 
the Cherokee treaty; and although their claim 
was certainly equally just and meritorious, yet 
Owing to the procrastination of legislation in Con- 
gress, a bill for their relief has never yet passed 
both Houses of Congress. 

The Committee on Public Lands, at the last, ag 
also at this session, were not willing to report a 


i bill for giving more thana quarter section ofland 


to each of those sufferers; although those who 
had been previously provided for had received 
double that quantity. Ag, however, even this 
small remuneration is better than a total denial of 
justice and right, he was willing to accept this 
grant, rather than submit to a longer delay. 

He said that he felt satisfied, taking into view 
all the circumstances of the case, and considering 
the previous action of Congress in a similar in- 
stance, that no fair objection could be urged tothe 
passage of this bill; and he therefore hoped that 
the Senate would give the same decided vote in 
favor of this bill which it had given at the last 
session of Congress in favor of a similar bill. 


COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 
The bill for amending an act entitled “Àn act 
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. for establishing a criminal court in the District of 


Columbia,” was informally passed over. 


JAMES H. CLARK. À 

The bill for the relief of James H. Clark was 
taken up, and after a discussion, in which Messrs. 
WILLIAMS, of Maine, and SOUTHARD ad- 
vocated the passage of the bill,and Messrs. KING 
and CALHOUN opposed it, it was laid on the 
iable for the purpose of taking up the special 
order. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to provide for the reduction and graduation 
of the price of the public lands, and the bill was 
reported, as amended, to the Senate; when, the 

uestion on concurring with the amendments made 
in committee coming up, the first amendment was 
concurred in. 

_ After some remarks from Messrs, BUCH- 
ANAN, CLAY of Alabama, BENTON, MOR- 
RIS, NILES, PRESTON, RIVES, and WALK- 
ER, the question was taken on concurring in the 
amendment allowing the entry by actual settlers 
of lands that have been fifteen years in the market 
at fifty cents per acre; which amendment was rc- 
jected—yeas 21, nays 23. 

Mr. RIVES then moved to postpone the bill 
indefinitely. : ; 

Mr. MORRIS, after some remarks, moved an 


adjournment, but withdrew it at the request of | 


Mr: WALL, to enable him to make a report; when 

“Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill to reorganize 
the district courts of the United States in the State 
of Alabama, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Mornis’s 
motion to adjourn, and decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 

‘Y@AS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ken- 
tucky, Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight, Lumpkin, Me- 
Kean, Merrick, Morris, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Strange, 
Switt, Wall, White, and Williams of Maine—25. 

: NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, Mouton, Niech- 
òlas, Niles; Norvell; Pierce, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Tipton, Walker, Williams of Mississippi, 
Wright, and Young—22. 

The Senate then adjourned over until Monday 
next. ee : 


: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 11, 1839. 


The SPEAKER having proceeded to call the 
committees for reports, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
liefof Chauncey Calhoun; which was read twice 
and committed. 

“Mr; WILLIAMS, from the same committcc, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
C.: H. Beard and J. Gray; which was laid on the 
table. - 

“Mr, CHAMBERS, from the same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petitions of 
Easton and wife, representatives of Captain 
Robert D. Richardson, and the petition of A. B. 
Wills; which were severally laid on the table. 

“Mr. C. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Tacle Savage, admin- 


Astrator of Boltitia Laws, deceased; which was 


read twice and committed. 
< Mr, GIDDINGS, 
reported the following resolution; which was 
read and agreed to: 

Resolved; That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of George B. 
B. Peysters, and that the petitioner have leave to withdraw 
the papers. 


eM. GIDDINGS also, from the same commit- 


tee, made an unfavorable report upon the memo-' 


rial. of David R. Denham, and other citizens of 
the Territory: of Florida; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be: printed. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee | 


on Commerce, reported a bili for the relief of 
John McColgan; which was read twice and com- 
mitted: ` eos gigantic Ne 

‘Mr. CASEY, from. the Committee. on Private 
Eand Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed, and ordered to be 
printed: $ : ` 

A bill for the relief of W. B. Lindsay; `” 


from the same committee, | 


i 


A bill forthe relief of Philip Catner; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Miller; and ` 

A bill for the relief of Peter Samuel Jaccaid. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
RevolutionaryClaims, reported the following bills; 


i which were read twice and committed: 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of John D. Tre- 
ville; and 

A bill for the relief of Richard Shubrick. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petition of Rob- 
ert Carey, of New York, and the petition of Wil- 
liam Brown; which were severally laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution for the relief of the heirs- 
at-law of Captain Frederick M. Bell, deceased; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas M. Burland; which was read twice and 
committed. 

On motion of Mr. PARKER, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Richard Brannin. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, a certain communi- 
cation from the Department of War in relation to 
the appointment of an agent to the Osages, was 
committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported a bill to define and establish the 
eastern boundary line of the Territory of Iowa; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JONES, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations to purchase 
alibrary for the use of the Legislative Council 
and court of appeals of the Territory of Iowa; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Esther Culver; which was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. CRAIG asked the.favor of the House to 
submit a resolution. He could not excuse him- 
self without showing some attention to the sub- 
ject. 

3 The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the first Tuesday in February next be set 
apart for the consideration of House bill No. 546, entitled 
a bill granting an additional quantity of land for the loca- 


tion of revolutionary bounty land warrants. ‘The said’ bill 
to take precedence of‘ all other business of that day. 


Objection was made to its reception. 
PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the unfinished business of the morning hour, being 
the resolution of Mr. Wise for the printing of 
twenty thousand extra copies cach of documents 
No. 297 and No. 13, relating to the defalcations 
of public officers. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY was convinced that five 
thousand extra copies would be amply sufficient 
for distribution among members of the House, 
and for the use of the public press; as, if twenty 
thousand were ordered, they would not be sufi- 
cient for a general distribution. He, therefore, 
moved to amend the resolution by striking out 
“twenty thousand,” and inserting ‘‘ five thou- 
sand.” 

Mr. MITCHELL thought sufficient time had 
already been wasted on the subject. He would, 
therefore, move the previous question. 

The call for the previous question being sec- 
onded, it was ordered—yeas 71, nays 65— there- 
by cutting off the amendment of Mr. WHITTLE- 
SEY. 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
main question. 


Mr. PETRIKIN moved to lay the whole sub- |! 


ject on the table. 

On that motion Mr. WISE demanded.the yeas 
and nays, but subsequently withdrew it. i 

Mr. PETRIKIN inquired if it would be in 
order to move a division of the question? 

The SPEAKER said it would. eS 

Mr. PETRIKIN then demanded a division; 
and the yeas and nays having been ordéréed, 

On motion of Mr. GRIFFIN, the question was 
taken on the first branch of the resolution, in the 
following words: FE 

Resolved, That thetwenty thousand extra copies of Doc- 
ument No. 297, of the second session of the Ewenty-Fifth 
Congress, and a like number extra of Document No. 13, 
of the present session, the former rélating to the public de- 
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| sion fund; and 


| fauiters, the Jatter fo the defaleation of Samuel Swartwout, 
À x ERE 


be printed for the use of this Howse = °° 3 
This branch of the resolation ‘was agreed to— 
yeas 100, nays’82; as follows: © 0 5S S 
YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Alexander, John W. Allen, 
Beil, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Willianr B., 


Cathoun, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, Carter, Casey 
Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Cor- 


! win, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darling- 


ton, Dawson, ‘Deberry, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett; 
Ewing, Fillmore, James Garland, Rice Garland, Giddings, 
Goode, William Graham, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, 
Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Harper, Hastings; Hawes; Henry; 
Herod, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Kennedy; 


| Lewis, Lincoln, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Mason, Samp 
| son Mason, Martin, Maury, May, Maxwell, McKennan, 


Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Matthias Morris, Cal- 
vary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Pearce, Potts, Pratt; 
Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, 
Rencher, Ridgway, Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sibley, Smith, Snyder, 
Southgate, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Taliaferro, Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Albert $. White, Lewis Wiliams, 
Sherrard Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H, 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—100. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bronson, 
Buchanan, Chaney, Chapman, Cleveland, Coles, Craig, 
Crary, Cushman, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Dunean, 
Farrington, Isaac Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, Gray, Griffin, 
Haley, Hamer, Hawkins, Haynes, Hopkins, Howard, Hub- 
ley, Robert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, 
Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Loomis, MeKay, Robert, Me- 
Clelian, Abraham McClellan, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Noble, Owens, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, John H: Prentiss, Rhett, 
Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, Charles Shepard, Sheplor,: Spen- 
cer, Swearingen, Thomas, Titus, Tuucey, ‘Tumeys, Nail, 
Weeks, Whittlesey, Jared. W. Williams, Worthington, 
and Yell—-82. ¥ i H A 


The question was then taken on the second 
branch, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
this Honse— : k : 

1. What defalcations by receivers and collectors, or other 
depositaries of the public moneys, have taken place: sihce 
the Ist of October, 1837; the names of the defaulters, and 
when and where it took place, and what amount. na 

2. What amount has been paid, or what balances appear- 
ing due from defaulters in the report of the 17th of January 
last, have been adjusted and reduced; and that he be re- 


| quired to report to this House all the correspondence touch- 


ing defalcations of receivers and collectors of the public 
money since the Department furnished document No. 297. 
The question on this branch was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 185, nays 7. : 
NAVY-YARD AT BROOKLYN. `: 

On motion of Mr. INGHAM, the House then 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Banxs in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration; of the bill for the 
improvement of the navy-yard at Brooklyn, and 


the construction of a dry-dock at the same, with 
the amendments pending thereto. “0. 
Mr: EVANS being entitled to the floor, spoke 
at some length, principally in reply. to. the. ret 
marks of Messrs. Tuomrson ahd Eimork, of 
yesterday. f AE 
Messrs. LEGARE, TILLINGHAST, JEN- 
IFER, THOMPSON, and KEIM continued the 
debate. f een 
The question wastaken on the amendment tothe 
amendment offered by Mr. Tompson, proposing 
to appropriate $100,000 for the erection of a dry+ 
dock at Pensacola; and it was decided in the neg- 
ative. j i 
The question recurred on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Paynrer, to appropriate $100,000 


| fer the establishment of a dry-dock at Philadel- 


phia; which was decided in the hegative. ", 
Mr. PETRIKIN moved to strikeout the en- 
acting clause of the bill; which was decided in 
the negative. A 
The committee then proceeded tothe consider- 
ation of the following bills: ee 
A bill (No. 573) to regulate the pay and emol- 
uments of pursers in the Navy; 
A bill (No. 572) to alter and regulate the Navy 
ration; 4 3 : 
A bill (No. 570) to authorize the purchase of 
two vessels to be employed as receiving vessels 
in the naval service; : aan 
A bill (No. 571) for reducing, under one head 
of appropriations, various appropriations for 
building, rebuilding, purchasing, and repairing 
vessels of war, and for providing materials for 
the same; ; HN ESEP G 
A bill (No. 525) for the payment of certain 
pensions heretofore paid out of the privateer en 


A bill (No. 526) to reorganize the tarine corpa 
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The committee, after spending some time-in 
the discussion of these various bills, rose and re- 

orted to the House, without amendment, bills 
Re 525, 570, and 571; and No. 572 and 573 with 
amendments; and that upon bill No. 526 they had 
come to no decision, i 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


-~ The SPEAKER then laid before the House a | 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in com- | 
pliance with the act of Congress of the 20th of 
September, 1818, showing the names of the clerks 
employed during the year 1838 in that Depart- 
ment. 

_ Also, a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, in answer to a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 3ist ultimo, 
calling for the quantity of lands belonging to the 
General Government in that part of the Edwards- 
ville and Kaskaskia district in Hlinois, which 
comprises the American Bottom, and thé number 
of, years the said land has been subject to entry. 

Jn motion of Mr. CASEY, referred to the 
Committee. on Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed.. . H 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, incompliance with an act of Congress, trans- 
mitting a statement showing the payments made 
according to law by the 'freasury, during the 
year 1838, 

Also, a statement of the same Department, 
showing the expenditures and receipts of the 
marine hospital fund for the relief of sick and 
disabled seamen; which was laid on the table. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 12, 1839. 


Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to grant a register to 
Simon Meneghatty. 

` Mr. C. said he wished to call the attention of 
the Efouse to this bill. The individual for whose 
benefit it is, purchased a foreign vessel, upon 
which it is his design to put repairs, after which 
itis his intention to call upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue to him a register, It being a 
foreign bottom, will require the passage of an act 
for that purpose. He hoped the House would 
agree to bave the bill disposed of. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired ifthe individual | 
complied with the law,by expending three fourths 
of the original cost. 

Mr. CUSHMAN said that the Secretary 
would not be authorized until the owner has ex- 
pended upon it three fourths of the original cost. 

The bill was then read twice, and ordered to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made an unfavorable reportupon the peti- 
tion of Francis Watkins; and it was laid on the | 
table, 

Mr. M., from the same committee, made an 
unfavorable report on the petitions of ‘Caleb 
Williams and Stephen W. Hunt; and it was laid | 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the House of 
the 31st December, in relation to the repeal of 
the punishment by lashes and stripes in the Army 
and marine corps. 

Mr.. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill to 
provide for the erection of a fire proof building 
for the use of the General Post Office Depart- 
ment. 
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Mr. ADAMS suggested to his colleague that l 


be would, as chairman of the committee upon that | 
subject, move. to take up the joint resolution pro- 
posing to pay the workmen engaged upon the | 
pablic buildings. He said they were suffering | 
deep distress in consequence of withholding their | 
pay; and unless it be taken up out of its order i 
upon the Calendar, by the consent of the House, | 
it would not receive the action of the-House this 
session. The claim is of such anature that those 
persons concerned could recover it in a court of | 
law. They are hard working mechanics, and 
who.are, no doubt, necessitated for the amount 
withheld from them. : 
Mr. LINCOLN suggested to Mr. A. to delay | 
the motion until the reports of committees had | 


i! Edward, (a minor,) as elerk in the Pension bureau, from 
ii July, 1818, to July, 1819, together with interest from the 


i| member of this House, it would receive the action 


been gone through with... To. which. suggestion 
Mr. A. acceded, °° 0 

Mr. CLOWNEY, from the Committee on the 
Expenditures in the Department of War, made 
a report, accompanied by the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 


quire from Samuel Lewis the repayment of the sum of 
$800, improperly allowed to him for the services of his son 


| 
į day he received the same ; and upon the refusal or neglect 
of the said Samuel Lewis to refund the said sum of money, 
with interest, that the Attorncy General of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, instructed forthwith to institute 
proper legal proceedings for the recovery of the same. 

Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the report be 
laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. WISE hoped, as this. was the first report 
made from that committee since he had been a 


of the House immediately. 

Mr. CHAMBERS said he had not heard the 
resolution read, and must persist in his motion; | 
but, 

On motion. of Mr. CLOWNEY, it was made | 
the order of the day for Saturday week next. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the select 
committee appointed last session, and authorized 
to continue during the present session, on. the 
subject of a national foundery, on leave, reported 
a bul for that object. It was read twice, com- 
mitted, and made the order of the day for to-mar- 
row. i 


BILLS REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the following | 
Senate bills on the Speaker’s table were taken up, ; 
read a first and second time, and referred: 

An act to relinquish to the State of Mississippi 
the ten per cent. fund, arising from the sale of the 
public lands. j 

An act further to regulate the transportation of 
the mail upon railroads. | 

An act making appropriation for the support i 
of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia; 
together with several private bills. 

Also, a joint resolution of the Senate, asking | 
the concurrence of the House, and the appoint- 
ment of a committee on its part to act with a com- 
| mittee of the Senate, to consider the best means 
| of carrying into effect the objects of the Smith- 
sonlan bequest, 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, the resolution | 
was concurred in, and the Speaker authorized to | 
appoint a committee, consisting of nine, on the 
part of the House. Í 


FALMOUTH AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOULDIN called the attention of the 
| House toan engrossed bill, then on the Speaker’s 
i table, relating to the Incorporation of the Fal- 
mouth and Alexandria Railroad Company. He 
stated that, since the bill had been ordered to its 
third reading, he had received numerous commu- | 
nications on the subject in opposition to the bill. 
On that account, and with a view of considering 
the objection urged, he moved a recommitment 
of the bill to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend by recom- 
mitting the bill to the Committce for thé District | 
of Columbia, with the following instructions: 

To report a biH with all the reservations, restrictions, and 
provisious, contained in * An act to authorize the exten- 
sion, construction, and use of a lateral branch of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio railroad into and within the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 2, 1831. And further, that said | 
committee be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
further amending said bill, to provide for the payment, by 
said railroad company, to the corporation of the city of 
Washington, of ten cents, or some other sum, for each and 
every passenger carried into or from said city of Washing- 
ton, on said road ; aud also to make such provisions as will | 
prevent said railroad company from asking an unreason- 
able and exorbitant price for carrying the United ‘States 
mail on said road. 

After a desultory debate, the amendment was | 
rejected, and the motion of Mr. Boutpi agreed | 
to. 

So the bill was recommitted. 


WORKMEN ON THE TREASURY. 


Mr. LINCOLN asked leave to submit a motion 
to call up for consideration the engrossed joint 
resolution for the relief of certain workmen em- 
ployed on the Treasury building. 

Mr. CHAMBERS objected to the resolution 
having precedence of other subjects before it. 

` Mr. LINCOLN then moved a suspension of 


the rules to enable him to. submit his motion, but 
subsequently withdrew. it, upon the understand- 
ing that no objection would be made to the resolu- 
tion when it should come up in its regular order. 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 


Mr. CURTIS asked leave to submit a resolu- 
tion for the printing of twenty thousand: copies 
of Documents Nos, 54 and 69, communicated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of 
the late defalcation of Samuel Swartwout, to be 
printed with the documents already ordered by 
the House. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. CURTIS moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to submit his resolution. 

On that motion Mr. SMITH demanded the 
yeas and nays; which being ordered, were—yeas 
107, nays 77—not two thirds. ~ 

So the rules were not suspended. A 

Mr. CAMBRELENG gave notice that on 
Tuesday next he should ask the House to con- 
sider some of the appropriation bils, 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The House then. proceeded to the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar, being engrossed 
bills and joint resolutions entitled: — 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Captain Thomas Triplett; ' 

À bill for the relief of Smith and Town; 

A bill for the relief of Levi Chadwick; 

A joint resolution authorizing an examination 
and payment of the claims of the workmen. upon 
the public buildings; 

A joint resolution for the relief of the heirs of 
Charles Brown, deceased; 

A joint resolution for the relief of the heirs. of. 
Captain Frederick M. Bell; and i : 

A bill to authorize the issuing of a register to 
Anthony C. Meneghatty, of the brig Sarah. 

Which bills and joint resolutions were severally 
read the third time, and passed. : 

The House then proceeded to consider the bills 
on the Speaker’s table, which had been reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, and were on 
their third reading. 

A bill for the relief of th 
Thomas Glascock. 

‘The question was on concurring with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in striking from this bill so 
much as proposed to give interest upon commu- 
tation. 

The amendment of ‘the committee was advo- 
cated by Mr. CUSHMAN, and opposed by 
Messrs. TALIAFERRO, HAYNES, UNDER- 
WOOD, and CRAIG. 

Said bill was then read the second time, and 
ordered to be engrossed. 

A bill for the relief of Larkin Smith was next 
taken up; and after a debate, in which Messrs. 
CRAIG and HALL participated in opposition 
to, and Mr. TALIAFERRO in favor of, its en- 
grossment, the question was taken thereon by 

eas and nays, on the demand of Mr. WIL- 

IAMS, of North Carolina, and rejected—yeas 
64, nays 79, ‘ 

A bill for the relief of William Madison was 
next taken up. 

A debate of considerable length took place upon 
this bill, in which Messrs, TALIAFERRO and 
BANKS advocated, and Messrs. HALL, UN- 
DERWOOD, and CRAIG opposed, its passage; 
after which, 

The question was taken, whether said bill should 
be engrossed for a third reading; and decided in 
the negative. It is consequently rejected. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in com- 
pliance with an act of Congress, transmitting a 
statement of the number of clerks employed in 
that Department during the year 1888; which was 
laid on the table, i 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, in answer to a resolution of the House, re- 
lating to the defalcation of General Gratiot. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked leave, and pre- 
sented to the House a letter from General Gratiot, 
which had been addressed to him, giving his ver- 
sion of his transactions with the Government; 
which letter, attherequest of Mr: U., was ordered 


to be printed, in connection with the report from 
the Secretary of War. 


e representatives of 


On motion of Mr. WISE, the House then 
adjourned. tors : 


„thé intention for omitting it? ‘The motive clearly 
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Mr. Curupert, of Georgia, Mr. WEBSTER, of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. Spence, of Maryland, 
appeared in their places in the Senate this morn- 


ing. 

Whe PRESIDENT presénted-a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
astatementof the Register of the Treasury, show- 
ing the payments made during the year 1838, not 
otherwise provided for; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a statement of the names and 
compensation of the clerks employed in that De- 
partment during the year 1838; which was laid 
onthe table, and ordered to be printed. 

“Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Chief Engi- 
neer respecting works of improvement in harbors; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting the names and compensa- 
tion of the clerks employed in that Department 
during the year 1838; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

“Also, a communication from the Commissioner 
of the Patent Office; which was referred to the 
Corimittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


gy: RESOLUTIONS OF NORTH CAROLINA. | 


Mr: BROWN said he rose to present to the 
Senite certain resolutions which had been adopted 
by the General Assembly of the State of North 
Carolina, at their late session, expressive of their 
views and opinions in regard to some of the irn- |; 
portant measures and questions of public policy 
which have been, and now are, pending before 
the country. However uncourteous some of the 
language was in reference to a late act of this 
body, which it had performed in the exercise of 
its high constitutional powers, and profoundly as 
heé regretted that expressions derogating from the 
respect due this body were embraced in the res- 
clutions, yet he could not hesitate, in obedience 
toa propèr sense of respect to the Legislature of 
hig State; to offer them, in compliance with the 
request contained in one of the resolutions. 

“Etwas alike dué to himself, to his constituents, 
tothe importance of the occasion itself, to 
stite very explicitly the view he took of the res- 
olations, and the course which high considera- 
tions of public duty required that he should pur- 
sue in regard to them. Fle felt the deep respons- |i 
ibility under which he acted, and had given to the 
subject that anxious deliberation which its public 
importance, and the great questions of public in- 
terest involved in it, demanded. 

“Tr regard to most of the resolutions, it would 
readily be perceived that the opinions expressed 
in them directly conflict with the course which he 
had heretofore pursued on the measures of public 
policy to which they refer, and that a principle is 
asserted in one of them, in regard to a question | 
of constitutional power, entirely at variance with || 
his'vote on the resolution ordering the expunction 
of the condemnatory resolution passed against 
President Jackson, for removing the public de- 

osits from the late Bank of the United States. | 

ñ relation to extravagant expenditure and Exec- 
utive patronage, referred to by two others of the 
resolutions, his votes would mostabundantly prove 
that his whole course had been, since honored 
with a seat in that body, to diminish both as far 
as it was practicable for him to do so. 

Having very briefly adverted to the political 
character of the resolutions, the next inquiry 
which presents itself for consideration is, whether 
they are to be viewed by my honorable colleague || 
and myself as instructions, or as the mere ex- 
pressions of the opinions of the Legislature, leav- 
iig to us a discretionary power in exercising our 
judgments on the subjects to which they relate. 
That they are not to be considered as instructions 
the proofs, to his mind, were clear and irresisti- 
ble. They do not, on their face, profess to in- 
struct, but, on the contrary, that word, or any 
other of mandatory import, is omitted with the 
most guarded caution; omitted, no doubt, not by 
accident, but by design. What could have been 


i 


was not to commit the party passing thesé reso- 


| Legislature, therefore, does not take on itself the 
responsibility of the Senator’s vote unless it in- | 


| term to the Representatives in Congress, over} 


| viewed by them as obligatory on those to whom | 
| they were addressed. This great right had been | 


| sitive and unequivocal language, the right of in- 


| The long continued practice, therefore, of the | 
| Legislature of that State in regard to instructions, 


| intended to take all discretion from their Senators 


| was not competent to go beyond the instructions | 


| the face of the resolutions, that it was competent | 


lutions to the dectrine of instructions. When- 

ever (said Mr. B.) the General Assembly of 

North Carolina has thought proper, on former |; 
occasions, to resort to the great republican prin- | 
ciple of instruction, it has spoken out in bold, : 
frank, and unequivocal language. It has, by | 
directly instructing the Senators representing the | 
State, taken the responsibility on itself of the vote 
which it commanded them to give. A positive | 
command, by instructions, from the Legislature || 
of a State to its Senators to give a particular vote, | 
places the vote under the control of the Legisla- 
ture, and is, in effect, the vote of the power com- 
manding it; thereby taking from the Senator all 
discretion, and consequently relieving him of all: 
responsibility to the people of the State. The | 


struct him, it declines taking the responsibility | 


| 
structs him. On the contrary, if it déclines to in- | 
| 
of his vote, and therefore has no right to expect | 
t 
[i 


Mr. B. said, in referring to the Journals of the 
Senate, he perceived that ‘the late venerable Mr. | 
Macon, then a member of this body, had pre! 
sented resolutions, passed by the Legislature of | 
North Carolina, at their session in 1816, instruct- , 
ing their Senators to endeavor to procure certain | 
amendments to the Constitution in relation to the | 
mode of electing President and Vice President of |} 
the United States. The Legislature which adopted | 
them resolved, in one of the resolutions, “ that | 
our Senators in the Congress of the United States | 
be instructed, and our Representatives be re- | 
quested, to endeavor to obtain the said amendment i 
to the Constitution of the United States.” At) 
the succeeding session of the Legislature of North | 
Carolina the same resolutions were again adopted, | 
and again asserted, in the same language, the right | 
of instruction, That the General Assembly them! 
considered mandatory language as essential to | 
instructions is most strikingly obvious, from the | 
marked distinction between the terms employed: 
by them in the resolutions to the Senators and | 
the Representatives in ‘Congress. The former | 
are expressly “instructed,” the latter are merely 
«c requested,’? to perform their will. It is, there- | 
fore, perfectly clear, from the use of the latter ; 


whose votes the Legislature never professed to 
have any control, that a mere expression of opin- 
ion, unaccompanied by instructions never was 


repeatedly since asserted, and exercised in the | 
same language of command, to their Senators by | 
successive Legislatures of North Carolina, from | 
the period just referred to down to its session of | 


1834, when they reasserted and exercised, in pos- 


struction on the question of expunging fromthe i 
Journals of the Senate of the United States the | 
resolutions condemnatory of President Jackson. ! 


shows very conclusively that whenever they have 


in regard to any particular vote, they have ex- 
pressly, and in plain language, instructed. 

Mr. B. said he held, when resolutions directly | 
instructing had passed a legislative body, that it | 


themselves to ascertain the meaning of the Legis- į 
lature; but when instructions were not given, on |, 


to look beyond them to arrive at the intentions of | 
those passing them. He adverted to an amend- i 
ment offered in both branches-of the Legislature, | 
when the resolutions were before them, propos- | 
ing to insert the word * instruct,” and which was i 
rejected by the unanimous vote of the friends of , 
the resolutions, in both instances... This act, in | 
chis opinion, was decisive of the question, and | 
proved that those who passed them did not intend ! 


|| instructions to their Senators. 
ii doctrine of instruction be correct, what power is 


to commit themselves, by their acts, to the doc- 
trine of instruction. A en 

The resolutions did not merely omit to instruct; 
but they contained, on. their face, ‘expressions 
which constituted a direct attack on that great 
fundamental principle of the republican creed. 
They declare that act of the Senate of the United 


| States, expunging from its Journals the condem= 


natory resolution against President Jackson’, to 
have been “ an act of party servility, calctilated’ to! 
degrade the Senate.’? a ars 

Mr. B. said, so far as his own votë had had” 
any agency in carrying into effect that just sent 
tence, vindicatory of the Constitution’ and thë 
liberties of the people, both of which had been 
wantonly assailed in the unauthorized ‘and unjust 
sentence against the Chief Magistrate of the na=" 
tion, that he had acted under resolutions passed 
by the Legislature of his State commanding it to 
be done. He believed a majority of the State 
Legislatures of the Union had also passed similar 
If, therefore, the 


there that can rightfully arraign the motives of 
those who have only acted in obedience to it, and 
carried out the will of those under whose ‘com: 
mands they have performed the act required to, 
be done? To impeach, therefore, the motives of 
those, thus acting under instructions, is a direct 
attack on the principle of instruction, and, in” 
effect, a denial of the right to instruct. | °° 05> 
But in order to have all doubt removed’ hs to 
the intention of those who passed’ them, his Hon-' 
orable colleague and hiniself liad addressed a rë 
spectful communication to the Legislature of their’ 
State, asking to be informed if the resolutions were 
to be taken as instructions. We had publicly de~ 
clared that we would ‘obey or resign, if instructed. 
We considered that to have ‘doné either, ander 
resolutions not containing instructions, was'not 
required by our pledge, and would have beer a: 
manifest dereliction of public duty, under alt the’ 
circumstances. We desired, then, proper ground 
to stand on. If we resigned, we wished to do so 
under the great principle of instructioh, and not 
under resolutions in which it was not recognized. 
The Legislature, thus candidly and respectfully 
appealed to, have refused in terms not very cour- 
teous, to give any farther information as to the’ 
question of instruction. Oras S 
When the issue was thus fairly presented, we. 
had a right to expect, on every principle of can- 
dor, an emphatic expression of opinion, one way: 
or the other, in regard to the intentions’ of. the’ 
Legislature on the question ‘of instruction, Tf! 
they had asserted their intention to instruct, T 
was prepared, as is known to many of my friends,” 
instantly to have ‘surrendered to them ‘the public 
trust which I hold. They; however, again decline’ 
to assert the principle of instruction, in the’ ` 
lution passed by them, and thus afford clear ani’ 
unquestionable proof that they do not intend to ` 
commit themseives to the doctrine. Which of the’ 
parties had acted in good faith—those addressing 
the communication, and soliciting an expression: 
of opinion ona plain question to which an answer: 
was easy, and which they deemed important to” 
the public liberty, as well as to the regulation of 
their own conduct, or those who had declined to‘ 
answer it? He would appeal to the honest‘and. 


i| intelligent judgment of his constituents to decide.’ 


‘When, therefore, he took into view the circum~ 
stances which formed a part of the history of the 
resolutions—the guarded caation with which the 
party passing them avoided committing them- 
selves on the record to the right of instruction, 
and the open and avowed hostility of some of 


those voting for the resolutions to the doctrine of 


'| instruction, the direct attack on that great prin- 


ciple itself, on the face of the resolutions, and the 
refusal of the Legislature, on a candid appeal 
made to them, to assert the right—the most itre- 
sistible proof is afforded, by positive acts, that 
they (the Legislature) did not intend to recog- 
nize the right of instruction; and if not, on what 
principle of honor, or by what right, either moral 
or political, can it be expected that they will be 
considered and acted on by others as instruc« 
tions? f 
The resolutions profess to speak the will of the 
people. If they were instructions, he ‘admitted: 
that they would be obligatory in the fullest sense: 
of the term; but they were not, and did not pro 
fess to be, arid therefore the ‘question, as respects: 
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public opinion, as well as every other in: relation 
to them, is open to the freest inquiry. . He did 
not, himself. believe that they expressed public 
opinion as to many of the important topics on 
which they undertake to declare it. He believed 
the people of the State had heard with utter sur- 
prise that the subject of the expunging resolu- 
tions had been introduced. It was a topic that 
had not been brought before them at the election, 
and. therefore could. not have. been anticipated. 
Again, he did not believe they expressed public 
opinion, as. no question had ever been brought 
more directly and immediately before the people 
of North Carolina than that was, at the elections 
in 1834, involving the course of President Jack- 
son in regard to the Bank of the United States, 
and the. justice of expunging the sentence pro- 
nounced against him from the Journals of the 
Senate. 

The Legislature, at its session of 1834, in obe- 
dience to that public will, commanded their Sen- 
ators, by express instructions, to vote for it. The 
people elected two successive Legislatures which 
ratified and reaffirmed, in effect, that decision, as 
the resolutions remained unrevoked by them. It 
would, therefore, be in derogation of the well 
known political consistency of the people of North 
Carolina to suppose that a decision so well con- 
sidered, and so deliberately made, had been re- 
versed by them. No President had ever been 
more strongly sustained than was President Jack- 
son, at three successive elections, by the people 
of that State, whose well-earned fame the resolu- 
tions which the Legislature had passed aimed so 
strong a blow at. He could not, therefore, admit 
that his constituents had abandoned their long- 
cherished political attachments,and were prepared 
to aid in sacrificing the public character of the 
honest soldier and patriot statesman. Ee could 
not consent, therefore, to record, by his vote, a 
sentence so derogatory to the people and to the 
Legislature of 1834, to whose favor he was in- 
debted for his reélection. To resign would, in 
his opinion, be a tacit admission, on his part, that 
the people had changed their opinion on this ques- 
tion, and an acquiescence in the charge of incon- 
sistency against them, (which itinvolved,) which 
he should consider it a departure from his. duty 
to. do, unless acting under instructions that left 
him no other alternative. 

fle had declared, in his speech on the constitu- 
tional Treasury, and on other occasions, that, if 
instructed by his Legislature, he would obey or 
resign. He had used the word in that sense which 
conveys a meaning universally acted an and un- 
derstood by the Republican party of this country; 
and had Itkewise asserted it, in his speeches, to 
bea duty, in the absence of instructions, to pursue 
the dictates of his own judgment. In the absenee 
of instructions, therefore, his decision as to the 
present resolutions, which did not recognize, in 
any.partof them, that right, was entirely consist- 
ent with his often-repeated declarations on that 
subject. 

The course which his colleague and himself 
felt bound to take, from a high sense of public 
duty, on this occasion, involved not simply the 
question of what was due to themselves and their 
own principles—not simply a question of mere 
party ascendency, but it involved questions of far 
more transcendant importance. It involved a 
great principle of popular liberty. If they re- 
signed their seats, they indirectly aided in attack- 
ing the great fundamental right of instruction, 
which the resolutions, on their face, not only at- 
tacked, as he had already shown, but, by their 
unquestionable tendency, went to overthrow. 
They, in effect, as he had shown, contained a 
denial of that doctrine. For us, thercforc, to 
acquiesce in them, by obedience or resignation, 
would aid in subverting a principle long conse- 
erated in the Republican creed. If they suffered 
themselves, by indirection, to be driven from the 
post which the public had assigned them, he 
could not permit himself to doubt that the very 
party that had passed the resolutions, would 
point to them to prove that their political friends 
had never admitted the doctrine of instruction. 
We should thus be accessory to the establish- 
ment of the doctrine that the people, through their 
Legislature, had no right to instruct. We should 
thus contribute to establish the doctrine that Sen- 
ators of the Federal party, if hereafter elected 
from the State, would be licensed to disobey in- 


structions, and should be irresponsible to the 
people, as they would no doubt quote these very 
resolutions to prove that instructions were no part 
of thet political creed. -It would, therefore, he 
repeated, be, in effect, an attack on the doctrine 
of instruction, if we acquiesced in them either by 


der of a great question of public liberty. Thus 
we should be placing in the hands of a political 
party, already denying the right of instruction 
and asserting other dangerous doctrines in regard 
to popular rights, an immense engine to beat down 
| those rights. It was placing in their hands an 
instrument which would serve as a sword to use 
against their political adversaries, and would at 


| protect themselves, when in power, from instruc- 
tions. He, therefore, should consider the aban- 
donment of his post, under such circumstances, 
as an abandonment of his duty to the people 
| whom he represented, and as betraying a want 
| of firmness to meet the crisis. Fe could not re- 
| spect himself if he were to do it, and he sincerely 
| trusted that his highminded and intelligent con- 
| stituents would appreciate his motives and the 
delicacy of his situation. He had been sustained 
| by them with a firmness and fixedness of pur- 
pose, fora period of more than ning years, through 


that impressed him with an indelible sense of 
gratitude. 

He had never sought office nor desired it for 
himself; nor had any of those connected with him 


or the past Administration. He, therefore, ap- 
pealed to his constituents to decide how far the 
charge of ‘ party servility”’ applied to him, or to 
his public course. In order to remove all doubts 
as to the motives which actuated him, and to 
show that he desired his public course should be 
tested by the popular will of his State, at the. first 
State elections which intervened, he had come to 
the determination to resign his seat in the Senate 
of the United States to the next Legislature of his 
State, when they should assemble, for the residue 
of his term then remaining 


extent, the great responsibility of his present sit- 


at stake, when an evident effort was making to 
strip the people of their political sovereignty, and, 
in effect, to transfer it to the banking corporations 
of the country, he should dare to do his duty. 
To falter under such circumstances, and in such 


trayed an unbecoming timidity, be treachery to 
| those who had committed to him their dearest 
i tights and interests. His course, therefore, was 
| taken, and it was for his constituents to decide on 
it; and to that decision he was prepared.to yield 
| with entire deference. 

Mr. STRANGE said: It is with great reluc- 
| tance, Mr, President, that I occupy the public 
time and attention of the Senate, upon matters 
| which seem properly to rest between our .constit- 
j uents and my colleague and myself. Two con- 
| siderations, however, prompt me to occupy a 
| portion of both. The one is, the established prac- 
| tice, so faras I am able to judge, prevailing in this 
body, on like occasions; and the other, its being, 
in my judgment, the most convenient and respect- 
i ful mode of throwing immediately before our con- 
i stituents our purposes, with a short statement of 
| the reasons which govern us. I find myself in 
| one of the most responsible positions I have ever 


$ 
f 
1 
t 


: occupied, and my anxious wish has been so to | 


l act as to insure, at least, the unwavering appro- 
bation of my own conscience. From my political 
adversaries, I have learned to know, by sad ex- 


10t even justice to expect. Act as I may, my 
| conduct will be misrepresented and my motives 
| impeached. Even from my political friends, I 
| have reason to apprehend division in their jadg- 
| ment of my course, while I know they will do jus- 
tice to my motives. : 

| The resolutions just read come from a source 
| entitled te my highest respect and most deferential 
| consideration. 


out namber. Though but an adopted son of that 
State, she has heaped upon me kindnesses far, 


7 A F i 
: obedience or resignation, and would be a surren- 


| the same time be used asa shield to shelter and | 


many trying and difficultevents in public affairs, | 


Mr. B. said that he felt deeply, and to its fullest | 


uation. But at a great crisis in our public affairs, | 
when the very existence of free Govérnment was | 


a crisis, and to shrink from a just responsibility | 
| from a fear of consequences, would, while it be- | 


piel 
| perience, that Ihave no favor to hope for, and į 
l 


They are from the Legislature of | 
a State to which Iam deeply indebted, ways with- | 


i 


ever, through his means, enjoyed office under this || 


: duty simply, and not of choice. 


very far, beyond my, deserts; and I have enjoyed 


golden opinions far beyond my merits from all 


sorts of people. Though. not ‘a native of the 
State, there has my heart found the objects of its 
tenderest affections, and thither does it turn in- 
stinctively when that magic word ‘‘ home” stirs 
within it those holy associations which no other 
word has power to awaken. Coming, then, from 
such a source, how gladly would I have found 
myself able to follow in any direction to which 
they might point ! how cheerfully have reposed 
upon such a counselor, and. thrown off the re- 
sponsibility of acting upon my own fallible judg- 
ment! Had these resolutions been couched in 
terms of command, no alternative would have 
been left me but obedience orresignation. Coming, 
as they do, merely in the language of counsel or 
advice, I should unhesitatingly follow that coun- 
sel could I do so consistently with my sense of 
duty and my own self-respect. But the first two 
of these resolutions counsel me to that which not 
all the terrors of an auto de fe could induce me to 
perform. Gracious heaven! to place upon the 
everlasting records of my country my own dec- 
laration that{ had violated her Constitution, upon 
the infamous motive of party servility! No! 
sooner would I bite off my tongue, and spit it back 
in the faces of those who had counseled such in- 
famy, however high and dignified the stations 
they might fill. No ! conscious as I am of having 
been actuated in what I did by motives the high- 
est, the purest, the most patriotic, I am proud to 
have my name associated with the act, and am 
content that posterity may judge of me by italone. 
Mistaken I may have been, but never was cor- 
ruption further from my heart. If those were 
corrupt who did the deed, what were the Legis- 
Jatures of the noble States who commanded it to 
be done? I myself, in the part I acted, but con- 
formed to the express instructions of the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina, A Legislature elected 
when that question was distinctly before the 
people; and, notwithstanding those instructions 
were given, a Legislature a majority of which 
was favorable to those instructions was again 
elected. I could not, therefore, with proper re- 
spect to the Legislature and people of North Car- 
olina by whose command the act was done, cen- 
sure it in the manner proposed, if there was 
nothing else to restrain me. ; 

Far be it from me, in thus remarking upon the 
resolutions, to impeach the motives or impugn the 
conduct of those who passed them. My own 
opinion is, that family quarrels should never be 
carried beyond the paternal domain; and, if I, have. 
anything to complain of in the temper, language, 
or substance of these resolutions, on. a different 
theater will that complaint be made. Here, at 
least, it is my wish and my purpose always to 
speak respectfully of those whom the people of 
North Carolina shall see fit to elevate to high 
places. 

The terms of the resolution having placed con- 
formity to them entirely out of the question, it 
remains to be considered what is my alternative 
course. Were I at liberty to consult the sug- 
gestions of impassioned personal pride,, } should 
certainly resign, It is always easier to retreat 
from a difficulty or danger than to encounter it, 


j and abide the issue. When a man gets into a 


political difficulty, the shades of private life have 
many attractive charms, and upon them he is apt 
to cast a wishful eye. For my part, | acknowl- 
edge that [feel myself ina political difficulty, 
from which I would willingly retreat, if I might 
do so with propriety. But the question is one of 
y if it is not my 
duty to resign, it is my duty to remain here. One 
or the other is clearly obligatory on me; and which, 
is the question? As I said before, had these res- 
olutions been couched in the language of com- 
mand, obedience or resignation would have been 
my duty. I accepted the trust.I now hold, under 
the full knowledge that those who sent me here 
expected me to obey instructions when received, 
or resign. Such is the creed of the political party 
that elected me, and Ishould disappoint their ex- 
pectations if I refused to act upon that principle; 
but, on the other hand, I should be guilty of treach- 
ery to them if, upon any other ground thanahigh 
sense of duty, I surrendered the post to which 
they have assigned me. If the legislative elec- 
tions in North Carolina were shortly to occur, . 
my position would be clear of all difficulty. 


] 
] 
: 


Fe ee See a no? eee raeeer 


; 
i 
p 
$ 
| 


THE 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


opinions, and for whom | have the highest per- 
sonal respect, I should reluctantly see any one 


here at the present moment. Those who sent 


. me here, therefore, have a right to expect that I 


will maintain my post, unless driven from it by 
some paramount principle, and that I do not aban- 
don it in a cowardly manner, upon the occurrence 
ofthe first difficulty. ‘There is but one greatand 
paramount principle which can be for a moment 
supposed to demand my resignation; and that is 
the doctrine of instruction. Upon that doctrine 
my colleague has fully and ably enlarged. 

‘Am I, then, by any creed upon that subject, 
placed in a situation to render my resignation a 
duty ? Of the political party of which a majority 
of those who voted for these resolutions consti- 
tute a part, it is a principle that there is no right 
in the Legislature to instruct, and, consequently, 
no obligation on the part of the Senator either to 
obey or resign. No complaint, therefore, can be 
made by them of any course which we may think 
propor to adopt. Of the political party to which 

have been attached, the creed is to be found in 
Mr. Leigh’s celebrated report in the Virginia 
Legislature, and in the uniform practice of all 
those Legislatures who have attempted any effi- 
cient action in Federal affairs. In the document 
before. mentioned. it is said, ‘Senators are in- 
structed, and Representatives requested;” and it 
foes’on to give the reason for this difference of 
language, that over the one a right to command 
is claimed, and towards the other the mere tender 
of advice. In the one case, they may assume to 
declare the popular will in the language proper to 
the expression of will—command; and when so 
expressed, it must stand for that will, whether 
really so or not, In the other, their command 
does. not stand for the popular will, and the re- 
sponsibility still rests upon the Representative to 
find out what itis. This difference of language 
has been uniformly used, so far as I am able to 
learn, in all resolutions adopted by Legislatures 
of the different. States, whenever they have at- 
‘tempted any direct action in Federal affairs. They 
have assumed that the Legislature is recognized 
as embodying the popular will of the State, so far 
as Senators are concerned, whenever they think 
proper to use language appropriate to the utter- 
ance of will. But whenever they adopt only such 
language as they may with propriety use to a 
Representative, in addressing their Senators, it is 
not intended to be more operative upon the one 
than the other. In the one case, they thémselves 
assume the responsibility, and stand between the 
Senator and the people of the State. In the other, 
they do not undertake to utter the public will; 
but while they suggest, leave the public servant 
to judge of that will upon his own responsibility. 
Such has been. the obvious understanding of all 
the preceding Legislatures of North Carolina, who 
have undertaken to address their agents in this 
body. ‘From their earliest action, down to 1834, 
when the. resolutions were passed commanding 
the act now denounced as unconstitutional, and 
dictated by party servility, they used this peculiar 
phraseology. . Language. consists merely of the 


signs, which, by common consent, have been re- 


ceived as representing particular ideas. Technical 
language frequently differs from common lan- 
guage. By common consent, the word instruc- 
tions has received a technical signification, when 


toits Senators in Congress. ‘These facts. were all 
known to the Legislature of North Carolina, which 
passed the resolutions under consideration. 


used bythe Legislatures heretofore, when they 
designed direct action upon their Senators, an ac- 
cidental or whimsical omission merely; and was 
it intended or believed that those used would be 
coefficient? Ihave not the slightest idea that it 
was. In the first place, the known belief of many 
who voted for these resolutions that the Legisla- 
| ture has no right to instruct Senators, and con- 
sequently that there is no obligation on Senators 
| to obey, forbids the idea. They could not have 
| intended what they believed they had no right to 
| do. Such a suspicion would, I am persuaded, do 
! them greatinjustice. The just conclusion is, that 
| they meant to do just what they have done—the 


| what they set forth in those resolutions to be their 
own opinions; believing, most justly, that while 
| they had norighttocommand,their opinions would 
be most respectfully considered by their Senators. 
The omission of the word “ instructions” was 
designed. And why? Because it was well known 
thata peculiar force and signification was attached 
to it, and an operation given to it which they did 
not approve, and therefore did not wish to sanc- 
| tion by its use. That the omission was designed 
| is further proved by the fact, which is a matter of 
history, that in both Houses a proposed amend- 
; ment by its insertion was rejected. But to place 
the matter beyond all doubt, my colleague and 
myself addressed a joint letter to the Legislature 
—not inquiring what effect they intended their 
resolutions to have; not implying a doubt which 
| we did not entertain—but openly declaring what 
| we firmly believed, that we should not hold them 
| as instructions; at the same time declaring our | 
| purpose to obey or resign, should we be instructed. 
This letter was written in the most perfect sin- 
cerity and good faith. I care not who may think 


my own conscience for my truth. 

But it is also known to friends here, to whom 
I declared my determination to resign if my con- 
struction of the resolutions was pronounced erro- 
neous, It was not so pronounced. : We received 
no answer to our communication, The vindica- 
tion of my sincerity in addressing that letter, 
therefore, presents a strong consideration against 
resignation. If I resign now, it may be justly 
| said that when I wrote my letter to the Legisla- 
ture I considered these resolutions as instructions, | 
in the face of my declaration to the contrary,and | 
am now borne down by the weight of my convic- 
| tion. I still think, as I thought then, that they 
are not instructions cither in fact or according to 
the intention of most of those who voted for them; 
| and so believing, the alternative of obedience or 
resignation is not presented to me, Is there, then, 
| any obligation upon me to resign? Does any hu- 
| man being perceive any? Who can point it out? 
Perfect obedience is out of the question. It fol- 


| them all due respect and give to them- such influ- 
| ence over my conduct as my judgment may ap- 
prove. I have said that had the Legislature met 
! during the ensuing year, I would resign at the 
i close of this session; but it is still my purpose to 
| afford the sovereign people of North Carolina the 
earliest opportunity of deciding the important 
question, by what class of politicians they choose 
| to be represented in thisbody. The Legislature, 
i at its first biennial session, shall have an oppor- 
|| tunity of selecting for the seat I fill a Democrat 
|| ora Federalist; one who thinks.it right to wipe 
| off the foul and unjust stigma cast upon the fame 
| of. Andrew Jackson, or one who is for- perpetu- 
| ating it through all generations. This they will 
have an opportunity of doing, under a fair eX- 
pression of popular sentiment, and to the people of 
| North Carolina will I cheerfully submit the issue. 
| Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, contended that these 
i resolutions were neither indecorous nor disre- 
| spectfal. k 
Mr. STRANGE said he made no allusion to 
| disrespectful language. 5 
| Mr. CLAY said. he understood at least one of 


i 


Was, then, the omission of the word uniformly | 


proper to question it. Ican appeal to God and | 


| used in an address by the Legislature of a State || 


expression of their belief that public opinion is | 


| it is my duty to remain here, and, while I do not |, 


| 
| 
lows, then, in my judgment, that for the present fi 
i 
i treat the resolutions as instructions, i will show | 


. Mr, BROWN. said: he spoke.of.one.of the-res- 
olutions;. but, emanating. as ‘they did.from. the 
Legislature of -his State, in no possible contin» 
gency could he have refused to present them.: 

Mr. CLAY said, if there was indecorum, it 
was his duty, under the rules of the: Senate, not 
to present-the resolutions, ; Pen: 

„Mr. BROWN said there was a very marked 
difference between the Legislature of a sovereign 
State and individuals on this. subject. Rae 

Mr. CLAY said. he was not aware there was 
any such distinction in the rules; and-if the Le- 
gislature of a State uses disrespectful language; 
itis no more to be received’ than if-it. were from 
ja private citizen. But the Senators. gave as.a 
reason for not complying with the resolutions-of 
the Legislature, that they did not contain the 
word ‘instruct. He-thought it was infinitely 
more respectful to those receiving the instruc- 
tions, not to use the word “‘instruct,?? . Siry.sup- 
pose I say tomy man Charles, ‘ please bring me 
my boots or shoes:’’ he does-it.with alacrity: 
| But if I should say, ‘ Charles, I instruct you-to 
bring me my boots,” he would think it strange 
language, and very, probably would ask me for 
an explanation. Mr. C. said, while the Sena- 
tors expressed their disinclination so strongly to 
obeying these instructions, they seemed>-alto- 
gether to overlook that there was an alternative 
presented to them—that of resignation. + tais? 

Mr. STRANGE replied, that he certainly felt 
much indebted to the Senator from.Kentucky 
[Mr. Cray] for the advice he had seen proper: to 
volunteer on the present occasion, Butit had.: 
been very long since it had been his wont to look 
for political information from that-quarter,.. On: 
the contrary, he viewed the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, with all his talents, rather as a beacon-than: 
a guide, and when a course was indicated by, him, 
generally considered it a reason-for shunning, 
rather than pursuing it. It was not, therefore, 
to be considered at all remarkable if his sugges-. 
tions, on the present occasion, should have. but 
little weight. The Senator is pleased to say that 
he considers my complaint, that I have neither 
favor nor justice to expect from my political op- 
ponents, a little gratuitous.: No man knows bet- 
ter where the shoe pinches than he who wears it. 
The Scnator knows nothing of the ground upon 
which this complaint is made, and has, therefore, 
no right to say whether it is gratuitous: or not.: 
He (Mr, S.) hed said, that sad. experience, had 
warned him not to expect either favor or justice, 
from his politicalopponents—~and he said’so-truly. 
And now that the Senator had somewhat forced 
it.upon him, he would remark, that no-man had 
shown more comity or.deference to his political 
opponents than himself; and: yet. not jonly, the 
| scurrilous partisan newspapers of the.country, — 
but even by those with whom he. had exchanged 
the courtesies of life,and from whom hehad parted 
i with the grasp of friendship, had -his motives 
| been assailed, and his conduct impeached. : With 
| such facts before him, he might well say thåt he 
| 
1 


could expect neither favor nor justice from his 
political opponents. The Senator from. Ken- 
‘tucky, with an unfairness and coarseness: which 
| he had not thought altogether becoming, had: ob- 
| served, that in remarking upon the, impractica- 
bility of obedience, he (Mr. S.) and his colleague 
seemed to have overlooked another. alternative, 
and that was resignation. Now, unless the Sen- 
| ator’s senses were less acute than usual, he must 
| have heard both him‘and his colleague very dis- 
tinctly advert to that alternative, and himself to 


i| declare that were he at liberty to act in obedi- 


ence to his own feelings, he would resign; but 
that, under present circumstances, a high sense 
of duty to those who sent him here compelled 
him to remain. 

The Senator from Kentucky then takes up the 
doctrine of instruction, and, according to- his 
| wont in the absence of argument and reason, dt- 
tempts to drive us from our position by railery 
and jest, and for that purpose parades before us 
that ever favorite and fertile theme, his. man 
i Charles, and entertains the Senate with a dialogue 
| between himselfand that distinguished personage. 
But his illustration has no application to the sub- 
ject. There is no parity between the relationship 
subsisting between the sovereignty of a:State and 
its representative upon this floor, and that between. 
the Senator and his slave. -He was. theservant 


the Senators. to-say that: ene of the resolutions 
was disrespectful. to the Senate. 


of the people of North. Carolina, but_not their: 


slave,or the slave of any other man. He served 
the people of North: Carolina; as far as he was 
ablé to discern, in compliance with the public will; 
and when he'could not conscientiously conform 
to that will, he would resign. Poor Charles has 
no such alternative. If the Senator’s title to him 
is good, he is his slave, and he must yield obe- 
dience in whatever way he may think proper to 
address him; he cannot resign. Whether the 
Senator from Kentucky is able to perceive any 
difference in the signification of certain ternis, is 
a matter with which he (Mr. S.) had nothing to 
do.” When the Legislature of Kentucky spoke, 
it would be for the Senator from Kentucky to 
interpret its language; and he (Mr. S.) would be 
very far from. indelicately obtruding his advice. 
But when the Legislature of North Carolina spoke 
to his colleague and himself, it belonged to them 
to interpret; and he recognized the right of no one 
to.interfere in the matter, 

As he understood the opinions of the people of 
North Carolina, they recognized a difference be- 
tween instructions and other language used by 
the: Legislature. When he was elected to his 
present position, he came into it with a determ- 
mation to act conformably, as far as possible, to 
the popular will, the principle which the Senator 
from Kentucky had admitted to be correct; and 
the only question was, what was the popular will? 
He believed a part of the popular will of North 
Carolina was, that when the Legislature in- 
structed a Senator to vote for or against a partic- 
ular measure, such instruction should stand with 
him for the popular will, whatever, in truth, the 
popular will might be; but that, when not in- 
structed, it was his duty to exercise his best judg- 
ment, and ascertain, from the several sources 
within his reach, what was, upon the whole, the 
popular will. He believed, therefore, that he 
would act in conformity to the public will in 

‘North Carolina, whenever instructed by the Le- 
gislature either to obey or resign; but to treat 
everything else coming from the Legislature as 
merely advisory, and conform to it or not, as, in 
his judgment, it either did or did not concur with 
the popular will, Phe Senator from Kentucky 
intimates that our course of reasoning Ieads to the 
conéhusion that even if the word instruct had been 
used; we should have been at liberty to look be- 
hind this: legislative declaration, and ascertain 
what was; in fact, the popular will. In his judg- 
ment, the reasoning led to no such result, but pre- 
cisely the contrary. ‘They had expressly stated 
thatthey believed it to be the popular willin North 
Carolina, ‘that whenever the Legislature iu- 
structed, such instructions are to be taken as the 
popular will, and acted upon as such; but in the 
absence of such instructions, the Senator must, at 
his own peril, ascertain that will, 

The Senator from Kentucky, in conclusion, 
rather ungenerously, as he thought, chided him 
and his colleague for not bringing forward these 
resolutions last week when the land bill was un- 
der discussion. If the Senator from Kentucky 
would tax his recollection, he would find that, at 
this session of Congress, upon every test ques- 
tion upon the graduation bill, both his colleague 
and himself had voted against it. Ashe had said 
before, he should always vote in conformity to 
the wishes of his State, so far as he could under- 
stand them, when they did not conflict, in bis 
judgment, with any great principle which he had 
no right to disregard. Last year he voted for the 
graduation bill under (as he now thought) a mis- 

taken impression that public sentiment in North 

Cavolina, if not in favor of it, was at least quies- 

cent. But he hoped never to see a year when he 
could not look back and say, “Iam wiser this 
year than | was last.” He was now inclined to 
think that the majority of the people of North 

Carolina was opposed to the bill, and should 

therefore unhesitatingly vote against it. 


tor from-Kentacky, [Mr. Cray,] who, with his 
accustomed delicacy, had, in a very extraordinary 
manner, presented himself before that body to 
arraign the course of his colleague and himself, 
said, that at the outset of his remarks he should 
protest against, and peremptorily challenge, the 
right of the Senator to interfere in a question 
ore between themselves and their constituents. 
Vhat right had the Senator to.assume upon him- 
self the authority thus attempted to be exercised’ 
by him? From whom did he derive his author- 


is? Who had 
constitted Him their attorney, in fact, thus to 
arraign the course of members on this floor? 
Having felt it to be his daty thus emphatically 
to except to the assumed power of the Senator, 
and considering that he had been fairly ousted 
of the jurisdiction that he had sought to assert, 


should peremptorily decline, from high consider- 
ations of what was due to himself and his own 
rights, to notice any of the topics introduced by 
him, or to join issue with him on any one of the 
questions which he seeks to raise, in reference 
to the manner of discharging our duties as mem- 
bers of this body. If, however, he had consid- 
ered it incumbent on himself to refuse to join 
issue with the Senator on any of the topics raised 
by him, yet there were some other things which 
it was his purpose to say to him before he con- 
cluded his remarks. 

In the first place, his constituents would no 
doubt feel exceedingly obliged to that gentleman, 
whose political course had long been distinguished 
for its peculiar devotion to southern interests, for 
having volunteered, on the present occasion, to 
appear as the champion of their rights. The 
friends of the great right of instruction will, no 
doubt, in every part of the country, learn with 
no little surprise that the Senator has become its 
advocate and eulogist! What, (said Mr. B.,) 
the Senator from Kentucky now assuming to 
pronounce, with oracular certainty and author- 
ity, the true doctrines of the right of instruction ! 
How long, he would ask, had it been since that 
gentleman had entitled himself to become its 
teacher and expounder? Was it from the emi- 
nent services rendered by him to its principles, 
when instructions were coming from a majority 
of the States of this Union to their Senators on 
this floor, directing them to sustain the late Ad- 
ministration in the mighty conflict then waging 
against it by the Bank of the United States and 
the political party acting in concert with it?) Who 
does not remember that genteman’s course on 
that most important occasion? A majority of the 
| States of this Union, believing that a great crisis 
in our public affairs had arrived, sent resolutions 
here to their Senators, instructing them directly 
and peremptorily—not resolutions so framed as 
to be, in effect, fraudulent in regard to that great 
| right, but resolutions commanding their Sena- 
| tors, in terms plain and unequivocal, to carry out 
| their wishes. Did the Senator then stand forth 
as their defonderand vindicator? Did he exhort 
the large namber of kis political friends, then 
boldly violating and defying positive instruc- 
tions, to respect that great doctrine? No, (said 
Mr. B.,) his course was far otherwise. We then 
j heard daily anathemas from his political friends 
against instructions; the popular voice was séout- 
ed, although it had been expressed in some in- 
i stances hvice or thrice to some of the gentleman’s 
| friends, in the shape of positive commands, and 
standing foremost among those who animated 
them lo resist the will of their constituents, and 
| exhorted them to unyielding firmness in that 
| course, was the Senator from Kentucky himself; 
| and yet he now undertakes to become a lecturer 
to others on the great principle of instruction ! 

Who did not remember the reception given in 
| this body, during the famous panic session, to 
| the instructions sent by the patriotic State of New 

Hampshire to her Senators, the first movement 
of the kind, directing them to vote for expung- 
ing the condemnatory sentence against President 
| Jackson, and to sustain his administration against 
the war then waged by the Opposition party and 
the Bank of the United States: The able Repub- 
lican Senator who presented them was assailed in 
debate on this floor, his State insulted, and even 
the common courtesy of printing the resolutions 


| 
| 


t i 1 of instruction was refused by the political friends 
Mr. BROWN, in rising to reply to the Sena- |! 


| of the Senator, who then held the power in this 
| body. With what propriety, then, he demanded, 
į could a political party, who had trampled on the 
! right of instruction, scorned and-contemned the 
| public will by the most highhanded outrages, 
| wheneverand wherever they had possessed power 
i with what propriety could they reproach others 
| in regard to their course, when no ‘instructions 
had been given them? ` 

His constituents would, no doubt, be exceed- 


ingly obliged for the advice of a gentleman in 
their affairs who had been conspicuously asso- 


he would now goa step further, and say that he | 


į had not passed ! 
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ciated as one of the léading members of what 
was familiarly known, in this country, by the 
name of the ‘‘Coutition Administration.’? Judg- 
ing from their past sentiments in regard to it, he 
did not believe that they possessed, at this time, 
any very strong desiré to witness its restoration 
to power in any shape. If one member of that 
bygone Administration had a right to interfere in 
their affairs, by offering advice, the great political 
high priest himself who headed it, may, with the 
same propriety, claim to offer his. And where 
now is the head of that famous Administration, 
and what are his daily occupations? Fallen from 
what was due to the dignity of his former station 
he is almost daily engaged in the disgusting and 
wretched pursuit of abolition agitation! 

Where, Mr. B. would ask, were the political 
friends of the Senator from Kentucky, who re- 
sided north of the Potomac, with some honorable 
exceptions, to be found on that question? The 
great mass of them were found, in the two Houses 
of Congress, and in the legislative halls of their 
respective States, pursuing a course of direct hos- 
tility to the South. There was not a State Legis- 
lature north of the Potomac, in which the politi- 
cal friends of that Senator had obtained power, 
unless in those where slavery existed, that res- 
olutions attacking the rights and interests of the 
South on the vitally important question of slavery 
And be it said, to the immor- 
tal honor of the Democratic party of the North, 
who have been so scandalously calumniated by 
most of the Federal presses of the South on that 
question, that while their Senators and Represent- 
atives, in almost an entire body, have sustained 
our just rights in the two branches of Congress, 
there is not a single State north of the Potomac, 
in which the Democratic party have had the power 
in its Legislature, that they have not, in the‘noble 
spirit of justice and union, passed resolutions 
strongly sustaining the rights of their sister con- 
federate States of the South! 

The Senator from Kentucky had, to illustrate 
his views of the right of instruction, referred to 
his own servant, and his obligations to obey his 
commands, when given by him. In alluding to 
his remarks on this subject, it was no part of his 
purpose to join issue with him, and to debate that 
point, as he intended carefully to preserve the 
ground taken at the outset of his remarks, not to 
admit, directly or indirectly, his jurisdiction on 
this subject, by joining issue with him on any 
question which he had thought proper to raise; 
but he would answer him somewhat after the 


| Yankee manner, by asking another question. 


Let us suppose (said Mr. B.) that a servant 
who desired occupation, had applied three several 
times to a farmer or planter for employment, and 
that that farmer or planter had three times, either 
from a supposed want of honesty or skill in the 
applicant, in pretty plain and positive language, 
rejected his importunities to enter his service; 
what would be the opinion of the world as to the 
modesty which, under such circumstances, could 
venture a fourth opportunity? He thought this 
very like the case of a distinguished individual 
who had presented himself three times to the 
American people to be employed in a certain high 
station, and who had been three times signally 
rejected; and, if public rumor was now to be 
credited, was again prepared for a fourth rebuff 
by ‘the popular voice. 

Again, Mr. B. said his constituents would, 
no doubt, feel and appreciate a defense, coming 


| from a gentleman whose almost entire public 


course, for a series of years, has been direetly at 
war with their rights and interests; a Senator 
whose miscalled American system, until thrown 
off by determined resistance, had, for a series ot _ 
year, anoverisked and desolated the South, op- 
pressed her citizens; and almost ruined her com- 
merce; a Senator whose favorite system of policy 
he declared most solemnly, in his opinion, had 
aimed a more fatal blow at the Constitution and 
Union of the States, than any other and all other 
measures combined. A system which had, at 
one time, shaken the pillars of our glorious Con- 
federacy to their very foundations; and which: 
had created, and, he feared, had established those 
dangerous sectional prejudices and feelings which 
were destined to endure'too long for the harmony 
and safety of our country. ee 

Mr. B. had now finished saying what he had 
felt due to himself and to the occasion, and due 


. liam Bayley, a major in the Revolution, asking 
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to the interference which his remarks were in- 
tended to repel. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
certain members of the Oneida tribe of Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ; 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of Benja- 
min Murphy and John Rogers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the peti- 
tion of John S. Wilson; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented the petition of Julia L. 
Weed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the vote by which 
the report of the Committee on Pensions, adverse | 
to the memorial of Mrs, Mary W. Thompson, 
was adopted, was reconsidered, and the report | 
was ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. W. then presented a supplemental memo- 
rial and papers; which were ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, the report of the 
committee was also ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore, asking 
for encouragement for the employment of boys 
in merchant ships; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a memorial from 
citizens of the northern part of the State of Hli- | 
nois, for the location of a land office at Mil- | 
waukee; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. ! 
_ Mr. YOUNG presented a memorial of similar | 
import to the foregoing; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. | 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of Wil- 


for bounty land; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

“Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of the West- 
ern Railroad Company; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. KING presented the petition of Françoise | 
Dagneaux; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. i 

Mr. NORVELL presented a communication | 
from the Governor of Michigan, relative to a i 
slaim for services of the militia of that State; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. ! 

Mr. N. accompanied the presentation of the | 
communication with the following resolution; 
which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairsinquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for the payment 
of such of the militia of Michigan as were ordered into the 
service of the United States on the requisition of the mar- 
shal of that district, for the maintenance of the neutral 
obligations and the laws of the United States. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of Noah 
Miller, for remuneration for the capture of a ves- 
sèl containing clothing and supplies by the ene- , 
my during the late war; which was referred. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented the | 
memorial of certain citizens of the State of Maine, ; 
in favor of a Congress of nations; which was re- į 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MOUTON; from the Committee on Pri- | 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the pe- 
tition of Albin Michael, introduced a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading, and the-report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
the right of way over the public lands to the Ga- 
lena and Chicago Union Railroad Company, re- 
potted the same with an amendment. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the bill for the relief of James Dut- 
ton, reported the same without amendment: 

Mr. W., from the same committee; to which | 


8 


li was referred the bill establishing a surveyor gen- | 


I| were again referred to the Committee on Pen- ij 
‘| sions. 


ii first and second time: 


was referred the bill providing for the establish- | 
ment of the Peoria land district, reported the sanie | 
without amendment, with a recommendation that | 
the bill do not pass. | 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which | 


i 
tion that the bill do not pass. ji 
! 


Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 


was referred the bill to authorize the State of Ten- | 
nessee to issue grants and perfect titles to certain | 


ed 


The bill to authorize the issuing of a register 

gister 
to Anthony C. Meneghatty, for the sloop Sarah, 
was read twice, and referred to the Committeë on 
Commerce. eae 


GRANTS TO POLISH EXILES. 


lands, &c., reported the same without amend- || thirty-six sections from three contiguous town- 


ment, with a recommendation that the bill do | 
ass, i 
Mr. CLAY, fromthe Committee on the Public | 
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abolishing land offices under certain circumstan- | 
ces, and to abolish the office of Solicitor of the | 
Land Office; which was read, and ordered toa: 
second reading. i 

Mr.C., from the same committee, to which was | 
referred the bill from the House supplemental to , 
the act entitled “An act to grant preémption | 
rights to settlers on the public lands,” reported : 
the same without amendment. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Jane Waller, with- 
out amendment. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Benjamin Parsons, 
with an amendment. 


On motion by Mr. KING, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 


from the further consideration of the resolutions of the i| I IS 
i} stances alluded to; that, in his judgment, whatever 


General Assembly of the State of Hlinois in relation to a 
survey of the Northern and Western lakes. 


Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pen- || 


sions, to which were referred the petitions of | 
Amasa Brown and John R. Midwinter, made wn-. ; 
favorable reports thereon. i 


J 
On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the petition |! 


of Timothy Powers, on the files of last session, į 


NOTICE OF A BILL. i 
It 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- : 
row ask Jeave to introduce a bill to provide for 
the defense of the Western frontier. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FOSTER, on leave, and in pursuance of | 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of An- 
drew J. Johnston, and Samuel Love; which was | 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on | 
Claims. 

Mr. PRESTON, on leave, and in pursuance of | 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the | 
heirs of John De Treville, deceased; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims. 
BILLS, ETC., REFERRED. i 

The following resolutions and bills from the i| 
House of Representatives were severally read the `! 


i 


| 
‘ 
i 
| 
i 


Resolution for the relief of the heirs of Charle: 


Brown, deceased. ji 
Resolution for the relief of the heirs-at-law of | 
Captain Frederick M. Bell, deceased; and sever- : 
ally referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. i i 
The bill for the relief of Levi Chadwick was | 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Rev-! 
olutionary Claims. 2 
The resolution authorizing an examination and 
payment of the claims of the workmen on the 
public buildings was read twice, and referred to i 
the Committee on the Public Buildings. _ - Ly 
The bill for the relief- of Messrs. Smith and §j 
Town was read twice, and referred to the Com- || 


mittee on Finance. aoa 


H 
ri 
if 
ii 


| 


i 
i 


right these exiles may have had to an exclusive 
occupancy of these lands, under the act of Con 
rress passed for their benefit in 1834, that that: 
right had become forfeited by reason of their fail 
ure to comply with. the conditions of -the act, im 
not occupying the lands, as is required. He cons 
cluded by moving a reference of the report to the 
Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed: 
to. G TE 3 
REDEMPTION OF NOTES’ | aide 


The report of the Committee on the District of 


| Columbia, on the memorial of the corporate au- 
| thorities of Georgetown for an extension of time 


to redeem their small notes, viz., that the prayer 
of the memorial be rejected, was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate took up, as the special order, the 
bill to provide for the graduation and reduction 


+! of the price of the public lands; the question being 


on the motion of Mr. Rives to postpone the bill 
indefinitely. 

After some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER 
and MORRIS, the question was taken; and the 
motion of indefinite postponement was lost—yeas 
23, nays 27; as follows: 3 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Crittenden, Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Mortis, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, 

pence, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Wall, Webster, and 
Williams of Maine—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala~ 


| bama, Cuthbert, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Dinn, 


Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Tipton, Walker, White, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, 
and Young—27. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted an amend- 
ment to make the operations of the bill commence 
on the Ist of May, 1839, instead of December, 
1838; which was agreed to. a 

Mr. MORRIS offered a substitute to the bill, 
by way of amendment, to strike out all-after the 
enacting clause, and insert a new bill containing 
two sections: the first providing for the abso- 
lute cession of all the lands that have been twenty 
years in the market to the States in which they 


January 14, 


n 


lie, to dispose of them in such mannerand at such | 
pricesas the Legislatures of said States may think 
proper; and the second section, that a like ces- 
sion shall be made in future, on the first day of 
January in each coming year, as shall then have 
been twenty years in market. 

After some remarks from Mr. M. in support 
of this amendment, and from Mr. CLAY, of Al- 
abama, in reply, 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate | 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 14, 1839. 

Mr. CRAIG moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Larkin Smith was ordered to be engrossed. 
Mr. C. said his own opinion in favor of the bill 
remained unshaken; but he had submitted the 
motion at the desire of others. 

The motion was entered, to be taken up when 
the private orders shall be next reached. 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 


_ Mr. HARLAN, premising an intimation that į 
it appeared as if the gentleman from New York | 


fleman who. considered. 


(Mr. Campre.enc] had abandoned his motion to | 
raise a select committee to inquire into the defal- 
cations of Samuel Swartwout, he (Mr. H.) moved | 
now to proceed to its consideration. If it was 
intended to adopt the resolution, it should be 
adopted at once; if it was intended to abandon it, 
let the conntry know that determination. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, objected to 
the consideration of the subject at this time, pre- 
fering its taking the usual course. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harran] had 
intimated a design on the part of Mr, C. to aban- 
don the resolution, he begged leave to say that, 
from first to last, he (Mr. C.) had not occupied ten | 
minutes upon it, whereas the gentleman’s friends | 
had oceupied whole days. 

Mr. FIARLAN did not press the motion. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Resolutions were then called for, in the reverse 
order, commencing with the Territories. 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, moved a sus- | 
pension of the rules for the purpose of setting | 
apart a day for the consideration of the resolu- | 
tions offered by him this day fortnight, in relation | 
to the Mississippi clection case, and asked for the | 
yeas and nays. 

Both requests were refused almost unani- 
mously, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, offered the |! 
following resolutions: 


Resolved, Phat it was the intention of the framers of the i! 
Constitution, and the expectation of the people, that the li 
Congress of the United States should make and enact laws 
for the general good and welfare of the nation, and to pro- 
mote the prosperity and happiness of the people; and ; 
whereas, instead of making and enacting laws for the gen- | 
eral good and wellare of the nation, and to promote the 
prosperity and happiness of the people, the Congress of the 
United States seems Lo be assembled for the purpose of ob- | 
taining power for those who are out, and of retaining it for 
those who are in office, thereby contravening the great ob- | 
ject and intention of the framers of the Constitution and the | 
just expectation of the people: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we proceed to the dispateh of the | 
public and private business of the nation and the people, | 
by enacting such laws as will redound to the best interests | 
of the nation, and by the passage of such bills for private 
claimants as justice and right demand. 

Resolved, further, IF it is intended not to act upon the 
public and private business for which we were assembled, 
but only to remain here for the purpose of making speeches, 
that Congress ongnt to be forthwith adjourned, and that the 
people should hereafter clect members to Congress who will 
work more and talk less. 


Mr. McCLURE moved that the resolutions be | 
laid on the table. 
_Mr. ADAMS demanded the question of con- | 
sideration, This (Mr. A. said) he would not! 
have done, if there was not a precedent of a de- | 
cision last week upon a petition offered by him- | 
self, refusing the reception of that petition on the | 
ground that it was disrespectful to the House. | 
1f that petition was disrespectful to the House, | 
these resolutions, he maintained, were much more |; 
so. Therefore it was that he asked the question | 
of consideration. i 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, (amidst some | 


; i 
confusion,) was understood to deny that the reg- !! 
olutions were disrespectful to the House, and to i 
gay that he held himself responsible to any gen- || 


himself aggrieved’ by 
them. ase 


Mr. DUNCAN and Mr. McCLURE rose at | 


the same time to make some remarks, the latter 
gentleman expressing himself desirous to explain 
the reasons for the motion he had made. 

The SPEAKER said the question of consider- 
ation was not debatable, and read the rule appli- 
cable to it. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the question of consideration; 
which were ordered, 

The question of consideration being taken, there 
were—yeas 67, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Atherton, Bicknell, Bron- 


son, Buchanan, Casey, Chaney, Cheatham, Cleveland, 
Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Davee, Da- 


| vies, Deberry, De Graff, Eimore, Farrington, Isaac Fletch- 


er, Gallup, Goode, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henry, Herod, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Eng- 


ham, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel | 


Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Logan, McKay, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Montgomery, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, 
Calvary Morris, Noble, Parmenter, Parris, Petrikin, Potter, 
John H. Prentiss, Richardson, Sheffer, Sheplor, Spencer, 


| Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Towns, Vail, Vanderveer, 


Webster, Weeks, Sherrard Williams, and Jared W. Wil- 
liams— 67. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adamis, Anderson, Acrigg, 
houn, Jobn Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Chapman, Cor- 
win, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Daw- 
son, Dromgoole, Dunn, Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, 
Fillmore, Fry, Rice Garland, James Graham, Grantland, 
Graves, Grennell, Hall, Hartan, Harper, Hoffman, Holsey, 
William H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, Jenifer, Henry 
Jobnson, William C. Johnsou, Kennedy, Legare, Loomis, 


Lyon, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Mason, Sampson Mason, į 
i May, Robert MeClellan, McClure, McKennan, Menefee, 


Mercer, Murray, Naylor, Noyes, Parker, Pearec, Peck, 
Phelps, Potts, Pratt, Rariden, Reed, Ridgway, Rives, Rob- 
ertson, Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sergeant, 


Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sibley, į 


Snyder, Stewart, Thomas, Toucey, Albert S. White, Lewis 
Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, 
Wise, Word, Yell, and Yorke—93. 

So the House refused now to consider the res- 
olutions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, inquired of 
the Chair whether the resolutions would not come 
up regularly in their order? 

The SPEAKER said that was a question for 
the consideration of the House. The resolutions 
having been presented, were now on the Speak- 
er’s table, subject to the order of the House. 

Mr. WISE rose, and read the following letter: 


New York, January 10, 1839. 
My pear Sir: I hope you will pardon the liberty I am 
about to take in addressing to you this communication, and 
sincerely hope that the subject of it may be deemed of suf- 
ficient importance to meet your early consideration. A 
difliculty of au extremely aggravating and painful nature 
has been some time pending between Commodore J. D. Bl- 


i Hott, late commander-in-chief of the Mediterranean squad- 


ron, and myself ; and although 1 have repeatedly demanded 
nection on the charges L have lodged against him, T regret to 


‘| say as yet no notice has been taken of those demands. The 


point at issuc, it appears to me, (and must appear so to 
every reflecting mind,) iuvolves matter of the highest im- 
portance to the naval service of the United States. The 
decision of this question will determine whether officers in 
future are tamely and quictly to submit to outrage and in- 
silt from a superior, and, agreeably to the regulations of 


they are Lo take it into their own hands. J have demanded 
the trinl of Commodore Elliott for a most violent, unpro- 
voked, and insulting ontrage upon my feclings, committed 
publicly on a race course near Port Mahon, Island of Mi- 


norca, in the presence and hearing of several thousand į 


spectators. E have appealed tothe Department for justice, 
and t e only justice I have received is a trial upon that 
appeal on two different sets of charges preferred by the 
commander-in-chief; upon both of which I have been fully 
and honorably acquitted. My wish is that Commodore 
Ehiott may be brought before a court of inquiry for his gen- 
eral conduct while commander-in-chief of the Mediterra- 
nean squadron ; and that the proceedings of the two courts 
by which I have been tried, and upon which my charges 
against him are grounded, may be called for by Congress. 
This, it appears to me, is at presentthe only effectual made 
of bringing the matter to a final and jast issue; aud { sin- 
eerely hope that (if your other duties will admit of it} you 
will lend me your aid on this occasion. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. G. HUNTER, 

Hon, Henry A. Wise, Washington. 


In connection therewith, Mr. W. offered the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish this House with certain charges heretofore preferred 
by C. G., Hunter, of the United States Navy, against Cap- 
tain J. D. Elliott, of “ most violent, insulting outrages upon 
the feelings and rights of said Hunter, on a race-course, 


conduct while commander-in-chief of the Mediterranean 
squadron, and to furnish the reasons, if any, why the De- 
partment has not heretofore ordered a court of inquiry to 
sit upon said charges against said Elliott; and to furnish, 
also, copies of the proceedings of the two courts of inquiry 
which were ordered to try certain charges preferred by said 


Banks, ! 
| Beatty, Riddte, Boon, Borden, Brodhead, William B. Cal- | 


the Navy, receive redress from the Department, or whether | 


i) near Port Mahon, Island of Minorca,” and of general mis- |} 


| 


Elliott against said Hunter, upon which. said Hunter was 
acquitted, and. upon which the charges of said Hunter 
against said Elliott were founded. 


The SPEAKER said that the resolution would, 
regularly, lie over one day. — : 

Mr. WISE asked its consideration now. 

Mr. CRARY suggested an amendment, pro- 
posing an inquiry into the circumstances attend- 
ing the presentation of a certain service of plate 
to Commodore Elliott. 

The SPEAKER said the House had not yet 
determined to consider the resolution. 

And objection being made, 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rule; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by the following gentlemen: 

Mr. MARTIN, of Alabama, presented the pe- 
tition of John S. Wilson; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Messrs. HAYNES and TOWNS, of Georgia. 

(Mr. Haynes presented a petition. Also, a cer- 
tain joint resolution of the Legislature of that 
State, in relation to post routes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. Towns presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the same State, asking compensa- 
tion for the services of certain militia; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Melara. BEIRNE, GARLAND, MALLORY, 


ji and MERCER, of Virginia. 


Mr. GALLUP, of New York, presented the 
petition of Major Hoffman and others, officers of 
the United States Army, praying that the officers 
of the line of said Army may be placed upon an 
equal footing with the officers of the several staff 
corps. Also, the petition of John M. King, for 
relief in the matter of his bounty land. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
petition of Anne Royal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Messrs. DAVIES, SERGEANT, and Mc- 
CLURE, of Pennsylvania. 

[Mr. McCuuxe presented the petition of J. M. 
Foltz, for the pay of a surgeon from Tth June, 
1836, to the 9th March, 1837; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Also, 
the petition and documents of John Stigleman, 
a soldier of the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, papers 
relative to the claim of John Smith; which were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. ] 

Mr. HALEY, of Connecticut. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Maryland. 

Messrs. HAMER and GIDDINGS, of Ohio. 

Messrs. RARIDEN and EWING, of Indiana. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, of Rhode Island. 

Mr.CHAPMAN, of lowa Territory, presented 
certain printed acts of the Legislative Council of 
said Territory. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. MERCER gave notice that he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill to alter the mode of ap- 
pointing certain officers of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HENRY gave notice that when bill No. 
696, to establish a board of commissioners to ex- 
amine and decide certain claims against the Uni- 
ted States, should be called up, he would offeras 
an amendment the following additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the provisions of this act 


shall be and remain in fuil force and virtue for two years 
from the 4th day of March next, but no longer. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, on-leave heretofore 
given, introduced a bill to repeal the second. sec- 
tion of the act “‘ to extend the time of locating 
Virginia land warrants,” and to return the sur- 
veys thereon to the General Land Office; which 
was referred to a select committee of three. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


i| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


transmitting a printed statement of the receipts 
and expenditures, 

Also, a communication from the Commissioner 
of Patents, inclosing his annual report. 


1839. 


RESOLUTIONS~—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER called over the States for res- 
olutions; when the following were presented: 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa Ter- 
ritory, it was : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed ta inquire what probable proportion of the publie 
lands remain unoccupied and unsold, in consequence of not 
granting preémption on timbered land, in conjunction with 
prairie ; and whether any considerable number of the actual 
settlers intended to be brought within the provisions of the 
late preémption law, have been, or are liable to be, ex- 
eluded. That said committee inquire into the expediency 
of amending the preémption law so that all who have set- 
tled, or shall hereafter settle, may purchase timbered land 
and prairie in conjunction, if they desire. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
Territory of Lowa a quantity of land, whereon the seat of 
government thereof may be located. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a fur- 
ther appropriation for the improvement of the Des Mcines 
and Rock river rapids, in the Mississippi river. 


On motion of Mr. DOTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to | 
communicate to the House of Representatives a copy of the 
report and survey of the Neenah or Fox river, of Green 
bay, made by Mr. J. B. Pettival, under the direction of the 
topographical bureau, and also such information as he may 
have of the route of a canal from Fond du Lae to Rock 
river, and to the Wisconsin. 


On motion of Mr. DOTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of declaring Green bay and 
Milwaukee ports of entry; and of making an appropriation 
for placing buoys at the entrance of the channel of the 
Neenah or Fox river; and that the report of Lieutenant J. 
T. Homans, contained in the document No. 24, of the doc- 
uments of this session, be referred 10 the said committee. 


On motion of Mr. DOTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to inquire into the necessity of changing and limiting to 
shorter periods the tenure of office of the Governor, Sec- 
retury, members of the Legislative Assembly, judges, at- 
torney, and marshal of the Territory of Wisconsin ; and 
of defining by law the commencement and termination of 
the term of service of the Delegate for said Territory in the 
House of Representatives. 


On motion of Mr. DOTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to'inquire into the expediency of establishing a general sys- 
tem of internal improvements in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and of providing sach means as may be required to 
carry the same into effect. 


On motion of Mr. CRARY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor of Mackinac, according 
lo the recommendation of Lieutenant Thomas, of the | 
Navy. 

On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of confirming to 
Major Henry Wilson, certain tracts of land, purchased by 
him in the State of Arkansas. | 


Mr. MILLER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the select committee appointed on the | 
subject of the publie tands, be instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency of granting to each of the States of Louisiana, | 
Mississippi, Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Mich- | 
igan, and Missouri, a quantity of land to be applied to the 
construction of works of internal improvement within those 
States respectively; which Jand, so granted, with what 
each of those States have heretofore received (if any) from 
the United States for such purposes, shall make the entire (: 
grant to each equal to that heretofore granted to the State | 
of Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- į 
structed to inquire into the state of the military defenses on 
the western frontier of the United States, and into the ex- 
pediency of adopting for the protection of said frontier an 
adequate system of defense ; and that the said committee | 
be further instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to enable the United States Gov- 
ernment to carry into effect such system of defense on said |} 
frontier as may be adopted for its permanent protection and 
security. $ 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Resolved, That the select committee on steamboats be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending 
the act regulating steamboats and other vessels propelled | 
by steam so as to require all engineers, before they shall be | 
allowed to act as such, to be examined by a competent 
board of persons appointed for that purpose, who, upon 
being found qualified, shall obtain a certificate to that effect. 
That they further inquire into the expediency, also, of re- 
quiring all pilots of steamboats and other vessels propelled 
by steam to be examined in like manner, and if found qual- 
ified upon such examination, shall also obtain a certificate 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 


! general in any part of the Union, in due proportion to the 


_ hundred and thirty-six, and for other purposes,” approved 


ness ; also, into the expediency of requiring every appli- 
cant, before examination, to bring forward testimonials of 
his sober, moral, and industrious habits. That the Commit- 
tee on Commerce inquire into the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws relative to debenture, as to allow drawbacks 
upon goods employed in the trade from Missouri and Arkan- | 
sas to Santa Fé and other provinces of Mexico. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of changing the time of holding the 
full term of the circuit court of the United States for the 
southern district of Alabama to a later and more healthy 
season of the year, so as to prevent a failure of the courts. 


On motion of Mr. CRABB, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for continuing the present mail facilities 
to the people of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. CRABB, it was 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to 
report to this House what amount of funds, in addition to 
the proceeds of the Post Office Department, will be neces- | 
sary to continue, during the present year, the mail facilities ! 
on the present establishinent of that Department ; and also, 
to report to this House what reduction in said mail facili- 
ties he has ordered, and whether such reductions have been į 


facilities heretofore extended to the different States respect- 
ively. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Shelbyville, in Shelby county, by 
ie si settlement, to East Nelson, in said county, State 
0 inols, 


On motion of Mr. RARIDEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting and 
passing a joint resolution authorizing the Commissioner of 
Public Lands, upon proper cases made out, to issue dupli- 
cate bounty land warrants, when the originals have been 
lost or destroyed. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of amending so much of the 
act “ making appropriations for the iimprovementof certain į 
harbors therein mentioned for the year one thousand eight 


July 4, 1836, as prescribes the plan for constructing the har- 
bor at Michigan city, so as to authorize the Secretary of | 
War to determine the plan of the same. 


On motion of Mr. BOON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the | 
duty on alum salt. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of chang- į 
ing the mail route from Green Castle, Putnam county, to į 
Bowling Green, Clay county, Indiana, so as to pass from | 
Manhattan, through the town of Pleasant Garden, in said | 
county of Putnam; also, into the expediency of providing | 
fixed, uniform rules for the government and guidance of the | 
Post Office Department in the establishment of post offices, | 
in lieu of a discretionary power now exercised on this point. | 


| 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, | 
it was | 
| 
| 
| 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant : 
of lands to the State of Louisiana, to aid in the construc- 
tion of the various works of internal improvements passing ` 
through the lands of the United States in which the said | 
State is engaged. 


On motion of Mr. SHEPLOR, it was | 


Resolved, That the standing Committee on the Post Of- 1 
fice and Post Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed to | 
inquire into the expediency of establishing a mail route | 
from Bethiehem, in Stark county, Ohio, by way of Medina, | 
to liria, in Lorain county. i 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a ky- 
drographical bureau in the Navy Department. 


On motion of Mr. GOODE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
authorizing tbe State of Ohio to purchase the United States’ 
alternate section on the Miami canal, in the State of Ohio, 
and on so much of the Maumee canal as lies in the State 
of Ohio, at $2 50 per acre. 


On motion of Mr. GOODE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amend- 
ing the Senate bill now before them, for the relief of Allen 
Hamilton, Hiram Todd, and Cyrus Taylor, as to insert the 
name of Jacob Haas, so as to entitle him to the provisions 
of said bill. 


On motion of Mr. MAURY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to | 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the law allow- į; 
ing compensation for horses er other property delivered ! 


over to the United States by the-volunteers:in Florida, as 
to embrace cases in which such delivery was made. without: 


tne order of the commanding general, or other commanding 


On motion of Mr. MAURY, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed ta 
inquire into the expediency of extending the provisions -of 
the third section of an act, approved March 1, 1837, enti- 
tied “ An act making appropriations: for the-supporv of the 
Army for the year 1636, and for other purposes,” to albthe: 
companies of volunteers and mounted men whose. services 
were accepted by the Governor of ‘Tennessee, and who 
were called into service under requisitions fromthe Secre- 
tary of War, or from generals commanding the.troops ofthe 
United States, at any time during the year 1826. ; 


On motion of Mr. CHEATHAM, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post: Office and: 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
so amending the law in relation to the franking privileges of. 
members of Congress, as to curtail the privilege to sixty 
days before and after the rise of each session of Congress; 
and further, to inquire into the expediency of curtailing and, 
limiting the exercise of the franking privileges of the vari- 
ous officers of the Executive Departments. 


On motion of Mr. TURNER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committce on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the payment of commutation pay to the heirs of Cap- 
tain Stephen Merritt; and thatsaid committee also inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for the payment.of 
commutation pay to the heirs of Captain Jiles Raines; and 
that the accompanying papers be referred to the said com- 
mittee. 


On motion of Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions inquire into the expediency of repealing the act of 
Congress of the 6th of April, 1838, which provides in cer- 
tain cases for the payment of pensioners at the Treasary 
Department. i 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHGATE, it was | 


Resolved, That the claims of Miles W. Dickey and James 
H. McClure and Company be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. : 


On motion of Mr. GRANTLAND, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Afairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
by law, during the present session, for the payment of the 
troops called into service by the Governor of Georgia, to 
repel the invasion of the Indians in the vicinity of the Oka- 
finoka swamp, and the expenses incident thereto; and that 
a letter from the Executive of Georgia to the delegation 
from the State, inclosing one from. the Acting Secretary of 
War on that subject, be referred to the same committee. ` 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAN, of New 
York, it was ‘ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting: 
a pension to Nancy Williams, widow of David Williams, 
one of the captors of Major André. ome ene 


Mr. KEIM offered the following joint resolu- 
tion; which was read twice and committed: ....-- 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring herein,) That the joint 
committee on the Smithsonian bequest be instructed to in- 
quire into the propriety of establishing a professorship of the 
German language as a partof the literary instruction inthe 
intended Smithsonian Institution. aay ni 


Mr. CUSHING said that hé was constrained 
by circumstances, and by the questions raised in 
various quarters touching his conduet here in the 
matter of the public lands, to submit a proposi- 
tion on the subject, which he would have pre- 
ferred to offer at some other time, when his views 
might be accompanied with proper explanations 
and statements, but which he would now submit, 
to go, with other propositions on the subject, into 
the hands of the select committee: 


Resolved, That, for the purpose of relieving the whole 
people of the United States from the inconveniences at- 
tending the present relation of the Federal Government to 
the Federal domain, and at the same time securing to the 
old and new States alike their just and lawful rights therein, 
the select committee on the public lands be instructed to 
consider the expediency of providing for the division of the 
said domain among the several States of the Union, accord- 
ing to the following principles, viz: 

l. To ascertain the quantity of said domain of which the 
title is complete iu the United States by the extinction.of 
the Indian occupancy, distinguishing the respective States 
or Territories in which the same is, and classifying the 
same according to its quality and value, 

2. To fix and establish a just and equitable rule or-ratio 
for measuring the interest of the several States, respective- 
ly, in the said domain, allowing, as far as may be, equal- 
ized shares thereof, in quantity and in value, to each and 
all of the said States; the whole subject, however, tothe 
reservations in favor of the new States now existing by law. 

3. To make partition of said domain among the individ- 
ual States, by cession and assigninent from the United 
States, to the said respective States in severalty, and in 
equalized shares, so as above limited, measured, and as+ 
certained. 

4. To distribute and apportion said shares in such wise 
that the share ceded and assigned to any-of those ofthe 
States in which the said domain partly Hes shall consist, in. 
part or in whole, of jands witbiu its own State limits, thas: 
immediately extinguishing the title of the United States 
therein so far forth, and vesting the same: in the said-State. 
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5. To arrange and:apportion the said shares so that the 
interest:in the soil of any one State, to be acquired by any. 
other State or: States, in virtue of said partition and ces- 
sions, shall be confined to one or more, the smallest num- 
ber of such other States consistent with the observance of 
the assumed equal ratio of distribution. 

6. To regulate and define, by organic law incorporated 
in the acts of cession, the relative rights. and powers over 
the lands assigned to. one State within the limits of another, 
which shall be possessed and exercised by each of the said 
States. 

7. Tomake, repeat, and continue the said equal partition 
ofthe Federal domain by successive graduated allotments, 
under the direction of Congress, until the whole interest of 
the United States therein be completely extinguished, and 
vested in the several States. 


Mr. CRAIG submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and rejected: 

Resolved, That the first ‘Tuesday in Pebruary next be set 
apart for the consideration of House bill No. 546, entitled 
“A bill granting an additional quantity of land for the loea- 
tion of revolutionary bounty land warrants 37? the said bill 
to take precedence of all other business on that day. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and rejected: 

Resolved, ‘That from and after Monday, the 21st instant, 


the hour of the meeting of this House shall be IL o’clock, 
a.m. 


Qn motion of Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the powers of Congress being conferred by 
the Constitution of the United States, no resolution of this į 
touse can add to or deduct from them. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; | 
which was rejected: 

Resolved, That the bill (No. 696) reported at last session | 
to establish a board of commissioners to examine and de- | 
eide certain claims against the United Sti , be made the | 

i 
1 


special order of the day for next Friday week, and every 
succeeding Friday thereafter, until said bili is disposed of. 


On motion of Mr. CURTIS, it was 


j 
| 
Resolved, That the communications made to this Howe | 
by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, relating to the delea- | 
tion of Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the port of New 
York, in compliance with two resolutions of this House, 
adopted on the 3ist December last, which communications, 
mnong other things, express the opinion of the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury in respect to the manner in which the late 
naval officer of the port of New York discharged the duties 
of his office, and from which communications, among otber 
things, it also appears that the official surety bond for the 
secound term of office of the said Swartwout, commencing 
in Mareh, 1834, required by Iaw to be tiled within three 
months thereafter, was not filed with the Comptroller of 
the ‘Treasury until the year 1837, be added to, and printed 
with document No. 13, relating to the same subject, hero- 
tofore ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JENIFER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, Hes over one day: 

Resotved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be in- 
structed to inquire juto the expediency of mieking compen- 
sation to Samael Atchison, tor an injury sustained while at 
work on the public buildings. 


Mr. KENNEDY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read and rejected: 


Resolved, That a select conmnittee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a naval schoot or acad- 
emy for the education of young men intended for the naval | 
service of the United States; and that said connnitlee be 
authorized, if they should deem it proper, to report a plan 
for the organization of such an academy, the most eligible | 
site for the same, and snel mber matters relating thereto 
as they may think necessary to be brought to the consider- 
ation of this House. 


On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
stricted to ingttire into the propriety of re ng the act of 
1830, authorizing the soldiers of the late war to surrender 
their military bounty lands, where they are unfit tor culti- ; 
vation, and to select others in lieu thereof, 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of New Hamp- 
shire, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the mail route now terminating at Pingreyville, | 
New. Hatapsbire. i 


On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies be printed of ‘i 


the report af the select committee on a national foundery. 
On motion of Mr. BRONSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making appro- 
priations for the following purposes: to construct a road | 
from decksonville to the river St. Mary’s, iu Florida; to! 
buihl a bridge over the Bayon, between. Pensacola and the 
navy-yards And also, into the propriety of directing We ap- : 
propriations made by law, for the construction ofa @ommon | 
road trom St. Augustine to Picolata, and repairing the bridge 
over the St, Se xt i; 
ing its use- by the railroad company on the same route. 


On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Coramittee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of bringing in a bill | 
prohibiting any clerk or other officer of either House of | 
Congress, or any person holding any office or appointment | 
under the Government of the United States, acting as agent 


tian, for said purpose; and of authorize |} 


| Post Roads be instrueted to inquire into the expedieney of 


| tucky, aod James 
iE county, Kentu 
i Chadwick, of Gr 


| Kinkead, of Bath county, Kentucky ; 


or attorney in the prosecution of any claim against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, during the pendency of said 
claim before either House of Congress, or before any of the 
Departments, agents, or officers of the Government. 


On motion of Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ; 
Post Roads be, and are hereby, instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Regusville, via 
Grassy Springs and Russellville, to the mouth of Chucky 
river, in the State of Tennessee, and establish a post office 
at Grassy Springs and Russellville. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes in Virginia, viz: From 
Ridgeville, on the northwestern turnpike road, in Hamp- 
shire county, to Hazard Forge, and thence by Williamsport, 
to Ridgeville; and trom Ridgeville to Shecly Mill, in same 
county, and thence by Paddytown to Ridgeville. 


On motion of Mr. DE GRAFF, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing com- 
pensation to William D. Jones, Esq., the American consul 
at the city of Mexico, for services rendered during his resi- 
dence in that place, 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, Vhat the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing accurate sur- 
veys and charts to be made of such parts of Lakes Ontario, 
Huron, Erie, Michigan, and Superior, and the rivers and 
straits connecting the same, and the bays and harbors 
thereof, as lie within the boundaries of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. TOUCEY, it was 


Resolved, Chat the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inguire into the expediency of confirming the 
estates of all persons claiming an interest in land by a title | 
originating under a Spanish grant, permit, or order of sur- | 
vey, and derived from conveyances which have been exe- 
cuted in good faith and for a valuable consideration, subse~ 
quent to an act of Congress relinquishing the tide of the 
United States to such land, notwithstanding it since may 
have been ascertained that the original grant, permit, or 
order of survey upon Which such act was predicated, was 
antedated or fraudulent. 


On motion of Mr. CHILDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 


| 
for filing in tho supreme court of the State of New York, a | 


transcript of all the judgments rendered in the district courts 
of the United States for the State of New York. 


On motion of Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, it was į 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be | 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing a sur- 
vey of the sand barin Lake Champlain, between the towns 
of Milton and South Hero, for the purpose of erecting a 
bridge on the said bar between said Milton and. South 
Hero. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of New York, it | 


was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instrneted | 
to inquire into the propriety of authorizing the purchase of | 


a suitable number of copies of Jones’s Digest and ‘Tariff, |: 


for the use of the offices connected with the customs. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 

Resolved, Vhat the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report a bill aliowing costs to be taxed against 
the United States, in all suits commenced by the United 
Stares, in which verdicts shall be given in favor of the de- 
feudants, aud in whieh the United States, if suceessful in 
the suit, would recover costs against the defendants. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 

Resolved, Phat the Committee of Ways and Means he | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill ! 
directing the Seeretary of the Treasury to furnish all the 
banks trom which he may require returns of their condition, 
with hlank copies, so as to insure uniformity in such re- 
turns. 


On motion of Mr. MENELERE, it was i 


ij, Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions i: 


be instraeted to inquire into the expediency of granung | 
pensions to James Haghes, of Montgomery county, Ken- 
Christy und Archibald Ramey, of Morgan 
and of inercasing the pensions of Jolin 
epup county, Kentucky; Joseph Smothers 
and Thomas Lewis, of Morgan county, Kentucky ; John 
Beatty, of Montgomery county, Kentucky; and Robert 
all soldiers of the 


Revolution. 
On motion of Mr. TOWNS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


reporting a bill making it the duty of postinasters, upon the 


‘| deposit of letters containing money, bills of exchange, or 


other valuable pape > be forwarded by the dne course 


i of mail, to give a certificate or receipt of the same, 


On motion of Mr. J. L. WILLIAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee ou Revolutionary Pensions 


: inquire into the expediency of repealing the act of Con- 


gress of the Gth of April, 1832, which provides, in certain 
eases, for the payment of pensioners at the Treasury De- 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHGATE, it was 


Resolved, That the claims of Miles W. Dickey and James 
H. McClure & Co., be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims i 


i 
| 
| 
i 
j 
1 
partment, | 
f 
j 


‘ inquire into the expediency. of allowing:the claim of Lewis 
| Webb, for services as an officer in the war of the Revolu- 


i tion. : 


Onmotion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Car- 
olina, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Marion Court-House, in South 
Carolina, by Potato Red Ferry, to Conwayborough, in the 
! same State. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Car- 
olina, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route to Louisville, in Surry county, 
| North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
| be instructed. to inquire into the expediency of establishing 


| a pension ageney at Salem, North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing buoys in the 
waters of Pamlico, Crowatan, and Albemarie sounds, and 
: Chowan river, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| On motion of Mr. McK AY, it was 
| 
| 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of permitting agricultural publications in the magazine, 
pamphiet, or other form, to be conveyed by mail free of 
postage, or chargeable with newspaper postage only. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
; structed to inquire into the expediency of either prohibiting 
| Officers of the United States from selling or exchanging 
| public fonds in their bands for the purpose of profit, or of 
i providing that the profit or premium received shall accrue 
| to the Government. 


: On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prescribing by 
law some limitation to claims against the Government of 
the United States, and also to prohibit the prosecation of 
avy claim, after it has been rejected, except upon additional 
testimony. 


On motion of Mr. TITUS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be in- 
į structed to inquire into the expediency of an explanatory 
act in relation to the provisions of the second clause of the 
; second section of the act toalter and amend the several 
acts imposing duties ov imports, approved July 14, 1832, 
and of the fourth section of the act to modify the act of 
July 14, 1812, and of all other acts imposing duties upon 
imports, approved March 2, 1832. 


On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instruct- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i od to inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine 


hospital at Whitehall, in the county of Washington, and 
Sure of New York. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency ofrestoring Job 
Hawkins, of Dutchess county, in the State of New York, 
to the pension fist. ` 


On motion of Mr. McCLURE, it was 


Resolred, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
` be instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bill allowing commutation pay to Captain John Smith, of 
Cumberland county, Pennsylvania, whose papers were 
mislaid by the said committee, after agreeing to report ins 
favor of his claim, at the last session of Congress. 


On motion of Mr. YORKE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
tracted to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the constrnetion of a road from the light-house 
at Cohaney point, in the Delaware bay, to the main Jand. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of New York, it 
was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House whether any, and if 
any, What, proceedings have been had in relation to the 
requircments of the act of Congress approved June 28, 1838, 
providing for the examination of useful inventions designed 


to detect the causes of and preventing the explosion of 
| steam boilers. 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Ofico and 
Post Roads. be instructed to inquire inte the expediency of 

: establishing a post route from Franklin. to Somerstown, 

vin South Quay, in the county of Nansemond, Virginia. 


' On motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by Taw that all 
vessels employed in the merchant service. of the United 
States shall be obliged to have on board onc or more boys, 
as apprentices, in proportion to the tonnage of the vessel. 


On motion of Mr. NAYLOR, it was 


! Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
: structed. to inquire into the propriety of aHowing Mark 
; Hawkesmouth the pay ofa yeoman daring the term he did 
: the duties of that office on board the United States schooner 


|: Dolphin, to wit, from the 4th of November, 1833, to the 20th 


: November, 1835. 


1839. 


u7 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That a select eccmmittee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency and practicability of divorcing by 
law the patronage of the Federal Government, in all its de- 
partments, from the public press, by prohibiting in future 
any officer thereof, in his official capacity, from employing 
any conductor of a political journal, or others in any way 
connected with such journal, to execute any portion of the 
public printing; and that the saiu committee be authorized 
and instructed to report thereon hy bill or otherwise. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which, under the rule, lies over 
one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House whether the fourth installmert of the 
surplus 1evénue has been deposited with the several States, 
as provided by the act of Congress approved June 23, 1836, 
and the payment of which was (by an act of Congress ap- 


proved October 2, 1837) postponed until the Ist day of | 


January, 1839; and if not, why it is withheld c-ntrary to 
law. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rules, lies over one 
day: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, of War, of the 
Treasury, and of the Navy, and the Postmaster General, be 
dirceted to report to this House, at as early a day as practi- 
cable, the number and salaries of the clerks and other per- 
sons employed in their respective Departments and offices, 
atthe commencement and end of the Presidency of Gen- 
eral Jackson. 


Mr. GRAVES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and rejected: 

Resolved, That the bill of this House proposing a purchase 
by the Government of the stock held by individuals in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal, be made the special order 
for ‘Tuesday, the 29th instant, from and after one o’clock. 
“Mr. DROMGOOLE submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies over one 
day: 

Resolved, That the rules of this House be so amended as 
to substitute the viva voce vote of the members in all cases 
in which the ballot is at present required. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which, under the rule, lies 
over one day: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
communicate to this House, who was the postmaster at 
Monroe, in the State of Louisiana, on the Ist day of Au- 
gust, in the year 1838, and for six years previous, and who 
is the postmaster at that office at this time; and if any 
change has been made, when it was made; that he also 
communicate whether or not Bernard Hempkin, during the 
time he was in office, conducted the business in a faithful, 
methodical, and correct manner; also, that he (the said 
Postmaster General) do communicate to this House all the 
‘documents, letters, or papers of any kind, addressed to him 
orany of his subordinates, relating to the removal of said 
Bernard Hempkin from office, (if he has been removed,) 
and the appointment of his successor. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a memorial of the Le~- 
gislature of the State of Alabama, praying that 
compensation may be made to certain citizens of 
said State, for depredations committed by Creek 
Indians prior to and since the year 1836; which 
said memorial, accompanied by resolutions of 
said Legislature in relation thereto, was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. EWING, on leave, presented a petition for | 


amail route from Washington, via Teliff’s bridge, 
Daviess county, to Edwardsport, Knox county, 
‘thence to Carlisle, Sullivan county, Indiana; which 
was reférred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. ELMORE submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which, under the rules, lie over one day: 


Resolved, That the several States composing the United 
States of America are not associated on the principle of un- 
limited submission to the Federal Government, or to the 
Houses of Congress or either of them ; but that, by the Con- 
stitution, the people of said States constituted one General 
Government, for special purposes, and delegated to that 
Government certain definite powers, only reserving each 
State to itself, the residuary mass of right to their own self- 
government; that, while the Constitution and laws of the 
United States do attach to the whole people of the several 
States immediately, in those matters, within the true juris- 
diction and confines of said Constitution, and in the mode 
limited and defined: thereby, vet, in all other matters, the 
said States retain each all its rights and powers, under its 
own sovereign and separate control; that to this Constitu- 
tion each State acceded as a separate sovereign State, and 


isan integral party, and in its capacity of a sovereign State | 


is represented in Congress by its Senators, duly appointed ; 
tliat, among the residiiary rights, so by each State reserved, 
js that of fully and freely expressing its opinions on all sub- 
jects delegated to the General Goverament, or touching the 
infraction of the constitutional compact and of communi- 
eating the said opinions to Congress; and that it is the con- 
stitutional duty of the Sénate and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives respectfully to'receive, entertain, and consider, 
and maturely and deliberately to decide upon all such com- 
munications addressed to it by either of the States of this 
Union ; and the summary rejection of the same without their 
being debated, printed, or referred, or any action whatever 
had thereon, would be insulting to the honor and injurious 


| ifany, have been allowed within the last two years in con- 


Union. . : : : 

2. Resolved, That the Federal Government is a Govern- 
ment of limited and specific powers, derived from the peo- 
ple of the States, thereby confederated and united, and to 
said Government by them granted under ibe Constitution ; 
that all powers not delegated to the said United Stats by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are re- 
served to the States respectively, or to the people; that, 
therefore, no right of any denomination can be canceled, 
abridged, restrained, or modified, by the Congress, by the 
Senate or House of Representatives, acting in any capacity, 
by the President or any Department or officer of the United | 


States, except in the instances wherein power is given by |} 


the Constitution for those purposes ; and that, among other 
imprescriptible and essential rights, the freedom of con- 
science, of speech, of the press, and the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble and to petition the Government for 
a redress of grievances, are of the original and innate im- 
munity of the said people of the United States—rights of 
theirs not derived from, or to be weakened by, the commoit 
or any other positive law of this or any other country, but 
inherent in the said people as a people, or under the con~ 
stitutions of the several States by and to the said people 
guarantied and consecrated forever ; and which, by reason 
thereof, cannot be canceled, abridged, restrained, or modi- ; 
fied, constitutionally, by any of the United States whatso- 
ever, nor in any form of law, whether the same be the act 
of the two Houses of Congress or of either of them sepa- 
rately : but the same were thus guaranticd in order to pro- 
tect the citizen against the abuse of power, and not as the 
means of assailing tre right of others; and that to permit 


one or more States, or their citizens, to convert them into 1: 


an instrument not of protection, but of assault, against the 
reserved rights or institutions and peace of the other States 
or their citizens, or o” the Territories and of this District 
and their citizens, would be a manifest violation of the con- 
stitutional compact, a gross breach of the public faith, tend- 
ing to convert the brotherly love in which the Constitution 
originated into hatred, and, if not effectually arrested, must 
subvert the Union itself; and that this body owes a most 
solemn obligation to itself, and the people of the. States 
which it represents, not to permititself to be made an in- 
strument or party to an attempt so flagitious and dangerous. 

3. Resolved, That the people of the United States did or- 
dain and establish the Constitution thereof, in order amongst 
other things ‘‘ to form a more perfect union, establish jus- 
tice, insure domestic tranquillity, and to secure the bless- 
ings of liberty to them and their posterity ;” that to this end 
the powers of legislation were vested in representative and 
deliberative assemblies. to wit: a Senate appointed by the 
States, and a House of Representatives chosen by the peo- 
ple of the States ; that, in the exercise of their rights, by the 
said House of Representatives, and the members thereof, 
there should be perfect equality and full scope, as far as is 
consistent with the proper conducting the business of the 
House, on all subjects within its constitutional jurisdic- 
tion ; but to permit the members of this House, under the 
pretext of freedom of debate, to convert it into a hall to dis- 
cuss questions beyond its jurisdiction, and to denounce and 
attack the domestic institutions of a portion of these States, 
essential to their peace, security, and tranquillity, and the 
property of their citizens existing before, and expressly guar- 
antied by the Constitution itself, would be destructive of all 
harmony among. the members of the body, incompatible 
with the discharge of its acknowledged duties, and destruc- 
tive of the great and avowed objects for which the Consti- 
tution, this Union created, and this House instituted. 

4. Resolved, therefore, That the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, adopted on the 12th day of December 
last, which provides that every petition, memorial, and res- 
olution, proposition, or paper, of a prescribed class, ‘ shall, 
on the presentation thereof, without any further action 
thereon, be laid on the table, without being debated, print- 
ed, or referred,” rests on great and fundamental principles 
of the Constitution, and on public faith and honor, the ob- 
servance of which is essential to the peace, tranquillity, | 
and security of the States which compose the Confederacy, 
and the safety and continuance of the Union ; and that this 
House, in adopting the said resolution, has but fulfitled its 


7 ? x reine | 
constitutional obligations and duties, without in anywise in- |; 
i 


fracting the legitimate limits of the right of petition, the 
freedom of debate, or the constitutional equal rights of the 


On motion of Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report į 
to this House the manner of the e 
appropriated during the last ses 


n of Congress for the 


erection and repair of arsenals on tho western waters, and li 


to specify the particular expenditure on each. 


On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 
Resolved, That the Secretarics of State, of War, of the 
Navy, and of the Treasury, be respectively directed to in- 


form this House whether the reports of the standing com- |: 


mittees of either House of Congress are recognized by the 
accounting officers in their Departments as a proper foun- 
dation upon which to allow a claim against the Government 
after the same bas been rejected; and how many claims, 


seqnence of such reports, after the same have been first re- 
jected by the proper accounting officers. 


Mr. POPE submitted the following; which was 
read and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union: 

Whereas, according to the clear intent and meaning of 
the seventh section of the first article of. the Constitution 
of the United States, which provides that all bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, and 
the ninth section of the same article, which provides that 
no money shali be drawn from the Treasury but in conse- 


i 

nditure of the $150,000 |i 
i 
f 


gia, to Tallahassee, in Florida, : 


| control of the, President and all, officers. remevable at his 


; pleasure, and to provide that no money shall be drawn fron 
| the Treasury, or places designated forthe deposit and-se- 
; curity of the public money, either: by the mnandate of the 
: Executive-or the judiciary. ; : : 
| 2. That the public Treasury ought to be made independ- 
| ent of the executive and judicial departments, and subject 
only to the control of the Legislature. fee or 
3. That the Treasurer of the United States ought.to-hold 

: his office, notat the pleasure of the President,-but during 
| his good behavior, and the term for which he. may. be ap- 

pointed, subject to removal only by impeachment, of upon 
the address of a majority of the House of Representatives 
i and the Senate. 5 iy PE 
| 4. That all the officers. to be employed or concerned. in 
| the collection or receipt of the public revenue, whose com- 
| pensation does not exceed the sum of ——~ dollars, ought 
i to be appointed by the Treasurer of the United States, res 

movable by him for reasonable cause, to be reported to 
| Congress at their next session; but the expression of polit- 
: ical opinion, without partisan violence or unbecoming 
: interference in elections, ought not to be deemed causé for 
removal, and fitness, integrity, and good behavior ought to 
be the essential requisites in a pubtic officer. rege” 
5. That the public dues ought to be paid to the keepers 
or depositaries of the public money, designated by Congress 
or under their authority, instead of the collectors and receiv- 
ers, as now authorized by Jaw. a 
That the guardianship and control of the public money, 
assigned by the Constitution to the Legislature, has been 
long held by the enlightened friends of freedom in England 
i and the United States as the best and only effectual se- 
curity to the liberties of the people, and thatall laws neceés- 
sary and proper ought to be passed to maintain inviolate this 
ssential and only barrier to corrupt administration and ar- 
bitrary power. : 


Mr. HAYNES presented several joint.resolu- 
tions of the General Assembly of. the State of 
Georgia: dees 

First. Requiring the Senators and requesting 
the Representatives ‘from the State in the Con- 
gress of the United States to apply to the proper 
authorities to have established a mail route:three 
times a week from Augusta, in said State, to 
Tuscaloosa, in Alabama, to be carried ‘on: the 
Georgia railroad to its western terminus, therice 
i in four-horse coaches. a: i ae 
Second. Requesting the said Senators and- Rep- 
i resentatives to procure the establishment of a di- 
rect mail route from Milledgeville to Rossville. 

Third. Requesting the said Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to have a mail route established from 
Double Wells, on the Georgia railroad, to Wash- 
ington, in Wilkes county; thence to Clarkville, 
by Elberton and Clarksville. ‘ 

Fourth. Requesting the said Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to havea mail route established from 
Clarksville, by Habersham, to Clayton, in Rabun 
county; also from Perry’s Mills, in Tatnall coun- 
ty, to Eden, in Effingham county; also from 
| Hawkinsville to Troupville. | ee yaa 
| Fifth. Requesting said Senators and. Repre- 
| sentatives to procure the establishment of a mail 
route from the city of Augusta, by Waynesboro’, 
Swansboro’, Mount Vernon, Lumber City, Jack- 
sonville, Troupville, and: Thomasville, in: Geor- 


On motion of Mr. DAWSON, it-was 


| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed toire- 
| port to this House the correspondence between. that De- 
partment and General John W. A. Sandford, as agent,of 
i the Creck Indians west of the river Mississippi, including 
that part of said correspondence touching the stipplies pur- 


members of this body. ji chased by the officers of Government for said Indians, and 


! how said supplies were disposed of, and by whont, and 
why; also, the correspondence between said agent and that 
Department in relation to the thissionaries among said In- 
dians. 

Resolved further, That said Department be instructed to 
| communieate toihis. House how the supplies,.purchased by 
i the Government for the Army, sent to the Cherokee coun- 
| try, during the past year, after the discharge of said Army, 
| were disposed of—the quantity of said supplies sold by the 
| order of the Government—for how much they were sold, 
| and by whom—and the instructions under which said sup- 
plies were sold, and such other information touching the 
disposition of said supplies, which the Secretary may think 
important to be known to this House; and especially whether 
! any order issued from that Department requiring said sup- 
i plies to be sold for specie or Treasury notes, and in what 
| kind of funds were said supplies purchased for the Govern- 
| ment; whether in the bills of the State banks, or specie and 
! ‘Preasury notes. 


The said resolutions were read, and the rule 


which requires the same to He on the table one 


day being dispensed with, they wére considered 
and agreed to. ; : 
Mr. TOWNS presented a joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Georgia, iü- 
structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 


quence of appropriations made by law, the control and safe- 
keeping of the public moneys belong to the representatives 
of the people: 


i 
i 
i 


1. Therefore, resolved, That a Jaw ought to be passed by |: 
H the custody and į: 


Congress to divorce the publie -purse from 


pa i h oe 
immediate adjustment and settlement of claimsfor 


sentatives of that State in Congress to urge the 


Nel- 
son’s brigade, lostin the campaign of that brigade 
in Florida, and in its marches‘te and from Flori- 


horses, the property of volunteer soldiers in. 
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da; which resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. HOLSEY presented a joint resolution of 
the General Assembly of the State of Georgia, 
instructing the Senators and requesting the Rep- 
resentatives of that State in Cotigress to exert 


themselves to have compensation made to such | 


persons as had their cropa burned and their prop- 
erty destroyed by the United States troops south 
of Wale’s line; which resolution was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST submitted the following 
joint resolution; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union: 

Whereas examinations and surveys have heretofore been 
made in the Narraganset bay, in Rhode Island, with a view 
to military and naval establisiments, and reports have been 
made to the Navy Department, and communicated to Con- 
gress, containing evidence of the fitness and advantages of 
a place upon the waters of that bay for a naval depot: 


Resolved, Şc., That the Secretary of the Navy, as soon į 


as may be, cause such further examinations and surveys to 
be made as are in his opinion necessary for ascertaining the 
fitness and: the relative advantages or disadvantages of a 
place in the said Narraganset bay fora naval establishment, 
yard, and depot, on shore, and the best location thereof in 
said bay; with estimates of probable expense; and that 
said estimates, and the reports of said examinations and 
surveys, when made, and all such evidence as is now, or 
may then be, in possession of his Department, as to such 
fitness and advantages or disadvantages, be by the said Sec- 


retary communicated to Congress as soon as may be, with |! 


such views and opinions as he may deem important. 

Resolved, further, Mat for carrying this resolution into 
effect, there be Bow appropriated, and there is hereby ap- 
propriated, the sum of $1,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. MONTGOMERY moved the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That the public lands belonging to the United 
States is a remainder of a joint common stock, belonging 


to the people of the United States and Territories, that may j 
and should be disposed of by Congress, among the rightful 
i 


owners, by some equitable plan of distribution. 

Resolver, That a select committee of this House, consist- 
ing of twenty-six members, one chosen trom each State, be 
instructed to prepare and report to this House some plan for 
an equitable distribution of the public fands, or their pro- 
ceeds, among the rightful owners, 


Debate arising on these resolutions, they were 
laid over.under the rule. 


Mr, COLES moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed to com- 
municate to this House a statement showing the number 
of Indians annually removed fiom the eastern to the west- 
ero side of the Mississippi from 1789 to 1838, inclusive; 
with the quantity of lind annually purehased of the Indi- 
ans ; the sums of money annually p 
the quantity of land granted each ye 


for common schools, 


roads and cunnis, colleges and universities, and to the | 


States, pnblic institutions, and individuals, during the same 
period. 


The rue which requires this resolution to lie 


on the table one day being dispensed with, it was | 


read, considered, and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, of Virginia, the 
House, by consent, proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by him on the 
8th of January instant, in relation to the mode 


of collecting and disbursing the public revenue; | 
and the said resolution being read, and modified | 


by the mover, was agreed to by the House. 
Mr. Hunter of Virginia, Mr. McKay, Mr. 

Brriecs, Mr. Exmore, Mr. Oers, Mr. Moors, 

Mr. Carnoon of Kentucky, Mr. Wituiams of 


New Hampshire, and Mr. Marrix, were ap- | 


pointed a committee in pursuance of said resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following 


joint resolution for amending the Constitution of | 


the United States: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two | 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following | 


amendments to the Constitution of the United States be 


submitted to the Legislatures of the several States, which, i 
when ratified by the Legislatures ot three fourths of the | 
States, shall form a part of the Constitution of the United |: 
States, anything therein to the contrary notwithstanding, ! 


to wit: 

1. That from and after the adoption of this amendment, 
the term for which the then Senate of the United States 
shall bive been elected shail cease ; the several States shall 
proceed to elect Senators to serve four years, and in all 
time thereafter to elect Senators to serve four years, and no 
longer, in the Senate of the United States; the elections to 
be made in the same manner as is now prescribed by the 
‘Constitution of the United States. 

2, That upon the first meeting of the Senate under an 
election.in pursuance of the foregoing amendment, the 
Senators shall be divided into two classes by lot; and the 
term of service of one class shail cease at the expiration of 
two years, so that a moiety of the Senate shali be elected 
every two years thereafter, g 


id to the Indians; and | 


3. That the term of service of the President and Vicé 
President of the United States shall be four years; and that 
the same individual shall not be elected to thuse offices re- 
spectively two terms in stecession. - R 

4. That the assent of the President. of the United States 
to bills passed by the two branches of Congress be dispensed 
with. 

5. That the power of the President of the United States 
to remove from office, and to fill vacancies thus created, is 
i| not a power conferred on him by the Constitution express- 
iy, or hy necessary construction of any power delegated to 
him by that instrament. a 

6. ‘That the only provision made in the Constitution of 
| the United States for removal from office is the process of 
impeachment, and that clause in that instrument which 
| vests in Congress the authority to pass all Jaws necessary 
! to carry into effect all the powers vested by the Constitu- 
| tion in the Government of the United States or any Depart- 
| ment thereof. It shali therefore be required of Congress to 
| provide for, and to regulate by law, all that concerns the 
removal from office. or the filling of vacancies in office 
which may happen during the recess of the Senate. 

7. That all appointments to office, except such as may 
| be otherwise directed by Jaw, shall be made by the Senate, 
viva voce, on nomination by a member of that body. 
| 8. Thatit shall be the duty of the President of the Uni- 
| ted States to commission all the officers to be appointed 
under the Government, whether civil, military, or naval ; 
| and to express in each commission the term of service of 
the officer, as the game shall be prescribed by law or the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Ordered, ‘That the said resolution be committed to the | 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ii Mr. PETRIKIN moved the following resolu- 


| tion: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
ij to communicate to this House a statement showing the 
amount of money expended annually by each Administra- 
tion of the Government from the 4th of March, 1789, to the 
4th of March, 1837, with the amount of public money lost 
annually by defaleations of public officers ; designating what 
amount has been lost by collectors; and also the number 
of public officers annually in the employment of the United 
States under each of said Administrations, with the num- 
ber who have embezzled the public money committed to 
their charge ; showing, in like manner, the amount of public 
| money Jost annually by using banks as depositories, or re- 
|i ceiving their notes in payment of public dues. 


The said resolution was read, and the rule which 
requires the sume to lie upon. the table one day 
lac f . : A 
| being dispensed with, it was considered and 
agreed to. 

Mr. POTTS moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish this House with a tabular statement showing the 
quantity and deseription of iron, whether for railroads, 
steamboats, or for other purposes, which bas been imported 
free of duty, or on which the duty has been remitted since 
the Ist day of January, 1832, together with the names of the 
person or persons importing the same, and the amount of 
the revenue which would have accrued to the Government ; 
had the duties been charged regularly thereon. 


The resolution was read, and the rule which 
requires it to lie upon the table one day being 
dispensed with, it was considered and agreed to. 


Mr. DARLINGTON moved the following res- 
‘| olution: 

|| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
| municate to this House any examination or survey that may 
have been made of the harbor of Marcus Hook, on the river 
|} Delaware, in the State of Pennsylvania, under the direc- 
tion of the Chief Engineer; together with an estimate of 
|! the sum of money necessary for repairing and improving 
‘| snid barbor. 


The rule which requires this resolution to lie 


on the table one day being dispensed with, it was 
i, read, considered, and agreed to. 


Mr. AYCRIGG submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he directed to 
cause to be laid before this House seven hundred and fifty 
copies of the chart of Newark bay, and of the sand-bars 
in the vicinity of said bay, recently surveyed by Lieutenant 
Gedney. 


The rule which requires this resolution to lie 
on the table one day being dispensed with, it was 
read, considered, and agreed to. 


Mr. RANDOLPH submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to fur- 
nish this [louse with a statement of the contracts entered 
into by the engineer superintending the improvements of 
Little Egg harbor, under the several appropriations made 
for that purpose ; also, copies of said engineer’s accounts, 
with a tabular statement of the quantity and kind of the 
materials (and the prices of the same) used in the work, 
together with the names of the persons to whom any part 
of said appropriations have been paid, and the amounts 
paid to them respectively; and, also, that the Secretary of 
War inform the House of the mode of improvement adopted 
by said engineer, and wherein it differs from the mode 
originally proposed for the improvement of said. harbor, as 
i well in the cost and permanency of the same as in the 
i manner of construction ; ind whether the partial destrue- 
tion of the improvements by storms, and the cost of the : 
: same beyond the original estimate, are not owing in a great | 
! measure to the departure of the said engineer from the plan i 

of improvement originally proposed; or, if net, to what | 
cause the same may he attributed. 


i 
i 
H 
i 
i 
j 
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The rule which requires this resolution to lie 
on the table one day being dispensed with, it was 
read, considered, and agreed to. 


Mr. PECK offered the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House whether the annuities due the Sen- 
eca Indians in the years 1837 and 1838 have been paid; and 
if so, at what time and in what manner, and by whom the 
same were paid; and whether any goods have been paid or 
offered to be paid to said Indians on account of any such 
annuity; and if so, by what authority the same were paid 
or offered to be paid ; and if the said annuities, or any por- 
tion thereof, remain unpaid, or were not paid at the time 
when the same became due, the reason why the payment 
thereof was delayed ; and also to communicate to this House 
eopies of all correspondence in relation to the same since 
the 19th day of March last. 

Resolved, That. he also furnish this House with a detailed 
statement of the “ expenses of the delegation of Senccas of 
New York opposed to the treaty,” amounting to §789 235 
and the “ expenses of the delegation of Indians in favor of 
the treaty,” amounting to $9,500; and the ‘expenses of 
submitting the treaty to the several bands of New York 
Indians,” amounting to $4,000; and also the expenses of 
certain Indian delegations,” amounting to $2,630, as con- 
tained in the report from the Indian department accompa- 
nying the President’s message, particularly specifying in 
each case the names of the persons to whom the money 
was paid, the amount to each, the time when paid, and the 
services or other thing for which paid. 


The rule which required these resolutions to lie 
on the table one day being dispensed with, they 
were read, considered, and agreed to. 


Mr. LOOMIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to re- 
port to the House of Representatives, at the commencement 
of the first session of the next Congress, a modification of 
the present rates of postage, to take effect at such. future 
time as may be expedient, having reference— 

1, To the greatest amount of benefit to be attained atthe 
least expense. 

2. Tc the relative proportion and difference which ought 
to exist between the rates of postage on manuscript par- 
ecls and printed parcels. : 

3. To the equalization of the rates of postage on printed 
and on manuscript parcels, each with reference to its own 
class, and in proportion to the eutire expense of the care 
and transmission of the same. 


The rule which requires this resolution to lie 
on the table one day being dispensed with, it was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Mr. HALL moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
this House what amount of claims has been adjusted and 
paid under the provisions of the third section of the act of 
July 5, 1832, for liquidating and paying certain claims of the 
State of Virginia, during each of the fiseal years since the 
passage of said act; what rule of evidence and principles 
of action have been adopted by the Department in adjusting 
such claims; whetber judgments obtained by the claimants 
in the courts of Virginia are, or have been, reecived by the 
Department as evidence of the validity of such claims ; and, 
if so, what rule or order of the Department, what amount 
of such judgments have been paid, and on what species and 
character of evidence, and on what rules and principles the 
said courts proceed in adjudicating such claims. And that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform this 
House what amount of scrip has been issued, under the 
provisions of the act of May 30, 1830, for satistying Virginia 
bounty land warrants; what quantity, in acres, of such 
warrants presented at the Treasury before the Ist day of 
September, 1835, and what quantity, presented since that 
day, remain unsatisfied; whether any spurious or fraudu- 
lent warrants have been presented at the Treasury, and of 
what kind and character; and whether any, and what 
amount of, scrip is known or believed to have been issued 
upon such spurious or fraudulent warrants. And that he 
also communicate any information in his possession, show 
ing under what acts and resolutions of the State of Virginia, 
and on what species and character of evidences, and on 
what rules and principles, the executive officers of that 
State have granted the land warrants, for the satisfaction 
of which provision is made in the act aforesaid. 


The resolution was read, and the rule which 
requires the same to lie on the table being dis- 
pensed with, it was considered and agreed to. 


_ Mr. EVERETT moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed tolay 
before this House a statement of all the allowances made 
prior to the 30th of June, 1834, as an annual compensation 
for the services of superintendents of Indian affairs who 
were such in virtue of holding the office of Governor or 
secretary of any of the Territories of the United States, ex- 
hibiting the name of the person to whom made, his office, 
(whether Governor or seeretary,) the name of the Terri- 
tory, the period for which the allowance was made, the 
rate per annum, and the amount allowed to each ; and also 
to Pate under what law or regulation such allowances were 
made. 


The resolution was read; and, the rule which 
requires the same to lie on the table one day being 
dispensed with, it was considered, and agreed to. 

_Mr. INGHAM moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed 
to communicate to this House a. copy of so much of “ Hass- 
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jJer’s Survey??.as relates to the harbor of New Haven, Con- 
necticut. 


The resolution was read; and, the rule which 
requires the same to lie on the table one day being 
dispensed with, it was considered, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HALEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
the name of Griswold Avery, a revolutionary soldier, on the 
pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. HALEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of allowing the claim of Dr. 
Thomas Cot, for arrears on short pay as surgeon’s mate, 
while stationed at Fort Trumbull, in New London, Con- 
necticut. 


On motion of Mr. REED, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House a statement showing the amount 
of money received yearly for five years past, hy each of 
the collectors of customs of the United States and others, 
on’ account of fines and forfeitures; and that he also inform 
this House whether any compromises have been effected 
during the said period after seizures made, and if so, by 
whom, aud upon what condition. 


On motion of Mr. REED, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House the amount of money received as 
fees, or in any other way, by any officer of the Government, 
or other person in the custom-house or its employment, 
each year for five years past, which has not been recorded 
in the Blue Book. 


_ On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, of Massachu- 
getts, it was 


i Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed toinquire into the expediency of amending the 
act passed in 1836, in addition to former acts, so as to make 
provision for the widows and children of the officers and 
soldiers of the Revolution who died or were wounded in the | 
service. 


On motion of Mr. SALTONSTALL, it was 


Resolved, That the report and plan of the survey of the 


harbor of Lynn, Massachusetts, with an estimate of the cost |: 


of the improvements of the same, communicated to the 
House of Representatives by the Secretary of War on the 
9th day of March last, be taken from the files, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce ; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the said improvements. 


Mr. EVANS submitted a joint resolution for | 
the relief of John Morrison, acting lieutenant in | 
the battle on Lake Champlain during the late war; 
which resolution was read, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. NOYES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
making an appropriation for perfecting a road required for 
use as a military road along the northeastern frontier of the 
United States, from the town of Eastport to the town of 
Houlton, both in the State of Maine, as recommended in 
the report of General John E, Wool and Major James D. 
Graham, of the United States Army, made to the Depart- 
ment of War on the 29th of December, 1838, 


Mr. GRAHAM, of North Carolina, moved the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be instructed to in- | 
form this House who are employed at this time by the Fed- 
eral Government as printers to publish the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, in the State of North Carolina, and what com- 
pensation they each receive in payment for their services. 


“The rule which requires this resolution to lie 
on the table one day being dispensed with, it | 
was read, considered, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WORD, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House, at as early a day as conveni- 
ent, what number of Choctaw claims for reservations under 
the fourteenth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek 
has been examined by the board of commissioners under į 
the act of 3d March, 1837; what number of applications | 
has been made for examination, and not yet examined ; 
and also all information in the possession of the Depart- 
ment relating to the claims of the Choctaws, under the ar- 
ticle of the treaty above named, together with all informa- 
tion touching the contingent locations made by George W. 
Martin, and the instructions or authority under which said 
locations were made. 


On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, it was 


“Resolved, That the select committee on the public lands | 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of reporting a bill 
providing for the division of the public domain, on the fol- 
lowing principles: That, hereafter, the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shail cause separate accounts to be kept of all 
moneys paid into the Treasury on account of sales of the 
public lands. That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to ascertain the quantity of public lands heretofore 
granted to or bestowed on the States, or any of them, for 
education, internal improvement, or other State or local 
purposes; and having ‘ascertained the value thereof, com- 
puting the same at an average price of —- per acre, and 
adding thereto the sums arising from proceeds of sales of 
the said lands granted to or bestowed on them for similar | 
purposes, shall, on —---, and thereafter semi-annually, on ‘ 


the Ist day. of January. and July in every year, divide the 
proceeds arising from sales of said Jands among the several 
States of the Union, in the ratio of the. Federal numbers, 
ag ascertained by the census next preceding such division, 
making the first apportionment among those States which 
have not reccived any part or a proportionate part of the 
ratio aforesaid, until each shall have received its due pro- 
portion ; and all subsequent apportionments among all the 
States according to the said ratio: Provided, nevertheless, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to pro- 
hibit the appropriation of the proceeds of the publie Jands 
to meet the expenditures of the Government for any year 
in which the receipts from customs or other sources of rev- 
enue shall be estimated to fall below —— million dollars, 
and when it shall be deemed proper on that account to ap- 


| ply the said proceeds by special appropriation to meet the 


necessary expenditures of the Government: Provided, also, 
That in the event of war between the United States and 
any foreign Power, the said semi-annual division shall 
cease and be suspended during the continuance of such 
war. 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 15, 1839. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 


A. D. Ostrander for arrearage of pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. T. also presented a petition from Alfred 
Vail and others, praying permission to import 
free of duty the materials for constructing the 
American electro-magnetic telegraph; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. T. also presented a petition of Catharine 


Hood, praying for a pension; which was referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented the 
petition of John Phinney, for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on l 


laims, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Susan Trigg, and 
the petitions of L. R. Lyon and D. S. Howard; 


| which was agreed to. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which had been referred the bill from the 
House for the relief of Bradbury T. Gypson, re- 
ported the same without amendment; and, on mo- 


tion of Mr. W., the bill was then taken up, and į 


considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be read a third time. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the petition 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Henry 
Eckford, deceased, reported a bill for their relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Sir. KNIGHT, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the petition of fra Day, of Vermont, re- 
ported a bill for his relief; which was read, and 


| ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on!) 


Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the pe- 
tition of Andrew Armstrong, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 


to which the following bills had been referred, | 


reported them severally without amendment, rec- 
ommending their passage: 

A bill for the relief of William Bennett; 

A bill for the relief of David McNair; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Hands; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Ferguson. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the same committee, to 
which the following bills had been referred, re- 
ported them severally without amendment, rec- 
ommending their rejection: 

A bill for the relief of Dennis Quinlivan; and 

A bill for the relief of Alfred Westfall. . 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported a bill providing for the erec- 
tion ofa fire proof building for the use of the Post 
Office Department; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. ? 

Mr. F., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the joint resolution authorizing an 
examination of the claims of the workmen em- 
ployed on the public buildings, reported the same 
withoutamendments; and, on motion of Mr. F., the 
same was taken up, and considered as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed | 


fora third reading. $ 
On motion by Mr. YOUNG, the Committee on 


Claims was discharged from the further coñsid- 
eration of the petition of John Elliott, of Ohio.» 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MOUTON, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill to confirm’ certain 
{| land claims in the Greensburgh land district, in 
the State of Louisiana; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Private, Land 
Claims. = : 


REPORTS AGREED TO. 


The reports of the Committee on Pensions, un- 
favorable to the petitions of Amasa Brown and 
i John R. Midwinter, were severally considered 
and concurred in. : 

The report of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, unfavorable to the petition of 
William A. Crocker, was also considered, and 
agreed to. ; 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing and 
requiring the registers and receivers of the United States 
land offices, in their offices respectively, to administer oaths 
in all cases where, by law or the regulation of the Treasury 
| or Land Office Department, affidavits are required to be 
| made previous to the purchase or entry of any tact ofland, 
i without any fee or extra compensation for such service. 


COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 


The Senate took up and considered, as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole, the bill to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to establish a criminal court in the 
District of Columbia;’? and, after some remarks 
from Messrs. ROANE and BAYARD, oy” 
Mr. WHITE moved to strike out the eleventh 
section, which increases the’ salary of ‘the judge 
i from $2,000 to $2,700. This amendment was sup- 
; ported by Messrs. WHITE, NILES, and CLA: 
lof Alabama; and opposed by Messrs. ROANE 
|i and BAYARD. 
On taking the question, Mr. Warre’s motion 
was adopted—yeas 28, nays 16. : 
Mr, MORRIS called the attention of the com- 
mittee to that clause of the bill which provides 
that one of the associate judges of the circuit court 
i shall preside in the criminal court in the absence 
| of its judge; and moved to amend the -bill-by | 
| striking it out. a : 
|! After some remarks from Messrs. ROANE, 
BAYARD, and MORRIS, ees 
Mr. WALKER observed that, as a debate was 
likely to grow out of the question raised, he would 
move to lay the bill on the table, for the purpose 
| of taking up the land bill, : SUN 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


| The bill to provide for the graduation and. re- 
i duction of the price of the public lands, was taken 
| up, the question being on the amendment offered 
|| by Mr. Morais. 

After some remarks from Mr. WALKER,- 
Mr. MORRIS withdrew his amendment, with 
i the consent of the Senate, and offered another 
| amendment to the bill, providing that when the 
Í i 7 
| public lands in any of the new States shall be-so 
| far sold out that there shall remain the quantity 
| of two million acres, that then the same shall be 
| ceded to such State in absolute property, to be 
| disposed of in such manner and upon such terms 
as the authorities of such State may direct. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. MORRIS, 
SOUTHARD, and ALLEN took part, 
i| Mr. BAYARD moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which motion was rejected—yeas 23, nays 25; 
f as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
| Crittenden, Davis, Knight, Linn, Merrick, Prentiss, Pres- 
i| ton, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, Spence, 
| Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, and White—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, 
| Lyon, Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
| Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Williams 
of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—25. 
After a debate, in which Messrs. LYON) and 
| SOUTHARD took part, ` 3 
The question was taken on Mr. Mornrzs’s 
amendment, and it was rejected—yeas 14, nays 
34; as follows: ee or 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Clay of Alabama, Ful- 
ton, King, Linn, Morris, Mouton, Robinson, Sevier, Walk- 
er, White, Williams of Mississippi, and Young+14- 


j 
i 
} 
i 
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| 
| 


January 16, 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Pe ea ae Ta Cuthbert, Davis, Hubbard, 
Knight, Lumpkin, Lyon, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, Nor- 
vell; Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, South- 
ard, Spence, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, 
Williauts of Maine, and Wright— 34. 


Mr. RUGGLES then moved that the Senate 
adjourn; which motion was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Crittenden, Davis, Knight, Lumpkin, Merrick, Prentiss, 
Preston, Rives, Roane, Robhins, Ruggtes, Southard, 
Spence, Swift, Tatlmadge, Wall, White, and Williams of 
Maine—-21. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, 
Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Strange, Tipton, 
Walker, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—26. 


Mr. TALLMADGE then moved an adjourn- 
ment; which was carried—yeas 25, nays 23; as 
follows: 


-YEAS--Messrs.. Bayard, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of 
Kentucky, Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight, Lumpkin, 
Merrick, Morris, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Strange, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Wall, White, and Williams of Maine 


“25. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alen, Benton, Brown, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, Mou- 
ton, Nicholas, Nites, Norvell, Pierce, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Tipton, Walker, Williams of Mis- 
sissippi, Wright, and Young—23. 


And so the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 15, 1839. 


Reports from standing committees being called 
for— > 

Mr, CAMBRELENG moved that the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means be discharged from 
the further consideration ofa communication from 
the Secretary: of the Treasury in relation to a 
construction of the revenue laws, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
be printed. Mr. C. made the motion because the 
latter committee had had charge of the subject in 
1828, 1833, and 1834. 
Mr. ADAMS remarked that the gentleman was 
mistaken in the latter assertion, for the subject 
had been taken away from the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. He therefore hoped this committee 
would not now be relieved of the duty which 
properly belonged to them. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he was unfortunate 
enough. never to be able to satisfy the chairman 
of the Committee on Manufactures. Those who 
had been long in that House knew with what 
avidity the gentleman always insisted upon having 
this subject referred to the committee of which 
he [Mr. A.] was chairman. Mr. C. had, there- 
fore, really thought that when he made the mo- 
tion, ifany gentleman would be gratified, it would 
be that gentleman, who had been for seven years 
struggling to have everything on the subject of 
the tariff sent to his committee. Mr. C. congrat- 


ulated the country, however, that the gentleman |; 


had at last discovered that the tariff should be a 
revenue measure, and nota measure of protection. 
Mr. €. hadalways contended that the subject was 


one that constitutionally belonged to the Com- | 


mitiee of Ways and Means, but the gentleman 
had always opposed it. He was glad the gentle- 
man had changed his ground, and on that account 
Mr. C. withdrew his motion of reference, and 
merely moved the printing of the document; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Committee | 


of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Maglemen. 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 


lic Lands, reported, without amendment, Senate 


bill for the relief of John Newton. 
Mr. WORD, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill to confirm the purchases of certain 
ands in the State of Mississippi, under the act of 
9th of June, 1834. 

.Mr. LOOMIS, from the same. committee, re- 
ported, with an amendment, Senate bill to change 
the location of the office of surveyor general of 
the district composed- of the States of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Michigan. 5 

Mr. L. also reported, without amendment, Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle. 


i 


Mr. L. also. ing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury prepare and 
report to this House,as soon'as may be conveniently done: 
1. Statements showing the whole amount of public lands 
to which the Indian title has been extinguished. the amount 


surveyed, the amount granted for bounties and public ser- j 


vices, the amonnt ceded to the States and Territories, and 
granted and reserved forthe purposes of education, for roads 
and canals, and all other special and local objects, and the 
amount sold. 
2. The eatire cost to the Government of all the public 
lands to which the Indian title has been extinguished, and 
of the care and sale of the same, as near as the same can 
be ascertained and estimated, including the pay and com- 
pensation and expenses to the Government of all persons 
employed. . 
3. ‘Fhe amount paid, and obligated to be paid, for the ex- 
tinguishment of Indian tives, accounting annuities at such 


| sums as invested at five per cent. would produce them, and 


excluding the purchase-money for cessions from foreign 
Governments, and the expense of Indian wars, and the like 
amount, including the purchase-money paid for the aequi- 
sition of lands and territories from foreign Governments; 
the quantity of lands that have remained unsold by the latest 
returns, after having been in market for the space of each 
of the periods—five years, ten years, fifteen years, and 
twenty years; and the quantity sold after having been in 
market for each of the same periods, and the quantity 
thrown into marketeaeh year, and the quantity sold during 
each year. 


Mr. L. moved its present consideration; which 
was agreed to; and the question being on its adop- 
tion, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, saw no neces- 
sity for it, as all the information, if not in an em- 
bodied form, had been already furnished to the 
House. 

Mr. LOOMIS replied that there were many 


points of information embraced in the resolution | 


which were not before the House. 

Mr. YELL moved to strike out the third branch 
of the inquiry, relating to lands sold which had 
been in market from five to twenty years, &c. 

Mr. LOOMIS said no return had ever been 
ser of the amount of lands sold after those pe- 
riods. 

Mr. HARLAN expressed his conviction that 
the Senate and House documents would furnish 
all the informauon called for. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY was in favor of embody- 
ing the whole of these returns in one document, 
so that the people might see at a glance the actual 
condition of the public domain. 

Mr. MURRAY was also in favor of the pro- 
posed inquiry. 

Mr. YeLL’s amendment was rejected; and the 
resolution was concurred in—ayes ninety-six, 
noes not counted, 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, with an amendment, Senate bill 
to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to require the 
judge of the district courts of East and West 
‘Tennessee to hold a court at Jackson, in said 
State,’’ approved June 18, 1838. 

The amendment, on Mr. T.’s motion, was con- 
curred in; and the bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the House bill, recommitted to that 
committee, to reorganize the district courts of the 
United States in the State of Alabama, with sun- 


dry amendments; all of which were concurred in. || 


Mr, CHAPMAN submitted some further 
amendments, which he supported with mach 
earnestness, and they were opposed by Mr. 
LYON. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to postpone the bill till 
Friday morning. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to recommit it to the 
Judiciary Committee; whereupon 

Mr. THOMAS withdrew his motion. 

The motion of Mr. MARTIN to recommit, was 


| agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, 
the communication of-the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents; sent in yesterday, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The orders of the day being called for, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said it had been his in- 


tention, pursuant to the notice he had given, to į 


ask the House to take up the appropriation bills 
to-day; but, in the hope that the House would 


finish the defalcation case, he. would. waive his 


intended motion. 

[Cries of t Agreed!” “ Agreed 1] 

Sundry executive communications were pre- 
sented by the Chair, and laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, on leave, laid 
on thetable.a substitute he intended to submit to 


‘the Independent. Treasury bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 
Mr. BOON, on leave, presente 


d sundry peti- 


| tions. ` 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the resolution to raise a select committee of nine, 
to inquire into the defalcations of Samuel Swart- 
wout and William H. Price; the question pend- 
ing being on the motion to strike from the prop- 
osition that part of it proposing to raise the 
committee by ballot, and insert ‘“ viva voce.” ., 

Mr. LEGARE, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at length in opposition to 
the appointment of the committee by the Chair. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
CUSHMAN, CAMBRELENG, WISH, HOFF- 
MAN, THOMAS, MENEFEE, and PREN- 
TISS of Mississippi; after which, 

Mr. UNDER WOOD having obtained the floor, 
spoke about half an hour,and then moved an ad- 
journment; upon which motion 

Mr. CAMBRELENG deman 
nays; which were not ordered. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 16, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT presented a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
copy of the survey of May river, from Tybee to 
Hunt river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Also, acommunication from the President of 
the United States, in relation to the percentage 
allowed to disbursing agents; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to. be 
printed. 

Also, a communication from the President of 
the United States, in relation to the condition of 
the Seminole Indians who have emigrated; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of a 
number of citizens of Pittsburg, praying for an 
appropriation for improving the navigation of the 
Ohio river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Rich- 
ard Graham and John O. Fallon, asking to be re- 
leased from responsibility incurred as sureties. 

Mr. MORRIS presented a paper from William 
Beck, of Cincinnati, who supposed that he had 
discovered a grand catholicon for all the diseases 
of the monetary system; which, after being read, 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of 
Henry C. Corbitt and two hundred and forty-one 
others, legal voters of Chestnut ward, in the city 
of Philadelphia. Also, the memorial.of Samuel 
W. Picking, and fifty-nine men and ten women of 
Frankford, Pennsylvania, of similar purport, re- 
monstrating against admitting any State into the 
Union, with a constitution tolerating slavery, and 
requesting Congress to reject all propositions for 
the annexation of Texas to this Union. 

The motion of reception was, on motion of 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, ordered to lie 


ded the yeas and 


| on the table. 


_ Mr. WALL presented the remonstrance of cit- 
izens of Gloucester county, New Jersey, against 
the admission of any State into the Union with 
a constitution tolerating slavery, and against the 
admission of Texas into. the Union. 

The question of reception was, on motion of 


Mr. ROANE, laid onthe table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which a resolution of the 
Senate, in relation to the banks in the District of 
Columbia, was referred, made ‘a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. N. also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill relating to the manner in 
which certain laws of the District of Columbia 
shail be executed; which was read, and ordercd 
to a second reading. 

Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which the subject had been 
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referred, reported a joint resolution authorizing 
the Mayor of Washington to execute deeds to 
certain citizens of Washington; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. ; 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Malachi Hagan, 
of the Territory of Florida; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which the subject had beenreferred, 
reported a bill in relation to certain railways in 
the State of Mississippi; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Also, a bill granting to the State of Michigan 
one hundred thousand acres of land, to aid said 
State in constructing a canal around the falls of 
Ste. Marie; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Henry Marsh, 

without amendment. 
“Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Vermont, in favor of granting 
a tract of land to each of the colleges in that State, 
asked to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the petition of John 
Roberts, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which wasagreed to. 

Mr, W. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial of Charles S; Hempstead; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the memorial of John Camp- 
bell White, of Baltimore, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- | 


nance, to which had been referred the petition of 
a number of citizens of Ohio in favor of the incor- 
poration of a National Bank, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill to allow a drawback 
on imported hemp, reported the same without 
amendment. 

©, Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Milita- 
ry Affairs, to which had been referred the inquiry 
as to the expediency of remunerating Lieutenant 
J.B. Thornton, forlosses sustained by the wreck 
of the Pulaski, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. S 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, to which had been referred the 


be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, moved to refer to the 
Committee on Military Affairs thé report of the 
Secretary of War, (Doc. No 58,) in reply to the 
resolution of the Senate, adopted on the 2d in- 


stant, calling for information as to the time when |; 


theclaims of the volunteers of Alabama, for horses 


lost in the service of the United States, in the late | 


campaign against the Seminole Indians, will be 
examined and settled; and what further, if any, 
provisions are necessary to a promptand just set- 
tlement of said claims. 

Mr. C. also offered the following resolution on 
the same subject: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military. Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making further | 


provision by law for the more prompt adjustment and pay- 
ment of claims for horses lost in the service of the United 
States; and also into the expediency of removing the lim- 
itation fixed by the War Department on the value of horses 
lost in said service. ` 

Mr. C. also remarked, in connection with the 
resolution, that he wished to call the attention of 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs to so much of- the document to be 
referred to the committee as related to restriction 
indicated by the last clause of his resolution. The 
Third Auditor, in his report to the Secretary of 
War, remarks: 

t Your decision on the subject prohibits the allowance 
for any cavalry, or wagon horse, in cases in question, of 
more than one hundred and twenty dollars, the sum. fixed 


etition of the heirs of Abraham White, asked to | 


onin your letter to General Jesup of the 2d December, 
1897,” &e, one a 
Mr. C. remarked, that as regarded the- Ala- 
bama volunteers, and probably most of those from 
other States, the operation of this restriction 
would be retrospective, and consequently unjust. 


| He said he believed the Alabama volunteers had 


been mustered into service before the promulga- 
tion of this rule, and, of course, without any 
knowledge of its existence; and it would operate 
with extreme hardship on those who had carried 
into the public service horses of greater, or per- 
haps double the value, to be restricted to the sum 
of $120. It was (he said) with a view to prevent 
the unjust operation of the rules referred to that 
he had penned the last clause of the resolution 
he had submitted; and he hoped it would attract 
the special attention of the committee. 
The resolution was then adopted nem con. 


WORKMEN ON THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BAYARD asked that the bill to amend 
the act establishing a criminal court in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia might be taken up. 

Mr. BENTON begged the Senator from Dela- 
ware to withdraw his motion a few minutes, for 
the purpose of taking up the joint resolution from 
the House to pay the workmen on the public 
buildings. 

Mr. BAYARD acceding to Mr. Benron’s re- 
quest, 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to investigate and settle the claims of 
the workmen on the public. buildings in the city 
of Washington, was taken up. 

Mr. MORRIS opposed the passage of the res- 
olution, on the ground that it would be taking 
moncy from the ‘Treasury without an appropria- 
tion by law. 

Mr. KING and Mr. FULTON answered the 
objections, and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and, by 
unanimous consent, was read the third time and 
passed. 


COURT IN TENNESSEE. 


The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill to amend an act to require the 
judge of the district of East and West Tennessce 
to hold a court at Jackson, in said State, was 
considered and agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN LEGACY. 


The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives tq the joint resolution relative to the Smith- 
sonian legacy, was laid on the table. 


BRADBURY T. JEPSON. 


The bill from the House for the relief of Brad- 
bury T.Jepson was read the third time and passed. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
On motion of Mr. STRANGE, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Commissioner of the Pat- 
ent Office, made to the Senate on the 14th instant, be 
printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill for the graduation and reduction of 
the price of the public lands came up as the un- 
finished business; and, after a debate, in which 
Messrs. CALHOUN, BAYARD, ROBINSON, 
and CLAY of Kentucky, took part, the question 
was taken on ordering it to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was decided in the affirmative 
~—yeas 27, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Cuthbert, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles. Norvell, Pierce, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Tipton, Walker, White, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, 
and Young—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ken- 
tucky, Crittenden, Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, 
Spence, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Wall, and Williams 
of Maine—22. 

The Senate then went into executive session; 
after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 16, 1839. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the consent of the 
House to take up-the resolution submitted by 
him on Monday last, for an amendment to the 
rules, so as to substitute the viva voce mode of 


i pension of the rules. 


voting -by the House 
to be by ballot: : 
Mr. WISE objected. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE 


„whei js now provided 


thereupon moved a $us- 
Mr. WISE moved a call of the House. - . 

Mr. PICKENS inquired if the mover of theres- 
olution intended it to embrace. the. cases:of elde- 
tion of President and Vice President? odds 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied that he‘had drafted 
the resolution expressly with regard to the rules 
of the House only, which. were adopted by each 
Congress; and no such case as that referred-.to. by 
the gentleman could come on this sessione 

Mr. ADAMS requested Mr. Wisi! to: with- 
draw the motion for a call of the House. —-: 

Mr. WISE could not doso; for, on the adop- 
tion of a proposition of this. kind, he wished it 
fully debated in a full House. : gee 

Mr. ADAMS appealed to Mr. Dromeoo.e:‘to 
postpone the motion to some future day, as, if 
adopted, it would have an immediate. effect upon 
another subject—the mode of appointing or-elect- 
ing the select committee on the Swartwout. case. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE could nat consent to do 803 
the less so-as the principle had already been set- 
tled by the House at the commencement of the 
present session. ee 

A-call of the House was then ordered, without 
a division, and proceeded in until the roll“was 
called over a second time, when it was dispensed 
with. 

The question then recurred on. Mr. Drom- 
GOOLE’s motion to suspend the rules, and the 
yeas and nays were ordered oh, the call. of the 
same gentleman.. : Lhe SI 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to lay the resolution on the table. > io., 

The SPEAKER ruled the motion to be.out.of 
order, on the ground that the resolution wag. not 


| before the House till the rules were suspended. 


The question being then taken, resulted-—yeas 
97, nays 93; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 
Brodhead, Bronson, Cambreleng, Jobn Campbell, Casey, 
Chaney, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, Crary, 
Cushman, Davee, Deberry, De Graff, Dromgoole, Elmore, 
Farrington, Isaac Fletcher, Fry, James Garland, Grantland, 
Gray, Harrison, Dawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Robert M. 'F. Hunter, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Klingensmith, Lewis, Logan, Lyon, James M. Mason, 
Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, 
McClure, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Murray, Noble, 
Owens, Palmer, Parmenter, Paynter, Petrikin, Phelps, 
Potter, JohnH. Prentiss, Reily, Richardson, Rives, Robert- 
son, Sheffer, Shields, Sheptor, Snyder, Stuart, Swearingen, 
Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, ‘fitus, Toucey, Towns, Tur- 
ney, Vail, Weeks, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Worth- 
ington, and Yeli—97. As pe 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Ayerigg, Bell, Bid- 
die, Bond, William B. Calhoun, William B. Campbell, 
Carter, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Clowney, Coffin, Cran- 
ston, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Dawson, Davies, Ed- 
wards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, 
Rice Garland, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William 
Graham, Graves, Grennell, Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, 
Hawes, Wenry, Herod, Henry Johnson, William C. John- 
son, Kennedy, Lincoln, Mallory, Marvin, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, May, Maxwell, Menefee, Mercer, Mitehell, Mat 
thias Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle;: Peck, 
Ports, Pratt, Sergeant. S, Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden; Ran- 
dolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Salton- 


‘| stall, Sergeant, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sibley, Stade, 


Smith, Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, ‘Albert S. White, Jobn 
White, Lewis Williams, Joseph. L. Williams, Christopher 


| HW. Wiliams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—93. 


So the rules were not suspended, requiring a 
majority of two thirds. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill for the relief of Sarah Angel and the 
other heirs-at-law of Benjamin King, deceased. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill entitled “ An act to amend 
an act for calling forth the militia to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppressing insurrection, anp 
repelling invasions, and to repeal the act now in 


| force Tor this purpose, approved. February .28, 


1795.” 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill for the settlement of 
the accounts of the State of New Hampshire. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a.joint resolus 
tion, explanatory of the act. of the 9th of duly, 
1838, granting. half pay and pension: to,-certain 
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widows, [providing-that-a. subsequent. marriage 
of the widow, or the death of her husband since 
the passage of the act, shall not bar her claim.] 

The resolution having been read twice, and jj 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
W. asked its present consideration; but it being 
objected to, Mr. W. gave notice that he would | 
move to-take it up the first convenient opportu- 
nity. i 
Mr. FRY, from the same committee, reported 
bills granting pensions to Benjamin Price, Wil- 
liam Harper, and Mary Uptegraft. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported a bill granting a pension to 
‘Konrad Widrig. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on In- jj 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Martin Hooper and Charles Grisley. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Wheeler. 

Mr. SERGEANT, from the select committee 
on the subject of steam engines, reported tne fol- 
lowing resolution; which was concurred in: 


Resolved, That two communications from the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury to the committee on steam engines, and 
the accompanying papers, the petition of the citizens of || 
Pittsburg in behalf of Cadwallader’s invention, and the pe- || 
tition of owners of steamboats at Louisville, be printed. 

Mr. SERGEANT submitted the following res- |i 
olution; which was agreed to. f 

Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on steam engines, and of the 
two communications from the said Secretary this day or- 
dered to be printed, be printed forthe nse of the House. 


Mr. MASON, of Ohio, from the select com- 
mittee on the subject, reported a bill to repeal the 
second section of the act to extend the time for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, and re- | 
turning surveys thereon to the General Land Office, 
approved July 7, 1838. 

Mr, M. moved the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved its commitment; which || 
was lost. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time to-day. 

Mr. TOUCEY, from the Committee on the |! 
Judiciary, made an unfavorable report on the |! 
petition of John M. Seran. 


r 


Mr. CORWIN, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Benjamin || 

eartt. j 

Mr. DEBERRY, from the Committee on Ag- |! 
riculture, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of Andrew Logan, of Iowa ‘Territory. f 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Indian f 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- i 
tion of Robert Johnson, administrator of L. Roy. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee on |! 
Foreign Affairs, reported unfavorably on the me- || 
morial of Charles W. Dalney. i 
_ On motion of Mr. LEGARE, the Committee |! 
on Foreign Affairs was discharged from the memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of the State of Massachu- 
setts upon the subjects of war and peace. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- |! 
olutionary Claims, made unfavorable reports on |; 
the petitions of Jane Vreeland, Nehemiah Phillips, |} 
and Catharine Rhodes, of Savannah, Georgia. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the || 

etitions of Paoli Wills, Patience Smith, James |! 
hompson, Susannah Lilley, Mary Wilman,and || 
Colonel William Lawrence. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- |! 
tee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions of | 
David Goodrich, Abijah Hitchcock, Sylvanus |} 
Wood, heirs of Benjamin Chappell, Cornelius | 
Phillips, Edmund Price, heirs of Daniel Starr, | 
and Elisha Dillingham. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, made an unfavorable report on the |! 
petition of Benjamin Bibben. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the 
petitions of Betsey Warner, Elias Carpenter, 

ames Taylor, and Samuel Butler. X 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the same com- |! 
mittee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
of Aden Bartlet and David Bartlet. | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Petitions; on leave, were presented by Messrs. 


CUSHMAN and SPENCER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, on leave, || 
presented certain joint resolutions from the Legis- |i 


lature of North Carolina on the subject of the 
public lands; which, on his motion, were read, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the general 
committee of twenty-six on the public lands. 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 
The House then resumed the consideration of 


| the resolution to raise a select committee to inquire 
| into the defalcations of Samuel Swartwout, as 


stated in the proceedings of yesterday. 

The debate was continued by Messrs, UN- 
DER WOOD, FRY, MARTIN, BIDDLE, TOU- 
CEY, and DUNCAN. The latter gentleman, 
after having discussed the proposition before the 
House at some length, gave way to 

Mr. BOON, who moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. BOON then withdrew the motion for ad- 
journment. 

Mr. TURNEY renewed the motion to adjourn; 
upon which the yeas and nays were ordered; and 
were—yeas 92, nays 78. 

The House accordingly adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, January 17, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT communicateda report from 
the War Department, containing statementsshow- 
ing the contracts entered into by that Department 
during the year 1838; which was laid on the ta- 
ble, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT communicated reports from 
the Executive Departments, as follows; which 
were severally laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed: 

A communication from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, inclosing reports of the 
Surveyors General of Hlinois and Missouri, 
which were not received in time to be included in 
the annual report of that bureau. 

A report from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
a statement from the Indian Bureau, showing the 
number of persons employed in that branch of 


| the public service. 


A report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
made in compliance with the resolution of the 
10th instant, showing the amount that would have 
been distributed up to June, 1839, under the bill 


| to provide for the distribution of the proceeds of 


the sales of the public lands, which passed both 
Houses and was vetoed by President Jackson. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. LYON presented the petition of Joseph 
Campan, asking for a patent for a certain tract of 
land; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of Eze- 
kiel Rodgers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON submitted a document prepared 
by Gencral Hernandez, relative to the bill for the 
armed occupation of Florida. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of sundry 
inhabitants from New Castle county, Delaware, 
praying for an appropriation for the construction 
of a harbor at Delaware city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which the subject had been referred, 
reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy, 
of Arkansas; which was read, and ordered to a 


il second reading. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which the same had been referred, re- 
ported the bill from the House for the relief of 


| Smith & Towns, without amendment. 


Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petition of Henry J. 
Pickering, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The report of the Committee on Pensions un- 
favorable to the petition of the heirs of Abraham 
White, was considered and concurred in. 


NOTICE OF A RESOLUTION. 
Mr. NORVELL gave notice that he would 


to-morrow ask leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion providing for the purchase of the island at 


| Naval Committee to instruct itself, 


the confluence of the St: Peters and Mississippi 
rivers, ‘ 
COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate took 
up and considered, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill to amend the act to establish a criminal 
court in the District of Columbia; and, after some 
remarks from Mr. B., the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. ` 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
The bill to provide for the graduation and re- 


| duction of the price of the public lands came up 


on its third reading. 

Messrs. CLAY, CALHOUN, BUCHANAN, 
NILES, BENTON, and KING addressed the 
Senate; and the question on the passage of the 
bill being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 22; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Cuthbert, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Nites, Norvell, Pierce, _ 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Tipton, Walker, White, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, 
and Young—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ken- 
tucky, Crittenden, Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, 
Spence, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Wall, and Williams 
of Maine~~22. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 17, 1839. 


Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
John . 
Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported, without 
amendment, Senate bill regulating the transporta- 
tion of the mail by railroads; which was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, Senate bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Thomas Ripley; 
and said bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported a bill to authorize Isaac Gage, 
of Augusta, in the State of Maine, to import, free 
of duty, the iron materials for the construction of 
steam vessels to be used in the coasting trade. 

Mr. INGHAM, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the widow 
of John Marshall. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Dr. J. M. Foltz. 

Also; the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of building five 
brigs or schooners for the public service, the same having 
been recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. HOWARD submitted an amendment pro- 


| posing to extend the inquiry to the expediency of 


constructing one or more steam revenue cutters; 
but he withdrew it on the suggestion of Mr. Ine- 
uam that the subject wes already before the Naval 
Committee. i 

Mr. PETRIKIN should like to know where 
was the use of adopting a resolution from the 
J If the object 
was considered by that committee to be a proper 
one, let them take the responsibility, and not re- 
lieve themselves by throwing it thus indirectly 
upon the House. 

_Mr. INGHAM replied that this was the inva- 
riable usage of the House, at least ever since he 
had been a member of it, to instruct a committee 
on a subject which was not already before them. 
The committee could not report otherwise on 
this subject, because, though the object was rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Navy, his 
report had not yet been referred to the Naval 


! Committee. Hence the committee was driven to 
| adopt this course. 


The resolution was then concurred in. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Committee 
of Claims, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of William Kilgore; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of Charles Whitcomb and James Gullison; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the Committee on 
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‘Manufactures. was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of William Colegate 
and others, in relation to the duty on starch; and 
it was referred to the same Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union to which was 
referred a bill upon the same subject. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The following message from the President of 
the United States was laid before the House by 
the Speaker: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I lay before you a communication from the Secretary of 
War, which is accompanied by one from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, suggesting the propriety of setting apart a 
tract of country west of the Mississippi for the Seminole 
Indians, so that they may be separate from the Creeks; and 
representing the necessity of a small appropriation for sup- 
plying the immediate wants of those who have been re- 
moved; and I respectfully recommend these subjects to the 
early consideration and favorable action of Congress. 

M. VAN BUREN. 

Wasuineron, January 16, 1839. 


Also, a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting information called for by the resolution 
of the 3lst December ultimo, in relation to the 
distribution of arms to the militia of the United 
States, under the aét of April 23, 1808; which 
letter was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a statement of the contracts made by the 
various officers of the War Department on behalf 
of the United States, in the year 1838; which 
letter and statements were laid on the table. 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of State of 
Vermont, inclosing the credentials of the Vermont 
delegation for the Twenty-Sixth Congress of the 
vee States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CASEY presented to the House certain 
documents from the Secretary of War in relation 
to an application which had been made to Con- 
gress by J. B. Beaubien and his associates, for 

is confirmation oftheir claim to the military res- 
ervation at Fort Dearborn, adjoining the city of 
Chicago, on Lake Michigan; which, on his mo- 
tion, was ordered to be printed and laid on the 
table. 

PETER MOORE AND COMPANY. 


Mr. HUBLEY asked the consent of the House 
to take up and consider the bill for the relief of 
Peter Moore and Co. and others; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-day. 

CONGRESS OF NATIONS. 

Mr. LEGARE said, that, yesterday, in making 
the report upon the memorial of certain citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying for a congress of na- 


tions for the settlement of national disputes, he 
had neglected to make the motion that the same 


be printed. He would beg leave now to make 
that motion. 

Mr. HOWARD suggested the following 
amendment: 


For reasons stated in the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, made to the House on 13th June, 1838, and 
numbered nine hundred and seventy nine, in the printed 
documents of the second session of the Twenty-Fifth Con- 
gress. ` 

Mr. ADAMS suggested the propriety ofamend- 
ing the motion so as to include the memorial 
which he presented last year, forming the basis 
of this report, and also those presented since. 
These memorialists seem to be well acquainted 
with the report made by the gentleman at the last 
session. 

Mr. LEGARE had no objection to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS said he presumed the committee 
had not looked into the memorial which discusses 
the report made by that committee at the last ses- 
sion. It was the most luminous of all present- 

-edthem. He hoped the present report would be 
secommitted to that committee to take into con- 
sideration these memorials. He had many upon 
the same subject which had not yet been present- 
ed, from enlightened citizens from various parts 
ofthe Union. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to 
print was a distinct one from that of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. It would not, therefore, 
ve in order to amend that motion by moving to 


recommit the report; but a motion to recommit | 


and print would be in order. 
Mr. ADAMS so modified his motion. 


i 


| 


Some-conversation took place between Messrs. 
ADAMS and LEGARE inrelation to the memo- 
rials presented, and the report of the committee 
of the last session upon this subject. 

Mr. HOWARD said there were two classes of 
memorials before the committee; one class relat- 
ing to the creating of a congress of nations, to 
settle national difficulties generally, and the other 
asking the interposition of the United States be- 
tween the Republic of Mexico and the French 
nation. The latter class the committee now had 
under consideration,and, he hoped, would be pre- 
pared in a few days to make a report thereupon. 
The former, proposing a congress of nations, had 
been fully considered and reported upon by that 
committee at the last session. No new matter on 
the former point had been brought before them 
in these memorials, which they did not touch 
upon at that time; and it was for that reason that 
the committee asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. He had no 
objection to vote for printing the memorial also. 
Mr. H. was understood to say that the report had 
been founded upon one memorial. 

Mr. ADAMS rejoined, that as this report had 
been founded upon but one single memorial, he 
considered it an additional reason why it should 
be recommitted. He considered the report made 
by that committee at the last session, one of the 
ablest that had ever been produced upon that sub- 
ject, and would be willing to vote for printing one 
million copies to disseminate among the people. 

Some further conversation here took place 
between Messrs. LEGARE, CUSHING, and 
ADAMS. 

Mr. PETRIKIN, having obtained the floor, 
moved the previous question; but subsequently 
withdrew it for an explanation from 

Mr. ADAMS, who said, as he felt himself 
satisfied by the explanations of the gentlemen of 
the committee, he would withdraw his motion to 
recommit, but insist on that to print the memo- 


rial. 

Mr. PETRIKIN here renewed his motion for 
the previous question; which was seconded— 
yeas 68, nays 57. 

The main question was then ordered—being 
upon the motion of Mr. Lecare to print the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, made |) 
on yesterday—and decided in the affirmative. 


IMPORTS, ETC. 


Mr. ELMORE asked leave of the House to 
take up the resolution submitted by him on the 
8th of January, calling for information from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of im- 
ports, exports, and duties; which was agreed to, 
and the resolution adopted. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST gave notice that he 
should, to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to 
allow a drawback on duties on imported hemp, 
when manufactured into cordage and exported. 


DEFALCATION OF SWARTWOUT. 


The House then resumed the consideration of |! 
Mr. CamsBreLenc’s motion to raise a select com- 
mittee to investigate the defalcations of Samuel 
Swartwout; the question being on the motion to 
strike from the modified resolution the proposi- 
tion to raise said committee by ballot. i 

Mr. DUNCAN addressed the House at some |! 
length; and having concluded his remarks, 

Mr. PETRIKIN obtained the floor,and moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. GRENNELL moved a call of the House; 
before taking the question, however, 

Mr. PETRIKIN withdrew the motion for the 
previous question, at the solicitation of . 

Mr. STANLY, who, having spoken some time 
in reply to Mr. Duncan, renewed the motion for 
the previous question. 


Mr. WISE inquired what would be the effect || 
of the motion for the previous question, if it pre- į; 
vailed? Would it cut off the amendment which 
proposed the appointment of the committee by |: 
ballot? . ji 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. || 

Mr. WISE moved a call of the House. i 

The question was taken by tellers; and there | 
appeared—ayes 91, noes 90. : | 

The SPEAKER voted against it, and conse- | 
quently it was lost. i 


Mr. KENNEDY obtained thefloor;and moved 
that the House adjourn; upon which motion: - 

Mr. COFFIN demanded the yeas and nays: 

The yeas and nays were ordered.’ : 

The question was taken, and there appeared— 
yeas 14, nays 193. : ; 

So the: House refused to adjourn. ‘ 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, renewed. the 
motion for a call of the House. 

The question was taken by tellers; and there 
appeared—ayes 99, noes 101. DEn 

So the motion was decided inthe negative.” * 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
for the previous question. : 

The question was taken by tellers; and’ there 
appeared—ayes 94, noes 118. 

So the motion was decided in the negative. - 

Mr. KENNEDY, being entitled to the floor, 
proceeded to discuss, for a short time, the prop- 
osition before the House; but waived his right 
to admit a motion for adjournment. 

The question upon the motion to adjourn was 
then taken; and decided in the negative-—yeas 83, 
nays 113. 

Mr. KENNEDY intimated a wish thatthe 
House should come to a decision upon the sub- 
ject before it; and to enable it to do so suspended 
all further remarks. ; 

The question being on the proposition of Mr. 
Tuomas, to strike from the amendment moved 
by Mr. Gartan, of Virginia, the words ‘elect 
by ballot,” and insert the words ‘ viva voce,”” 

Mr. FILLMORE thereon demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SMITH inquired of the Chair ifthe amend- 
ment to the amendment would ‘not, as involvin 
a change of the rules, require a majority of two 
thirds for its adoption ? : : 

The SPEAKER was understood to’ say that, 
if the amendment to the amendment required two 
thirds, it would also require two thitds to adopt 
the resolution. He decided that it was competent 
for a majority to amend the resolution; but as it 
involved a change of the rules, it would require 
a vote of two thirds to pass it; and cited prece- 
dents of the House and parliamentary law to sus» 
tain him in his decision. EPA 

Mr. WISE said he did not coincide with: the 
opinion of the Speaker; that the law did not sat- 
isfy his mind. He contended thatit was not com- 
petent for the Chair to entertain a motion which 
was, in effect, to change and abrogate the rules 
of the House, and stated his point of order to be 
founded upon the rules of the House, in the fol- 
lowing words: Oo : 

« All committees shall be appointed by the Speaker, un- 
less otherwise specially directed by the House; in which 
case they shali be appointed by ballot.” i 

The SPEAKER decided that it was inorder to 
move the amendment, and that the point raised 
might be “a fit ground for ity rejection’ by that 
House, but not within the competence of the 
Speaker to suppress, asif it were against order;’? 


i thatif theamendment to the amendment be agreed 


to by a majority, and the amendment as amended 
be incorporated into the resolution by a majority, 
the resolution, in that form, would require, under 
the 119th rule, which provides, ‘‘ nor shall any 
rule be suspended except by a vote of at least 
two thirds of the members present,” a vote of 
two thirds to pass the same. i ; 

Mr. WISE appealed from this decision of the 
Chair, and demanded the yeas and nays upon 
said appeal. 

Mr. ELMORE suggested tothe gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] that this was not the time 
to raise the question of order; that it would be 
much better to raise it upon the resolution itself, 
and not on a preliminary motion. 

Mr. WISE replied that it was the proper time; 
he wanted the House to determine whether it was 
competent to entertain a motion that, in his opin- 


i ion, violated a rule of the House. 


Mr. FILLMORE here read the rule of the 
House, which, in substance, says that a propo- 
sition to amend the rules should be submitted one 
day previous to the question on its action; and 
gave it as his opinion that it was not in order to 
entertain the motion to amend the resolution. 

Mr. BANKS said he had risen for the pores 
of sustaining the decision of the Chair, and should 
have preferred adhering to the course. he had-pre- 
scribed to himself in voting rathér than in partici- 
pating in the protracted and boundless debates of 
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this House, and.-especially-upon the resolutions 
and amendments now. under. consideration; 
concurring in-the decision made by the Chair in 
the question of order now raised, and as an ap- 
neal had been taken from that decision. to the 


ouse, he felt bound by every consideration of || 


duty which heowed to himself and tite privileges 


due to.every member of the, House, briefly to | 


assign the reasons for the opinion he entertained. 
Ele regretted that, in the views he should present 
upon this subject, he should be compelled, by 
way of illustration, to allude to the practice of 
another legislative body, over whose deliberations 
he long had the honor of presiding. 

Mr: Speaker, (said Mr. B.,) what is the ques- 


tion we are called upon to decide?. Certain reso- | 
lutions have been introduced proposing to raise a | 
committee to investigate the defalcation of Mr. | 
Swartwout, late collector at the portof New York; | 
a motion had been made by his colleague [Mr. |; 


Wise] to amend the resolutions so as to change 
the mode of appointing the committee, by insert- 
ing the words ‘by ballot;’? and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Tuomas] had moved to 
amend. the amendment by substituting in lieu 
thereof, ‘‘ viva voce.’?, He asked whether it was 
inorder to move to amend the amendment? There 
could be no doubt upon that peint. It is a prin- 
ciple of parliamentary Jaw recognized by every 


writer upon the subject, and practiced upon by ; 


every legislative body known to our history, that 
a further amendment at this time would not bein 
order. However inconsistent or incompatible an 
amendment may be to one already agreed to, or 


to the main question itself, it furnished proper j 


ground forits rejection by the House; but it could 
not be suppressed by the Speaker. Suppose that 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland 
was in direct and palpable violation of the Con- 
stitation of the United States: could the Speaker 
say that it. was out of order, and, therefore, not 
entertain the motion? Surely not, sir, Each mem- 
ber decides for himself what is constitutional or 
unconstitutional, expedient or inexpedient.. The 
only question for the Speaker to decide, when a 
proposition is submitted, is, whether it is in order 
to amend. If that question be answered affirma- 
tively, he bas no right to decide upon the char- 
acter or bearing of the proposition or amendment. 
Lf this amendment to the amendment should be 
adopted, and finally become incorporated with, 
and stand as a part of, the original resolution, 
then, by another rule of the House, it would re- 
quire two thirds of the members present to pass 
the resolution, which he believed would be carried 


by. nine tenths of the members of this body; for ; 


no member was opposed to this investigation. In 
the House of Delegates of Virginia everything 
is decided by a majority of the Louse; we know 
nothing of this two-thirds system. By a standing 
rule of that House, no committee, whether stand- 
ing or select, shall be less than five, nor more than 
thirteen members; it had often happened there, 
upon great and general questions, affecting every 
portion of the State, that a resolution would be 
adopted directing the Speaker to take one mem- 
ber from each congressional or senatorial district; 


the standing rule, by the action of the House | 
itwelf, would be, pro tanto, suspended or repealed; | 


so the game principle would prevail here under 
the rules of this House. 
every day in practice the identical principle in- 
volved in this amendment. He would not, how- 
ever, recapitulate and comment upon the prece- 
dents and authorities brought to bear upon this 
question by the Speaker, and would not trespass 
longer upon the patience of the House, believing 
that action was.more important than words. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, replied briefly 
to Mr. Banks, andin opposition to the decision 
of the Speaker, and contendea that the adoption 


of the two-third principle, by entertaining the | 


motion to incorporate in this resolution the words 
it wiva voce,’ 
the House. 

The SPEAKER here made a further brief ex- 
planation in support of his decision. 

Mr. HARLAN moved the previous question 
upon the appeal; which was seconded. 

The main question being, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” 

Mr. CAMBRELENG demanded the yeas and 
nays -upon-that question; which were ordered. 


Bat, sir, you are doing || 


> would be practicing a fraud upon | 


t 
H 
| 
|! 
i 


t 


| Mr. WISE. 


! order so to amend the resolution, as modified, as 


į Hunter, Robert M. T, Hunter, Inghain, Thomas B. Jack- 


; ington, and Yell—105. 


; the amount of defaleations, the length ot time they have | 


thereupgn-withdrew-his appeal. 
Mr. CAMBRELEN G so modified his original 
resolution as to accept the: words “ vive voce, in 
the place of‘ by ballot.” aaa ; 

Mr. WISE inquired if the resolation, in this 
form, providing for the appointment of the com- 
mittee viva voce, was in order? 

The SPEAKER decided it to be in order; but 
that, if the resolution, in its modified form, be 
agreed to, it would operate as a suspension of 


è 


the rules, and would require a ** vote of at least ji 


two thirds of the members present” to pass the 
same; and that, if not passed by a vote of two 
thirds, the message of the President would re- 
main the business before the House, subject to 
be referred to a committee to be appointed by 
ballot, or to any other disposition which the 
House might choose to make of it. 

The resolution being modified by the mover to 
read, ‘appointed by the House viva voce,” the 
amendment moved to the original resolution by 
Mr. Garran, of Virginia, and the amendment 
moved thereto by Mr. Tuomas, fell. 

Mr. MARVIN asked whether it would be in 


to strike out the words “ viva voce,” and insert 
the words by ballot??? 

The SPEAKER. decided that it would. 

Mr. MARVIN then moved to amend the res- 
olution accordingly. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 113, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bell, Biddie, Bond, Borden, William B. 
Calhoun, John Cathoon, Wiliam B. Campbell, Carter, 
Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Coffin, Corwin, Cran- 
ston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Dartington, Dawson, Da- 
vies, Deberry, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, 
Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Grant- 
land, Graves, Grennell, Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hastings, 
Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Hopkins, Jabez Jackson, 
Henry Johnson, William Cost Johason, Legare, Lincoln, 
Mallory, Marvin, Sampson Mason, May, Maxwell, Mc- 
Kennan, Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Matthias 
Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Pearce, Peck, 
Pickens, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rari- 
den, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robertson, Rob- 
inson, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sergeant, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Stith, 
Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, Taliaterro, Thompson, | 
Tillinghast, ‘Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, John | 
White, Lewis Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—t13. 

NAYS-—~ Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 
Brodhead, Bronson, Bynum, Cambrelerg, John Campbell, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, 
Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Davee, De Graf, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Elmore, Farrington, Isaae Fletcher, Fry, 
Gallup, Grant, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, Harrison, Haw- 
kins, Haynes, Wolsey, Holt, Howard, Hubley, William H. 


son, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Kfingensinith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, James 
M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert MeClellan, Abraham 
MeCleilan, MeClare, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Murray, Noble, Owens, Palmer, Parmenter, Parris, Payn- 
ter, Petrikin, Phelps, Potter, Pratt, John iL Prentiss, Reily, 
Richardson, Rives, Sheffer, Charles Shepard, Sheplor, 
Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Tou- 
cey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Wagener, Weeks, 


Whitthesey, Sherrard Williams, Jared W, Williams, Worth- 


So the amendment of Mr. Marvin was agreed 
to. 
The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolutions; and upon that question, 

Mr. KENNEDY demanded the yeasand nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The resolutions, as follows, were then agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the communication from the President 
of the United States, of the 8th of December, 1832, relating 
to the defaleation of the late collector of the port of New | 
York, except so much as relates to a modification of the 
revenue laws, be referred to a select committee of nine j 
members, to be appointed by the House by batiot, whose } 
duty itshall be to inquire into the causes and extent of the 
late defalcations of the custom-house at New York and 
other places; the length oftime they have existed ; the cor- 
reetness of the returns which have been made by the col- j 
lectors, naval and other officers, and the deposit banks, re- 
spectively; and all such facts connected with the said defal- 
cations as may be decmed material to develop their true jį 
character. 3 i 

Beit further resolved, That the said committee be required 


to inquire into, and make report of, any defalcations among || 


the colicctors, receivers, and disbursers of the public 
money, which may now exist; who are the defaulters; 


existed, and the causes which led to them; and that the ; 
said.comittee have power to send for persons and papers.” 


Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed: a wish that 


{ 
t 


i 


the House would make it the order of the day for 
to-morrow to go into a ballot. 

Mr. COFFIN moved that the House proceed 
immediately to ballot. . 

Mr. GRANT moved that the House adjourn; 
which was taken by tellers, and decided in the 


| negative. 


Mr. Corrin’s motion was then agreed to; and 
the House accordingly proceeded to ballot. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Drom- 
GooLE, Garrard of Virginia, and Marvin, as 
tellers to count the ballots. i 

Number of ballots 110; necessary to a choice, 


| 106; of which— 


Mr. Harlan received.. 
Mr. Curtis..... E 


Mr. Smith. 
Mr. Bimore... 
Mr. Hopkins... 
Mr. Cushman. 
Mr. Hubley. 
Mr. Hamer.. 
Mr. Thomas 
Mr. Owens 
Mr. Turney. 
Mr. Casey.. 
Mr. Potter...... 


Mr. Garland, of Virginia. 3 
Mr. Parka iscrscsisercsside sescisir 24 
Mr. Garland, of Louisiana eissai 22 
Mr. Jones, of New York. Ken a 


Mr. Toucey.. 
Mr. Bynum... 
Mr. Dromgoole 
Mr. Atherton... 
Mr. Ingham....... 
Mr. Mason, of Virg 
Mr. Boon.. 
Mr. Martin.. 
Mr. Cambreleng. 
Mr. Clark...... 
Mr. Legare... 
Mr. Lincom... 
Mr. Weeks..... 
Mr. Lewis.. 
Mr. Bouldin.. 
Mr. Evans... 
Mr. Adams 
Mr. Bell... 
Mr. Biddle 
Mr, Duncan 
Mr, Gray. 
Mr. Pickens, 
Mr. Corwin....-. 
Mr. Haynes...... 
Mr. Howard. sse ssesessesee 
Mr. Kemble.css orsooeassess. 
Mr. Petrikin 
Mr. Pope sasso ceaeee 
Mr. Allan, of Vermont. sese 
Mr, Anderson..sseessevees 
Mr. Brodhead...... ceacseeeveeeees 
Mr. Calhoun, of Massachusetts....... 
Mr. Cray sese cess oe 


inia, 


sesoreo 


EETETTI 


Mr. Fy sissies 
Mr. Hoffman..... 

Mr. Hunter, of Virginia... 
Mr. Johnson, of Louisiana. 
Mr. Keim.... 
Mr. Parmenter 
Mr. Parris... 
Mr. 'Thompso: 
Mr. Banks.... 
Mr. Coles 
Mr. Darlington 
Mr. Everett... 
Mr, Foster.. 
Mr. Kennedy. 
Mr. Klingensmith, 
Mr. Lyon....... 
Mr. May...... 
Mr. McKay.... 
Mr. Murray.. 
Mr. Noyes. 
Mr. Prentiss, of Mississippi. 
Mr. Ridgway.... 
Mr. Robertson, 
Mr. Robinson. 
Mr. Stanly.... 
Mice Taylor isc. ciseveccseedvactane 
Mr. Williams, of North Carolina. 
Mr. Word... ..ss00. 
Mr. Allen, of Ohio.. 
Mr. Beatty..... . 
Mr. Bicknell sesa 
Mr. Calhoon, of Kentucky., 
Mr. Campbell, of Tennessee 
Mr. Carter. ssas seye 
Mr. Connor... 
Mr. Dunn....... 
Mr. Farrington.. 
Mr. Grantland.. 
Mr. Haley..ceseceee 
Mr. Harrison....... 
Mr. Holsey 
Mr. Bolt carris sasari 
Mr. Johnson, of Maryland.. 
Mr, Leadbetter. ....35.¢ 
Mr. Loomis.......... 
Mr. Marvin.,...< 
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Weer e er eceree nese sre arri tiesas 


1839. : 


Mr. Mason, of Ohio.. 
Mr. McKennan 
. Menefee. 
. Mercer.. 
. Moore. 
. Morgan 
. Prentiss, of Vermont... 
| Randolph... 
+ Reeds. ee eee 
 RDELE. wee eee 
. Richardson. 
, Sergeant sses.. 
. A. H. Shepperd 


eer ree errr rere rere eres 


Pot paid et Feat ped, ft bet ft ald a fom) 


. Wagener.... 
e White. ..ccesea 
. Worthington 
ite Kelhoa 
. Yorke. POF gover Seabees nceoen eres 
The following gentlemen having received the 
requisite number of votes, were declared elected: 
Messrs: HARLAN, Curtis, Wise, Dawson, SMITH, 
and ELMORE. , 
The House then proceeded to a second ballot; 
which resulted as follows: Whole number of | 
votes, 125; necessary to a choice, 63; of which— | 


Mr. Cushman received..... 
Mr. Hopkins.... 


i 


Mr. Hubley.. 94 
Mr. Hamer.... 23 
Mr. Thomas... 20 
Mr. Dromgoole......0.. .4 
Mr. Garland, of Virginia. sooneveseoes 4 
Mr, Turney..cecaccenceoes seceeve civcaees A 
Mr. 'Toucey...... seve sesecces 3 
Mr. Duncan.sesesveceaee . os | 
Mr. Martins... cceevee TELL S 
Mr. McKay.. 3 PTE B 
Mr. POUerspessesassenose eteeereesree È 
Mr. Adams..cceecceseecver eisne sic 
Mr. Atherton wove LE 
Mr, Bell..... sean i 
Mr. Biddle... weveseceee, S 
Mr. Clarke... ese aid 
Mr, Davee..... macnn Geensccis soe peaneroa wera eek 
Mr. Howard. ccceececreececeeene ea eea iie i L 
Mr. Jones, of Virginia. cccce ceveeecneenes ta ted eine sil 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia 1 


Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Owens.. 
Mr. Polk... eee eee 
Mr. Sergeant........65 
Mr. Stanley .... 
Mr. ‘Taylors... 
Mr. Yell..... 


ee 


The following gentlemen having received the 
requisite number of votes, were declared duly 
elected to constitute the proper number of the: 
committee: Messrs. Cusuman, Hopkins, and 
Huey. 

At ten o’clock a motion was made by Mr. 
DROMGOOLE that the House do adjourn; which 
motion was decided in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. DROMGOOLE 
that there be a call of the House, which was also 
decided in the. negative; and then (at eleven 
o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faimay, January 18, 1839. 


Mr. STRANGE presented two sets of resolu- 
tions passed by the Legislature of North Carolina, 
one asking for an appropriation for opening the 
inlet at Nag’s Head; the other on the subject of 
the public lands. 

After some remarks from Messrs. STRANGE, 
WALKER, BROWN, DAVIS, and NILES, on 
the subject of the last resolutions, they were laid 
on the table. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of one hun- 
dred and twelve citizens of Gloucester county, 
New Jersey, praying for the immediate abolition | 
of slavery in the District of Columbia. i 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Missis- ‘ 
sippi, the question of reception was laid on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the petition and | 
papers of Matthew Arbuckle were referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. Yorke viscccsssssscceseeees 


Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of fifty | 


lawyers of Arkansas, in relation to the circuit 


some remarks from Messrs. SEVUER, KING, 
BUCHANAN, WALKER, and CLAY of Ala- 
bama, was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. j 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of Jacob | 


Carter and others, citizens of Georgetown, Dis- || 


i 


trict of Columbia, praying a retrocession of that || Cuthbert, Davis, Foster, Hubbard, King, 


part of the county of Washington west of Rock | 
creek, to the State of Maryland; which was re- | 


i| subject of the Florida war; which was referred to 
|i the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


i| Affairs, to which was referred the communication 


and district courts for that State; which, after | each State $50,000. 


ferred: to the Committee 
lumbia. a es s 

“Mr. KING presented the memorial of the Selma 
and Tennessee Railroad Company, setting forth 
the great advantages of said road, and praying 
for the passage of the bill pending in their favor; 
also, a memorial from sundry citizens of De Kalb 
county, Alabama, on the same subject; which 
were referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. : 

Mr. MOUTON presented several petitions from 
citizens of Louisiana, whose names were not i 
heard, asking for confirmation of their land 
claims; all of which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the memorial of Cap- 
tain Hezekiah S. Thistle, of Louisiana, on the 


von the 


to be printed. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian 


of the Secretary of War relative to the appoint- 
ment of paymasters for the Indian department, 
reported a bill for that purpose; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. T., from the same committee, reported a 
bill providing for the aprointment of additional 
clerks in the office of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Sandford, de- 
ceased; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
bills for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Captain William Williams, deceased; for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Joseph 
Morris, deceased; and a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Dr. William Ramsay, deceased; which 
were severally read, and ordered to a second 
reading. ? 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs 
of William Bayley, deceased. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Matthew 
Arbuckle; whick was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Griffin, deceased; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. NORVELL, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions of John | 
Hawkins, the heirs of Henry Hamilton, and the 
heirs of E. K. Withers. 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NORVELL, in pursuance of notice given, 
obtained leave and introduced a joint resolution 
providing for the purchase of the island at the 
confluence of the Obio and Mississippi rivers; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

The bill making appropriations for the contin- 
uation of the Cumberland road in the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, was taken up as the 
special order of the day. 

Mr. TIPTON gave a brief explanation of the | 
contents and objects of the bill. The appropria- 
tion being $450,000, that is $150,000 for that por- 
tion of the road in each of the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Hlinois. 

Mr. HUBBARD, after a few observations, 
| moved to strike out the word ‘* fifty’? wherever 


| it occurs; thus reducing the appropriation for 


< After some remarks from Messrs. HUBBARD, 
KING, and BROWN, in support of the motion, į 
and from Messes. SMITH of Indiana, and ROB- 
INSON, in opposition to it, the question was 
taken; and Mr. Huszarp’s motion was adopted 
—yeas 27, nays 17; as follows: 


7BAS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 


Lumpkin, Mouton, 
, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, 
f Connecticut, Strange, Swift, Walker, 


Nicholas, Norvell 
Ruggles, Smith 0! 


{| Connecticut, Strange, Walker, Wall, White 


| Walt, White 
sippi— 2i 


, Williams of Maine,and:’ 
NAYS~Mess: 


f rs: Allen, Benton, Clay of Kentucky, Fu 
ton, nn, Morrie, Morits, E h r A 
| ndiana, Southard cice, Tallmadge, Tipton: 
Webster, and Young—17. : : : ; ee į n oF 
Mr. KING, after a few remarks, moved" to 
| strike out the enacting clause-of the bill; which; © 
after some remarks from Mr. YOUNG in oppo- 
sition to the motion, was carried—yeas 23, nays © 
22; as follows: : eek ek aed gaara ahs 
YEAS -—Messts. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Foster, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nites, Norvell, - 
Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Ruggles; Smith:of . 
j Sur ilker, >. Williams of 
Maine, and Williams of Mississippi—23. : ' 
NAYS —Messrs. Alien, Benton, Clay of Kentucky, Cuth- 
bert, Fulton, Knight, Linn, Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, 
Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Southard, 
Spence, Switt, Talimadge, Tipton, Webster, Wright, snd 
Young—22, A 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT: 


A message was received from the President of. 
the United States, transmitting a report. of the 
Director of the Mint, showing the operations of 
that institution for the year 1838; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a message transmitting a letter from’ the’ 
j Secretary of the Treasury on the. subject of 
claims under the Florida treaty of 1819, recom- 
mending additional legislation; which was-laid 
on the table. He ee 

Also, a message transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury on the pro- 
priety of changing the second section of the act 
of March, 1837, for the relief of the insolvent 
debtors of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. i 


CUMBERLAND ROAD AGAIN: - 


Mr. WALL, who voted with the majority, 
said he had been earnestly requested to move a 
reconsideration of the vote on striking out ‘the 
enacting clause of the Cumberland road bill. 
He was willing to make this motion, as he was 
aware that there were several Senators absent 
when the vote was taken, to give an opportunity 
for a more full expression of the opinion of the 
Senate, though he had no intention of changing 
his own vote. grate. Bee 

Mr. W’s motion was supported by Messrs. 
BENTON, SMITH of Indiana, and “MORRIS, 
and opposed by Messrs. PRESTON, CAL- 
HOUN, KING, and CLAY of Alabama. y 

Mr. KING moved ‘to lay the motion or the 
table, giving notice that he himself would call-it 
up at one o’clock on Monday, when‘he expected 
there would be a full Senate. be ES 

On taking the question, Mr. King’s: motion 
was lost~yeas.23, nays 26; as follows?’ 

YEAS—Messts. Brown, Cathoun, Clay: of Alabama, 
Foster, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nicholas; Niles, 
Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Ruggles, Smith 


i| of Connecticut, Strange, Walker, Wall, White, Williams 


of Maine, and Williams of Mississippi—23. i R 

NAYS—Messis. Allen, Bayard, Benton; Buchanan, Clay 
of Kentucky, Crittenden. Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, K night, 
Linn, Merrick, Mortis, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Swift, Talhnadge, 
| Tipton, Webster, Wright, and Young—26, f i 

The question was next taken on the reconsid- 
eration of the vote on striking out the, enacting 
clause; and the reconsideration was ordered with- 
out a division. 5 soe dase 

The question then recurring on striking out 
the enacting clause, the question was taken, and 


|| decided in the negative—yeas 23, nays 26; as 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Foster, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Mouton, Niles, Norvell, 
| Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane; Ruggles, Smith-of 
i Connecticut, Strange, Walker, Wall, White, Williams: of 

Maine, and Williams of Mississippi—23. 7 Sut ck 

NAYS—Meesrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buehanen, Clay 
of Kentucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, Knight, 
Linn, Merriek, Morris, Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, Se- 
vier, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Swift, . Tall- 
madge, Tipton, Webster, Wright, and Youb g—26. 

Mr. HUBBARD moved to strike out all after 
the word ‘*dollars,’? in the eleventh line, which 
provides that the same limitationsand restrictions 
shall exist as.are contained in former laws on:the 
subject. On this motion a debate ensued, in 
which Messrs. HUBBARD, WALKER, CLAY. 
of Kentucky, and CLAY of Alabama sup: orted, 
and Messrs. TIPTON, YOUNG, BA D 
and NILES opposed the motion. oe. 

Mr. HUBBARD. then withdrew his motion. 
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Mr: WALKER moved to strike out that. part 
of the bill which provides that the appropriation 
shall be reimbursed out of the two per cent. fund 
reserved for. making roads to the States named in 
the bill, contending that this fund had been iong 
exhausted, and that it could, by no possibility, 
ever produce the amount appropriated. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. WALK- 
ER, CLAY of Alabama, and CLAY oe 
and opposed by Messrs. KING, BAYARD, 
TIPTON, and BENTON; and on taking the 
question, the motion was lost—yeas 22, nays 24; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Clay of Kentucky, Davis, Foster, Hubbard, King, 
Knight, Lumpkin, Mouton, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Ruggles, Swift, Walker, White, Williams of Maine, 
and Wiliams of Mississippi—22. 

‘NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Roane, Robbins, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Spence, Strange, Tipton, Walt, Webster, Wright, 
and Young~24. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrg. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clay 
of Kentucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, Liun, 
Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, | 
Smith of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Swift, ‘Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Webster, Wright, and Young—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Fos- 
ter, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, Nor- | 
vell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Ruggies, Smith of 
Connecticut, Strange, Walker, Wall, White, Williams of 
Maine, and Williams of Mississippi—23. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 18, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. ELMORE rose, and preferred a request 
to the House to be excused from serving on the 
select committee raised last night on the defalca- 
tione of Swartwout and Price. 

Mr. E. gave his reasons at length, which will 
be:published hereafter; and his application was 
opposed by Messrs. BOULDIN, GRENNELL, 
DAWSON, WISE, PRENTISS of Mississippi, | 
MERCER, REED, MENETEL, and POPE, and 
sustained by Messrs. HAYNES and CRAIG. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays; 
and there were—yeas 118, nays 95. 

So Mr. Enmore was excused. 

Mr, CUSHMAN then preferred the same re- 
quest, 

The question was taken by yeas and nays; 
and there were—yeas 106, nays 99. 

So Mr. Cusiiman was excused. 

Mr. HUBLEY also asked to be excused. 

The request was opposed by Messrs. BID- 
DLE, JOHNSON of Maryland, WISE, and 
NAYLOR, and sustained by Messrs. POTTER 
and CRAIG. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays; 
and there were—yeas 121, nays 68. 

So Mr. Hunrey was also excused. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked leave to submit a 
resolution authorizing the Speaker to fill up the 
three vacancies. 

The SPEAKER pronounced it out of order, 
on the ground that the House haying passed an 
existing order that the committee should be clected | 
in a particular form, it would require a rescind- | 


ia 
a 
n 
i 
- 
= 
D 
= 
3 
> 
< 
G 
a 
S 
& 
e 
z 
y 
o 
aad 
aad 
© 
S 
a 
® 
3 
5 
° 
G 
q 
° 
oe 


now to fill the three vacancies by ballot, further | 


moving a call of the House, and demanding the į 


Mr. ROBERTSON moved a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CRARY. expressed a wish that the mem- 
bers of the House would move some concert of ij 
action, and thereby save the time of the House; | 
and, having that object in view, he would move | 
to strike out the word “now” from the motion | 
of the gentleman from. Virginia, (Mr. Wisu,] and ; 
insert the words * will to-morrow proceed” to fill | 
the three vacancies. | 

Mr. PETRIKIN inquired if a majority or al! 
plurality of votes would be required to determine | 
the ballot. -y 


The SPEAKER decided that it would require, 


by the rules of the. House, a majority on the first 
ballot, and on the second a plurality. . 

„Mr. MENEFEE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion for a call of the House; which 
were erdered. 

Mr. CRARY then withdrew his amendment. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
proceed now to ballot, and decided in the afirm- 
ative. 

The House accordingly proceeded to ballot. 

Messrs. Marvin, GarLanp of Virginia, and 
Toucey, were appointed tellers; and the follow- 
ing was the result of the first ballot: Number of 
votes given, 203; necessary to a choice, 102; of 
which— 


Mr. Potter received........ Saent aNs pati ideseieees 98 
Mr. Taylor. ..ceccecceens WE ri 
Mr. Haynes sesssssees o 

Mr, ThOMaS.sssseeenresosees 

Mr. Hamer. ..sss sesse ere 

Mr. Turney .cccseceseees EE E 09: 
Mr. AdaMS..ssesssoss is eee oe ld 
Mr. Slade vec ecee cere cece ce ccs ence ee eseteecse cece 
Mr. Cathoon, of Kentucky. TOET ETA 
Mr. DromgoolC.....s.esessosesosonosseseseso eeeees 


Mr. Toucey . 
Mr. Craig... dle 
Mr. Biddle.... seoses. 

Mr. Menetee 
Mr. Davee, 
Mr. Duncan... 
Mr. Klingensmitl 
Mr. Martin.. 
Mr. Owens.. 
Mr, Rhett.... 
Mr. Atherton 
Mr. Bell...... EA 
Mr. Boud 


Mr. Cleveland. 
Mr. Crary... es. 
Mr. Edwards. 
Mr. Evans.. 
Me: Ao 2 cscicadddeatiaesseenes 
Mr, Garland, of Virginia ....sesesecssoeoseseso cece 
Mr, Howard........ 
Mr. INGHAM .oee ce ceee eee cree cree rece neseeses oces 
Me. Kemble... .cccececccvenccensscensvarsvsereees 
Mr. Leadbetter. sess cc ccce ener eeeeees 


Mr. Oo ee ee rer re 


Mr. Mitehell................0- EA S's Sivin Risa win tase . 
Mr, Murray.. 
Mr. Parris... 
Mr, Petrikin. 
Mr. Pickens 
Mr. Potts . 
Mr. Ridgws 
Mr. Sergeant.. oewle weave sas tions® 
Me, C. Shepard. ccaseccceseceseees 
Mr. Shields ...csccsseee eee 
Mr. Snyder esses. saes 
Mr. ‘Titus... 
Mr. C. H. Wilia 
Mr. Williams, of Kentucky . 

No one having a majority, there was conse- | 
quently no election. 

Mr. HAYNES gave notice to the House that 
he could not consent to serve on this committee 
if he should be elected. He had made such a dec- 
laration before the House proceeded to ballot, 
when it was intimated to him by some gentlemen 
that he would be voted for. His duties on the 
several committees precluded his serving on this. 
He was, however, very thankful to the gentlemen 
whose kind dispositions had honored him with 
their votes. 

Mr. TAYLOR also, on account of his duties 
on other committees, asked the House to decline 
voting for him as one of the committee. - 

Mr. JONES, of New York, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. PARKER moved a call of the House: lost. 

Mr. TOUCEY moved that the House adjourn; | 
and upon said motion, 


Bee ee meneame seer ences seeoens 


seeeee 


Deere eee e ee eee ee tees tere teem as 


Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; |; 


which were ordered, and were—yeas 30, nays 
106, j 
Mr. ADAMS said, as two gentlemen had de- | 


j clined serving on this committee, if elected, he ; 


would inquire of the Speaker whether it would | 
not, on the second ballot, require a majority of | 
votes to constitute an election? i 

The SPEAKER. ‘The second ballot is not de- ! 
pendent on the first; and therefore any member, | 
whether voted for on the first ballot or not, would ` 
on the second require but a plurality to insure his ; 
election. j 

Mr. POTTER, who had been voted for on the | 
first ballot, objected to serving upon the commit- | 
tee. He stated that it would give him pleasure į 
to do so, but his bad state of health would abso- | 
lutely preclude him from giving any attention, | 


were he to be elected, to the laborious duties 


which that committee would have to undergo in 
this investigation. 

Mr. McK ENNAN moved a call of the House, 
and demanded the yeas and nays upon that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE thought it was useless thus 
to waste the time of the House, and suggested 
that the House would adjourn. 

Mr. WISE having raised the question of order- 
upon Mr. D.’s motion, the House not having 
transacted any business since the last motion to 
adjourn was disposed of, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his motion for 
an adjournment. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on Mr. 
McK enwan’s motion fora call, the House refused 
to order the same by a vote of 57 to 102. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House 
adjourn; and upon said motion tellers were de- 
manded. The House refused to adjourn by a 
vote of 63 to 90. 

The House again proceeded to ballot, when it 
resulted as follows: Whole number of votes, 174; 
necessary to a choice, 73; of which— 

. Taylor recived .cscecsecscecsavececteeen seco oee 99 
. Martin.... seen D2 


. Wagener... 
. Hamer 


. Stanie 


. Owens 
. Potter... 
. Brodhead srry 
t. Calhoon, Of Kentucky..ssvessceccesoee 
. Cleveland... 
. Craig... 
Mr. Haynes..... 
Mr. Atherton.... +s. 
Mr. Ingham.... .... 06+ 
Mr. Klingensmith........ 
Mr. Shields. ..eesssesseserseroacsosre 
Mr. Taliaferro.. .ssessesseessse 
Mr. Tillinghast........0.066 
Mr. Webster ssecsirisoisrais 


a Martin, Taytor, and WAGENER were 
elected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 
House adjourn; but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. WISE, who said that, as the committee 
was now organized, he would ask leave of the 
House to submit a resolution authorizing the 
committee to appointa clerk and printer, and grant 
them leave to sit during the sitting of Congress. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to its reception at 
this time. 

Mr. WISE thereupon moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to offer it; and upon that mo- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Before the question was taken, however, 

Mr. JACKSON, of New York, moved that the 
House adjourn; which it refused to do by a vote 
of 67 to 72. 

Mr. WAGENER here rose, and intimated a 
wish to the House to excuse him from serving 
on the committee; but was not permitted to pro- 
ceed in his remarks, 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
suspend the rules, which was taken by yeas and 
nays, and resulted—yeas 83, nays 62; not being 
two thirds, the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. TAYLOR rose to ask to be excused from 
serving on the committee, and said he would pre- 
fer that the question on excusing be decided ina 
full House, and hoped the House would adjourn 


sessesesevesesveoosoosenee 


ssessoesesesveressen 


esessoroposeosova 


CETETITETILET 


sseresesesenosarsesesosoe 


EEETTETEZI 


OREEIEII 


seen ween 


Pie eR DOWNWW OR a O a O 


Tere eee cry 


; for that purpose. 


Mr. BEATTY demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn; which were not ordered. 
_ The question was taken by tellers, and decided 
in the atlirmative. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1839. 


The first business in order being the request of 
Mr. Taytor, to be excused from serving on the 
select committee to which he had been elected last 
night, and the attendance being very thin, 

Mr. GRAY moved a call of the House; which 
being ordered, was proceeded in for some time, 
when it was dispensed with—one hundred and 
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sixty-one members having answered to their 
names. : 

Mr. TAYLOR then assigned his reasons at 
length why he wished to be excused from serving 
on the committee. The main one was that all the 
gentlemen of the anti-Administration party were 
distinguished lawyers, while Mr. T. was not a 
member of that profession. ; 

Mr. GRAY sustained the motion, and insisted 
that it was but fair and proper that three distin- 
guished lawyers on the. other side should also be 
selected. He submitted this position to the jus- 
tice of the gentleman from Virginia himself, [Mr. 
Wise,] and the Opposition generally. 

Mr. SIBLEY inquired of his colleague, who 
was himself one of the most distinguished lawyers 
of his State, whether, if elected, he would consent 
to:servé on the committee? 

Mr. GRAY replied that there were twenty, at | 
least, of the Administration party, either of whom | 
would be acceptable, but he did not choose to 
respond to the interrogatory until the exigency 
should, if it ever did, arise. 

Mr. WISE said he was willing to take the 
most efficient men of the party, whom he believed | 
to be independent and conscientious gentlemen; | 
but he would not select men to play the part of 
special pleaders and pettifoggers on that commit- 
tee. Mr. W. was willing to take the gentleman 
himself. 

Mr. GRAY did not desire it. He again ap- 

ealed to Mr. Wise that, for his own sake, he 

aving condemned the Secretary of the Treasury 
in advance, to prevent improper imputations, he 
should consent to place three strong men on the 
Administration side. Mr. G. denied any dispo- 
sition, on the part of those with whom he acted 
to protract this discussion; for if only twelve 
Whigs had voted for the three voted for by the 
friends of the Administration, the committee might 
have been at work two days’ago; while it was 
known that many of the latter had voted for the 
Whigs. 

‘Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, quoted the 
article in the Globe to show that these excuses | 
were but carrying out a concerted scheme to de- 
feat the committee altogether, or have it composed 
of all Whigs. 

Mr. P. contended that Mr. TAYLOR, asa mem- 
ber of the medical profession, was better qualified 
to serve on the committee than a lawyer, because 
they were to examine into the diseases of the body- 
politic, and apply the knife to its corruptions. He 
should not admit the gentleman’s excuse. 

Mr. THOMPSON said no better selection of 
Opposition men could have been made than they 
had done, and having also a majority, it was but | 
common justice that the Administration party 
should have their own favorite men. They should | 
have men accustomed to the examination of wit- 
nesses, accustomed to take part in the debates in | 
that House, men in whom the Administration | 
party themselves had confidence. This was noth- | 
ing more than what was right and fair. i 

Mr. BOULDIN said he wished, as he had voted 
añd should vote, apparently rather unrelentingly, | 
in‘ refusing to excuse his friends from sitting on 
this committee, to give his reasons for it. He 
said that it had been urged, very contrarily to his 
opinions and feelings, that to choose the commit- 
tee by ballot was the best way. Mr. B. thought 
it was the worst. He wished it to be decided by 
the country, which was the best. He wished, 
without compliment or disparagement to either 
the Speaker, or to the House, orto the committee, 
or to any member of it, to have it seen by the | 
country, by the frame of this committee, (looking 

$ 


only to the putting of it together,) whether it is |! 


better to have somebody responsible or nobody. 
The world would have wnderstood the committee, 
and the frame of it, in every respect, and would 
have compared it with committees formed by the | 
Speakers of this and other bodies when the | 
Speaker had the appointment. He wished, prin- | 
cipally; to say to his friends that, although he 
might seem unkind in refusing to excuse them 
from sitting on this committee, yet they would 
find him exceedingly soft in excusing them for 
not sitting, should they think proper not to at- 
tend. à 

The debate was further continued by Mr. 
MOORE for excusing, and Mr. GARLAND, of 
Louisiana, against it; when 

Mr. PETRIKIN obtaining the floor, demanded 


‘to their first ballot? 


i 

i gilect. i i 
| leman, he could not believe that he was corrupt. | 
{ 

t 


the previous question; which was seconded, and 

the main question ordered, nem diss. te 
Mr. GRENNELL called for the yeas and nays, 

which, being ordered, were 102 to 102 —a tie; the 


Speaker voting in the affirmative, the question was || 


carried. ; 

So the request of Mr. TayLor to be excused 
was granted, and he was excused accordingly. 

Mr. WAGENER then preferred a request to 
the House to excuse him from serving, stating 
his reasons therefor. He regretted exceedingly 
that he had been placed ina position that re- 
quired him to ask this House to excuse him from 
the performance of the duties appertaining to the 


! situation conferred upon him; at the same time | 


he assured the House that this determination had 
not arisen from any desire in him to embarrass 
it. From the circumstances under which he had 
been clected, he was satisfied that he could have 


taken no other course than that he had adopted | 


for himself. It would be recollected that after 
the three honorable gentlemen were excused yes- 
terday, a ballot was taken, and at which ballot 
he was not a candidate. Three gentlemen of 
high legal attainments were generally supported 
by the friends of the Administration, and three 
others, friends of the Administration, and him- 
self not of the number, were supported by those 
opposed to the Administration. On the second 
ballot, to his surprise, a new ticket was concocted 
by the Opposition, upon which his name was 
placed, and he was elected. Had he beenaware 
of this arrangement before the ballot had pro- 
ceeded, he should most assuredly have promptly | 
and publicly declincd. He asked why this change 
on the part of the Opposition? Why not adhere | 
Or why not, when they 
knew from the first ballot the inclination of the | 
Administration party as to whom they desired, 
allow them to elect those individuals, or at least 
a majority of them? Was it magnanimous to 
refuse us this much? Was it exactly fair to 
elect others of the same party? If.the Opposition 
cannot support those men whom the Adminis- 
tration party desire, let them then elect those of their | 
own party. This would seem to him to. have been 
the course that they should have pursued. He 
did not wish to be understood as dictating any 
particular course to those gentlemen, further than 
stating what he should have supposed would 
have been their proper course. And again: after 
they have put upon that committee, as now or- 
ganized, four Whigs and two Conservatives, and 
all of them lawyers, too, and still refuse to give 
the Administration party their choice—under 
these circumstances, he could not do less than 
ask to be excused. He would ask of them bat 
to extend the same courtesy to him as to others; 
if the House should not, he presumed he must, 
however reluctantly, submit to its mandates. Be- | 
fore he concluded, he would say one word more. | 
He did not wish to be understood as fearing a | 
strict and thorough and searching investigation. į 
No, he was one of those who, ever since charges | 
had been alleged against the Secretary of the | 
‘Yreasury, had been anxious to meet them; and | 
he trusted and felt they would be met in such | 


manner as would exonerate the Secretary of the | 
Treasury from any censure, misconduct, or ne- 
From his partial knowledge of that gen- 


He never, however, would shrink from any re- 
sponsibility imposed upon him by this House, if | 
done in what he considered an unexceptionable ; 
manner, nor should he faulter at any time in the | 
performance of his duty, having a single eye to i 
his country’s good, and to protect the innocent | 
and expose the guilty. 
Mr. WISE opposed the request, and was fol- | 
lowed on the same side by Messrs. JENIFER and | 
STANLY, who were replied to by Mr. BYNUM i 
in a caustic speech of some length, which will be ; 
iven hereafter. i f 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, having obtained | 
the floor, addressed the House in opposition to; 
excusing Mr. Wacener, and concluded by mov- 
ing the previous question. | 
Mr. BYNUM earnestly requested Mr. Jonn- | 
sow to withdraw the motion to enable him to re- | 
ply to some remarks which feil from Mr. Stan- | 
LY, but he refused. i i 
Mr. PARKER moved acall of the House, but 
the motion was negatived. i 
The previous question was now seconded by | 


the House, put; and darried;-and the‘ main ques» 
tion being on excusing Mr. Wacenen from serve‘ 
ing on the committee, ose 5 Jannis} ee 
-Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 102, nays 105. °° 
So the. House refused toexcuse Mr. WAGENER, ° 
Mr. MARTIN said he was not compelled to 
ask of the House to be excused from serving upon 
this committee, for he could avail himself-of the 
rules of the House to do so. He had abundant: 
reasons why he could not serve; but would ‘con- 
tent himself with stating that he was already a: 
member of two committees of this House, the: 
duties upon which occupied a-considerable por- 
tion of his time; and that the great quantity of « 
business confided to his charge by his constitu- 
ents would preclude the possibility of his leaving ` 
the city to attend to the duties of this investizat- 
ing committee without wholly neglecting that. 
He felt it peculiarly his duty, as this is the last : 
session he should be a member of this Hlouse,'to - 
attend strictly to the duties which his constituents 
had assigned him. There was nothing which had 
been dictated upon this floor, or charged in the 
public prints, that could deter him from assuming 
the responsibilities that will be attendant upon a 
member of this committee, or that could causehim 
to shrink from any other responsibility that might 
be assigned him, if he thought it his duty todo 
so. He did not fear denunciation from any quar-" 
ter; and, if a sense of justice to his constituents 
did not require him to devote all the time that is 
left of this session to their business, he would not 
lay himself liable to the charge of shrinking from 
any duty, however unpleasant it might bë'tô his 
feelings. He was entitled by the rules to bê ex- 
cused, and would put it upon that ground, and 
excuse himself. , ae 
The SPEAKER then ‘stated that there. were 
two vacancies to be filled in the committee. = 
A motion was made that the House do now 
proceed to ballot for the vacancies on the commit-" 
tee; which was agreed to. A 
Mr. GRAY wished to offer a single suggestion; 
but he was called to order, the House having re- 
solved now to go into the ballot. : Pa 
Mr. HUNTER, of Ohio, said hé had voted in 
the affirmative on the question of excusing Mr. 
Wacener, and moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. i AR 
The SPEAKER said it was not yet in order to' 
act on that motion.’ - sh ae 
The House thereupon proceeded to ballot for ` 
two members, to fill the remaining vacanciés” in’ 
the committée. a f wee Sas 


Mr. Foster.. 

Mr. Hamer 

Mr. Thoma . . 
and many other gentlemen smaller numbers. 

He also stated that on one ballot there had been 
three names. As the tellers had no means of as- 
certaining which two of the three to count, they 
had considered the ballot as blank. 

The SPEAKER quoted the rule in relation to 
blank ballots, and pronounced their decision to be, 
in the opinion of the Chair, correct. 

No objection was made to it in the House. 

The SPEAKER thereupon declared. Mr. Fos- 
rer of New York, and Mr. Owens of Georgia, 
to be duly elected. i 

Mr. HUNTER now renewed his motion to re- 
consider the vote by which Mr. WAGENER was 
not excused from serving. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question. 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay upon the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote; which motion took 
precedence by the rule. 

" Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to adjourn, 
atived. 

Mr. WILLIAMS inquired whether, should the 
motion to lay on the table prevail, Mr. WAGENER 
would remain a member of the committee ? 

The SPEAKER decided that he would; but 
that the House might take up the question: to 
reconsider at any time hereafter. we 

The SPEAKER having put the questiony 7 

Mr. DUNCAN moved a call of the House, ard 
asked for the yeas and nays; but the House re- 
fused them. i Aa 
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.Mr: DUNCAN: moved: that-the question be 
taken by-tellers...08 5-200 

Tellers were not ordered. - 

, The motion for a call. of the House was nega- 
tived without a count, : 

The quéstion. being again put to the House, 

Mr, DUN CAN asked for the yeas and nays: 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

‘The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
103, nays 66.. 

So the motion of Mr. Hunrer, to reconsider 
the vote refusing to excuse Mr. WAGENER, was 
laid on the table. ; 

Mr. WISE:asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: . 

“Resolved, That the select committee of nine, elected by 
this House. to investigate the late defalcations of public 
officers, have power to elect a clerk, to employ a printer to 
print for its own use its journal and other papers required 
to be copied for its members; that the committee have 
leave to proceed to New York, or other places, for the pur- 
pose of prosecuting its inquiries; and that the members 
thereof be excused from attendance upon the House, until 
it shall have made its report. 

Mr, BEATTY and Mr. HAYNES objected. 

-Mr, WISE moved to suspend the rales, to al- 
low of the motion being offered. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to adjourn. 

Mr. MENEPEE demanded the yeas and nays, 
but withdrew the call. 

The motion was negatived without a count. 

The question recurring on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, 


Mr, PETRIKIN demanded the yeas and nays. || 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were~~yeas 
112, nays 32. 

So the rules were suspended. 

The above resolution was then again read. 

Mr. HARLAN moved the previous question. 

The previous question. was seconded, put, and 
carried; and the main question being on agreeing 
to the resolution, 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question being put on the resolution, 

A Merman moved a call of the House. 

The motion was pronounced out of order, the 
previous question having been seconded. 

The question was taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and a postponement of the question until 


Monday. 
_ Mr. CUSHING demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr, DUNCAN moved a call of the House; 
which was lost. 

Mr. PETRIKIN withdrew his motion to re- 
consider, saying he would renew it on Monday. 

Mr. WISE, to scttle the matter now, moved to 
reconsider, and demanded the previous question. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved a call of the House; 
which was lost. 

The previous question was seconded, put, and 
carried; and the main question being on the re- 
consideration, it was negatived without a count. 

So the House refused to reconsider. the vote 
adopting Mr. Wise’s resolution. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- i 


sage from the President of the Uunited States, 


suggesting the propriety of extending the pro- |i 


vision of the insolvent law of March 2, 1837, ta 


cases which may have occurred before the Ist of i! 


January, 1839. 

A message from the President of the Unite 
States, in reply to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 14th instant, respecting the 


States, transmitting a report of the Director of the 

Mint, showing the operations of that institution 

during the year 1838. ; 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 


H 
li zens of Schuyler county, Illinvis, in relation toa 


relation to. the expenditure of the appropriation 
of last session for.the erection and repairs of 
| arsenals. , i 
|. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting further information in reply toa res- 
olution of the 31st ultimo, concerning the omis- 
sion of Samuel Swartwout, late collector of New 
York, to file, in the Treasury Department, his 
second official bond, in the spring of 1834. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the act of May 1, 1820, 
a statement by the Second Comptroller, of the ap- 
propriations and expenditures for 1838, and the 
balances remaining in the Treasury on the 31st 
of December of that year. 

A letter from the Sceretary of State, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of the l4th instant, 
| stating that there are no accounting officers at- 
i tached to the Department of State; that in no case, 
when it becomes the duty of the Secretary, under 
| existing laws, to decide upon claims against the 
| Government, are reports of any committees of 
! either House of Congress recognized as a proper 
foundation upon which to allow them; and that 
no claims have, under his administration of the 
Department, been allowed in consequence of such 
reports. 


to a resolution of the House of the 14th instant, 
as to who are employed at this time by the Fed- 
eral Government, as printers, to publish the laws 
i or the United States, in the State of North Caro- 
ina. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in re- 
ply to a resolution of the 14th instant, stating that 
(in the settlement of claims by that Department, 
reports of committees of the House of Represent- 
atives are not recognized as a proper foundation 
to allow any claim against the Government, and 
that no claim has been allowed in consequence of 
such reports. 
| A letter from the Secretary of War, in reply 
to the same resolution, transmitting asimilar an- 
swer. : 

A. letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report of the survey of the Neenah and 
| Fox rivers, in compliance with a resolution of the 
: House of Representatives of the 14th instant. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, with a statement of all the persons 
employa by that Department during the year 
1837. 

And the House, at a little before seven o’clock, 

adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 21, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT presented a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 2d instant, in relation to the 
number of land offices now existing under the 
authority of the Government of the United States, 
&c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Robert Fulton; which was referred to the 
|: Committee on Naval Affairs. . 
| Mr. W. also presented memorials for assist- 
ii ance in the construction of the Mount Carmel 
| railroad; which were Jaid on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial of Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Vose, for increase of compensation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. : 
i Mr. STRANGE presented the petition of the |; 


: heirs of Samuel Cazeau; which was referred to 


Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of 


i Adam L. West; which was referred. 


Mr. YOUNG presented the memorial of citi- 


the information required by a resolution of the |i post road; which was referred to the Committee 
House of Representatives of the 14th instant, in |} on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


A letter from the Secretary of State, in answer | 


i 


i 
i 
| 


Mr. McKEAN presented, the memorial of citi- 
zens of Frankford, Philadelphia county, praying 
for the immediate abolition of the slave trade 
and slavery in the District of Columbia; the mo- 
tion for the reception of which was laid upon the 


able. 

Mr. TIPTON presented acommunication from 
the War Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial 
of John Adrian and- others, praying for the repeal 
of the duty on brass wire, or the imposition of a 
counteracting duty on pins; which was referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the memorial of the 
Legislative Council of the Territory of Florida, 
for an appropriation of land for the Dade Insti- 
tute; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Lysan- 
der Fuller; which was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KING presented the joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, for a survey of the lands 
acquired by treaty from the Cherokce Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of 
James Williams, for compensation for losses sus- 
tained in Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial from certain 
booksellers in Boston, relative to printing the 
laws of the United States; which was referred 
to the Joint Committee on the Library. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to which memorials on. the 
subjects were severally referred, reported the fol- 
lowing bills; which were severally read, and 
ordered to a second reading: 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Leigel; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John 
Ramsey, deceased ; 

A bill for the relief of James McCrory; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain John 
Jordan, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Dr. Samuel Y. Me- 
Kean; 

A bill for the relief of Moses Elmer; and 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Powell. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition 
of William Smith, made an unfavorable: report 
thereon. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the memorial of the 
Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad Compa- 
ny, reported a bill for the relief thereof; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Frederick Gebhart; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr, W. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial of Alfred Vail, for the privilege 
of importing, free of duty, the apparatus for an 


j electro-magnetic telegraph, and that it be referred 


to the Committee on Manufactures; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the modes 
of collecting and disbursing the revenues in for- 
eign Governments, made a report thereon, accom- 
panied by a resolution, which was agreed to; and, 
in concurrence therewith, ten thousand additional 
copies were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committce on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Edward Wade; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. ; 

Mr. N. also, from the same committee, reported 
a joint resolution for the relief of the heirs-at-law 
of Captain Frederick M. Bell; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
Frederick de Russy, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr, SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
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Naval Affairs, reported a bill forthe relief of An- 
drew Forest; which was read, and ordered to a i 
second reading. ` : 

Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, reported a bill for the 
relief of Hazard Knowles; which was read, and 
ordered to a'second reading. 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- | 
mittee on Naval Affairs, asked to be discharged | 
‘from the further consideration of the memorial of | 
Joseph Radcliff, and that it be referred to the | 
Committee of Claims; which was agreed to. | 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, from the | 
Committee on Pensions, to which had been re- | 
ferred the bill for the relief of David Baird, re- ' 
ported the same without amendment. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relicf of the legal represent- 
atives of Daniel Piatt, deceased, and a bill for 
the relief of Gustavus B. Horner; which were 
severally read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of Captain Robert White; which 
was agreed to. € > : 
>Mr WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic: Lands, to which was referred: the memorial of 
ù number. of citizens of Illinois, praying the es- 
tablishment of an additional land office in the 
northern part of that State, asked to be discharged į; 
from the further consideration thereof; which was | 
agreed to. 
“Mr. W. also, from the same committee, asked | 
to:be discharged from the further consideration | 
of the petition of citizens of Illinois, for the es- | 
tablishment of a land office at Kishwaukie, in that | 
State; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of the president 
and directors of the Western Railroad Company | 
of Massachusetts; which was agreed to. 

“Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of John M. Straiter; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading: 

. Mr. SPENCE, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the 
bill for the construction of a free bridge over the 
Eastern Branch, reported the same without | 
amendment. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, on leave, and in pursu- į 
ance of notice given, introduced joint resolutions | 
for the amendment of the Constitution of the Uni- | 
ted States; which were read twice and ordered to | 
be printed. i 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; Íj 
which lie one day for consideration; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate any information he may pos- 
sess in relation to the banks or institutions exercising the | 
banking privilege in the Territory of Wisconsin; whether į 
they are exercising such privileges in pursuance, or in vio- 
lation, of the laws of the United States, and whether their j 
notes are received in payment for the public lands. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to report a bill to disaftirm, disapprove, and render null and 
void any act of the Territorial Legislature creating banking ! 
institutions. in Wisconsin Territory whose charters have | 
not been approved by Congress, or where the provisions of į 

| 
i 
i 


their charters, or the acts of Congress approving them, have | 
been violated. ` 

Resolved, That the committee also report a bill to give | 
jurisdiction to the courts of the Territories of the United j 
States over all the banking institutions in said Territories, 
and to provide punishment for the violation of the act of 
Congress of the Ist of July, 1836, or of any other act that | 
has been, or may hereafter be, passed approving bank echar- į 
ters. 


Mr. YOUNG. submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire whether any additional appropriation is | 
necessary to cnable. the surveyor general of the States of | 
Missouri and Tiinois to complete the surveys of the public | 
lands in the State of Hlinois. 


DISTRICT BANKS. i 


The reportfrom the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia, in compliance with the- resolution i 


9 


| by order of an officer of the United States, was | 


| Brodhead, Buchanan, Cambreleng, Jolin Campbell, Casey, 


| kins, Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Hubley, Ingham, Thomas B. 


| ingen, Turney, Vail, Vauderveer, Webster, Weeks, Whit 


i Matthias Morris, Calvary Morris, Ni 


; Shetfer, Shields, Southgate, Stone, Stratton. Taliaferro, 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 29, 1839. 
of the Senate directing them to inquire whether 
the banks have acted in conformity to the pro- | 
visions of their charters, and reporting that the | 
banks have acted in conformity therewith, was | 
taken up and agreed to. Ths wd 


PURCHASE OF AN ISLAND. 


, The joint resolution for the purchase of an 
island at the confluence of the St. Peter’s and Mis- 
sissippi rivers, was ordered to be engrossed. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill for the continuation of the Cumber- | 
land road, appropriating $100,000 to the road in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, was | 
taken up on its third reading, and after some re- | 
marks from Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, in oppo- | 
sition, was passed by the following vote: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clay i 
of Kentucky, Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, Knight, Linn, Mor- | 
ris, Nicholas, Robbins, Robiusou, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, | 
Southard, Spence, Switi, Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, Wright,-and | 
Young—24. | 

H 
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NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Foster, Hubbard. King, Lumpkin, Lyou, Mouton, Niles, ! 
Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Roane, Ruggles, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Strange, Walker, ‘Wall, White, Wiliams of |! 
Maine, and Williams of Mississippi—22. Ji 


GAD HUMPHREYS. `: $ 

The bill for the relief of Gad Humphreys, of | 
the Territory of Florida, for property destroyed i} 
taken up; and, after a long discussion, in which | 
Messrs. HUBBARD, NORVELL, SMITH of | 
Indiana, KING, WRIGHT, and CALHOUN, j| 
participated, it was ordered to be engrossed fora |! 
third reading. i 

After an executive session, the Senate ad- 
journed. | 
TEE | 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 21, 1839. 

As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. HAYNES rose, and remarked that only 
six weeks of the session remained, and they had | 
not yetreferred the President’s message; he there- | 
fore asked the consent of the House -to go into | 


committee thereon. 
Objection being made, 
Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the 
rules; on which motion | 
Mr. CRABB demanded the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered, | 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
84, nays 74; as follows: 
YEAS.—Messrs. Andrews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 


Cheatham, Coffin, Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushinan, Drow- || 
goole, Edwards, Farrington, Fry, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
land, Grantland, Grant, Gray, Haley, Hamer, Harper, Haw- |i 


Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, William C. Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, Lewis, Loomis, Mallory, Marvin, Samp- 
son Mason, Martin, Maxwell, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
Abraham McCtellan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Noble, 
Parker, Parmenter, Phelps, Pickens, Pratt, John H. Pren- 
tiss, Sergeant $. Prentiss, Richardson, Rives, Rumsey, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Sieplor, Snyder, Stuart, Swear- 


tlescy, Lewis Williams, Jared W. Williams, and Josept 
L. Williams—84. i 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman AHan, | 
Jolin W. Allen, Bond, Borden, William B. Calhoun, Johu | 
Calhoon, Carter, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Childs, | 
Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Cushing, Davies, Deberry, | 
Dunn, Evans, Everett, Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, Wiliam | 
Graham, Grennell, ail, Harrison, Hastings, Hawes, Hen- | 
ry, Herod, Howard; Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Ken- | 
nedy, Lincoln, McKennan, Menefee Mercer, Mitchell 
r, Noyes, Ogle 
Pearce, Peek, Pope, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Reed, Ridg, 
way, Robertson, Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, i 


‘Tillinghast, Toland, Albert S. White, John White, Sher- || 
rard Williams, Christopher H, Wiliams, Word, Yell, and | 
Yorke—74. ree | 
Not being two thirds, the House refused to sus- || 
pend the rules. ETE, | 
‘CHEROKEE INDIANS. | 
Mr: GRAHAM, of North-Carolina; on leave, | 
submitted the following resolutions: - ; | 
Resolved, That the. Secretary :of War be requested to 


! this House why these volunteers. had. not 


|| ANDERSON, of Maine. 


inform the House, as soon‘ f nuMher of the 
Cherokee tribe-of Indians ede Sor amon Gee 
of North Carolina; what means the Government bas pior 
vided for their subsistence ; and why they were not removed 
west of the Mississippi river, according to thé terms of the 
treaty, and the provisions of an actof Congress, passed! at 
the money REIS oe anene Pon aretha 
Mid of the Cherokee Tndlans! bee Exped oak pna 
The resolution having been read, “ss 
Mr. HAYNES said he had just received a Te 
ter representing a similar staie of facts, except 
that the number of suffering Indians was greater 
than stated by Mr. Granam, (five or six huni 
dred.) Mr. H. ’s letter conveyed the information 
that these Indians had fallen back. janes 
Mr. GRAHAM replied that his information 
was that these Indians had never taken up the 
line of march at all. es etree 
Mr. MONTGOMERY was aware that great 
complaints had been made in relation tothis mat- 
ter, and also very great complaints on the ` 
the volunteers, recently called into the servi 
the United States in that section. Hew 
therefore, ask his friend to accept an amendmen 
calling upon the Secretary of War also. to infers 


paid for their services: ; 
Mr. GRAHAM did ‘tot wish to'have h 
tution embarrassed, and.therefore declined 
ing his colleague’s amendment. ©: e t gad 
Mr. DE GRAFF moved the previons questio: 
which prevailed, and the resolution was agreed fi 
REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE; °°" % 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the select’ 
committee, reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in, aee 


Resolved, That the select committee appointed to im- 
quire into the charges of high crimes and misdemeanors 
against P. K. Lawrence, Judge of. the district court of: the 
United States, for the State of Louisiana, be authorized.10 
send for persons, papers, and records. rae 


BILL INTRODUCED. ee 


Mr. ADAMS, on leave, brought in a bill for 
the relief of Captain Joshua Hutt; which was read: 
twice, and committed: to a' Committee oft 
Whole. s O pee 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorialy-were thëh called forin 

the order of States. Á BECP SIELE IM 
EB; 


Messrs, EVANS, ROBINSON, DAY 


[Mr. Daver presented the petition of Thomas 
M. Preble and eighty-one others, citizens of 
Lebanon, inthe State of Maine, praying Congress 
not to admit any new State to the Union, whose 
constitution tolerates slavery, and to reject-all ap- 
plications and propositions for the annexation:of 


; Texas to the United States, and requésting that 


the petitioners may be heard in person, or- by 
counsel, before the committee; which petition*was 
laid on the table under the order. of the 12th De- 
cember, 1838.] : i 

Messrs. CUSHMAN and ATHERTON; :of 
New Hampshire. Binh oie 

(Mr. Cusuman presénted the petition of The- 
opelus Somerby, praying for back pay as‘an inva- 
lid pensioner; which was referred to the Commit- 
tecon Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition of John 
A. Dickerson, praying compensation for services 


i rendered the United States as sailing master of the 


Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Also, the petition of John Haven 


! and others, praying Congress to recognize thein- 


dependence of the Republic of Hayti; which:was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 
- Messrs. FLETCHER, GRENNELL, REED, 
CUSHING, LINCOLN, BORDEN, SALTON- 
STALL, PARMENTER, and ADAMS, of Mas- 
sachusetts. 4 ee 
(Mr. Parmenter presented the petition of Dan+ 
iel Blanchard. and fifty-two ‘others, of Gharles- 
town, Linn, Boston, and other places, for an: 
amendment in the law granting a bounty. to tes- 
sels engaged in the fisheries; of Sarah Re Morse, 
for arrears of pension; of James Bo Woodbury 
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and fifty-six others, legal voters of Acton, in 
Massachusetts, praying that all orders. of the 
House abridging the right of petition may be re- 
scinded; of Abby D. Cowdry and forty others, 
matrons of Acton, for the same object; of Mary 
Stratton-and one hundred and twenty-four other 
women of Groton, Massachusetts, for the same 
object; of Sarah C. Rugg and eighty-five other 
women of Groton, Massachusetts, for the aboli- 
tion of slavery inthe District of Columbia and of 
the slave trade between the States; of D. Phelps 
and seventy-one others, legal voters of Groton, for 
the recognition of the Republic of Hayti-] 

Mr. ADAMS said he had a large number of 
petitions to present on the subject of abolition, and 
asked leave of the House to explain the position 
he.occupied, and to state the reasons of his adopt- 
ing the course. he had done in presenting petitions 
of this character. He further asked this courtesy 
of the House, because he had received a mass of 
letters threatening him with assassination for this 
course. His real position, he was convinced, 
‘was not understood in the country. 2 . 

Objection being made to Mr. A. making his 
statement, f 

Mr. GRENNELL moved a suspension of the 
rules. ; 

Mr. BOND called forthe yeas and nays; which, 
being ordered, were—yeas 117, nays 58; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allan, John W. Al- 
len, Andrews, Aycrigg, Beatty, Bicknell, Biddle, Bond, 
Borden, Bouldin, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, John 
Calhoon, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Cof- 
fin, Cranston, Crockett, Cushing, Darlington, Davee, Da- 
vies, De Graff, Dunn, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Ewing, 
Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Fry, Rice Garland, Giddings, 
Goode, William Graham,.Grantland, Graves, Gray, Gren- 
neu, Haley, Hall, Harper, Hastings, Henry, Herod, Howard, 
Jenifer, Henry Jobnson, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel 
Jones, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Lewis, Lincoln, 
Marvin, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, Robert 
McClellan, McKennan, Menefee, Milligan, Mitchell, 
Moore, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Varker, Parmenter, 
Pearce, Peck, Phelps, Plumer, Pope, Potts, Pratt, John H. 
Prentiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Reed, 
Rencher, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, 
Sergeant, Sheffer, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Snyder, South- 
Leer Stratton, ‘Taliaferro, ‘Tillinghast, Toland, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Albert S. White, John White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Jared W, Williams, Joseph 
L, Williams, Christopher H. Williains, and Yorke—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Banks, Beers, Birdsall, Boon, 
Bronson, Chaney, Chapinan, Coles, Connor, Crabb, De- 
berry, Dromgoole, Duncan, Farrington, James Graham, 
Grant, Griffin, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins; Haynes, Hol- 
sey, Hok, Hubley, Robert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Joseph 
Johnson, Logan, Lyon, Mallory, James M. Mason, MeKay, 
Abraham MeClellan, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Parris, Potrikin, Rieh- 
ardson, Rives, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sheplor, 
Spencer, Stanly, Stone, Swearingen, ‘Laylor, Turney, 
Sherrard Williams, Word, and Yell—53. 

So the rule was suspended. 


Mr, ADAMS then made his statement, in the 
course of which he distinctly averred that, though 
_ he had so earnestly advocated the right of per- 
sons to petition for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, yet he was not himself 
repared to grant their prayer. On the contrary, 
uf the question were presented at once, he should 
vote against it. He knew not what change might 
be wrought upon his mind by a full and fair dis- 
cussion; but as yet he had seen no reason to 
change his opinion, though he had read all that 
had been written and published on this subject 
by the Abolitionists themselves. Mr. A. then 
went at length into his reasons for offering the 
resolutions of inquiry on the controversy between | 
Messrs. Stevenson and O’Connell. | 
Mr. A. having concluded his explanatory re- i 
marks, at three o’clock proceeded to present to 
the House his numerous petitions praying for the 
abolition of slavery, for the repeal of the resolu- 
tions passed by the House on the 12th Decem- | 
ber upon that subject, and also that the mover | 
of the same receive a vote of censure for intro- | 
ducing them into the House. Also, petitions | 
{ 
i 


praying for the recognition of the independence | 
of Hayti, and against the admission into the | 
Union of any new State tolerating slavery. Also, | 
petitions praying for the establishing a congress 
of nations. ; 
_ Mr. A. having got through at four o'clock, peti- 
tions and. memorials were further presented by 

Messrs. CRANSTON and TILLINGHAST, 
of Rhode Island. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Connecticut. 

Messrs. HALL, ALLAN, and EVERETT, 
of Vermont. 


| sented, fell within the same vortex with petitions 
i from individuals. 


[Mr. Arran presented the petition of Hector 
“Adams and one hundred and ninety-nine others, for 
the erection ofa bridge from Milton to South Hero, 
upon a sand-bar in Lake Champlain. Also, the 
petition of one hundred and eighteen inhabitants 
of Burlington, Vermont, against the admission of 
any new Statewhose constitution tolerates slavery, | 
and against the annexation of Texas to the Union. 
Also, the petition of one hundred and twelve cit- 
izens of Burlington, Vermont, for the recognition 
in the usual form and manner, and to enter into 
the customary international relations with- the 
Republic of Hayti. Also, the petition of one hun- 
dred and thirteen inhabitants of Burlington, Ver- 
mont, for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia and Territory of Florida, and to pro- 
hibit the traffic of slaves between the States.. Also, 
the petition of fifty freemen of Westford, Ver- | 
mont, against new slave States and against the 
admission of Texas. Also, the petition of fifty 
freemen of Westford, Vermont, agai st slavery 
and slave trade in the District of Columbia and | 
Territories, and slave trade between the States.] į 
Mr, EVERETT presented joint resolutions of į 
the State of Vermont, passed unanimously by the 
Legislature of that State, praying the abolition of 
slavery, against the annexation of Texas to the 
Union, and praying for the rescinding the reso- | 


lutions adopted by the House of Representatives | 


on the 12th December last upon the subject of | 
abolition. | 

The SPEAKER decided that these resolutions, | 
under the rule, lie upon the table, and cited in- | 
stances on record that similar resolutions of State | 
Legislatures had, under a similar resolution of 
this House, been laid upon the table without being | 
read, debated, or printed. i 

Mr. EVERETT then took an appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair. j 

Mr. SLADE spoke sometime in opposition to 
the decision of the Speaker, and against the res- 
olutions taking the course indicated by the res- 
olutions adopted by the House on the 12th De- 
cember. 

Mr. PARKER inquired of the Chair, whether 
the appeal could be debated? 

The SPEAKER. was understood to say that 
the appeal could be debated, if it be done without 
entering into the meritsof the question of abolition. 

Mr. SLADE having finished his remarks, 

The SPEAKER further stated, in support of | 
his decision, that, according to the parliamentary 
law, every member had the right to demand the 
reading of any matter or paper upon which he | 
was compelled to vote; but this House had, by | 
the resolution adopted, prejudged the matter. The | 
resolutions passed by this session of Congress i 
were almost identical in language to those adopted 
in 1835, by which joint resolutions. of a State Le- | 
gislature were laid on the table without being 
read, debated, or referred. 

‘The question was then raised whether the joint || 
resolutions, similar in character to those now pre- 


The Chair then decided that 
they did, and his decision was sustained by a large 
majority of the House. The resolution touching 
this matter, passed at the present session, reads as : 
follows: 

_ © Thatevery petition, memorial, resolution, proposition, or 
paper, touching or relating, in any way whatever, to slavery : 
or tbe abolition thereof, shalJ, on the presentation thereof, | 
without any further action thereon, be laid npon the table, : 


without being debated, printed, or referred.” 


The Chair has no alternative left, under this || 
resolution, and the construction heretofore given 
it by the House, than to give these joint resolu- i| 
tions the same direction as other propositions :} 
touching the same subject. if 

Mr. BRONSON moved the previous question. il 

Mr, PARRIS moved to lay the whole subject | 
upon the table; and upon this motion, | 
| 
| 


Mr. EVERETT demanded the yeas and nays. | 
The SPEAKER divided the House; but no: 
uorum voting, | 
Mr. MORGAN moved that the House adjourn; | 
which was decided in the negative. a 
Mr. MORGAN moved a call of the House; || 
which motion was lost. T 
Mr. HAYNES moved that the House adjourn; |! 
upon which motion, 3 i ij 
Mr. HARRISON demanded the yeas and nays; || 
which were not ordered. 
The House then adjourned, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘IN SENATE. 
Tvurspay, January 22, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT communicateda report from 
the Navy Department, transmitting a statement 
of contracts made by the Commissioner of the 
Navy during the year 1838, prepared in obedience 
to the act of 34 March, 1809, further to amend the 
several acts for the establishment of the Treasury, 
War, and Navy Departments; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. LUMPKIN presented a memorial signed 
by the officers of the United States revenue cutter 
Jackson, praying Congress to extend the Navy 
pension laws so as to include those employed in 
the revenue service; which was referred to the 
Committee.on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of 
Charles J. Catlett, praying to be renumerated for 
property destroyed by the enemy during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. a 

Mr. PIERCE presented the petition of Nancy 
Stephens; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TIPTON presented a letter from the War 
Department in relation to the improvement of the 
harbor of Michigan City; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, introduced a petition, 
signed by over three hundred citizens of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, asking Congress to aid, by a sub- 
scription to the stock of the Jeffersonville and 
New Albany Canal Company, in constructing a 
steamboat canal around the falls of, the Ohio, on 
the Indiana side. ; : 

Mr. S. said it would be recollected by.the Sen- 
ate that he had introduced. petitions at the last 
session, numerously signed, from different points 
on the Ohio, on this subject, and that no finat 
action had been had upon them. He said he 
hoped he need not advertise the committee and 
the Senate of the importance of this work to the 
whole commerce of the Ohio; nor need he urge 
the matter upon the attention of the committee. 
He felt assured the importance of the measure 
would recommend it to the early attention of the 
committee. i 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented the pe- 
tition of sundry owners of coasting vessels, pray- 
ing foran appropriation for placing three buoys 
on the coast between Nantucket and Chatham, 
in the State of Maine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Na- 
than Ranney, surveyor of the port of St. Louis, 
praying for an increase of compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


_Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to amend the act respecting 
the Judiciary system of the United States; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill to alter the times of holding the October 
terms of the circuit court of the United States for 
the southern district of New York; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

_Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made unfavorable reports òn the petitions 
of Abeshai Howell, John Grigsby, and Betsey 
Booth. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of John Bos- 
worth, Moses Sterling, the widow of Ebenezer 
Adams, and of Samuel Brown. 

Mr. M.also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill for the relief of Dennis 


i| Trammell, reported the same without amend- 


ment, recommending its passage. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee . on 


| Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


representatives of John J. Bulow; which was 


i read, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the memorial and docu- 
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Mr. TIPTON, from the samé committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for. payment of damages 
sustained by individuals in the wars with Indian 
tribes since 1830; which was read, and ordered 
toa second reading. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of John H. McIntosh, made an unfavorable report 
thereon ` ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, made unfa- 
vorable reports on the memorial of the heirs of 
‘Colonel William Grayson, deceased, and the pe~ 
tition of the executor of William Terrill, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


«4 Mr. NICHOLAS submitted the following res- 
‘olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


“Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before the Senate a statement of the contracts, prices, and 
expenditures of every nature, by the Ordnance Department, 
for the constriction of cannon and howitzers of malleable 
iron; the number, description, and relative weight of all the 
cannon and howitzers already made of that material for the 
department, and the cost thereof per pound, including all 
incidental expenses ; also, a like statement with reference 
to brass cannon and howitzers; also, a like statement with 
reference to wrought-iron cannon and howitzers; also, a 
comparative statement of the cost, durability, and utility of 
cannon and howitzers made of cast iron, malleable iron, 
wrought iron, and brass, as applicable to field service, and 
also to fortifications. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, submitted the fol- 
dJowing resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quésted to communicate to the Senate all correspondence, 
if any-hag been had since his last annual message, between 
this Government and the Government of Great Britain, re- 
specting the northeastern boundary, or the establishment of 
a convention for the settlement thereof, 


DUELING IN THE DISTRICT. 
* Onmotion of Mr. PRENTISS, the Senate pro- 


N 


ceeded to the consideration of the bill to prohibit | 


the giving or accepting, within the District of Co- 
lumbia, of a challenge to fight a duel, and for the 
‘punishment thereof, 

© After some remarks from Mr. PRENTISS, in 
explanation of the merits and objects of the bill, 


"Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, moved to strike out | 


‘the fourth section, contending that it was uncon- 
. Stitutional. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, said that he en- 
tertained no difference of opinion now from that 
which he entertained ‘at the last session on this 
section of the bill. 
this provision in the bill was designed to punish 


an act perpetrated beyond the limits of the Dis- | 
Is it so? The object of the bill isnot only 
|| say that, on all legal questions, no higher author- 


trict. 
to prevent dueling in the District, but to prevent 
its perpetration elsewhere, when it is projected 
and originates in the District, and consummated 
beyond its limits, with a view of evading the law 


of Congress, which can extend no farther than | 
The law, in his view, | 
would be wholly ineffectual, unless this provision |: 
The law is de- |) 


the limits of the District. 


of the bill should be retained. 
signed to operate and bear upon the criminal acts 
of the inhabitants of the District. Is it, then, or 
may it be made, criminal in the people of the 


District to conspire and combine together within | 
the District to commit a crime beyond the limits |. f i 
: exeite slaves to escape from their masters, or to | 


of it? If it is, there can be no doubt that Con- 


gress has the power to make a law to arrest the p 


rogress of crime at any time after the first step 
is taken for the commission of it, and to punish 
évery act which tends to its perpetration. If the 


parties who intend to fight without the District, | 
have that understanding within it, and before | 


they leave it, is notthis understanding, then, how- 
ever it may have been brought about, the incip- 


ient step to the final consummation of the crime |; 
which is to be, and is, performed or consummated || 


beyond the limits? Most certainly it is. Sup- 
pose two or more persons, within the District, 


were to conspire together to commit murder, or | 


any other crime, beyond -the limits of the Dis- 
trict, and in pursuance of this conspiracy, the 


murder was committed by a ‘part only of the con- ;| 


spirators, while the others remained within the 
District, taking no further part in the act than to 
consent to, and approve of, the crime thus- per- 
petrated: could they not be punished for this of- 
fense against the laws of the District, or is no act 
criminal except that which finishes the crime? 
Yes, sir, every step, every act, and every motion 


It was said then as now, that | 


| ought to have any weight upon it... Lord Bacon 


tending to the pérpetration of the crime,:iscrim- 
inal, and the offender liable to punishment for it 
wherever these inchoate acts: may have.taken 
place. He was, therefore, in favor of:retaining 
this provision in the bill, and, without it, he 
should consider the bill worse than useless. 
Mr. NORVELL was in favor of the motion to 
strike out. This was, he said, strietly a consti- 
tutional question; and he could not suppose that 
the authority of Lord Bacon, or any other old 
English lawyer, who lived one or two hundred 
years before the adoption of our Constitution, 


if 


had been described by one of the old English 
poets as 
“The wisest, brightest, meanest of mankind p? 

and in this point of view his moral character 
would not have given him any great weight in || 
his own day. But to cite him as authority on |! 
questions arising under the Constitution of the |; 
United States was a departure from that accu- || 
racy which usually characterized the Senator | 
from Vermont. The case alluded to by the Sen- |; 
ator from Connecticut to illustrate his position 
on this bill showed that the section under consid- 
eration was untenable. He asked if an act con- | 
ceived here, and consummated without the Dis- 
trict, could be constitutionally punished here— 
punished where the act was not committed, but 
merely imagined? He certainly could not think 
that a majority of the Senate could entertain the 
opinion that this section was constitutional, when 
it proposed the punishment of an offense ima- 
gined within the District, but consummated else- 
He ‘could 


there was no ddubt ofthe right 


i he objected to, and said that it was plain th 


| courts of Virginia and Maryland. 


‘ of Congress to 
punish such an offense. The act: proposed to be 


| punished wap,'aé had’ been well observed ‘by! the 


Senator from New: Jersey, a conspiracy or coth- 
bination to do-an unlawfal act... Now, was not a 
conspiracy todo an unlawful act, in itself a crime, 
and was it not competent for Congress to punish’? 
The act proposed to be punished isa crime—it is 
committed in our limits, and by persons subject 
to our jurisdiction” ~~ ` ve F 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said it would Dé time 
enough to decidé the question whether we can 
punish a ‘conspiracy to commit an ‘offense else: 
where, wheti that queéstion’ was fairly presexit 
to the Senate; but he denied that that question 
was then before them. Mr. C. read. the section 
he obj the 
intention must not only be entertained hére, but 
that the act must be consummated beyond: the 
District. Now, it was not pretended that aĉon- 
Spiracy, or agreement. to commit an offense; was 
to be punished under this bill; but certain acts 
must be done.elsewhere, before the punishment 
willapply. If we pass this law in its present 
shape, an individual may be punished here for an 
offense for which he may. be punished: by the 
As regards 
the intimation of the Senator from New Jersey, 
(Mr. Warr] whether a certain offense:cited: by 
him can be punished under. an act of: Congtéss, 
he would say that he had no doubt of it: *=Ifyiby 
publications or any other means, there should be 
a seduction of the property: belonging to individ- 
uals in the adjoining States; or if they. should be 


| where, under another jurisdiction. 
hardly suppose that the Senate could sanction 
the principle that Congress had any power to 
authorize the punishment of the crime of dueling 
within the limits of Virginia or Maryland. 

Mr. TALLMADGE rose, at the request of the 
| author of the bill, [Mr. Prenriss,] to cite another 
authority in its support, without going back to 
Lord Bacon. “The State of New York had, in 
1838, passed a bill similar to this; and though 
the constitutionality of it was questioned, both 
branches of the Legislature passed it by large 
| majorities. 


tempt in this bill to punish an offense committed 
without the District. 
ish that part of the offense only which was com- 
mitted here. It was competent for Congress to 
punish a conspiracy here to commit a theft. or 
arson out of the District, and this was precisely 
such acase. He cited Lord Bacon as very high 
‘authority. He did not wish to go into the char- 
acter of that distinguished jurist, but he would 


| ity could be cited. 
Mr. WALL said that the section aimed to 


spiracy entered into for the purpose of evading 
the punishment intended for that offense. Can 


Congress to punish a conspiracy within the ten 


He would ask gentlemen who raise the constitu- 
tional doubt to suppose that a conspiracy was en- 
tered into in this District to seduce away the 
property of persons in the neighborhood, or to 


commit larceny in the adjoining States: would it 
not be competent (he would not say wise) for 


conspiracy? Can Congress not punish a con- 


the District? The only difficulty arises from the 


tion—confounding the conspiracy to fight a duel 
with the fighting of the duel itself. He thought 
there was no necessity of reverting to ancient 
authorities; it was merely a question of policy. 
He could not perceive the slightest ground on 
which to raise a doubt of the constitutional power 
of Congress to declare the criminality of the act 
intended to be punished, and to punish it as pro- 
vided in the section in question. f 
Mr. NILES contended that the bill was in- 
tended not to punish an offense committed out of 


and which led to it. , z 
| reasonable to do so was not the question; but 


Mr. PRENTISS denied that there was any at- 


It was an attempt to pun- 


punish, not the fighting of the duel, but the con- | 


any Senator doubt the existence of a power in | 


miles square to do any unlawful act out of it? | 


Congress to punish the persons engaged in guch | 
spiracy in the District to commit a crime without ij 


confounding of terms and the object of this sec- | 


the District, but to punish the incipiency of the || 
offense here. It was not to punish the offense | 
out of the District, but the act connected with it, | 
Whether it was just or | 


excited to commit-crime, then it would be within 
the competency of Congress to ‘punish it, either 
under the Constitution or in accordancé. with the 
principles of international law.’ © He was notdis-. 
posed ito occupy the time: of the Senate, and 
would barely observe that this was presented. at 
the last session, when this objectionable sentence 
was stricken out. He hoped the same, amend- 
ment would be made now. 

Mr. SOUTHARD opposed the motion to strike 


| out the fourth section. This section provides for 


the punishment of a conspiracy for the purpose 
of evading the penalties inflicted by the act. The 
bill. provides, in the first place, for the punish- 
ment of a crime, and then provides for the pan- 


| isment of acts intended: to evade the provisions-of 


the Jaw. The intention is.to punish the previous ` 
arrangement or concert in the District to:perpes ` 
trate the crime, which is after wards consummated 
without the: limits of the District. He-had ño 
doubt whatever of the power of Congress to pan- 
ish this conspiracy as it would. a conspiracy.to 
perpetrate any other criminal act. Mr.: 8,.¢on- 
tended that the remainder ofthe, bill was.a.dgad: 
letter, if this section was stricken out, on account 
of the great facilities that existed to evade it, He 
hoped, if we passed the bill at all, it would be 
passed with this provision retained init. 

After some remarks from Mr. MORRIS, 

The question was taken on Mr. CLay’s motign, 


| and it was rejected—yeas 11, nays 31;.as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Brown, Clay of Alabama, Cuth- 


| bert, King, Nicholas, Norveli, Preston, Roane, Spence, and 


White—11. rf 
NAYS-—Messrs. Buchanan, Clay of Kentucky, Davis, 


| Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, Lumpkin, MeKean, 
| Merrick, Morris, Mouton, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Robbins. 


Robinson, Ruggles, Smith of Connesticut, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Lipton, W alker, 
Wall, Williams of Maine, Wright, and Young—3l, A 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 


ja third reading: d 


é@URT IN ALABAMA. 


The bill from the House to reorganize the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district 


| of Alabama, was read twice, and referred. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 
On motion of Mr. WALL, the bill to abolish 


imprisonment for debt in certain cases, was taken 
up, and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


(and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read 
third time, and passed: e 

A bill for the relief of Loomis & Gay; =: > 

A bill to prevent the counterfeiting of foreign 
gold, silver, and copper coins, and for the pun- 
ishment thereof; =" pop TERS 

A joint resolution providing for ‘the purchase 


‘the 


IONAL GLOBE. | 
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of the island at the confluence’ of the St. Peter’s 
and Mississippi rivers; and 
A bill for the relief of Gad Humphreys. 


PIERRE MENARD. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
took up the bill for the relief of Pierre Menard 
and others. 

Mr. KING, after some remarks, moved to 
strike out the provision for the payment of in- 
terest. ; l 

On this question a debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. CRITTENDEN, PRESTON, NILES, 
CLAY of Kentucky, YOUNG, and ROBIN- 
SON, participated. 

The motion to strike out was negatived, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


‘The Senate then went into the consideration of 
executive business; after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 22, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. HAYNES rose and renewed his request 
to: be allowed to move that the House go into 
committee on the President’s message. 

Mr. HOWARD said-be was sorry, but he was 
compelled to object. : | 

Mr. HAYNES then moved a suspension of the 
rules. He would ask leave to move to discharge | 
the committee, and bring the message into the | 
Elouse; but he wished to make some remarks 
himself in committee, and so did other gentle- | 
men, and all he wanted was fair play. i 

Mr. HOWARD said he should take ithe first | 
opportunity of testing the sense of the :House, 
whether it would act on the bill providing for the | 
‘payment of French spoliations. before 1800; and 
with that view he inquired of the Chair if Mr. 
Haynes’s motion could be now amended or di- 
vided? \ 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, but | 
added that ifthe rules were suspended, then the 
‘motion would be susceptible of amendment. 

At the suggestion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, | 

Mr. HAYNES then varied his motion, by mov- 
‘ing to discharge the committee from the message. | 

Sar. DROMGOOLE said he must object to that | 
motion, 

Mr, HAYNES said it seemed to bea very dif- 
ficult matter to concur with the wishes of any į 
gentleman; and, therefore, he renewed his original 
motion to go into comnmiuttec, 

The motion was disagreed to. H 


On his motion, Mr. HOPKINS was discharged 
from further attendance on the select committee | 
on the memorial of Francis P. Blair, he being on 
the committee on the New York defalcations. 

The resolution reported by Mr. CLowney, from | 
the Committee on the Expenditures in the War | 
Taepartment, directing the Secretary of War to | 
‘call upon Samuel Lewis for the repayment of $800 | 
paid to him for the services of his son, a minor, | 
was further postponed, on motion of Mr. Me- | 
KENNAN, on account of the absence of Mr. C., | 

until Thursday next. | 
| 


PETITIONS, 


Petitions were, on leave, presented by Messrs. | 
CARTER, LEGARE, and SAWYER. j 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RUSSELL, fromthe Committec on Claims, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Ebenczer A. Les- | 
ter. | 

Mr.CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the same | 
committee, reported a bill for the reliefof Joseph | 
Jackson.“ | 
_ Mr, CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- | 
lic Lands, reported, without amendment, the Sen- | 
ate bill authorizing the President of the United | 
States to cause the mincral lands of the several 
States and Territories belonging to the United 
States to be sold as other lands of the United 
States, f 

Aiso, with an amendment, the Senate bill for | 
the relief of sundry eitizens of Arkansas who lost | 

i 


their improvements in consequence of the Choe- 
taw treaty. 


Mr. C, also reported a bill to grant to- the 


counties of Lee, Des Moines, Jackson, and Du- 


buque, lowa, land to 
ings. id She oh ep elt : 

Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, moved to set apart the 13th 
of February, to be assigned for the consideration 
of bills on- the District of Columbia; which was 
agreed to by a vote of two thirds. . 

Mr. BEIRNE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to incorporate the Washington City 
Benevolent Society. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to incorporate the Navy Yard Ben- 
eficial Society, in the city of Washington. 

Also, a bill to incorporate the Lafayette Bene- 
ficial Society, in the city of Washington. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, brought in again the bil to reorganize 
the district courts of the United States in the State 
of Alabama, with sundry amendments, which 
were all concurred in, and the bill was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of War to issue a duplicate 
land warrant to Abraham Wright, of New York; 
which was ordered to a third reading, 


aid in erecting public build- 


Mr. RARIDEN, from the same committee, || 


reported, without amendment, Senate bill to con- 


firm the sale of certain reservations in Indiana; | 


and the bill was passed. 
Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill to authorize the elec- 


tion or appointment of certain officers in the Ter- | 


ritory of Iowa, and for other purposes. 


Also, a bill to amend the act establishing the j 


territorial government of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported -a bill for the relicf of 
Elijah Foshee. 

Mr. MENEFEE, from the Committee on Pat- 


ents, reported, with an amendment, Senate bill 
The | 


to renew the patent of Thomas Blanchard. 
amendment was concurred in, and the bill ordered 
to a third reading. 

Ni, MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to authorize the con- 
struction ofa road from Dubuque, in the Territory 
of lowa, to the northern part of the State of Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes. 

Also, with an amendment, the bill (which had 
been recommitted) giving the assent of Congress 


to the act of the General Assembly of the State of |i 


Virginia, incorporating the Falmouth and Alex- 


andria Railroad Company. [The amendment pro- | 


hibited the construction of the road in the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown till the survey or 
plan was approved by the corporate authorities 
of those cities.) 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
ordered to be read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of 
Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the peti- 
tions and memorials of William ©. Miller, Ben- 
jamin Sayer, and T. D. Peurifeys; which were 
ordered to lieon the table. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the same committee, | 


made favorable reports on the petitions of Abra- 
ham Forbes and Richard Brannin, and others. 

Mr. STUART, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Gilbert 
Howell. 

Mr.SALTONSTALL, from the same commit- 
tee, made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Henry Pierson. 

Mr. DEGRAFF, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of David Griffin. 

Mr. CHEATHAM, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Marcus Spalding. 


Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Indian | 


Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of James White. 

Mr. McK AY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of George Baldwin; also, on the memorial of 
certain citizens of Wisconsin, praying Congress 
to furnish that Territory with arms. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of Zalmon Burnett and Isaac Moss. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from. the same 


committee, made an unfavorable report on the 


petition of John Porter, 


Mr. CHILDS, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of Lydia 
Steele, William Kerr, John McLain, and John 
W. Godbold. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions of* 
George Rawlings, Benjamin Eaton, Amos Cooke, 
Alexander Downing, heirs of David Bradish, and 
the heirs of John Sprigg. 

Mr. EWING, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Elizabeth 
Gassaway. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the 
petitions of Joseph Rose, James Smallwood, and 

ohn Packham. 

Mr. HEROD, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of Leonard 
Joines, William Steele, John Hilberts, John 
Thompson, Oriss Call, and Jacob Headerich, 

Mr. PLUMER, from the same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petitions of Mrs. 
| Addison, widow of William A. Addison, William 
Wingfield, Thomas Flanagan, Nimrod Sparks, 
and John Freger. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Daniel 
Keifer. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill making 
appropriations for certain repairs and improve- 
ments in the public buildings and grounds, and 
for other purposes, 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. EVERETT, on leave, submitted the fol- 
|| lowing resolution; which lies over one day, un- 
der the rule: ae 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House copies of the instructions given for nego- 
tiating the treaties with the Pottawatomie Indians of the 
20th, QW6th, and With October, 1832; and of all the corre- 
spondence of or with the Department before and after those 
dates, relating to the negotiation of said treaties, or to-the 
exceugion before the ratification of the same; and also 
copies of aH the bills of purchase of all goods, merchandise, 
and horses, delivered to said Indians or other pérsons, dur- 
ing the said negotiations, or at the time of signing said 
treaties, for any purpose, or subsequently delivered in exe- 
cution of the same; together with a statement of the ex- 
pense of negotiating said treaties, with the names of the 
persons to whom paid, and the sum paid to cach. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER announced the orders of the 
it day, and laid before the House the following ex- 
eculive communications; which were appropri- 
ately referred: 

1. The following mesage from the President 
of the United States: 


Wasurneren, January 18, 1839. 

In addition to the information contained in a report from 
the Secretary of State, communicated with my message of 
the 30th of April, 1838, I transmit to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a report from the Secretary of War, dated the 
16th instant, in answer to a resolution of the House of the 
19th of March last, and containing so much of the informa- 
tion called for by said resolution as could be furnished by 
his Department. M. VAN BUREN, 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
|| 2. Also, a communication from the Secretary 
i of the Navy, in answer to a resolution of the 
i House of the 14th instant, calling for seven hun- 
‘| dred and fifty copies of the chart of Newark bay, 
j and of the sand-bars in the vicinity of said bay. 

3. Also, a communication from the Secretary 

iof War, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 14th instant, 
relative to the pursuit, capture, and execution of 
certain reputed Indian refugees and. murderers 
within the limits of one of the States. 
i 4. Also, a communication from the Secretary 
| of the Navy, transmitting a statement of the con- 
| tracts made by the commissioners of the Navy 
| during the year 1838, prepared in compliance 
| with an act of Congress. 
| Sundry bills from the Senate were taken ups 
| read twice, and referred. 
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, The graduation bill being taken up, 
| Mr. CASEY moved to refer it to the Commit- 
tec on Public Lands. 


i Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
i to refer it to the select committee of twenty-six 

on the public lands, and asked the yeasand nays; 
| which were ordered. : 


| Mr. MENEFEE made a few remarks in favor 


1839. _ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


of sending the bill to the select committee of 
twenty-six, as proposed by Mr. Winans. 

Mr. CASEY said he had not been able to hear 
all the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Mrnuree,] but from the whole tenor of the 
debate, it was obvious that the object of the mo- 
tion to refer this bill to the select committee was 
to defeat the passage of this bill at this session. 
This was a measure of deep interest to the new 
States, and indeed to the Shole western country. 
It was a subject that legitimately belonged to the 
Committee on Public Lands, one that had here- 
tofore received the attention of that committee, 
and if it was the intention of the House to. act on 
the subject at this session, it should go to that 
committee, ` 

As to the select committee raised on the special 
message of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in answer to the resolution of this 
House, in relation to the division of the public 
lands among the old States of the Union, he 
thought, with all due deference to that committee, 


that if they would attend to the arduous duties jj 


devolving on them, they would have enough to 
do. He repeated, he was in favor of the bill, and 
should therefore insist on his motion to refer it to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The first motion was further advocated by 
Messrs. SHIELDS, HAYNES, PARKER, 
BOON, and MARTIN, and opposed by Messrs. 
MENEFER, ROBERTSON, and WILLIAMS 
of North Carolina; when 

Mr. HOWARD demanded the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew it at the request of Mr. JOHN- 
SON, of Maryland, who, after a few words in 
behalf of the motion of Mr. Wiiiiams, renewed 


ut. 

The SPEAKER, in answer to Mr. EVERETT, 
stated that the main question would be on the 
engrossment of the bill; whereupon 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew the demand for the 
previous question, and the question of reference 
was further debated in opposition to the first mo- 
tion by Mr. LINCOLN, and in support by 
Messrs. EWING, CUSHING, and SHIELDS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY was opposed to refer- 
~ing the bill to either committee, though, if it went 
toeither, it should be to that of twenty-six. He 
was also opposed to discussing the reference of a 
bill which, in his opinion, ought never to pass; 

‘and, therefore, in order to test the question on its 

passage, he moved to lay the bill on the table, 
and demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. : 

Mr. BOON moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered, and proceeded in till one hundred 
and fifty-seven members had answered to their 
dames; when the absentees were called, and sev- 


eral having answered, one hundred and seventy- 


one were found to be present. 

Mr. MURRAY moved to dispense with the 
farther proceedings of the call; but the motion 
was disagreed to. 

The doors were then closed, and the absentees 
again called over, when excuses were rendered 
for:several of the members. 

‘Mr. THOMPSON made another ineffectual mo- 
tion to dispense with the call. f 

Mr. T. then moved the enforcement of the bal- 
ance of the 57th rule, to send special messengers 
for the absentees not excused, and take them into 
custody. 

Mr. CASEY notified the House that there were 
a number of members in attendance outside the 
Hat, and he moved that the doors be opened for 
their admission; which motion was lost. 

Mr. GRENNELL suggested that the Speaker 
send messengers to the absentees to request their 
attendance; but it was objected to. 

The question on executing the 57th rule was 
then decided in the negative—ayes 65, noes 69. 

Me SIBLEY then moved to dispense with the 
call, 

Mr. THOMPSON asked for the yeas and nays; 
but they were refused. 

The call was then dispensed with—ayeseighty, 
noes not counted. _. Ea 

The doors were then opened, and a number of 
members came in. 

Mr. SAW YER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER withdrew his motion. ~ 

The, question. was then taken on laying the 


graduation bill on the table, and decided in the | charged from the further consideration: 


affirmative—yeas.102, nays.97; as follows:- 

YEAS—~Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Anderson, Aycrigg, Banks, Borden, Buchanan, 
William B. Calhoun, John Calhoon, John Campbell, Cham- 
bers, Childs, Coffin, Cotes, Corwin, Cranston, Darlington, 
Davee, Davies, Deberry, Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, 
Fillmore, James Garland, Giddings, James Graham, Grant- 
land, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hall, Harper, Hast- 
ings, Hawes, Hawkins, Henry, Hoffman, Hopkins, Robert 
M: T. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, William: C. John- 
son, Kennedy, Legare, Lincoln, Mallory, Marvin, James 
M. Mason, Sampson Mason, Maxwell, MeKennan, Mene- 
fee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Montgomery, Matthias 
Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, Parris, Pearce, 
Peck, Petrikin, Pickens, Pope, Potts, Potter, Putnam, 
Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sergeant, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Charles Shepard, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, Stanly, 
Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, 
Underwood, John White, Lewis Williams, Worthington, 
and Yorke—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Andrews, Atherton, Beatty, Beers, 
Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 
Brodhead, Bronson, Cambreleng, Chaney, William B. 
Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Cheatham, Cleveland, 
Crabb, Crary, Crockett, Cushing, Cushman, De Graff, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Ewing, Farrington, 
Fry, Gallup, Rice Garland, Goode, William Graham, Gray, 
Hamer, Haynes, Herod, Howard, William H. Hunter, Ing- 
ham, Thomas B. Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph fohn- 
son, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Lead- 
better, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Martin, Maury, May, 
McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Murray, Noble, Parker, Phelps, Plumer, 
Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rariden, 
Rives, Sheffer, Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, Stuart, 
Stone, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Towns, Turney, Vail, 
Vanderveer, Webster, Albert S. White, Whittiesey, Sher- 
rard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Christopher H. Williams, and Yell—97. 

So the bill was Jaid on the table. 


Before the vote was announced, Mr. Worp 
asked leave to record his vote, he having left the 
Hall, and did not return in time; but it was ob- 
jected to. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The next bill taken up was the bill from the 
Senate making appropriations for the continuation 
of the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Illinois. 

Mr. COLES moved to lay this bill also on the 
table; on which motion, 

Mr. CASEY demanded the yeas and nays; but, 
before they were ordered, 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespay, January 23, 1839. 


Mr. YOUNG presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Ilinois, instructing their Senators and 
requesting their Representatives in Congress to 
use their best exertions to procure the passage of 
a law making appropriations sufficient to put all 
the unsurveyed lands of the State under immedi- 
ate contract; and, 

On motion of Mr. Y., the resolutions were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the petition of Levi 
Folsom; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NORVELL presented certain additional 
papers in support of the claim of General Nelson 
Thompson; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of William 
Tracy, a soldier of the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented certain 
papers in relation to a claim of Abel Pennington, 
accompanied by the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making payment to Abel 
Pennington, for a borse employed in the service of the 
United States, which was killed by order of the command- 
ing Officer. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to. incorporate 
the Washington Manual Labor School and Male 
Orphan Asylum of the city of Washington, and 
a Pit to incorporate the Washington City Silk 
Company; which were severally read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. i 

Mr. ROBINSON, from. the. Committee. on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which. was re- 
ferred the petition of the Petersburgh Railroad 


Company, moved that the committee be dis-1: 


3 hereof; 
which ‘motion was agreed to. == ee 
On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee 
on Pensions. was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of William Warden: < 
On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Committee” 
on Claims was discharged from thé further cón- 
sideration of the petition and papers of Marshall 
A. Mathias. faa 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the rego- 
lution directing an inquiry into the expediency of. 
making compensation to. Robert Kirkland-for the 
destruction of his timber and stock, moved that 
the committee be discharged from the farther cdn~’ 
sideration thereof; which motion was agreed to, 
and the petitioner had leave to withdraw -his pe- 
tition and papers. è 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill providing compensation to certain Michigan . 
volunteers, lately called into the. service, to- pre~ 
serve our neutral relations on the frontiers; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
The reports of the Committee on Pensions, un- 


| favorable to the petitions of John Bosworth, 


Stephen F. Hemenway, John Grigsby, and Bet- 
sey Rooth, were severally considered and còn- 
curred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


to certain railways in the State of 
which was read twice and referred: 00 


RESOLUYIONS. ik 


The following resolutions, submitted a few. 
days ago by Mr. Lin, in relation to certain 
banks of Wisconsin, were taken up: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate any information he may pos- 
sess in relation to the banks, or institutions exercising bank+ 
ing privileges, in the ‘l'erritory of Wisconsin 3. whether they 
are exercising such privileges in pursuance or in-violation 
of the laws of the United States ; and whether their notes 
are reccived in payment for the public lands. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to report a bill to disaffirm, disapprove; and render nullvand 
void any act of the Territorial Legislature creating banking. 
institutions in Wisconsin Territory, where charters have 
not been approved by Congress, or where the provisions of 
their charters, or the acts of Congress approving thein; have. 
been violated. B ae pai Ghingds 

Resolved, That the committee also reporta dill-to. give 
jurisdiction to the courts of the Territories of ‘the United 
States over all the banking institutions in said Territories, 
and to provide punishments for the violation of the act of 
Congress of the Ist July, 1836, or of any. other act.that has 
been, or may hereafter be, passed, approving bank charters. 


Mr. NORVELL had very strong doubts of the 
power of Congress to annul bank charters already 
approved. At all events, he thought the resolu- 


i tion should be put in the shape of an inguiry. | 


Mr. LINN said the resolutions were intended 
as an inquiry. i 
Mr. KING observed. that the resolution direct- 
cd the committee to report a bill, &c., and he 
would suggest to his honorable friend to modify 
it so as to direct the committee to'inquire into the 


| expediency of reporting a bill. 


Mr. LINN assented, and the resolution was 
modified accordingly. piune gi 

Mr. ALLEN observed that the resolution in- 
cluded only one Territory. He would suggest to 
the. Senator from Missouri to modify it so as to 
include all the Territories. 

This modification was agreed to,and the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed toi. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he ‘hereby 
is, required to report to the Senate the name.of each.indi- 
vidual, other than officers of the Army, who bas received 
any appointment or agency, under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States, to aid in carrying into effect the: provisions of 
the treaty with the Cherokee Indians, dated 29th. Decem- 
ber, 1835, with the duty he was. directed and expected to 
perform, and the sum promised or paid to. each, and by. 
whom such apyointments were made. i i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, arid-he hereby 
is, reqnired to report to the Senate what. species of funds: 
were furnished by the United States to: their agents, tocar! 
ry into effect the provisions of the treaty with the Cherokee ` 
Indians, dated 29th December, 1835, and if funds of differ- 
ent species have becn furnished, state theamount ofeach, 
together with the time. when. sedt, and. to. whom, and 
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whether any-of such funds have. been exchanged, and:by 
Whom, forfunds less valuable, and a premium received for 
the difference of value, and whether such, premiums have 
been accounted for tò the Government. pes: 

Resolved, That the Secretary-of War be, and he hereby 
is, required.to report to the Senate the name of each indi- 
viduat whose improvements have been valued, under the 
provisions of the treaty with the Cherokees, dated 29th De- 
cember, 1835, and the sum to which cach has been valued, | 
together with the instructions given to the perron making 
sneh valuation. 


Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following | 


resolutions;-which were ordered to be printed.and | 
lie on the table: ee : 

Resolved, That sound specie-paying banks ought to be 
selected, undersuitable regulations-to be prescribed by law, 
for the safe-keeping of the public money. | 

Resolved, That the payment of the public revenue ought 
tobe made in gold and silver, or in the notes of sound spe- | 
cie-paying banks, under suitable regulations to be prescribed 
by law. 

Resolved, That such ‘payments of the public revenue 
from customs and from lands ought to be made, as far as 
practicable; by deposits in the selected banks to the credit of | 
the Treasurer of the United States, and. the certificates of ! 
deposit taken by the collectors and receivers as evidence į 
of such payments. i 

Resolved, Char the selected banks, in consideration of | 
such deposits, ought to perform, without charge, the same 
duties to the Government, in transferring the public funds 
and distributing the same in payment of the publie credit- } 


ors; as were performed by the late Bank of the United ; 
States. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the 
third time and passed: 

“A bill to abolish imprisonment for debt in cer- 
tain cases; ; : 

A bill for the relief of Pierre Menard and | 
others; and ba A : 

A bill to prohibit the giving or accepting a | 
challenge to fighta duel in the District of Colum- |! 
bia, and for the punishment thereof. 

On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the yeas and 
nays were ordered on the passage of the last 
mentioned bill; and were—yeas 29, nays 7; as i 
follows: 

YEAS Messrs, Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ken- | 
ticky, Davis, Poster, Fulton, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, | 
Lumpkin, MeKean, Morris, Mouton, Pierce, Prentiss. 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, Smith 
of Indiana, Southard, Swit, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, 
Williams of Maing, and Young—-29. 


AYS—Messrs, Brown, Clay of Alabama, King, Nicho- || 


Jas, Preston, Ronne, and Williams of Mississippi—7. 
; LANDS IN TENNESSEE. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate took | 
up the bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act to | 
authorize the State of Tennessee to issue grants 
and perfect titles to lands therein described,’ &e., 
passed 18th April, 1806. 

Mr. FOSTER addressed the Senate at length 
in explanation and support of the bill. 

Mr. BENTON rose to give his testimony in 
favor of the statements which had been made 
by the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Fosrer,] 
who had so welt opened this subject. 
pened that he (Mr. B.) was well acquainted with 
the whole subject matter of this bill, both with 
the Jegal question, as growing out of the compact | 
of 1806, between the States of North Carolina, | 
Tennessee, and the General Government, and | 
also with the character of the land itself upon 
which it would operate. Three years after the 
making of that compact, and precisely thirty | 
years ago, he (Mr. B.) was amember of the Sen- | 
ate of the State of Tennessee, with the respected | 


father of the Senator who had just spoken; and |! 


in his capacity of a Senator in the Tennessee Le- 


year 1809, to act upon this compact; and he then ! 
began the course with respect to settlers and oc- 
cupants which he had followed ever since; he then 
favored the settlers south of French 


granted lands which fell to the State of Tennes- | 
see, and it now becoming his duty again to act, |! 
in the Senate of the United States, on that part | 
of the ungranted Jands which were then reserved | 
to' the United States, he should follow the same | 
course now which he did then, and continue to | 
favor and to protect the settler. 

$ 


I 
i 
He (Mr. B.) was not only acquainted with the |i 
compact of 1806, but it happeried that he was well |! 
acquainted with the country which was reserved | 
to the United States. He lived, when a citizen of | 
Tennessce, not within the Congress reservation; |! 
but in the quarter of the Statein whichit lay, and i 
practiced law within it. He had, besides, trav- 
eled ali over it in different directions; and, while || 


if 


It so hap- | 


i i 
í Broad and |i 
Holston, who were settled on the part of the un- |. 


it-was infact a finedistrictof country, (though by 
no means the best inthe State,)-yet it had been 


| so.picked:and culled by entries on land warrants, 


i that what remained was nothing but the merest 
refuse, barely fit to make ‘small farms for people 
in indigent circumstances, and which the Federal 
Government ought to be ashamed to sell. The 
bill proposed to sell to the occupants, in tracts not 
exceeding two hundred acres each, at twelve and 


seem to be a low price to many gentlemen on this 
floor; but he considered it too high for the Fed- 
eral Government to demand, and should have 
liked the bill better if it had abandoned these 
scraps of refuse land to the State and to the occu- 
pants. Individually, he should have liked the bill 
| better in that way; but the Senators from the 
State who had the conduct of the bill had their 
| reasons, and he knew they were good reasons, 
| for proposing a sale instead of a cession. He 
| should, therefore, support the bill as it was; and 
lest. any Senator might suppose it would be better 
i to strike out the twelve and a half cents, and leave 
thé price blank, to be filled up by the General As- 
sembly of Tennessee, he would undertake to say 


ii that nothing could be gained, in the way of 


money, by that operation; that it would be im- 
| possible to find men in the General Assembly of 

“ennessee who would value these scraps of land 
as high as twelve and a half cents. He, thorc- 
fore, thought that to all those who chose to look 


fixed by those who knew the real character of the 
lands. 
Mr. B. had deemed it proper, on account of his 


i long acquaintance with the subject, to bear this 


public testimony in favor of the statements made 
by the Senator from Tennessee, (Mr. Fosrer.] 
His statements didnot require to be supported by 
testimony; but, having lived in Tennessee, hav- 
ing acted in a legislative capacity upon a branch 
of this subject thirty years ago, and being well 
acquainted with the character of the lands to be 
disposed of, he deemed it proper to give some- 
thing more than a naked :vote for the bill, and 
therefore had submitted to the Senate the state- 
ments which his personal knowledge enabled him 
to make. 

Mr. STRANGE had no idea that this bill 
would be taken up to-day, and he was not, there- 
fore, prepared for its consideration. It would 
| scem that the State of North Carolina was some- 
what interested in it, and he should, therefore, be 
glad to have an opportunity of becoming better 
| acquainted with its details. In the mean time, it 
occurred to him that some provision was neces- 
| sary in order more effectually to guard the inter- 
| ests of the United States, as well as those of the 
State of North Carolina. For instance, the bill 
contained a provision to guard the State of North 
| Carolina against loss, that the State of Tennessee 


li should take up the outstanding North Carolina | 


warrants, which was so far right; but there was 
also a provision in the latter end of this bill which 
in some way conflicted with this: to cede the lands 
i remaining after 1844, unconditionally, to the State 
! of Tennessee. Now, he wished the friends of the 
| bill would consent to its postponement until to- 
| morrow, to give him an opportunity of offering 
; an amendment to meet this difficulty. 

Mr. FOSTER expressed himself perfectly will- 


i à i ing to agree to the postponement asked for. 
gislature, it became his duty, as far back as the || 


Mr. WHITE thought the objection of the gen- 
tleman was unfounded, and that he would find, 
on a more careful examination, that thé interests 
; of North Carolina were amply provided for. Mr. 
W. expressed an anxious desire that the bill 
should pass this body in time to get through the 
other House at this session, and spoke of its im- 
vortance to a portion of the people he represented. 


| Efe had no objection to making the bill the special | 
| order of the day for to-morrow. ‘There being no į 
; special order for that day, there would be no difti- | 


culty in taking it up at one o’clock, and finally 
deciding it. He thought that when the Senate 
became sufficiently acquainted with its merits, 
there would not be the slightest difficulty in pass- 
Ing it. 53 Bh ere 


Mr. STRANGE observed that he had prepared 


an amendment, in case the bill should be pressed 


to-day, providing that when the cession of the 
remaining lands shall be made to the State of 
Tennessee, after the Ist of January, 1844, that 


a half cents peracre. Thatsum would, doubtless, | 


to money from these Jands, the sum fixed in the | 
Í bill should be preferable to leaving it open to be į 


State-shall provide: for-any outstanding North 
Carolina warrants." : i 

On motión of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the bill 
was postponed to, and made the special order of 
the day for, to-morrow. 

; DR. J. C. WHITE. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
took up the bill for-the relief of Dr. John Camp- 
bell White, of Baltimore, 


Mr, CLAY, of Kentucky, opposed. the. bill, 


| and hoped that its consideration might not be 


pressed at this time, 

Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the Senate in its 
support; and, 

After some further remarks from Mr. CLAY 
in opposition, and Mr. BUCHANAN in-support, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1839. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


i ting a statement of the accounts of Lewis Cass, 


as superintendent of Indian affairs; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENRY asked leave to present a petition, 
but it was objected to. 


GRADUATION BILL. 


Mr. PETRIIIN rose and said he:was about to 
make a motion, in the making of which, he wished 
it to be distinctly understood that he did it to 
giye. gentlemen an opportunity of doing them- 
selves justice, and of putting themselves straight 
before the people. Nor, in making this motion, 
was he to be considered as in.any way piedged to 
vote for the bill on its final passage. Mr, P. then 
moved to reconsider the vote of yesterday, by 
which the graduation bill was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said the motion'would be en- 
tered, and would be the first thing in order after 
the morning business was disposed of. 

Mr. SNYDER moved that the bill be printed, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKENS suggested that the motion of 
Mr. Pernrixin be disposed of at once; but 

The SPEAKER reiterating what hesaid.above, 
the question was not pressed. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 


Mr. HAYNES then renewed his motion for 
the House to go into committee on the President’s 
message. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, suggested to 
the gentleman to modify his motion, so as to go 
into committee after they had got through the 
morning business. 

Mr. HAYNES withdrew his first motion, and 
moved another, for the Tlouse to go into commit- 
tee of the Whole at half past one o’clock, but it 
was rejected, 101 to 53—not two thirds. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES., 


Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee on` 
Claims, made an unfavorable report on’ the pe- 
tition of William J. Owens, which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed; also-an unfa- 
vorable report on the memorial of certain citizens 
of St. Augustine, Florida. ~~ ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New Hampshire, from 
the same committee, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Richard Màcall. ` 

Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the same com- 
mittee, made an unfavorable. reporton the peti- 
tion of B. M. Byrnes. ; 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of “certain mer- 
chants of New York, praying a drawback’ on 
coal, and it was referred to the Committée of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to which a bill 
on the same subject had been referred. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, fromthe same com- 
mittee, madean unfavorable report on the petition 
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of Lauvel Gourand de la Martinique; viceconsul 


of France for the State-of Rhode Island; for ré- 


mission of duties. ; : 

Qn motion of Mr. CASEY, the Committee-on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of George Kindly, 
Jabelee Posey, and Joel Whiteside, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lationary Pensions, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Justis Rose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Johu Wright. 

“Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of certain 
officers of the Florida militia. 

“Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of 
Samuel Hoffman. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Robert Miller and 
John Thompson. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the Tus- 
carora nation of Indians. 

Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill to approve and confirm 
an act of the Legislative Council of the Territory 
of: Wisconsin, and for other purposes. 

“Also, a bill to authorize the people of Jowa to 
form a constitution, and to provide for the admis- 
sion of such State into the Union. 

«Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of the executors of Robert McFarlane. 

Mr. FRY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill granting a pension to Reuben Murray. 

Mr. SERGEANT, from the select committee 
on steam engines, reported a bill supplementary 
to the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
better security of steamboats.”’ 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. SERGEANT, on leave, presented the pe- 


. tition of Mrs. Bainbridge, widow of the late Com- | 


modore Bainbridge. 
Petitions. were also presented by Messrs. 
CROCKETT and UNDERWOOD. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


o Mr JOHNSON, of Louisiana, pursuant to 
“notice, on leave brought in a bill to amend an act 
entitled “An act establishing certain courts, and. 
abridging the jurisdiction of certain district courts 
of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Ohio,” approved 
24th February, 1807; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, on leave, submitted the fol- |i 


lowing resolution; which, under the rule, lies 
over one day for consideration, the House refus- 
ing to entertain it now: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to communicate to this House a list of the various articles 
of provisions, hospital stores, canvas, cordage, lumber, hay, 
coal, materials of iron, copper, leather, and all other arti- 
eles not enumerated in contracts, purchased aud procured 
at or for the various naval stations of Boston, New York, 
Baltimore, Norfolk, and Pensacola, daring the year 1838 5 
stating from whoin the same were purchased, and the prices 
paid tor each article. 

THOMAS BLANCHARD. 


- On motion of Mr. MENEFEE, the bill to au- 
thorize a renewal of a patent to Thomas Blanch- 
ard was taken up on its third reading. 

After some remarks ftom Messrs. FILL- 
MORE, MENEFEE, FLETCHER of Massa- 
chusetts, HOWARD, and CALHOUN of Mas- 
sachusetts, 

Mr. HOWARD moved that the bill be post- 
poned until Friday next, and be printed. 

Mr. MENEFEE demanded the previous ques- 
tion. f 

Mr, BOON moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which was not agreed to. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The main question being on the passage of the 
biti, : i 

Mr. MONTGOMERY asked for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The. question was taken; and resulted—yeas 
89, nays 72. : i 


“GRADUATION BILL. - ~ 
The House then took up the motion of Mr. 
PETRIKIN, to reconsider the vote of the House by 
which the bill to reduce and graduate the price 
of the public lands” was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
a call of the House was ordered. ” 


four members answered to their names, “ee 

The absentees were then called; anu several 
having come in, two hundred and three members 
were announced as being present. 

Mr. HAYNES moved to dispense with the 
further proceédings of the call. an 

‘The motion was agre-d to—ayes 85, noes 61. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. CASEY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and resulted—yeas 
96, nays 102; as follows: 
; . YEAS—Messrs. Henan Allan, Join W. Allen, Ayecrigg, 
1 Banks, Bell, Bond, Borden, William B. Calhoun, John Cal- 
hoon, John Campbell, Chambers, Childs, Clark, Clowney, 
Coflin, Connor, Corwin, Cranston, Darlington, Davee, Da- 
vies, Deberry, Evans, Everett, Richard Fletcher, [save Flet- 
cher, Fillmore, James Garland, James Graham, Grantland, 
i Graves, Grenuell, Griffin, Haley, Hall,-Harper, Hastings, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Henry, Hoffman, Robert M. 'T. Hunter, 
| Jabez Jackson, William Cost Johnson, Kennedy, Legate, 
| Lincoln, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Mason, Sampson Ma- 
son, Maxwell, McKennan, Ménefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mit- 
chell, Montgomery, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, 
Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Pickens, Pope, Potts, Patnam, 
Reed, Reucher, Richardson, Ridgway, Robertson, Robin- 
son, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sergeant, Au- 
gustine H.Shepperd, Chartes Shepard, Sibley, Slade, South- 
gate, Stanly, Stration, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, 
‘fotand, Underwood, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Worthington, and Yorke—-96, 
rs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ather- 
ton, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bieknetl, Biddle, Birdsall, Boon, 
Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Cambreleng, Wil- 


| Ham B. Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cheat- 
| ham, Cleveland, Coles, Crabb, Crary, Oushing, Cushman, 


De Graff, Duncan, Dunn, Ewing, Fry, Rice Garland, Goode, 
Wiliam Graham, Grant, Gray, Hamer, Harrison, Haynes, 
Herod, Holsey, Holt, Howard, Ingham, Thomas B. Jack- 
son, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johuson, Nathaniel Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, 
Lyon, Martin, Maury, May, McKay, Robert, McCtellan, 
Abraliun MeCleltan, Miller, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, 
Murray, Noble, Parker, Parris, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, 
| Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rariden, 
Rives, Sheffer, Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, Stuart, 
| Stone, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Towns, 
Tumey, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Albert S.W hite, Sher- 
rard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Christopher H. Williams, Word, and Yell—102. 


So the House. refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The qnestion was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider; and resulted in the negative—yeas 
98, nays 99; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Beatty, 
| Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Boon, Bronson, 
Buchanan, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, Carter, Ca- 
sey, Chaney, Chapman, Cheatham, Cleveland, Crabb, 
Crary, Crockett, Cushing, Cusbinan, Davee, De Graff, Dun- 
can, Dunn, Edwards, Ewing, Fry, Gallup, Rice Garland, 
| William Graham, Grant, Gray, Hamer, Harrison, Haynes, 
Herod, Holsey, Holt, Howard, Ingham, Thomas B., Jaek- 
| son, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
| Kemble, Klingensinith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Lyoun, 
Martin, Maury, May, Me Kay, Robert MeClellan, Abraham 
McClellan, Miller, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, 
; Nobile, Parker, Parris, Petri Phelps, Plumer, Sergeant 
| S. Prentiss, Johu H. Prentiss, Rariden, Rives, Shefter, 
| Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, Stuart, Stone, Swear- 
| ingen, Taylor, Thomas, ‘Titus, Toucey, ‘Towns, Turney, 
Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Weeks, Albert S. White, Jared 


ii w. Williams, Joseph L. Wilhams, Word, and Yell—98. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allan, Jon W. Allen, 
Aycrigg, Banks, Bell, Bond, Borden, William B. Calhoun, 
John Cathoon, John Campbell, Chambers, Childs, Clark, 
Clowney, Coffin, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Cranston, Dar- 
lington, Davies, Deberry, Evans, Everett,Richard Fietcher, 
Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, Graves, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Haley, Hall, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Haw- 
| kins, Henry, Hoffman, Robert M. T. Hunter, Jenifer, Wil- 
| iiam Cost Johnson, Kennedy, Legare, Lincoln, Mallory, 
| Marvin, James M. Mason, Sampson Mason, Maxwell, Mc- 
| Kennan, Menetee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Montgom- 

ery, Matthias Morris, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, 
Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Pickens, Pope, Potts, Putuam, 
Reed,Rencher, Richardson, Ridgway, Robertson Robinson, 
, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Sergeant, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, 
Stanly, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompsou, Tillinghast, To- 
Jand, Underwood, John White, Whimiesey, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Sherrard Williams, Worthington, and Yorke—99. 


So the Elouse refused to reconsider. 
CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The next was the bill from the Senate: making 
appropriations for the continuation of the Cum- 


| berland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and | 


$ 
| Illinois, taken up yesterday onits reference, when 


The roll was called, and one hundred and eighty- 


i 


Mr:Coóres:movedto:layitonthetable, but the. 
House adjourned without taking the quesuon: 
which, now recurring, ; eer 

Mr.MALLORY deman 
which were ordered; | -> E N : 

Mr.. RARIDEN moved:.a:call of the, Housez- 
but it was refused... ` Poi ai 

The motion to.lay-the bill onthe table was de- 
cided in the negative-—yeas 77, nays 105; as-fol-.. 
lows: : e Dagia ke debby 

YEAS—Messrs.Andrews,Atherton Banks, Beirne, Biek- . 
nell, Birdsall, Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, Carter; 
Chapman, Cheatham, Cleveland, Clowney, Coles, Connor, 
Crabb, Cashman, Davies, Deberry, James Garland; Rice’ 
Garland, James Graham, Griffin, Haley, Hawes, Hawkins, ’ 
Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Robert M. F: Hunter, Thomas: By... 
Jackson, Joseph Jolson, Nathauict Jones, Keim; Kling-, 
ensmith, Legare, Lewis, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, James M: 
Mason, Martin, Maury,McKay,A braham MeClellan, Mout- 
gomery, Samucl W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Parker, Petri- . 
kin, Pickens, Join H. Prentiss, Sergeant 8.-Preéutiss, Ren- 
cher, Richardson, Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Sawyer, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Spencer; Stanly, 
Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, Toucey, Towns 
Turney, Underwood, Weeks, Lewis Wiliams, Sherrard * 
Wiliams, Jared W. Williams, and Word—77. n3 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Alexander, Heman Alan, Jonn 
WW. Allen, Ay g, Beatty, Bell, Bidd'e, Bond, Boon, Bor- 
den, Buchanan, William B.Calboun, fohn Calhoon, Casey, 
Chambers, Chaney, Childs, Clark, Cofin, Corwin, Cranston, 
Crockett, Cushing, Darlington, De Graff, Duncan, Dusny 
Edwards, Evans, Ewing, Richard Ftetcher,.Fry, Galupy. 
Giddings, Goode, Wiliam Graham, Grant, Grennell, Hall, 
Hamer, Harrison, Harper, Hastings, Henry, Herrod, Hofi- 
man, Howard, Ingham, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Wilian: 
C. Johnson, Kennedy, Leadbetter, Lincoln; Logan, Sarip- 
son Mason, May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menefee, Mercer, 
Milligan, Milter, Mitcbell, Morgan, Calvary Morris, Naylor; . 
Noyes, Ogle, Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Phelpsy Plumer, 
Pope, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Sheffer, Sheplor, Sibley,* 
Snyder, Southgate, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Tilting? 
hast, Titus, Toland, Vail, Webster, Albert S+ White, John 
Wijte, Whittlesey, Joseph L.Williams, Worthington, Yell, 
aud Yorke—105, : Ce ae 

So the House refused to lay the bill onthe table; .. 
andit was committed toa Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. Sept 

Sundry other bills from the Senate were taken 
up, read twice, and referred to their appropriate . 
committees. . : 

DUELING IN THE DISTRICT, 


The bill to prohibit the giving or receiving a 
challenge to fight a duel in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for the punishment thereof, was read 
twice, committed to a-Committee of the Whole: 
on the state of the Union, and ordered’ to: be : 
printed, on motion of Mr. ADAMS. - 3 


REPRESENTATIVES OF T.: GLASCOCK.. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- l 
tives of Thomas Glascock, deceased, was read :the.: 
third time and passed. piae ua 


RELIEF OF MAIL CONTRACTORS: 


The bill for the relief of James Walker, John, 
Gibson, and James Carruthers, (mail: contract-.: 
ors,) was discussed for some time by Messrs... 
GARLAND of Louisiana, CONNOR, HAMER, 
RENCHER, CHAPMAN, and JOHNSON of 
Maryland, when the Jatter gentleman moved to 
lay it on the table, but the Hoyge refused; and 
the discussion was continued for some time longer 
by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, REED, THOMP- 
SON, and EVERETT, A Nie : 

Mr. CASEY said that there were several of his 
constituents similarly situated as. the contractors 
for whose benefit this bill had been introduced; 
that they had been rained by their contracts with 
the Government; and thatsome of them have had 
their contracts annulled... He would, therefore, 
move to recommit the bill, with instructions so 
to amend the same as to include all cases, and 
put them all upon an equal footing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to lay 
the bill and instructions upon the table; which 
the House refused to do by a vote of 72 to 35; 


but no-quorum having voted, : 
N, the House ad- 


ded thë yeas and nays; 


On motion of Mr. MARTI 
jourried. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvaspay, January 24, 1839. 

Mr. NORVELL presented the memorial of 
William A. Whitchead, in reply to the petition. 
of Thomas Jefferson Smith. and others, in,relar: 
tion to a port of entry at Indian Key; which.was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce i..." 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the memorial of Caleb 
Williams, praying that. a law may be passed to 
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license two-iron steamboats building in-Europe; 
which-was referred: to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i i 

i Mr. WRIGHT presented some documents in 
support of the claim of Captain Charles C: Tup- 
per, of the United States marine: corps; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 

Mr: WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented. the 
petition of David Bump, asking for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the credentials of Hon. 
Danii Wessrer, elected by the Legislature of 
Massachusetts a Senator from that State, to serve 
for six years from the 4th of March next; which 
were read. 


~* REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief ‘of the heirs of Colonel John H. Stone, 
deceased; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olitionary Claims, to which had been referred 
the petition of the heirs of John Treville, de- 
ceased, reported a bill for their relief; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, | 
unfavorable to the petition of William Smith, was | 
considered and concurred in. | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING, in pursuance of notice given, ob- | 
tained leave, and introduced a bill for the relief | 
of Wiliam H. Robertson, Samuel H. Garrow, 
and A. W. Symington; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BENTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked leave to introduce a bill to abolish the duty 
om salt, and to repeal the fishing bounties and al- 
lowances dependant upon the same. 

Mr. B. addressed the Senate at length in ex- 
planation and support of the bill; after which, at 
the request of Mr. Davis, it was laid on the table 
till to-morrow. 

TREATY WITH MIAMI INDIANS. 
Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, said he rose to ask 


leave to introduce a bill to regulate the price of | 


lands acquired by the treaty with the Miami In- 
dians of the 6th of November, 1838, which was 
ratified on yesterday. The bill fixed the mini- | 
mum price of these lands at $2 50 per acre. 

Mr. S. said his position in relation to this bill 
might. require a single word of explanation, not 
so far as the Senate was concerned, as the whole 
matter was fresh in the recollection of Senators, 
But the State might desire to know why it was 
that he had purposed to fix the minimum of these 
lands at a higher price than the usual price of the 
public lands. He wished merely to satisfy that 
inquiry, by saying that these lands were pur- 
chased of the Miami Indians, by the treaty that 
was ratified on yesterday, at a price that would | 
require, to remuwerate the Government, the price 
fixed by the bill. The lands lie on the public 
works of the State, and the high price given was 
fully justified by the value of the lands, The 
price being the great objection to the purchase, 
in the minds of many Senators, he felt disposed, 


service, as well aswith reference to other branches 
of the public interest. It was a fact, that no Amer- 
ican chart of the lakes existed; no thorough sur- 


|| vey of those inland seas had ever been authorized 


or made by this Government. We were indebted 
to British charts for all the knowledge we pos- 
sessed on the'subject, except that derived from 
personal observation. It.was difficult to obtain 
any of these British charts in this country. With 
a view to the naval operations which a war would 
render necessary upon the lakes, as well as in re- 
lation to their commerce and navigation, the sur- 
vey so.anxiously desired was all-important. Im- 
pressed with the necessity of the measure, the 
committee had again instructed him to report the 
same resolution, without any alteration. As he 
| hoped and believed that no debate would arise 
upon the resolution, he very respectfully moved 
that the previous orders of the day be postponed 
and that the joint resolution, authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause certain 
surveys to be made, be now taken up. 
The resolution was agreed to, and the joint res- 
olution considered, and ordered to a third read- 
| ing. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


i tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate whether any, and if any, how much, 
would have been the deficit in the Treasury, if an act enti- 
tled “ An act to appropriate for a limited time the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands of the United States, and 
for granting land to certain States,” which passed both 
Houses of Congress, had received the approbation of the 

| President, and been acted upon up to the Ist day of Janu- 
! ary, 1839. 

Mr. BENTON observed that his reason for 
offering this resolution was apparent. A resolu- 
tion had passed the Senate calling upon the Sec- 
retary for information as to the amount that would 
have been distributed to each of the States of this 
Union under the distribution land bill, which was 
vetoed by President Jackson, had that bill become 

alaw. An answer to that resolution had been 
received, by which it appeared that the sum that 
would have been distributed was $57,500,000. 
Now, he wished also to ascertain what now would 
be the deficit in the Treasury had that distribu- 
tion taken place. 

Mr. NORVELL rose to avail himself of the 
opportunity presented by the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to correct a mistake into 

i which the Commissioner of the General Land 
: Office had fallen, in the table which he had fur- 
| nished of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
i lands, which were proposed to be distributed 
among the several States by the bill of the Sena- 
| tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] which received 
the veto of President Jackson in 1833. The Com- 
; missioner had stated that certain sums under the 
| twelve and a half per cent. proposed for the new 
| States in that bill, and certain specified sums 
under the general distribution proposed in it, 
j would have fallen to the lot of Michigan and Ark- 
| ansas. Ifhe remembered rightly, nota cent would 
| have been received under that bill by either Mich- 
igan or Arkansas, They were at that period Ter- 
ritories of the United States. No participation 
was allowed to them in that bill. It depended 


upon a consultation with his colleague, to remove | 
that objection by introducing a bill that would | 
remunerate the Government for the purchase. 
He had promised the Senate to do so, and he now 
rose to comply with that promise. 

The bill was then read twice, by general con- 
sent, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


-SURVEY OF THE LAKES. 


Mr. NORVELL said, that at the last session 
a joint resolution was reported by the Committce 
on Gommerce, and passed by the Senate without 
a dissentient voice, authorizing the President of | 
the United States to. cause a survey of the north- | 

| 


western lakes to be made. He heldin his hands 
letters from the Secretary of War, and the chief 
of the topographical bureau, recognizing the im- 
portance of the contemplated survey; and they 
had intimated in a different way, and under cir- 
cumstances to which ‘he could not, at this time, 
specifically allude, the scientifie gentlemeén ‘had | 
been sought for, and their abilities brought into 
requisition, with a view to this very interesting 


upon the subsequent pleasure of Congress, upon 
the passage of another law, whether Michigan or 
Arkansas would each have received any portion 
of the moneys which were to be distributed, if 
| that bill had become a law. He had felt it to be 
his duty to make this statement for the informa- 
tion of his constituents at home. 

The resolution was then laid on the table till 
to-morrow. 


DR, J. C. WHITE. 


The bill for the relief of Dr. John Campbell 
White, of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, 
was read the third time and passed. 


HEIRS OF T. GLASCOCK. 


heirs of Thomas Glascock, deceased, was read 
twice and referred. 


LANDS IN TENNESSEE. 


The bill toamend the act toauthorize the State 
of Tennessee to issue grants and perfect titles to 
the lands therein described, &c., was taken up as 


| the order of the day; and, after some remarks 


The bill from the House for the relief of the | 


from Mr: FOSTER, was. ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading—-yeas’34, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Foster, 
Fulton, Hubbard, Lumpkin, Lyon, King, McKean, Mor- 
ris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Rives, Roane, 
Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticet, Smith 
of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, 
Williams of Mississippi, and Young—-34. 

NAYS — Messrs. Brown, Strange, and Williams of 
Maine—3. ts 

The following bills were severally read the ses- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: Ran 

The bill for the relief of the sureties of William 
B. Ferguson; 3 

The bill supplementary to the act entitled “An 
act to establish branch Mints of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1835; 

The bill for the relief of Peter Bargy; and 

The bill for the relief of Henry Wilson. | 

After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, January 24, 1839. 


Petitions were, on leave, presented by Messrs. 
PARMENTER, STONE, HENRY, BRON- 
SON, WORD, RARIDEN, SERGEANT, PUT- 
NAM, and TOUCEY. 

[Mr. Parmenter presented the petition of Sarah 
Popkin, for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, 
petition of Joseph D. Annable and others, for a 
duty on foreign starch; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. : 

Mr. Bronson presented the petition of Samuel 
Cook and one hundred and ten others, citizens of 
Jefferson county, New York, praying for the im- 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of Big 
Sandy creek, Jefferson county, New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, the petition of Daniel Read and thirty-three 
others, citizens of Jefferson county, New York, 
for an appropriation to improve the harbor at 
Little Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. Sronr presented the petition of Jesse Ep- 
person, a citizen of Bradley county, Tennessee, 


| praying compensation for a horse stolen from 
h 


im by the Cherokee Indians; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. Henry presented the petition of.a number 
of citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a national armory for 
the manufacturing of small-arms, at the falls of 
Beaver river, in said county; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ] 

Mr. MITCHELL moved a suspension of the 
rule, f call for petitions generally, but subse- 
quently withdrew it. 

Petitions were, on leave, further presented by 
Messrs, C. H. WILLIAMS and PETRIKIN. 

[Mr. Perri presented the petition of Anna 
Maria Domback, widow of a revolutionary sol- 
dier, for a pension. Also, the petition of Colonel 
John H. Schenck, a revolutionary soldier, for 
increase of pension. Also, additional documents 
to substantiate the claim of Jacob Boston for a 
pension; which were referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions.] 

_ Mr. HAYNES presented certain joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Georgia, in relation to 
the establishment of sundry post routes. 

Mr. CHAPMAN presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Alabama, asking thatthe lands 
within that State, lately acquired fromthe Cher- 
okees, may be surveyed at an early period; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Also, the memorial of certain citizens of Benton 
county, Alabama, who lost their improvements 
by the location of Indian reservations, asking that 
they be allowed to enter other lands in lieu there- 
of; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, to which the bill on that subject 
has been committed. Also, the petition of many 
citizens of Benton and Cherokee counties, Ala- 
bama, praying that the Territory lately acquired 
from the Cherokee Indians may be attached to 
the Coosa land district, the register of that district 
to act for the whole district when united, and the 
land office from Mardisville, removed to Ladiga; 


which was referred to the same committee to: 
which was referred the petition praying the es-- 
tablishment of a new land office in the Cherokee 
country. 

The unfinished business of this morning was 
the report by Mr. Crowney, from the Committee 
on the Expenditures of the War Department, the 
question being on the adoption of the following 
resolution, with which the report concludes: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
quire from Samuel Lewis tre repayment of the sum of $800 | 
improperly allowed to-him for the services of his son Ed- i 
ward (a minor) as clerk in the Pension Bureau froin July, | 
1818, to July, 1819; together with interest from the day he | 

| 
į 
| 


received the same z and upon the refusal or neglect of the 
said Samuel Lewis to refund the said sum of money with! 
interest, that the Attorney General of the United States be, | 
and is hereby, instructed forthwith to institute proper Jegal 
proceedings for the recovery of the same. 

“Mr. CLOWNEY addressed the House at length ; 
to show that this money had beem improperly | 

aid. i 
p Mr. McXAY stated the facts in support of the | 
claim, and cited letters of Messrs. Cass, Boyd, | 
and Edwards. Mr. McK. admitted, however, 
that had he been in Mr. Poinsett’s place, he 
should not have ordered the payment of this 
money, though he was decidedly of opinion that 
Lewis bad an equitable claim. 

Mr. McKENNAN was opposed to the resolu- 
tion, because it would involve a heavy expense;- 
but he insisted that the Secretary of War had no 
right to have paid this money. out of the contin- 

. gent fand of the Army, and his doing so merited | 
the ‘severest condemnation of the House. 

“Mr. BOON opposed the resolution; but said he 
would not go back to inquire whether a previous | 
contract had been made. All he wanted to know 
was, whether the services had been performed, 
of which there was abundant evidence, and he 
could not, therefore, vote for the resolution. 

Mr. MARVIN supported the resolution as the 
only mode by which a fraud could be reached. 

Mr. McK AY said it had been the practice since ! 
the formation of the Government, when extra 
force was required, for the Departments to em- 

` ploy temporary clerks, and pay them out of the 
contingent fund. 

„Mr. EVERETT said it was time this objec- 
tionable practice was puta stop to, and, therefore, 
he moved to recommit the report, with the fol- 
lowing instructions: 

‘Yo ascertain and report the cases in which money has 
been paid under the direction of the War Department, out | 
of the contingent fund, to:every officer of the Government, 
for arrearages of salary or compensation for his services. 

Mr. ADAMS sustained the allowance; but the 
hour having expired, his remarks were arrested, 
and the subject lies over. : | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
executive communications: 

_1. From the Secretary of War, being a report 
of the number of clerks and extra clerks em- | 
ployed in that. Department. | 

Z. From the same, together with a communi- ; 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, reports , 
of the Third Auditor and the Commissioner of 
Pensions, relative to the third section of the act | 
of July 5, 1832, for liquidating and paying certain 
claims of the State of Virginia. 

3. From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a report from the First Comptroller and 
Auditor,. whether the standing committees of | 
Congress are, recognized by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Department as a. proper foundation to 
allow-claims against the United States. : 

4. From the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting, for the use of the members of the House, 
two hundred and seventy-five copies of the Naval 
Register for the year 1839. 

FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, by leave, stated that 
the’ Committee of Ways and Means wished to 
make a- report, containing at large the views of 
that conimittee it. regard to the state of the 
finances generally; and said that the committee i 
had come to the cofclision, that, should Con- 
gress authorize the usual amount of new appro- | 
priations, and the three millions proposed for for- 
tifications, harbors, &c., it would be necessary 
to provide five or six millions for the Treasury, 
in additioñ to äll the resources and receipts exist- 
ing or contemplated. ; 


| 


MreHAYNES moved for the printing of ten | 
thousand extra copies of the reporte : os 4 
Mr. SERGEANT opposed this motion, and |! 
was proceeding to give his reasons, when he 7 
yielded to the suggestion that, unless by general f 
consent, that motion must lie over for one day. 
It lies over accordingly. ji 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House. pro- | 
ceeded to the orders of the day. | 
Several executive communications were re- || 
ceived and referred. i l| 
| 

t 

i 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the House then 
went into. the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, (Mr. Apams in the chair.) 

Mr. IIOWARD moved to take up the bill for | 
the liquidation of claims of American citizens for ` 
spoliations by France prior to the treaty of 1801. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the gentleman from 
Maryland had better read the report of the com- 
mittee which had just been made, before he 
pressed a bill which would require the appropri- | 
ation for four or five million dollars. 

Mr. HOWARD said that he had often endeav- ; 
ored to get-up this bill, and if the gentleman had 
not obstructed it, he might have had an oppor- 
tunity of altering his report so as to cover the ne- 
cessary amount.: = > ` 

After further conversation between Messrs. 
HAYNES, McKENNAN, PICKENS, HOW- 
ARD, and CASEY, asto the order of business, 
the question was taken on Mr. Howarn’s mo- 
tion, and negatived. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the committce 
then took up the resolutions offered by Mr. H. 
forreferring the several subjects in the President’s ;} 
message to their appropriate committees. j 

After further conversation between Messrs. | 
EVERETT, HAYNES, CAMBRELENG, | 
HOWARD, CUSHING, and GIDDINGS,as to | 
order, 


read in succession, and the following were agreed |} 
to: 


1. Resolved, That so mach of the President’s message as 
refers to the political relations of the United States with || 
foreign uations, be committed to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. H 

2. Resolved, That so much. of said. message as relates.to | 
the commerce of the United States with foreign nations, 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

3. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates'to | 
the finances, to the collection, safe-keeping, and disburse- 
ment.of the public revenue; and the punishment of public | 
defaulters, be committed to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. 

4. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the public lands be referred tothe Committee on the Public į 
Lands. 


The fifth resolution was then read, as follows: | 


5. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates 
to Indian affairs, except what concerns the defense of the | 


Indians against the intrusions of the citizens of the United 


|| unnecessary, a report having been made.b 
| select committee on that subject.) ioy 


|! which: wag referred to 


i 
i 
frontiers against Indian hostilities, and the protection of the | 
i 
{ 


States, be referred to the Committee on Indian Afairs. 


Mr. EVERETT went into a general review of . 
the course pursued by the Government of the | 
United States in conducting our Indian relations, | 
with a view to show that the position of the mes- | 
sage on that subject was contradicted by facts. 

When he had concladed his remarks, the ques- 
tion was taken, and thie resolution agreed to. 


The following resolutions were then agreed to: |) 


6. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to | 
the defense of the frontiers against Indian hostilities, and the 
protection of the Indian tribes from the intrusions of eiti- 
zens ot the United States; so much thereof as relates to the 
establishment of a manufactory of small-arms west of the i 


Alleghany mountains, and to a manufactory of gunpowder; i 
together with so much as rélates to the report Ethe Sec- 
retary of War, and the public interests intr d tö the.! 
War Department, except the subjects émbraced in the im- 
mediately preceding resolution, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Miltary Affairs. : i 
7. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to i; 
the militia of the United States be referred to the Commit- | 


tee on the Militia. H 
8. Resolved, That so much of-said-message.as relates to 
the report of the Sceretary of the Navy, and the interests in 
trusted to the Navy Department, be committed to the Com 

mittee on Naval Affairs. i ‘ ; 

9. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the report of the Postmaster General, and the condition and 
operations of the Post Office Department, be referted.to the; 
Commitiee on the Post Office and Post Roads. i 

10. Resolved; That sò much of said message as relates to ©: 
the District of Columbia, be committed’ to the Committee :| 
for the District of Columbia. eR fo 


| and ordered to be printed. 


: Jesse Cline; whieh. was. referred: toth 


The following: resolution haying been: read: . 
il. Resolved, That so much of said message ag relates, to 
the establishmerit of a national fotindery for'cannon,: to be 
common to the service of the Army ‘and Navy of the United. 
States, be referred to'a select committee, to reportby bill 
or otherwise. : La aaah hoe 


The.question was put, and it was.rejected ie 


The following resolution was then reads cos, 

12. Resolved, That so much. of said-messuge ay relates to 
thé questions arising Out of the mandamus issued by, the 
circuit court of the District of Columbia, at the relation oF 
Stockton and Stokes, against thè: Postmaster General; be 
referred to the Committee:ou the Judiciary 5 y 

On. this resolution a- debate ‘of 
length ensued, in which we eae ow 

Mr. EVERETT went into: a history: of--the 
casc, and a review of the decision ofthe court: 

Mr. HOWARD replied, and-advocated.the res- 
olution. : OM a hni ya 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, went, at considerable 
length, intoa commentary of the case, and’ the: 


nsiddrable: 


i effect of the court’s decision of it; in which he- 


eulogized the court, and remarked with ‘severity 
on the course of the executive officers in’ thé case. 
Mr. CRARY replied. He spoke ‘in vindication 
of the late President, and argued. to-defénd the 
language of the message in relation-to thé “anti~ 
republican tendencies of associated wealth,’ In 
the course of his remarks he replied’ to'several. 
ositions taken:by Mr. Bertin a speech in-whith: 
he reviewed: the message of the Presiden ~ 
ing proceeded some time; he yielded: to'a motion 
that the committee rise; which motion prevailing; 
the committee rose and reported those resolutions. 
which: had: been agreed toby. the committeé E 
The House concurred in the resolutions tew 
ported, and then adjourned: +0 °° B : 


IN SENATE; °° 
Frivay, January 25, 1839." 


The PRESIDENT submitted a communication 
from the Secretary of the Nayy,. transmitting 
| sixty copies of the Navy Register for 1839; whig 


| 
The resolutions moved by Mr. Haynes were || was laid on the table,and ordered to be printed, 


- PETITIONS, ETC. Shine es 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial pray: 

ing for an appropriation for the improvement. of 

the harbor of Milwaukee; which was referred to- 
the Committee on Commeree. or i a ni SE 
Mr: W. also presented a memorial from officers 
of the line of the Army, praying for an equaliza- 
tion of their pay with ‘the: officers of the staff; 

the Comisittee on Militaty. 


Affairs, 20) > pan bade 
Mr. ROBINSON presented a memorial : 


land district; whiċh was Jaid ‘on: the tables and 
ordered to be printed. Los Pa 

Mr. BENTON presented: the - petition: of the 
heirs of Joseph Robideaux; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. °°" 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky; presented a memo? 
rial of citizens of Philadelphia, praying Congress 


| to take measures for a congress of nations; whieh: 


was referred to the Committee on Forcign Rela- 
tions, i ig 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of. Alabama, asking foran 
amendment to the: preémption’ law: passed: at-the 
last session of Congress; which was ‘referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, i 


Mr. BENTON presented an extract from the 


| message of Governor Call to the Legislative Coun- 
| cil of the Territory of Florida, relating to the war 


with the Seminoles; which was laid on the.table, 
Mr. Bi gave notice that on Monday he would 
call up for consideration the bill providing forthe” 
armed occupation of the Territory of Florida..... . 
Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from: offi- 
cers of the revenuc service, praying that the 


li benefits of the Navy pension law_ may be ex-' 


terided to them; which was referred to. the Com 


; mittee on Commerce. F 


Mr. R. also presented a petition fronr eitizens 


+ of Alum Spring, Rockbridge county, fora mail 
|| route; which was fererred. to. the Committ 


OR. 
the Post Office and. Post Roads. - et 
Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 

ë Comamnit- 


tee on Pensions: zc ay Soe a 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEVIER; from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred the memorial 
of citizens of the parish of. Concordia, in the 
State of Louisiana, reported a bill to transfer to 
the inhabitants of the parish of Concordia the 
interest of the United States to certain tracts of 
land; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. -> f 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, to which had 
been referred the petition of Colonel F. H. Weis- 
senfels, asked: to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the memo- 
rial of William A. Slacum, for compensation for 
services, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill granting a portion of 
the public lands; for the purposes therein ex- 
pressed, to the Mississippiand Rock River Canal 
Company; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, from the 
Committee on. Revolutionary Claims, to which 
had been referred the joint resolution from the 
House for the relief of the heirs of Charles Brown, 
reported the same without amendment. 

r. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which thè subject had been referred, re- 
ported- a bill to quiet the titles of bona fide pur- 
chasers under Spanish grants, permits, and orders 
of survey; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the presentment of the grand jury of the dis- 
trict court of South Carolina, in favor of an in- 
crease of compensation to the officers of said court; 
and the memorial of the executors of James Rody; 
which was agreed to. 

‘Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which had been referred a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the improvement of the harbor of Michigan 
City, made a report thereon, accompanied by the 
following regolution: 

Resolved, That the plan of the works for the improve- 


ment of the harbor at Michigan City shall be such as may 
be approved by the Secretary of War, 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of James Radcliff; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
of Irvine Shubrick, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the inquiry 
into the expediency of making appropriations for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road to the 
Mississippi river, reported the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
cause an estimate to be made of the sums that will be ne- 
cessary to complete the construction of the Cumberland 
road through the States of Ohio, Indiana, and INinois, to 
the Mississippi river, and of the additional amount that will 
be required to extend the same to the city of Jefferson, in 
the State of Missouri; designating the cost of the same in 
each State, respectively, and the aggregate sum that will 
be necessary to cover the whole expense; showing, as far 
as practicable, the separate cost of locating and grading 
said road in each State, for the construction of bridges and 
Macadamizing the same, with the relative amounts that 
will probably be expended in the original construction of 
said work, and in making necessary repairs during the prog- 
ress of the same, and before its completion, for the purpose 


of enabling the Senate to judge whether it will not be ad- | 
visable, both as it regards the interest of the United States | 


and the several States more immediately interested in the 
construction of said road, to make an appropriation suffi- 
cient to complete the same, payable in annual installments 
to the several States respectivel Y, within the limits of which 
the unfinished parts ofsaid road are situate ; upon the con- 
dition that the said States will agree to accept and apply the 
money thus appropriated to the objects intended, and there- 
after discharge the United States from any further appro- 
priations; and upon the further condition that the said 
States shall have authority, and it shall be their duty, to 
keep the same in good repair after its completion, and shall 
allow the arms and munitions of war of the General Gov- 
ernment to pass toll-free ; and that he report said estimate. 
when made, at the next session of Congress. d 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which had been referred the me- 


morial. of. Lysander Spooner, praying for an ap- 
propriation by: Congress.for the improvement of 
the: Maumee river, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of. the same; which was 
agreed. to. ee 

Mr. T., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of Edward B. Tippet; which was agreed 
to. d 

Mr. T., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of M. Allen, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Ohio river, and.that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; which was 
agreed to. . 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill for the reorganization of the 
courts of the United States in the district of Ala- 
bama; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, after some remarks 
on the necessity of the speedy passage of this 
bill, asked that it should be ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; which was agreed to, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which had been referred the memorial of the 
Plum Island Bridge and Turnpike Company, 
praying compensation for a bridge destroyed by 
the erection of a breakwater by the Government, 
reported a bill for its relief; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to re- 
port to the Senate whether or not Fort Armstrong, on Rock 
Island, in the State of Illinois, has been abandoned as a 
military post by the troops of the United States ; and if so, 
what disposition has been made of the fortifications and 
public buildings of that place; whether any order has been 
issued from the War Department to remove from the occu- 
pancy of the said island any of the citizens of Ilinois ; and 
if so, under what circumstances the same was issucd. 


On motion of Mr. NORVELL, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition and accompanying papers of 
Wiliam Whitehead, relative to making Indian Key a port 
of entry, be printed. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read a third 
time, and passed: 

The bill for the relief of William H. Robert- 
son, Samuel H. Garrow, and J. W. Simonton; 

The bill for the relief of William B. Ferguson 
and sureties; : 

The bill supplementary to the act entitled “An 
act to establish branches of the Mint of the Uni- 
ted States,” approved March 3, 1835; 

The bill to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the State of Tennessee to issue grants 
and perfect titles tocertain lands therein described ’ 
and to settle the claims to the vacant and unap- 
propriated lands within the same,” passed April 
18, 1836; 

The bill for the relief of Henry Wilson, con- 
firming purchases of certain land in Arkansas; 

The bill for the relief of Peter Bargy, jr.; and 

The joint resolution authorizing the President 
of the United States to cause certain surveys to 
be made. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


On the motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 


| answer to the resolutions submitted by Mr. Rives, 


in relation to the transactions between the Gov. 
ernment and the United States Bank in negotia- 
ting the sale of the bonds of the bank, &e., were 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. WRIGHT addressed the Senate at length 
in defense of the course of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment in the transaction; and was replied to 
by Mr. Rives. Pending the discussion, 

The Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 25, 1839. 


The House then resumed the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday morning, being the case of Sam- 
uel Lewis, the question being on the motion to 
recommit, with instructions, by Mr. Evergrt, as 
stated in another column. 

Mr. ADAMS concluded his remarks, and was 


i 


followed inreply byMr. MORRIS of Ohio: when. 
on motion of Mr. POPE, the whole subject was 
laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Charles 
Bennett. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, moved to recommit the light-house 
bill to the Committee on Commerce: which mo- 
tion was opposed by Messrs. CHAMBERS and 
ADAMS, and supported by the mover and Mr. 
CAMBRELENG, when it was agreed to—ayes 
82, noes 57. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Menz 
Gillespie, late a soldier in the Army.of the United 
States. 

Mr. LOOMIS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting to the Portage Canal Com- 
pany aid in the construction of their canal. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Elias Walton. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petition of Wil- 
liam Patrick and Thomas Kelley. 

Mr. LOOMIS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of Isaac Morrow and others. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution of 
the House, proposing to modify the law regulating 
postage, so as to authorize all public newspapers 
to be carried free of postage within the limits of the 
counties where printed; also, the resolution pro- 
posing to abolish postage on newspapers and — 
periodicals; also, the resolution proposing to con- 
form the rates of postage to the recommendations 
of the Postmaster General; also, the resolution 
proposing to restrict the franking privilege 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition uf Jocl 
Beaman. 

Mr. LEADBETTER, from the same commit 
tee, made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
John S. Burnett. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharges 
from the further consideration of the memorial of 
John Norris, of Pennsylvania, and the petitioner 
had leave to ‘withdraw his papers. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report. on the peti- 
tion of Francis Rivaud. : 

Mr. EVERETT, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable ‘report on the petition of 
John McClenahan. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill to restore 
jurisdiction to the district courts of the northern 
district of New York, and to regulate said courts, 

_ Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Hawes, de- 
ceased, 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the defense of the northern and western frontier. 

Also, a joint resolution making it the duty of 
the Attorney General of the United States to ex- 
amine into the titles of larid purchased by the 
United States for the purpose of erecting thereon 
armories and other public works, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and its further 
consideration postponed till Tuesday next. 

Also, a bill to amend the act of 2d July, 1838, 
to provide for the better protection of the western 
frontier, &e., and also so much of the Army ap- 
propriation bill as provides for the removal of the 
troops from Fort Gibson, &c.; ‘which, having 
been read twice, Mr. McK. moved ‘its engross- 
ment, butafter some remarks from Mr. MERCER ° 
and Mr. YELL, the hour elapsed before the 
motion was decided, and the House passed to the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. PICKENS, on leave, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Colonel Robert D. Wainwright. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
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munication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 14th instant, copies of proceed- 
ings of two courts-martial, ordered on certain 
charges brought by Commodore Elliott against 
Lieutenant C. D. Hunter, upon which the latter 
was acquitted; together with copies of charges 
preferred by Licutenant Hunter against Commo- 
dore Elliott. , ` 

Mr. LINCOLN, on leave, presented to the 
House a communication. from. Commodore : El- 
liott, explanatory of the circumstances upon 
which Lieutenant Hunter founds his complaints 
against him; which communication, in connec- 
tion with that’ of the Secretary, was ordered to 
lie on the table.and be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

‘Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the House go 
into committee on the Private Calendar. 

After some conversation, : 

Mr. THOMAS (the rules having been sus- 
pended for that purpose) moved the adoption of 
the following amendment to the rules, submitted ; 
by him some time since: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended by | 
adding to the 20th rute the words following : f 

And on the first and third Friday of each month the Cal- 
endar of private bills shall be called over, and the bills, to || 
the passage of which no objection shall be made, shall be | 
first. considered and disposed of—private bills from the |} 
Senate’ having a preference’over private bills uf the House. 

Mr. T. now modified his resolution, so as to 
réad: “the first.and fourth. Fridays,” 

Mr. EVANS briefly opposed it. ` 

Mr. TOUCEY demanded the previous ques- 
tion, = i 

-The previous question was seconded, and the jj 
resolution was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

The House then went into committee (Mr. 
McKennan in the chair) on a large number of 
private bills. Those giving rise to debate were || 
laid aside, not to be reported. 

The committee reported to the Hlouse numer- 
ous bills, without amendment; which were sev- | 
erally ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
So | is.  Sarurpay, January 26, 1839. 

Mr. GRANT, Mr. KEIM, and Mr. DOWN- 
ING, on leave, presented petitions. 

(Mr. Ker presented the petition of John Van- 
derslice, son of Henry Vanderslice, asking pay- 
ment of acertificate from Quartermaster General, 
for forage supplied to the American Army in 
1780, by his father; which, on motion, was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. Grant presented the petition of Edmund 
Curtis and eight hundred others, citizens of the | 
county of Oswego, New York, praying Congress i 
to repeal or essentially modify the bill passed at 
the last session, known as the neutrality law; 

_which, on his motion, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. ] 

Mr. BOULDIN, on leave, presented certain | 
resolutions of the corporate authorities of the city 
of Washington; which, on his motion, were re- į 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. : 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill to provide for the erec- |! 
tion of public buildings in the Territory of Flor- |; 
ida. ij 

Also, a resolution proposing to set apart Mon- | 
day and Tuesday, the. 11th and 12th days of Feb- | 
ruary, for the consideration of territorial business, ij 
and bills relating to the Territories, and that they |: 


T ae g 
and Canals, reported, with an amendment, Sen- 


| printed. 


|i made an unfavorable report on the petition of; 


|j tition of Charles Scott. 


i| of Claims, made an unfavorable. report on the | 


! Nathan Smith. 


| onthe Post Office and Post Roads was discharged | 


‘| of the Treasury. 


have preference over all other business on those |; 
days. ; f f 
Mr. TILLINGHAST moved to insert. the || 
words“ on Monday, after the States have been | 
called for resolutions; which was agreed to. | 
The resolution was then concurred in—ayes |i 
107; noes not counted. . 
Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- || 
ary, Pensiens, reported a. bill for the relief of |} 
Chauncey Wright. — , |! 
Mr. BOND, from the same committee, reported || 
a bill for the relief of James B. Wright: H 
Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads il 


ate bill to relinquish to 
two per cent. fund: ` i beet 

Also, with a similar amendment, Senate bill to 
relinquish to the State of Mississippi her two per 
cent. fund. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making appropriations for im- 
proving the Alleghany river from the mouth of 
Olean. ; 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill-to 
provide for the erection of a fire-proof building 
for the use of the Department of War, and sun- 
dry documents from the Secretary of War, in 
relation to the estimated cost thereof; which were 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. ADAMS, from the joint committee of the 
two Houses on the Smithsonian bequest, moved 
that certain documents in relation thereto be 


the State of Alabama the 


Mr. A. also reported a joint resolution author- 
izing the employment of a clerk, and to have 
such papers printed as they deemed necessary. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill extending 
the provisions of the amendatory act of October 
14, 1837, providing for the payment of horses 
lost or destroyed in the service of the: United | 
States, and moved its engrossment; but, after 
some conversation, it was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the:peti- 
tion of Joel Henry Dyer. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, raade an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Elizabeth Jones. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same | 
committee, made an unfavorable report on the | 
petition of Ellen West. f 


Mr. MORGAN, from the same committee, | 


William Meade. 
Mr, PLUMER, from the Committee on Invalid } 
Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the pe- 


Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Committee 


petition of Moses E. Levy. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Commerce, made unfavorable reports upon the 
petitions of John H. Russell, Levi Eldridge, and | 


On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the Committee | 


from the further consideration of the resolution of | 
the House proposing to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of so regulating the postage as to receive 
money of the United States, and dispense with | 
fractional parts of cents. 
Also, on motion of Mr. C., the same commit- | 


tee was discharged from the further consideration |! , $ 
‘| support of the bill for a short time, and then 


of the petitions of John Sargent and Samuel Mar- 


| x : : 
the previous question; but he wi 
| 
| 


Mr. MITCHELL moved the reading 
report; which was lost. ee ET = 
Mr. POTTS moved a call of the House; which 
was lost. i aA 
The House refused to second the demand for, 
the previous question—ayes 71, noes 73; and the’ 
question of postponement until Tuesday was dis- 
cussed further by Messrs. NAYLOR; McKEN- 
NAN, HAYNES, TILLINGHAST,. PICK- 
ENS, BIDDLE, and CRAIG, when the Hour 
elapsed, and thé subject lies over, © 7 r 5 
‘Sundry bills from the Senate were taken’ 
read twice, and referred to thé appropri 
ing committees. n i 


LANDS IN TENNESSEE: 


The Tennessee land bill, from the Senate 
taken up and read twice, .. wg ; 

Mr. SHIELDS moved.to postpone its consid- 
eration till Tuesday next. : ot hig 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North ‘Carolina, moved 
to refer it to the select committee of twenty-six 
on the public lands. i 

The former motion having precedence, was 
put, and agreed to, and the bill ordered. to. be 
printed. ee 

‘Mr. YELL, on leave, submitted an amendment 
he intended to submit to the bill when it came 
up, and it was ordered to be printed. : 


PETERS, MOORE, AND COMPANY. 


The bill for the relief of Peters, Moore, & Co." 
and others came up on the motion to fayit on the. 
table... (iva dal eh ay viet ean 

This motion was now hegatived, and : ae 

Mr. CASEY moved to recommit the bill to the ` 
Post Office Committee, with ‘instructions sotto 
amend it as to cover all similar cases... 8500 

Mr. CONNOR. solicited: Mr. Casey: to with: 
draw his amendment; whereupon’ o de fe 

Mr. CASEY said he could not withdraw his 
proposition to recommit to the Committee on the _ 
Post Office and Post Roads, with. instructions. 
The claim proposed to be settled by this bill was, - 
for anything he knew, a just claim, and, as such, | 
he had no objection; but his only wish was to 
have the bill so amended as to embrace the cases : 
of some of his constituents, who, as he under- 
stood, had been ruined by'their contracts with the 
Post Office Department, and whose just claims» 
that Department had refused to allow, He re- 
peated, he only. wished all just claims treated 
alike. If they were just, they shouldbe allowed, : 
if not, let them be rejected. = neers 

The motion being divided, after some discussion 
between Messrs. CASEY, CONNOR, HALL, 
CHAPMAN, and MécKENNAN, U 

Mr. CHAMBERS, in order to reach ‘other 
claims, made a motiorhe said he had neve € 
in a legislative body before, namely, demanding 
thdrew it at the © 


‘belig 


earnest request of n i 
Mr. POTTER, who addressed the House in 


in. 
Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported an amendment to the bill im- 


posing a duty on starch;”? which was referred to | 
the same Committee of the Whole as had charge j| 
| ordered. 


of the bill. 
STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


Mr. McKENNAN moved to postpone. the | 
question till Tuesday next, on account of theab- 
sence of Mr. Seraeant, (that gentleman being 
entitled to the floor,) who was engaged this morn- | 
ing in the Supreme Court. vet | 5 

Mr. ADAMS remarked that this was a very 


important document, and he saw no reason why j 
| it should be delayed being printed and placed be- | 


| 

fore the people. - ! | 
Mr. McK ENNAN again explained as before. ! 
Mr. HAYNES said he recognized no rehtin | 
any one to absent himself from that :House, un- j 


less from unavoidable illness. He considered the || 


public interest paramount-to everything else. 
Mr. GRANT then demanded the previous ques- | 
tion. > : : i 


i renewed Mr. Cuampers’s motion; which was 
| agreed to i ae 
| “The previous question was then seconded, 
i there being, on a division—ayes 76, noes 52; and 
the main question on the passage of the bill was 


Mr. HOWARD said, that desiring to record 


| his name against the bill, though he believed the 


claimants entitled ‘to ‘relief, he objected to the 


‘| mode. He would, therefore; ask for the yeas and 
ii nays. : 


Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which prevailed. 
The rejection was recons 


was recommitted to the Committ 
Office and Post Roads; $ : 


HEIRS OF GEORGE GIBSON. 
The bill for the relief of the legal: representa- 
| tives of Colonel George Gibson, deceased, on its 
| passage, was: taken up, and opposed’ by Mr. 
| ALLEN, of Vermont. nip pipip A 


idered, and the bill 
ee on the Post 


January 26, 


On motion, of Mr.. UNDERWOOD, : the bill 
was laid on the table. ee a eee 

(0. SAEIRS OF Ti PY HARRISON: 

The bill for the:relief. of the heirs of Thomas 
P. Harrison, came up on a motion to reconsider 
its rejection, on the 15th of June. 

After some remarks from Messrs. HALL and 
TALIAFERRO, 7 - 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved the previous question; 
but withdrew it at the suggestion of 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, who further spoke. in 
support of the claim, and concluded by movin 
the previous question, which was seconded, an 
the question being upon reconsidering, it was de- 
termined in the negative. 

So the rejection of the bill was again affirmed. 


JOSIAH STRONG AND SAMUEL REDDICK. 


‘The bill for the relief of Josiah Strong and 
Samuel Reddick, being upon its passage, 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that Samuel Reddick, 
since the bill was reported, had died, and asked 
leave so to amend the bill as to make it read for 
the benefit of Josiah Strong only. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS 
it was laid upon the table. 


JAMES BAILEY. 


The bill for the relief of James Bailey was taken 
up on its passage, when it was advocated by 
Messrs. WHITTLESEY and MALLORY,when 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentueky, moved to lay 
this bill also on the table, but withdrew it, at the 
request of Mr, WHITTLESEY; but no quorum 
voting upon several divisions and counts, 

Mr. POPE moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered, and procceded in till one hundred 
and thirty-two members had answered to their 
names, when it was dispensed with, and Mr. 
WHITTLESEY withdrawing his motion, 

.Mr.. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, renewed that 
before made by him, to lay the bill on the table, 
and it prevailed—ayes 62, noes 60. 

So. the bill was laid on the table. 

Ata subsequent stage, Mr. PARRIS moved to 
reconsider this vote. ; 

-Mr WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to lay 
this miotion on the table; which was agreed to— 
ayes 70, noes 53. 2 

GABRIEL WRIGHT. 

The joint resolution for the relief of Gabriel 
Wright, of New York, was read the third time 
and passed. 


» of Kentucky, 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time and 
passed: 

A bill for the relief of James Moor; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Saf- 
ford, of New Hampshire, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Robert Farmer, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of William Moor; 

A. bill for the relief of Farish Carter and heirs 
of Charles Williamson, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Etienne 
Alabama; 

A bill for the relief of Margaret Kingsbury; 

A bill for the relief of Henry L. Reviere; 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives || 


of Daniel Warner, deceased; 

A-bill for the relief of Amelia Leach; 

A bill for the relief of Oliver Welch; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Francis Jar- 
vis, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Us-se- Yoholo; 

A bill for the relief of Milly Yates; 

A bill for the relief of thé representatives of 
Henry Richardson, deceased; 

A. bill for the relief of Spencer C. Gist; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Hewitt; 

A bill to allow additional compensation to Wil- 
liam Eash 

A bil 

A bil 
York; 

A bill for the relief of Chartela 

A bill for the relief of 
Balumore; 

A bill for the relief of Lewis 
merly acting deputy surveyor of Mississippi; 

A bill for the relief of William W., Stevenson 
and Joseph Henderson; 


for the relief of Huldah Taylor; 
for the relief of John B. Lasala, of New 


in Porevert; 
James W. Osborn, of 


B. Willis, for- 


| 
t 


J 


i James Smith; 


| to purchase a tract of land of the heirs of John 


| United States at Cochin China, Muscat, and 
La Lande, of | Si 


| Nathan Sage; 


A bill for. the.xelief of John: Davlin; 
A; bill for. the: relief of. Robert Murray; 
A bill for the relief of Tilford Taylor; 
.Abill for the relief of: John Wiley and Jeffer- 
son Greer; . ot Hears K 
A bill for the relief of John Whitsett; 
A bill for the relief: of. Jonathan: Boone; 
A bill for the relief of William Marbury; 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Marsters; : 
A bill for the relief of Willis Stevens and wife; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas T. Triplett; 
A: bill to authorize the settlement of the’ ac- 
counts of Captain Jesse Copeland; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Lynch; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel D. Walker; 
A bill for the relief of John H. Pease; 
A bill for the relief of Gilbert H. Smith and 
others; 
A bill for the relief of Frederick Frey & Co.; 
A bill for the relief of James M. Tuttle; 
A bill for the relief of John Dixon; 
A bill for the relief of Polly Lemon; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Stoker, William 
G. Belknap, and Benjamin Walker; 
A bill for the relief of William Washington 
Bigham; 
A bill for the relicf of Aaron Stout; 
A bill for the relief of James Cooper; 
A bill for the relief of John Borey; 
A bill for the relief of William C. Hazard; 
A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Navy | 


Harris, navy-yard, Charlestown, Massachusetts; 

A bill for the relief of Dudley Walker; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hambleton, a 
purser in the Navy of the United States; | 

A. bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Benjamin Hodges; 

A bill for the relief of Cornelius Manning; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
William Tudor, jr.; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Todd; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas H. Perkins; 

A bill for the relief of John Kern and John D. 
George; 

A bill for the relief of John McCarroll, jr.; 

A bill for the relief of Marcus Quincy and 
William Gorham; i 

A bill for the relief of William Culver; 

A bill for the relief of George Innes: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and assignees 
| of Peter Alba, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Duchuquette, Hebet, and others; 

A bill for the relief of Hiner Stigermire; 

A bill for the relief of James P. Carlton; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
James Wilson, of Alexandria, District of Colum- 
bia; 

A bill for the relief of John and Samuel Rowe, 
heirs and legal representatives of Dudley Rowe, 
deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Poas Hadgo; 

A bill for the settlement of the accounts of 
Edmund Roberts, late diplomatic agent of the 


iam; 
A. bill for the relief of Ebenezer Lobdell; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Sinnard; 
. A bill for the relief of Archibald R. S. Hunter; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Cooper; 

A bill for the relief of Polly Lining, executrix 
of Ed. Blake; 

A bill for the relief of William Saunders and 
William R. Porter, sureties of William Estis; 
A bill for the relief of Zebulon Sheets; 

A bill for the relief of William S. Colquhoun; } 
A bill for the relief of Thomas McClelland and 


i 


A bill for the relief of the Springfield Manufac- | 
turing Company; Shi 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of | 


A bill for the relief of Daniel Malone; 

A bill for the relief of Ward and Ficklin; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Plumb; 

A bill for the relief of Ashbell Mason; 

A bill for the relief of Vincent Massoletti; 

A bill allowing to James Lowe a section of land; | 

A bill granting a pension to Michael McCray; | 

A bill for the relief of Zachariah Jellison; i 

A bill for the relief of Sylvester Phelps and the 
heirs of Charles Landon, deceased; 


A bill for the relief of John Balch; 
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A-bill for the relief of Samuel McComb; 

A bill for the relief of the. Louisville Savings 
Institution; 

A bill for the relief of Ezekiel Jones; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Dickerson; 

A bill for the relief of William Clark; 

A bill for the relief of Zebulon Baxter; 

Avbill for the relief of the heirs of Mary Sroufe; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Daw- 
son; : 

A bill for the relief of Loomis and Bassett; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Adam Smith; 

A bill for the relief of George Rowe; 

A bill for the relief of George C. Johnson; 

A bill for the relief of John Baldridge; 

A bill for the relicf of Cornelius Tiers; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Bennett 
Shurley; 

A bill for the relief of John H. Shepperd, ad- 
ministrator of Abiel Wood; f 

A bill for the relief of William Colt and Wil- 
liam Donaldson; : 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Michael 
Fenwick; 

A bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay; 

A bill for the relief of Abel A. Pasko ‘and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Francis Mallary; 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Sturges, as- 
signee of Rezin Frazier; 

A bill for the relief of Captain John Vanettin, 
and his company, for their services during the 
late war; 

A bill for the relief of James Alexander; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph R. Folsom, and 
the owners and crew of the schooner Galaxy, of 
Beaufort, Maine; ; 

A bill for the relief of James Selby; 

A bill for the relief of Dr. Francis Lambert; 

A bill for the relief of John E. Alexander; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel H. Hooe; 

A bill for the relief of Enoch Matson; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Aaron Vail; 

A bill for the relief of John Adams Smith; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Charles S. Walsh; 

A bill for the relief of the sureties of H. H. B. 
Hays, deccased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Josias Thompson; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Pierce and others; 

A bill for the relief of John Blane; 

i A. bill for the relief of Stephen P. W. Doug- 
ass; 

A bill for the relief of John Dougherty; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Murray; 

A. bill for the relief of certain umbrella-makers 
of Philadelphia; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William Gra- 
ham, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Dukes; 

A bill to confirm the claim of Charles 
to a tract of land; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah H. B, Stith; 

A bill for the relief of David Ballentine; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Milnor; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Cushing; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Stipp; 

A bill for the relief of John S. Allen; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of Herman Harris, of New 


Morgan 


|| York city; 


A bill for the relief of Daniel 
A bill for the relief of France: 
A bill for the relief of Jesse 
A bill for the relief of Isaac D. Saunders; 

A bill for the relief of William Grozer; 

A bill for the relief of James Cochran; 

A bil for the relief of Eloi Rachel; 

A bill for the relief of Paul Poisot; and 

A bill for the relief of William Marcus, of Ark- 


Snider; 
s Fowler; 
E. Dow; 


| ansas. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication frm the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting a statement of the ac- 
counts of the Commonwealth, Franklin, and La- 


| fayette banks, of Boston, and an exhibit of the 


indebtedness of the said institutions to the United 
States, and in what way-the same is secured; 
which communication; on the motion of Mr 
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PETRIKIN, was laid on the table, and ordered 
to'be printed. . ; f ; 

On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, the House ad- 
journced till Monday, at ten o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 28, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT communicated areport from 
the Treasury Department, made in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 20th of De- 
cember last, presenting a comparative view of the 
quantity of gold coins now in the United States, 
with the circulation of the late Bank of the United 
States. f 

Mr. BENTON observed that, on looking at 
this document, he found that the quantity of gold 
now in the country was greater than the circula- 
tion -of the United States Bank, even in the times 
of its greatest expansion. It was important that | 
the facts showed in this report should be exten- 
sively known through the country; and for this 
purpose he would move for the printing of five 
thousand extra copies. 

This motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT presented the petition of 
William L. Meredith, asking compensation for 
the revolutionary services of his late father, and 
for money advanced.by him; which’ was referred 
te: the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

¿Mr. LINN presented the petition of sundry 
owners, masters, ‘engineers, and other officers of 
steamboats, praying the establishment of a board 
of engineers to inquire into the character and 
qualifications of all persons desiring employment 
in that capacity; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINN said he held in his hand a memo- 
rial by Charles L. Flieshman, a naturalized citi- 
zen of the United States, on the subject of the 
culture of the beet root. The memorial (Mr. 
L. said) was a remarkably well written and scien- 
tific production; and the author had been favor- 
ably spoken of by Mr. Ellsworth, the Commis- 
sioner of the Patent Office, under whom he held 
an official station, as a gentleman of talents and 
. ‘learning. From a cursory glance Mr. L. had 
> piven‘to the memorial, he had no doubt but that 
évery word of it was true. 

Mr. L. then presented the memorial; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS observed that he had had an op- 
py of reading the document that had just 

een presented by the Senator from Missouri; 
and viewing it as one of more than ordinary im- 
portance, he thought that more than the usual 
number of copies ought to be printed. Mr. D. | 
accordingly moved for the printing of five thou- 
sand additional copies; which motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LINN also presented the following memo- 
rial from citizens of the Oregon Territory: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 


The undersigned, settlers of the Columbia river, beg į 
leave to represent to your honorable body, that our settle- | 
ment, begun in the year 1832, has hitherto prospered beyond 

. the most sanguine expectations of its first projectors. The | 
products of our fields have amply justified the most flatter- | 
ing descriptions òf the fertility of the soil, while the facili- | 
ties which it affords for rearing cattle are, perhaps, exceeded | 
by those of no country in North America. ‘The people of | 


the extent of valuable country west of the Racky mountains. 


the United States, we believe, are not generally apprised of || 
i 
i 


aouth, to the boundary line between the United States and | 
the Mexican Republic, and extending from the coast of the | 
Pacific about two hundred and fifty or three hundred miles | 


to the interior, is either well supplied with timber or adapted |! 


to pasturage or agriculture. T'he fertile valleys of the Wal- 
lamette and Umpqua are varied with prairies and woodland, ! 
and intersected by abundant lateral streams, presenting fa- ; 
cilities for machinery. Perhaps no country, of the same | 
latitude, is. favored with a climate so mild. The winter | 
yains, it is true, are an objection; but they are generally 

preferred to the snows and iutense cold which prevails in i 


the northern parts of the United States. The ground is | 
seldom covered with snow, nor does it ever remain but a 


ie ` a 
A large portion of the territory from the Columbia river ʻi ing of the steamboat Caroline, and the other pray 


‘had been requested b 


so advantageons.as this. A very successful effort has been 
recently made at the Sandwich Islands in the cultivation 
of coffee andthe sugar cane. A colony here will, in time, 
thence easily-derive these articles and other tropical. prod- 
ucts in exchange for the produce of their own labor. We 
have thus briefiy alluded to the natural resources of the | 
country, and to its external relations. They are, in our 
opinion, strong inducements for the Governmentof the Uni- 
ted States to take formal and speedy possession. We urge 
this step as promising to the genera! interests of the nation. 
But the advantages it may confer upon us, and the evils it 
may avert from our posterity, are incalculable. 

Our sociai intercourse has thus far been prosecuted with 
reference to feelings of honor, to the feeling of dependence 
on the Hudson’s Bay Company, and to their moral influ- 
ence. Under this state of things, we have thus far pros- 
pered, but we cannot hope that it will continue. The agri- 
cultural and other resources of the country cannot fail to 
induce emigration and commerce. As our settlement begins 
to draw its supplies through other channels, the feeling of 
dependence upon the Hudson’s Bay Company, to which we 
Nave alluded as one of the safeguards of our social inter- 
course, will begin to diminish. We are anxious when we 
imagine what will be, what must be, the condition of so 
mixed a community, free from all legal restraint, and supe- 
rior to that moral influence which has hitherto been the 
pledge of our safety. 

Our interests are identified with those of the country of 
our adoption. We flatter ourselves that we are the germ 
of a great State, and are anxious to give an early tone to 
the moral and intellectual character of its citizens. We 
are fully aware, too, that the destinies of our posterity will 
be intimately affected by the character of those who emi- 
grate to the country. The territory must populate. The 
Congress of the United States must say by whom. The 
natural resources of the country, with a well-judged civil 
code, will invite a good community, But a good commu- 
nity will hardly emigrate to a country which promises no 
protection for fife or property. Inquiries have already been 
submitted to some of us for information of the country. 
In return, we can only speak of a country highly favored 
of nature. We can boast of no civil code. We can prom- 
ise no protection but the ulterior resort of self-defense. By 
whom, then, sball our country be populated ? By the reck- 
less and unprincipled adventurer, not by the hardy and en- 
terprising pioneer of the West. By the Botany-bay refugee, 
by the renegade of civilization from the Rocky Mountains, 
by the profligate, deserted seamen from Polynesia, and the 
unprincipled sharpers from Spanish America. Well are 
we assured that it will cost the Government of the United 
States more to reduce elements so discordant to social or- 
der, than to promote our permanent peace and prosperity 
by a timely action of Congress. Nor can we suppose that 
s0 Vicious a population could be relied on in case of arup- 
ture between the United States and any other Power. 

Onur intercourse with the natives among us, guided much 
by the same influence which has promoted harmony among 
ourselves, has been generally pacific. But the same causes 
which will interrupt harmony among ourselves, will also 
interrupt our friendly relations with the natives. It is, 
therefore, of primary importance, both to them and us, that 
the Government should take energetic measures to sccure 
the execution of all Jaws affecting Indian trade and the in- 
tercourse of white men and Indians. We have thus briefly 
shown that the security of our persons and our property, 
the hopes and destinies of our children are involved in the 
objects of our petition. We do not presume to suggest the 
manner in which the country should be occupied. by the 
Government, nor the exteut to which our settlement should 
be encouraged. We confide in the wisdom of our national 
legislators, and leave the subject to their candid delibera- 
tions, and your petitioners will ever pray. 

J. L. WHITCOMB, and thirty-five others. 

March 16, 1838. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the memorial was 
read, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition and pa- 
pers of Ezra Thurber, praying that a suit insti- 
tuted against him by the United States may be | 
dismissed; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of the 
officers of the revenue cutter Dexter; and 

Mr. NILES presented a memorial from the 
officers of the revenue cutter Wolcott, both pray- 
ing that the Navy pension laws may be extended | 
to the revenue service; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented two memorials from | 
citizens of Ohio, one on the subject of the burn- | 


ing for the repeal or modification of the neutrality 
law of the last session; which were read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. NORVELL presented a memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wis- | 
consin, setting forth the claims of that Territory 
to the jurisdiction of all the country north of a į 
line drawn due west from the southern extreme | 
of Lake Michigan, and for the passage of a law | 
establishing that as the southern boundary line 
of Wisconsin. | 
Mr. N. said the memorial had relation to a || 
subject of great importance both to the State of i 
IHinois and the Territory of Wisconsin. it had i 
a bearing also upon a portion of territory which | 
had been annexed to the State of Michigan. He | 
y the respectable Delegate | 
the reference of the i 


from Wisconsin to propose 


memorial to-a ‘select: committee: It hadyhow- 
ever, occurred to him; that, as thesubject was of 
a legal and constitutional nature, the appropriate 
committee to consider it;was the Committeéon 
the Judiciary. He therefore moved that the -me- 
morial be referred to that committee, and thatit 
be printed. i : aE 

The motion was agreed to. EEA Yh age 

Mr. N. presented another memorial ‘from the 
same Legislative Assembly, requesting appropri- 
ations for harbors on the western shore of -Lake 
Michigan; which was referred to.the Coramitice 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printedis:: © ‘is. 

Mr. N. also presented a third memorial-from 
the same Legislative Assembly, requesting: the 
extinguishment of the title of the Menomonee 
Indians to lands within the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin; which was referred to the Committee ‘on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. .° —- 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of the 
| Mayor and Aldermen of the city of St. Louis, 
praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of their harbor; which was referred ‘te the 
Committee on Commerce. pee 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of certain 
officers of the line of the Army, praying thattheir 
pay may be made equal to that of the officers of 
the staff; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Military Affairs. i EE 

Mr. TIPTON presented-the petition of 0, Q: 
Ward, praying for a post road from Lima,ia -Lid+ 
grange county, Indiana, to Therman, in: St. Joseph 
county, Michigan; which was referred Mto'the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. T. also presented the memorial of! citizens 
of the States bordering on the Ohio river, praying 
that competent engineers be: appointed ‘to exam- 
ine the surveys made by. the Jeffersonville iand 
New Albany Company, and that'such aid may be 
granted as may be deemed proper; which was 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. YOUNG presented the memorial of sundry 
citizens of Peoria, Knox, Henry, and Rock Island 
counties, Ilinois, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route; which was referred to: the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. .. 

Mr. Y. also, presented a communication from 
the General Land Office, on the subject of the 
surveys of the public lands in Ilinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Illinois, asking Congress for 
the donation of township five north, fourteen wèst, 
upon the river Embarrass, which was not \sec- 
tionized when the other public lands in that part 
of the State were surveyed, :in consequence of 
being inundated and drowned, and in which. sit- 
uation it still remains. Mr. R: said, in present- 
ing the resolution, he considered it proper to state, 
in hopes of a favorable consideration of thé sub- 
ject, that this township, not having been surv eyed 
was in consequence of its inundation and sup- 
posed worthlessness; that the surveys in that part 
of the State were made many years ago, andhad 
been in market upwards of twenty years; much 
of them were yet unsold; that this. township, as 
it now is, and most probably will continue to be, 
is utterly valueless to the Government. The State, 
however, by draining, may be able to convert it 
to some useful purpose, and, at the same time, 
greatly improve the health of the neighborhood 
in which it is situate. ` With its avails it is pro- 
posed to improve the navigatioh of the river upon 
which it lies—a river already navigable for a short 
distance, and capable of being made so some hun- 
dred or more of miles—the upper part of which 
runs through an interior and very fertile portion 
of the State, now rapidly settling and advancing 
in estimation. He would not now go into the 
subject of the General Government encouraging 
and aiding to drain the swamps and inundated 
lands upon many of the river bottoms in Illinois, 
as that subject, in a specific form, had been al- 
ready brought to the notice of the Senate, and 
upon which he hoped soon to see the liberal action 


| of Congress, which he felt assured could be had- 


greatly to the benefit and interest of all concerned, 
and without the expense of a dollar to Govern- 
ment, by adonation of the lands to be reclaimed. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. : 


REPORTS FROM) COMMITTEES, 


Mr. LINN, from the select committee to which 
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was referred the bill to authorize the occupation 

of the mouth of the Columbia river, reported: the 

same. without amendment, and, after a few re- 

marks, moved that the bill be made the order-of 

the day for this day week; which motion was 
reed to. 

Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Francis Cazeau; 
which was read, and ordered ‘to a second. read- 
i 


ents and the. Patent Office, to which had been 
refetred the amendments of the House to the bill 
to renew the patent of Thomas Blanchard, made 
a report thereon, recommending that the Senate 
coneur’in said amendments. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury:to compromise the claims of the 
United States against John W. Karney and Wil- 
liam McParland and sureties; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from.the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill making 
further: provisions in relation to the Navy pen- 
sion fund; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the pe- 
tition of Samuel Mackey, reported a bill for his 
relief; which wag read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted an amendment to the 
bill for the relief of Matthew Arbuckle, embrac- 
ing all cases similar to it, which he gave notice 
he should offer when said bill came up. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the following bills: 

A. bill for the relief of Margaret: Barnes; 

_A bill for the relief of Mary Snow; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Tracy; and 
“A. bill for the relief of Lemuel White; 
which were severally read, and ordered to a 
second reading, 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of Camilla Brown, widow. of the 
late General Brown, reported the same without 
amendment, recommending its rejection. 

On motion of Mr. M., the report accompany- 
ing said bill was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Roger Jones, Adjutant General of the Army; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LYON, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Daniel Marsack; which was read twice, | 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. LINN, in pursuance of notice given, ob- | 
tained leaveand introduced a bill to provide for the 
defense of the. western frontier from the mouth of 
the Sabine to Fort Snelling; which was read twice 
and referred, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the petition and | 
papers of Alphonse Wetmore, on the files of the 
last session, together with an additional document | 
just presented, were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. L. also moved that the papers in relation | 
to the claim of certain Missourt volunteers be | 
again referred to the Committee on Military Af- i 


NE: i 
„Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on Pat- 


REPEAL OF- SALT DUTY. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 
up the request made by him for leave to introduce 
a bill for the repeal of the salt duty, and the fish- 
ing bounties and allowances dependent thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS then addressed the Senate, in reply 
to the remarks of Mr. Benton, when presenting 
the bill on Thursday last. an 

` Mr. BENTON replied to Mr. Davis at length; 
after which, : : Be oak 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, the 
whole subject was postponed till to-morrow. 

A number of bills from the House were read 
twice, and referred to appropriate committees. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


from the President of the United States, in reply 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 
MADISON PAPERS. 
Mr. WALL, from the Joint Committee on the 


that they had contracted with Messrs. Langtree 
& O'Sullivan for the printing thereof. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

After a short execulive session, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 28, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. HAYNES rose and remarked that one of 
the pending resolutions on the President’s mes- 
sage, that on taking the census, was of very great 
importance, and it being still in Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. H. hoped the House would consent 
to go into committee thereon. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a sus- 
pension of the rules; but it was rejected. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. CONNOR asked leave to present a peti- 
tion, but it was objected to. 

Mr. DOTY, én 
petitions: From the inhabitants of Rock county, 


confirmation toa tract of land at Green Bay; from 


from citizens of Southport, for an appropriation 
for a harbor at Southport; memorial of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Wisconsin, praying for the 
extinguishment of the title of the Menomonee 


i| Indians, in the Territory of Wisconsin; also pray- 


ing the confirmation of the title to lots one, two, 


i, and three, in the town of Milwaukee; memorial | 


praying for the passage of a law granting pre- 


and Rock river canal; memorial for the relief of 
| the owners or proprietors of mineral lots in Wis- 
consin; memorial praying for a donation of land 


|| for the improvement of the navigation of the Pe- 
1) catonick river; memorial for the improvement ; 


of the Mississippi, Wisconsin, and Platte rivers; 
memorial for the improvement of the Neenah 
i (Fox) and Rock rivers; memorial for the settle- 
| ment of the claims of Wisconsin for jurisdiction 
over the country north of a line drawn due west 
from the southerly bend or extremity of Lake 
Michigan. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. GRANT gave notice that on to-morrow 


fairs; which motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr, BUCHANAN, the petition | 
and papers of Britton Evans, of Philadelphia, | 
one of the Florida volunteers, on the files of the 
last Session, praying compensation for property 
lost by shipwreck, was again referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, the joint resolu- | 
tion from the House authorizing the Joint Com- | 
mittee on the Smithsonian. be 
clerk, and to order certain prin 
and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the bi 
relief of John J, Bulow and Joseph 
were taken from the table and made 
the day for to-morrow. 


ung, was taken upi 


Hs for the | 
Hernandez | 
thë order on 


quest to employ a |i 


he would move for leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for certain harbors, and for the removal 


i| certain rivers, and for other purposes, during the j 
| year 1839. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST, in pursuance of notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill to allow a 
drawback of duties on imported hemp, when 
manufactured into cordage and exported; which 
was, on motion of Mr. T., referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed, ` be 


REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 


The PRESIDENT communicated a message | 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 22d instant, 


in relation to the northeastern boundary; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


Library, which had been authorized to contract į 
for the printing of the Madison papers, reported | 


eave, presented the following | 


District. of Columbia, reported a bill to provide 
a free bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
river Potomac, in the éity of Washington. 

Also, a bill. to incorporate the ‘Washington 
Manual Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum 
Society, of the city of Washington, and District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a joint resolution providing that from the 
lst day of January, 1839, the physician to the 
penitentiary of the District of Columbia be al- 
lowed the sum of $600 as a permanent annual 
salary. 

Also, without amendment, Senate bill making 
an appropriation for the support of the peniten- 
tiary ın the District of Columbia. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Buildings 
and Grounds be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of causing the naval monument in the front of the Capitol 
to be removed to some more suitable and appropriate place. 


On motion of Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire inté the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from the town of Frankfort, in 
the State of Maine, to the town of Munroe, in the said 
State. 

Mr. REED offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
‘| to Jay before this House, early at its next session, the 
I| amount of compensation, whether as fees or otherwise, 
which has been received by cach of the district attorneys, 
clerks, and marshals of the United States, as fees or other- 
wise, as officers of the Government, during the year 1839 ; 
| and to that end that said attorneys, clerks, and marshals be 
directed to keep and number an exact'account of all moneys, 
&c., received. 


The resolution would regularly lie over one 
day, but Ae hen meg 

Mr. REED asked the House to consider it at 
this time. i 

Objection having been made, 

Mr. REED moved a suspension of 
which was agreed to. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 


On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
benefits of five years’ half pay, now allowed by. law to the 
widows and orphans of officers and soldiers of the militia 
and volunteers who die in the service of the United States, 
to the widows and orphans of officers and soldiers of the 
regular Army, who have died, or shall die in the service, or 
in consequence of wounds received while in the line of 


the rules; 


for a harbor at Southport; from A.J. Irwin, for | 


citizens of New York, for a harbor at Racine; | 


emption to settlers on the line of the Milwaukee | 


of certain obstructions in and at the mouths of | 


! Mr. JENIFER, from the Committee for the |! 


{i duty. 
| Mr. FLETCHER, of Massachusetts, rose and 
ii said that he had received a letter from Samuel 
| Etheridge, Esq., of Massachusetts, stating’ that 
| he had heretofore preferred tharges against Cap- 
tain Elliott, of the Navy, and requesting that a 
call might be made on the Department in relation 
to said charges, and Mr. F. stated that, in con- 
formity with this request, he offered the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
| furnish this House with certain charges heretofore preferred 
| by Samuel Etheridge, of Massachusetts, against Captain J, 
D. Elliott, of the Navy of the United States, and to furnish 
the reasons, if any, why the Department has not heretofore 
| ordered a court of inquiry to sit upon said charges against 
i said Elliott. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 


|| Mr. CUSHING said that four weeks ago he 
| offered a resolution, or series of resolutions, of 
|| Inquiry 1n regard to sundry points in the relations 
| of Great Britain. and the United States, which lay 
|| over under the rule. He wished to-day, instead 
i| of exercising his privilege to offer a new resolu- 
; tion on some other subject, to call up the former, 
|| and have it passed; engaging for himself to waive 
|, al debate on the subject at the present time. 

|| No objection being made, the resolutions were 
i taken up; and being modified by the mover, and 
| amended at the suggestion of Mr. BRONSON, 
i} passed as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if in his judgment not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, to communicate to this House information 
i touching the following particulars in the territorial relations 
i of the United States and Great Britain on this Continent: 

} 1. The correspondence, if any, which has been had be- 
j tween the Government of the United States and that ot 
t Great Britain, or the military or civil authorities of either, 
in relation to the troubles inthe British Provinces of Upper 
‘| and Lower Canada, and to alleged violations of neutrality 
he part whether of Great Britain or thé United States, 
ny of the officers, subjects, or citizens of each. 
2. The correspondence had, or méasures taken by the 
Executive, if any, regarding citizens-of the United States 
made prisoners‘of war at any time in any of the insurrec- 
tionary movements of Upper or Lower Cañada. 
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3. Whether ‘the Government of Great Britain has made 
reparation for the seizure and destruction of the steamboat 
Caroline, within the waters of the United. States, and. the, 
murder of American citizens on board the same, by a band 
of armed invaders from the province of Upper Canada, 
acting under the orders and authority of the colonial gov- 
émment of said province; and whether any and what ne- 
gotiation or correspondence between the Government of 
the United States and that of Great Britain has taken place 
on that subject; aud, ifso, what is the present state of such 
negotiation. 

4. Whether the Government of the United States has 
entered into negotiations with that of Great Britain for the 
purpose of arresting and preventing the further distribution 
of presents and payment of war subsidies by the latter 
Government to the Indian tribes within the territorial limits 
and jurisdiction of the United States; and, ifso, what has 
heen the result of the said negotiations. 
= 5. Whether thë Government of the United States has 
given totbat of Great Britain the stipulated notice toannul 
and abrogate the convention of the 6th of September, 1827, 
tinder cover of which, and of the convention of the 20th of 
October, 1818, the Hudson’s Bay Company has proceeded, 
with ‘permission or by connivance of the Government of 
Great Britain, to establish military posts in the territories 
of the United States beyond the Rocky mountains. 

6. Whether the Government of the United States has 
taken any measures, and if any, what, to adjust, settle, and 
mark the boundaries between the United States and the 
British provinces in North America, from St. Mary’s falls, 
between Lake Huron and Lake Superior, and so north- 


wardly and westwardly along the frontier of the State of | 


Michigan and the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, to 
the Rocky mountains, a 
7. What correspondence, it any, the Government of the 
United States has had with that of Great Britain, or any of 
ils authorities or officers, or with the government of the 
State of Maine, in regard to tlie late survey or investiga- 
tion of the northeastern boundary line of the United States 
by the government of said State, and the present conditions 
of the negotiations relating to said boundary. 
"8. Whether any correspondence has recently passed be- 
tween the Britisti and American Governments relative to 
the free navigation of the navigable rivers coterminous to 
the United States and the British possessions iu North 
America, or of navigable rivers running, in part or in whole, 
through the territories of both Governments ; and if so, the 
result of the same. 

9. Whether the publie authorities of Upper Canada, or 
any of them, have undertaken to interdict or restrict the 
ordinary intercourse between said province and the con- 
tiguous parts of the United States; und if so, by what law 
or pretense of right; and whether said interdict or restric- 
tion is consistent with the treaties subsisting between the 
United States and Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


| ResoWwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
tó inform this House whether the accounts of David Hen- 
‘shaw, late collector of the port of Boston and Charlestown, 
. in Massachusetts, have been settled with the Treasury of 
the United States; and if so, whether any, and if any, 
‘What, amount of credit was allowed him for money depos- 
ited in the Commonwealth Bank of Boston, in the name of 
siid collector, and whieh remained on deposit at the time 
of the insolvency and failure of said bank, either to the 
credit ofsaid collector or of the United States; and whether 
aiy sum, and if any, what sum, has been passed to the 
credit of said collector on account of payments or advance- 
ments to officers of the customs iu said port of Boston and 
Charlestown for salaries, fees, or otherwise in anticipation 
of appropriation, and for which no provision was made by 
law; and whether any credits have been allowed to said 
collector for any assignment of bank stock, transfer, or 
charge of bank deposits, or for property, real or personal, 
by sale or assignment, for which the ‘Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States has not already realized the nominal amount for 


whieh it was so sold or assigned in specie value. And if the | 


accounts of said collector are still open and outstanding, 
that the- Secretary report to this House the reasons why the 
same are not closed and settled, 


On motion of Mr. HALEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be requested to 
furnish a copy of the report and drawings in reference to 
the harbor of Stonington, in Connecticut, together with any 
additional information in reference to the improvement of 
said harbor, 


Mr, ADAMS presented the following resolu- 
tron: 

Resolved, 'That every member of the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States ought, before taking his seat 
therein, to produce at the Clerk’s table, or to deposit in the 
Clerk’s otlice, the credentials by virtue of which he claims 
his seat; and in all cases of contested election, no member 
ought to be permitted to vote watil the House, upon areport 
from the standing Committee of Elections, or by the vote 
of the majority of the members present, being a quorum ot 
the House, shall have decided which of the claimants is 
entitled to the contested seat. 


Mr. ADAMS explained that he had offered this 
resolution in consequence of the disuse of a prac- 
tice which had formerly éxisted in this House, 
and which he believed to be the practice of every 
other deliberative body. It was, that every mem- 
ber who'was here as the Representative of the 


people should produce the credentials by virtue |; 


of which he claimed his. seat. This practice had 
‘been adopted: at-the first organization of the Gov- 
ernment, and had’ been continued until within the 
‘Jast eight or ten years. He did not exactly know 
when it was first disused, but since -that-time 
every gentleman who thought proper to. do so had 
come and taken his seat without having presented 


| application; and whet 


any evidence of ‘his being entitled thereto, Mr. 
As did not intend to debate this resolution shim< 
self, nor was he aware that there was any dispo- 
sition to contest. the principle. It was one the 
operation of which might be of very great impor- 
tance at the commencement of the nextsession of 
Congress. He hoped the resolution would. be 
disposed of now. 

Objection having been made, 

Mr. BRONSON moved a suspension of the 
rules; and, after some desultory conversation, the 
question was taken, and the motion to suspend 
the rale was negatived—-ayes 86, noes 62; not two 
thirds. 

And Mr. PRENTISS having signified his in- 
tention to debate the resolution, it lies over one 
day by the rule. 

Mr. EVERETT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of. providing by law : 

1, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the 


Congress of the United States, in office on the last day of 
the last session of any Congress, shall remain in office until 
the organization of the House of Representatives ofthe suc- 
ceeding Congress, 

9, That it shall be the duty of the Clerk to receive and 
file all certificates’ of election transmitted to bim by the 


Bxecutives of the several States, in the succeeding Con- 


TOSS. 

3. ‘That it shall be the duty of the said Clerk to make a 
roll of the members who, from such certificates, or when 
no certificates are returned, from ‘eredentials from the Ex- 
ecutives of the States presented by persons claiming to be 
members of such Congress, appear to have becn elected 
members of said Congress. 

4, That the said Clerk shall, at twelve o’clock m., on the 
day appointed for the meeting of such Congress, call the 
members so enrolled to order, who shall then proceed to 
elect a Speaker and Clerk for the time being. 

5, Providing for the mode of taking testimony in case of 
contested elections, and that the same be filed with the 
Clerk on or before the second Monday of the session, 

6. Thatthe said House, when so organized, shall appoint 
a Committee of Eteetions by ballot, or viva voce, as a ma- 
jority shall determine, to consist of thirteen members, who 
shali be sworn to the faithful discharge of their duty, 

7. That said committee proceed forthwith to examine 
and report on all coutested elections 3 and that the persons 
contesting may be heard before the House by themselves 
and counsel; and which shall decide thereon without 
further debate. 

8, That after the decision of all the cases of contested 
election the House shall proceed to elect a Speaker, Clerk, 
and other officers of the House for the Congress; that it 
the election of Speaker shail resultin the choice of another 
person the standing committees shall be appointed anew. 


Mr. EVERETT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 


table: 

Resolved, ‘That the Postmaster General be directed to 
inform this House, 

l. What was the practice of his Department at and prior 
to the 4th of March, 1829, relative to the mode of filingand 
keeping the letters and communications received; partic- 
ularly whether a register of them was made, and whether 
they were kept on fie in the order of consecutive dates, 
with numbers and letters corresponding with sach register} 
and whether, since that time, a change has been made in 
the mode of filing and keeping the same 3 and ìf so, what, 
and when, and by whon wade, and what is now the prac- 
tice of the Department in these respects. 

2, Whether itis now the practice of the Department to 
keep and preserve on the regular files of the Department, 
or otherwise, and in what mauner, all letters and papers 
reecived having relation to the official business of the De- 
partment, and to preserve in the ietter-books of the Depart- 
ment, or otherwise, copies of all letters and. communica- 
tions from: the Department. 

3. What was the practice of the Department at and prior 
to the 4th of March, 1829, relative to communicating to 
postmasters against whom charges had been made, or for 
whose removal application had been made, copies of such 
charges, or the substance of the same, or copies of such ap- 
plications, and of the statement or evidence received in 
support of such charge or application, or any notice thereof 
before proceeding to act thereon; and whether it was the 
practice to receive counter statements or testimony on be- 
half of such pustusasters ; and also whether it w asthe prac- 
tice of the Department, in cases which did not require im 
mediate action, to appoint an agent to take testimony, or 
to investigate the truth of the charges or grounds of the 
her any change has been wade in the 
practice of the Department in these respects ; and if so, 
what, and when, and by whom made, and what is now the 
practice of the Department in these respects. 

4. Whether itis now a rule or practice of the Department j 
to refuse to postiiasters who have been removed on charges 
made,or on the application ofothers, copies otsuch charges, 
or copies of the statements or evidence received in support | 
of the same, or the reason or grounds of tietr removal when 
required by such postmaster; and if so, when’ was such 
rule or practice first adopted, and by whom 5 and : 

5. ‘The manner in whieh the accounts of the Department 
with contractors and postinasters are now kept. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, submitted the fol- | 
lowing resolution, which, under the rule, lieg over 


one day: : l 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be directed to 


ingnireinto the expediency’ 
subject of haluralization as- 


3 mi i 

o.exclude: therefrom the 

leges of natural-born citizens who are or shall’ be. orn of 
parénts who Nave'removed, or stiall remove, from. the Uni- 
ted States, and Nave take, or shill fake, the oath of alles 
giance to the Government in which-they so reside, Until 
such person shail become naturalized like other foreigners, 


agreeably to the laws that now do, or hereafter may; 
on that subject. Reg Se PUPE ar 
On motion of Mt. FILLMORE 
Resolved, That the President. be requested.to.com 
cate to this House, ifnot, in his opinion, in¢omputible > 
the public interest, what demand has been wade Upon the 
British Government for satisfaction, fo 


exist 


the President, or any. of its Departmentsy which. haveinot 
heretofore been communicated to this. House, ; : 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, it wa: 


Resolved, That, the Committee on Invalid Pensións be 
instructed to inquire into the expedieiicy of granting a pen- 
sion to John Robinson, of Delaware county, New: York. 


Mr. GRANT presented the following: resolu- 


present session, hy the Department: and ‘bureaus davring 
charge of said improvements and publie works. i" G 
Mr. G. moved the previous question... 64, 
The SPEAKER decided the motion: to, be‘out 
of order. ` : ARR 
` Mr. GRANT took an appeal, but wil) 
And the resolution was ordered.to:lie 
day. S k 
Subsequently, Mr. GRANT moved aisusjien- 
sion of the rules to enable him to have his:reso-~ 
lution considered at this time, and’ asked for the 
yeas and nays on that motion. PIEL RAN 
The yeas and nays were not ordéred. 
The House refused to suspend the riles. 


Mr. DAVIES offered a resolution providing 
that hereafter the daily hour of the meeting of 
this House shall be eleven o’clock a.m. : 

Objection having been'made, 7, 

Mr. D. moved a suspension of the.rule, and 
asked the yeas. and nays; which were refused,.; 

And the question having been taken, the House 
refused to suspend the rule. ‘ i 

The:resolution lies over.one day,. Ae 
- A number of motions were made to suspend:the 
rule for the purpose of taking up for considera- 
tion resolutions heretofore offered, and’ now ‘on 
the Speaker’s table; bat which. wérey in’ alin- 
stances, rejected, except as herein’ given’ to: the 
eontrary. , : U Deke 

Mr. PALMER submitted the: following’ joint 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies over one 
day: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Siates of America in Congress assembled, That 
hereafter, when in any State or Territory the publie kinds 
belonging to the United States shalt be reduced, by sale or 
otherwise, to a quantity not exceeding one sixth part, of 
their original amount, the minimum price ‘of the public 
laud, within such State or Territory, shall be reduced twen- 
ty five cents peracre; anda like reduction shall take place 
atthe end of every twò years thereafter; of whieh several 
reductions the President of the United States shall, by proc- 
Jamation, froin time to time, give due notice, until ‘said 
price shall be reduced to twenty-five cents per acre; and'at 
the end of two years after such last reduction, alt the public 
lands within such State or Territory shall be offered at sale, 
at public auction, for cash, to the highest bidder, like uotice 
Keing given of such sale as is. now provided by law, at 
which sales the States or Territories in which such lands 
are situated may become purchasers. 


On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 


Resolved, Tirat the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting bounty 
lands to the commissioned officers who served in the Arby 
of the United States during the late war with Great Britain, 
and also of reviving the netk of 1816 and 1817, granting 
bounty taads to Canadian voluuteers. 


On motion of Mr. BRONSON; it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instracted 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to George J. 
Knight further compensation for a schooner called the 
Experiment, belonging to him, which was destroyed by 
the enemy in the last war with Great Briain, 4 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL; it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on, Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency: of, continuing the 
military road from Plattsharg to Waitehall, in the State of 
New York, ibe cad a 
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Mr: PRATT submitted the following :resolu- 
tion? which was ordered to be printed: ; 

Whereas the materials used in the.erection of the Treas- 
ury building, in this city, are congelated sandstone, absorb- 
ing water, and requiring. to be frequently painted at great 
expense, to preserve it against rain and frost: Therefore, 

Resolved, (as the sense of this House,) That all public 
buildings hereafter to be erected for the use of the Govern- 
ment shall be constructed of the hardest and most durable 
materials; either of marble or granite. 


Mr. CLARK offered the following resolution; 
which: lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the House, in pursuance of the joint res- 

` ohition ‘of the Sth of February, 1829, will, on the second 

Monday of February next, at one o’¢lock, proceed to the 

election of'a printer to the House for the Twenty-Sixth 
Congress, 


On motion of Mr. AYCRIGG, it was 


Resolved; That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish this House with a report and extract from ‘the 
coast survey, containing Newark bay, in the State of New 
Jersey, and the bars in its vicinity. 


Mr.. YORKE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That five hundred copies of Senate document 
No. 140, of the second session of the present Congress, be 
printed for the use of the members of this House. 


Mr. NAYLOR submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day upon 
the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish this: House with copies of the charges of inhuman, | 
unotlicerlike, ungentemanly, and infamous ‘conduct, pre~ 
ferred by Charles C. Barton, a passed midshipman of the 
United States Navy, against Captain Jesse D. Elliott, whilst 
in command of the Mediterranean squadron, together with 
all communications iu relation to said conduct of said Cap- 
tain Blliott and to said charges, on file in the Navy Depart- 
ment; and to communicate the reasons, if any, why the 
said Eliott has not been ordered to be tried upon said 
charges, 

On motion of Mr. DARLINGTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
Inquire into the. expediency of granting a pension to Marga- 
ret Marshall, the widow of a revolutionary officer, and that 
the papers relating to the case be taken from the files of the 
House and teferréd to-that committee, ý 

i 3 : 

On motion of Mr. SHEFPER, it was 

Resolved, Phat the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Ronds- be instructed to inquire into the expedicney of 
establishing by law, a post route from Chambersburg to 
Vunkstown, Mranklin county, Pennsylvania. Also, that 
the same committee be further instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a similar route from the bhor- 
ough of York, by. the way of Kast.Berlin, to York Spritigs, 
Adams county, in snid State. 


On mation of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offiee and | 
Post: Roads be tustructed to inquire into the expediency ot | 
establishing a mail route from Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to 
Morganstowo, in Virginia. 

Mr. CRAIG submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the second Tuesday in February next, be 
set apart dor the consideration of Horse bill No. 540, enti- | 
tled © A bill granting an additional quantity of land for the 
foeation of revolutionary bounty land warrants,” the said | 
bill to take precedence of all otber business on thatday | 
after the morning hour. 


On motion of Mr. McK ENNAN, it was 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
| 
Resolved, That the Scerctary of the Treasury be directed | 
| 
| 
{ 


to report to this House how long the balance of 48,702 72, 

reported in the account of the ceceipts and expenditures of 

the United States for the year 1837, prepared in the office | 
of the Register of the Treaswy, against Thomas Irwin, 

Esq, fate district attorney, and now distriet judge for the | 
western district of Pennsylvania, has been standing ou the } 
booka of the Treasury; whether the said district attorney | 
has presented any vouchers for the Jiquidation of that bal- | 
ance, Which bave been suspended; and if not, and that | 
balance is undisputed, to state why it has not been cob- | 
lected. | 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, It; 


was 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring berein,) That the Joint 
Committee onthe Library be instructed to inquire into and | 
report upon the expediency of providing a digested index | 
to the whole seriea of Journais of the House, since the | 
organization of the Government, alphabetically pointing to || 
each subject-matter, with the year, volume, and page of the i 
record. . i | 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was i 


resolved, That the Presidentaf the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the aggregate amount | 
paid to all persons who have, since 1829, been concerned 
in negotiating treaties with the Indians, together with the | 
names of such persons, and the sums respectively reevived | 
by them inthe way of per diem, mileage, and extra charges, | 
and under what authority. And, also, if any of the elorks 4 
in the State, Treasury, War, or Navy Departments, or any {| 
of the bureaus or offices thereof, are charged with tie dis- | 
bursement of public funds, and ifso, what amountof com- | 
pensation is allowed to each for the performance of this ex- | 
tra service, and What security is required of them for its | 
faithful performance. a 


Mr. MERCER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which;under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to day: before the House of Repre- 
sentatives a list.of all removals from office which have oc- 
curred since the organization of the present Government of 
the United States, denoting the names of the persons so re- 
moved, and the title or denomination of their respective ofi- 
ces. Also, a similar list of ali persons whose term of service 
having been limited, by law, to four years, have not been 
renominated; and that such list denote the date of each re- 
moval, or expiration of office, not succeeded by the renom- 
ination of the person whose term of service shall have so 
expired. ; 

On motion of Mr. BANKS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of placing Lenza 
‘Thomas on the pension list ; and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions furnish the committee with the documents in His pos- 
session in support of his claim for a pension. 


On motion of Mr. BEIRNE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making certain changes in the carrying of the mails, and 
certain alterations in the mail routes, in Caball county, Vir- 
ginia, as suggested by the citizens of the said county. 


Mr. PARRIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day upon the table: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of further 


to give benefit to the widows of revolutionary pensioners 
who have become widows since the passage of the pension 
act of July 4, 1836. 


Mr. McK AY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the House whether any cases of defaleation not here- 
tofore reported to either House of Congress have occurred 
on the part of the public officers, in any branch of the public 
service under the direction of his Department; the names 
of such defaulters, and the amounts of the defaleatious, re- 
spectively, and what proceedings have been adopted by him 
in euch case. 

On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
inform this House whether any of the State troops called 
into the service of the United States in the Cherokee coun- 
try yet remain unpaid, and if se, how many, and the rea- 
sons why these claims have not’ sooner. been settled. 


On motion of Mr. ©. SHEPARD, it was 


Resolved, hat the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of surveying Nouce river, in 
North Carolina. ' 


On motion of Mr. CONNOR, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen. 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 


| and a soldier of the Revolution. 


the table: 


Ministerto the Courtof St. Cloud, visited France, Asia, and 
other foreign countries, since his appointment; and how 


King, 


olina, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be directed to inquire into the expediency of allow- 
ing the claim of Alexander Williamson, of Tredell county, 
North Carolina, and that the evidence on file in this House 
be referred to the said committee, 


On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, of North Caro- 
lina, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the expedieney of passing alaw of the fol- 
lowing import, constituting the Committee of Elections: 

That on the third day of the first session of each Con- 
gress, the name of that member from each State who has 
received the greatest majority of votes for Congress among 
his own delegation shall be deposited in box No, 1. 

That the names of al the other members of Congress 
then in attendance shall be severally put in box No. 2. 


to draw out of box No, 2 the names of ten members, which 
names, so drawn, shall be placed in box No. 1. 


natr 
yea 
tively 


d shail draw out ove ballot, until the names of 
members of Congress be so drawn; which twelve 
persons shall constitute the Committee of Elections. - 

That said committee shall thereupon be sworn by the 
Speaker to hear, investigate 
tested elections as may be committed to their charge, ac- 
cording to the Constitution of the United States and the 
laws of the State in which the contest may or shall origin- 
ate. 

That the said committee shall immediately retire to their 
committee room, and elect their own chairman. 

That in case of a vacancy in said committee, by death, 
resignation, or otherwise, such vacancy shall be filled by 
drawing one or more names from box No. 1, until the com- 
mittee be again filled. i 


extending the provisions of the pension act of July 7, 1838, | 


inga pension to Elizabeth Alten, widow of Vincent Ailen, | 


Mr. SAWYER submitted the following reso- |! 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day upon | 


Resolved, Chat the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible | 
with the public interest, upon what authority Lewis Cass, | 


long said Minister was absent from the courtof the French |! 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Car- i 


That a boy under ten years old shall proceed forthwith | 


That box No. 1, then containing thirty-six ballots or | 
shall be mixed, and immediately a boy under ten ii 


s and report truly all such con- | 


On motion of Mr. McK AY,,.it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of building a-light-house on 
| Oak island, at the mouth of Cape Fear river ; also, of placing 
| a small light on Campbeli’s island, in said river. 


Mr. THOMPSON submitted the following 
joint resolution; which, under the rules, lies over, 
and was ordered to be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the notes of sound -specie-paying banks shall hereafter be 
received in payment of the dues of the Government, under 
such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed by 
Congress. 

Resolved, That the public funds shall hereafter be depos- 
ited with banks owned in whole or in. part by the States 
where situated, and that where none such exist, with such 
incorporated banks:as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
select: Provided, That when deposited with private incor- 
} porated banks, the funds of the Government are not to be 
used in the discounts or other business of such banks; and 
| that the Sceretary of the Treasury. be. authorized to con- 
tract with said banks for a stipulated compensation for the 
| safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the public 
| moneys. 


On motion of Mr. HAYNES, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds be instructed to inquire into the practicability of 
| enlarging the rooms and giving additiona) light to the House 
| Library ; of the propriety of having all books and documents 
belonging to the House, as they pass into print, placed in 
the same for safe-Keeping and for reference, whereby one 
depository will be made of the whole; of appointing the 
librarian by the House, and requiting him to give bond for 
the faithful keeping and preserving of all the printed records 
: so to be placed in his charge. 


On motion of Mr. S. WILLIAMS, the House 
took up for consideration the following resolution, 
|| offered by him on the 31st December: 


Resolved, That the Seeretaries of State, Treasury, War, 
and Navy, and the Postmaster General, be, and they are 
hereby, respectively, required to report and communicate 
to this House, as svon as practicable, what were the ex- 
| penses of their respective Departments, including every 
item of expenditure, in the year commencing on the 4th 
| day of March, 1828, and ending on: the 3d day of March 
1829, and so on for each successive’ year, up to the 4th of 
| March, 1838, and from thence up to the Ist day of January, 
1839, placing each item of expenditure under its proper head : 
and further, to report and communicate the number of 
clerks and other officers, of every description whatever, be- 
longing to their respective Departments, with the salary or 
pay of each, in each year, separately, commencing on the 
dth day of March, 1828, and so on for each successive year 
up to the 4th of Mareh, 1838, and from thence up to the Ist 
| day of January, 1839. And further, to report how much (if 
anything) has been allowed as extra pay Lo any clerk or 
l other officer of their respective Departments, at any time 
within the foregoing periods, and for what services those 
extra allowances were made. 


_ Mr. CRARY was opposed to the resolution in 
‘its present shape, because it would. involve an 


| 
| 
fi 
f 
| 
| 
| 


į inquiry which it would take six months. toian- 
swer, 


t 


previous question, when it was found that a quo- 
rum was not present. 

© A motion was then made by Mr. BANKS that 
i there be a call of the House. 

|| And, the question being put, it passed in the 
j affirmative. 

| The roll was then called in part; when, 

' On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, further pro- 
i ceedings in the call were dispensed with. 

And the House again divided on the motion for 
| the previous question; when it was demanded by 
ji a majority of the members present. 

i The previous question was then put, viz: Shall 
|; the main question be now put? And passed in 
|| the negative, 

_ And so the House determined that the main 
question should not now be put. 

Mr. GRANTLAND presented a resolution by 
the General Assembly of the State of Georgia, 
l; soliciting the establishment of a weekly mail roate 
|, (the mail to be carried on horseback) between 
Blairsville, in the county of Union, and Dahlon- 
ega,in the county of Lumpkin, by the way of 
|; Cooper’s Gap in the Blue Ridere; which resolu- 
| tion was referred to the Committee on the. Post 
| Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHGATE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs'’be in- 
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structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the, 
public buildings and enlarging the public grounds at the 
military post at Newport, Kentucky. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following resolution; which, under the rules, lies 
over one day: 


Resolved, That for the residue of this session, the daily 
hour to which this House shall stand adjourned be ten 
o’clock, a. m. , 

. Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies over one 
day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to’state, in the report which may be made to the House in 
answer to the resolution adopted on the 14th of January, 
1839, “calling for the amount of money expended annt- 
ally by each Administration in the Government, from the 
4th of March, 1789, to the 4th of March, 1837, with the 
aniount of public money lost annually by defalcation of 
public officers,”? &c.; whether suits have been instituted 
against the several defaulting debtors, and when; and fur- 
ther, that he inform this House when the defaulting debtors 
were severally appointed and employed in the public ser- 
vice, 


On motion of Mr. MENEFEE, it was 


` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
ig hereby, directed to communicate to this House a state- 
ment of the sums respectively awarded, under the act of 
July 13, 1832, for carrying into effect the convention with 
France of July 4, 183k, in favor of persons from whom 
sums of money were due to the United States; the amounts 
to which they were respectively entitled under the ratable 
proportions provided for by said act; the amounts respect- 
ively paid to them; the amounts respectively entered to 
their credit by reason of the deductions provided for in said 
act; why, if the fact be so, said persons did not receive the 
full benefit of said act, either by payment or credits on their 
debts to the United States; whether an agent was em- 
ployed by the Treasury Department to ascertain the per- 
sons thus indebted, and if so, who he was, on what terms 
employed, and, if paid, to what amount, how, and by what 
authority; and whether all the facts necessary to enable 
the Secretary to make said deductions did not previously 
exist on the files of his Department, and were not actually 
furnished for that purpose by an officer thereof under his 
direction. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read and laid 
the table one day, under the rule: 


esolved, That the Secretaries of the Navy, War, State, 
Treasury Departments be respectively directed to com- 
miantcate to this House what percentage is allowed dis- 
bursing officers, in their several Departments, for the dis- 
bursement of the public money, by any regulation of the 
Department, and whether any officer receiving a salary 
fixed by law has, since the 4th day of March, 1829, been 
allowed a percentage as compensation for extra services, 
for the disbursement of the public money, the vame of such 
officer or officers, and the amount so received by cach; 
and that they be respectively directed to communicate to 
this House copies of any regulations which may have been | 
made, under which such percentages are allowed and paid ; 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to tay ; 
before this House any correspondence upon the subject of 
the money retained by William Steuben Smith, late a clerk 
in the Land Office, and to inform this House what were the 
said Smith’s returns, and whether the amount retained in 
his hands exceeded the disbursements he was required to 
make, or whether he failed to make the disbursements re- 
quired, and withheld the money, refusing to apply it as 
directed; and that he also inform this House when said 
Smith failed or refused to pay over the money in his hands, 
when suit was instituted against him, and when he resigned 
his office, or was dismissed from the service. 


On motion by Mr, CROCKETT, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be in- 
structed to communicate to this House the amount of 
money already expended in the construction of the new 
custom-house at New York, and what amount is estimated | 
to be necessary to complete it. 


On motion of Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House, with as little delay as possible, 
what progress has been made in the execution of the trea- | 
ties with the Chickasaw Indians of the 20th of October, | 
1832, and 24th of May, 1834; what amount of funds has | 
been received by the United States in trust for said tribe of 
Indians, arising from the salé of their lands, and how the | 
same has been invested, at what time, and in what stocks, 
and the name of the agent or agents concerned in negotia- 
ting all such investments ; also, the whole amount of the 
expense incurred in the execution of said treaties, the 
amount of such expense paid by the Government, and the 

; amount. paid from the sales of the jands by said Indians; | 
also, the name of each officer or agent employed in the 
execution of said tréaties, the date of his appointment, the 
nature of the service of each of them, the time each was 
actually employed, as nearly as may be ascertained, the rate | 
of compensation, and the aggregate amount paid to each. 

Resolved, That the said Secretary of War be also directed | 
to report to this House the whole number of Choctaw In- 

| dians who removed west ofthe Mississippi, under the super- 
intendeuce of the United States, according to the. provis- 


10 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


ions of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, and the num- 
ber removed in each year since the commencement of 
emigration ;also, the name of each officer or agent employed 
in the execution of the several articles of said treaty, the 
date of his appointment, the nature and term of the service 
of each, the rate and the aggregate amount of compensa- 
tion of each officer or agent appointed under the provisions 
of the act of 3d of March, 1830, entitled ‘An act for the 
appointment of commissioners to adjust the claims to reser- 
vations of land, under the fourteenth article of the treaty 
of 1830, with the Choctaw Indians,” and the act of the 
22d of February, 1838, amending the same; also, what 
progress has been made in the execution of the objects of 
said acts. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House what steps have been taken by the 
Department, or by the agent or Solicitor of the Treasury, 
to collect the balance due, or claimed to be due, the United 
States from John Brahan, late receiver of public mouey at 
Huntsville, Alabama, or from his legal representatives 5 and 
that he communicate copies of all tlie correspondence, and 
other papers within the control of the Department, relative 
to said claim, 


On motion of Mr. TURNEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to this 
House the number of horses, belonging to the volunteers in 
the service of the United States in Florida, which were 
turned over to the United States, and the orders under or 
by which they were so turned over, and by. what authority 
said orders were made; that he also communicate the ag- 
gregat> value of said horses when mustered into service, 
with their equipages, and also the value assessed at the time 
they were turned over; and that he communicate the cause 
of the great difference in value, and whether it was not 
owing to the fact that a large portion of said horses had 
given out, and were abandoned trom want of forage. That 
he also communicate the number of claims for lost horses 
now on fite, the number that have been paid, and the num- 


ber yet remaining to be audited and paid, and the reason | 


why they have not been paid before this; and whether the 
claims of the volunteers unger the command of Major Lau- 
derdale for lost horses have been examined by the Third 
Auditor, and the causes of the great delay of that officer to 
perform this service, aud when it is likely he will examine 
and adjust said claims. 


On motion of Mr. CHEATHAM, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House a supplement to the tabular 
statements transmitted by him on the 4th of January, 1836, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of the 3lst 
of December, 1835, exhibiting in such supplement a state- 
mentof the sums annually paid, under each material head 
of expenditures, from 1834 to 1839, 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of making compensation to the 
heirs and legal representatives of James Reynolds, for a 
horse lost in the late war war Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. BOND, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to this House the dates and amounts of the official 


; bonds of the collectors and naval officers at the ports of 


Philadelphia, New York, and Boston, together with the 
names of the securities of said collectors and naval officers, 
respectively. 


On motion of Mr. LEADBETTER, it was 


Resolved, {hat the Coramittee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
law in relation to the judiciary as to require an interchange 
of the duties of circuit and district judges of the United 
States courts, in all cases where it would be improper for 
them to sit on account of interest, or Where parties cannot 
obtain a fair trial, &c. 


On motion of Mr. GOODE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
is now committed’a resolution instrneting them to inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a bill to authorize the State 
of Ohio to purchase the United States alternate sections of 
land on the Miami canal, in the State of Obio, and the 
United States alternate sections of land on so much ofthe 
Wabash and Erie canal as lies within the State of Ohio, at 
$2 50 per acre, be hereby further instructed to extend their 
inquiries into the expediency of providing also in the same 


bill for the receding to the State of Obio by the United | 


States the right it now has to navigate said canals free of 
toll. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to re- 
port to this House the number of failures in the ordinary 
and express mails, distinguishing between the said mails, 
to and from the city of New Orleans, within the last six 


months, the causes of said failures, and the steps adopted 


by ‘him to prevent the recurrence of such failures. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an apprapriation 
to'aid in the improvement of the harbor on Lake Pont- 
chartrain, at Port Pontchartrain, in the Stata of Louisiana, 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, it was. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report 
to this House whether in his opinion, the improvements can 
be suspended or discontinued upon the harborsnow:in pros 
cess of construction, without endangering the existence of 
the structures already begun, and. without exposing: the 
Government to a waste of the moneys already, expended ; 
what is the average progress of those harbors towards coma 
pletion; and whether the interests of commerce would. not 
be deleteriously affected by such suspension or discontin- 
uance ; and that he extend his report-to those rivers whdse 
channels are now undergoing improvement under the au~ 
thority of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions: 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of repealing the 
act of Congress entitled “ An act directing the transfer.of 
money remaining unclaimed by certain pensioners, and âu- 
thorizing the payment.of the same at the Treasury of the 
United States,” approved April 6, 1838. 


Mr. RARIDEN moved the following resolu» 
tion; which was read, and laid on the table one 
day, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to this House the names and rank of the officers of the. 
Army of the United States who have been employed since. 
July, 1834, in paying Indian annuities, or in making pay: 
ment under treaty stipulation, showing the tribe or nations. 
to whom paid, and the amount paid to each tribe, with the’ 
amount paid to such officers, either as salaries, percentage, 
per diem pay, mileage, transportation, or subsistence. And, 
also, the names and residence of each individual employed: 
since July, 1834, in the transportation of money, goods, or, 
other property paid to the Indians, the amount of, and what, 
property transported, the amount paid to each person so 
employed, distinguishing what was paid as wages, What for 
transportation, mileage, subsistence, or percentage, and 
how long each person was so employed in each case, and. 
for what tribe or nation, And, also, the names and residence 
of each individual employed in removing the Indians west 
of the Mississippi since 1830, exclusive of the Army, to~ 
gether with the compensation paid to each, how long each 
was employed, and in what capacity, noting what was paid 
to each as salary, what as per diem pay, expenses incurred, 
or subsistence, during the time so employed, And, also, to 
report the names and residence of all persons employed as 
commissioners, or by any other name, since 1830, to inves- 
tigate claims against Indians, and the names and residence 
of the persons employed toaid such commissioners, whether 
as clerks, secretaries, or attomeys, together with the loca- 
tion of the Indians where the services were rendered, the. 
amount of claims investigated, the time employed, and the 
amount of compensation paid to each, whether as salary, 
per diem allowance, expenses, transportation, subsistence, 
or percentage ; and to specify under what laws the various 
persons before named have been appointed to the several 
employs and paid. . 

Mr. EWING moved the following resolution; 
which was read, and laid on the table one day, 
under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House the number, and places of pay- 
ment, of agents now authorized to satisfy revolutionary and 
other pensions, declared payable in the State of Fndiana 3 
the compensation, if any, to which said agent or agents are, 
or claim to be, entitled. Also, the tenns, if known at the 
Department, upon which the State Bank of Indiana would 
agree to stipilate to make all such payments, through the in- 
stromentality of ber branch banks, with all such additional 
information as he may possess. and deem proper, to show thre 
trouble, loss, and delay, to which the poor pensioners, pay- 
able in said State, arg now subjected, by reason of great 
distance from the point er points at which they can alone 
receive payment, and to demonstrate the justice and expe- 
diency of providing by law fer a more suitable and uniform 
mode of making all such payments hereafter. 

Mr. MAY submitted. the following resolution; 
which was read, and laid on the table one day, 
under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House the correspondence which 
took place in the year 1838, between his Department and 
James Turucy, relative to his appointment to, and accept- 
ance of, the office of register of the land office at Galena, in 
the State of Iinois; and, also, between the Department 
and William G. Flood, relative to bis appointment to, and 
acceptance Of, the office of register of the land office at 

iney, in the said State of Mlinois, in the year 1838) and 
thd the said Secretary be directed to infonn this House 
whether the business of said offices has not been suspended 
for some time, in conseqnence of the non-aceeptanee of the 
said individuals, and how long it has been so suspended, 
and why the said offices have not been filled; and whether, 
notwithstanding the non-acceptance of the said James 
Turney and William G. Flood, they have been nominated 
or appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to the said offices. And whether it is 
known to the Departmont that these persons.are now Men- 
bers of the Legislature of the State of Ilindis, and are, at 
this time, in the discharge of their duties as such. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedicney of granting to the 
State of Lnois township five north, range fourteen west, 
in the district of land subject to sale at Palestine, in said 


146 


THE CONGRESS 


January 28, 


State; said land tobe disposed of by the State authority, 


and the avails thereof: to be applied ‘exclusively to the im- | 


provement of the navigation of the- Embarrass river. 
On motion of Mr. SNYDER, it was 
‘Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 


the expediency of creating ports of entry and delivery at 
Chicago, Alton, and Cairo, in the State of Ilinois. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
investigate the accounts of MeNary Harris, as late quarter- 
master and acting commissary of subsistence to Colonel 
Benjamin Snodgrass’s regiment of Alabama volunteers in 
Florida, and of making provision for the payment of the 
same, if found correct. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Resolwed, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making three 
additional land districts in the State of Missouri; that they 
further inquire into the expediency of providing by law for 
prospective preéinptions, 


On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of making further pro- 
visions for the claimants to military bounty lands ; either 
setting apart a portion of the pubtic land, or to authorize the 
issuing of scrip to satisfy all such claims. 


On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 


. Resolved, ‘Chat the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the propricty of so amending the 
act of the 7th of July, 1838, establishing the western land 
district in the State of Arkansas, as to carry into effect the 
provisions of the said act forthwith. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNING, it was 


1. Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of inereasing the 
salaries of the keeper of the public archives in Pensacola 
and St. Augustine, in Florida. 

2, Resolved, That the Commiuce on Roads and Canals 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of appropriating 
asum of money to repair the military road trom Jackson- 
ville to Newnanusville, in Florida. 


Mr. DOWNING moved the following resolu- 
tions; which were read, and laid on the table one 
day, under the rule: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, instructed to communicate to this Louse, at the carliest 
day practicable, all the information in his Department re- 
specting the disposition which has been made of such negro 
and other property as has been captured from the hostile 
Indians in-the course of the present war in Florida, and the 
means (if any) which were adopted to ascertain whether 
any portion of the property so captured belonged to, or was 
claimed by, inhabitants of Florida; and whether a fair or 
reasonable opportunity was afforded to said: inhabitants to 
profer claims, and show their right of Ownership to such 
captured property; and whether all negroes and other cap- 
tured property, owned or claimed by citizens ot Florida, 
were surrendered to the Owners and elaimants; or so be- 
stowed as to secure to said claimants and Owners a proper 
protection of their rights aud interests 5; and whether or not 
any bargain or arrangement was made by the Government, 
or its ollicers, with the Creek Tnditus, or others employed 
to aid in the prosecution of the war against the Seminoles, 
by whieh said Greeks, or others, have been allowed, either 
by themselves or agents, to take possession of, apd appro- 
priate to theivown use aud profit, any negroes or other cap- 
tured property, and i a to what extent such bargain las 
been permitted to operate, and what amount of negro and 
other property has, vader its provisions or conditions, been 
placed at the disposal of sald Creeks, or others, and what 
portion of the property so placed is owned or claimed by 
citizens of Florida. 

2. Resolved, That the Sceretary of War be also instructed 
to ascertain and report to Congress, at the earliest day prac- 
ticable, the names of all persons (not in tbe line of the reg- 
ular Army or of the volun or militia) who have been 
in the course of the present rin Florida, impressed into 
the service of the United States, or otherwise employed as 
guides, interpreters, or pack horse men 3 and what portion, 
if any, of the persons so employed were slaves, owned or 
elahned by citizens of Florida; at what rate of compensa- 


tion they were held in service, and whether such rate of |i 


compensation bas been prid; and if so, whether it was 
paid to the owners or Claimants of such slaves; and if not 
paid to them, to whom, and by what authority, was it paid 
to persons other than such owners or claimants. 

_ “nd he it resolved, ‘Chat the Secretary of War be farther 
instructed to furnish at the same time to this House copies 
of all such correspondence as may have n place be- 
tween his Department and the officers from time to time in 
command of the military forees engaged in the war in Flor- 
ida; and also all sucli as may have occurred between ghis 
Department and any of the citizens of Florida on the sub- 
ject of negro or other property lost by them in the war, and 


especinily such as relates to property recaptured from Ros- 
tile Indians. 


On motion of Mr. CRARY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following mail routes in Michigan: From 
Ann Arbor to Springville, by Manehester; from Lafayette 
to South Haven z from Jefferson to Grand River Road, by 
Oneida; from Fort Gratiot to White Rock ; from Romeo 
to Saginaw Road, by Orion; from Lapeer to Lower Sagi- 
naw ; from Lapeer to White Kock; from Saginaw to the 
mouth of the Muskingum ; from Port Huron to Ionia. 


On motion of Mr. DOTY, it was | 
Resolved, That the petition of inhabitants of the Wiscon- 


sin mining ‘district, praying for a redress of grievances, be 
referred to the Secretary of the Treasury; and that he be 
requested to direct the attorney: of the Territory of, Wiscon- 
sin to investigate the matters alleged in the petition, and 
report, the facts and evidence to.this House at its next ses- 
sion. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, it 


was a 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for a road from Burlington, on the Mississippi 
river, through the counties of Des Moines, Henry, and Van 
Buren, to the Indian agency in the Territory of lowa. Also, 
into the expediency of making an appropriation for the sur- 
vey and examination, with a view to the improvement of 
the navigation of, Skunk river, in said Territory. 2 

2. Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of giving the judges 
of the supreme court of Iowa Territory the same salary aq 
those of Wisconsin; and also into the expediency of so 
amending the organic law of the said Territory as to require 
the Governor thereof to return to the Legislative Assembly 
all bills by them passed, of which he may bave refused his 
approval; and so that, on passing such bills by a majority 
of two thirds, they shall become laws, subject, however, to 
be disapproved by Congress. 

3. Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
communicate to this House the report of the commis- 
sioner appointed to survey and mark the boundary line be- 
tween Missouri and Iowa. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, of North Car- 
olina, it was i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
inform this House why the volunteers from the State of 
North Carolina were not paid when discharged for the ser- 
vices rendered, for tbe clothing and equipments furnished 
by themsacives, and the time spent in the service of the 
United States during the year 1838, while ordered into the 
Cherokee nation; how long after their discharge, and in 
what kind of funds, were they paid off; and what portion 
of said troops are not yet paid, and the reasons which exist 
for such non-payment. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General. Land Office, containing information 
called for by the House of the 14th of January 
instant, connected with the issue of scrip on Vir- 
ginia military land warrants; which letter was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made in obedience to the order of the House 
of the 11th of January instant, calling for an ac- 
count of defaleations by receivers and collectors 
or other depositaries of public money, since the 
Ist of October, 1837; and the amount that has 
been paid, or that remains unpaid, from default- 
ers, as set forth.in the report of the E7th of Jan- 
uary, 1838; as, also, the correspondence touching 
defaleations of receivers and collectors since the 
Department furnished document No. 297 at the 
last session of Congress; which report was laid 
on the table. . 

The report is as follows: : 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
January 28, 1839. 
Sır: This report is submitted in compliance 
with the following resolution, adopted by the 
louse of Representatives, on the 11th instant: 


* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
this Honse— 

“od, What defaleations by receivers and collectors, or 
other depositaries of the public moneys, have taken plaice 
since the tat of October, 18373 the names of the dcfaulters, 
and when and where it took place, and what anount. 

“2. What amount has been paid, or what balances ap- 
pearing due froin defauiters in the report of the Iih of Jan- 
uary Jast, have been adjusted and reduced; and that he be 
required to report to this House all the correspondence 
touching defaleations of receivers and collectors of the pub- 


lie money since the Department furnished document No. 
297.7 


Under the organization of this Department the 
duties of the office of Secretary of the Treasury 
are chiefly of an administrative character. 


are made, by law, independent of the Secretary. 
The Comptroller and Solicitor of the Treasury 
also cause prosecutions to be commenced for de- 
faulters when ascertained; and hence, in answer- 
ing the first head of inquiry, as was done in an- 
swering a similar call made in October, 1837, I 
have requested the Comptroller to furnish from 
his books a tabular statement of the information 
desired under the first head. That statement has 
been revised by the Solicitor, and contains the 
Names, times, and amounts of the supposed ‘‘de- 
faleations by receivers and collectors, or other 
depositaries: of the. public money,” which have 


The | 
accounting officers are appointed to determine the | 
liabilities or indebtedness of individuals to the | 
| United States, and in settling matters of account, 


H 
j 


taken place since the ‘Ist of ‘October, 1837. Itis 


annexed. 


Fewer of these cases are likely to be mere 
nominal defaults than in the other document re- 
ferred to, (No. 111,) as that embraced a period 
of nearly half a century, and it was not possible 
for the Comptroller to be acquainted critically 
with many of the cases. Nor does the present 
resolution use the same broad language on this 
subject as that of October, 1837. “That called for 
the names of those collecting and deposit officers 
‘+ in default to the Government.” But this re- 
quests a list of all recent “ defalcations”’ among 
such agents. The first description includes ofi- 
cers whose accounts are unsettled on the books 
whether from accident, death of the party, infor- 
mality in vouchers, or actual indebtedness. But 
the latter term is usually employed in a more re- 
stricted sense than the former, and generally in- 
cludes only such cases as are supposed to consist 
of real culpable indebtedness of public officers after 
being legally required to make payment. 

It is difficult for the Comptroller to discriminate 
between these two classes of cases on the books, 
when they are so numerous and of such long stand- 
ing; and in order to prevent misapprehension, 
and a failure to give all the information which 
was desired, the nominal defaults and amounts, 
before as well as since October 1, 1837, have, in 
both statements, been arranged by him in one 
column, and the supposed amounts of the real 
indebtedness, unpaid and withheld, so far as 
known in theaccounting offices, have been append- 
ed in notes and in another column of remarks. 
The amounts believed to be secured, or not due 
in several cases, will also appear inthe notes and 
remarks attached to both of the statements. 

The result of the present exhibit is, that since 
October 1, 1837, no case of defaleation, except 
that of the late collector at New York, explained 
already in a special communication, is known to 
have occurred among the whole number of collect- 
ors of duties, amounting to more than one hun- 
dred, and that only nine nominal defaults, among 
near seventy receivers, have happened, and most 
of those of small amount, and all of them are be- 
lieved to be well secured. 

2, The next inquiry is, ‘* what amount has 

been paid, or what balances appearing due from 
defaulters in the report of the 17th January last, 
1838, have been adjusted and reduced.’ Other 
tabular statements on this subject are annexed, 
prepared by the Comptroller, and revised by the 
Solicitor. They show the amounts since paid, 
and by whom; whether in full or in part; and 
the further amounts in several cases, supposed to 
be secured. A previous statement has been pre- 
pared in the Comptroller’s and Register’s offices, 
and sent to the Senate, in answer to a resolution 
of that body, which, in each case of collectors 
duties, exhibits likewise the amount of allow- 
ances claimed, which are known to have been 
offered and suspended. A similar one as to re- 
ceivers.is in the course of preparation. 
_ Besides proper deductions on these accounts, 
it is believed, from inquiry and observation, that 
since the year 1789 near twenty per cent. of the 
balances in the cases of collectors and receivers 
has, by death and accidents, not been presented 
and allowed on the books, though, on a full ex- 
amination, they might be with justice, were all 
the facts thoroughly known. 

In concluding the remarks on this branch of 
the resolution, it deserves special notice, that by 
the Comptroller’s statement it appears that, not- 
withstanding the pressure of the times, from a 
third to half a million, or $426,807, have been 
collected, secured, or reduced, in little more than 
a year, from the balances against this class of 
officers, who were nominally in default previous 
to October, 1837. 

Suspended vouchers exist against. the remain- 
der to the amount of near $400,000 in the case 
of collectors, and toa large amount not yet as- 
certained in that of receivers, It would seem 
also, that twenty cases out.of about one hundred 
and seventy in all, have been entirely paid, or 
more than one ninth of the whole’ number, and 
that several have, besides, been much reduced in 
amount, and many others fully secured. 

The Comptroller has not considered the de- 
faults of the banks as coming within this part of 
the resolution; but the payments made by them 
since October, 1837, on the- balances in default, 
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have been reported to the House of Representa- 
tives at the present session, in answer to another 
resolution, except as respects the old cases of 
many years’ standing, and which remain not very 
materially altered. 

3. The last part of the resolution requests “ the 
correspondence touching defaleations of receivers 
and collectors of the public money since the De- 
partment furnished document No, 297.” 

This portion of the call is presumed to extend 
only to the correspondence which is in my own 
office; otherwise, a difficulty would exist in an- 
swering it early, similar to that which occurred 
in the document No. 111, as it would require a 
transcript of almost the whole records of the office 
of the Solicitor of the Treasury, during the period 
specified, and which, though able to be given with- 
out much delay inany particular case, might not, in 
all cases on record, be completed seasonably. The 
present call may likewise be presumed to extend 


to the correspondence in my own office, received | 


as well as sent, since the request is for all ** cor- 
respondence touching defaleations.” 
ut none of the letters received, offering rea- 
sons for irregularities and delays in several in- 
stances, were given in document No. 297, because 
that resolution was confined to “ letters written 
by” this Department. Another difference is, that 
the correspondence now called for and submitted 
relates to defalcations alone, while the request in 
document No. 297 was for all the letters written 
bythe Department, as to ‘“ omissions to comply 
with the laws and regulations established for their 
government and other irregularities,’’ as well as 
defalcations. It deserves notice that very little, if 
any, of the correspondence then or now submit- 
ted, relates to defalcations after they have been as- 
certained by the accounting officers, or after they 
appear on the appropriate books in their charge. 
In that stage of the case, if letters are written, 
they are confined chiefly to the Comptroller’s and 
Bolicitor’s offices, where all defaults are generally 
investigated and prosacuted. The reasons for any 
previous correspondence are briefly these: it some- 
times happens that, before defaults are legally as- 
eertained on the books of the Comptroller, suspi- 
cions are excited in the office of the Secretary of 
_ the Treasury, by letters received, or other inform- 
; ation from third persons, or by delays and irreg- 
tildrities in complying with orders or regulations 
of the Department. These last happen weekly, if 
not daily, in such a widespread country, parts 
of it so new and remote as is much of ours, and 
with such a vast number of officers connected with 
the collection, keeping, and disbursing of great 
amounts of public money. It would, then, seem 
prudent, or at least it is vigilant and useful, not 


to wait for the quarterly settlements in the ac- | 
counting offices to ascertain the fact whether a cul- | 
pable default has happened or not, but to cause | 
an inquiry into the subject, informally, before- į 


hand. In such cases, therefore, this Department 
has of late years, if not always, been in the habit 
of immediately addressing letters of inquiry and 
of advice concerning informalities, irregularities, 


‘and any acts of a doubtful character. By the re- | 
plies obtained—sometimes quick, though often | 


tardy, being from great distances, and some new 
regions where the mails are unfrequent, occasion- 
ally irregular, and the returns slower than from 
some foreign countrics—it has at times, before 
the accounts were quarterly settled in the proper 
offices, succeeded in discovering whether a real 


defalcation existed ornot,and whether the money | 


apparently due could not be obtained without the 
expense and delay of a suit. 

Not seldom, however, such correspondence is 
from necessity protracted through several months, 
and then terminates, sometimes in the removal 
of all suspicion of wrong, sometimes in a satis- 
factory payment of the money in doubt, some- 
times ima correction of all irregularities or in- 
formalities, and sometimes in a conviction that 
there has beena willful default. 

Hence this practice has operated usefully. It 
is courteous, as would seem proper, towards 
public officers not yet legally shown to be in de- 
fault, and it is conducive to the public security, 
by leading, frequently, to more prompt payments. 


Under a system of greater harshness in ascertain- | 


ing defaults, by presuming their existehée on 
slighter grounds, and ‘before tested by the quar- 
terly settlements, more removals from office, and 
more frequent suits, would take place; but they 


| 
| 
| 


| by this office with any collector, except the late 
| one at New York, and none with any receiver, 


would often prove to be undeserved, would ‘oper- 
até at times oppressively, and add. nothing. to 
eventual safety... Nor could they in any respect 
be beneficial compared with that increased sever- 
ity in the law which has so frequently been rec- 
ommended, and is so desirable in a moral as well 
as fiscal view, for punishing defaults after they 
are clearly ascertained. 

During these preliminary inquiries, it is cus- 
tomary for the Department to keep the President 
advised of their progress, so that if the correspond- 
ence terminates unfavorably, the officer found 
guilty of a deliberate wrong, if not in the mean 
time resigning, may be promptly removed by the 
appointing power, without waiting for a defalca- 
tion to appear by the quarterly settlements. The 
President is ina habit of doing this when fully 
satisfied that the default has been willful, and that 
the money will not be paid over in conformity to 
instructions, and without a suit and its accom- 
panying cost and delays. All the correspond- 
ence in such cases may be considered as ‘* touch- 
ing defaleations,’’ and therefore in this report, as 
well as in document No. 297, has been given in 
all cases where the supposed defalcations turned 
out in the end to be real. If in either instance | 
this has been doing more than was necessary, it 
was considered better to furnish everything that 
could possibly be embraced within the resolution, 
than to omit anything pertinent. 

But in neither instance has such correspond- 
ence with ‘other depositaries °” been given, 
though very extensive, with the deposit banks in 
default, because other depositaries are omitted to 
be specified in this branch of the resolution, which 
they expressly enumerated in the first branch 
of it. | 

Since the document No. 297, no correspondence | 


except in six cases, has taken place where the | 
party appeared, in the end, to have been guilty of 
a defalcation to any amount whatever. When 
other cases of defalcations have been detected, 
they have been, as is customary, ascertained by 
the accounting officers at the regular settlements, 
and all communications concerning them have 
been had with those officers or the Solicitor. In 
some few instances, when doubt arose, and the 
correspondence has, from abundant caution, been 
instituted in this office before the quarterly settle- 
ments took place, it has resulted in satisfactory 
explanations; and no real defaleation is known 
or belicved to have occurred. In one case the 
investigation has not yet terminated; conse- 
quently, copies of neither of these last are sup- 
posed to be required under the present resolution. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

: LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. | 
Hon, J. K. Pour, i 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. | 

Turspay, January 29, 1839. | 

Mr. LUMPKIN presented the petition of Dr. | 
Chapin, Andrew Rothwell, and George Wood, 
in behalf of the trustees of Columbian College, 
in the District of Columbia, praying permission 
to sella portion of the city lots granted to that 
institution by Congress, for the purpose of rais- 
ing money to defray the expense of certain pro- 
fessorships; which was referred to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. ! 
Mr. PIERCE presented the petition of Thomas | 


| Brown, praying for a pension; which was referred | 


o the Committee on Pensions. | 
Mr. MOUTON presented the petition of James | 
B. Sullivan, of Louisiana, praying confirmation | 
of his title to a tract of land; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. WHITE presented a communication from | 
the Secretary of War, asking for an appropria- | 
tion for the removal of the Swan ereck and Black | 
i 

| 


i river Chippewas; which was referred to the Com- | 


mitteeon Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. LINN presented the remonstrance of sun- | 
dry citizens of Wisconsin, against the passage of | 
any act to grant titles to land held under floats in | 
the town of Milwaukee; which was referred to: 
the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. L. presented Some additional papers in i 


‘of her application. 


support of the claim of Ashbel Mason: which 
were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 3 È LF 

Mr. L. also presented the petition of George 
P. Willis and others, who, desiring to emigrate 
to the Oregon territory, ask for grants ‘of lands 
and that protection of the Government may? be 
extended to their settlement; which was lhid’on 
the table. i pha 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Mary 
Helena America Vespucci,a young lady of Flor- 
ence, descendant of the celebrated Americus Ves: 
puccius, one of the renowned navigators of the 
fifteenth century, and whose name this continent 
bears. i 

Mr. B. said, this petition states the ‘reason 
which has induced, or rather constrained, this 
young lady to leave her own country and to seek 
an asylum in the United States; it also states her 
reasons for making the requests which the peti- 
tion contains for the rights of citizenship and a 
grant of land. He would pass the petition to the 
table, and ask that it might be read by the Secre- 
tary. $ 
The petition was then read by the Secretary. 

Mr. B. said that the petition which had just 
been read, or rather translated by the Secretary, 
for it was in the French language, was entirely 
the composition of the petitioner herself. He bad 
seen it in the first draft, and had recommended’ 
that nothing, in point of form even, should be 
altered, and that the petitioner should present her 
own case in her own language It was not pre-' 
cisely in the style of petitions drawnup.by.our own 
citizens; but what it lacked in parliamentary form 
it might make up in the more essential qualities 
of precision and simplicity. The young lady had 
certainly presented her case delicately and power- 
fully. She touched with brevity and with feeling 
the events and circumstances which had thrown 
her upon this continent, and brought her to solicit 
the aid of the Congress of theUnited States. Polit- 
ical reasons had caused her to withdraw from her - 
own country, and in that respect she stood on a 
footing with others who had heretofore received 
the friendly aid of this Government. She did not 
go into a detail of these political reasons—deli- 
cacy of feeling, and the brevity of a came pre» 
venting it; but they were known to history, and 
might be verified by those who should be charged 
with the inquiry. She was the descendant of one 
of those renowned navigators—old father mari- 
ners, as she felicitously terms them—whose cour- 
age, skill, and enterprise illustrated and ilumin- 
ated the fifteenth century, and, in the course of a 
few years, changed the face of the world. She was 
the descendant, and bore the name, of that one of 
these patriarchal mariners who. christened the 
New World with his own appellation, and caused 
us to be called Americans, She inherits the blood 
of that Americus Vespuccius whose. name has 
rested for three centuries and ahalfupon this quar- 
ter of the globe, and which will remain upon it 
forever. She does not call him the discoverer, but 
the christener and baptiser of the New World. 
She is now without a country, without protec- 
tion, without fortune; and she asks for a corner 
in that land which bears the name of her family, 
and for the right of citizenship among those who 
wear the title of Americans. 

Mr. B. said it was due to the young lady her- 
self, it would go far towards presenting her ina 
proper point of view before the Senate, that he 
should say that, before her arrival in this city, 
before he had scen her, or heard anything from 
her, her name was mentioned to him by the 
French Minister, (Mons. de Pontois,) who stated 


| that she might have some request to make of the 


Government, and asked if he would take charge 
I readily agreed to his re- 
quest, convinced that a Minister of France could 
ask nothing of an American Senator which it 
would be unbecoming in him to do. I agreed to 
present the petition of the young lady before I 
saw her. Ido not repent of that undertaking. 
She has now been in this city for some weeks; 
she has become acquainted with many besides 
myself; and now, after this appearance among us, 
and after opportunities for knowledge, and time 
for forming opinions, I comply with, my under- 
taking, and present her petition—present if, not 
as a matter of form, and in discharge.of an.obli- 
gation, but with good will and good wishes-for 
he petitioner. 
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At present,-we have nothing todo but to com- 
mit the petition. The subject-matter of it does 
not particularly or exclusively refer itself to any 
one of our standing committees; but as the main 
application is for a grant of land, and as similar 
petitions heretofore from Europeans, exiled for 
political opinions, have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, I shall move a similar 
yeférence in this case, and that the petition be 
printed in French and English. 4 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, suggested that there 
was one part of the petition which referred itself 
to another committee than that on the public 
lands, and that was the part praying for the rights 
of citizenship. He would suggest, therefore, that 
that part of the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON accepted the modification sug- 
gested by Mr. C.; and the first part of the peti- 
tion, asking for a grant of land, was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; while the part 
asking for the rights of citizenship was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the bill 
for the relief of the Louisville Savings Institution. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Archibald H. 
Hunter. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Abraham Cunningham; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the 
jee of the legal representatives of Elihu Hall 

y, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported— 

The bill to confirm certain land claims in the 
State of Louisiana; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Conway; and 

The bn for the relief of Pierre Barbour; 
which were severally read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. STRANGE, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, reported a bill in 
addition to an act to promote the useful arts; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Manu- | 
factures, to which was referred the memorial of 
Towns and others, citizens of New York, 
for the abolition of the duty on foreign coal, asked | 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of Thomas 
Glascock, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims; which was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of —— Rogers, asked to be discharged from the 
farther consideration thereof, which was agreed 
to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ROANE, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of the late Lewis Grant David- 
son; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

_ Mr. HUBBARD submitted a resolution call- | 
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for cer- | 
tain papers in relation to the claim of Charles J. | 
Catlett; which was considered and agreed to. | 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented a resolu- | 
tion, directing an inquiry into the propriety of 
compensating William Wall fora horse lost in 
the public service; which was adopted. 

Mr. LUNN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Secretary of State be requested to 
send to the Senate a copy of the report of the commission- 
ers appointed to run the southern boundary line of the Tèr- | 
ritory of lowa. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; | 
which was considered and agreed to; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing pat, 
ents to issue in the name of the assignee or assignees of 


such persons whose. names. shall. appear upon the: list of 
reservees, returned by the United States agent for the Choc- 
taws, as entitled to reservations under the fourteenth arti- 
cle-of the treaty of 1830 with the Choctaw Indians: Pro- 
vided, The assignment shall be, in all respects, regular; and 
satisfactory proof shall.be made of the faimess of the con- 
tract to purchase, and the payment of the purchase money. 


REPEAL OF SALT DUTY. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the leave asked by 
him to introduce a bill to repeal the duty on salt, 
and the fishing bounties and allowances dependant 
thereon. g f 

A debate then ensued, in which Messrs. WIL- 
LIAMS of Maine, BENTON, DAVIS, BUCH- 
ANAN, NILES, and RUGGLES, took part, 

Mr. RUGGLES moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table; which motion was negatived—yeas 
12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, Knight, 
Lumpkin, McKean, Nicholas, Norvell, Ruggles, Southard, 
Tallmadge, and Williams of Maine—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay of Al- 
abama, Clay of Kentucky, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lyon, Mouton, Niles, Prentiss, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Connectieut, Strange, Tipton, Wall, White, Wil- 
Hams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—24. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 29, 1839. 


On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, of Massachu- 
setts, and by unanimous consent, the bill for the 
relief of Winslow Lewis was read a third time 
and passed. 

MAIL STATISTICS. 


Mr. BRIGGS, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
communicate to this House, on the earliest convenient day 
of the next session, the distance of mail routes established 
by law in the whole United States, and the distance in each 
Sune and Territory, the namber of mites the mails may 
have been transported in the United States and in each of 
said States and Territories during the current year, the av- 
erage cost per mile, and the aggregate cost in the same ; and 
the amount received for postages in each State and Terri- 
tory, and the whole amount paid to postmasters for their 
services during the same period. ‘That he also be directed 
to report the whole number of letters carried in the mail 
during the said period, charged with postage, designating 
the number under each denomination of postage, and the 
amount of postage on each class, the amount charged on 
newspapers, pamphlets, and periodicals, and the number of 
tree Jetters carried during the same period, That said 
Postmaster General be further directed to state what, in his 
opinion, would be the effect upon the revenues of the De- 
partment, by establishing the following tariffof postages on 
letters, via: On letters carried eighty miles and under, five 
cents; over eighty and not exceeding two hundred miles, 
ten cents; over two hundred and not exceeding four bun- 
dred miles, filleen cents; over four hundred miles, twenty 
cents; and to state what other tariff, fixing the rates in 
Federal money, and having in view the greatest reduction 
consistent with the necessary means of the Department, if 
any, in his opinion would be more just than the above, 
And that he also state what alterations, if any, may be made 
in the present rates of postages On newspapers, pamphlets, 
and periodicals, so as to promote the cireulation of inform- 
ation, without detriment to the revenue of the Department. 
That he report a plan for putting up and regulating boxes 
in post offices in large towns; and that he also be directed 
to submit a plan for regulating the transmission of letters 
between this and foreign countries. 


REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the committee of 
‘Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for preventing and suppressing Indian 
hostilities for the year 1839. 

Also, with an amendment, Senate bill supple- 
mentary to the act establishing the Mint of the 
United States, 

Also, a bill to repeal the proviso of the second 
section of an act approved the 3d'of March, 1837, 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to compromise the claim of the United States 
against certain banks. [It relates tothe Alleghany 
Bank of Pennsylvania.] 

The bill, on Mr. C.’s motion, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading to-morrow, 


CHEROKEE QUESTION. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that, in the report 
he submitted a few days ago on the state of the 
finances, there was contained a document furn- 
ished by the Indian department, containing astate- 
ment which was correct; but there was a note 
appended toit which was incorrect, and did injus- 
tice to two members of the House, [Messrs, Ever- 
err and BerL,] and he was instructed by the 


Committee of Ways and Means to move that that 
part of the report be corrected, by striking there- 
from the passage referred to. 

Mr, MERCER moved to lay the motion on the 
table, but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. EVERETT explained his course on the 
Cherokee question, to show that the note referred 
to had done him two-fold injustice, though he 
was not very solicitous about it. 

Mr. BIDDLE moved to commit the motion, so 
that the report might be amended in other partic- 
ulars, especially in reference to that part of it 
which reviewed the pension system, and went on 
to reply to the argument of the report on this and 
other subjects. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made a brief explana- 
tion in reply. 

Mr. PICKENS expressed his gratification that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had come out 
thus early in opposition to the principles of this 
report—a document to which Mr. P. gave his 
most cordial and hearty support. He rejoiced 
that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
thrown out such a document, and would to God 
that an issue could be made upon it before the 
people of this country; and he took that occasion 
to say, that let any party act upon the principles 
of this report, and they may always rely upon 
his open and unqualified support; no matter 
where they came from, whether from the North, 
the South, or the middle section of this country. 
It is a report congenial to the spirit and genius 
of our institutions, and purely republican in all 
its sentiments and propositions; and he desired 
to see the test vote upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and hoped that vote 
would be understood as a vote which was to 
range parties upon the questions touched upon 
in that report. ` 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had con- 
demned the reference to the tariff in the report. 
In this, Mr. P. thought the committee had acted 
wisely; for was there a gengleman upon that floor, 
was there a tyro in politics, who did not know 
that, at this very moment, parties were organiz- 
ing in this country with a view to meet the crisis 
which would come on in 1842, when the compro- 
mise act would expire? They all knew it, and 
the committee acted honestly and judiciously in 
meeting the question in advance. Why, the 
measures of this very Congress, remote as they 
would seem to be, will have an important bearing 
on it, Exhaust your Treasury, vote away all the 
public money upon profligate schemes of appro- 

riation, and you will be compelled either to issue . 

reasury notes or to borrow money. And what 
must inevitably follow? You must increase your 
taxes on imports; you must raise the tariff. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has attacked the 
principles of the report upon these points; he has 
indicated his course; he has even quoted the title 
to the first act passed under the Federal Consti- 
tution, to prove that protection to manufactures 
was coeval with our Government, &c.; but yet, 
forsooth, the gentleman protests against his com- 
mitting himself upon this point. He may quote 
the titles to all your first acts, to prove the con- 
stitutionality of your tariffs, but such quotations 
would fail to convince him, (Mr. P.) They would 
fail to show that they were congenial with the 
first principles of the Constitution. Yet he would 
not discuss these points at present; he would only 
say that he should rejoice to shiver a lance with 
the gentleman, on these subjects, at the proper 
time; and he was proud to say that he should 


i have to meet in this conflict the shield of even a 


Knight Templar, 
The principles of this report (added Mr. P.Y 


are the principles of reform and retrenchment, 


which seem to be the popular doctrines of the 
day. Now he wanted to see who are the gentle- 
men prepared to do their lip service to the goddess 
of reform, and to bow down and worship, in 
their hearts, profligacy and recklessness of ex- 
penditure. Vote appropriations, as. you have 
done heretofore, with an utter disregard to the 
condition of the Treasury, and you will be com- 
pelled to issue Treasury notes or borrow money. 
He repeated, in conclusion, that he desired to see 
pane ranged under the principles of that report. 

t was a noble document, and. the. party which 
took its stand upon it would risk much at first, 
but would triumph in the end. We were now 
about to take a new latitude and departure, and 
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he desired to see the other side come: out... Mr. 
P. rejoiced that the gentleman had made his mo- 
tion, and again expressed a hope that it would be 
considered as a test question. | 
The orders of the day were then proceeded to. | 


SEMINOLE INDIANS. 


Mr. EVERETT, on leave, from the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill. to provide 
for the location and temporary support of the | 
Seminole Indians removed from Florida. | 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House | 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, (Mr. Bangs in the chair,) on ; 
the. appropriation bills; and, on motion of the | 
former gentleman, they were taken up in the fol- | 
lowing order: , 

The bill making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensioners for the year 
1839, was considered and ordered to be reported 
without amendment, | 

The bill making appropriations for the protec- ! 
tion of the northern frontier of the United States ; 
was amended; and, after a brief discussion be- | 
tween Messrs. CAMBRELENG, BELL, GAR- 
LAND of Louisiana, and BRONSON, was or- 
dered to be reported to the House. 

« The bill making appropriations for the current | 
and. contingent expenses of the Indian depart- i 
“ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with | 
the various Indian tribes, for the year 1839, was | 
amended in a few particulars, and laid aside. 
Whe bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the naval service for the year 1839, was | 
amended, and laid aside. i 
The bill making appropriations for the support , 
of the Army for the year 1839, was taken up; | 
and after some amendments, moved by Mr. | 
CAMBRELENG, had been agreed to, 
Mr. CRARY moved to strike out the follow- | 
ing clause: f 
“ For taxes on the Passyunk arsenal, near Philadelphia, 
for the year 1839, #785 50.” | 


reason for the motion, and an irresistible one !], 


why an arsenal should be removed altogether, ! 
over which they could not claim jurisdiction. H 

‘Mr. MALLORY hoped the motion would pre- | 
vail, for this charge was the only instance of the | 
kind in the whole country. i 

The motion prevailed. : ; 

Mr.CALHIOUN, of Massachusetts, complained | 
of the reduction made in this bill of the item of | 
$300,000 for the national armories, from $360,000, : 
which had been appropriated in former years, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to add the | 
sum of $60,000 to the item, and advocated his | 
amendment. 

Theamendment was briefly opposed by Messrs. | 
CAMBRELENG and PETRIKIN. | 

Mr. PRATT was understood to be in favor of | 
the amendment, and in the course of his remarks | 
deprecated the principles urged by some, that the | 
Government should manufacture for itself, instead | 
of having her arms procured by means of private | 
contracts. He contended that the Government | 
had cares enough to oceupy its various depart- | 
ments, without increasing them by becoming a | 
great manufacturer, and showed that, so far as | 
the economy of the matter was concerned, it re- | 
sults greatly to its advantage to have all.its arms | 
made by contract. There would not be that strict | 
fegard to economy in labor, in establishments | 
owned by the Government, as all experience con- | 
clusively showed, as is used by private individ- | 
uals; hence'their ability to manufacture for the | 
Government at a less rate than it could possibly | 
be done by any other systém it might invent or | 
putin operation. one 
» He waa in favor of exciting a just competition | 
among the mechanics. Let competition come in | 
for its share. By creating this competition we | 
excite among the mechanics a kind of emulation, | 
which brings into requisition all their ingenuity, | 
and causes developments and improvements in | 
mechanism, which otherwise might be dormant | 
and be lost to the world. He was opposed to this | 
principle of Government manufactures for other, | 
and, he conceived, as weighty reasons. He said, | 
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in warm:party excitement. the conflict would: be 
even. carried anto: the Government. work-shops. 
The party which might succeed would, in all 
probability, be induced to make political prefer- 
ences, and would employ only those who might 
suit its political views; and thus, in the rise and 
fall of every Administration, we would witness a 
discharge and a new selection. He always 
wished to see the mechanics of our country oc- 
cupy the high and independent ground they now 
stand upon, uninfluenced by the contaminating 
rule of party. He never wished to see man’s 
labor so connected with the Government as to 
bias or control, in the remotest degree, his polit- 
ical principles or party preferences. The offices 
under the Constitution belong to the public, and 
are not created or conferred upon individuals for 
their peculiar benefit, but fêr the good and wel- 
fare of the community. But as a man’s labor is 
his own private property, and belongs exclu- 
sively to himself, and which he alone has the 
right to guard and protect, therefore would he | 
deprecate any state of things which would tend 
to violate this sacred right. It was for these rea- | 
sons that he was opposed to whatare called Gov- | 
ernment mechanics. Mr. P. said he was proud 
to be a mechanic himself, and wished to protect 
the interests of that worthy class of men, so far 
as his ability could .have any influence. Believ- | 
ing, as he did, that it was a saving to the Gov- | 
ernment to continue to purchase or contract for 

such arms as were necessary, he would vote for 

the amendment, to continue the usual appropri- 

ation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, obtained 
the floor, and opposed the amendment; it was 
further supported by Messrs. LINCOLN, MER- 
CER, and CALHOUN of Massachusetts; when, 
on dividing the committee, there were—ayes 55, | 
noes 42; no quorum. Tellers were ordered, and 
the vote was announced—ayes 52, noes 54; still | 
no quorum. | 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the committee 
rose, and reported that fact to the Elouse. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved a call of į 
the House; and, on dividing the House by tellers, 
there were—ayes 39, noes 78; still no quorum, 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 30, 1839. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, inclosing a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury on the subject 
of balances reported on the books of the Treas- 
ury against disbursing agents of the Government, 
to which the President invites the attention of 
Congress; and, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the doc- 
uments were laid on the table, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a | 
report from the Secretary of War, in reply to the | 
resolution of the Senate of the 22d instant, in re- 
lation to cannon and howitzers, inclosing a report | 
from the colonel of ordnance on the subject. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of a | 
number of citizens of Illinois, asking for a grant | 


of lands in Oregon Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
Samuel Raub, jr., relative to steam-boilers and | 
safety-valves, and at the same time presented some | 
additional documents showing new and valuable 
improvements made by Mr. Raub in the steam | 
engine; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. y 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of the heirs 
of Pierre Marden, asking confirmation of title to į 
eight hundred arpens of land in Missouri; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. ; 

„Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Gen- 
eral Jacob Vroom, collector of the customs for 
the distriet of Genesee, New York, praying for 
the passage of a law to authorize the settlement 
of his accounts on the principles of equity; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the peti- 


tion of sundty inhabitants of ‘the Dubroca-tract, 
inthe State of Alabama, on: the «subject of. the 
titles to their lands; which was-laid-on. the table. 
_ Mr. YOUNG presented. three petitions’ from 
citizens of Green county, Hinois, praying for the 
establish ment of certain mail routes; which, was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office-and 
Post Roads. AERE 
Mr. ROANE presented a memorial of the cor- 
poration of the city of Washington; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia,. 
. BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill more effectually to 
secure public moneys in the hands of officers and 
agents of the Government, and to punish public 
defaulters; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of ño- 
tice given, introduced a bill to allow adrawka k 
of duties on merchandise imported via Missouri 
to the provinces of Mexico; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House for the relief of the Springfield Man- 
ufacturing Company, reported the same with'an 
amendment; which was read. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 
Committee on Public Lands was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Rich- 
ard Cogan. Á 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HUBBARD gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill making a 
grant of land in aid of certain internal improye- 
ments in Wisconsin. 

Mr. BENTON moved that three papers re- 
ceived from the Adjutant General’s office, show- 
ing the number of lives lost in the campaigns in 
Florida, be printed; which motion was agreed 
to. 

The bill from the House for the relief of Wins- 
low Lewis was read twice and referred. 

After a short time spent in executive business, 

The resolution submitted some days ago by 
Mr. Benron, calling upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury for a statement showing what would be 
the deficiency in the Treasury, had the bill for 
distributing the proceeds of the public lands, 
which was vetoed by President Jackson, become 
a law, was taken up; when ` 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. BENTON called for the yeas and nayson 
this motion; which, being ordered, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clayton, Davis, Knight, Merrick, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Spence, 
Swift, ‘Tallmadge, and White—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Olay of. Ala- 
bama Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, Nich- 
olas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Counecticut, Strange, Williams of Maine, Wil- 
liams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—23. 

The question then recurring on the adoption 
of the resolution, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 37, nay 1; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Clayton, Davis, Fulton, Hubbard, Ning, Knight, 
Linn, Lampkin, Lyon, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
Pierce, Prentiss, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggtes, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Southard, Spence, Strange, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Webster, White, Williams of Maine, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—s7. 

NAY—Mr. Smith, of Indiana—l. 

The remaining resolutions on the table were 
then adopted. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. TIPTON, 
from the Committee on Roads and Canals, on 
the subject of the improvement of the harbor. of 
Michigan City, was taken up; and after some re- 
marks from Messrs, KING, SEVIER, YOUNG, 
and NORVELL, was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the amendments 
of the House to the bill to renew the patent. of 
Thomas Blanchard, were taken up; and after 
some remarks from Messrs. DAVIS, BENTON, 
SEVIER, NILES, and STRANGE, were laid 
on the table. bed 

REPEAL OF SALP DUTY. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the question on 
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THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


January 31, 


granting leave to'him to introduce a bill to repeal 
the duty on salt, was taken up; and after some re- 
marks from Messrs. RUGGLES, SOUTHARD, 
BENTON, WILLIAMS of Maine, and CAL- 
HOUN, - : ` 

Mr. NORVELL said, that in voting, as he 
should, for granting leave to. bring in this bill, he 
did not desire to be considered as committing 
himself as to his vote-wpon the bill itself. His 
present impression was that he should go for an 
entire repeal of the duty upon salt, but against 
the abolition of the bounty to the fisheries. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 19; as follows: 

.YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Clay of Alabama, Ful- 
ton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, 
Norvell, Pierce, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
White, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, 


Nicholas, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, 


Swift, Tallmadge, Webster, and Williams of Maine—19. 


Leave having been thus given, the bill was then 
réad twice, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the bill for the ben- 
efit of the Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Rail- 
road Company was taken up for consideration, 
and, after some explanatory remarks from Messrs. 
KING and LUMPKIN, in explanation, it was 
ordered to be engrossed. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill for the 
extension of time for paying duties on railroad 
iron imported by the Alabama, Florida, and Geor- 
gia Railroad Company was taken up for consid- 
eration, and, after an amendment extending the 
game privileges to the State of Illinois, it was 
ordered to be engrossed. 

On motion of Mr, MERRICK, the joint reso- 
lution directing the manner in which certain laws 
of the District are to be executed, was taken up. 

Mr. SEVIER was in favor of the object of the 
resolution, which provided for granting a pre- 
emption right to a squatter on the public lands; 
but thought*that the case was embraced by the 
preémption law of last session, and that the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office was author- 
ized to grant the desired relief, 

A long and amusing debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. MERRICK, ROANE, BUCHANAN, 
CLAY of Alabama, BENTON, and SEVIER 
participated; and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OL REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 30, 1839. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from Hon. Ey warn B. Hosiey, communicating 


the resignation of his scat as a member of the 
present Congress; which was laid on the table. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the House went 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union (Mr. Apams in the chair) on the Pres- 
ident’s annual message; the question immediately 
under consideration being on the following reso- 


lution, the twelfth of the series moved by Mr. | 


Haynes for the distribution of that document 
among appropriate committecs: 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
questions arising out of the inandanius issued by the circuit 
court of the Distriet of Columbia, at the relation of Stock- 
ton and Stokes, against the Postmaster General, be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CRARY concluded his remarks in reply 
to Mr. Berr principally, and the Opposition gen- 
erally, and which will be given hereafter. 

Mr. CLARK spoke for an hour and a half in 
explication of the course of the Conservatives. 
He contended that the Whigs and Conservatives 
thought alike, and it was their duty to act alike. 
He denounced the doctrines embodied in the 
message of the President, at the extra session, ag 


heterodox and damnable; and that he would not |i 


have voted for the Speaker, had that document 
been read previous to the election. He denied 
that the Administration had ever been in the ma- 
jority in the House upon any great public meas- 
ure; that they were now in the minority, and 
trusted in God that they ever would continue to 
be so long as they attempted to carry out certain 
measures. f 


‘Mr. MASON, of Virginiay disclaimed; so far 
as he and the Conservatives of the South were 
concerned, that the Whigs-and Conservatives 
had formed an alliance; and never could form an 
alliance with the Whig party.. He claimed to 
stand isolated from both the great political parties. 
The opinions of the leaders of the Whig party 
were antipodes to those he held; and should they 
get into power, the banky the tariff, and internal 
improvement by the General Government, would 
be their leading policy, which he, for one, could 
never advocate. He disclaimed the views of the 

entleman from New York, {Mr. Crark,] not for 
himself alone, but for all the Conservatives of 
the South. If the Whigs should get into power, 
and carry out the principles they entertain, 
whether here or in Virginia, he would be in the 
opposition. 2 

Mr. THOMPSON obtained the floor, and on | 
his motion the committee rose. i 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The House then went into the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr, Banxs | 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the appropriation bills. ! 

Mr. EVERETT, chairman of the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs, called up the bill appropriating 
$10,000 towards the expenses of providing aà | 
location for the Seminole Indians when removed; | 
which was agreed to without amendment, and laid 
aside to be reported. i 

Mr. BRONSON endeavored to have the bill | 
amended which provides for the defense of the | 
northern frontier; but his amendment was pro- 
nounced out of order. 

The committee, after some desultory conversa- | 
tion about a clerk for the superintendent of the 
Western Territory, rose and reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed: 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of the revolutionary and other pensioners of the į 
United States for the year 1839. ` 

A bill making an appropriation for the protec- | 
tion of the northern frontier of the United States; 

A bill making appropriations for the current 
and’ contingent expenditures of the Indian depart- | 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year 1839; 

A bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1839; 

A bill to provide for the location and temporary 
support of the Seminole Indians removed from 
Florida. 


FALMOUTH AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. MERCER asked the assent of the House 
to take up the bill, which had been ordered to be 
engrossed, entitled “A bill giving the assent of | 


Congress to an act of the General Assemb? of | 
Virginia, entitled ‘An act incorporating the Fal- 


mouth and Alexandria Railroad.’ ” 

Mr. PETRIKIN objected to taking the bill up 
out of its order; whereupon, 

Mr. MERCER moved to suspend the rules for 
that purpose; which motion the House agreed to. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND WARRANTS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was then taken 
up and passed, viz: “A bill to repeal the second 
section of an act to extend the time for locating 
Virginia military land warrants, and rcturnin 
surveys thereon to the General Land Office.” 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: | 

i transmit herewith a communication received from the i 


v 
D 


Sceretary of the Treasury, on the subject of the balances ij 


reported on the books of the Treasury, against collecting 
and disbursing officers of the Government, to which I beg 
leave to invite the carly attention of Congress, 
M. VAN BUREN. 
January 28, 1839. 


Also, acommunication from the Commissioner 


ments in relation to the marking of the southern 
boundary line-of the Territory of lowa, from Al- 
bert M. Lea, Esq., the commissioner appointed to 
attend to the duty. 

On motion of Mr. BRONSON, it was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 


i 
di 
| 
i 


‘| hospital at that point. 


| human liberty. 


| Great Britain. The chief justice of the Province, 


of the General Land Office, transmitting docu- || 


Also, a communication from. the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Commis- 
sioner on Indian Affairs, the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral, and Commissary General of Subsistence, 
inclosing the correspondence between these de- 
partments and General J. W. A. Sanford, in re~ 
lation to the supplies purchased by the officers of 
Government for.the Creek Indians. - i 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, the House then 
adjourned. , : 


IN SENATE. 
Tnorspay, January 31, 1839. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented a petition, 
numerously signed by the citizens of Evansville, 
Indiana, praying Congress to establish a hospital 
at that place. É 

The petition shows the fitness of Evansville as 


| a point for a hospital for the benefit of the com- 


merce of the States of Mlinois and Indiana ina 
striking manner. It states that over twenty thou- 
sand persons annually land at that point from the 
Ohio river, who reside in these States; that at least 
two thousand flat boats go out of the Wabash and 
White rivers, laden with produce for. the lower 
markets, each year; that the number is rapidly 
increasing; that two thirds of the hands from 
these boats land, on their return, at that place, 
many of them bringing diseases from New Orleans 
and other places, which render them: unable to 
proceed to their homes. 

Mr.S. said, on his motion, Evansville had been 
inserted in the resolution of inquiry on this sub- 
ject, as he was well satisfied of the necessity ofa 
He asked that the peti- 
tion might be referred to the committee to which 
that resolution had been directed. The petition 
was so referred. : : 

Mr. S. also presented a joint resolution of the 


i| General Assembly of Indiana, praying aid in the 


construction of the New Albany and Mount Car- 
mel railroad, which, on his motion, was ordered 


|| to be printed. 


Mr. SEVIER offered a joint resolution from 
the Legislature of Arkansas, on the subject of 


|| establishing the boundary line between Texas 


and this Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A joint resolution from the same, asking for 
an appropriation to complete the improvement of 


|| the Arkansas river; and ajoint resolution from the 


same, asking for an appropriation to complete 
the road from the Mississippi river, opposite 
Memphis, to Little Rock; which were. referred 


ji to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the peti- 
tion of Dr. E. A. Theller, who stated that he was 
anative of Ireland, and had been naturalized, and 
resides in this country; that he had joined in the 
expedition for the invasion of Canada, and had 
been taken prisoner; that he had been tried, and 
| convicted of treason—the judge charging the jury 
| on his trial that his act of naturalization in this 
country was null and of non-effect, and that no 
subsequent act could expatriate him from his ori- 
| ginal allegiance. Under: these circumstances, 
| Dr, T. asks that Congress should take some 


| action on the subject, which would define the 


rights of naturalized citizens. 


After some remarks from Mr. CLAY, of Ken- 
tucky, 

Mr. NORVELL said that the memorialist was 
ja citizen of Michigan. He was an. intelligent 
man, but an enthusiast in whatever related to 
He had sent to him the counter- 
part of the memorial just presented. . The facts 


|| in the memorial were as stated by the Senatos 
|| from Kentucky. 


The memorialist was a native 
of Ireland, but a naturalized citizen of the Uni- 
ted States. In the early part of the past year, 
he embarked in the-struggle for Canadian liberty. 


; He was captured in the Upper. Province of Can- 
i ada, and taken to Toronto. 


There he was tried, 
condemned, and sentenced to execution on a 
charge of high treason against the Queen of 


who presided at the trial, instructed the jury that 


ino subject of the kingdom could ever expatriate 
: himself.. Birth, and the residence of one hour-in 
| the British dominions, created a perpetual alie- 
| giance. From this allegiance. the subject could 
i| never be exonerated, under. any plea.or, pretense. 
H The memorialist owed his present safety from the 
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penalties of treason, to his escape fromthe cita- 
del of Quebec. 

These were the facts which gave rise to this 
memorial, Upon these facts, the memorialist ap- 
peals to Congress to adopt measures for the ad- 
justment of this question of perpetual allegiance 
claimed by Great Britain from all her native-born 
subjects, and for the protection: of all such sub- 
jects-as have become, or may become, naturalized | 
citizens of the United States. The subject was 
certainly one of great importance. The doctrine 
of perpetual allegiance, asserted by Great Britain, 
was an absurd relic of feudal barbarism. It was 
incompatible with the Constitution and laws of 
naturalization of the United States. By thosc, 
British subjects may and do become American 
citizens.’ They are entitled, equally with our na- 
tive citizens, to protection in all their lawful pur- 
suits, wherever they may happen to be. This | 
Government was bound thus to protect them, in |; 
peace and in war. Mr. Madison, in the last war || 
with Great Britain, steadily maintained this prin- |! 
ciple, resisted the claim of that kingdom to the |! 
pe rpetual allegiance of her subjects after they had |; 

come our citizens, and repeatedly intimated his 

determination to retaliate for every injury inflicted 
upon our naturalized citizens, captured as pris- 
oners of war, if they were punished on the ground | 
of their being subjects, or if they were treated dif- | 
ferently from other: prisoners of war.’ The me- | 
morialist was mistaken in ‘supposing that the 
treaty of peace between this country and Great 
Britain recognized the right of that kingdom to 
the perpetual allegiance of her native-born sub- | 
jects.’ No such expression is to be found in those | 
treaties, Our revolutionary ancestors were all | 
British subjects at one time. In separating from | 
the mother country, they ceased to be her sub- i 
jects. And how could they, in the treaty of peace | 
which recognized them as a separate and inde- | 
pendent nation, permit Great Britain to assert any i 

i 

| 

i 


| 
| 
| 


claim to the perpetual allegiance of those who 5 
were born within the British realms? 


of any failure on the part of any Republic or 
any Administration to perform its duty in this 
respect, : 
The circumstances which had produced this 
memorial were peculiar, and had embarrassed any 
action which the Government might have been 
disposed to take on the subject. The memorialist i| 
had, in his zeal for the liberty of a foreign prov- 
ince not prepared to assert its own freedom, in- 
vaded that foreign province; had, with a number 
of our native citizens, waged war upon the Brit- 
ish authorities, while his own country was at | 
peace and amity with them, and had been cap- || 
tured. He and his coadjutors had voluntarily, || 
atleast for a time, expatriated themselves. They i! 
had left their own country to engage in a foreign |) 
| 
3 
| 
i 


čivil war. Now, in this situation, what right had . 
our Government to exercise its power for their ji 
protection, except by way of friendly interposi- 
tion? If the memorialist had been taken while | 
fighting the battles of his adopted country; if, į 
without committing aggression upon the estab- | 
lished Government‘of a foreign Power, he had, | 
while passing through any part of its dominions, ! 
been taken on any pretext, and tried for any of- | 
fense not committed against the peace of that: 
Power, and condemned on the claim of a perpet- ; 
ual allegiance from him, then this Government i: 
would have been bound to interpose for his pro 
tection, and would have protected him. As i 
was, the Executive acted with regard to him pre- 
cisely as it-did with regard to native citizens cap- | 
tured at the same time with him.: It sent an agen 
to Toronto for the purpose of prevailing with the | 
provincial authorities to release the prisoners; i 
made no-distinction between the naturalized and 
the native citizen. “What more could it do, with 
out involving the nation iia war? It mighthave 
made a formal declaration that it would never rec- |; 


ognize the principle of perpetual allegiance, as | 
asserted in the trial and condemnation of the me- | 
morialist. Itmight, as intimated. by the Senator || 
from Kentucky, have rémonstrated against that 4 
barbarous principle; but if it had done so; the i! 


| of our laws. 
| eredly pledged and observed towards them; and 


i propriate, for a limited time, the 


danger was; that he would have. been forthwith 
ordered to execution, for the very purpose of 
showing a determination practically to maintain 
the British claim to the perpetual allegiance of 
their subjects. He had no doubt that this con- 
sideration had operated upon the Executive in 
this case. He. had alluded to these facts to show 


that this Government had not been inattentive to 


its duty on this occasion, 

He concurred with the memorialistin the praise 
awarded to the emigrants from Europe to this 
country. They were among our most usefuland 
patriotic citizens. They were to be found side 
by side with our native citizens, ‘in every field 
of honorable enterprise,” -They were industri- 
ous, zealous, energetic, in whatever direction they 
turned their attention.. In council, at the polls, 
wherever their adopted country’s good. demanded 
heir devotion, their patriotism was equaled only 
by their manly boldness. In the battle field, their 


fearless daring and courage were proverbial. In 


the humble hut, in the more elevated dwelling, 
in their.domestic relations, they were equally 
kind-hearted and hospitable. They were entitled, 
equally with the native citizen, to the protection 
The national faith had been sa- 


he, for one, would never falter in his determina- 
tion to see that faith, hereafter, fully redeemed in 
regard to all the pledges which their migration 
hither, and their adoption as citizens, required us 
to- redeem. Less than this they could not ex- 
peet; more than this they do not ask. 

He hoped that the subject would be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That 
very able committee would bestow upon it every 
attention which its importance demanded; and if 
they could present a law ora declaration by which 
our naturalized citizens could be more effectually 


secured in all their constitutional and legal rights, | 


and foreign Powers admonished that they would 
be required to treat our citizens of that descrip- 
tion in precisely the same way in which native 


| Americans were treated by them, no man would 


more sincerely rejoice than he would. He trusted 
that some effective measure could be suggested. 
All the evils of war ought to be encountered to 
maintain the rights of our naturalized citizens, 
as conferred upon them by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. 

The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
jnittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rintea, 
Š Mr. STRANGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of Wilmington, North Carolina, praying 
for the erection of a light-house on Cape Clear; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 


|| B. Adams; which was referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Stacker; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of the 
Friendship Fire Company of Alexandria, praying 


: an appropriation of money to enable them to pur- 


chase new apparatus; which was referred to the 


|| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented some doc- 
uments in relation to the bill in favor of settlers 
who have been deprived of the benefits of the pre- 
emption law of June, 1834; which were laid on 
the table. 

` RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted the following | 


resolution; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, directed to report to the Senate the total amount 


i of revenue, from all sources, which acerued and was re- 
ceived into the publie Treasury, and the aggregate amount 


of the expenditures of the General Government, in all 
branches of the publie service, during each year, from Jan- 
nary 1, 1817, to January 1, 1839, distinguishing the payments 


| made cach year on account of the national debt; and that 


this information be réported in connection with that required 
by the resolution of the Senate on the 29th January, 1839, 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury. to inform the Ben- 
ate whether any, and, if any, how much, would have been 


| the deficit in.the Treasury if an act entitled “An act to ap- | 
proceeds of the sales of the 


public lands of the United States, and for granting lands to 
certain States,?? which passed both Iouscs of, Congr. 


had ‘received the approbation of the President, and been | 


acted upon‘up to January 1, 1839. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, submitted the 


following 
-agreed to; fe G 
Resolved, That the Committée on Finance; to which the 
bill for the abolition of the duty on salt, and of the:bounty 
to fishing vessels was referred, be instructed to ingure into 
the expediency of abolishing the duty upon: all breadstufts, 
beef and pork, iron, sugar, molasses, and lead. Ce ra 
BILLS PASSED. GRS 
The joint resolution directing’ the manner in 
which certain laws of the District shall be eXe- 
cuted, was taken up on its third reading, and 
passed. : Ty dese ee e 
The following bills were taken up on their third 
reading, and passed: w ; 
An act for the relief of the Alabama, Florida, 
and Georgia Railroad Company; and l 
An act to authorize. the extension of time for 
payment of duties on railroad iron imported by 
the Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad Corn- 
pany—ayes 24, noes 10. . ’ ne 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from. the Committee!on 
Foreign Relations, to which was referred the bill 
for the relief of Charles S. Walsh, reported the 
same without amendment. : 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill 
for the relief of Richard Banks. thas 

Mr. LINN observed that the Committee ion 
Private Land Claims had been assidtously ên- 
gaged, for the last three years, in the discharge 
of their duties, and had reported a number. of 
bills, which had passed the Senate, though but 
very few of them had been sanctioned. by the 
other House, the others having failed. for want 
of time. Now, this was very burdensome on the 
committee, and he hoped that this year they 
would be more fortunate. To avoid the difficul- 
ties which had hitherto stood in the way of these 
bills, he would move that, for the remainder of 
the session, the Saturdays of each week be set 
apart for their consideration. 

This motion was agreed to. f 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution in favor 
of the heirs of Robert Walker, and the petition 
of the heirs of William Merritt. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill to prevent 
the interference of certain Federal officers in elec- 
tions, made a special report thereon. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that this bill 
had been in the hands of the committee about a 
month and a half, of which he did not complain, 
as they had a right to give the subject the most 
ample consideration. He only desired thatan 
early period might be allowed him for a discus- 
sion of this subject. He desired to bring to the 
notice of the Senate the sophistries by which this 
greatest vice in our system was defended. He 
thought that the respect due to a member of the 
body might have allowed the gentleman some, 
more temperance of language in expressing his 
disapprobation of the bill. He now moved that 
the bill be postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, this day week. : 

Mr. HUBBARD had no objection to the mo- 
tion. He called for the reading of the report, 
because he confessed that he was somewhat sur- 
|| prised at the reading of the bill of the Senator 
from Kentucky. ‘All he now rose for was to 
move that the report be printed, and also for the 


resolution; which: was considered’and - 


test the sense of the Senate, he would move for 
the printing of ten thousand extra copies. 

The report was here ordered to be printed; and 
the question arising on the motion to print the 
extra copies, 

Mr. NORVELL suggested the propriety of 
ordering twenty thousand copies of this report to 
be printed. Notwithstanding the character as- 
eribed to it by the Senator from Kentucky, he 
considered the reportan unanswerable response 
toia bill which proposed to strike-down the vital 
and fundamental rights of a large portion of the 
legal voters of the United States. He-desired all 
his constituents to see this report. : He‘should, 
therefore, prefer the printing of twenty thousand 
to the smaller number proposed. : 

The question was then taken, and ten thousand 
extra copies of. the bill and report-were ordered 


|| to be printed. 


printing of an extra number of copies; and to © 


J anuary 31, 


oMr KING; from the Committee’ on Com“ 
merte, to which had been referred the bill for the | 
relief of John Kern and John D. George, andthe | 
bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith, reported | 
the same withoutamendment, and with a recom- ; 
mendation that they do not pass. f i 

Mr. C., from the same. committee, reported | 
the bill for the relief of John A. Beall, with; 
amendments; the:bill for the relief of Frederick | 
Pray, with an amendment; and the bill for the | 
relief of Andrew C. Mettier. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of the Charleston Chamber of Com- 
merce, to provide for the instruction of boys for 
the naval service, and from the petition of John | 
Rainey; which was agreed to. 

_ Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the bill for 
the relief of John Randolph Clay, reported the 
same without arnendment. 
~The Senate then went into the consideration of 
executive business; after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 31, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. HAYNES asked leave to move that the 
House go into committee again on the President’s | 
megsage. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman į 
would suffer the bills reported yesterday to be | 
read a third time. 

Mr. HAYNES waived his motion for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. EVERETT, on leave, reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, a joint resolution 
directing the Secretary of War to transmit to | 
Congress a statement of the awards made by the | 
commissioners under the Choctaw treaty; which 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-morrow. | 

Mr. NAYLOR asked the consent of the House 
to take up for consideration the resolutions sub- 
mitted by him on Monday last, calling upon the 
Secretary of the Navy for copies of the charges 
alleged against Commodore Elliott for certain con- 
duct, preferred by Midshipman Barton. 

Mr. HAYNES said he must object to any in- 
terruption of the business properly before the 
House. | 

Mr. NAYLOR sincerely hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw his objection, forit was an act | 
of justice to Commodore Elliott himself that this | 
information should be communicated to the coun- 
try. 

Mr. HAYNES said the public business of the 
country was certainly second to no private in- 
quiry, and, thercfore, he must persist in his ob- | 
jection, 

Mr. NAYLOR thereupon asked a suspension 
of the rules. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LINCOLN, on leave, presented a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster General to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, setting | 
forth the danger to which the books and papers | 
of the Post Office Department are exposed, by | 
reason of the combustible nature of the buildings 
now occupied by the said Department; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. DAVIES asked the House to take up the | 
resolution submitted by him on Monday, pro- | 
posing to change the daily hour of meeting of the | 

Louse to ten o’clock, a.m. | 
Objection being made, í 
| 

| 

| 

| 
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| 


Mr. DAVIES moved a suspension of the rules, 
and asked for the yeas and nays. 

The House refused both requests. 

Mr, KENNEDY asked leave to call up the res- 
olution submitted by him some days since, call- | 
ing upon the Sceretary of the ‘Treasury for a re- | 


turn of such marine stores, supplied to the different || 


navy-yards, as were not included inthe regular 
contracts. 

Objection being made, ' - 

Mr. K. moved a suspension of the rules; and 
the yeas and nays having been ordered on his call | 
for them, were taken, and announced as follows: | 
yeas 57, nays 74. 

So the rules were not suspended, 

Mr. CHAMBERS renewed the motion to sus- 


pend the rules, forthe purpose of ealling up Mr. 

Nayxox’s resolution, relating to the affair be- 
tween Commodore Elliott aiid Midshipman Bar- 
ton, and the yeas and nays having been ordered 
on his call, they were taken, and were—yeas 91, 
nays 66. , ; | 

Not being two thirds, the rules were not sus- 
pended. i 

Mr. GRAVES asked leave to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he directed 
to report to this House whether Charles J. Ingersoll, late 
district attorney of Philadelphia, has paid all or any portion 
of $76,491, for which he was reported a defaulter by the 
said Seeretary on the 17th January, 1838; and also to fur- 
nish this House with all the accounts and demands of said 
Ingersoll against the Government during the continuance, 
or since the expiration, of the time he.was in office. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. G. moved a suspension of the rules, and | 
the ycas and nays having been ordered on his | 
motion, they were taken, and were—yeas 97, 
nays 73. . 

o the rules were not suspended, not being two 
thirds. : 

Mr. MERCER made an ineffectual attempt to 
induce the House to suspend the rules to enable | 
him to offer a resolution calling upon the Secre- | 
tary of War for areturn of the sums expended | 
by the General Government in works of internal 
Improvement, 

Mr. RARIDEN presented certain joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Indiana; which were 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals 
as the appropriate committee. 

Mr. R. then asked leave to move the consider- 
ation of the resolution submitted by him on Mon- | 
day last, calling upon the Secretary of War for | 
a return of all disbursements by Indian agents, 
officers of the Army, &c. 

Objection being made, Mr. R. moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, and demanded the ycas and 
naye; which, being ordered, were—yeas 73, nays 

0. 
So the rules were not suspended. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of the 20th 
instant, giving a statement of the dates and 
amounts of official bonds of the collectors and 
naval officers at the ports of Philadelphia, New 
York, and Boston, with the names of the securi- 
ties of the said collectors, &¢.; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in compliance with an act of Con- 
gress, inclosing a statement of the contracts au- 
thorized by that Department during the year 
1838; and a statementof contracts relating to light- 
houses, floating lights, beacons, buoys, stockages, 
&c,; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensioners of the Uni- | 
ted States for the year 1839; 

A bill to provide for the location and temporary 
support of the Seminole Indians removed from 
Florida; 

A bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingentexpenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year 1839; and 

A bill making appropriations for the naval ser- | 
vice for the year 1839. 

The bill to provide for the protection of the 
northern frontier, was, at the suggestion of Mr. | 
McKay, postponed until to-morrow. i 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


j 
| 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
go into committee on the remaining appropriation | 
bills; but, on dividing the House, the vote was— | 
ayes 57, noes 45; no quorum, | 

Mr. C. called for the yeas and nays; which, | 
reve ordered, were—yeas, 91, nays 45; as fol-: 
ows: ` 


j 
| 
YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Heman Allan, Banks, Beirne, | 
Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Bronson, William B. Calhoun, Cam- | 
breleng, John Campbell, Casey, Chapman, Clowney, Coles, | 
Connor, Cushman, Darlington, Dann, Edwards, Evans, | 


Everett, Farrington; Richard Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, Grant- 
Jand, Grant, Halstcad, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Henry, 
Hotsey, Holt, Robert M.T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. 
Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, William ©. Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, Kemble, Kiingensmith, Legare, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Loomis, Sainpgon Mason, Martin, McKay, Rob- 
ert McClellan, Mercer, Montgomery, Samuel W. Mor- 
ris, Murray, Noyes, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Paynter, 
Pearce, Peck, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Randolph, 
Reed, Rencher, Richardson, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sawyer, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Charles Shepard, Sibley, Snyder, Stuart, Stratton, Talia- 
ferro, Toucey, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Whit- 
tlesey, Lewis Williams, Worthington, and Yell—91. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alexander, Aycrigg, Bett, John Cal- 
hoon, William B. Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Cheatham, 
Childs, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Davies, Ewing, Goode, 
William Graham, Graves, Harper, Hawes, Herod, Lyon, 
Mallory, Maury, Maxwell, Menefee, Mitchell, Calvary 
Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Shields, 
Slade, Stanly, Stone, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Un- 
derwood, Albert S. White, John White, Sherrard Wil- 
liams, Christopher H. Williams, and Word.—45, 


The House accordingly went into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Banxs in the chair,) and, on motion of Mr.CAM- 
BRELENG, resumed the consideration of the 
annual Army bill. ‘ 

The question. pending was the amendment of 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia, to increase the proposed 
appropriation for the national armortes from 
$300,000 to $360,000, (the amount in former 
years. ) 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, supported the 
amendment, and said he should consider the pro- 
posed reduction as a virtual abandonment of the 
system. He went on to show the large amounts 
of arms which had been manufactured in England 
and France within a short period of time; referred 
to the embarrassed condition of the United States 
during the war for the want of a proper supply 
of arms; and contended that it was net much 
better off at the present time; that there was much 
difficulty in the State which he in part represented 
to supply its volunteer companies, and had no 
doubt such was the case in other States. He 
thought if a reduction in the expenditures, was 
necessary, it should begin with those who were 
the begt able to bear it—the superintendents, pay- 
masters, and other officers of the Government, and 
not by cutting off the means which keep in em- 
ployment the poor mechanics. He appealed to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to consent to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mc. Mason. ] 

Mr. MURRAY warned the friends of the Ad- 
ministration against the renewal of the cry of ex- 
travagance which the Opposition. have charged 
against it. Let them beware that they do not 
furnish the Opposition with weapons to carry on 
their war to overthrow it. He was not opposed 
to judicious appropriations; and trusted that his 
party would not be; but thought that the amount 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
wag amply sufficient to carry on this branch of 
the public service, if due regard be had to econo- 
my. Mr. M. then went intoa review of the more 
prominent measures of General Jackson’s admin- 
istration, and dwelt at some length on the Indian 
policy, replying to the remarks of Mr. EVERETT, 
some days ago, on the mode of executing the 
Cherokee treaty, and giving a history of the Sem- 
inole question, exonerating the Administration 
from all censure in that matter, but demonstrating 
‘that the whole had grown out of the perfidy and 
sanguinary spirit of those Indians. Nor were our 
reverses in Florida to be laid to the charge of 
the Administration, for the most skillful generals, 
and troops equal to any living, were sent there; 
but they had an unhealthy and deadly climate 
to contend with, boundless and trackless forests 
and swamps to wade through; were often with- 
out food and clothing; and yet, after enduring all 
these hardships and privations, they had met with 
little in return but abuse, while the Indian and 
his struggles had been lauded to the skies, and all 
were brought forward. as so many arguments 
against the Administration. Mr. M. then went 
into an examination of the pension system, the 
expenditures of the Government, &c., and dwelt 
on these and various other topics at considerable 
length; a full report of which will be given here- 
after. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, 
the committee rose and reported progress. ; 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
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lowirig message from the President of the 
States: 


To the Senate and 7 
House of Representatives of the United States: 
. I herewith transmit a report from the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon the subject of commissions claimed by 
agents or officers employed by the General Government. 
The propriety. of new legislation, regulating the whole mat- 
ter by express laws, seems very apparent, and is urgently 
recommended to the early attention of Congress. 
: M. VAN. BUREN. 


United 


WASHINGTON, January 30, 1839. 
Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, inclosing estimates. of the appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year 1839; 
which. was. laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. .. i 
~ On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faway, February 1, 1839. 


. The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a re- 
port from the Treasury Department, prepared in 
obedience to the acts for establishing the Treas- 
ury, War, and Navy Departments, on. the sub- 
ject of the contracts authorized by the Treasury 
Department, with the expenditures under them, 
during the year 1838; which was laid on the ta- 
ble, and ordered to be printed. 

-The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
asimilar report fromthe Navy Department; which 
was-disposed of inJike manner. 

"The VICE PRESIDENT also presented a 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
in compliance with the resolution of the Senate 
of the 30th instant, showing what would have 
been the deficiency in the Treasury, if the bill to 
distribute the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, which was vetoed by President Jackson, 
had become a law; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of com- 
missions claimed by officers and agents of the 
Government, and recommending the propriety 
of additional legislation, to regulate the whole 
matter by express Jaws; which was laid on the 
table. . 

PETITION, ETC. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of the 
officers of the United States revenue cutter Rush, 
praying that officers of the revenue service may 

e placed on the same footing as to pensions as 
the officers of the Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LINN presented the memorial of sundry 
citizens of St. Louis, asking for an appropriation 
for the support of their harbor; which was laid 
on the table. : 


| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
Daniel Marsack, without amendment. 

.. Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which the petition of Ezra Thurber 
had been r€ferred, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered toa second reading. 

Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported.a bill for the relief of the heirs of Ma- 
dame du Lusser; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported two bills, without amendment, 
that had been referred to that committee. 

Mr, CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which was referred the letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice, on the subject.of surveying the public lands 
in Ilinois, moved that the committce be dis- 
charged therefrom, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

. Mr. G., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the bills from the House for the re- 
lief of Jonathan, Booneand Robert Murray, re- 
ported.the. same without amendment. 

On motion of: Mr, LINN, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was. discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Joseph J. 
Bowie. i a 

Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Miguel Eslava. wd 


|| extensively manufactured in the country, and 


| some remarks from Messrs. HUBBARD, KING, 


The resolution reported from the joint Librar 
Committee, relative to the printing of the Madi- 
son papers, was considered and adopted. 


The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CRITTENDEN were taken up; and after some. re- 
marks from Messrs. BENTON, CRITTEN- 


DEN, KNIGHT, and SMITH of Indiana, were 
amended and adopted. 


Mr. CALHOUN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate whether the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain has made compensation in the 
cases of the brigs Enterprise, Encomium, and Comet, the 
first of which was forced by stress of weather into Port 
Hamilton, Bermuda Islands, and the other two wrecked on 
the Keys of the Bahamas, and the slaves on board forcibly 
seized and detained by the local authorities; and if no com- 
pensation has been made, the reasons why it has not been 
made, with a copy of the correspondence between the two 
Governments, which has taken place since the answer toa 
former call on the same subject by the Senate. 


Several bills from the House were read twice, 
and referred to appropriate committees. 


The amendments of the House to the bill to 
renew the patent of Thomas Blanchard, were 
considered and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the following bills 
were severally taken up and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, after brief explanations 
from Mr. S., were ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill supplementary to the acts ‘‘ to provide 
for the organization of the Department of Indian 
Affairs,” and ‘‘to regulate the trade and inter- 
course with Indian tribes;’’ and 

The bill to authorize the appointment of three | 
additional clerks in the Indian bureau.- 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the bill for the 


relief of John J. Bulow was taken up, and, after | 
some remarks from Messrs. HUBBARD, NOR- 


VELL, CLAY of Alabama, and STRANGE, | P 


was postponed to Monday next. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Missis- 
sippi, the bill to reorganize the district courts of 
the State of Mississippi, was taken up, and, after 
being amended, on motion of Mr. W., was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


On motion of Mr, KNIGHT, the Senate took 
up the bill to allow a drawback on foreign hemp, 
when manufactured into cordage and exported. 

Mr. BENTON opposed the billon the ground 
that the drawback system ought not to be ex- 
tended on articles that had changed their form by 
being manufactured, and because the system was 
productive of the greatest abuses. He objected, 
also, to the bill on the ground that hemp was 


carried from the West to the North and East, 
and that the bill would, therefore, interfere with 
our own staple. 

Mr. KNIGHT made some remarks in favor of 
the bill. 

After some further observations from Messrs. 
BENTON, HUBBARD, CLAY of Kentucky, | 
CALHOUN, and WRIGHT, the bill was or-4 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


After a short executive session, 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the bill for the relief id 


of Jabez S. White and Asa White was taken up; | 
and after some remarks from Messrs. NILES, | 
and SMITH of Indiana, the bill was ordered to | 
be engrossed fora third reading. : 


Mr. YOUNG moved to take up the bill to grant 
the State of Indianaa certain quantity of land, to 
aid in the construction of certain railroads, for 
the purpose of making it the special order for 
Wednesday next; which was agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Alleghany and cargo was taken up; and after 


CLAY of Alabama, and BAYARD, 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed to Mon- 
day next. . 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Faray, February.1, 1839. i 


As soon as the Journal wag read, 


up the following resdlution, submitied by Mr. 
ayior on Monday last: 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Navy be directed to 
furnish this House with copies- of the charges of inhuman, 
unofficerlike, ungentlemanty, and infamous conduct, prë- 
ferred by Charles E. Barton, a Passed Midshipman of the 
United States Navy, against. Captain Jesse D. PHiott, 
whilst in command of the Mediterranean squadron, together 
‘with all communications in relation to said conduct of said 
Captain Elliott, and to said charges, on file in the Navy De- 
partment, and to communicate the reasons, if any, why the 


said Elliott has not been ordered to be tried tipon said 
charges. i 


Mr. ©. said this was an important matter; vi- 
tally affecting the character of the Navy and thé 
nation, as well as the present Administration, and 
he was not willing that such conduct as was here’ 
alleged should pass unnoticed, and he wanted to 
know why it was thus shielded. : 

Mr. INGHAM was one of those who objected 
to the resolution ‘yesterday, but he did so merely 
on the ground of the language made use of in it: 
If the mover would strike out the expressions 
s inhuman, infamous,”’ &c., Mr, L would with- 
draw his objection. 

After some further conversation between the 
above gentlemen and Messrs. MALLORY, AD- 
AMS, and NAYLOR, the resolution was taken 


up. . 

Pr. NAYLOR, at the suggestion of Mr. ING- 
HAM, struck out all the epithets between the 
words ‘charges and ‘ preferred,” explaining 
that the language was not his, but the words o 
the original charge. 


DOCUMENTARY ‘HISTORY. 

Mr. PETRIKIN asked leave to submita joint 
resolution authorizing the farther distribution. of 
the Documentary History:of the Revolution, ` 

Objection being made, Mr, P. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules; upon which motion pi 

Mr. CONNOR asked for the yeas and nays; 
but they were refused, and the rules were sus- 
ended—104 to 29. : 

The resolution having been read twice, 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved its engrossment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike from it 
all that related to the disposition of forthcoming 
volumes. The first volume was paid for, and so 
far as the distribution of that volume went, he had 
no objection; but there he would stop. 

Mr. ADAMS remarked that that would be 
equivalent to a repeal of the law. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that that was his 
object, and this was the only mode of reaching 
it. He would not do injustice to Clarke & 
Force, but pay them for their contract, or have 
the work continued under the direction of persons 
to be appointed by Congress, and. not permit the 


|| publishers to select the documents to be reprinted, 


and to be the sole judges of the extent to which 
it should go. The clause he proposed. to strike 
out involved an appropriation of upwards of half 
a million of dollars, 

Mr. BIDDLE said he was not prepared to 
pledge the faith of the House to the performance 
of this work without a little further consideration, 
and, therefore, he moved to Jay the resolution on 
the table; but withdrew the motion at thé request 


of 

Mr. THOMAS, who moved to refer the sub- 

ject to a select committee. . 
This motion was debated for some time be- 
tween Messrs. THOMAS, PETRIKIN, and 
POPE, the last of whom supported Mr. Campre- 
LeNG’s motion, when 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
following instructions: , 

With instructions to inquire into the power of Congress 
to repeal the law under which the work is authorized and 
contracted to be published; and if, in the opinion of the 
committee, Congress has the power to repeal the law, to 
report a bill for that purpose, first making a fair compensa- 
tion to the undertakers of the work for their loss in the 
Government not complying with its engagements and con- 
tract; and if Congress has not the power to repeal the law, 
to direct that the work shall be otherwise disposed of, in- 
stead of giving the same to members of Congress. 

Mr. LOOMIS moved to strike therefrom the 
words: ‘instead of giving the same to members 
of Congress.” 

Mr. PETRIKIN said he had no idea of occu- 
| pying the whole day with this resolution; and, 
therefore, he demanded the previous question. . 

The previous question was seconded—ayes 93, 
noes 54. i 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the House take 


| On the question, “ Shall the. main question be 
i now put?” - 


February 1, 


K Mr. CAMBRELEN G demanded the yeas and 


nays. ` 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
76, nays 98; as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, Aycrigg, Beers, Bicknell, 
Borden, Brodhead, Bronson, John Calhoon, Chambers, 
Clark, Corwin, Cranston, Darlington, Davee, Davies, 
Evans, Rice Garland, Giddings, William Graham, Grant- 
land, Grant, Gray, Grennell, Hall, Halsted, Hawes, Jabez 
Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William ©. Johnson, 
Kennedy, Klingensmith, Logan, Marvin, Sampson Mason, 
Martin, May, Maxwell, Robert McClellan, Mercer, Mitch- 
ell; Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Murray, 
Noyes, Paynter, Peck, Petrikin, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 

- Sergeant 8. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Reed, Ridgway, 


Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Charles Shepard, Sheplor, |} 
Snyder, Southgate, Stuart, Stone, Tillinghast, Toland, Vail, |i 


Albert 5. White, John White, and Word—76. 
`. NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Banks, Bell, Biddle, Birdsall, 
Bond, William B. Calhoun, Cambrelegg, William B. Camp- 


bell, John Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Cheatham, | 


Childs, Cleveland, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, 
Crockett, Cushman, Deberry, Dunn, Edwards, Ewing, Far- 
rington, Fry, James Garland, Goode, James Graham, 
Graves, Griffin, Hammond, Harrison, Harper, Haynes, 
Henry, Herod, Howard, William H. Hunter, ‘Thomas B. 
Jackson; Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kem- 
ble, Leadbetter, Lewis, Lincoln, Lyon, James M. Mason, 
Maury, McKay, Abraham McClellan, McKennan, Menetee, 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Naylor, Noble, Parmenter, 
Parris, Phelps, Pickens, Potts, Randolph, Reily, Kichard- 
son, Rives, Robertson, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Slade, Stanly, Swearingen, ‘aliaferro, Taylor, 


Thomas, Thompson, Titus, Tonecy, Towns, Turney, Van- |) 


derveer, Webster, Weeks, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
Sherrard Williams, Jared W.Williains,Christopher IL Wil- 
liams, Worthington, Yell, and Yorke—98. 

So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion be not now put. 

The subject was thereby removed from before 
the House for this day. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The SPEAKER then announced the private 
orders, and the House went into committee there- 
on, (Mr. Lancotn in the chair,) and proceeded 
‘with the Private Calendar for some time; when 
they rose and reported the following without 
amendment, all of which were severally ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading to-morrow: 
A. bill to provide for the settlement of the claim 
of Walter Jones; 

A bill to provide for paying three companies 
of militia in the State of Indiana, called into the 
service of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of John Brown & Co.; 

A. bill for the relief of Garret Vleit; 

A bill for the relief of B. EL. Williams, admin- 
istrator of Hazel W. Crouch; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Elendley ; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Massey and 
Thomas James; 

A bill for the relief of A. J, Picket and George 
W., Gayle; 

A bill for the relief of James Cox; 


A bill for the relief of Irad Kelly and Datus | 


Kelly; 

A. bill for the relicf of John Jones and Charles 
Souder, and Robinson, Carr & Co.; 

A bill for the relief of Dunscomb Bradford; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
James H. Cheears; 

A bill for the relief of Robert M. Roberts; 

A bill to authorize the exchange of school lands 
in Oxford township, in Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Lilley; 

A bill for the relief of George Hommell; 

A bill for the relief of William Traverse; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Rembert; 

A bill for the relief of Maria Hornbeck; 

A bill for the relief of. Thompson Hutchinson; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Conly; 

A bill for the relief of the owners, officers, and 
crew of the armed brig Warrior, or their repre- 
sentatives; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Booker; 


A bill for the relief of Josiah F. Caldwell; 
A bill for the relief of Jamison and William- 
son; 


A bill for the relief of Cornelius Taylor; 

A bill for the relief of James L. Stokes, and for 
other purposes; i 

A bil 
John Tilden; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Jesse Seymour; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Rockwell; 

A bill for the relief of the widow of Thomas 
Kibby; ‘ 


j 


i 
j 


| A. bill for the relief of John G.. Mozart; 
_ Å bill: for the relief of the representatives of 
Ann Levacher de Van Brun; ; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Windham; 

“A bill for the relief of George Cassady; _ 

A bill for the benefit of the representatives of 
Colonel Daniel Boone; . ` bie, 

A resolution for the relief of Edward Beatty; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Hernandez; 

A bill for the relief of Woodburn Potters. ' 

A bill for the relief of. John S. McCarty; - 

A bill for the relief of James Tongue, and the 
i administrator of William Hodson and Scrivener; 
! A bill for the relief of the assignees of Jacob 


| 
| A bill for the relief of the heirs of Peyton Ran- 
| dolph, deceased; 
A bill for the benefit of the Choctaw Indians; 
A bill for the relief of Susan Gratiot, adminis- 
| tratrix of Charles EI. Gratiot; and 


| A bill for the relief of Griffith Coombe and 


| John P. Ingle. 


l The committee also reported the following bills 
i with amendments; which were severally con- 
; curred in, and the bills ordered to be engrossed: 
A bill for the relief of Roger Jones, Adjutant 
| General of the Army of the United States; and 

l A bill for the relief of James Maxwell. 

The House again went into Committee of the 


i| Whole, (Mr. McK ay in the chair,) and, after con- 


| sidering the following bills and joint resolution, 


|i reported the same to the House without amend- 
I| ment; which were severally ordered to be en- 
i! grossed: 


| A bill to authorize the exchange of shoal lands 
in Oxford township, in Ohio; 
A bill for the relief of Tarlton Woodson; 
Joint resolution to allow a per centum on the 
i salary of the clerk and messenger of the Attorney 
General; 
A bill for the relief of Solomon Prewett; 
A bill for the relief of John England; 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Baugh, 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones; 
A bill for the relief of Oliver Peck; 
A. bill for the relief of Susannah Rowe, widow 
of John Rowe; 
A bill for the relief of John Davis; 
| <A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Durant; 
I| _ A bill for the relief of the widow of Captain 
i! James Hunter; 
| A bill for the relief of Fielding Pratt; 
|| _ A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
i Farrow and Harris; 
|i A bill for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb, 
/ A bill for the relief of John Smith; 
A. bill for the relief of Ichabod Beardsley; 
| A bill for the rehef of Sibel Barnes; 
| A bill for the relief of Elizabeth French; 
| A bill granting a pension to William Ford; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Hatton; 
A bill restoring the name of John Latham; 
A bill granting a pension to Catharine Allen; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodget; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Collins; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 
A bill for the relief of James Fleming; 
| <A bill for the relief of Robert Whittet; 
A bill for the relief of Myron Chapin; 
A bill for the relief of Jared Winslow; 
A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Davis; 
ill for the relief of Isaac Justis; 


l for the relief of the representatives of A 


vill for the relief of Isaiah Parker; 

i lef of Levi M. Roberts; 
ief of Isaac Boyd; 

ief of Gideon Sheldon; 

l for the relief of Wiliam Smith; 

| l for the relief of William Fitzgerald; 
| A bill for the relief of Eunice Saunders; 

| A bill for the relief of Charles Fitzgerald; 
| A bill granting a pension to Martha Strong; 
| 

} 


A bill for the re 
A bi 
A bi 


An act for the relief of William East; 

An act for the relief of Elisha Town; 

1 An act for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
' Thaddeus Fairbanks; 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Green; 

A bill granting a pension to John F. Wiley; 


i An act to remit or refund to the Philadelphia, i 
i; Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad Company | 


| the duties upon certain railroad iron; 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Richmond; 
A bill granting a pension to Leonard- Smith; 
A 


t 
| 
t bill for the relief of Samuel B. Hugo; 


, An act to remunerate the captors of the priva- 
teer Lydia; 

An act for the relief of the owners of the British 
brig Despatch; $ : i 

An act. for the relief of Jechonias Pigot and 
others; : 

A bill for the relief of John Lybrook; 

A bill for the relief of Matthew. Wiley; 

A bill for the relief of Frances Jones; . 

A bill for the relief of Susanna Hoagland; 

A bill for the relief of William A. Cuddeback; 

A bill granting a pension to Hellen Miller; 

A bill granting a pension to William Andrews; 

A bill granting a pension to Thurston Cornell; 

A bill granting a pension to Stephen Olney; 

A bill granting a pension to Harvey Reynolds; 

A bill for the relief of Dr. Sylvester Nash; 

A bill granting a pension to Stephen Appleby; 
. A bill for the relief of David Rollins; 

A bill for the relief of William Sloan; 

A bill for the relief of John Clark; 

A bill for the relief of Gilbert Sprague Fish; 


and 

A bill for the relief of Wright Hurlburt. 

The committee also reported to the House the 
following bills with amendments; which were 
concurred in, and the bills severally ordered to 
be engrossed: 

A bill for the relief of John Grimball, sen.; and 
i An act for the relief of the heirs of John Bra- 

an, 7 a 

The House again went. into Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. Lyon in the chair,) and, after con- 
sidering the following bills, reported the same 
withoutamendment; which were severally ordered 
to be engrossed: 

A bill for the relief of Eliphalet Spafford; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Ross; 5 penia 

A bill granting arrears of pension to Josiah 
Westlake; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Grady; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
John Addoms; ` i 

A bill for the relief of John Phelan; 

A bill for the relief of Rosaline Prudhomme; 

A bill for the relief of Dennis Tramell; 

A bill granting a pension to David Mellen; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin F. Wesley; 

A bill for the relief of Chauncey Calhoun; 

A bill for the relief of William B. Livesay; 

A bill for the relief of Philip Catner; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Miller; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Samuel Jaccard; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Maglenen; 

An act for the relief of John Newton; 

An act for the relief of Jean B. Valle; 

A bill granting a pension to William Harper; 

A bill granting a pension to Mary Updegraff; 

A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Price; 

A bill granting a pension to Conrad Widrig; 

A bill for the relief of Barton Hooper; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Risley; 

A bill for the relief of John Keeler; 

An act for the relief of Sarah Angle and other 
heirs of Benjamin King; , 

A bill for the relief of John Howe; 

A bill for the relief of the widow of John 
March; ; 

A bill for the relief of Dr. J. M. Foltz; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 


| Joshua Huddy, (Martha Piatt;) 


A bill for the relief of Ebenezer A. Lester; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Jackson; 

A bill granting a pension to Elijah Foochee; 

A bill for the relief of certain officers of the 
Florida militia; 


| - A bill for the relief of Samuel Hoffman; 


A bill for the relief of Robert Milnor and John 


| Thompson; ‘ 


A bill for the relief of the executors of Robert 
McFarland; ` 
A bill granting a pension to Reuben Murray; 
A bill for the relief of Charles Bennes; 
~ A bill for the relief of Menzies Gilespie; 
A bill granting a pension to Chauncey Rice; | 
- A bill for the relief of James B. Rice; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Recker 
Sampson; and i f 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Sumpter. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House acom- 
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munication from the Secretary of the. Treasury 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 28th January, showing 
the amount of money which had been expended 
in the construction of the custom-house at New 
York, and the amount which will be necessary 
to complete the same. 

Also,a communication from the Secretary of 
War, in answer toa resolution of the House of 
Representatives. of the 28th ultimo, inclosing a 
report of the Paymaster General, giving informa- 
tion in relation to the troops called into the ser 
vice of the United States, in the Cherokee country, 


and the amount remaining unpaid, &c., for said | 


service, 
Also, a-communication from the Secretary of 


War,.in answer to a-resolution of the House of | 
Representatives of the 14th January, inclosing a | 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ac- | 


companying certain documents giving informa- 


tion in relation to the payment of annuities to the | 


Seneca Indians in the years 1837 and 1838, and 
the expenditure of certain appropriations, 

‘Which several communications were laid o 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, the House | 


then adjourned. 


, IN SENATE. 

en Sarurpar, February 2, 1839. 
> Mr. FULTON presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Arkansas, praying for the establish- 
ment of.a mail route; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of General 
Augustus Jones, asking for the confirmation to 


the town of Potosi of certain tracts of land, and || 
protesting against the confirmation of the same | 


to John Perry, who claims the same; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial signed by 
a numoper of cordwainers, of the city of Wash- 
ington, remonstrating against the use which has 
been made of the convicts in the penitentiary, 
which they consider highly injurious to their in- 
terests; which was referred to the Committee on 
the. District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial signed 


by: sundry ship-owners, ship-masters, merchants || 
and traders, interested in the trade of the city of | 


Philadelphia, praying for an appropriation for 
making an artificial harbor at the mouth of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of no- || 


tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Miguel Eslava; which was read twice 
and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


“Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, from the | 


Committee on Revolutionary’ Claims, to which 
was referred the bill from the House for the 
relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 


Thomas Glascock, deceased, reported the same |! 


without amendment. 

“On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the ‘further 
consideration’ of the petitions of the widow of 
George Hood, William Lefever, William Tufts, 


Abner Mitchell, Benjamin Morehouse, and Simon : 


Crusy. 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill 


for the ‘relief of the heirs of Miguel Eslava, re- | 


ported the same without amendment. 


tee BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 
third time and passed: 


_A bill to allow a drawback of duties. on for- 
eign hemp, when manufactured into cordage and | 


exported; 

A. bill for the 
White; REER : : 

A bill supplementary to the acts entitled “An 
act to provide for the: reorganization of the de 
partment of: Indian affairs,’’?-and “ An act. t 
regulate the trade and intercourse with Indian 
tribes ;”” ‘ 


relief of Jabez L. White and Asa. | 


A bill to ‘authorize. the appointment. of three 
additional clerks in the office of the Commis- 
| sioner of Indian Affairs; 
i A billto amend«the act to reorganize the dis- 
li trict courts of the United States for the district 
| of Mississippi; 

‘| On motion of Mr, BAYARD, the bill to pre- 
|i vent the abatement of suits-in which the Bank 
ii of Columbia is a party, was taken up and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and or- 
| dered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

| On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill for the 
‘| relief of the securities of Elias B. Langham, late | 
surveyor general for the States of Missouri and 
© Hlinois, was taken up and considered as in Com- 
i mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The following bills were also severally taken 


up and considered as in Committee of the Whole, | 


f 
i 
l 
i 


li 
i 


_and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: | 
i A bill to authorize the issuing of a patent to 
| the heirs and legal representatives of Francis 
Rivaud, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of the assignees of Louis 
Baron de Ferrier; 

A bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher and 


1 


any compact or understanding or contert'to bring 
about a renewal of the protective laws. Hè re- 
luctantly, under his pledge, renewed the motion 
for the previous question... `° pin 
Mr. PETRIKIN, howevér, again withdrew it 
at the request of mere : : 
Mr. RHETT, who. replied to Mr. Bipie’s 
| remarks the’ other day, and advocated the prin- 
ciples of the report at considerable length. [Mr 


|| R.’s remarks will be given in full as soor as they 


are prepared.] He renewed the motion for the 
previous question, but requested the original 
mover to withdraw it. ; 
Mr. PETRIKIN insisted 
fused to second it. : 
Mr. BRIGGS then spoke for some time in re: 
ly, and, without concluding, gave way to the 
rders of the day. : i 
Mr. BIDDLE m 
continued, ; 
Mr. ADAMS hoped not; for if it was, they 
would assuredly not pass the bills ordered to be 
| engrossed yesterday. 
The motion was lost by a large majority. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY, on leave, laid on the 
| table an amendment he intended to propose'to the 


; but the House re- 


i 
[P 
10 


| oved that the discussion be. 
| ee 
| 


the heirs and legal representatives of Bartholo- 
mew Butcher, Michael Butcher, and Peter Bloom; 

A bill for the relief of Obed P. Lacy; 

A bill to continue in force an act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 
| approved July 9, 1832, and the act supplemental 
thereto, approved March 2, 1833; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bogy; 

_ A bill confirming certain land claims in Lou- 
sana; 


and John Hill, Elizabeth Hill, and Samuel Hill, 
deccased; 


A bill for the relief of Charles Morgan, of | 
| Louisiana; 


to locate certain preémption claims to land in In- 
diana; ` 

A bill supplementary to an act entitled ‘* An | 
act to amend an act for the appointment of com- 
missioners to adjust the claims to reservations of | 
land under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 
: 1830, with the Choctaw Indians;”’ | 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Madame de | 
Lusser, and their legal representatives; 

A bill to confirm the title to a certai 
landin the county of Mobile; 

A bill for the relief of Juan Belgar; 

A bill for the relief of General Matthew Ar- 
| buckles 
A bill to transfer to the citizens of the parish 
‘| of Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, the in- ; 
terest of the United States to a certain tract of | 
! land; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Cochran; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Elihu Hall Bay; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of William Conway; 

A bill for the relief of Pierre Barthe; 


n tract of | 


i 
| 
i 
| 


A bill for the relief of Isabella Hill, widow, |) . 4 
|| claim of Walter Jones; 


children and minor heirs-at-law of Samuel Hill, |; 


A bill to authorize John E. Metcalf and others || 


|| Souder, and Robinson, Carr & Co.; 


Army bill; which was ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had received a 
letter from Charles J. Ingersoll, with a ‘request 
that it be laid before the House; and the Speaker 
asked the Fouse if he should present it now; but 
it was objected to. 


BILLS PASSED. : 


The following bills upon the Speaker’s table 
1 were read the third time and. passed: i 
An act to provide for the settlem 


ent of the 


An act to provide for paying three companies 
| of militia in the State of Indiana, called ‘into the 
‘ service of the United States; : 

An act for the relief of John Brown, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Garret Vleit; 

An act for the relief of B. II, Williams, ad- 
ministrator of Llazcl W. Crouch; : 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Maxwell, of Pennsylvania; ` 

An act for the relief of Richard Hendley; - 

An act for the relief of Samuel Massey and 
Thomas James; : 

An act for the relief of A. J. Picke 
George W. Gayle. 

An act for the relief of James Cox; 

An act for the relief of Irad Kelly and D 
Kelly; . 

An act for the relief of John Jonesand Cha 


t and 
atus 
rles 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the late Dr. Dunscomb Bradford; oe 

An act for the relief of the representatives’ o 
James H. Cheears; 

An act for the relief of Robert M. Roberts or 
his legal assignees; 

An act to authorize the exchange of school 
lands in Oxford township, in Ohio; 


An act for the relief of Isaac Lilley; 
An act for the relief of George Hommell;. ` 


A bill for the relief of Daniel Marsack; and 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Miguel 
Eslava. . 


|| the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurvay, February 2, 1839. 


The SPEAKER announced the business in | 
| order to be the motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG to 


to his report on the state of the finances. _ 
The question pending was on the motion. of | 
| 


| Mr. Bippiz to recommit the report for the general | 


After the consideration of executive business, | 


| 
| 
i 
{ 


correct a statement of the Indian bureau appended || 


An act for the relief of William. Traverse; 
An act for the relief of Andrew Rembert; 

An act for the relief of Maria Hornbeck; 

An act for the relief of Thompson Hutchin- 


| crew, of the armed brig Warrior, or their legal 
| representatives; - 
| An-act forthe relief of Richard Booker; 
An act for the relief of Josiah F. Caldwell; 
An act for the relief of Jamison and William- 
son; 
An act for the relief of Cornelius Taylor; : 
An act for the relief of James L. Stokes, and 


for other purposes; 


| purposes of correction in the report itself. 

Mr. PETRIKIN obtained the floor, and re- jl 
marked that this matter could as well be debated if 
‘in Committee of the. Whole, under the general || 
|| appropriation bill, as on this incidental motion; | 
li and therefore he demanded the previous question; | 
| but withdrew it at the request of ‘ I 
| Mr. BIDDLE ,who, in reply to Mr. Prewnws’s | 
remarks a few days since, disclaimed for himself, | 


i! 
i! 


An act for the relief of the widow 
resentatives of John Tilden; 

An act for the relief of the representative of 
Jesse Seymour or his representatives; 

An act for the relief of Charles Rockwell; 

An act for the relicf of Thomas Kibby; 

An act for the relief of John G. Mozar; 

An act for the relief of the representatives: of 
Ann Levacher de Van Brun; : 

Ancact for the reliefof Sarah: Windham, 


or legal rep- 


' in reference to. what Mr: Phad said about the | 


il tariff question, any knowledge of the existence of |! 


widow 
of a soldier of the Revolution; See 
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An act for.the-relief. of George Cassady; 

‘An act for the relief of.the heirs of Colonel 
Daniel Boone; 

A resolution for the relief of Edward Beatty; 

An act for the.relief of Joseph Hernandez; 

An act for the relief of Woodburn Potter; 

An act for the relief of John L. McCarty; 

An act for the relief of James Tongue, and the 
administrator of William Hodson, deceased; 

_ An act for the relief of the assignees of Jacob 
Clements, deceased; 
Anaet for the relief of Jacob Galencia; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Peyton 
Randolph, deceased; 

An act for the benefit of the Choctaw Indians; 
and i; 

An act for the relief of Susan Gratiot, adminis- 
tratrix of Charles H. Gratiot. 

«The bill for the relief of Roger Jones, Adjutant 
‘General of the Army of the United States, was 
then taken up; and after a debate upon the merits 
of the same, in which Messrs. MERCER, Mc- 
KAY, and BOULDIN, advocated its passage, 
and Mr. RUSSELL opposed it, the latter gentle- 
man moved to postpone its further consideration 
until Saturday next. 

Mr. HOWARD moved the previous question; 
which was seconded by the House. 

. The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. CUSHMAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the main 
question; and the’ bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the title of the bill 
was so amended as to read as follows: ‘An act 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act regulating the pay 
and emoluments of brevet officers of the Army.’ ”’ 

The House then took up and passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

An act for the relief of James Maxwell; 

An act to authorize the exchange of school 
tands in Oxford township, in Ohio; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Major Tarlton Woodson; 

Joint resolution to allow a per centum on the 
salary of the clerk and messenger of the Attor- 
ney General; 

An act for the relief of Solomon Prewett; 

An act for the relief of John England; 

An act for the relief of Jacob Baugh; 

. An act for the relief of Elizabeth Jones and 

others; ; 

An act for the relief of Oliver Peck; 

An act granting a pension to Susannah Rowe, 
widow of John Rowe; 

An act for the relief of John Davis; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Durant; 

An act for the relief of the widow of Captain 
James unter; 

An act for the benefit of Fielding Pratt; 

An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Farlow & Harris; ` 

An act for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb; 

An act for the relief of John Smith; 

An act for the relief of Ichabod Beardsley; 

An act for the relief of Sibel Barnes; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth French; 

An act granting a pension to William Ford, of 
the State of Virginia; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Hatton, of the 
State of Virginia; 

An act restoring the name of John Lathram to 
the pension roll; 

An act granting a pension to Catharine Allen, 
widow of Henry Allen; 

An act for the relief of Elijah Blodget; 

An act.for the benefit of Thomas Collins; 

An act for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 

An act for the-relief of James Fleming; 

An act for the relief of Robert Whittet; 

An act for the reliefiof Myron Chapin; 

An act for the relief of Jared Winslow; 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Davis; 

An act for the relief of Isaac Justis; 

An act for the relief of Isaiah Parker; 

An act for the relief of Levi M. Roberts; 

An act for the relief of Isaac Boyd; 

An act for the relief of Gideon Sheldon; 

An act for the relief of William Smith; © 

An act for the relief of William Fitzgerald; 

An act for the relief of. Eunice Saunders, alias | 
Peary; 


An act for the relief of Charles Fitzgerald, de- 
ceased; i . 


` An act granting a pension to Martha Strong; 
An act for the.relief of William East; 
An act for the relief of Elisha Town; 
- An act for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
Thaddeus Fairbanks; 
An act for the relief of Patrick Green; —_ 
An act granting a pension to John F. Wiley; 
An act to remit or refund to the Philadelphia, 
Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad Company 
the duties upon certain railroad iron; 
An act for the relief of Frederick Richmond; 
An act granting a pension to Leonard Smith; 
An act for the relief of Samuel B. Hugo: 
An act to remunerate the captors of the priva- 
teer Lydia; g 
An act for the relief of the owners of the British 
brig Despatch; 
An act for the relief of Jechonias Pigot and 
Benjamin Decraft; 
An act for the relief of John Lybrook; 
An act for the relief of Matthew Wiley; 
An act for the relief of Frances Jones, widow 
of John Jones, of Virginia; 
An act for the relief of Susannah Hoagland; 
An act for the relief of William A. Cudde- 
back; 
An act granting a pension to Hellen Miller, of 
New York; 
Anact granting a pension to William Andrews, 
of the State of New York; 
An act granting a pension to Thurston Cornell; 
An act granting a pension to Stephen Olney; 
An act granting a pension to Harvey Reynolds; 
An act for the relief of Dr. Sylvester Nash; 
An act granting a pension to Stephen Appleby; | 
An act for the relief of David Rollins; 
An act for the relief of William Sloan; 
An act granting a pension to John Clark; 
po act granting a pension to Gilbert Sprague 
ish; . 
An act for the relief of Wright Hurlburt; 
An act for the relief of John Grimball, sen,; 
An act for the relief of Eliphalet Spafford, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Ross, widow of Lieutenant Andrew Ross; 
An act granting arrears of pension to Josiah 
Westlake; 
An act for the relief of Henry Grady, of Ma- 
con county, North Carolina; 
An act for the relief of the representatives of 
John Addoms; 
An act for the relief of Nicholas Phelan, heir- 
at-law of John Phelan; 
An act for the relief of Rosaline Prudhomme; 
An act for the relief of Dennis Tramell; 
An act granting a pension to David Mellen; 
An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Wesley; 
An act for the relief of Chauncey Calhoun; 
An act for the relief of William B. Livesay; 
An act for the relief of Philip Catner; 
An act for the relief of Isaac Miller; 
An act for the relief of Peter Samuel Jaccard; 
An act for the relief of the heirs of James Ma- | 
glenen, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 
An act for the relief of John Newton; 
An act for the relief of Jean B. Valle; 
An act granting a pension to William Harper, 
of South Carolina; 
An act granting a pension to Mary Updegraff, 
of Butler county, Pennsylvania; 
An act granting a pension to Benjamin Price, 
of New Jersey; 
An act granting a pension to Conrad Widrig; 
An act for the relief of Barton Hooper; 
An act for the relief of Charles Risley; 
An act for the relief of John Keeler; 
An act for the relief of Sarah Angle and other 
heirs of Benjamin King; 
An act for the relief of John Howe; 
An act for the relief of the widow of John 
March, deceased; 
An act for the relief of Dr. J. M., Foltz; 
An act for the relicf of the legal representatives 
of Joshua, Huddy; 
An act for the relief of Ebenezer A. Lester; 
An act for the relief of Joseph Jackson; 
An act granting a pension to Elijah Foochee; 
An act for the relief of certain officers of the 
Florida militia; 
An act for the relief of Samuel Hoffman; 
An act for the relief of Robert Milnor and John 
Thompson; 
An act for the relief of the executors. of Robert | 


McFarland; 


_ An act granting-a-pension to Reuben Murray, 
of the State of Virginia; 

An act for the relief of Charles Bennes; 

An act for the relief of Menzies Gilespie; _ 

An act granting a pension to Chauncey Rice; 

An act for the relief of James B. Rice; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Crocker 
Sampson; : 

An act for the relief of Thomas Sumpter; and 

An act for the relief of the heirs and legal rep - 
resentatives of George C. Willard. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved torecon- 
sider the votes by which the bills entitled ** An act 
for the relief of Jamison and Williamson,’’ and 
“ An act for the relief of Cornelius Taylor,” were 
passed, and to postpone the question on their re- 
consideration until Friday next; which motion the 
House agreed to. 

The House then took up for consideration the 
bill for the relief of James P. Carlton, which had 
been postponed until this day; and after a debate 
in which Messrs. RUSSELL and REED op- 
posed, and Messrs. THOMAS and PETRIKIN 
advocated, the passage of the same, ` : 

Mr. REED moved to recommit it to the com- 
mittee that reported it, with instructions to report 
the facts of the case to the House. 

A further debate ensued, in which Messrs. 
SIBLEY, CHAMBERS, and REED spoke in 
favor of the motion to recommit, and Messrs. 
CORWIN and HAMER advocated the passage 
of the bill; and after several divisions on motions 
to adjourn, and finally to recommit, the House 
found itself without a quorum; and 

On motion of Mr. HALL, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 4, 1839. 


Mr. McK EAN presented the petition and doc- 
uments of A. & G. Ralston & Co., of Philadel- 
phia, praying to be refunded certain duties paid 
on railroad iron; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented a joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly of that State, on. 
the subject of a canal around the falls of Ohio, on 
the Indiana side; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. S. also presented a joint resolution of that 
State, relative to the construction of the Cumber- 
land road; which was laid on the table, the sab- 
ject having passed from the Senate. 

Mr. S. also presented a joint resolution of the. 
General Assembly of Indiana, on the subject of 
a grant of lands to support an institution in that 
State for the education of the deaf and dumb; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. NORVELL presented two memorials from 
sundry citizens of Michigan, and one from citi- 
zens of Chicago, praying for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the harbor of Port Shelden. 
Also, the report of the civil engineer who exam- 
ined and surveyed said harbor; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of sun- 
dry merchants of New York, praying that a law 
may be passed compelling the Government to pay 
the costs in suits to which the Government is a 
party, and which may be decided against it; which 
was referred to the Committee. on Finance. 

Mr. W. also presented the memorial of Philip 
Kearney, presenting a plan for a system of fi- 
nance. r. W. said the memorialist was an in- 
telligent and respectable merchant of New York, 
who entertained great confidence in the import- 
ance and utility of his system, but that he (Mr. 
W.) dissented altogether from the conclusions to 
which the memorialist had arrived; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered. to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG presented the memorial of a num- 
ber of citizens of the State of Illinois, asking for 
the establishment of a mail route; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : 

Mr. Y. also presented certain joint resolutions 


| of the Legislature of Hlinois, asking for the pas- 


sage of a law to establish-a permanent system of 
preémption rights for actual settlers, on the publie 
lands; also, for the passage of a law providing 
for the sale of the public lands in small quantities 


1839... 


to actual settlers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. CALLIOUN presented the memorial of the 
Stockbridge tribe of Indians, praying to be com- 
pensated for certain losses; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NORVELL presented the petition of Jo- 
seph Loranger, asking compensation for property 
lost or destroyed during the war with Great Brit- 
ain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr, ROANE presented the memorial of the 
Common Council of the town of Alexandria, 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee.on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROANE also presented the petition of the 
heirs of Thomas West, late of the revolutionary 
army, praying for the commutation due the de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. STRANGE presented certain resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of North Carolina, rep- 
resenting the scarcity of specie change in that 
State, and asking for the passage of a law author- 
izing the branch mints to coin silver change. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, wished to make a 
single observation on the subject, before it was 
passed over. This complaint of the want of sil- 
ver change was not confined to North Carolina, 
but existed in other places, and was produced by 
that-disproportionate value between gold and sil- 
ver coin which originated in the celebrated gold 
bill. The effect of this bill was this: that when 
it became necessary to export specie, silver was 
exported in preference to gold, because the silver 
was more valuable in foreign countries, and 
hence, he apprehended, was the scarcity in North 
Carolina. He had lately received a communica- 
tion on this subject from one of our commercial 
northern cities, which attributed the scarcity of 
silver change to this cause. 

Mr, STRANGE said that when he offered the 
resolutions of the Legislature of North Carolina, 
he had not the slightest expectation that they 
would have given rise to any debate; but as the 
Senator from Kentucky had thought proper to 
notice them, for the purpose of introducing no- 
tions on the subject of the currency, he felt it 
due to himself and his constituents, from whom 
these resolutions emanated, to make a brief rc- 

‘ply. He wholly dissented from the position 

aid down by the Senator trom Kentucky, with 
regard to the causes which produced a scarcity 
of silver change. It was not exportation which 

roduced this scarcity, but it arose from the 

oarding of silver by the banks, who issued, in 
lieu of it, their small notes. In fact, he did not 
believe that silver coins of the lower denomina- 
tions were ever exported. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, hoped he might be 
permitted, without offense, to make a few ob- 
servations on the subject presented by these res- 
olutions, particularly as it was one of importance, 
to which his attention had been recently directed. 
He happened to receive, but a very few days 
ago, a communication from an intelligent gentle- 
man, in one of our principal seaports, affirming 
that the scarcity of silver change was one of the 
effects of thé passage of the gold bill; because, 
by reducing the standard of the gold coin, it be- 
came less valuable as an article of exportation 
than silver, and, therefore, the latter was always 
exported. 
dicted by himself and others, at the time of the 
passage of the law, for the adjustment of the 
value of the two coins; and the result has proved 
the correctness of the prediction. Gold could 


not be exported under that law, without disad- į 


vantage, unless exchange was greatly against us; 
but silver can profitably be exported, and when 
éxportation becomes necessary, it is of course 
made in that species of coin in which it can be 
sent abroad without loss. This was exactly in 
accordance with the information which he had 
just received from an intelligent source, in one 
of our large commercial cities. 

Mr. NILES thought the Senator from ‘Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Cray] was mistaken in the causes to 
which he had attributed the scarcity of silver 
change, and that he was mistaken in the fact that 
a scarcity of change existed in the country at 
large. He thought there was no such scarcity; 
he knew, in many places, itwas abundant. With- 


Now this was exactly what was pre- |! 


in his own experience, banks: had ‘refused to re- 
ceive it, This was a convincing proof that there 
was abundance of it. Itis known to every one 
who has inquired into this subject, that silver 
change is never exported, because its nominal 
value in a foreign market would be lost, and it 
could only be disposed of as bullion to be re- 
coined, occasioning much loss by the process, 
There may be a scarcity of change in some States, 
but this is the result of their paper systems. The 
hostility of paper to silver is well known; in- 
deed, so hostile is it, that where it has the power 
even silver fippennybits are driven out of circula- 
tion. What was the result in Philadelphia, where 
the Mint was located, during the late suspension? 
In that city, which, previous to the suspension, 
was thoroughly saturated with silver change, 
after the barrier was broken down, and the emis- 
sion of shinplasters authorized, no change what- 
ever could be procured, In a single night, the 
state of things was completely changed. Instead 
of an abundance of silver change, there was an 
entire absence of it. And a similar result will 
always follow a similar cause; and to the exten- 
sion of our paper system, the circulation of one 
dollar notes and notes for a fractional part of a 
dollar may we much more appropriately look for 
the scarcity of silver change than the operations 
of the gold bill of 1836. 


Mr. STRANGE said that, upon reflection, he | 


was entirely satisfied that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was grossly mistaken in the positions laid 
down by him. Every man knew that there had 
been a great increase of specie in the country, 
since the passage of the gold bill. Now this in- 
crease could not be altogether in gold, but must 
be partly in silver and partly in gold. He was 
also satisfied that there could not be the difference 
in value, between the gold and silver coinage, 
which the Senator from Kentucky supposed, for 
he believed that their relative value was as nicely 
adjusted as it was possible for human ingenuity 
to do it; indeed this was shown to be the case by 
the prices current in foreign countries. 

The Senator from Kentucky had attributed the 
disappearance of silver specie to exportation, and 
he attributed it to the hoarding of it by the banks, 
and partly by individuals 
that was never exported. The country must be 
reduced to the lowest ebb before it would suffer 
the inconvenience and loss of sending it abroad, 
because it must go as mere bullion, to be recoined, 
in the countries to which itis sent. Every man 
of reason and reflection could see at once the true 
cause for this scarcity; and upon the soundest 
principles of philosphy, when one good cause 
presented itself, it was idle to search for another. 
He would not have troubled the Senate with these 
remarks, but for the immediate connection the 
subject had with his constituents and himself, and 
but for the false position laid down by the Sea- 
ator from Kentucky. 

That Senator seemed to have taken North Caro- 
lina under his especial charge, and to have felt 
himself called upon to take part in the public 
struggles within her. When he and his col- 


league, some time ago, introduced certain resolu- | 


tions coming from their State, the Senator took 
the unusual course of appearing as the advocate 
of one of the political parties of that State, and, 


in a lengthened address, assigning his views as | 
to the complexion of the documentand the course | 


of the North Carolina Senators on this floor. 
And what followed? Why, a garbled statemen 
of the debate was immediately sent out, in one 


of the papers of this city, in advance of the true 


statement containing the answers of his colleague 
and himself; and no doubt the intended effect 
was produced before the contradiction could over- 
take the misrepresentation, which was published 
in every Whig paper in the State. What was 
the case now? These being North Carolina res- 
olutions, the Senator from Kentucky, who seems 
to take such an interest in that State, rises in his 
place and assumes a position in relation to them 
which, if uncontradicted, will have an unfavor- 
able effect on the public mind. We must (said 
Mr. S.) be more fortunate now than usual, if the 
contradiction accompanies the-assertion. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, said he was un- 
willing to prolong this discussion, but he would 
assure the Senator from North Carolina that he 
had not the least inclination to interfere between 
him and his constituents. When the resolutions 


Change was a thing | 


fromthe Legislature ‘of North Carolina instructs 
ing her Senators were presented, he had: offered 
some remarks because they adverted to matters 
of general interest; and if an incorrect reportof 
them had gone forth to the world, no’ one: could 
regret it more than he did. He would have been 
pleased had the discussion been published: just 
as it occurred in the Senate, but Ke had “no 
agency or control of the subject. So much for 
that matter. This morning the Senator presents 
resolutions on the subject of silver change, and: 
I, having within a few days received commu- 
nications from different sections of the country 
on the same subject, think proper to make a few 
remarks: was this interfering between the Sena= 
tor and his constituents? He thoughtnot: But 
the Senator seems to think that I am mistaken in 
the cause to which I attributed the scarcity of sil- 
ver change, viz: the unequal valuation of the gold 
bill. But did not facts bear out the assertion? 
Look at the importation of specie since the: pas- 
sage of the gold bill. Is it not almost exclusively 
ingold? Andwhy? Because of the appreciation 
of that metal and the depreciation of silver by that 
bill. This affords a greater profit on the import- 
ation of gold, and hence there is not a propor» 
tionate supply of silver—the metal which fur- 
nishes change. So, too, when exchange with for- 
eign nations is against us, and it becomes profit- 
able to export specie, itis found more advantage- 
ous to send silver than gold; and hence a cause 
of the scarcity of change in Philadelphia, New 
York, and other cities, which are more immedi- 
ately subject to be drained of their specie by their 
contiguity to our commerce. He did not consider 
himself infallible on this subject, but in express- 
ing his views or theories on the matter he did: not 
think he was doing anything improper in an 
American citizen or a member of the Senate. 

Mr. STRANGE was very unwilling to prolong 
this debate, but he had been drawn into it very 
unexpectedly and unwillingly. He had assumed 
a position, which he felt bound to maintain the 
truth and reason of. He said that the Senator 
from Kentucky was guilty of a petitio principii— 
that he had assumed a principle not founded on 
fact. This the Senator had denied; but in the 
course of his remarks, he had shown a better 
reason for the disappearance of silver change than 
he had given in the beginning; and if he was 
right, there was no reason for its exportation, but 
a very good reason for its importation. 

The Senatorcould not escape from his position, 
for whatever relative difference there was between 
gold and silver, paper was still cheaper than either. 
He admitted that the number of one dollar notes 
was greatly reduced. But small bills, even as 
low as three dollars, were still in circulation to a 
great extent, and these, as long as they were per- 
mitted to circulate, had the tendency to exclude 


| change from circulation, and cause it to be hoard- 


ed. The Senator said that the banks had no in- 
terest in hoarding specie. But this argument 
could not stand, for it was their interest to hold 
on to all the specie they could get, so as to circu- 
late their own notes, and this was the true cause 
for the disappearance of change. It was, there- 
fore, perfectly idle to search for any other cause, 
or to talk about the exportation of the smaller 
coin which never was resorted to. When the 
gold bill was passed it was. not to elevate gold, 
but to bring it to its trae value when compared 
with silver. It was contended that the gold coin 
was above par, and was, consequently, so valu- 
able for exportation that it could not remain in 
the country. The bill was, therefore, passed to 
remedy that evil, and he had no doubt but ithad 
effected that object. 

Mr. LUMPKIN said he did not intend to enter 
into a discussion of the relative value of goldand 
silver coins, but to express the opinion that the 
object of the Legislature of North Carolina, and 
the object of the people of the southern Atlantic 
and southwestern States was to obtain a supply 
of silver change in place of the odious shinplas- 
ters which now infested the interior. With proper 
legislation, it was obvious that that object could 
be effected greatly tu the interest of the people, 
without any expense to the Government. It was 
known to all acquainted with mining operations, 
that where gold was found there was a propor- 
tion of silver found with it. Now, under the ex- 


|! isting laws, the branch mints were not allowed to 


coin silver change, though they had had a suffi- 
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ciency of silver for that purpose, which, if coined, 
would not be exported, but go into the circula- 
tion ‘of the country, in-place-of those filthy shin- 
plasters which now usurped their place. . That 
was the object of these resolutions; and it-was 
out of place to go into any foreign causes for the 
scarcity complained of. 

Mr. BENTON applauded the sound and prac- 
tical views presented. by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Lompxi,]and considered what he said 
to be entirely conclusive on the point to which he 
directed his observations. He did not rise to add 
anything to. those remarks, but to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate.to a report from the Secretary 
of the Treasury which had just been printed and 
laid on our tables, and which might not yet have 
been observed by members, Itwas a report which 
contained the precise information which this con- 
versational debate required, and which would 
show how great was the crror of supposing that 
gold-coin had been overvalued in the United States 
by the act of 1834, and how far that act was from 
preventing an importation of silver, or causing it 
to.be exported, or banishing silver change. 

It. would be recollected that the friends of hard 
money had passed two bills in 1834—a silver bill 
as well asa gold bill. The object of the latter 
was to correct the error of our gold standard; the 
object of the former was to repeal the law passed 
by the United States Bank party in 1819, to ille- 
galize the circulation of all silver except Spanish 
milled dollars, of which, in consequence of the 
cessation of the Spanish dominion over Mexico 
and South America, there were no longer any 
coined. It was, therefore, an act to illegalize the 
circulation of the only silver which came to us. 

At the time of the passage of these bills, the 
most lugubrious vaticinations were indulged in 
by the paper-money party. They were incessant 
and vehement in their declarations that the hard- 
money currency was ruined; that gold was de- 
based; that it would supersede silver, prevent its 
importation, cause jts exportation, and drive it 
out of the country; and that we should have no 
hard-money currency but a debased gold coin- 
age. These were the declarations incontinently 
repeated at that time; and now, after upwards of 
four years’ experience, how stands the fact? 
Sir, the fact stands thus: that so far from prevent- 
ing the importation of silver, the actual importa- 
tion of that coin has exceeded thirty-five million 
dollars since the passage of the gold bill; being 
the largest importation of that coin which has 


ever taken place since the establishment of the | 


Federal Government. Somuch for importation. 

Now for the exportation, And here itis scen 
that the export, instead of being confined to sil- 
ver, was, at the only time that a commercial 
exportation took place, which was in the spring 
of 1837, when the banks suspended, far larger of 
gold, in proportion to the quantity of the two 
metals which was in the country, than it was of 
silver. ‘he report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shows that the export of gold was, during 


that year, $1,828,000, while the export of silver | 


was only $2,756,000. Now, the quantity of sil- 
ver in the country at that time was at least four 
times greater than that of gold; and therefore the 
export of silver should have been eight or nine 
millions to have been in proportion to the gold, 
while it was not, in fact, so much as one million 
more. Thus it is proved that our gold bill has 
neither prevented the importation of silver, nor 
caused its exportation, There is upwards of sev- 
enty millions of silver now in the country, besides 
the gold;.and the only cause of its disappearance 
from circulation is in the deluge of small notes 
with which the 
land. 

So much for silvers with respect to gold, the 
same report shows that we have imported about 


twenty-six millions, either in gold coin or bullion, | 


since the passage of the gold bill; that there has 
been coined of the former gold of the United States 


about a million and a quarter; and of native bul- |i 


lion about two millions and a half; making an 


acquisition of that metal, in about four years, of | 


$30,000,000, without counting what came in by 
emigrants and escaped registry at the custom- 
houses. The whole acquisition of gold and silver 
since 1832, when ithe United States Bank charter 
was vetoed, and when our hard-money polic 

firstcommenced, is at leasteighty millions; which, 
added to $20,000,000 which was in the country at 


paper-money party floods the | 


that time, makes:at- least. one hundred millions 
now in the country: a 

Besides the view of our acquisition of gold and 
silver since the two hard-money bills of 1834, the 
same report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows us the state of the circulation of the Bank 
of the United States during the whole period of its 
existence; and this statement shows us that the 
quantity of gold now-in the United States is near 


and near one third more than it ever was, at its 
most expanded period. The average circulation 
of that bank was only $11,000,000; its highest 
annual circulation was only $22,000,000, while 
our gold coin is now actually about thirty mil- 
lions. This being the case, we ought to have a 
plentiful gold currency; we ought to have three 
times as much gold in circulation as we formerly 
had of United States Bank notes. But this is not 
the case, and why? Because the banks hoard the 


their notes, and because the Government of the 


of the banks by dispensing with the use of gold, 
and using the notes of the banks in the collection 
and disbursement of its revenue, As long as this 
is the case—so long as the Federal Government 
uses bank paper—gold will remain locked up in 
the banks; and there will be no way to get it out 
of them but to make them overflow—to gorge 
them—to bring so much gold into the country 
that the banks cannot hoard the whole of it. 

This is another proof that gold is not debased 
by our new law. 
reduced belowits relative value to silver—it would 
be always paid out in preference to silver, but it 
it is not so paid out. On the contary, itis hugged 
and hoarded by the banks; they will give. silver 
for their notes, but they make apologies when 
you want gold. 

There is still another proof on this head; it is 
to be found in every price current. Look to the 
relative value of American gold and silver inan 
one of these papers, and you will always find it 
to be about equal. Spanish milled dollars—those 
with a Spanish King’s head, especially the pillar 
dollars, the column of Hereules dollars—they 
bear a premium, because they are wanted for ex- 
portation to the East, where their currency, for 
three centuries and a half, has made them the 
most acceptable foreign coin which can be carried 
to the Asiatic or African countries; but American 
gold coin and silver are even in the market. No, 
sir; gold docs not expel silver, but small bank 
[i notes and shinplasters do expel it. A political 
party,and the banks in their interest, do all they 
can to banish both gold and silver; and it is the 


|! to be accessory to another explosion of the banks 
ii by continuing to dispense with the use of coin, 
and continuing to use paper money. Another 
explosion is coming, Ft will come as certainly 
as the revolution of the seasons; and the Federal 


{ 
| 
i| Government should foresee the event, and pro- 


vide against it by going back to the act of 1789; 
| and acting upon that naet, and receiving nothing 
i! but gold and silver in payment of its revenues, 
i This would check bank expansions, and protect 
| the country as well as the Federal Treasury. 
Attenand a half premium on foreign exchange, 
exportation of specie begins. The cotton deal- 
| ing Bank of the United States can put it up to 
[that point any day it pleases. It put it up in 
| 


| diately began; and over every parcel exported 
| the paper-money party shouted, exulted, and tri- 
umphed, as if a great victory had been achieved. 
| And so it will be again, The premium on for- 
f cign exchange is now upwards of nine per cent- 
i 

i 


um; itean be made ten and a half atany moment; 
|| then for exporting specie, triumphing again, more 
! panics, shutting up banks, and charging the whole 
< upon the Democratic Administration. 

To return to the North Carolina resolution; it 
is a wise, just, and necessary measure which it 
requires. The branch mints should coin silver 
change; they will be able to supply it to districts 


from New Orleans or Philadelphia. 
ministration, and that of General Jackson, have 
ii begun to furnish a national supply of silver 
| change. They have done much; but it is only the 
|| commencement of what ought to be done, The 


J country does not yet feel the supply. Nine tenths 


three times the average circulation of that bank, | 


gold, and will not pay it out in redemption of | 


United States encourages and fosters that practice | 


If it was debased—if it was | 


| bounden duty of the Federal Government to cease | 


| May of 1837; the exportation of specie imme- | 


of interior country, which cannot obtain supplies | 


This Ad-! 


of the Union has no‘silver change of our coinage. 
It will take years of close work at all our mints 
to give us the supply of this change which France 
and England has, say three dollars a head to each 
person of their whole population. It will take us 
several years to attain that point; and we need it 
more than the French and English do; for we have 
to guard against the shinplaster party; we have 
to guard against another deluge of shmplasters at 
the next suspension of the banks; we have to 
guard against this pestilence; and it is our busi- 
ness to provide such an ample supply of silver 
change that there can be no pretext for another 
issue of this pestiferous stuff. 

Silver change is never exported; and this is 
another reason for an ample supply of it. Two 
| or three dollars a head, for our whole population, 
ought to be coined in twenty-five cent, ten cent, 
and five cent pieces. 

Mr. BROWN observed that he was not in his 
seat when his honorable colleague presented the 
resolutions, but he had heard a part of the debate 
which had grown out of them. He rose now for 
the purpose of declining to enter into the discus- 
| sion on what he considered a mere abstract prop- 
osition. The Senate had given the best proof of 
its conviction of the valueof silver circulation, by 
passing the bill which he introduced at the early 
part of the session, to authorize the branch mints 
to coin silver change. He had now nothing fur- 
ther to say than to express the hope that this bill 
would revive a favorable consideration in another 
quarter. 

On motion of Mr. STRANGE, the resolutions 
were then laid on the table, and ordered’ to be 
printed. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of Han- 
nah Sanford; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. | 

Mr. YOUNG presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of the northern portion of the 
State of Illinois, asking for the establishment of 
a new land office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. , 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from a 
number of citizens residing on the northern fron- 
tiers of the United States, representing the great 
advantages that would result from having a steam 
revenue cutter on Lake Erie; which was referred ` 
to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. B. also presented the petition ofa number _ 
of citizens of Philadelphia, praying for an appro- 
priation to create an artificial harbor at the mouth 
of the Chesapeake and Delaware canal; which 
was referred to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Job Whittall, of Philadel- 
phia, asking for relief from Congress in consid- 
eration of the sufferings and services of his father 
| during the revolutionary war; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


li 
| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Mrs, Mira Alexander, daughter and heir- 
at-law of Colonel George Madison, deceased; 
| which, after some remarks from Mr. C., was read 
and ordered to a second reading, and the report 

accompanying the bill was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported without amendment 
|| the joint resolution in favor of Wright, 
of New York, and the bills for the relief of Na- 
| than H. Boon and Samuel Dickerson, 

Also, with amendment, the bill for the relief of 
John Wiley and Jefferson Greer. 

Messrs. PRENTISS and FULTON also re- 
ported on TTouse bills that had been referred to 
the same committee. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported without amendment the bill from 
the House making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of the revolutionary and other pensioners 
of the. United States. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported unfavorably on the bill from the 
| House for the relief of Hulbert Taylor. 

a BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the 
| third time, and passed: 

| A bill for the relief of the securities of Elias 
| B. Langham, late surveyor general for the States 
| of Missouri and Illinois; E 

A bill to authorize the issuing of a patent to 


A bill for the relief of the assignees of Louis 


Baron de Ferrier; 


A bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher and l 


the heirs and legal representatives, of Bartholo- 
mew Butcher, Michael Butcher, and-Peter Bloom; 

A bill for the relief of Obed P. Lacy; , 

A bill to continue in force an act forthe final 
adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 
approved July 9, 1832, and the act supplemental 
thereto, approved March 2, 1833; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bogy; 


A bill:confirming certain land claims in Louis- | 


jana; 

A bill for the relief of Isabella Hill, widow, 
and John Hill, Elizabeth Hill, and Samuel Hill, 
children and minor heirs-at-law of Samuel Hill, 
deceased ; ` 

A bill for the relief of Charles Morgan, of 
Louisiana; 

A bill to authorize John E. Metcalf and others 
to locate certain preémption claims to land in in- 
diana; 

A bill supplementary to an act entitled ‘An 
act to amend an act for the appointment of com- 
missioners to adjust the claims to reservations of 
land under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 
1830, with the Choctaw Indians;”’ 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Madame de 
Lusser and their legal representatives; 


A bill to confirm the title to a certain tract of | 


land in the county of Mobile; 

_A-bill for the relief of Juan Belgar; 

A. bill for the relief of General Matthew Ar- 
buckle; 


of the United States to a certain tract of land; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Cochran; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Elihu Hall Bay; 

A bill for the relief of the legal heirs and repre- 
sentatives of Wm. Conway; 
. A bill for the relief of Pierre Barthe; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Marsack; and 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Miguel 
Eslava. 


HEIRS OF J. J. BULOW. 


- On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate 

took up the bill for the relief of the heirs of John 
J. Bulow, deceased; and after some remarks from 
Mr. H, 


first Monday of December next. 

A debate then ‘ensued, in which Messrs. 
NILES, HUBBARD, STRANGE, MORRIS, 
BAYARD, BUCHANAN, PRESTON, 
CRITTENDEN, participated; when, on taking 
the question, the motion to postpone was lost— 
yeas 19, nays 20. 

The question then recurring on ordering the 


bill to be engrossed fora third reading, the debate | 
was continued by Messrs. YOUNG, NILES, | 


LUMPKIN, WHITE, KING, and NORVELL; 
after which the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, yeas 19, nays 19—the President 
giving the casting vote in the affirmative. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpayr, February 4, 1839. 

Mr. PARKER asked leave to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Publie Printing 
have leave to employ a clerk. 

Objection being made, : 

Mr. P. moved a suspension of the rules, stating 
that there was a great mass of testimony to be 


taken, and the committee could not get on without | 


this assistance. 

The rules were suspended—90 to 42—and_ the 
resolution concurred in. 

Mr. DAVIS. asked the consent of the House 
to take up the resolution submitted by him on 
Monday last. to change the time of the daily hour 
of meeting to eleven.o’clock, a. m. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. D. moved a suspension of the rules, and 
the yeas and nays having been orderéd on his 
demand,were taken, and were—yeas 114, nays 54. 


and |; 


Kentucky, said, appre- 
hending there might be considerable discussion 
on this resolution, and seeing no necessity for it, 
he demanded the previous question; which was 
seconded—70 to 58—and.the main question or- 
dered—72 to 59—put, and carried, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER asked the indulgence 
of the House to present some petitions, stating 
that he had. been kept away by very severe indis- 
| position from attending in his place. The leave 
| was granted unanimously, and Mr. P. presented 
| the petitions; they were appropriately referred. 
| PAUPERS AND CONVICTS. 


Mr. RUSSELL rose and said it would be in 
| the recollection of the House, that last session 
the select committee on the subject had reported 
a bill to prevent the introduction of foreign pau- 
pers and convicts into the United States. Subse- 
quent events have shown the importance of that 
bill, and the necessity of action upon it, and he, 
therefore, moved that the bill be made the special 
order for next Thursday week. : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped no more special 
orders would be adopted, especially as they had 
several already. 

Other objections were made. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved a suspension of the 
rules, but the motion was rejected. 


RESOLUTIONS OF VERMONT. 
This being petition day, the SPEAKER an- 


A bill to transfer to the citizens of the parish of || nounced, as the first business in order, the joint | 


Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, the interest |! resolutions of the Legislature of Vermont, pre- | 


sented two weeks ago by Mr. Everett, on the 
| subject of the abolition of slavery inthe District 


had moved to have read, printed, and referred toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


resolution of the 12th of December, and that they 
i must go on the table, in the words of that order, 


_ Mr. Evererr took an appeal from that decis- 
ion; and 
Mr. Bronson had demanded the previous ques- 


i| tion thereon; but 
| 


Mr. Pargis had moved to lay the appeal on the 


oN i table; and. this was the motion now pending. 
Mr. NILES moved to postpone the bill till the |} Mr, PARRIS now withdrew his motion, as did 
! Mr, BRONSON his demand for the previous ques- 


ii tion; and, therefore, the question recurred on the 


appeal. 

Mr. EVERETT briefly drow the attention of 
the Chair to that branch of the resolutions pro- 
testing against the resolution of the 12th of De- 
cember, and insisted that, by no implication, could 
that portion of the former be said to have any- 
thing to do with slavery. 

The SPEAKER said he had not decided that 


that branch of the resolution, taken by itself, fell | 
within the operation of that order of the House; | 


but there were other portions of them relating to 


| trade between the States, which clearly fell within 
| that order. 
Mr. EVERETT made some further remarks 
| on the point; when 

The SPEAKER stated the grounds of his de- 
| cision substantially as follows: certain joint res- 
‘ olutions were presented from the Legislature of 
Vermont, embracing, 
subject of the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, the slave trade between the States, 
and the admission of new States into the Union 
The Chair decided that these portions of ihe me- 
! morial or resolutions, under the order of the House 
of the 12th of December last, would lie on the 
table. Any other portion of the resolutions which 
merely went to protest against that order, would 
not fall within the operation of it. Upon present- 
jing these resolutions, the gentleman from Ver- 
mont moved that they be read, printed, and re- 


of Columbia, the slave trade, &e., which Mr. E. | 


The Speaker had decided that these resolu- | 
tions fell within the operation of Mr. Arnrrron’s | 


| without being read, printed, debated, or referred. | 


the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, | 
the admission of new States without the recogni- : 
tion of slavery, and the suppression of the slave || 


among other things, the |: 


The SPEAKER. «Icis:thesame things: The 
Chair then teiterated several formér decisions of 
| the House, identical with the-one:then ‘under cori 
ii sideration. .In the first. session. of the: Twenty- 
|| Fourth Congregs, while the select committee raised 
under the resolution of Mr. Pinckney} on the:sub+ 
| ject of slavery, was in existence; a/gentleman 
i from Virginia, not now a-memberof this House, 
| (Mr, Patton,) presented certain joint resolutions 
|| of the Legislature of that State on the subjeetof 
| abolition, and moved their reference to that com- 
|| mittee, with certain instructions. There was’ an 
‘i existing order then in force for the reference-of 
all papers on this subject to that sclect committee 
|i under similar prohibitions against being read; 
| debated, &c., and. under the general phraseology 
of that order, the present Speaker decided that 
resolutions of State Legislatures fell within: its 
| order. From that decision Mr. Patton took an 
appeal, and upon a solemn vote of the House the 
| decision was sustained by a vote of 143 to 40. 
| Upon the point as to reading such resolutions, the 
| same question was decided at the same time, and 
|! again at the subsequent sessions, viz: that, under 
| the then existing orders, they could not be read. 
| At the same session of that Congress a memorial 
j; on the subjectof abolition, &c., was presented by 
i the same gentleman from Vermont, who asked 
| for its reading. The Speaker decided it must go 


i to the select committee without reading, and the 
House acquiesced in that decision. At the second. 
session of that Congress, the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] after the adoption 
i of an order similar to the one now in force, pre- 
| sented a memorial on the subject of abolition, and 
called for its reading. The Speaker decided that 
it must go on the table without being read, printed, 
or referred, reciting the words of the order. An 
| appeal was taken from this decision, and the.ap+ 
|| peal was laid on the table. On the same oceasion, 
| Mr. Adams presented upwards of twenty other 
! similar petitions, and asked the reading of each, 
' The Speaker made the same decision in each case, 
the gentleman appealed in every one of them, and 
the appeals were severally laid on the table by a 
vote of the House. These questions had been 
repeatedly settled by the House, : 
Mr, BRONSON had inteded at first (he said) 
to demand the previous question, but he. now 
moved to lay the appeal on the table. - ; 
Mr. EVERETT called for the yeas and nays 
on. that motion; which, being ordered, were-— 
yeas 122, nays 44; as follows: 
i YEAS—Messrs. Jobn W. Allen, Anderson, ‘Andrews, 
| Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, 
| Birdsall, Bronson, Buchanan, Cambreleng, Carter, Casey, 


{ 
! Chaney, Chapman, Cheatham, Cleveland, Clowney, Con- 


nor, Crabb, Uraig, Crockett, Cashman, Davec, Deber- 

» De Graff, Dunn, Edwards, Ewing, Farrington, Fry; 
Gallup, James Garland, Glascock, Grantland, Gray, Griffin, 
fiuinmond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Harper, Mawes, 
Hawkins, Herod, Hols Robert M, T. Hunter, Thomas 
B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph fohn- 
son, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensinith, Le- 
gare, Leadbetter, Loomis, Mallory, Martin, Maxwell, Me- 
Kay, Robert McClellan, Abraham MeClellan, MeQlure, 
Menefee, Mercer, Miller, Mitchell, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Noble, Palmer, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Pén- 
nybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Pope, Potter, Pratt, 
John H. Prentiss, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rely, Richardson, 
Rives, Robertson, Rumsey, Augustine H. Shepperd, Charles 
Shepard, Sheplor, Southgate, Spencer, Stanly, Stuart, 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
H 
1 
| 


f 
| 

ql 

ji 


, 


i 
I 
i 
i 
i 
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: Stone, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thompson, ‘Titus, 
| Toucey, Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, 


Albert 8. White, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher 
|H. Williams, Word, Worthington, and Yell—122, 
i NAYs—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Ay- 
erigg, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Clark, 
ranston, Darlington, Davies, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, 
isaac Fletcher, Richard Pletcher, Giddings, Goode, Gren- 
uell. Halsted, Hastings, Henry, Lincoln, Sampson Mason, 
JeKeman, Matthias Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Ogie, Peek, 
Potts, Patnam, Rariden, Randolph, Ridgway, Robinson, 
Russel, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Sibley, Slade, ‘Pillinghast, 
i and Toland—44. 
| Mr. EVERETT then moved to refer that por- 
tion of the resolutions relating only to the reso- 
lution of the 12th of December to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
. Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to lay it on the 
table; which was agreed to without a division. 


i PETITIONS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were then called for, 
land were presented by 

Messrs. SLADE, FLETCHER, and AL- 
AN, of Vermont. 
' [Mr. Araw presented the petition of one hun- 
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dred and seventeen citizens of St. Albans, in 
Vermont, for the récognition of the Republic of 
Hayti. Also, the petition of one hundred and 
twenty-one citizens of St. Albans, in Vermont, 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia and Territory of Florida, and to prohibit 
the traffic in slaves between the States. Also, 
the petition of one hundred and twenty citizens 
of St. Albans, in Vermont, against the admission 
of any new State into the Union whose constitu- 
tion tolerates slavery, and against the annexation 
of Texas.} 

Messrs. MARVIN, RUSSELL, BICKNELL, 
BEERS, GALLUP, NOBLE, VANDERVEER, 
SPENCER, KEMBLE, GRANT, CAMBRE- 
LENG, McCLELLAN, PRATT, BRONSON, 
TAYLOR, CLARKE, EDWARDS, MITCH- 
ELL, CHILDS, PECK, PUTNAM, MOORK, 
BIRDSALL, LOOMIS, DE GRAFF, HOFF- 
MAN, and SIBLEY, of New York. 

(Mr. Srencer presented the petition of forty- 
three Whigs, three Democrats, and nineteen 
women, of the town of Bombay, in the State of 
New York, for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia; also, against the admis- 
sion of Texas. Also, the same persons’ petition | 
for the recognition of Hayti. Also, the petition | 
of A, C. Brown, and about one hundred others, | 
citizens of the fourteenth congressional district 
in the State of New York, on the subject of our || 
neutral relations with Great Britain. 

Mr. McCvexuan presented the petition of citi- | 
zens of Troy, New York, praying an alteration || 
in the rates of postage; which was referred to the |! 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GaLLur presented the memorial of John 
Preston, an octogenarian and soldier of the Rev- 
olution, aged eighty-three years and eighty-eight 
days, proposing certain amendments to the Con- | 


stitution of the United States, embracing a plan 
for a uniform system of banking throughout the | 
United States; which plan suggests that Congress 
shall determine what sum, in dollars, shall be ne- 
cesgary to carry on the commercial affairs of the 
United States, (say $250,000,000,) and that such 
sum, when-so determined upon, shall be divided 
among the several States and the District of Co- 
lumbia, in proportion to the inhabitants of each. 
The District of Columbia to have one bank, and 
the Legislatures of the several States to determine | 
into how many branches their respective quotas | 
ghall be divided. That, before any bank so es- | 
tablished shall enter upon the business of bank- j. 
ing, the whole amount of the capital stock of such | 
bank shall be paid in, in gold and silver, That | 
no bank shall issue, or keep in circulation, more | 
than two dollars in paper for one dollar in specie || 
actually in their vaults; and thatnoone person shall |) 
be permitted to hold or own more than fifty shares || 
of $100 each, and that, for the farther security of |} 
the billholders, each stockholder shall mortgage 
to. the treasurer of the State where the bank shall |; 
be located, unincumbered real estate in value to 

twice the amount of the stock held by such stock- ; 
holder. Also, the petition of Jonathan Jenkins, : 
A. C, Disbrow, David J. D. Verplanck, and | 


others, of the county of Albany, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law giving to all revolutionary 
pensioners ninety-six dollars per year, without | 
reference to the time served; which, with others | 
upon the same subject presented to the Elouse at | 
its last session, and withdrawn from the files for | 
that purpose, were referred to the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Pensions. f 

Mr. Bronson presented the petition of forty- || 
two men and forty-seven women of Smithville 
Jefferson county, New York, praying Congress 
to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the Dis- ;; 
triet of Columbia and in the Territories where it. 
exists, and to exercise the constitutional power | 
so as to prohibit the domestic slave trade. Also, || 
another petition from the same persons, praying || 
Congress not to admit any new State into the i| 
Union whose constitution tolerates slavery, and li 
to reject all overtures for the admission of Texas | 
into the Union. | 

Mr. ‘Tayvor presented the petitions of Hiram | 
Judson and one hundred and forty-two others; || 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


of C. N. Wescott and thirty others; and of 
Abram Phillips and thirty-three others, inhab- |! 


itants of the county of Onondaga, New York 
praying for a repeal or modification of the neu- |) 
trality law of the last session of Congress. Also, || 


| ANAN, TOLAND, and PETRIKIN, of Penn- 


Columbia, and the slave trade, and against the 
i which tolerates slavery, Also, the remonstrance 


| Beaver county, Pennsylvania, against the admis- 


| dred and eighty-four of men, of Bucks county, | 


rescinded; one of which petitions also prays that 
the petition may be referred to a select committee, 
and that the undersigned may be heard in person 
or by counsel; all of which were laid upon the 
table, 

Mr. Bicxnexx presented the petition of Gerrit 
Smith and eighty-five males, Ann ©. Smith and 
eighty-six females, of the town of Smithfield, 
and county of Madison, State of New York, 
praying that Congress may act as mediator be~ 
tween France and Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses; which was, on his motion, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. Hammonp presented the petition of Major 
J. Plympton, and other officers of the line of the 
Army, asking to be placed on an equal footing 
with the several staff corps; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Perras presented the petition of Eve 
Haas, widow of a revolutionary soldier, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. Kem presented the petition of Abraham 
N. Breevort, an officer in the marine service of 
the United States, asking a pension for certain 


the petition of Joel G. Dawson and others, for a 
mait route from Kirkville, Onondaga county, 
New York, to Bridgeport, Madison county. Also, 
petitions from inhabitants of the town of Lafay- 
ette, New York, for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and the recognition of 
the independence of Hayti. 

Mr. Prarr presented the petitions of John W. 
Wyckoff, Ranson Johnson, L. A. Hubbard, J. 
Green, Ashael Whitcomb, John Groat, and Lo- 
ban R. Robinson; which were severally referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. De Grarr presented the memorial of the 
representatives of Elbert Anderson; of Mary W. 
Thompson, widow and devisee of the late Colo- 
nel Alexander R. Thompson; of a farmer, from | 
Governeur, in favor of a national bank; of Sam- 
uel Belding and others, praying to be released as 
sureties for the late Melancton W. Bostwick, a 
purser in the Navy, who was lost on board the || 
ship-of-war Epervier, foundered at sea. 

Mr. Nose presented the memorial of about | 
eight hundred citizens of the county of Cayuga, | 
New York, praying the repeal or modification of | 
the neutrality law of the last session of Congress; | the Unit t f L : à 
and, also, that some action may be had by Con- || disabilities received in the discharge of his duties 
gress in relation to the destruction of the steam- || in that service; which was referred to the Com- 
boat Caroline, at Schlosser, i| mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition 

| 


Messrs. STRATTON, AYCRIGG, RAN-:|| of Edward D. Tippett, asking the payment of a 
DOLPH, HALSTED, and YORKE, of New || claim for military services rendered to the United 
Jersey. || States; which was referred to the Committee on 

Messrs. SERGEANT, POTTS, NAYLOR, | Claims, 

McKENNAN, KEIM, PLUMER, HENRY, | Mr. Prumer presented the petition of Sarah 
SHEFFER, BEATTY, M. MORRIS, BUCH- |; Atkinson and others, praying that the executors 
| of Thomas Atkinson, deceased, be discharged 
from the payment of a judgment in favor of the 
United States, against the executors of Thomas 
Atkinson and others, sareties of Richard Bean, 
| collector of the internal revenue; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, 
the petition of Debora Bowen, mother of Benja- 
min Hillman, who died in the service of his 
country during the late war, praying for a tract of 
land; whicb was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. Also, the petition of James 
Cooe, fora pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the peti- 
i tion of the Hon. C. Rowe, asking compensation 
| for services rendered, and money loaned, the 
United States Government by his father, a sol- 
dier of the Revolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary’ Claims.] 

Messrs. JENIFER, JOHNSON, and HOW- 
| ARD, of Maryland. 

Messrs. BOULDIN, COLES, MORGAN, 
TALIAFERRO, and MERCER, of Virginia, 

Messrs. BYNUM, MONTGOMERY, DE- 
BERRY, and STANLY, of North Carolina. 

(Mr. Monreomery presented certain resolu- 
tions passed by the Legislature of his State, re- 
lating to the distribution of the public lands or 
| their proceeds among the States. Mr. M. said 
| he had intended to have accompanied these res- 
olutions with some remarks, but would postpone 
them for a few days, when the subject would be 
before the House in a form that would not only 
afford him an opportunity of giving his views 
relative to the public lands, but would require it 
of him, as a Representative in the discharge of a 
solemn duty, not only to the State he had the 
honor in part to represent, but also to his imme- 
diate constituents, in defense of their private 
rights. Te referred to the Senate bill which had 


(Mr. Suerrer presented the petition of Hez- |, 
ekiah Vanarsdal and seventy-one others, voters 
of Adams county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia. Also, the petition of James | 
McAllister and thirty-two others, citizens of the | 
same county and State, praying for the like ob- || 
ject. Also, the petition of Joel Wierman and | 
fifty-three others, citizens of the same county 
and State, praying for the immediate abolition of |i 
slavery and the slave trade in the said District. 
Also, the petition of Phebe Wright and sixty 
other women of the aforesaid county, praying 
for the like object; which several petitions, ander 
the order of the House, were severally laid on 
the table. 

Mr. Elewny presented the petition of one hun- | 
dred and twenty-seven inhabitants of Mercer | 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition | 
of slavery in the District of Columbia and Terri- | 
tories, and also the slave trade. Also, the peti- 
tion of a number of citizens of Soath Beaver 
township, Beaver county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to abolish slavery in the District of | 


Í 

| 

$ 

| 
sylvania. | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


admission of any new State the constitution of 
| 

ah 4 aa 

of a number of citizens of Chippewa township, | 
i 


sion of any new State into the Union the consti- | 
tution of which tolerates slavery, and to reject || 
all applications for the annexation of Texas into | 
the Union. Also, the petition of a number of || 
citizens of the same place, praying Congress to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia and 
Territory of Florida. Also, the petition of a num- 
ber of the citizens of Beaver and Butler counties, | 
praying Congress to abolish slavery and the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia. Also, the peti- 
tion of a number of citizens of Beaver and Butler 
counties, praying Congress to abolish slavery in | 
the District of Columbia and all the Territories. | 
Also, the remonstrance of a number of citizens | 
of Beaver and Butler counties, against the admis- 
sion of any new State into the Union that toler- 
ates slavery. ` 

Mr. M. Morris presented fifteen petitions 
with five hundred and fifty-one signatures, three 
hundred and sixty-seven of women and one hun- 


| Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. 
| Mr, CLEVELAND, of Georgia, presented the 
petition of the representatives of Captain John 
|| Jackson, late of the revenue service of the United 
| States, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
Messrs. UNDERWOOD, GRAVES, and 


Pennsylvania, five of which petitions were against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States; 
four against the inter-State slave trade; five for 
the abolition of slavery and theslave trade in the 
D strict of Columbia and the Territories; and one || MENEFEE; of Kentucky. 

paying that the resolution ‘abridging the in- | Messrs. STONE, BELL, ©. H. WILLIAMS, 
valuable right of petition’? may be immediately || andthe SPEAKER, of Tennessee. gee 
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[Mr. Srone presented the petition of William 
S. Arnett and fifty others, citizens of the State 
of Alabama, praying Congress to grant to said 
Arnett eighty acres of land, in consequence of 
his afflicted situation, occasioned by a wound re- 
ceived whilst fighting the battles of his country, 
at the plains of New Orleans, in the memorable 
battle of the 8th of January, 1815.] 

Messrs. MASON, CHANEY, ALEXAN- 
DER, HARPER, COFFIN, ALLEN, RIDG- | 
WAY, DUNCAN, GOODE, HUNTER, GID- 
DINGS, BOND, LEADBETTER, SWEAR- 
INGEN, and SHIEPLOR, of Ohio. 

(Mr. ALLEN presented petitions as follows: 
For the modification of the neutrality law, and 
inrelation to the destruction of the steamboat 
Caroline, from R. Smith and others, A. Badger 
and others, D. B. Simmons and others, J. H. 
Jones and others, A. Pardee and others, John 
Wilson and others, J. C. Bunting and others, 
and W. S. Merrill and others; in relation to 
slavery in. the District of Columbia, and the 
slave trade, from Charles Cartle and others, 
Abraham Conyne and others, J. W. Weld and 
others, Sarah S. Wade and others, and Halsey 
Hurlbert and others; from S, Woolverton and 
others, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the con- 
struction of a steam cutter on Lake Erie; and 
sundry petitions from Cuyahoga and Portage 
counties, Ohio, for a mail route from Willoughby 
to Twinsburg.] | 

Mr, Rinaway presented a memorial from Lewis | 
Howard, setting forth that, by reason of his great 
bodily fatigue, during his different terms of ser- 
vice in the late war, he contracted a disease in 
his limbs that almost entirely unfitted him for 
any common labor, and, therefore, he is wholly 
destitute of the means of. support for himself and 
family. He therefore prays that his name may 
be. placed on the pension rolls of the United States 
for life, on such terms as Congress may deem 
equitable and. just; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the peti- 
tion and. papers connected with the name of John 
Kelly, of Columbus, Ohio, who applies to Con- 
gress to make him compensation for taking Rich- 
ard H. White and his brother, Henry H. White, 
and delivering them up to the public authorities 
at Washington city, and for other services con- 
nected therewith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 

Mr. Harper presented the petition of Anson 
Clark and sixty-nine males, and Sebra Everett 
and fifty-four females, of Hartford and vicinity, 
in the county of Licking, in Ohio, remonstrating | 
against the annexation of Texas to the United | 
States. l 

Mr. Corrin presented the petition of one hun- | 
dred and ten males and fifty-six females of Car- 
rol county, Ohio; of one hundred and nine males 
and fifty-seven others, females, of said county; 
of one hundred and twenty-one males and fifty-. 
nine females of said county; also, of fifty-two 
males and forty-two females of the county of 


Columbiana, Ohio; of twelve males and six fe- 


males, and of forty-nine males of said county, | 


for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- | 
lumbia, and the prohibition of the slave trade | 
between the States; and of five men, praying that į 
the resolution of the present session in relation to | 


similar petitions may be rescinded.] 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana. 

Messrs. HEROD, RARIDEN, DUNN, EW- 
ING, WHITE, and GRAHAM, of Indiana. 

{Mr. Warre presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Porter and Lake counties, Indiana, 
praying that the benefits of the preémption act 
may be extended to the settlers upon lands re- 
served from sale on accountof the canal landclaim 
of Indiana; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. Petition of sundry inhabitants 
of La Porte county, Indiana, for the improvement 
of the harbor at New Buffalo. Remonstrance of 
citizens of the town- and county of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, against the confirmation of certain 
land titles to Levantau and others; which was re- 


1] 


i 
| 
| 
| 
li 


| the petition of citizens of De Kalb, for a mail 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, | 
and ordered that the former remonstrance on same | 
subject be taken from the table and referred to the | 
same committee. Also, a communication from | 
the clerk of the district court of the United States | 
for the southern district of New York, upon the | 
subject of filing transcripts of judgments with the | 
clerks of the supreme court of that State; which H 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Mr. Rarinen presented the petition of citizens | 
of De Kalb and Noble counties, in Indiana, of | 
Williams county, Ohio, fora mail route. Also, | 


route from New Rochester, via Hixwell, Auburn, | 
Augusta,to Sparta, Also, the petition of citizens 
of Wayne county, Indiana, for the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and against 
the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. Heron presented a memorial and joint 
resolutions from the Legislature of Indiana, on 
the subject of the Cumberland road; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, before which the bill for that 
object now is, and moved that they be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. Granam presented the petition of James || 
Fisher and twenty-seven others, citizens of Jen- || 
ning county, Indiana, praying Congress to estab- : 
lish a mail route from Rockford, in Jackson coun- | 
ty, via Reddington, Azalia, Scipio, and Westport, | 
to Greensburg, in Decatur county; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. Also, the petition of two hundred | 
and four citizens of Jefferson and Scott counties, | 
Indiana, praying the abolition of slavery in the | 
District of Columbia and the Territories of the | 
United States; to regulate the slave trade among | 
the States; and against the annexation of Texas | 

{ 


to the United States. Also, the petition of fifty - 
seven citizens of Jefferson county, Indiana, pro- 
testing against the admission of any new State | 
into the Union whose constitution tolerates do- | 
mestic slavery, and against the annexation of | 
Texas. Also, the petition of twenty-eight inhab- | 


itants of Jefferson county, Indiana, praying Con- | 


of four inhabitants of Jefferson county, Indiana, ; 
praying the immediate abolition of traffic in slaves 
Also, the petition of seventeen inhabitants of Clark | 
county, Indiana, praying thatthe trafficin slaves be || 
immediately abolished. Also, the petition of four- | 
teen inhabitants of Clark county, Indiana, protest- | 
ing against the admission of any new State whose | 
constitution tolerates slavery, and against the an- ; 
nexation of Texas. Also, the petition of five citi- | 
zens of Clark county, Indiana, praying the imme- | 
diate abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the ! 
District of Columbia. Also, the petition of Almon | 
Baldwin and three hundred and fifty citizens of | 
the States bordering on the Ohio river, praying 
Congress to take measures for the construction | 
of an additional canal around the falls of the Ohio, ; 
on the Indiana side of the river; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals.] 

Mr. WORD, of Mississippi. 

Mr, CASEY, of Illinois, presented joint reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Ilinois, 
instructing their Senators and requesting their | 
Representatives to use their best exertions to 
procure an appropriation sufficient to put all the 


unsurveyed lands in the State of Hlinois under 
immediate contract, and that they urge on the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office the ne- | 
cessity of prompt attention to this subject, in 
order that the numerous settlers thereon may be 


i 
1 
1 
| 


I 
i 
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enabled to purchase the land on which ‘they re’ 
side. Also, resolutions of said Legislature, in-’ 
structing their delegation in Congress to procure- 
at the present session of Congress, the passage * 
of a law by that body establishing a permanent 
system of preémption rights, by which the acttial 
settler upon lands of the Government of the United 
States shall have the exclusive privilege of pur 
chasing at Congress price any quarter section of ` 
land upon which he may havé made an improve-' 
ment. Also, that they use their exertions to pro- 
cure the passage of a law providing that the pub- 
lic lands hereafter be sold in limited quantity to“ 
actual settlers only, and that a reasonable’ time 
be allowed ‘such settlers to pay for the same; 
which, on his motion, was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. Mr. C. also presented 


| sundry other petitions, which were referred to the 


appropriate committees. 

Messrs. LYON and CRABB, of Alabama. 

Messrs. HARRISON and MILLER, of Mis- 
souri. ira 

[Mr. Harrison presented the petitions of Màr: 
tin Thomas, praying the allowance of a claim 
against the Government, ascertained and allowed 
by ajury; of Richard B. Brumfield, praying that 
he may be allowed the five years’ half payal- 
lowed the widow and children of those killed in’ 
battle; of Joseph Barclay, asking an appropria: 
tion of money and land due him for his services 
as a soldier in the late war with Great Britains of 
Noah Coil, that he may be allowed to make: ‘a 
change of his entry of land; of Pierre A, La* 
Forge, praying the passage of alaw authorizing: 
him to locate certain land certificates; of Samuel: 
Gladney, for a preémption; of John Cole, for a’ 
preémption; of James Journey, for the confirma- 
tion of a private land claim. 

Mr. Mituer presented the following petitions 
and papers: the petition of John Ward and 
others, of the State of Missouri, asking the pas- 
sage of a law authorizing the importation, free 
of duty, of the materials necessary for the con- 
struction of two iron steamboategor the naviga- 
tion of the Missouri river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the me- 
morial of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. of 
the city of St. Louis, asking an appropriation for 
the improvement of the harbor of St. Louis; 
which was referred to the Committee. of. Ways. 
and Means. Also, additional. papers: belonging: 
to the claim of Lewis Bissell, now on: the:files: 
of the House, and heretofore referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. Also, additional. papers be- 
longing to the claim of Isaac Ruland, now on the 
files of this Fouse, and heretofore referred to the 
Committee of Claims.] 

Mr. YELL of Arkansas, presented the petition 
ofsundry,citizens of Arkansas, praying a change 
of the military road on the frontier, so as to pass. 
within the State of Arkansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, the 
petition of Colonel J. M. Vare and other officers 
of Fort Towson, praying that the officers of the 
line of the Army may be placed upon an equal 
footing with the staff of the same grade, &e.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Also, the petition of James W., Spiny 
and others, praying for the right of preémption to 
certain lands in the State of Arkansas; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a memorial from the Arkansas Legislature, 
praying an appropriation to open the Arkansas 
river; which was referred to the Committee, of 
Ways and Means. Also, a memorial from the 
Arkansas Legislature, praying an appropriation 
to complete the Memphis and Little Rock road; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. } 

Mr, CRARY, of Michigan, presented the fol- 


‘lowing petitions: of E. A. Theller, setting forth 
D P d 


that he is an Irishman by birth, but has long been 
a citizen of the United States; thatin 1838 he én- 
gaged in the struggle for Canadian liberty, was 
captured in the provinee of Upper Canada, taken 
to Toronto, tried, condemned and sentenced for 
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high treason, on the-g ; 
Great Britain cañ ever expatriate himself.’? “He 
now appeals to Congressforthe passage of a law, 
or the adoption of measures, that will give natu- 
ralized citizens the same protection as is given to 
those of native birth. Also,a petition fora mail 
route from. Jonesville to Lafayetie; for the im- 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of North | 
Black river; for the improvement of the harbor at 
Fort Sheldon; of E. F. Doane, for liberty to relo- 
cate an eighty acre lot of land; for the division of 
the Grand River land district; for a mail route 
from Spring Arbor to Moscow.] 

: Mr. DOTY, of Wisconsin, presented the fol- 
lowing petitions and memorials: a memorial of 4 
citizens of Racine county, praying an appropria- 
tion for. a road from Racine to the Mississippi; 
also, for the survey of a railroad from‘Lake Mich- 
igan to the Mississippi river. Proceedings of a 
mecting of citizens of Sinipee, in favor of a rail- 
road. from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi. 
Proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Racine 
county, in favor of a railroad from Racine to the 
Mississippi, and remonstrating against the con- 
struction of a railroad from Milwaukee to the | 
Mississippi; also, proceedings of said meeting, ; 
disapproving of sundry recommendations of the | 
Governor of Wisconsin, contained in his late | 
message to the Legislative Assembly. Also, | 
twenty-one memorials, heretofore presented, from | 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying for the improve- | 
ment of the Pekatonica, Wisconsin, Neenah, Pis- 
taka, Mississippi, and Rock rivers; for a ship 
canal from Sheboygan to Fond du Lac; fora road 
from Fort Winnebago to Fort Howard; for a 
road from Lake Michigan tothe Mississippi; for 
a road from Southport to Rock river; fora road 
from Sauk Harbor to Dekorree, on the Wiscon- 
sin, and sundry other roads in said Territory, 
Also, the petition of inhabitants of Milwaukee, 
praying the passage of an act to confirm the pre- 
emption of Jaques Jean Viean. Also, the peti- 
tion of inhabitants of Wisconsin, praying an ap- 
propriation for a harbor at Milwaukee. 

r. CHAPMAN, of Towa. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Connecticut, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, on leave, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read and agreed 
to: ° 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be dirceted 


toinform this House whetherany, and if any, what kind of | 
iam B. Woodrufl, pension | 


funds have been faenished Wil 
agent for the Bite of Arkansas, for the payment of pen- | 
sions since the suspension of specie payments by the banks | 
in May, (837; and thatthe Commissioner of Pensions be di- | 
rected to furnish this House witb copies of the correspond. | 
ence between himself and said Wooded! in the years 1837 | 


round © that ‘no subject of | 


and 1838, upon the subject of the funds furnished the latter 
for the payment of pensions, 


Mr. STANLY, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
eate to this flouse what amount of gold and silver has been 
coined at the braneh mint in Charlotte, North Carolina, 
sinee it has been in operation, specifying how much has 
been coined each year, and also what bas been the annual 
expense of the branch mint; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be also requested to inform this House what | 
amount will be, as near as can be estimated, necessary for | 
additional expense of machinery, or of persons to be em- 
ployed, i a Jaw shall be passed directing the coinage of | 
small change at the brauch mintin North Carolina, as de- | 
sired by the Legislature of North Carolina. 


Mr. DOWNING, on leave, submitted the fol- 
sowing resolution; which was read and agreed to; | 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and Canals in- | 
quire into the expediency of making appropriations tor re- | 
pairing the following military roads in Florida: Prom dack- | 
sonville, by Nassau Court House, to Waterman’s Biull, on | 
St. Mary’s river; from Jacksonville, by Black Creek, to | 
Newville, i 


Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, submitted the fol- 


lowing resolutions which was read and agreed to: | 


Resolved, ‘That the drawing accompanying the report of 
the survey of the boundary line between the State of Mis- | 
souri and the ‘Territory of Lowa, he printed ynder the di- 
rectjan of the ‘Topographical Bureau, 


{ 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr, GARLAND, of Louisiana, gave natice that 
he would, on to-morrow, ask leave to introduce 
a bill for taking the next census of the United | 
States. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the House 
adjourned till eleven o’clock. Í 


IN SENATE: 
Tursvay, February 5, 1839. 
“A number of bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read twice, and referred to the 


appropriate committees. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting 


a general return of the militia of the United States. | 


Mr. WALL presented the credentials of Hon. 
Samuer L. Sournarp, elected by the Legislature 
of New Jersey a Senator from that State for six 
years from the 4th of March next; which were 
read. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. PIERCE presented the memorial of Colonel 
Many and others, officers of the line of the Army, 
stationed at Fort Jesup. 

Mr. P. said, before taking the question on the 
reference, he desired to ask for this memorial the 
carly consideration of the committee to which it 
would be appropriately referred, and, for a few 
minutes, the attention of the Senate at this time. 

The memorial referred to a subject which was 
discussed to some extent here at the last session, 
and on which he believed there was, at that time, 
hardly a difference of opinion, namely, the relative 
pay of the officers of the line of the Army and 
the staf. The Army bill of the last session, so 
called, did not attract the attention of Senators 
generally until a very late period of its progress; 
and you will remember, sir, under what circum- 
stances the litte discussion which it had here 
took place; it was at a stage when it could not 
be amended; it must be taken as a whole, as it 
was presented, or be lost. 

He thought he was warranted in saying that it 
owed its passage to these circumstances: the un- 
quiet state along the whole line of your frontier— 
eastern, northern, and southern—the supposed 
hostile disposition of the Indians west of the Mis- 
sissippi—and the fact that it included among its 
provisions one for the increase of the admitted 


incompetent and insuficient force of the rank and | 


file of the army of four thousand five hundred 
men. Some of the provisions of that bill, it is 
notorious, found no favor in this Senate; but, 
strong as were the objections to the bill, some of 
which be attempted at that time to state, he had 
no disposition to notice now any except the one 
particularly alluded to in the memorial, It was 
known to the Senate, but it might not be gener- 
ally known that a colonel in the staff, stationed 
permanently in this city, received twenty-five 
dollars per month more than an officer of the same 
grade, exposed, not only to all the dangers and 
hardships of the field, but to the extra expenses 
incident to frequent changes of station and ser- 
vice. The same disparity was true of the lieuten- 
ant colonels, and still more with regard to captains. 
The young oflicers who have been promoted to 
this rank in the staff receive thirty-five dollars 
per month, $420 per year, more than the veterans 
in the Hine; one of whom, at least, up to the last 
session of Congress, had served, and with the 
highest credit as an officer, since 1808, said at 
that time to be the oldest captain in the world, 


How this might be he knew not, but there were 
a multitude of old and meritorious officers in that 
grade, officers who had done sufficient service to 
warrant them in protesting against this unjust 
distinction in favor of those who were in their 
childhood when they were fighting the battles of 
their country, during the late war with Great 
Britain, 

His main object in saying a word on the pre- 
sentation of the memorial, was to place it In a 


true light, and to call the attention of the Senate | 


to its honorable tone and spirit, The officers of 
the line of the Army were not here begging for 
an increase of pay; they preferred no claim, but 
respectfully asked what was respectively and sub- 
stantially right. He could -not so perfectly do 
justice to them, as by reading from their memo- 
rial. After setting forth the operation of the bill 
of the last session, the memorialists say: 


* Now we hope your honorable badies will understand 
distinctly, that itis not the amount of compensation con- 
ferred to which we advert, but it is the distinction which 
this act mukes in favor of those particular departments of 
service } and which, as it degrades us in tne scale of mili- 
tary worthiness, we pray your honorable bodies to re- 
move.” 


It is the distinction, the invidious and unjust 
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‘distinction, of which the officers of the line com- 


plain, not the amount of compensation. No, sir, 
although they have stood on the same footing in 
relation to pay since 1791, (rations only except- 
ed,) while you have increased the pay of the 
Navy, of the clerks in your different. bureaus, of 
the staff, and indeed, I believe, of all your officers, 


i with this single exception, they would probably 


have remained silent but for this cause, which, 

in my judgment, makes it their duty to address 
ou. 

ý One or two other paragraphs from their memo- 

rial: 

“The operation of the act of the Sth of July last, has 
been to give the officers of the staff corps a very remark- 
able and unequal rate of promotion and compensation, 
when eompared with that of the officers of the line.” 

“Tf there were good reasons, growing out of their par- 
ticular duties or stations, for the marked difference in their 
favor, we should rejoice that the liberality of the Govern- 
ment had been extended to them; but the facts on those 
points are directly in opposition to the bounty which has 
been bestowed.” 

They say a very remarkable and unequal rate 
of promotion, as well as compensation, has been 
bestowed upon the staff. The probable tardiness 
of promotion in the staff corps has sometimes 
been urged as a reason for additional pay—sin- 
gularly urged. The statement of the memorial is 
correct. The officers in the staff department have, 
by the very operation of the bill of the last ses- 
sion, obtained more promotion than they would 
probably have obtained in the line of the Army 
if they had remained there till they were sixty 
years old. Am TI not correct? Let me give an 
illustration. There was an officer promoted in 
the staff, by the operation of the bill of last ses- 
sion, who is now a full colonel, with the rank of 
brigadier general, who was a lieutenant in 1818. 
A meritorious and worthy officer, he believed; 
but where would he have found his rank in the 
line of the Army had he remained there? Cer- 
tainly not higher than the grade of captain. 

So far as he was capable of judging, every 
statement and deduction in this memorial was lit- 
erally correct. The complaints were just, and 
deserve our consideration. If you will not level 
up, level down. There can be no doubt that the 
distinction, if any be made, should be in favor of 
the officers of the line; but all they ask is equality, 
and this is demanded alike by every considera- 
tion of justice and policy. 

The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented petitions, 
numerously signed by citizens of Steuben and 
De Kalb counties, Indiana, and of Branch and 
Hillsdale counties, Michigan, on the subject of 
post roads. 

Mr. S. said, previous to making any disposi- 
tion of the petitions, he desired to ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether it was the intention 
of the committee to act on the subject at the pres- 
ent session ? ; 

Mr. ROBINSON said it was not. The Depart- 
ment was not in a condition to make any new 
routes at the present session. 

Mr. SMITH said he would ask to lay the pe- 
titions and plats upon the table, to be referred 
and acted upon at the next session; which was 
ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of . 
Mary E. Shaw and executors of John E. Shaw; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr, HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment, and with 
a recommendation in favor of their passage: 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Mitchell; 

An act for therelief of John C. Alexander; and 

An act for the relief of William Colt and Wil- 
liam Donaldson. 

Mr. H. asked that the Committee on Claims be 


: discharged from the further consideration of the 


act for the relief of Thomas Murray, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
which was agreed to. : 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to 
which the act for the relief of Daniel Snyder, gnd 
the act for the relief of Ebenezer Lobdell were re- 
ferred, reported the same without amendment, 
with a recommendation that they do not pass. 


1839. 


Mr. H., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of. the 
memorial of William Walls, and the petition of 
Nicholas Buckner; which was agreed to, 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on. Pen- 
sions, asked that it be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of George Me- 


Call, and that the petitioner have leave to with- |; 


draw his papers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorials of Andrew Bean, 
widow of James. B. Stafford, James Parker, 
widow of Samuel Rogers, and Azariah Webb, 
severally, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. P., from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
Thomas McCiellan and James Smith, reported 
the same without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation in favor of its passage. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committce on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Jesse E. Dow, reported the same with- 
out amendment, and recommended its passage. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, to which was referred the bill to provide 
for the location and temporary support of the 
Seminole Indians removed from Florida, reported 
the same without amendment. 
. After some remarks from Mr. S. showing the 
necessity of the prompt passage of the bill, it was 
taken up for consideration, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. STRANGE, from. the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the act for the 
relief of Sarah H. B. Stith, and the act for the 
relief of William Saunders and William R. Porter, 
suretics of William Estis, reported the same 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that they do not pass. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
the bill for the relief of certain heirs and legal 
representatives of James Wilson, with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill for 
the relief of Thomas T. Triplett, reported the 
same with an amendment. 

.Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which was referred the 
memorial of John Fulford, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
tiary, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
of Polly Lining, executrix of Charles Lining, 
deceased, who was executor of Edward Blake, 
deceased, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of Daniel Ward 
and George Ficklin, reported the same without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do not pass. i 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 


was referred the petition of a number of mer- | 


chants of the city of New York, to make the Gov- 
ernment liable for costs of suit to the same extent 
as individuals, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which wasagreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of notice 
given, introduced a bill to authorize the Washing- 
ton County Turnpike Company of Missouri, to 


construct a road over the public lands; which was | 


read twice and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. STRANGE, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill to amend an act 
entitled an act to prohibit the importation of slaves 
into any port in the jurisdiction of the United 
States; which was read twice and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. © 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of the Revolutionary and other pensioners of the 
United States, was taken up, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk, and the 
legal representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge; and 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John J. Bulow, were read a third time and 
passed. 

ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON the bill for the 


PRESTON, and LINN. ; 
After an executive session, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 5, 1839. 


Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
EVERETT, ADAMS, and the CHAIR, relative 
to certain entries on the Journal of yesterday, 
after which, 

Mr. ADAMS moved to correct the entry rela- 
tive to the petition presented yesterday, by Mr 
Moore, from citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying Congress to give no countenance or 


support to the Abolitionists, The Journal set | 
forth that Mr. Moore made a brief statement of |! 


the contents of the petition, and that then it was 
laid on the table. Mr. A. moved to amend this 
entry thus: 

“ While Mr. Moore was making a briefstatement of the 
contents of said petition, he was called to order by the 
Speaker, who decided that he was not in order; and the 
petition was sent to the Clerk’s table, no order of the House 
being taken thereon.”? 

Mr. A. asked for the yeas and nays on his 
motion; but they were refused, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the gentle- 
man so to modify his motion as to make it appear 
that Mr. Moors was called to. order for depart- 
ing from the rules, whereas his amendment would 
imply that the gentleman from New York had 


| been called to order for complying with the rules. 


Mr. THOMPSON said he had called the gen- 
tleman to order on the very ground that, instead 
of making a brief statement, he was addressing 
an argument to the House. 

Mr. ADAMS would consent to any modifica- 


tion, so that the main fact was preserved, viz: | 


that Mr. Moons was called to order while making 
a brief statement. 

Mr. TOUCEY moved to amend Mr. Avams’s 
motion by stating the fact that Mr. Moore was 
called to order for entering into the discussion of 
the merits of the petition, instead of confining 
himself to a brief statement thereof. 

Mr. CRAIG believed the present entry on the 
Journal to represent the facts as correctly as they 
could be; and in order to test the sense of the 
House, he moved to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered; and the motion of 
Mr. A. was laid on the table without a division. 


STATE OF THE FINANCES. 
Mr. HAYNES made an ineffectual motion to 


induce the House to go into committee again on | 


the President’s annual message. 
Mr. INGHAM then obtained the floor, and 


called the attention of the House to the fact, that |! 


about three wecks ago a number of bills relating 
to the Navy were reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, and now had their place on the 
Speaker’s table, where they were likely to remain; 
for he despaired of reaching them in the regular 
order of business, and he therefore moved that 
they be now taken up; but the motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

The unfinished business of the morning was 
then resumed, being the motion of Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG to amend a statement appended to the re- 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means on 
the state of the finances. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 


Bippie to recommit the report, with instructions | 


to correct any other errors in the report. 

Mr. BRIGGS concluded his remarks in reply 
to Mr. Ruerr, and in defense of former appro- 
priations for works of internal improvement, a 
protective tariff, &c. 


Mr. MARVIN then moved to amend the in- | 


structions by adding further instructions to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to report the 
usual bills, according to the estimates which have 
been furnished in the President’s message and 
accompanying documents. 

Mr. M. then entered into a review of the re- 
port generally, condemning especially that part 
of it which related to the improvement of har- 
bors and rivers, and. defended the scheme of 
carrying on works of internal improvement by 
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the Federal..Government.... He avowed himself 
ready to meet that question, both on the ground. 
of expediency and. constitationality, but. his re- 
marks were mainly directed in defense ofithe ap= 


| 
| 


|| propriations for harbors and light-houses-on-thë 


|| northern lakes, Before he concluded, the ordera 
| of the day were called for, to which: the: House: 
| proceeded, . E i 
i EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS: 

| The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| 

| 


| munication from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
| reports of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
i Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in answer to'a 
i! resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
i 14th ultimo, giving a statement of the numberof 
| Indians annually removed from the eastern to the 
‘| western side of the Mississippi. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
| War, in obedience to an act of Congress of the 
i| 2d March, 1833, inclosing abstracts of the general 
|| returns of the militia of the United States, and 
i of their arms, accouterments, and ammunition, 

for the year 1838. 

Also, a communication from the Postmastet 
‘| General, in compliance with a resolution of the 
|| ELouse of the 28th ultimo, inclosing a statement 
jl of the number of failures in the ordinary and cx- 
|| press mails, distinguishing between thesaid mail 
| to and from the city of New Orleans, within the 
i| last six months, the causes of the said failures, 
and the steps adopted by him to prevent the re- 
currence of such failures. 

Also, a commanication from the Postmaster 
General, in reply to a resolution adopted by the 
|! House of Representatives on the 8th July, 1838, 
giving information as to what number of addi- 
|| tional clerks was employed by that Department 
| to answer the various calls for information at that 
| session, pa 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, in answer to a resolution of the House, 
of Representatives of the 28th ultimo, giving in- 
formation as to certain charges alleged to have 
been preferred by Samuel Etheridge against Cap- 
tain J. D. Eliott; which communications were 
severally ordered to lie on the table, and be print- 
ed; except the second, which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Militia, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


A large number of bills from the Senate, on 
the Speaker’s table, were then taken up, read 
twice, and referred to their appropriate standing 
committees, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


i| On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state: 
of the Union, (Mr. Bangs in the chair,) and: re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making ap 
propriations for the support of the Army of the 
United States, for the year 1839. 

The question pending was on the motion of 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia, to increase the clause 
for national armorics from $300,000 to $360,000, 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, was ens 
titled to the floor, but he yielded it to 

Mr. THOMPSON, who addressed the House 
in a general attack upon the last and present Ads 
ministrations. 

The amendment of Mr. Mason was then re- 
jected—ayes thirly-seven, noes not counted. 

i Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to amend the 
| bill by adding the following items: 

| For surveying and opening the western frontier military 
| road, being the balance of an appropriation carried to the 
i surplus fand, $52,195 67. 

For compleung the barracks at Savannah, Georgia, being 
the amount expended out of the general appropriation for 
| the quartermaster’s department, and to enable the ae- 
i counting otlicers of the Treasury to close the accounts, 
|| $18,588 82. 

For completing the barracks at Fort Severn, Maryland, 
being the amount expended out of the general appropria- 
tion of the quartermiaster’s departinent, and to enable the 
|] accounting officers of the Treasury to close the accounts, 
i $9,029 53. 

After some inquiries of Mr. GARLAND, of 
Louisiana, as to the necessity of the reappropria- 
tion, and replies and explanations by Mr. CAM- 
BRELENG, the amendments were rejected. 

li Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved the fol- 
i lowing amendment; which was not agreed tot 


For completing Fort Livingston, at Grande Terre, in the 
| State of Louisiana, $20,000. 
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iMr. MERCER moved to amend the bill by iñ- 
serting: f j 

For surveys of 4 civil and military character connected 
with the defense of the Atlantic and western frontiers, and 
the improvement of harbors, roads, and rivers, $500,000, 

After some conversation. between Messrs. 
Campretenc and Mercer, as to the propriety of 
the amendment, the question was taken; and it 
was rejected. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 


For improvement of the buildings and machinery of the 
musket armory at Harper’s Ferry, $35,400. 

For improvement of the buildings and machinery of the 
rifle works at Harper’s Ferry, $14,600. 

Mr. PETRIKIN raised a question of order; 
but the amendment was declared by the Chair to 
be in order. . 

Mr. PICKENS remonstrated against consider- 
ing estimates from the Department as having any 
authoritative influence to induce the Fouse to 
grant appropriations. 

Mr. MASON disclaimed having quoted them 
with any such view; and went on to state the need 
there was, from the existing state of the estab- 
lishment at Harper’s Ferry, for the adoption of 
such an amendment. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY opposed the amend- 
ment, because it had not been reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained why the pro- 
poded appropriation had not been included in the 

ill. 

The question being put, the amendment was 
rejected. J i 

Mr. MERCER moved to insert an item of 
$30,000 for the prosecution of surveys; but it was 
rejected without a division, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY then submitted the fol- 
lowing, to come in as additional sections of the 
bill: 

Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That no commissioned 
officer belonging to ‘ihe Army of the United Statea, or at- 
tached to the Army in any manner whatever, under pay, 
shall-reeeive any pay or rations for his services as such, ex- 
cept While he is at his post or command, except when pre- 
vented from attending by sickness; and, before reevivin g 
bis pay, be shall furnish the paymaster, or such other per- 
son as may be legally authorized to pay him, with a true 
statement of the date when he joined bis command or took 
his station, and tbe time he continued regularly at it, and 
the time, if any, he was prevented from attending to his 
regular duties on account of sickness 5 and he shall aud 
may, apon such statement r ve such full pay per month 
or year as now is, or may her w be, allowed by law, and 
WO more, 

Sge. =. And be tt fi 


rther enacted, That so mueb of an ae 
passed at the second sion of the Twenty- firth Congr 
entitled “An act to dicredase the mille 
the United States, and for other purposes, 
number of comnaissioned otlicers of the Arm 
of said act as inercases the pay of any officer attached to 
the Army, and so mt aet as ine stbe HON- 
eonunissioned officers, masieians and privates, and all and 
every part of said aet that inerea f es of our 
military establishment be, and the same is hereby, repeated. 

Beo. =, Aud be it further enuclet, Phat, on the request 
of any Governor of a ssude or Territory, who may eut on 
the Bxeentive of the United States for saeh military force 
as be may deom proper and detually ne sary to protect 
the lives or property of the citizens of his State or Territory, 
the President may accept of b number of volunteer 
troops, from said State or Territory, to be raised, oMicered, 
and organized under ibe laws of such Stue or ‘Perritory, 
for any time notexceeding twelve months, as he may deem 
suflicient to protect the lives and property of the Pens 
of such State or Territory, 
national bonor aud character; and should 
sufficient number of such volunteer: 
ritory, then such volunteers from such oth 
ritory as may offer their services. miiy be 
same terms and conditions; and in no e 
such volunteers ever be placed under the comn 
officer of the regular Ariny of the Une'ted States without 
their own consent, and that consent subject to be revoked 
by them at any & Nueb volunteers to be en- 
titled, while in service, to sueh pay and emoluments as the 
troops of the regular armynow are or may be entitled to 
receive. 

Suc. —, And be it further enacted, That all such volun- 
teers, soldiers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, shall receive ands 
own private busin 


t 
tol 


we not be a 
State or Ter- 
ttes or Ter- 
upon the 


thie 


uss free of postage. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG insisted that the amend- fi 


ment was not in order, being not a modification 
of an existing law, but an entirely new law. 

The CHAIRMAN acquiesced ’in this opinion, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee rose and reported the billand amendments 
to the House. 

The amendments being concurred in, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG renewed the first ofthis 
amendments, offered by him in committee; which 
was agreed to. 


Sy ot 


d aitintain and detond the | 


whatever shall | 
nd ofany | 


ad ail their own letters on their | 


Mr; MERCER also renewed his amendment; 
pending which,’ ; 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 6, 1839. 


Mr. LINN presented several memorials of in- 
dividuals, for confirmation of lots in the town of 
Prairie du Chien; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MORRIS presented a memorial, numer- 
ously signed by citizens residing on the northern 
and western frontier of the United States, sug- 
gesting the propriety of authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to construct a steam rev- 
enue cutter for service on the lakes; which he 
asked might be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. KING remarked thatthe Secretary of the 
Treasury had already the power, if he deemed it 
proper to exercise it, to construct a steamboat for 


‘the collection of the revenue; but inasmuch as it 


would involve some additional expense, it might 
be desirable for Congress to express an opinion 
as to the propriety of the measure, and this he 
would endearor to obtain at some not very re- 
mote period. 

The petition was then referred. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented memorials for the 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia and between the States, &c. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Missis- 
sippi, the motion of reception was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial, signed by 
numerous citizens of Florida, enumerating many 
advantages which would result from a connection 
between the Tennessee river and Mobile bay by 
railroad; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills, severally, 
with an amendment: 

An act for the relief of William Marcus; and 

An act for the relief of John Dougherty. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following bills, severally, without 
amendment: 

An act for the relief of Enoch Matson; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and assignees 
of Peter Alba, deceased; and 

An act for the relief of Solomon Sturgess, as- 
signee of Rezin Frazier. 

Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private 


| Land Claims, to which the same had been re- 


ferred, reported the following bills without amend- 
ment: 
The bill for the relief of Paul Poissot; and 
‘The bill for the relief of J. Eloi Rachal. 
Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 


| sions, asked to be discharged from the further 
| consideration of the petition of William Lefevre; 
t which was agreed to, 


Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions of the 
widow of Thomas Crooks and the heir of John 
Goggin, which was agrecd to. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill for the reticf of 
John 8. Wilson; which was read twice. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the petition of Charles G. 


| Gunter, reported a bill to relinquish the rever- 
‘ sionary interest of the United States to a certain | 
reservation in the State of Alabama; which was | 


read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the re- 
lief of Ezekiel Jones, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the 


; memorial of the Friendship Fire Company of 


Alexandria, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the memorial of the directors 
of the Georgetown College, reported a bill to 
incorporate the Georgetown College, in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the papers in re- 
lation to theclaim of John McCartney were taken 
from the files of the last session, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the petition 
and papers of Mrs. Mary W. Thompson, widow 
of Colonel Alexander Thompson, were permitted 
to be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. MORRIS submitted a resolution directing 
the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into 
certain matters pertaining to the institution of 
slavery in the States and Territories, and to re- 
port thereon to the Senate; which he moved 
should be laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. HUBBARD said he hoped that the Sen- 
ate would not, at this late period of the session, 
be called upon to act upon the resolution just pre- 
sented by the Senator from Ohio. ‘This subject 
has been before repeatedly brought to the notice 
of both Houses of Congress. He was entirely 
opposed to the consideration of this resolution at 
this time. He could not believe that the Senate 
would undertake to discuss this agitating ques- 
tion at this period of its session. He had, ever 
since he had been a member of the Senate, op- 
posed all action upon the subject of abolishing 
slavery in the District of Columbia. He had re- 
peatedly expressed his views upon this matter, 
and he had invariably urged it upon the Senate 
that it was «a matter of policy, if not of duty, to let 
this whole subject alone. At the other end of 
this Capitol, his friend, one of the Representa- 
tives from the State he had the honor in part to 
represent, felt it to be his duty to offer sundry 
resolutions in relation to the subject of slavery. 
These resolutions have been fully discussed 
through the publie press; and notwithstanding 
their author has received the most unmeasured 
abuse from particular public journals, yethe was 
free to say that he (Mr. i) most sincerely 
concurred with his friend in every sentiment 
expressed by -him in those resolutions; and he 
might add that a great majority of the constita- 
ents of his friend, he had reason to believe, were 
prepared fully to sustain him in the course he 
had pursued upon this subject. With these opin- 
ions he could not consent to consider the subject 
iat thie time. He was now, ashe had heretofore 
been, wholly opposed to the consideration of this 
matter. Ele would not, unsolicited by those 
whose interests are to be affected by this pro- 
ceeding, act in any way upon the subject em- 
braced in the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, inquired if it would 
not be in order to move that the resolution should 
not be received, 

The PRESIDENT stated that the rule of the 
Senate, directing that resolutions submitted by 
| members of that body should be received, was 
positive, and did not admit of any question. 
Senators who objected to the resolution would 
have an opportunity to-morrow, when it came up 
| for consideration, to move for its rejection; that it 
imight be laid on the table, or for its indefinite 
postponement, 

Mr. FOSTER expressed his surprise that the 
Senate had not the power by an instantaneous 
vote to refuse to receive the motion. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that in analogous 
cases leave was asked and granted before propo- 
sitions could be submitted to the Senate, and in- 
stanced the case of a Senator who wished to in- 
troduce a bill. In that case leave was asked, and 
the question propounded was, should lave be 
granted, and the power of granting Jeave implies 
the power of refusing it. This principle, he 
thought, was also applicable to the reception of 
esolutions, and that the Senate had power to re- 
| ject any proposition they thought proper. It is 


i + . ee 
|| possible to conceive a case where a proposition 


; might be submitted which was abusive or libelous 
' of the Senate itself. Would they have no power 
in such a case to rejectit? He merely put this 
| to illustrate his position, that. the Senate was not 


i bound to entertain every proposition submitted 
| toit. As the question would again come up to- 
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morrow, he would not. consume the time of the 
Senate by discussing it further at present. 7 

The PRESIDENT stated that the rules of the 
Senate admitted of no doubt on the subject. The 
members of the body, in submitting resolutions, 
acted on their responsibility to the Senate and the 
country for the proper or improper exercise of the 
right, and in this differed from individuals whose 
petitions were presented in this body. While the 
rule existed there could be no question of the right. 
Tf it was the wish of the Senate to alter the rule, 
he would with pleasure conform to it, as his only 
object was to perform the duty of Presiding OM- 
cer with strictness and impartiality. 

Mr. MORRIS withdrawing the proposition to 
print, the resolution was laid on the table. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time and 

assed: 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensioners of the Uni- 
ted States for the year 1839; and 

An act to provide for the location and tempo- 
rary support of the Seminole Indians removed 
from Florida. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Paxson was 
taken up; and the question on its. engrossment 
‘was decided in the negative—ayes 14, noes 15. 

So the bill was rejected. 


ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill providing for 
the armed occupation of that part of the Terri- 
tory of Florida which is overrun by hostile In- 
dians. 

Mr. BENTON submitted some amendments to 
improve the details of the bill; which were 
adopted; after which, : 

Mr. PRESTON observed, that, as the chair- 
man of the committee yesterday expressed a wish 
that some motion should be made to test the sense 
of the Senate on the general principles of this bill, 
he would now move that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. BEN'TON called for the yeas and nays on 
the question; which, being ordered, the motion 
prevailed—yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: 
`- YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, 
Davis, Foster, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Morris, Prentiss, 
Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith of In- 
diana; Spence, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Webster, White, 
and Young—-23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Lump- 
kin, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Wall, Williams of Mississippi, and Wright— 


19, 

Mr. ROBINSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote just taken, stating that, not being within 
the Chamber when the question was propounded, 
he voted under a misapprehension, and believed 
that he was voting for the bill. 

Messrs. BENTON and LUMPKIN spoke in 
favor of the reconsideration. 


~ After which, on taking the question, the re- | 


consideration was ordered, without a division; 
and the bill was laid on the table till to-morrow. 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 


the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading: 


A bill granting to the State of Illinois the right | 


of way. through the public lands of the United 
States; 


A bill for the benefit of the Selma. and Ten- 


nessee Railroad Company; 

A bill for the relief of Captain Snodgrass’s 
company of Alabama volunteers; 

A bill to regulate the pay of masters in the 
Navy; 

A bill for the relief of John McCloud; 

A bill te establish a pension agency at Mont- 
pelier, in the State of Vermont; and 
.. A bill for.the relief of Ephraim Sprague. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr, WRIGHT submitted the following mo- 
tion; which was wad, ànd ordered to be printed: 
Resolved, That the bill before the Senate entitled “ An 
act for the relief of the legal representatives of John J. 
‘Bulow, jr, deceased,” and all other bills before the Senate 
providing for the payment of claims of sufferers -by the late 
fndian wars in the Tesritory of Florida, and in the States 
of Tennessee, Georgia, and Alabama, he recammitted to 


the Committee on Claims, with instructions that the com- | 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 


mittee examine, and report to the Senate, whether facts 
are before the committee or the body, wpon which a judg- 
ment can be formed as to the extent and character of the 
claims for indemnity to grow out.of these wars’, of the ex- 
tent of those claims which will be embraced within the 
principles of the bills already reported for the action of the 
Senate; and, if so, to report further a general bill in con- 
formity with the principles which they shall suppose ought 
to be adopted for the settlement of those claims, the facts 
and testimony upon which their conclusions are founded, 
and the amount of claims to be embraced within the legis- 
lation they may propose. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 


priation to construct a national armory in the West. 


After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespar, February 6, 1839. 


As-soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. HAYNES rose and said he would make 
another effort to dispose of the President’s annual 
message, if the House would indulge him, and | 
he would therefore ask leave to submit a motion 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union therefrom. 

Mr. KENNEDY moved a call of the House; 
which was lost. 

Mr. HAYNES was going on to remark on the 
importance of that portion of it which related to 
the census; when 

Mr. SHIELDS objected. 

Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the rules, 
and demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, i 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, suggested to the gen- 
tileman to move a discharge of the committee from 
so much of the message as related to the census, 
and Mr. M. would vote for it. 

Mr. HAYNES replied that he was not disposed 
to leave the opportuni open for it again to be 
said that the President’s message had not been | 
referred. , 

The question on suspending was then taken; | 
and resulted in the negative, two thirds not voting 
therefor—yeas 75, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Andrews, Banks, Beatty, Beers, | 
Beirne, Bicknell, Borden, Bouldin, Buchanan, Cambreleng, | 
John Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Cleveland, Clowney, Craig, 
Cushman, De Graff, Edwards, Ewing, James Garland, Glas- 
cock, Grantland, Gray, Harrison, Haynes, Holt, Robert M. 
T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, | 
Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Klingensmith, | 
Lincoln, Marvin, James M, Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert 
McClellan, Abraham McClellan, McClure, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Noble, Parker, Parmenter, Paynter, Pennybacker, 
Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, | 
Reily, Rives, Robinson, Sheffer, Chartes Shepard, Sheplor, 
Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Toucey, ‘Turney, Vander- 
veer, Weeks, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Williams, Worthington, and Yell—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Bell, Biddle, Bond, William 
B. Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Carter, Chambers, 
Cheatham, Corwin, Crabb, Cranston, Cushing, Darlington, 
Davies, Dunn, Everett, Richard Fletcher, Rice Garland, 
Giddings, Goode, Grennelt, Harper, Henry, Herod, Henry | 
Johnson, Kennedy, Mallory, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menefee, Calvary Morris, Nay- 
lor, Noyes, Potts, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Ridgway, 
Robertson, Russell, Sergeant, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sibley, Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, Talia- 
ferro, Tillinghast, John White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard | 
Williams, Christopher H. Williams, and Word—59. 

Mr. KENNEDY asked the consent, of the 
House to take up and consider the resolution sub- 
mitted by him some time since, calling for certain 
information in relation to the contracts of the 
Navy Department. 

Objection being made, : 

Mr. KENNEDY moved a suspension of the | 
rules, and the yeas and nays having been ordered | 
on his call, they were taken, and were—yeas 96 | 


nays 60. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. } 


At the suggestion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, |; 
and by unanimous consent, reports from commit- | 
tees were called for. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, moved the discharge of that | 
committee from the further consideration of the 
petition of Gamaliel L. Smith, and that it be 
referred to the Committee of Claims, which was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. C. also reported sundry amendments to the 


H 
i 
| 
| 
| 


civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 
Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee of 


Claims, reported, without. amendment; Senaste 
bill for the relief of William B. Ferguson and 
sureties; which was ordered toa third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. n 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the: Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making: ap- 

ropriations for the erection of a marine hospital 
h the city of St. Joseph, in the Territory of Elor- 
ida. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the same ‘committee, 
reported without amendment the joint resolution 
from the Senate authorizing the President ofthe 
United States to cause certain surveys to. be 
made. 4 

Also, a bill making appropriations for buildi 
light-houses, light-boats, beacon lights, an 
buoys, for the year 1839. 

Also, a bill making appropriations for building 
a pier at the northern extremity of lake Winne- 
bago, and for other purposes. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Nathan Levy. 

Also, a bill to amend the act to authorize a re- 
gister or enrollment license to be issued in the 
name of the president or secretary of the incor- 
porated company owning a steamboat or vessel, 
passed 3d March, 1825. 

Mr. DE GRAFF, from the same committee, 
reported a bill supplementary to the tonnage and 
impost acts of 1799 and 1803; which was ordered 
to a third reading to-morrow. ; ' 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Elliot Smith 
and Nathan Palmer. 

Also, a bill for the relief of George Willis. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was concurred in: f 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be required to transmit to this House, at as early a 
day as practicable, a copy of the correspondence between 
him and the recorder in relation to the correcting, examin- 
ing, signing, and issuing of patents; and a statement, as 
near as can be ascertained, of the average number of er- 
roneous patents issued by mistake or inhdvertence, and his 
opinion with regard to the best remedy for the prevention 
of like errors in future. ` 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making a donation of land to the 
Territory of Iowa, for the purpose of erecting 
public buildings thereon. f 

Also, a bill to compensate the township of Dub- 
lin, Mercer county, Ohio, for the loss of school 
lands. ; 

Mr. LOOMIS, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill authorizing the issuing of duplicate 

and warrants in cases where the original war- 
rants are lost or destroyed. 

Mr. L. also reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in: à 7 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be prepared and presented to the next 
Congress, at an early day, a plan for the sate of: the publie 
mineral lands, having reference as well to the amount of 
revenue to be derived from them, and their value as publie 
property, as to the equitable claims of individuals on them 5 
and that he, at the same time, communicate to Congress 
all the information in possession of the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment relative to their location, value, productiveness, and 
occupancy; and that he cause such further information to 
be collected, and surveys to be made, as may be necessary 
for these purposes. 

Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported, with an amend- 
ment, Senate bill to amend the act establishing 
criminal courts in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, Senate 
bill for the relief of Dr. John Campbell White, of 
Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; which, on 
Mr. T.’s motion, was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of William H. Robertson, Samuel H. Gar- 
row, and J. W. Simonton. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Henry Hoffman. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee. on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Don Carlos de 
Villemont. 

Mr. CRABB, from the same committee; re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of Henry Wilson, confirming certain land 
purchases in Arkansas; which was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and’ passed. 
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on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the erec- 
tion ofan armory on the western waters. 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations to pay the 
militia of Vermont called out by the Governor of 
that State to prevent unlawful incursions into 
Canada. i 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the 
purchase of land adjoining the arsenal at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina. 

Also, a bill making appropriations to carry on 
and complete certain military surveys. 

‘Also, without amendment, the joint resolution 
from the Senate for the purchase of the island at 
the confluence of the St. Peter’s and Mississippi 
rivers; which was read the third time and passed. 

Also, a joint'resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to purchase, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, a site for a powder magazine and keep- 
er’s house; which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-day. 

Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported a bill for the relief of the Brother- 
ton Indians, in the Territory of Wisconsin. 

Also, a bill to establish a system of internal 
a idea in Wisconsin. 

Iso, a bill to fix the salaries of the keepers of 
the public archives in Florida. 

Mr. POTTS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to alter and amend the organic law 
of the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported the following 

ills: 

A bill in favor of Ellen Turney; 

A bill in favor of Esther Parrott; 

A bill in favor of Elizabeth Rowe; and 

A bill for the relief of Huldah Farlow. 

Mr. BOND, from the same committee, report- 
eda bill granting a pension to Alexander Gillis. 

Mer MORGAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Peter Hedrick. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Cecilia Ragan. 

» Also, a bill for the relief of Philip Hartman. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported a bill granting a pension to 
Joanna Bartlett. 

Mr, TAYLOR, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
to Emanuel Srope. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to John H. 
Lincoln. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Jacob Buler. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Peter W. Short. 

Mr. STANLY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Sylvester Tiffin, 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Levi 
Coleman. 

Also, a bill for the relicf of Neil Shannon. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, of New York, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Poole. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, from the Committee | 
on Commerce, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Lemuel C. Richmond. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the same com- 
mittee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
of Stephen White and Samuel Fetty place. 

On motion of Mr. WORD, the Committee on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further | 
consideration of the petition of certain citizens of | 
Missouri, praying a cession of swamp lands. 

Mr. KEMBLE, fram the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Ann C. Stephen. 

Mr. GRENNELL, from the same committee, j 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
William Callender, | 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Pensions, made unfavorable re-! 
ports on the petitions of Martha Laman, Simon | 
Brewion, and Edmund Leavenworth, | 

Mr. BOND, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Mrs. | 
Anne Royal. 

Mr. SIBLEY, from the same committee, made | 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Barbary | 
Burnham. í | 

Mr. CHILDS, from the same. committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Rachel 


Fox. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, madé unfavorable reports on the-peti- 
tions of Frederick Lantz, Job Wood, Peter Fees- 
ton, Daniel Wilson, and David R. Whitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the same committee, 
made unfavorable reports on the petitions of 
Samuel Day and Benjamin Wood. 

Mr. HEROD, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Daniel 
Shipley. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the same 
committee, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Ephraim Shaler. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Patents, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Amelia Wells. 

On motion of Mr. CONNER, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution 
of the House of the 14th ultimo authorizing an 
inquiry into the expediency of permitting publi- 
cations on agriculture to be conveyed by mail, 
free of postage. 

Mr. E also, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of sundry 
citizens of the town of, and vicinity of, Maple- 
ville, in the county of Bibb, State of Alabama, 
praying compensation sufficient to secure the ser- 
vices of a postmaster to perform the extraordi- 
nary duties required at that post office. 

Mr. SERGEANT, from the select committee 
on steam engines, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was concurred in: 


Resolved, 'That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition and papers relating to 
the alleged invention of Cadwallader Evans, the subject 
being properly cognizable by the commissioner appointed 
under the act of last session, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the select commit- 
tee thereon, reported a joint resolution in favor 
of the heirs of Colonel David Rumsey; which 
was postponed till Saturday next. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the select committee on 
the subject, reported a bill to provide for the col- 
lection and disbursement of the public revenue. 

Mr. PICKENS moved to print five thousand 
extra copies of the report; but it being objected 
to, the motion lies over. 


ARMY BILL. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the Army service bill for 1839. 

The question pending was the amendment 
moved yesterday by Mr. Mercer, “ for the pros- 
ecution of surveys under the act of the 30th of 
April, 1834, $30,000.’ 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the following 
substitute, ‘for arrearages of surveys under the 
act of 30th of April, 1824, $4,000,” and produced 
a letter from Colonel Abert, chief of the topo- 
graphical bureau, showing the latter sum to be all 
that was required at present under that act. 

Mr. MERCER opposed the amendment as not 
providing for a further execution of the law, a 
law which was still in force. Mr. M. produced 
a letter from the Secretary of War, recommend- 
ing the larger sum. Mr. M. insisted that it was 
the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to provide for carrying out that law. 

Mr. BELL complained of this mode of shifting 
responsibility from the Executive shoulders, by 
these private estimates sent in from time to time, 
without, in many instances, the slightest privity 
on the part of the House, and by which members 
of that House were often held alone responsible 
for appropriations which had been recommended 
by the Executive. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, remarking that a bill 
having been reported this morning providing 
$10,000 for the carrying on and completing of 
military surveys, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HOLSEY made a general reply to the po- 
sitions assumed by Mr. Mercer and Mr. BELL. 

Mr. PICKENS contended that the act of 1824 
only authorized an appropriation of $30,000 for 
that one year, and not, as Mr. Mercer insisted, 
from year to year. Mr. P. was opposed to the 
continuance of the appropriation on constitutional 
grounds, because, though if confined to military 
surveys only, they would come within the pale 
of the Constitution, but it was notorious that 
these surveys, as they had for years been carried 
on, formed the bases upon which the internal im- 
provement system was constructed. ‘The amount 
of $30,000 was but a trifle, yet he Iooked to the 


as both unconstitutional! and inexpedient. Mr. 
G. then went into a general argument against the 
proposition, as. productive of works of internal 
Improvement, and involving immense appropri- 
ations, often for improvements which, but for 
these surveys, would never have been thought of. 
Mr. G. had heard much about economy and re- 
form, and he asked when and where were they 
to begin? Where could there be a more fit and 
suitable occasion than on these surveys; espe- 
cially, too, when the Treasury was empty? If 
these new surveys were authorized, gentlemen 
would be asking for harbors, clearing rivers and 
creeks, constructing light-houses, &c., and as so 
much had been said for some time past on the 
necessity of economy, here was the place to test 
ithe sincerity of men of all parties, because the 
interest of almost all were involved. For him- 
| self, Mr. G. had always opposed these propo- 
sitions as unconstitutional. 

Mr. EVANS advocated the amendment as 
| complying with the provisions of an existing 


aw. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, contended that if the 
House rejected this amendment, the advocates of 
strict construction would not attain their object, 
for the surveys, if not made under the law of 
1824, would be made in some other way, and as 
much money would be indirectly appropriated as 
if the matter were openly and avowedly voted for, 
He denied that the great principle adverted to by 
Mr. Picxens and Mr. Garand was involved in 
this proposition, though, if it was, he should vote 
for it, though he was not in favor of an.extrav- 
agant scheme of internal improvements. He eu- 
logized the law of 1824 as having given birth to 
many a splendid work in the States, that, but for 
it, would never, perhaps, have been constructed. 

Mr. TAYLOR said, because appropriations 
had been made in consequence of the act of 1824, 
he did not deem it obligatory upon Congress to 
continue them, for he denied that that act was 
prospective in its operation, but was limited to 
the year of its passage; and he, for one, was not 
disposed to continue them. Moreover, the prop- 
osition was of too general and indefinite a char- 
acter, and should not be adopted unless the House 
knew what specific surveys were to be made, so 
that they might judge of their nationality. He 
was willing to go for a survey of this character, 
but for nothing more. 

Mr. HOWARD remarked that the gentleman’s 
own rule should induce him to vote for this ap- 
propriation, for, although it was true that the sum 
of $30,000 was asked for in gross, yet the com- 
munication of the Secretary of War had specified 
the surveys proposed to be made for the coming 
year. 

After some remarks from Messrs. GARLAND 

and CRAIG, in opposition, and Mr. CARTER, 
in favor of the amendment, Mr. PETRIKIN 
obtained the floor, and moved the previous ques- 
tion; which the House, by tellers, refused to sec- 
ond, there being 65 for, and 67 against it. 
_ Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed the hope that 
if gentlemen were determined to have this appro- 
priation, it would be done in a separate bill, and 
made specific. He said the law of 1824, which 
this amendment in effect goes to revive, places in 
the hands of the President a power which he 
wished not to see given again to any person; that 
it gave him absolute power to go through every 
State of the Union, to make what surveys he 
pleased. He hoped that there was no party in this 
House disposed to do the like act; and if it were 
| necessary to appropriate this amount to surveys, 
that there were other billy in which this amend- 
ment might, with more propriety, be inserted. 
He appealed to the House, therefore, not to ap- 
pend it to the Army bill, but to appropriate it by 
specific law, and place it upon its own merits. 

Mr. ROBINSON was understood to be. op- 
posed to the amendment on the ground that it 
would revive the act of 1824. “He was opposed 
to the whole system of internal improvements, 
and contended that it was a war upon the Con- 
stitution. 

Before taking any question, 

On motion of Mr. MURRAY, the 
! journed. : 


House ad- 
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Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from the 
Philadelphia Board of Trade, praying Congress 
to cause piers to be constructed at Delaware city, 
at the eastern debouch of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware canal, for the protection of ships in the 
winter season; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial of the clerks 
of the Indian Bureau, praying that their compen- 
sation may be raised to an equality with that of 
other clerks; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. S. also presented papers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. YOUNG presented four memorials froma 
number of citizens of the northern part of Ili- 
nois, praying for the establishment of a land of- 
fice in that portion of the State; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented a letter from Rob- 
ert Schuyler, upon the subject of steam boilers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented a memo- 
rial, signed bya number of the inhabitants of the 
District of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
interference of the citizens of other parts of the 
country in the subject of slavery in the District, 
and against any action on the part of Congress 
in compliance with such unauthorized interfer- 
ence. 

After giving an abstract of the contents of the 
memorial, Mr. C. said he would embrace the op- 
portunity of presenting his views on the subject 
of these abolition petitions. He said he had been, 
and wasstill, of the opinion thatthe proper course 
for the disposal of these petitions would have been 
to receive them and refer them to an appropriate 
committee, who might present to the community 
a strong and argumentative appeal on the sub- 
ject. A majority of the Senate thought other- 
wise; and while they had no intention to violate 
the right of petition, the course which they had 
adopted had enabled the Abolitionists to represent 
them as having done so, and thereby greatly to 
increase their numerical strength. He said that 
the petitions for the abolition of slavery in the 
District and in the Territories were but a means 
of accomplishing the ultimate aim of the Aboli- 
tionists—universal emancipation. They were 
stages, and short stages, to a bloody goal—eman- 
cipation without compensation, and without 
moral preparation, For this they were attempt- 
ing to excite the people of one section of the 
Union against another section, by exaggerated 
pictures of the horrors of slavery. Hence their 
continual agitation of the subject, and their at- 
tempt to connect it with the political controver- 
sies of country. He alluded to the distin- 
guished agitator in another sphere, (O’Connell,) 
who has said that we should be excluded from 
the respectable society of Europe—a society to 
which he himself has only a kind of contraband 
admittance, and was tolerated with a scornful 
repugnance. He considered his ebullitions as 
the malignant ravings of the plunderer of hisown 
country, and the libeler of a kindred people. He 
said that persons of both sections, and of the dif- 
ferent political parties of the Union, have endeav- 
ored to profit by the abolition excitement. 

Previous to the late presidential election, Mr. 
Van Buren had been charged with being an Aboli- 
tionist. He (Mr. C.) never participated or be- 
lieved in this charge. No, sir, he is no Abolition- 
ist. He conjured Abolitionists to pause, and look 
onthe dreadful precipice towards which they were 
hurrying our beloved country. He denied that 
Congress. had any power to legislate upon the 
subject ofslavery. He said that by the Missouri 
compromise, Florida had a right, when she had 
the requisite population, to be admitted into the 
Union with-the institution of slavery. He denied 
the right of Congress to interfere with slavery in 
the District of Columbia, so long as slavery did 
not interfere with the comfortable occupation of 
the District as a seat of Government for the 
Union, which was provided by the act of cession. 


The idea of Congress having power to prohibit | 


the transportation of slaves from one State to 
another was preposterous. He said that the ul- 
timate aim of Abolitionists was emancipation, the 


the destruction of propert 
$1,200,000,000 by a single fiat of legislation. It 
was said there was no right of property in slaves; 
but that was property which the laws made 
property. If Abolitionists were sincere, they 
should begin, as a preliminary step, to raise these 
$1,200,000,000, for it would be the height of 
Injustice to ask citizens of slaveholding States 
to raise money to pay for their own property. 
He said that the Abolitionists, whatever they 
might profess, were in favor of amalgamation, 
and supposed, as the leading white Abolitionists 
evinced no disposition to commence the work, 
that they intended it should be carried out by the 
poorer class, who were expected to consent to the 
vile and loathsome association. . He said that the 
two colors could not associate together on terms 
of equality; the whites must rule the blacks, or 
the blacks would rule them; that contests for su- 
periority would inevitably take place, and widely 
extended carnage and desolation would be the 
result. Our country, with its happy population, 
its smiling cities, and well cultivated plantations, 


would present nought but desolated fields, confla- |; 


grated cities, and scenes of butchery and murder. 
Mr. C. illustrated and defended these and other 

ositions in an able speech of nearly two hours 
In length, which will be presented to our readers 
after it is published. 

Mr. CALHIOUN said that when he turned his 
eyes back for the last twelve months, and com- 
pared what he then heard with what was now 
said, in the same quarter, he was forcibly struck, 
and, he might say, pleasurably, with the change. 
{ think (said he) that it was just about one year 
since that the Senate was engaged in the discus- 
sion of a series of resolutions relating to the same 
subject on which we have heard the Senator to- 
day, and which occupied the time of this body 
for about two weeks, in the discussion of what 
many were pleased to call useless abstractions. 
At that time abolition was advancing with strides 
which threatened the Union itself. To meet the 
approaching danger, he (Mr. C.) turned his eyes 
to State-rights, as the ark of our safety, and which 
has, heretofore, carried us safely through every 
difficulty. The resolutions to which he referred 
were put forward as the rallying ground for all 
who embraced the State-rights creed. How they 
were received on the Opposition side, he would 
not say; but on this side he was ably supported 
by his Republican friends of the North, the grate- 
ful recollection of which he should ever retain. 
That movement gave the first effectual blow to 
abolition. 

At the close of the session, it was followed up 
by the address to the people of the United States, 
which was headed by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut on my right, [Mr. Nizes.] It took the same 
elevated ground, that this was not a consolidated 


Government, but a Federal Republic of confed- || 


erated sovereignties; and that neither this Gov- 
ernment, nor any of the States, or their citizens, 
had a right, either here or elsewhere, to interfere 
with the domestic institutions of the other States. 
This address, following the original move, had 
a powerful effect in consolidating all of the State- 
rights creed throughout the entire non-slavehold- 
ing States against the Abolitionists, which effect- 
ually checked their further progress. 

At the beginning of this session, another move- 


ment on the same principle, made in the other |; 


wing of the Capitol, (Mr. Aruerton’s resolu- 
tions,) and which was sustained by a strong ma- 
jority, followed with the most happy effect. The 
work was done. The spirit of abolition was over- 
thrown, of which we have a strong confirmation 
in what we have thisday heard. ‘The South was 
consolidated as one man against it, and a great 
political party to the North was nearly equally 
united in opposition; and he hoped, from indica- 
tions that could scarcely deceive, that the other 
party there would also soon be found rallied 
against it. ads f 
Sir, this is a great epoch in our political his- 
tory. Of all the dangers to which we have ever 
been exposed, this has been the greatest. We 


may now consider it as passed. The resolutions || 


to which he referred, with the following move- 
ments, gave the fatal blow, to which the position 


now assumed by the Senator from Kentucky has i| 


| the discussion has effected a great changè among 
j ourselves, There were many, very many, in the 


| slaveholding States who, at the commencement 


! has greatly improved, and the other has not de- 

| teriorated; while, in a political point of view, it 

| has been the great stay of the Union and our free 

: institutions, and one of the main sources of the 

; unbounded prosperity of the whole. Now 'that 
we have withstood the shock, our institutions 

| would be viewed more fairly than they have heré- 

| tofore been; and he had no apprehension but that 

: the result would be a great change of feeling’ to- 
i wards them, not only in our country, but ‘over 
| the civilized world. 

Į did not rise, to enter into a discussion of the 
subject. I heard the Senator from Kentucky with 
i pleasure. His speech will have a happy effect, 
‘and will do much to consummate what had al- 
| ready been so happily begun, and successfully 
carried on towards a completion. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on Tn- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the act for-the 
relief of John L. Allen, reported the same without 
| amendment. : ee e 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on” Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the resolution of the 
Senate of January 23d, made a report thereon, 
concluding with the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolutions of the Ben- 
ate of the 23d January last, respecting territorial banking 
institutions, and the extension of the jurisdiction of the 
courts over the same ; and that the second of the said reso- 
lutions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which 
| was agreed to. see 
| Mr. W. also, from the same committee, tò 
| which was referred the following bills, reported 
the same without amendment: = 

An act for the relief of Samuel McComb; and 

An act for the relief of Henry Lynch. ; 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported 
i the same without amendment, and witha recom- 
| mendation that they should not pass: ae 
An act for the relief of Chastelain and Ponvert; 
An act for the relief of Zachariah Jellison; 
An act for the relief of Samuel D. Walker; 
An act for the relief of James W. Osborne; and 
| An act for the relief of John B. Lasalla. 
| 


| Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
| which memorials on the subjects had been re- 
| ferred, reported the following bills; which were 
| severally read, and ordered to a second reading: 

A bill for the relief of William A. Whitehead; 
and ; 

A bill to remit or refund duties on railroad iron 
imported by the Wrightsville and York railroad 
; company. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation for 
| the improvement of the harbor of Milwaukee, in 
| the Territory of Wisconsin; which was read, and 
' ordered to a second reading. 

i Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which had been referred an act to au- 
| thorize the President of the United States to cause 
to be issued to Us-se-yoholo, a Creek Indian, a 
patent for a certain reservation of land in the State 
of Alabama, reported the same without amend- 
| ment. 

| Mr. S. also, from the same committee, to which 
i had been referred the following bills, reported the 
same without amendment, and with a recommend- 
ation that they do not pass: 

An act for the relief of Milly Yates; 

An act for the relief of Willis Stevens; + 

An act for the relief of Poas Hadjo;. . 

An act for the relief of Joseph Dukes; aad 
| An act forthe relief of John Baldridge. 

Mr: WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the’ Com- 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
t 
t 
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mittee on Pensions, to which was referred the 
petition of Henry Fry, reported a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, to | 
which petitions on the subject had been referred, 
reported a bill for the relief of Samuel White and 
a bill for the relief of William Terry; which were 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr.M.also, from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the resolution of the Senate, instruct- 
ing them to inquire into the expediency of an 
alteration in the pension laws, reported that the 
same was inexpedient. | 

Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill supplementary | 
to anact granting lots to Columbia College in the | 
District of Columbia; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the resolu- 
tion, of the Senate, directing them to inquire into 
the claim of John J. Catlett, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that the petitioner have leave to withdraw 
his papers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which were referred the following bills, re- 
ported the same without amendment: 

A. bill for the relief of James Selden; and 

A bill for the relief of George Innis. 

On motion of Mr. McKEAN, it was 

Resolved, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
in relation to the claims of the heirs of Benjamin Harvey be 
again referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
with instructions to report thereon. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Wriewr was adopted, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill for the relief of William B. Fergerson 
and others, was read the third time and passed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


l HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
|  Tuvrsoay, February 7, 1839. 


` Mr. JOHENSON, of Maryland, from the select 
committee of twenty-six, on the subject of the 
public lands, reported the following resolution: 


Resolred, That the committee report to the House, and 
ask leave to be discharged fram the further consideration 
of the subject-umatters referred to tbem, and that the jour- 
nal of the commpittee be reported and published. 

Resolved, further, What the committee deem it inexpe- 
dient to take further steps on the sabject of the public 
Rands. 


Mr. ROBER'TSON, one of the committee, ex- 
pressed his dissent from the report, and moved | 
to recommit it, with instructions to strike out all 
after the word “resolved,” and insert as follows: 

That hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall eause | 
separate accounts to be Kept of all moneys paid into the | 
Treasury on acconnt of sales of the public Hands, to be dis- 
posed ot in the mauner herein provided, unless otherwise 
by law specially directed, vis: he shall, on the Ist day of 
July succeeding the next census, and hereafter semi-annu- 
ally on the Ist days of July and January in every year, di- 
vide ail the said moneys then in the Treasury among thes 
eral States of the Union, iu the ratio of their federal num 
Provided, nevertheless, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to prohibit the appropriation of the proeeeds 
of the public lands, or such portion thereof as may be re- 
quisite to mect the nece y expenditures of the Govern- 
ment for any year in which the reecipts from the castoms 
and other sourees of reventte should be estimated to fall be- 
low milion doilars, and when it shall be deemed 
proper on that account to apply the said proceeds to spe- 
cial appropriations to supply the deficiency and meet those 
expenditures: Provided, also, That in the event of a war i 
between the United States and auy foreign Power, the said 
semi-annual division shall cease and be suspended during 
the continuance of such war: Provided, moreover, ‘That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to impair the 
right and obligation of Congress, whenever it shall satisfac 
torily appear that benefits from the use of the public lan 
or the proceeds thereof, have been heretofore, or shall b 
hereafter, conferred on particular States, to extend, as far 
as practicable, to each and all the States, in their due and 
jast proportions, who may require, or be willing to accept 
them, similar benefits upon the same or equivalent terms. 


Mr. R. addressed the House at length in sup- 
port of his proposition, and went into the history 
of the action of the various States of the Union || 
on the subject of a disposition of the public lands. | 
Mr. R. kept the floor till the orders of the day | 
were announced. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House. the 
following message from the President of the Uni- į 


| 
| 


To the Senate and : 5 : 
House of Representatives of the United States : 

In compliance with the act of Congress of the 3d March, 
1829, I herewith transmit to Congress the tenth annual re- 
port of the board of inspectors of the penitentiary of Wash- 
ington. - M. VAN BUREN. 


WASHINGTON, February 6, 1839. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following executive communications: 

A report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 15th ultimo, transmitting 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, giving information of the whole 
amount of the public lands to which the Indian 
title has been extinguished, the amount granted 
for bounty and public services, the amount sur- 
veyed, the amounts ceded to the States and Ter- 
ritories and reserved for purposes of education, 
&c., the entire cost to the Government of all pub- 
liclands to which the Indian title has been extin- 
guished, and the quantities of land that have re- 
mained unsold by the latest return, &c., &c. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
in obedience to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 28th instant, transmitting a 
report from the colonel of the topographical en- 
gineers, accompanied by a report and drawings 
of the harbor of Stonington, Connecticut. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, | 
in obedience to a resolution of the House of the | 
28th ultimo, giving his opinion whether the im- 
provements can be suspended or discontinued 
upon the harbors now in process of construction, | 
without endangering the existence of the struc- 
tures already begun, and without exposing the 
Government to a waste of the moneys already 
expended; showing, also, the average progress 
of these harbors towards completion, and how 
far the interests of commerce would be deleteri- 
ously affected by such suspension or discontin- 
uance; accompanied by various documents re- 
lating to these subjects. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in reply to a resolution of the House. of 
Representatives of the 31st December, giving a 
statement of the number of pensions under the 
act of March 18, 1816, which have been relin- 
quished, and other information respecting them. 

A communication from the Seeretary of the 
Treasury, in obedience to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 4th instant, giv- 
ing information as to what funds have been paid 
by that Department to William E. Woodruff, 
pension agent for the State of Arkansas. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, forwarding the report of the commis- 
sioners appointed to test the usefulness of inven- 
tions to prevent the explosion of steam boilers. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
poig in relation to the accounts of Thomas 
Irvine, district attorney for the western district 
of Pennsylvania. 

Which several communications were ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, BTC. | 


Petitions were, on leave, presented by Messrs. 
TILLINGHAST, NAYLOR, FLETCHER of 
Massachusetts, JOHNSON of Louisiana, KEM- 
BLE, GOODE, and CRANSTON. 

(Mr. Kemsie submitted a joint resolution for 
the survey of the lakes on the northern and north- 
western confines of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Jounson, of Louisiana, presented a peti- 
tion, signed, it is believed, by several thousand 
citizens of the State of Louisiana, soliciting the | 
entire repeal of the acts providing for the natural- 
ization of foreigners, and that Congress will make 
provision, by law, for ihe protection of the Uni- 
ted States from the indiscriminate influx of for- 
eign emigrants, both of which they deem neces- 
sary for the preservation of our Republic and 
glorious institutions. 

On motion of Mr. Jounson, the petition was | 
ordered to be printed, and was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union.] 


ARMY SERVICE BILL. 
The House then resumed the consideration of 


which were ordered. 

: The main point of the debate. on this. proposed 
item was, whether the act of 1824 was prospective 
and continuous in its operation, or expired at the 
end of the year, or when the first appropriation 
made by it was expended. The opposers of Mr. 
Mercer’s amendment insisted upon the limita- 
tion, and that the law was no longer in force; 
while its supporters contended that the act was a 
general one, and the money appropriated under 


| it designed to be continued annually. The fol- 


lowing is the law of 1824, the second and only 
other section merely appropriating $30,000 to 
carry out the requirement of the first: 

“Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States is hereby authorized to 
cause the necessary surveys, plans, and estimates, to be 
made of the routes of such roads and canals as he may deem 
of national importance, in a commercial or military point 
of view, or necessary for the transportation of the public 
mail; designating, in the case of each canal, what parts 
may be made capable of sloop navigation; the surveys, 
plans, and estimates, for each, when completed, to be laid 
before Congress,” 

Mr. MERCER again addressed the House et 
length in support of his proposition. 

Mr. HOWARD moved a substitute for the 
amendment, by specifying the surveys to be made, 
the amount being the same. 

Mr. HAYNES said he would intrude but a 
few moments upon the attention of the House. 
He said we had heard much about. the act of 1824 


i and its obligations upon Congress to make appro- 


priations for surveys. There was but one portion 
of that act obligatory upon any one. By it the 
President is required to present to Congress such 
objects of survey as, in his judgment, required its 
attention. Congress was left free, by the act re- 
ferred to, to appropriate, or not appropriate, 
money for surveys, as, in its judgment, may seem 
proper. As had been justly observed by his 
friend from South Carolina, {Mr. Prckens,] the 
act of 1824 imposed on Congress no obligation to 
appropriate any particular sum, as the appropri- 
ation of that year was merely an annual appro- 
priation. If it had been intended to be perpetual, 
that intention would have been expressed in the 
act, and further annual appropriations would have 
since been unnecessary. f 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mercur] 
had stated to the House that, since 1824, about 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars had been 
appropriated under the act referred to. This 
shows those appropriations had not bees annu- 
ally repeated, as it would only cover about eight 
years of the thirteen, at the rate of thirty thou- 
sand dollars per annum. Buthe had risen merely 
to ask the House, if $30,000 had been the max- 
imum appropriation for surveys annually, when 
the Treasury was unembarrassed, are we. pre- 
pared to increase it to the unusual amount of 
$55,000 when, if appropriations should be made 
according to the annual estimates, the ways and 
means must be provided by the creation of a na- 
tional debt? Already the Committee on Military 
Affairs had reported a bill asking an appropriation 
of $10,000 for military surveys; and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce had asked an additional sam of 
$15,000 for commercial surveys; and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Menr- 
cer] asked for $30,000 more. He again asked, 
is the House prepared, with an exhausted Treas- 
ury, to exceed the usual appropriation forsurveys 
$25,000? 

Mr. MARVIN obtained the foor; and, the 
subjects being connected, availed himself of the 
opportunity to conclude his speech upon the in- 
ternal improvement system, the constitutionality 
of which he maintained at great length. 

Mr. MALLORY then obtained the floor, and 
moved an adjournment; but yielded it to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, who expressed a wish 
to have all the appropfiation bilis made the spe- 
cial order. from day to day, till disposed of. 

[Cries of * No1 « Not’) f 

Mr. BELL suggested. to make this bill the 
special order for to-morrow and next day. . 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had.no objection; and he 


1839. . ; 


169 


asked leave to submit a motion to that effect, but 
it was objected to; and Mr. C. then moved asus- 
pension of the rules, and demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 
r. POPE moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he mustask for the 
yeas and nays; for, unless his motion prevailed, | 
it would be fatal to the apprepriation bills, for 
nearly all next week would be taken up by other 
special orders. 
The yeas and nays being ordered, i 
Mr. POPE withdrew his motion. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG modified his motion sq ! 
as to make the bill the order for to-morrow and | 
Saturday, also, if not sooner disposed of, and to | 
take it up after the morning business. : 
Mr. PETRIKIN then renewed the motion to | 
adjourn; but the yeas and nays having been again ! 
ordered, on the call of Mr, CAMBRELENG, he with- | 
drew it. i 
The motion to suspend the rules was decided 
in the negative—yeas 93, nays 60; not two thirds. 
Mr. HAYNES then demanded the previous | 


. | 
question. 1i 


_ Mr. MALLORY moved that the House ad- | 
ourn. 

: Mr. INGHAM and Mr. CAMBRELENG si- 

multaneously called for the yeas and nays; which, 

being ordered, were—yeas 57, nays 91. 

So the House refused to adjourn; and the ques- | 
tion recurred on the demand for the previous | 
question; when i 

Mr. NAYLOR moved a call of the House; | 
which was lost. | 

The demand for the previous question was sec- | 
onded—83 to 53. ! 

Mr. MERCER called for the yeas and nays on | 
ordering the main question to be put; but they | 
were refused; and the main question was ordered, | 
put, and agreed to without a division. i 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading, and was then read a third time, and | 
passed, 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frinay, February 8, 1839. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
23d ultimo, in relation to the exercise of banking 
privileges by incorporated companies or individ- 
uals in the Territories of the United States; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a memorial from inhabitants of Ohio 
city, in relation to the neutrality laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from | 
merchants and others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying Congress to make the necessary appro- 
priations to erect a new custom-house for that 
district; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. | 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the peti- 
tion of Colin Bishop, postmaster at Tuscumbia, | 
Alabama; which was referred to the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. i 

Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of | 
Thomas B. Crittenden; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Pensions. i 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the synopsis | 
of a bill before the British Parliament for redu- | 
cing and equalizing letter postage; which was | 
ordered to be printed. | 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which was referred an act for the relief | 
of Isaac Conly, reported the same without amend- | 
ment. | 

Mr. M. also, from the’ same committee, to | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


which was referred the following bills, reported į 
‘the same. without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation against their passage: f 
An act for the relief of George Hommel; 
An act.for the relief of Maria Hornbeck; ! 
An act for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson; | 
and | 
An att for the relief of George Cassady. | 
Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on! 
Foreign: Relations, to- which was referred the fol- | 
owing bills, reported the same with amendments: | 


An act for the relief of Benjamin. Hewitt. 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which |! 
was referred the following bills, reported the same 
without amendment, and with a recommendation || 
for their indefinite postponement: | 
Anact for the relief of Cornelius Manning; and 

1 

| 


i 
Edmund Roberts; and | 
i 
| 
i 


An act for the relief of Benjamin Hodges. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to which had. been re- 
ferred the bill for the relief of Dudley Walker, || 
reported the same with an amendment. 


nance, to which was referred the bill more effect- ;; 
ually to secure public money in the hands of offi- 
cers and agents of the Government, and to punish 


ments; and the bill and amendments were ordered | 


to be printed, and made the special order for : D 
i: question of consideration, and the Senator from 


Tuesday next. i 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, to which was referred the bill to establish | 
i 


a board of commissioners to hear and examine ii 
i course which ought to be pursued upon the res- 


claims against the United States, reported the 


same with an amendment; which was ordered to 


be printed, and, on his motion, it was made the | 
order of the day for Monday next. |i 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which |; 
was referred so much of the memorial of Maria |. 
Helen America Vespucci as relates to conferring 
upon her the right of citizenship, reported against | 
the expediency of any alteration of the law of |: 
Congress eetablishing a uniform mode of natu- li 
ralization, and asked to be discharged from the || 
further consideration thereof. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the resolution 
of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, reported a bill 
for the relief of the assignees to reservations under 
the Choctaw treaty of 1830; which was read, |; 
and ordered to a sccond reading. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, from the Committee |: 
on Foreign Relations, to which was referred the 
act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William Tudor, jr., reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Abel A. Pasko, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to which was referred the act for |! 
the relief of Etienne Lalande, reported the same jj 
with wut amendment. A 
| 


Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred an act for the relief | 
of Daniel Ward and George Ficklin, reported 
the same without amendment. 


RESOLUTIONS. i 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the fol- |) 


lowing resolution; which was considered and |! 
adopted: i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce beinstructed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing additional || 
ground for the use of the custom-bouse in Mobile. H 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before the Senate the annual amount of net revenue 
collected from ali sources in each year for the last ten years, 
designating, as far as it can conveniently be done, the sev- 
eral kinds of goods from which revenue derived from im- |; 
ports is raised, and the amount derived from each kind in į! 
each year, and also the rate of duty. 


i 

| 

SLAVERY QUESTION. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Morais, on |! 
| 

{ 

i 

i 

I 


Wednesday, on the subject of slavery, coming | 
up for consideration, li 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, demanded the ques- | 
tion of its consideration. | 
Mr. NORVELL said it was very evident that | 
the consideration of this resolution would lead t 
a long and interminable abolition discussion, and | 
every Senator must be convinced that this would |, 
be productive of no good result, For the pur- || 
pose, therefore, of getting rid of the resolution, 
he moved to lay the question of its consideration | 
on the table, and asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 
Mr. BUCHANAN requested the Senator from |! 
Michigan to withdraw his motion for a moment. | 
Mr. NORVELL assented. o p 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he should vote against i! 


i rest. 


Mr. HUBBARD said that there wasno want of 


: fair play?’ in the course proposed by the: Sena- 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- |; ie ned >. Thi 


tor from Michigan. What is proposed? The 
Senator from Ohio has submitted to the Senate.a 


i resolution upon the subject of domestic slavery 
|; —a resolution embracing subjects important. in 
public defaulters, reported the same with amend- |: 


their character; and if this resolution be, now 
taken up, in his opinion, it would inevitably lead 
to debate. The Senator from Alabama raises the 


Michigan moves to Jay that question on the table. 
The object is manifestly to avoid discussion, at 
this time; and this was, in his judgment, the 


olution. Butthe Senator from Ohio is not there- 
by precluded from offering his views upon: the 


i subject of slavery. He can, if he pleases, in 


imitation of the example set by the Senator from 
Kentucky yesterday, present his views at large 


; on offering to the Senate a memorial on that sub- 
ject. 


This right he has, this privilege he now 
enjoys, if he chooses to exercise it, and he knew 
of no rule of the Senate which could prevent him 
or any Senator from going fully into the subject 
of any memorial he might be called upon to pre- 
sent. But he did hope that the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Ohio would not be taken up 
for consideration. If once before'the Senate, it 


, would be debated, and such a debate could lead 


to no profitable result. At this period of the ses- 


| sion, he was utterly opposed to bringing that tes- 


olution before the Senate, and he should, with 
great pleasure, vote in favor of the motion of his 


| friend from Michigan. 


Mr. MORRIS felt very much obliged to the 
Senator from New Hampshire for the information 
that he had the same right as any other Senator 
to express his opinions on subjects brought before 
that body. He supposed that he ought to return 
him profound thanks for this gracious privilege. 
Mr. M. proceeded to comment on the course of 
Senators with much severity, when he was called 
to order by the President. = 


Mr. M; wished ‘to know in what ‘he was out 


| of order; in the language he had used, or —— 


The PRESIDENT said the motion. made by 


i the Senator from Michigan was nota debatable 
; one, and therefore all discussion on it was out of 
i order. ‘ x 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
Jay the motion to consider on the table, (the yeas 
and nays having been ordered ,) and decided ‘in 


_ the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—Me Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, F r, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lump- 
kin, Merrick, Mouton, Nicholas, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, 
Roane, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Spence, aud White 
—22 


NAY S—Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Clay of Kentucky, 


Clayton, Critenden, Davis, McKean, Morris, Niles, Pren- 
| tiss, Robbins, Rubinson, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, South- 
i ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Wall, Williams of Maine, and 
| Young—20. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were read a third time and 


| passed: 


An act for the relief of Captain Snodgrass’s 


: company of Alabama volunteers; 


An act for the relief of Ephraim Sprague; 

An act for the benefit of the Selma and Tennes- 
sce Railroad Company; 

An act granting to the State of Hlinois the right 
of way through the public lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes; 

An actto regulate the pay of masters of the 
Navy; 

An act to establish a pension agency at Mont- 
pelier, in the State of Vermont; and 

An act for the relief of John McLeod. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. z 
The bill to prevent. the interference ‘of certain 
Federal officers in elections being the special:or- 


der, was taken up for consideration. i = atl 
Mr. CRITTENDEN then offered-to.amend the 
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clause, that any person offending against the pro- | 
visions of the act shall forthwith be removed from | 
office by the President of the United States. 

Mr. NORVELL called for the yeas and nays 
on the question. 

Mr. KING hoped his friend from Michigan 
would withdraw his call for the yeas and nays. || 
He was opposed to the bill asit stood, and as the | 
author proposed to amend it, and should vote 
against it in either shape. But he would prefer |! 
that the Senator should modify his bill to suit || 
himself; and then, said Mr. K., let him go on to || 
explain it, and endeavor to make it palatable to 
the Senate. 

Mr. NORVELL accordingly withdrew his call | 
for the yeas and nays, saying, that as he was op- 
posed to the bill in any shape, he was averse to | 
the Senate’s taking a vote that would seem to | 
imply an approval of any principle in it. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then said that he would | 
postpone for the present taking the question on the | 
amendment, and went on to address the Senate 
at length in support of the bill, and in opposition } 
to the report of the Committee on the Judiciary; | 
on the conclusion of which, { 

On motion of Mr. WALL, the Senate adjourned. 


ones c= { 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 8, 1839. 
The SPEAKER announced, as the unfinished | 
business of the morning hour, the report made | 
yesterday by Mr. Jounsow, of Maryland, from the | 
select committee on the public lands. The pending | 
question being on Mr. Ronerrson’s substitute. 
Mr. ROBERTSON was entitled to the floor; but 
yielded it temporarily for the following: | 
Mr, YELL, on leave, laid on the table the fol- | 
lowing amendment to Mr. Roperrson’s propo- | 
sition, giving notice he should move it when in | 
order to do 50: i 
See. I, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, at the commencement of the next ses- | 
sion of Congress, report a correct estimate of the annual 
amount of money received and paid into the public Treas- 
ury, arising from the sales of the public jand since the adop- 
tion of the Federal Constitution; and, also, the annual ap- 
propriations for each State since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, and the pro rata amount received by each out of 
the amount of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands | 
annually, and the aggregate amount either in money or land: 
Provider, however, That no State shall receive the benefit 
of this act until all the States in this Union shall have re- 
ecived an equal amount, placing all npon an equatity, ae- 
cording to the fixed basis of the representation, and accord- | 
ing to the true intent and meaning of the several deeds of | 
cession, 
Mr. LOOMIS, on leave granted, moved to | 
print ten thousand extra copies of the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the whole amount 
of the public lands to which the Indian title has | 
been extinguished, the amount granted for bounty | 
and public services, the amount surveyed, the | 
amounts ceded to the States and ‘Territories, and | 
reserved for purposes of education, &c.; the entire | 
cost to the Government of all public lands to | 
which the Indian title has been extinguished; and | 
the quantities of land that bave remained unsold í 
by the latest return, &c., together with another | 
report made on the same subject some days since. | 
Mr. L. explained that these documents were very 
important, and would not exceed a single octavo || 
sheet. : 
Mr. BRIGGS suggested twenty thousand, | 
which Mr. L. accepted, and so modified, the mo- | 
tion was agreed to. n 
Mr. CHAPMAN, on leave, from the Commit- ; 
tee on Public Lands, reported without amend- 
ment, Senate bill for the benefit of the Florida, | 
Alabama, and Georgia Railroad Company; which f 
was committed, i 
Mr. ROBERTSON then proceeded with his re- | 
marks on the subject of the public lands, citing |) 
the expressions of various States thereon; and he :! 
then went on to detail what had been done in the |! 
| 
1 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
| 


committee, and the proceedings therein on the | 
sundry propositions offered by different members, | 
causing them to be read at the Clerk’s table. Mr. 
R. again held the floor until the orders of the day 
were called for, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG gave notice that, on j 
Monday next, he should ask the House to pro- ; 
ceed with the remainder of the appropriation bills, | 
that not being petition, but resolution day. > | 


| 
| 
H 
i 
i 
I 
H 
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E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


JAMES P. CARLTON. 


The bill for the relief of James P. Carlton, on 
its third reading, was taken up. i 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on leave, made a reportin favor ofthe 
claim. 

The question pending, however, was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Reep to recommit the bill to the 


above committee. 
After a debate, in which Mr. THOMAS ad- 


i| vocated the passage of the bill, and Mr. CON- 


NOR opposed, the latter gentleman moved to lay 


| the same upon the table; and upon that motion 


Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were refused. f 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
laid upon the table—ayes 73, noes 56. 


BENJAMIN FRY. 


The bill for the relief of Benjamin Fry, on its 
third reading, was taken up; and, after a few 
words from Mr. TOUCEY, in explanation, it 
was read the third time and passed. 


RETURN B. BROWN. 


The bill for the relief of Return B. Brown, on 
its third reading, was briefly opposed by Mr. 
CRAIG, who moved to recommit it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Messrs. EVERETT, HOWARD, TOUCEY, 
and McK ENNAN supported the bill, and Messrs. 
CRAIG and PETRIKEN opposed it; when 

Mr. McK ENNAN demanded the previous 


question, which was carried, and the bill was 


passed by a vote of 95 to 30. 
GENERAL J. E. WOOL. 


The bill allowing certain extra rations to Gen- 
eral John E. Wool, coming up on its third read- 
ing, was opposed by Messrs. WILLIAMS of 
North Carolina, MALLORY, GIDDINGS, 
PETRIKIN, and McKAY, and it was advo- 
cated by Messrs. TAYLOR, THOMPSON, 
HOFFMAN, and LEGARE, when 

Mr. McKXAY moved to lay the bill on the 
table; on which motion 

Mr. MALLORY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 82, nays 69. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


RECONSIDERATION-——B. FRY. 


Mr. CRAIG moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill for the relief of Benjamin Fry was 
passed. 

The motion was advocated by Mr. CRAIG, 
and opposed by Mr. TOUCEY; when 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded; and the 
question was taken on the motion to reconsider, 
and decided in the negative. 


SALT LICK RESERVATION, 


The bill for the relief of certain settlers living 
on whatis called the Salt Lick reservation in the 
western district of Tennessee, was next taken up. 

After a few remarks from Mr. MAY, 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved the previous ques- į 


tion; and upon a division of the House, it was 

ascertained that no quorum voted; whereupon, 
Mr. VANDERVEER moved that there be a 

eall of the House, which was ordered; and one 


hundred and thirty-one members having an- | 


swered to their names, 
On motion of Mr, SITLELDS, all further pro- 
ceeding in the call was suspended. . ; 
The motion for the previous question being 
seconded, the main question was then ordered; 
upon which, 


Mr. CONNOR demanded the yeas and nays, | 
which the House refused to order; and the ques- j 
tion was taken on the passage of the bill; but 


there appearing, on count, only 69 for, and 41 
against it, no quorum voting, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
House adjourn; and upon that motion 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which being refused, the question 
was then taken on the adjournment, and determ- 
ined in the negative. 

The question then recurred upon the passage 
of the bill; upon which question, on the motion 


{of Mr, ADAMS, the yeas and nays were or- | 


dered, and were—ycas 90, nays 52. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. FLETCHER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of James P. 
Carlton was Jaid upon the table; and the question 
upon the same was postponed until to-morrow. 


LOOMIS C. BASSETT. 


The bill for the relief of Loomis C. Bassett 
and others was taken up, read the third time, and 
passed. 


GEORGE FISHER. 


The bill for the settlement of the claims of 
George Fisher was next taken up; and after a 
few remarks from Mr. CHAMBERS in opposi- 
tion, and Mr. DOWNING in favor of its pas- 
sage, 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to recommit the same 
to the Committee of Claims. 

A further debate ensued, in which Messrs. 
BELL, CLOWNEY, and McK ENNAWN advo- 
cated, and Mr. PETRIKIN opposed its passage; 
but before coming to any decision, 

On motion of Mr. POTTS, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturday, February 9, 1839. 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a letter 


from the Secretary of War, inclosing a report 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative 
to the expenses incurred in negotiating and con- 
eluding the treaty with the Cherokee Indians; 
which, 

aa motion of Mr. WHITE, was laid on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also announced a 
communication from the War Department, in- 
closing a report from the same officer, in relation 
to the commissions allowed for the adjudication 
of claims under the Cherokee treaty; which was 
also laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, the Committee on 
Pensions had leave to employ a clerk. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented the communication 
from Colonel Alden Partridge and Edmund Burke, 
in behalf of the military State convention of the 
State of Vermont, lately assembled at Montpelier, 
in that State, recommending a plan for the reor- 
ganization of the militia of the United States. 

Mr. HUBBARD supported the motion, and 
spoke of the great value of the document, and the 
distinguished military skill of Colonel Partridge, 
one of its authors; after which the question was 
taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Enoch 
Giddings, asking to be compensated for an im- 
provement in ordnance; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the petition 


| of John W. Massey; which was referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRIS presented a number of petitions 
from citizens of the States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and New York, one signed by a woman and her 
daughters, and two signed by Arthur Tappan, of 
New York, all praying for the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia, the suppression of the 
trade in slaves between the States, and praying 
that no State may be admitted into the Union 
whose constitution tolerates slavery. 

Mr. M. addressed the Senate at great length, 
and with much warmth, in support of the objects 
of the petitioners, and, in concluding, moved that 
the petitions be received, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, the motion to 
receive the petitions was laid on the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


i Mr. LINN, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill to amend the act of 
the 3d March, 1837, entitled “ An act supplement- 
ary to the act entitled ‘An act to amend the judi- 
cial system of the United States;?* which was 
read twice and referred. 

Mr. NORVELL, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill to alter the times 
of holding the circuit court of the United States 


for the district of Michi i i 
i ichigan; which was read twice 
and referred. eee 
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NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would ask leave 
on Monday next, to bring in a bill to grant the 
right of preémption to five hundred thousand acres 
of land to the Iron Mountain Company, in the 
State of Missouri, to. aid said company in the 
construction of a railroad from the Iron mountain 
to the Mississippi river. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the bills from the House for the relief of 
John Brown, Richard Dexter, and Patrick Green, 
reported the two former without amendment, and 
the latter with an amendment; which was read. 
© Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill from the House, 
to confirm the claim of Charles Morgan to a tract 
of land without amendment. Also, the bill from 
the House for the relief of the heirs of William 
Graham, deceased, with an amendment; which 
was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on 
Forcign Relations, reported, withoutamendment, 
the bill from the House for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Bradford, deceased, 
recommending its passage. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to authorize the Wash- 
ington County Turnpike Company, in Missouri, 
to construct a road through the public lands of 
the United States. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Fry; 

A bill for the relief of Return B. Brown; 

A bill for the relief of James Loomis and the 
heirs of James Bassett; and 

A bill for the relief of certain settlers living on 
the Sait Lick reservation, in the western district 
of Tennessce. 


ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. BENTON moved to take up the bill for 
the armed occupation of that part of the Territory 
of Florida now overrun by bands of marauding 
Indians; which motion was agreed to. 

‘The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, the question being on the motion for the 
indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 20, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clzyton, 
Davis, Foster, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Morris, Prentiss, 
Preston, Rives, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Spence, 
Swilt, Talmadge, Webster, and White—20. 

/NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, 
Linn, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Wall, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—24. 

Mr. BENTON offered several amendments to 
the details of the bill; which were adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, offered an 
amendment requiring the settler to be over eigh- 
teen years of age to be entitled to the grant of 
land provided in the bill; which was adopted. 

Qn motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill was or- 
dered to be printed as amended, and laid on the 
table till Monday next. 

After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 9, 1839. 


Mr. BRIGGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of General 
Wool was yesterday laid on the table; and further 
moved to postpone the question until next Friday; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETRIKIN asked. leave to report a bill 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs; and it 
being objected to, Mr. P. moved a suspension of 
the rules; which did not prevail. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The unfinished business of the morning was 
then resumed, being the following resolution, re- 
ported by Mr, JOHNSON, of Maryland, from 
the select committee of one from each State on 
the public lands: : 

Resolved, That the committee report to the House, and 


| 1838, upon the subject of the funds furnished the | 
| latter for the payment of pensions. 


| should persist in his motion. 


| ceivers of public money, on the books of the 


| House had already passed as many private bills 


i 
i 
of certain improvements in the Territory of Wis- | 
i 
i 


| pended for the purpose,) from the Committee on 


| move it when the bill came up; and the same was | 


ask leave to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject-matters referred tothem, and that the journal 
of the committee be reported and published. 

Resolved further, That the committee deem it inexpedi- 
ent to take further steps on the subject of the public lands. 

The question pending was on the proposed sub- 
stitute of Mr. Roserrtsown to distribute the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands semi-annu- 
ally, to be suspended only in case of war. 

Mr. ROBERTSON resumed his remarks in 
examination of the various resolutions that had 
been offered in the select committee by Messrs. 
Harrison, YELL, and Pickens, in relation to a 
disposition of the public lands. Mr. R. then went 
into a statement of the amount of land donated to 
the new States, to demonstrate the inequality and 
partiality of the compacts between them and the 
Federal Government. 

The hour having expired, Mr. R. gave way 
without concluding, for the orders of the day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved a suspension of 
the rules to enable Mr. R. to conclude, but the 
House refused. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in compliance with the acts of Congress, trans- 
mitting a statement of the balances due by re- 


Register of the Treasury, which have remained 
unsettled, or appear to have been due three years 
prior to the 30th September, 1838. 

Also,a communication from the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in obedience to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 4th instant, 
inclosing copies of correspondence between him- 
self and William E. Woodruff, pension agent 
for the State of Arkansas, in the years J837 and 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHIELDS remarked that this was private 
business day, and it seemed to him that the 


as would be acted on by the other body this ses- 
sion; and he therefore hoped they would consent 
to take up and dispose of the public business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he had given notice 
that he should to-day call up the resolution in 
relation to the heirs of James Rumsey, and he 


Mr. SHIELDS thereupon moved a suspension 
of the rules to attain his object. 

Mr. LOOMIS suggested a modification to make 
the suspension general for public business alone 
for the residue of the session. 

Mr. SHIELDS did not yield to the suggestion, 
and his own motion was negatived. 

Mr. McKENNAN stated that Monday next 
was set apart for the consideration of territorial 
business, and he asked leave to make a report 
connected therewith. 

Objection being made, 

On Mr. M.’s motion, the rules were suspended, 
and he reported, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, a bill to authorize the construction 


consin, and for other purposes. 
Mr. ADAMS, (the rules having been again sus- 


Manufactures, reported with an amendment, Sen- | 
ate bill for the relief of the Alabama, Georgia, and 
Florida Railroad Company, viz., to extend the 
time of the payment of their duty-bonds. 

Mr. LINCOLN, on leave, laid on the table an 
amendment to the bill reported yesterday from 


the Committee on the Public Lands, for the relief || € 
| which reported it. 


of the above company, giving notice he should 


ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. BRONSON laid on the table a communi- ; 
cation in relation to the Territories; which was | 
ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. JONES, of New York, from the Commit- | 
tee on the Territories, reported a bill granting to 
the judges of the supreme court of Iowa the same | 
compensation as by law is given to the judges of 
Wisconsin. - : 

On motion of Mr. DOWNING, the bill for the | 
establishment of certain ports of entry in the Ter- | 
ritory of Fiorida was recommitted to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. DOTY, on unanimous leave, laid ‘on the 
table a substitute he proposed to move'to one of 
the bills in relation to the Territory of ‘Wiscon- 
sin, and it was ordered to be printed. 

Several bills from the Senate were taken up, 
read twice, and referred to their appropriate stand- 
Ing committees. 


PENSION. AGENCY AT MONTPELIER. 


The bill from the Senate for the. establishment 
of a pension agency at Montpelier, Vermont, 
coming “P EET 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, moved that 
the bill be engrossed and read a third time; ob- 
serving that the passing of this bill was ‘but an 
actof common justice to the revolutionary patriots 
that still lingered among us. There were two pen- 
sion agencies in Vermont; one at Windsor, on the 
extreme eastern, and the other at Burlington, on 
the extreme western, border of the State. Mont- 
pelier is the center and capital of the State. Many 
of the pensioners have to travel a greater distance 
to draw their pensions, to Windsor or Burlington, 
than it is from any section of the State to Mont- 
pelier. The section of the State accommodated 
by the passage of this bill—namely, Essex and 
Caledonia counties, &c.—travel directly through 
Montpelier in going to Burlington for their pen- 
sions, crossing the State from east to west, ` it 
was a great hardship to these pensioners, as well 
as unjust, to compel these invalid pensioners to 
travel a distance of eighty miles, going and com- 
ing, for their pensions, when, by passing this 
bill, their pensions can be paid at Montpelier, 
free of any expense to the Eovernment for the 
bill provides that the pensioners shall be paid 
free of cost and charges to the General Govern 
ment. What, then, is the objection to the pas- 
sage of this bill? What disadvantage can it be 
to the Government to establish this agency? 
None whatever. It is so just, so reasonable, 
that it is confidently hoped that thè House will 
order it to be engrossed, read a third time, and 
pass the same, l 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, moved to refer it 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; 
for, he said, a bill of this character ought not to 
pass without undergoing the investigation of a 
committee. s 

Mr. FLETCHER expressed a hope that the 
bill would not take that course. ae 

Mr. EVERETT was understood to 
the commitment. 

Mr. FLETCHER rejoined; when Mr. Au- 
LAN’S motion was agreed to.” _ Me 


JAMES RUMSEY. 


Mr. UNDER WOOD then called up the follow- 
ing joint resolution, reported by him a. day. or 
two ago from the select committee raised on the 
subject: : 5 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President be, and he is hereby, requested to present to 
James Rumsey, jr., the son and only child of James Rum- 
sey, deceased, a suitable gold medal, commemorative of 
his father’s services and high agency in giving to the world 
the benefits of the steamboat. 


The motion of Mr. Unperwoop being agreed 


advocate 


to ; 
| Mr. RUMSEY addressed the House at length 


in support of the claims of his relative. 

As soon as Mr. R. had concluded, the question 
was taken on the engrossment of the resolution, 
and it was ordered to a third reading this day 
nem. diss. 

GEORGE FISHER. 


The bill for the settlement of the claims of 
George Fisher came up on the motion of Mr. 
Prrnixin to recommit the bill to the committee 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, ex- 
plained the merits of the claim; and after some 
further remarks from Messrs. BELL, DOWN- 
ING, and GLASCOCK, in support of the bill, 
and by Messrs. CHAMBERS, MERCER, and 
PETRIKIN, in opposition thereto, 

Mr. CHAMBERS moved to lay the bill upon 
the table; which was agreed to. ' ; 

Mr. DOWNING inquired whether it would 
af in order at that time to move te recommit the 

ill? 

The SPEAKER decided. that it would: not; 
and 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, to enable the 
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gentleman from F i : 
moved a reconsideration of the vote; to which 
the House refused to agree. 

“Mr. SIBLEY suggested to the House the pro- 
priety of taking the same order in reference to 
the Business on the Speaker’s Calendar, as the | 
House had adopted for that on the general Cal- 
endar, that is: to lay aside all bills causing de- | 
bate, and act.upon those claims to which there | 
was.no objection; to which suggestion, however, 
the House refused to accede. 

“The joint resolution granting a medal to James 
Rumsey, jr., reported in a former part of this 
day’s proceedings, was read the third time and 

assed. 

The hill for the relief of Lewis H. Bates and 
William Lacon next came up in order; and, after j 
a few remarks from Messrs. CAMBRELENG | 
and POPE in favor, and Messrs. CHAMBERS | 
and PETRIKIN in opposition, | 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question; which was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and upon the question, 


? ; ; : | 
t Shall the bill pass?” it was decided in the neg- i 


ative. 

“The bill for the relief of James H. Grant, Mars. 
W. Simpson, and Preston Going; and 

The bill to compromise the claims of the Uni- 
ted States against the Alleghany Bank of Penn- 
aylvania, were read the third time and passed. 

The joint resolution relating to the awards 
made by commissioners under the Choctaw 
treaty, came up inorder, and was, on the motion | 
of Mr. EVERETT, postponed until Monday | 
next. 

The bill for the relief of Griffith Combe and | 
John P, Ingle, trustces of the house in the city of 
Washington commonly called the Brick Capitol, 
was read the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Jamison & Wiliam- 


1 

. e e | 

son, which was passed on the 2d of February, |! 
be ’ 


came up in order; the question being on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Winitams, of Kentucky, on that day 
to reconsider the vote on the same; and after a 
few remarks from Mr. W. in favor of said mo- 
tion, and in opposition to the principles involved 
in the bill, and Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, 
in opposition to the reconsideration, 

r. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, demanded the 
ycas and nays on the motion; but the House re- 
fused to order the same; and the question on re- 
considering was taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive, 

The bill for the relief of Cornelius Taylor, 
which passed on the same day as the above, and 
involving the same principles, and similarly situ- 
ated, came up iu order; when Mr. WILLIAMS 
withdrew his motion to reconsider the vote by 
which it was passed. 

The bill for the relief of Philip Lightfoot came 
up on its engrossment; and, after some remarks 
by Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, in opposition, and | 
Mr. TALIAFERRO in favor of, the passage of | 


the same, and before coming to a decision upon |} 
| 


the same, 
Mr. PETRIKIN moved that the House ad- 


journ. 


refused to order them. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- } 
munication from W. B. Lewis, Second Auditor | 


of the Treasury, transmitting copies of such ac- |; 


IN SENATE. 
` Moxnpay, February 11, 1839. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT announced a commu- 
‘nication from the Secretary of War, in answer to 


| the resolution of the Senate of the 25th ultimo, 


| an the subject of the abandonment of Fort Arm- 
| Strong, in the State of Hlinois, and the disposition 
i subsequently made of it; and, on motion of Mr. 
| YOUNG, it was laid on the table, and ordered 
| to be printed. i 

| Also, a communication from the American Silk 
| Company; which, on motion of Mr. SEVIER, 
| was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
| and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented the memorial of 


| financial system for the United States; which was 
! referred to the Committee on Finance. 

| Mr. W. also presented the petition of a num- 
| ber of citizens of the county of Plymouth, Mas- 


prove the harbor at the mouth of North river, in 
that State. 
Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the pre- 


| 


i Alabama, on the subject of the currency, and the 


‘try; which were read, laid on the table, and or- 
| dered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of James 
Williams; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SOUTIZARD presented a report made in 
the Legislature of New Jersey, accompanied by 
i certain resolutions on the subject of the disposi- 


table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented a joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly of that State, 
deprecating any interference on the part of the 


[the domestic institutions of the slaveholding 
l States, without their consent; which, on his mo- 
| tion, was read, ordered to be printed, and laid on 
| the table. 

Mr. LYON presented the petition of several 
young men, occupants and cultivators, but pot 
“housekeepers by personal residence,” on the 
|| public lands in Kalamazoo county, Michigan, 
| praying Congress to so modify the existing law 
as to give them the right of preémption. 
|| Mr. LUMPKIN presented the memorial of 
|! sundry citizens of the State of New York, pre- 
| senting a plan for preventing accidents from the 
i use of steam; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING presented the memorial of the Le- 
| gislature of the State of Alabama on the subject 
j of the removal of obstructions at the Muscle 

shoals; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


| 


+ 


to the Union; and moved that they be received. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Missis- 
i sippi, the motion to reccive them was laid on the 
; table. 
i Mr. HUBBARD presented the memorial ofan 
| individual who was sub-contractor under Farrow 
:& Harris; which was referred to the Committee 
i on Claims. 


counts as have been rendered to that office by | 
persons charged or intrusted with the disburse- | 
ment or application of moneys, goods, or effects, 
for the benefit of the Indians, from the Ist Octo- ! 
ber, 1837, to the 30th September, 1838; together | 
with a statement containing a list of the names of | 
all persons to whom goods, moneys, or effects 


have been delivered within the same period; pre- | 


pared in obedience to an act of Congress of the j 
30th June, 1834. i 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of | 
War, in compliance with a resolution or the 
House of Representatives of the 28th ultimo, | 
transmitting a communication from the Solicitor | 
of the Treasury, giving information of the condi- | 
tion of the balance due the United States by John | 
Brahan, late receiver of the public money at | 
Huntsville, Alabama. 

The House then adjourned. 


ji 
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| Also, the petition of Silas Buck, oraying for a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


| 
| 


names not heard. ` 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


: was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

. Mr. F., from the same committee, reported the 
‘bill making appropriations for certain military 
| roads in the State of Arkansas. 

On motion of Mr. F., the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bills from the House for the relief of Richard 
Baxter and William Clark. 


| Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


! Daniel Rayan, on the subject of an improved | 


| sachusetts, praying for an appropriation to im- į 


amble and joint resolutions of the Legisiature of | 


| various questions which have agitated the coun- | 


‘tion of the public lands; which were laid on the jj 


| Legislatures of the States, or of Congress, with | 


| Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions pray- | 
| ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
| Columbia, and against the annexation of Texas | 
i 

Mr. CHAMBERS demanded the yeas and || 


nays on the motion to adjourn; but the House |, 


| Petitions were also presented by Messrs. WIL- || 
LIAMS, of Maine, and NICHOLS; petitioners’ 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public | 
! Lands, reported a bill in relation to the town of | 
| Southport, in the Territory of Wisconsin; which j: 


‘| merce, to which had been referred the bill from 
| the House for the relief of certain umbrella man- 
| ufacturers, reported the same with an amend- 
| ment; which was read. 

| Also, with an amendment, the bill for the relief 
; of Thomas Pritchard. 

| Mr. D., from the same committee, reported a 
| bill to refund to Noah Miller and others part of 
i the proceeds of a British sloop, which was sold 
|! for the benefit of the United States; which was 
! read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, 
i| reported without amendment the bill from the 
! House for the relicf of Winslow Lewis. ` 

Mr. K. also reported several House bills that 
had been referred to said committee. 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Roads and 

Canals, to which was referred two memorials of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Wisconsin on the subject, reported a bill making 
grants of land to said Territory, in aid of certain 
internal improvements; which was yead, and or- 
| dered to a second reading, and the accompanying 
| report ordered to be printed, 
| Mr. L., from the same committee, to which was 
t referred the bill making grants of land to the Ter- 
i ritory of Wisconsin in aid of certain internal im- 
| provements, moved to be discharged from the 
i further consideration thercof, the objects of the 
i bill being embraced in the one just reported by 
| him; the motion was agreed to. 
LO Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
, Land Claims, reported without amendment the 
“bills for the relief of Zebulon Baxter and Asa 
: Clark. 

On motion of Mr. ROANE, Daniel Steinrod had 

leave to withdraw his petition and papers. 


| BILL INTRODUCED. 

i 

| Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill for 
| 


the relief of Samuel Warner; which was read 
l twice and referred. 


MOUTHS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. NICHOLAS submitted the following res- 
|! olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
Imunicate to the Senate what has been done, or is doing, 
towards increasing the depth of water in the mouths of the 
Mississippi, the orders given, and the reports received in 
thereto, the amount of appropriation now neces- 
«if any, for the continuance of the work, and a de- 
| iled statement of the expenditures under former appro- 
i priations. 
| COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. BENTON observed that some days ago, 
| in the discussion of a bill then before the Senate, 
| he had occasion to take some notice of the com- 
| promise act; and he then made a statement of 
| what had passed in relation to it between him- 
i self and a gentleman who was then a Senator 
i from the State of New Jersey, and head of the 
; Committee on Manufactures. Since making that 
statement he had reason to address a letter to the 
gentleman whose name he mentioned (Governor 
Dickerson) on the subject, and he had received 
an answer which he would read to the Senate, 
i and then let that answer stand as his statement. 
Mr. B. then read the following: 


Suckasunny, New Jersey, February 5, 1839. 

Dear Sir: Last evening I received yours of the 30th 
ultimo, which, no doubt, had been detained on the roada 
day or two in consequence of the heavy rain by which our 
country has been Jately deluged. 

Your letter contains an extract from the National Intelli- 
; gencer, in which it is denied that Mr. Wensrer had said to 
i me thathe had not been consulted as to the compromise bill, 
| &e., and you ask for my recollections as to this fact. 1 has- 
it ten to relate to you the facts in this case, so far as I can 
now recollect them. On the day before Mr. Chay intro- 
| duced this bill into the Senate, he mentioned to me that he 
l! had given notice that he should ask leave to introduce the 
bill on the next day, some of the leading features of whieh 
i; be stated to me. I had not heard the notice given. He said 

he hadintended to show me the bill, but had been prevent- 
{ed by a multiplicity of business in which he had been en- 
gaged, but that I should see it in the morning. 

Next morning I waited upon Mr. WEBSTER, and asked 
_ him if he was aware that such a bill was to be introduced? 
' He assured me that he was not, and that he had not been 

consulted upon it, and expressed himself strongly of the dis- 
approbation with which such a measure would be received 
in New England. a 
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“Mr. WEBSTEK, as well as myself, opposed this bill, and || arrival, he proceeded to Philadelphia, in compa- || Seriate ih añ argumentativ: 
both voted against it. If you read the debates that took ay with a friend from Louisiana, since deceased, || in reply to Mr. Carrrenven, aid } 


lace in the Senate on the subject, on the 2ist, 22d, ‘and . : z : g : 
Bsd February, 1833, I think you will be convinced that hile there, the: project of a compromise of this || to the bill. =>> 


neither Mr. Wester nor myself could have had any pre- || great and important question presented: itself to After the reception of some reports frof ‘the 
vious notice of this bill. I have not the file of papers by || his mind, and was the subject of reflection and || Executive Departments, í PRG a 
me, but you may easily find them at Washington. I will, || consultation with that friend. TheSenator from || On motionof Mr. RIVES, the Senate adjourned: 


however, refer you to Mr. WegssTeR’s speech upon this 
bill, reported in Niles’s Register, 4th series, volume 8, page Massachusetts [Mr. WEBSTER] passed through 


7, in which you will find abundant proof that he could not || Philadelphia about that time, and the plan was : : : 
have been consulted as to its object or details. Among || communicated to him: it was true that the Sen- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Clr expressions are foe ae hfs Frida dear ator expressed his disapprobation of it. A com- Monpay, February 11, 1889% 

con 3 ss ssion t i : . f 3 m ` ; : 
would be passed. The Senate had not had time to know || mittee of very intelligent gentlemen interested in Mr. EVANS remarked that, as this day was’ 


the pleasure of their masters. No opportunity had been || manufactures waited on him, (Mr. C.,) to know || set apart for the business of the Territories, hie. 
offered for obtaining a knowledge of either the course of || what could be done to save them from the danger || asked leave to report a bill relating thereto. ` É 


public opinion, or the effect of this measure on the public || that was threatening them. To this committee || Mr. CUSHMAN requested the gentleman tó 
bill, would he have made such declarations? or, if made, he communicated his plan of settling this ques- | make his motion general for all the committees 


would they have passed unanswered ? i tion; at least for a em of years, and it met their || to be called on for reports. [Cries of * No! nof] 

Mr. Cray had previously stated to me his fears, that earty concurrence and approval. Mr. EVANS then, no objection bei Wadė” 
Mr: VERPLANCR?’S bill, which he considered as an Admin- F eens : s > , J ng maté, 
istration measure, or some other bill originating from the Upon his return to this city, he consulted the || from the Committee on Roadsand Canals, reported 


game source, would pass, greatly to the injury, if not de- Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] upon a bill for the improvement and survey of certain. 
struction, of the manufacturing interest of the country, and the subject, and he at first expressed his appro- || rivers, and the repair of certain roads, in the Ter- 
suggested the propriety of making further concessions, in || bation of it; but after further consultation and re- ritory of Florida. ‘ 


addition to those of the law of 1832, as the only means of : we he : ; 
saving even a part of the protective system, but without flection upon it his ee Were, changed, and a „Mr. CUSHMAN also asked leave to report a 
stating what those concessions should be. I answered him voted againstit. He thought it was prior to his || bill relative to Wisconsin. 


that I did not fear Mr. VeRPLANCK’s bill ; that it could never introduction of the bill into the Senate, that he Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the conmittees 
Baas 5 that x wae aes so alters one amended that Tif called a meeting of his political friends at his || be called on generally for reports. : 

id no elieve Mr, VERPLANCK wou vo l im- > A . > . ‘ y 
self; and that, at all events, we should suffer the law of lodgings. There were some eight or ten present, Mr. CUSHMAN had no objection; but the mo- 


1832 to go into complete operation before we should make || and his impression was that the Senator from || tion having been put, was disagreed to. 
any alterations in its provisions, ae || Massachusetts was there: certain he was that he Mr. CUSHMAN then, on leave, fromthe Com+ 
here was no obligation on the part of Mr. Cay to con- invited. The bill was read at this meetin i i s ish 
sult me on his bill 5 what he said to me I considered as a ad ita rovisions discussed: and the fact that e mittee on Commerce, Teported abill to establish, 
mere act of courtesy. The bill originated with himself, p ar , a portof entry at St. Joseph’s, Flori a. i 
without any participation of the Committee on Manufac- || (Mr. C.) had such a measure in contemplation Mr. HAYNES then rose and said that. hê 
tures, of which both he and Piere members. The fact, || was notorious in both Houses of Congress, and would make one more, and he thought the last, 
AEWeVEer, thal was associated with him on that commit- j : : , é aF 
tee, led to a belief that I must have been acquainted with | had or idea ap MAN ai s by Pe n Nite effort to dispose of the President’s annual rges- 
the provisions of the bill before it was matured, and sub- || © ad some gumpses o e P an, to anticipate its || sage, He therefore asked leave to move that the 
jected me to some unpleasant inquiries, as to this fact, in || introduction. He regarded these particulars re- || Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
oie othe no doubt, I stated to you the conversation I || specting the preliminaries to the introduction of || be discharged from the further consideration of. 
ad With Mir., EBSTER. £ s “t t ist . ee . ers 
í regret extremely being called on to state conversations the BAES E a 7 Serpens ma ani of ae ae that document, with a view to bring it into. the 
long past, with gentlemen whose recollections now, or un- || UAIMportant; the great and bene cial results that || House and dispose of it. 5 S 
derstanding at the time, may not be precisely the same as | had followed its adoption was a sufficient excuse Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a’ sus- 
my own; Inorg eapecially as there Was et misappre- H for its introduction. pension of the rules, demanding the yeas and 
we in the public papers as to the debates upon this With regard to the Senator from New Jersey, nays; which, being ordered, were—yeas 87, nays 
Tam, with great respect, your obedient servant. | (Mr. Dickerson,] whose letter has been read, he || 61; as follows: ar: 
MAHLON DICKERSON. || was upon such terms with him as to forbid a con- YEAS—Messrs. Andrews, Banks, Beers, Beime, Bick- 
Hon. Tuomas H. Benton, Washington, D. C. fidential intercourse between them. He knew nell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Buchanan, Bynum, Gambreteng,Ca- 
. Mr. B. said he had felt himself called on to || that he was a warm friend of the manufacturing sey; Chaney, Chapman, Dlevelind, Graba, C rait ri 
i i x Hinteiest: i n avee, Elmore, Farrington, Isaac F p 
MAEA Governor Dickerson, to know whether i interest; but he was also a friend of the Admin cock, Grantland, Hammond, Harrison, Hawkins, Ha nes, 
e had made any mistake in the statement he gave || istration; and he stood as many others who con- || Holt, Hopkins, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph John- 
as to what had passed between them. He now || sidered their devotion to the Administration par- || son, Keim, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, 
i p : , i : ` . 2 P rai N : 4 s 
presented Governor Dickerson’s own words, by || amount to their devotion to the highest interests Toomis, Lyon Malor Martin, McKay, Robert MoCo lan, 
which it would be seen that the statement he had || of their country. It seems that, from his letter, OTEO a E ny Mee ures eT AO BOTOR a e 
, ; e í t : A ray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, 
made was substantially correct. l he did mention the matter to him, and it might || Pennybacker, Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, John H. 
Mr. WEBSTER observed. that it was, of || be so, but he had no recollection of having done į| Prentiss, Reily, Richardson, Rives, Sheffer, Charles Shep- 
course, very well known that he differed with the |! so. ard, Sheplor, Spencer, Stuart Swearingen L eyTon nomaa 
x s oucey, Lowns. urney, an: eer, €. it Sey, 
Senator from Kentucky as to the propriety of Mr. BENTON rose to say that he had no con- || Jared W. Williams, and Yell—87. g ? 
passing the compromise act. He never com- || nection with this conversational debate, except in NAY S—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, John W. Allen, Bell, 
plained, however, of any want of courtesy or || the single point of the accuracy of his statement || Bond, Briggs, Bronson, William B. Calhoun, John Cathoon, 
kindness in the Senator for not consulting him on || of what had passed between Governor Dickerson || Chambers, Clark, Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Davies, 
h bi Th I i | Pg l hi if. He had read the 1 for thacsinel Dunn, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Rice Gar- 
the subject. e truth was, that the Senator and himself, e had read the letter for the single || Jand, Giddings, William Graham, Grant, Halsted, Harlan, 
from Kentucky did communicate to him, some || purpose of showing that he had committed no || Hawes, Herod, Jabez Jackson, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson 
weeks before, that he had it in contemplation to || error in reporting the conversation of that gentle- Maon Maury, May, Mekennan, Monee ine Nay- 
i e i . 3 i Tj A ; $ or, Noyes, Pee ’otts, Rariden, Randolpl obinson 
bring forward an important measure, without man. His object was accomplished by the read Rumsey, Russell. ‘Augustine H. Shepperd; Shields, Sibley, 
saying what that measure was. He certainly did || ing of the letter itself; and he believed it was || Stade, Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, Toland, Underwood, 
become acquainted with the measure before the :| apparent that there was no mistake either in || John White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christo- 
Senator introduced it; but he could not say that || himself or in Governor Dickerson; and that the pher H. Williams, Word, and Yorke—61. 
he knew of it before the notice was given in the || statement of the latter was very consistent with || Not being two thirds, the rules were not sus- 
Senate. He was inclined to think that the con- || the remarks which the reading of the letter had || pended. 
versation of which Governor Dickerson speaks, || called forth. || Mr. WORD asked the House to take up an 
was about the time of the notice given of theinten- | Mr. DAVIS well remembered the transactions || amendment of the Senate to the House bill re- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to introduce || of the period referred to, for he felt a very strong |j lating to the district courts of the United States 
the bill. All he had at present to say was, that, || interest in what was going on. He was ready and |! for the State of Mississippi; which was agreed to, 
R : LD y a ’ ter gomg y | pp y 
differing as he did with the Senator from Ken- || willing to do the Senator from Kentucky all the |; and the amendment was concurred in, 
tucky, with regard to the measure spoken of, he | ae he was entitled to, and could corroborate Mr. BRONSON moved the consideration of 
made no complaint as to his not being consulted. is statement except as to that part in which the || the special order, (territorial business,) remark- 
Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, said he did not know || Senator stated that he (Mr. D.) was at one time || ing that, if the States were called through for res- 
that it wasa matter of the slightest consequence || favorably disposed towards the compromise act, | olutions, it would take up all day, and all the day 
to the Senate or the public to be informed of the || which was not so, as he had been opposed to it || be lost for the former. 
preliminary steps which led to the adoption of a }| from first to last. Objection being made, Mr. B. moved to sus- 
great public measure; it was sufficient to say that | Mr. WEBSTER said that the Senator from || pend that part of the order providing that resolu- 
it was submitted by himself, on his own respons- i| Kentucky [Mr. Cray] seemed to suppose that he |! tions should first be called; but the motion was 
ibility; and, after a full discussion in the commit- || (Mr. W.) was present ata consultation prior to isagreed to--ayes 83, noes 55—it requiring tw 
tee, in the Senate, and in the House of Represent- || the introduction of the bill in the Senate, or that |! thirds. : 
åtivės, was adopted by decisive majorities, and || he was invited to attend. The latter was very Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, suggested the 
responded to by the nation with an enthusiasm | probable, but he had no recollection whatever of || propriety of first considering resolutions already 
almost unexampled. He was not responsible to || being present at any such consultation. on the Calendar. : 
any whether consultations were or were not held Mr. KNIGHT made a few observations, too |; | [Cries of No!” “ Nor? : 
on the subject before its introduction to the Sen- inaudible to be understood, which terminated the Mr. W. Very well, then; I shall not press it, 
ate; it was sufficient for him to say that it was '| discussion on the subject. i Mr. DOWNING and Mr. MILLER asked 
introduced, and passed in the manner he had eave to present petitions. 
mentioned. p INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. Mr. ADAMS objected to it, stating that he had 
Mr. C, said he came to this city from Ashland, The Senate then proceeded to the consideration || some three hundred petitions in his possession 
in December, 1832. At that time there was an || of the bill to prevent the interference of Federal |, waiting to be presented. f 
impression generally prevalent that the protect- | officers in elections, as the special order of the Mr. GRANT rose and asked leave -to.intro- 
ive system was about to receive-a fatal shock, || day; when duce a bill making appropriations forthe contin- 
and would be prostrated. Immediately after hisi| Mr. WALL, who had the floor, addressed the || uation of the construction of certain harbors. Mr. 
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G. explained. that he had drafted the bill without 
any new work, and confined its items rigidly to 
the estimates sent in by the proper Department. 

Leave being granted, : 

Mr. G. brought in “A bill to provide for the 
construction of certain harbors, and the removal 
of obstructions at the mouths of certain rivers, 
for the year 1839;’’ which took the same refer- 
ence as the foregoing. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, on leave, in- 
troduced a bill to provide for taking the census or 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States; which was read twice, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Resolutions were called for in order, commenc- 
ing witn the Territories, which will be given 
hereafter. 

On mation of Mr. LEWIS, the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petitions of Henry Lucas and A. 
B. King, and the petitioners had leave to with- 
draw the same. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted the following reso- 
lution: , 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House he directed to 
purchase and distribute to the members and Delegates of 
this House who were not members atthe last session, such 
books as were authorized to be purchased for the members 
of the 'wenty-Fitth Congress by the resolution of January 
rie 1638, aud that he pay for the same out of the contingent 

nd. 

Mr. M. said he believed that there were but six 
who would receive under the resolution 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 
yeasand nays on that question; which the House 
refused to order, 

Mr. BANKS said the House having refused to 
order the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
resolution, the only alternative left him to show 
his utter hostility to the whole system of legisla- 
tion embraced in the resolution, was to move 
that the resolution lie on the table; and on that 
question he demanded the y and nays; which 
were not, however, ordered. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. RARIDEN moved to take up the resolu- 
tion offered by him on the 28th of January, in 
relation to the officers who have been acting as 
disbursing agents to the Indians, &c. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. R. moved to suspend the rules for that 
purpose; which, however, the House refused to 
agree to. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire inte the expedieney of waking an appropriation 
to open the bar tbat is now forming at (he mouis of the 
Red river and the Atchafalaya, and of removing the ob 
structions arising from the lodge of rocks opposite Alexan- 
dria, in Louisiana. i 


On motion of Mr. RIDGWAY, it was 


Resolred, That the Committee on Publie Lands inquire 
into the propriety of reducing the number of United States 
land offices in the State of Ohio to the smallest number 
that they may deem consistent with the public interest. 


Mr. BELL submitted the following resolution; 
which, on his motion, was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: 


l. Resolved, That of all monopolies, the most liable to 
abuse, the most oppressive and unreasonable, are Govern- 
ment monopolies; and none such ought to be upheld, hut 
upon the clearest grounds of expediency and necessity. 

2. Resolved, That the public post, with its present lu- 
sive privileges, can only be sustained on principle, as an 
institution of Government, authorized by the Constitution, 
so long as itis necessary or essential to the operations of 
ure Government in peace and in war, and n> longe 

3. Resolved, That the exclusive right to carry letters for 
hire on all principal roads in the United States, claimed 
and asserted by the Federal Government, is a monopoly, 
exercised and tolerated at the commencement of the Gov 
ernment by reason of the low state of the public credit and 
finances, and not upon any ground of constitutional right 
or power. 

4. Resolved, That a longer sequieseence in a monopoly, 
originally erted upon such questionable grounds, is 
neither expedient nor justifiable under the present improved 
state of the public credit, and the increased resources of 
the country. 

5. Resolved, That the business of carrying letters for hire, 
like every other branch of industry, connected with the 
prosperity aud happiness of the country, should be thrown 
open io the enjoyment of all the citizens of the United 
States, that the public inay hereafter realize the advantages 
of increased regularity, cheapness, security, and expedition, 
which are sure to follow from a free eompetition of private 
capital and enterprise in this as in all other pursuits. 


ki 


Biack Hawk, in Beaver connty, Pennsylvania, to the post 
office in Clarksen, Columbiana county, Ohio, a distance of 
about ten miles, by the way of the village of North Beaver, 
formerly known by the name of Dillen’s Mills, on Little 
Beaver, a place equidistant between the two points. 


Mr. TOWNS offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
i communicate to this House a copy of the correspondence 
| between General Jesup and the Creek warriors, in relation 

to the negroes captured by them in the Seminole war; also, 
| the correspondence beiween General Arbuckle, Colonel 
Armstrong, an} Nathaniel Collins, with the War Depart- 
ment, on the subject of said negroes. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies over one 
day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish this House a statement showing the names of the 
commissioned officers of the regular Army that were absent 
from their command or post on the Ist of July and January 
last. Also, the amount paid during the year 1838 to officers 
of the Army for double rations, and to whom paid. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here~ 
by, directed to obtain, and communicate to this House at ag 
early a day as practicable during the next session of Con- 
gress, information to the following effeet: The prices at 
which muskets, rifles, and pistols might be made and deliv- 
ered to the United States and private armories, if the same 
be tocated in any good and convenient position in the south- 
ern, the southwestern, and western sections of the Unions 
and that the said prices be obtained on the several suppo- 
sitions that the permanency of the employment of such 
armories, the total number employed in those sections of 
the Union, their respective annual amounts of manufac- 
tures, and their system of proof and inspection of fire-arms, 
be each in all respects the same as do now appertain to the 
private armories employed by the Ordnance Department 
in the manufacture of small-arms. 


On motion of Mr. C. SHEPARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of placiug two buoys in the 
| harbor of Beaufort, North Carolina, one on More’s shoal and 
| the other on Middie Ground shoal, 


On motion of Mr. RENCHER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of allowing com 
mutation to the heirs of Richard D. Cook, for revolutionary 


6. Resolved, That in order to. secure these great benefits, |} 
as well as to maintain correct principles in the administra- | 
tion of the Government, it is expedient that the less pro- | 
ductive post routes, or such as offer no present inducement | 
to private competition, shouid be sustained, if necessary, 
by appropriations out of the common Treasury, or revenues 
arising from other sources. ` 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be instructed to inform this House whether Jand 
agents generally, or only particular land agents, resident in 
this city, be allowed the privilege of entering the different 
rooms of the General Land Office at all times, and remain- 
ing as many hours as they please, for the purpose of ac- 
quiring information useful to them in their business, and of | 
examining the ground plats of public lands already in the 
market, and of new lands about to be brought into market, 
furnished by the surveyors general, together with their pri- 
vate reports as to the quality of the soil, nature of location, 
proximity to navigable waters and railroads, etc., and of į 
making extracts and memoranda from the same ; by which 
means the said agents have the power of ascertaining where 
the most valuable lands are located, and availing them- 
selves of information improperly obtained ; aud also, wheth- 
er the books and papers of the preémption and other bu- 
reaus of the office be accessible to them ; whether the great 
seal of the Office has Jately been found in the possession of 
any one under suspicious circumstances ; whether, since 
the reorganization of the General Land Office, quantities of 
patents have not been sent outin such vile and illegible hand- 
writing as must tend to bring the office into discredit; wheth- 
er any, and how many, since the reorganization of the Land 
Office, land patents have been returned to the Land Office for 
clerical inaccuracies, and whether there is not reason to sus- 
pect that great inaccuracies in the patents already sent out, 
as well as in those ready to be sent out, exist to a consid- 
erable extent; if so, the reason of this gross negligence on 
the part of those who have to attend to the duty of sending 
the patents out in a correct state 3 whether any clerks, and 
how many, since their appointinent under the reorganiza- 
tion of the Land Otice, have been aliowed the privilege of 
staying away from the office for several months ata time, 
giving their names, the reasons for granting them these 
extraordinary privileges, stating who performs their duties 
in their absence: and if substitutes are allowed, who pays 
them, and the prices the substitutes receive as a remuner- 
ation for performing the duties of the absent clerks. 


On motion of Mr. CROCKETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to | 
communicate to this House all the facts in relation to the 
existing contract for carrying the mail from Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, to New Orleans; when ion aH whom the contract |) services. 
was let, and all the terms and conditions of the same; |i . 
whether all the terms and conditions of said contract have |) On motion of Mr, WILLIAMS, of North Car- 
been complied with by the contractor, and if not, in what ji olina, it was * 
respect he has failed to perform his obligations 3 and what Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be directed to 
steps, if any, have been taken to enforce a compliance || inquire into the expediency of providing by law for refund- 
therewith, ‘| ing to applicants the fees they may have paid for a reissue 

On motion of Mr. CALTIOON, of Kentucky, i| or modification of their patents, when they shall have failed 
; to obtain the same. 
it was A ; ; . 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and |. Mr. RIV ES submitted the following resolu- 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of passing a law || on; which, under the rules, lies one day on the 
giving compensation to Peters, Moore & Company, for table: 
carrying the mail in stages between Philadelphia and Lan- || Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
easter, during the period that the passage npon the railroad |! eause to be prepared an abstract of the several netitions 
was obstructed by a snow storm 3 and also into the expedi- | and memor upon the subject of slavery the Abolition of 
eney of making compensation to the said company for car- |} slavery, the slave trade and against the Aanes ón. oC an 
rying the mail in stages on the turnpike road between Phil- | new State into the Union whose constitution may tolerate 
adelphia and Lancaster; and also into the expediency Of i| Savery, against the admission of Texas into the Union, and 
providing by law for returning to said company the sum ot i| for the’ recognition of the independence of Hayti which 
$840, retained out of the pay ofsaid company by the Post- | have been presented to this House since the commence- 
ster General, on account of the said company carving | ment of ihe Twenty-Third Congress; stating each session 
a gre ater nuniber of passengers on their mail routes, Nos, separately showing by whom presented and the number 
103t and 1058, than were permitted by their contracts. oft signers, jen and women, where the Same appears on 

On motion of Mr. POPE, it was i| the face of the papers. 


Resolved, That the Comimittce of Claims be instructed to £! On motion of Mr. CO LES, it was 


inquire into the justice of the claim of John Hays, for thirty : Res. T ' Secs 
i 3 h fa oA A esolred, That the Secreta e Treas r 
dollars, for work perforwed for the pubiie during the last : tar i beretary.of the Trensary be directed 


Z : a i Sedat pete i| to furnish to this House a tabular statement of the an- 
Wae py Ove ee cee ae rye ofthe United States, || nnal value of imports, payments into the Treasury on aC- 
‘ S 5 ie j bapa 2 4 count of them, and the whole cost of their collection, with 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the bill for || the rate per cent. on the value of imports, and also on the 
the relief of James Bailey was recommitted to the Eaa EA N ri ae inchisive, ade 
h Pa ahes Eina g \ 2 expenditures of the Government for each 
Committee on Invalid E ENMON S ear during the same period, exclusive of trust funds and 
Mr. PARMEN'TTER asked leave to present the | publie debt. 
proceedings and resolutions of the Democratic || On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 
portion of the Massachusetts Legislature on the | 
subject of the Independent Treasury. : 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary o° the Navy be directed to 

ct o! i y ij inform this House what pay and emoluments are allowed 
Objection being made, Mr. P. moved a suspen- 

sion of the rules. 


to Lieutenant Wilkes and the officers under his command 
in the South Sea exploring expedition; and if any assur- 

The rules were not suspended, two thirds not | 
voting in favor thereof, 


ances have been given by the Department that the acting 
appointments now held by them will be confirmed on their 
g 3 3 g f return to the United States; and whether the expedition is 
Mr. GRANT offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, hes over one day: 
Resolved, That bilt No. 466, reported at the last session, |; 


considered as of a naval character or not. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it 
providing for the construction of the Niagara ship canal, be 
made the special order of the day for Thursday, the Llst | 


was 
i 


Resolred, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
instant, atter the expiration of the morning hour. 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post route from Evansville, in the connty of 
On motion of Mr. BICKNELL, it was | Preston, to Beverly, in the county of Randolph, in the State 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ii of Virginia. 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from Wampsville, in the county |! 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
of Madison, New York, by Lenax Furnace, to Cawasselan | 3 à 
creek. 


: bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing 
On motion of Mr. HENRY, it was 


repairs to be made in the street leading from the City Mall 
towards the United States arsenal, within the city of Wash- 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


ington. 
establishing a mail route between the post office called 


ji 


On leave given, Mr. THOMAS presented the 
memorial of sundry mechanies of this District, 


1839. 
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employed on the public buildings, in relation to 
a certain bill now before a committee of this 
House; which memorial, on motion of Mr. T., 


was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings, and was ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. POTTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be required to inquire into the various claims 
of Peters, Moore & Co., against the Post Office Department, 
which have been rejected by the Postmaster General, em- 
bracing three general items, and report by bill or other- 
wise. 


On motion of Mr. AYCRIGG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to report a bill providing that the estimated tonnage of ves- 
sels shall correspond with their actual capacity. 


On motion of Mr. HALSTED, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and what, costs are charged 
against the United States, for printed copies of records of 
suits pending in the Supreme Court, which have been 
printed at the expense of the United States ; and also, that 
they be instructed to inquire what amount is paid annually 
for printing the records and proceedings in suits pending 
before the Supreme Court, and to whom paid ; and whether 
the clerk of that court charges suitors for copies of records 
of suits pending in the said court which are printed at the 
expense of the United States, and at what rate and by what 
rule the said charges are made; and whether any legislation 
is necessary in relation to the costs of suits in said court. 


Mr. RANDOLPH submitted the following res- 
olution; which, under the rule, lies one day upon 
the table: 


Resolved, That. the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House tabular statements of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the United States from the 4th 
of March, 1789, to the present time ; showing. the different 
sources from whence the revenue has been received in 
each year, and the different heads, and total amount of ex- 
penditures, and the balance in the Treasury, of each year; 
and also, the amount of appropriations under their respect- 
ive heads, and the balance thereof unexpended, of each 
year, during the same period; and also, the amount of im- 
ports, and of foreign and domestic exports, and of Ameri- 
can and foreign tonnage engaged therein, for each year, 
during the same period. 


Mr. BEERS offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State, Secretary of War, 
Secretary of the Navy, and Postmaster General, be sever- 
ally requested to report to this House, as soon as practica- 
ble, the time that it will necessarily take to auswer the va- 
rious calls made by the House of Representatives on their 
respective Departments for information during its present 
session, together with the probable cost of making their re- 
spéctive reports in answer to said calls, including the print- 
ing of the same; also, that they severally report. to this 


` House the number of calls for information made on their 


respective Departments during the Jast session, by whom 
niade, and the number of their respective reports made by 
virtue of the said calls, and what number have been acted 
upon by the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, Vhat the Clerk be requested to ascertain and 
report to this Honse, as soon as practicable, the cost for 
printing ordered during the present se , including the 
reprinting of twenty thousand copies of last year’s docu- 
ment No. 297; also, at what time the printing now ordered 
will be completed. 


Objection being made to its consideration at 
this time, 

Mr. BEERS asked for a suspension of the 
rules for that purpose, and upon that motion de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and were—yeas 97, nays 79; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Buchanan, By- 
num, Cambreleng, John Campbell, Chaney, Chapman, 
Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushing, Cushman, Davee, Deberry, 
De Graff, Duncan, Edwards, Elmore, Richard Fletcher, 
Isaac Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Glascock, 
Grantland, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Hamer, Haw- 
kins, Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Klingensmith, 
Leadbetter, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Martin, McKay, Abra- 
ham McClellan, McChire, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Samuct W. Morris,Calvary Morris, Murray, Noble, 


Valier, Parker, Parmenter, Paynter, Pennybacker, Phelps, | 


Plumer, Potter, Pratt, Richardson, Rives, Sheffer, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheptor, 
Spencer, Stuart, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Tou- 
cey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Weeks, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, and Jared 
W. Williams—97 

NAYS--Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Ayerigg, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Bron- 
son; William B. Calhoun, Wiltiam B. Campbell, Carter, 
Casey, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Crabb, Crans- 
ton, Crockett, Davies, Dennis, Dunn, Evans, Everett, 
Ewing, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Giddings, Goode, Halsted, 
Hastings, Hawes Herod. Hoffman, Hopkins, Robert M. T. 
Hunter, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lyon, Marvin, Sampson 
Mason, Maury, McKennan, Mencfee, Mercer, Naylor, 
Noyes, Ogie, Peck, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Put- 
nam, Rariden, Randoiph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robin- 
son, Rumsey, Kusseli, Sergeant, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, 
Stanly, Stone, Stratton, ‘Taliaferro, Tillinghast, ‘Poland, 
Underwood, John White, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, and Word—79. 


So the rules were not suspended. 


| which had not, in the course of long experience, 


| more than a hundred years, on which a paint 


! to secure these two objects. 


On motion of Mr. MARVIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making appropri- 
ations for the survey of the bar and harbors of the following 
rivers and ports in Florida, with a view to the improvement 
ofthe same: ‘Phe bar of the river St. Johns, and the river 
and harbor of St. Marks, and more especially the new and 
better channel recently discovered by Benjamin ‘Phornton, | 
Esq., of said Territory. 


MATERIAL FOR THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. PRATT begged permission of the House 
to offer the resolution, which, at his solicitation, 
had been ordered to be printed on a former day. 
He said we have bills now before us for con- 
structing a fire-proof War and General Post Of- 
fice Department; and it was of the utmost import- 
ance that the resolution should be immediately 
considered. He said the interest, as well as the 
honor of the country, in his humble opinion, re- 
quired that those buildings should be constructed |! 
of such material as would be permanent. He then | 
referred to the comparative cheapness of granite 
and marble as a reason why they should give | 
them the preference to sandstone, which is now 
being used in the construction of the Patent Of- 
fice and Treasury Department. He conceived it 
to be their duty to use the best materials, more 
especially when they can be procured at a much 
less expense than the inferior. He hoped, at 
least, that the public mind might be called to the 
subject, whatever might be the disposition the 
House made of the resolution. He hoped, how- 
ever, it would agree to consider it at the present 
time. 

Objection being made to its consideration, 

Mr. P. moved to suspend the rules for that 
purpose; which motion was agreed to, 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Whereas, the materials used in the erection of the Treas- 
ury building in this city are congelated sandstone, absorbing 
water, and requiring to be frequently painted, at great ex- 
pense, to preserve it against rain and frost: Therefore, 

Resolved, as the sense of this House, ‘Chat all public build- 
ings hereafter to be erected for the use of the Government, 
shall be constructed of the hardest and most durable mate- 
rials, either of marble or granite. 

Mr. P. moved its reference to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO moved, as instructions to 
the said committee, a proposition offered by him 
the other day asan amendment to the resolution; 
which proposition, having been then ordered to 
be printed, was now in the hands of the public 
printer, and the purport of which Mr, T. explained 
in the course of his remarks. 

Mr. T. moved that the further consideration of 
the subject be postponed until to-morrow, and 
proceeded to say (as he was understood) that this 
preamble contained certain things as to materials 


been found to betrue. The preamble assumed 
that freestone required for its preservation fre- 
quent and constant painting. There were build- 
ings erected of this material which had been built 


brush had never fallen, and which were now as 
sound and unimpaired as they were the day they 
were built. He alluded particularly to the build- 
ings of Governor Spotswood, of Virginia, and 
another; near which, according to the best of his 
recollection, a paint brush had never been, and 
which had sustained no manner of injury beyond, 
possibly, some little discoloration, 

As to the laboratories which were nowabout to 
be built, (for such he designated these Depart- 
ments,) he was astonished to find that gentlemen 
had become so magnificent in their ideas that 
nothing would suit them short of marble or gran- 
ite. He would go along with any gentleman in 
every proper expenditure of the public money; 
for where was the necessity of building these 
Departments on the scale of palaces? If they 
were built of a material respectable in its appear- 
ance and enduring in its nature, the public should 
not expect anything beyond the outlay necessary 


Now, his amendment provided, in substance, 
that all the public buildings which might here- || 
after be constructed in Washington should be 
built of the same material as the house in which 
they now were. The President’s mansion, the 
Treasury building, the Patent Office, were all 
built of one material; and he asked that all future i 
buildings might be similarly built, unless a cheaper 
and more stable material could be used. There j 
was no better looking edifice in the country than 


re 
| su 


this. house; -orthe President’s: mansion; or-than- 
those now preparing. for-the- Treasury Depart- 
ment and the Patent Office. - He- wasioppösed:to 
all unnecessary expense; and, if this resolution 
was to go to the committee, he hoped- that his’ 
amendment would be suffered to go along with at. 
Mr. LINCOLN was opposed to the postpone- 


| ment, as calculated to prevent any-definite action 


on the subject during the present session of ‘Cons: 
gress. It would be recollected that to-day and: 
to-morrow had been specially’ set apart for. the 
consideration of territorial business; and.if the 
postponement took place as proposed; it might 
uire a suspension of the rule to get ‘at this 
ibject; so that postponement till to-morrow 
might, in fact, be equivalent to postponement for 
the residue of the session. Already:this morn-. 
ing a question involving, in some degree, the 
same subject-matter of inquiry, had been referred 
to the committee. Nothing, therefore, was tobe 
gained by postponement, 

As to the material, he thought he could satisfy 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TALIAFERRO] 
that a more wasteful expenditure of the public 
money had never been known in this Government 
than that in the purchase of the material for the 
public buildings, to say nothing of the ‘shape or 
plan. It would cost the Government $60,000 
more for the construction of a building of such 
material than if constructed of another. What 
was this congelated sandstone? There: were 
now, in buildings constructed of that stone, 
masses of rude clay; the water had got in, which, 
with the expansion of frost, had riven asunder 
some of the parts. A portion might be perfo- 
rated by a fine stick, and it was necessary for:the 
workmen to take itout. It was very unsafe-and 
insecure; and, instead of giving fifty-seven cents: 
a foot forthiscongelated sandstone, granite might. 
be obtained at forty cents. At this very moment: 
there was an application before the Committee on. 
Public Buildings for an appropriation of $12,000 
to paint the very structure now in the course of 
erection. Twenty thousand dollars had been 
expended in five years for that object. The stone 
was such an absorbent of water that the building 
could not be secure unless it was painted. As to 
the appearance, he cared little about it, whether 
painted or not; but he looked to the extravagant. 
waste of the public money. By using another 
material, more than thirty-six per cent. would be 
saved upon the cost, besides the expense: of 
painting every three years, pr 

He thought the subject should go to the com- 
mittee, whose duty it would be to report. all the 
facts—what was the cheapest and best material 
of which to construct these buildings. : 

Mr. BRONSON inquired what would ‘be. the. 
effect of the previous question? uh 

The SPEAKER said it would be to’ bring the 
House to a vote on the resolution. : 

Mr. BRONSON said he would not then move 
it, but would move to lay the subject on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS suggested that a memorial had 
this morning been referred to the Committee on 


| Public Buildings of the same purport as this res- 


olution. The power of the committee, therefore, 
would be neither increased nor diminished by the 
reference of this resolution. 

Mr. BRONSON withdrew his motion to lay 
on the table at the request of 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, who said he could not 
well perceive how the House could get into a de- 
bate on a matter of this kind. The proposition 
was a very simple one; and if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Linco.n] was correct in his 
statement of facts, there could be no further ques- 
tion. If granite could be furnished cheaper than 
any other material, then he (Mr. T.) was for 
granite. But what did all the estimates of the 
mechanics say, when the Treasury building and 
the Patent Office were about to be constructed ? 
The whole estimates showed that the expense of 


| building with granite would be more than double. 


He was willing to make issue with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and if the gentleman would 
permit the resolution to pass with the modifica- 
tion which he (Mr. T.) would suggest, namely 
that the cheapest pian should be adopted, there 
would be an end of the matter. 

Mr. PRATT said he would accept the modifi- 
cation, He was one of the Committee om Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and conceived it his duty 
to bring the matter before the Houses: His sense 
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of duty tothe public interest dictated such a 
course to him; as he had no disposition to debate 
this matter further, and to save the time of the 
House, he would accept the modification. He 
had the certificate of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings that granite was seventeen cents less |! 
per foot than freestone. Í 

Mr. TALIAFERRO said he should know 
something of this matter. Did the gentleman į 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LincoLn] ever see a | 
precious metal without dross? The fault was in 
the construction, and not in the material, if any 
flaws had been found, as the gentleman described. 

Mr. LINCOLN was understood to say he 
would state that, as to onc of the columns of the 
President’s House, a part of it had come asunder, 
and that it had been necessary to supply its place, 
in consequence of the operation of the frost; and | 
that, as to other columns now finished in the new 
building, there were various places in which the 
material had decayed from three to five inches. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO said there was a perfect | 
as well as an imperfect formation of marble. So 
it was with the freestone which the gentleman | 
(ir ridicule, he supposed,) had denominated sand- 
stone. But he (Mr. T.) insisted that the archi- 
tect was bound to look and see that it was per- 
fect. 

There was agreat mistake here if gentlemen 
supposed that paint was necessary for the pres- 
ervation or the comfort of edifices built of free- 
stone. He spoke from experience. It was not 
necessary, although it might improve the appear- | 
ance. ‘Lhat was a matter of taste. 

The appropriate points for the House to con- | 
sider were usefulness and economy, 

Mr. NAYLOR said he would not occupy the 
time of the House; but he had been about to ask 
leave of the House to introduce a resolution on 
this subject. He held in his hand one which he 
thought would suit the views of all. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, understanding Mr.Prart | 
to have accepted his modification, withdrew the 
motion to postpone, 

And the question recurring on commitment, 

Mr. NAYLOR said that the House was aware 
that, within a few days, the Committee on Public 
Buildings had submitted estimates for a General 
Post Office building, to be constructed of split ; 
granite. 
petent to judge, that the building could be con- | 
structed better, and at much less cost, of marble. | 

j 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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| 
i 
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Mr. N. then offered a substitute for the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman fram New York, and ex- 


pressed a hope that it would not be objected to ij 


Mr. LINCOLN apprehended that the inquiry 
propose would cause delay on the action of the 
Jll for the construction of a Post Office building. 
[le was opposed to delay; and all difficulty might 
be obviated by referring the question of material : 
to the President. i 


Mr. HAYNES said if he understood theamend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. | 
Nayzior,] he was in favor of its adoption. 


erect public buildings to last as long as materials | 
can last, to have estimates from a competent | 
source of the cost and durability of such mate- | 
rials. Hie was, therefore, in favor of the pro- 
posed amendment. 


“A change had come o’er the spirit of their | 


dream ” since the last session of Congress. Then |: 
| 


we heard nothing but the ery of economy, when | 
we were urged to pull down the new Treasury 
building, and remove its materials to the site for 
a General Post Office, and, perchance, when that 
building should be partially constructed, to pull ; 
it down, and carry back the material to its ori- | 
ginal place. Now that committee goes for the | 
more expensive materials of granite or marble. 

Mr. GRANT moved the previous question, © 
but withdrew it, and moved to lay the subject on 
the table; which motion was rejected. 

Mr. PRATT then modified ‘his resolution to 
read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of having the pub- 
lic buildings hereafter to be erected built of either marble 
or granite, instead of the stone that has been used; and that 
said committee report to this House which of these mate- 
rials is the most desirable and economical, and the several 
prices at which each of said materials can be furnished. 


Mr. P. demanded the previous question; which 
was seconded. 


i 


1 


He had Deen informed, by those com- jj 


It; 


was certainly important, when we were about to | 


But he would saya word of | 
the course of the Committee on Public Buildings. |: 
i 


And the main question (being on the adoption 
of the resolution) was ordered, and taken; and 
the resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. SLADE offered the following resolution: 


Whereas, on the 30th day of January, in the year of our 
Lord 1839, there were driven by the doors of the Capitol of 
the United States in view of members of both Houses of 
Congress, thirty men chained and handcuffed, together with 
twenty women and children; and whereas there are cir- 
cumstances which justify a strong suspicion that it was for 
no offense against the laws of the United States, or of any 
of the States, that said men, women, and children were 
chained, handcuffed, and driven as aforesaid: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the 
House be forthwith appointed to inquire and report— 

}. The authority under which the said men, women, and 
children were thus chained, handcuffed, and driven as 
aforesaid 5 

2. Whether they were charged with the commission of 
crimes; and if so, cf what crimes, and when and where 
committed ; 

3. Whether they had been convicted of crimes, and if so, 
of what crimes, and by what tribunat convicted; and 

4. Whether the persons who chained, handcuffed, and 
drove the said men, women, and children were officers of 
the United States, duly authorized to have the custody of 
eriminals within the District of Columbia; and, if so, 


to the common jail of said District for trial, or to the peni- 
tentiary thereof for punishment. 

Resolved, That said committee be authorized to send for 
persons and papers, and to report to this House by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. STANLY inquired of the Chair if the 
resolution was received? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Objection being made, 


i| Obj g 


Mr. CRABB inquired of the Chair whether the 
resolution would not be laid on the table, under 
the resolution of the 12th. December ? 
| The SPEAKER said he would decide that point 
| when it came up in its proper place. 
| On motion of Mr. BRONSON, it was 
; Resolved, That the Cominittee on Military Affairs be in- 


i structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
, propriation for the erection of a fort or other military works 


i x K K x 4 
; on Bartlett Point, in the river St. Lawrence, in the county | 
| 


of Jefferson, and State of New York. 

Mr. FILLMORE, on leave, presented to the 
House several petitions; which were appropri- 
anly referred. 

Mr. TAYLOR submitted the following reso- 
i lution; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the 20th rule of this House, which pro- 
vides that “all the States and Territories”? shall be called 


{ remainder of the session. 
: On motion of Mr. DE GRAFF, it was 
| Resolved, That the Conmittee on Naval Affairs be in- 


: structed to inquire into the propriety of passing a bill pro- 
viding for the settlement of the accounts of the late purser 


i 
H Melancton W. Bostwick, and other officers and men who | 
| 


were lost in the year 1815, on board the brig-ot-war Eper- 
| vier, which was foundered at sca, 
| Mr. TITUS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day upon 
l the table: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 


discharged from the further consideration of a resolution of 


this House, of the Hth January, instructing said committee 
to inquire into the expediency of an explanatory act in re- 
lation to the laws imposing duties on imports ; and, also, 
from the further consideration of a communication from 
| the Secretary of the ‘Freasury, on the same day, upon the 
same subject; and thatthe said resolution and eommuni- 
tion be referred to a select committee. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, it was 


transmit to this House any part of the proceedings of the 


i 3830 with the Cherokee Indians, be, and the same is here- 
hy, rescinded. 


On motion of Mr. INGHAM, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed 
to comnitinieate to this House a statement of the annual 
expenditures for each revenue eutter, consisting of repairs, 
equipments, rations, officers and seamen’s wages, and other 
incidental expenses, for the year 1830 to 1838. 


On motion of Mr. TILLINGEIAST, it was 


whether they committed said men, women, and children | 


j tor resolutions on each alternate Monday, during each ses- | 
i; sion of Congress, be suspended, after this day, during the 
{ 


Resolved, That so much of the resolution of this House | 
of the Idth January, as requires the Secretary of War to ii 


commissioners under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 


Resolved, That Caleb Williams, jr and S. W. Beart, i 


i praying by petition for ihe remnssion of certain duties, have 


leave to withdraw said petitions and the papers filed therc- 
with, 


On mation of Mr. CUSHING, the House took 


up for consideration the following preamble and 


resolution submitted by him on 3ist December: 
Whereas, in the message of the President of the United 

States, at the opening of the Eighieenth Congress, it was, 

among other things, avowed and proclaimed as the settjed 


: national policy of the United States, that, “in the wars of 


the European Powers, in matters relating to themselves, 
we have never taken any part, nor does If comport with our 


| policy so to do 3” that, “with the movements in this hemi- 
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sphere we are, of necessity, more immediately connected ;?? 
that ‘‘ we owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the amicable 
relations existing between the United States and those 
Powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt on 
their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemi- 
sphere as dangerous to our peace and safety ;”? that, “ with 
the existing colonies or dependencies of any European 
Power, we have not interfered, and shall not interfere 5 but 
with the Governments who have declared their independ- 
ence and maintained it, and whose independence we have, 
on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, 
we could not view any interposition for the purpose of op- 
pressing them, or controlling in any other manner their des- 
tiny, by any European Power, or in any other light than as 
the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition towards the 
United States ;?? and that “ it is impossible, therefore, that 
we should behold such interposition, in any form, with in- 
difference.” 

Resolved, therefore, That the President of the United 
States be requested to inform this House, if the same be 
not, in his judgment, incompatible with the public interest, 
what explanations the King of the French has rendered to 
the United States in relation to the recent blockade of a 
part of the coast of the Mexican Republic by France; the 
treatment of vessels of the United States, public or private, 
by the blockading squadron; the reduction of the castle of 
San Juan de Utloa; and the ulterior views and designs of 
the French Goverament respecting the Mexican Republic. 
Also, to inform the House whether he has proffered to either 
of the contending parties the mediation of the United States 
in the premises, and to communicate any correspondence 
on the subjects aforesaid which may have passed between 
the Government of the United States and that of France. 
And that the President be in like manner requested to com- 
municate to the House information of the same tenor in 
regard to the blockade of the Rio de la Plata by the French, 
and the differences existing between the French Govern- 
ment and that of the Argentine Republic. 


The resolution was then agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
transmit to this House a copy ofa communication from Com- 
modore Jesse D. Elliott to the late Secretary of the Navy, 
which accompanied the Commodore’s transmission of the 
proceedings of the said court-martial against Lieutenant ©. 
J. Hunter, together with the deposition of the Governor of 
Minorea in relation to the transactions involved in the sub- 
ject before said court. Also, that he lay’before this House 


| copies of all communications and papers furnished to the 


Department by Commodore Elliott in explanation of, or 
having reference to, the complaint of Passed Midshipman 
Barton against the Commodore, a copy of which was called 
for by a resolution of this JLouse of the Ist February instant; 
and also of all communications on file in the Department in 
relation to the presentation of a service of plate to Com- 
modore Elliott by the crew of the American frigate Con- 
stitution, during the last cruise of the said ship under his 
command. 


Mr. ANDREWS submitted the following res- 
olution; which, under the rule, lies one day on 
the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate 
to this House the names of all the Navy officers who have 
been waiting orders on furlough, or otherwise off duty, for 
more than six months past, with the length of time they 
have been sooffduty, the amount of pay each has received, 
and whether any officer of the Navy receives a pension for 
disability, at the same time he is receiving pay as an officer, 
with the names and amount in each case. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire upon what terms the Indian portraits, 
taken by George Catlin, of distinguished chiefs and braves, 
belonging to about forty different nations, together with the 
costumes, other curiosities, and sketches of the country, 
collected and taken by the said Catlin, during seven years? 
residence with and among the different tribes of western 
Indians, can be obtained by the Government, and into the 
expediency of purchasing the same. 


On motion of Mr. REED, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expedicney of providing for a survey of 
a dangerous shoal called Nantucket South shoal, situated 
in the ocean, twenty or thirty miles from land, and greatly 
retarding and obstructing the navigation between the North- 
ern and Middle and Southern States, and also between the 
United States and Europe. Also, that they inquire into the 
expediency of providing buoys for the harbor of Wellfleet 
and vicinity. 


On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed io inquire into the expediency of making provision for 
a survey of the Conasset Racks in Massachusetts bay, with 
a view to the erection of a light-house thereon, 


On motion of Mr. BORDEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending a post route to the village of Westport Point, in 
the town of Westport, Massachusetts. 


_ Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the rules and orders for conducting the 
business in the House of Representatives be so amended, 
that in the proviso of the 18th rule the word “ thirty’? be 
struck aut, and the word ‘six inserted in its places 
and that in the last line but one of the said proviso the word 
“ day’? be struck out, and the words “and fourth day” be 
inscrted in its place. 
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On motion of Mr. WILL 
Hampshire, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
froin the farther consideration’ of the petition of Volney 
French and others, and thatthe same be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, who have the subject of said 
petition under consideration. 

On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, it was 

Resolved, That.the report of the Committee of Claims in 
the case ‘of Betty H. Beard be recommitted to that com- 
mittee, for the purpose of examining additional testimony. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the select 
committee to which had been referred the memo- 
rial of Duncan N. Hennen, complaining of the 
official conduct of Philip K. Lawrence, judge of 
the eastern and western districts of Louisiana, 
made the following report: 
The select committee to which was referred the memo- 


rial of Duncan N. Hennen, complaining of the official con- 
duct of Philip K. Lawrence, judge of the district court 


IAMS, of New 


ofthe United States for the castern and western districts | 


of Lonisiana, report: 

That, in consequence of the evidence collected by them, 
in virtue of the powers with which they have been invest- 
ed by the House, and which is hereunto subjoined, they 
are. of opinion that Philip K. Lawrence, judge of the dis- 
trict. court of the United States for the.eastern and western 
districts of Louisiana, be impeached for high misdemeanors 
in office. 

-Mr UNDERWOOD offered the following res- 
olutions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form this House -how the armies and troops engaged in pros- 
ecuting the Florida war have been furnished with supplies 
of. flour, meal, corn, oats, hay, bacon, pork, and beer for 
the last two years, stating whether the supplies have been, 
furnished by contract, in whole or in part, and the name or 
names of the contractors, and whether the contracts have 

~ been let tothe lowest bidder, or whether the supplies have 
been furnished, in whole or in part, by an agent or agents 
employed to make purchase ; aud if so, the name or names 
of the agents, and the sums allowed them as compensation 
for their services respectively,and whether the compensa- 
. on-by’a gross sum by the month or year, or a percentage 
apon the amount of, their purchases; and'ifa percentage, 
its amount: E . 

“Resolved further; That said Secretary inform thè House 
whét ig:-the ‘highest pri¢e paid. by the Governmeitt: during 
the fast two years for flour by the, barrel; meal, corn, and 
oats by the. bushel ; and bacon, pork, and beet by the pound 
orbarrel; and bay by tlie one hundred ponnds dr ton, déliv- 

the ports‘of ‘Florida. ` ` : 
“Mr. U: (leave having been denied) moved'a 
Buspension of the rule for the purpose of consid- 
ering the resolutions at this time; which motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. DUNCAN submitted the following reso- 

tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on ‘the 


‘table. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be direeted to | 


make out.a‘statement of the suins of money which have 
been paid as the expenses of the committee of investiga- 


tion, appointed by the House of Representatives ducing the || 
session of 1836-37, of which the Hon. Itexry A. Wise was | 
ehairinan; arid also, the committee of investigation of the | 


same: session, of which the Hon. JAMES GARLAND Was 
chairman, stating particularly the items of said expenses, 
and to whom the same were paid, and report the same to 
thé House. ` 


The States having been called through for res- | 


olutions, the special order was taken up, being 
the consideration of 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. BRONSON, all the bills 
were referred to the same Committee of the 
‘Whole, and the House resolved itself into a 
Committee: of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Davee in the chair.) 


On motion of Mr, B.-the committee took up 
|| in all cases soiall, 


the-bills-in the following order: 


A bill to define and establish the eastern bound- ! 


ary of the Territory of Iowa; which was consid- 
ered and laid aside to be reported to the House. 


LA bilte authorize the election or appointment!) 


of-certain officers of the Territory of Towa, and 
for other:purposes; ‘which was also laid aside. 


vA’ bill-to: provide for the ereétion of public} 1 
|| sin;” which was considered and agreed to, 


buildings ‘inthe Tertitory. of Florida. 


After some remarks from ‘Messrs. BOND, ° 


DOWNING; and BRONSON, $ 


:Mr:BOND submitted a proviso that the passage 

of this law should not be held as binding the United 

States. to.any future appropriation ;..which..was 

agreed to,.and.the billand.amendment-ordered:ta: 

be reported. 2 eee ce ee ee 
1 


eq 


| 
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j 


t 


i 


| 
| 


i and DOWNING, 


VOL. T: «Nor d2 


The committee then took up the bill to author- 
ize the election or appointment of certain officers 
in the Territory of lowa, and for other purposes; 
which was considered and laid aside. 

The next was the bill to amend the act estab- 
lishing the territorial government of Wisconsin, 
(limiting the tenure of the offices of Governor, 
secretary, marshal, and attorney to two years, 
judges to four, &c.) 

Mr. ADAMS inquired the object of the pro- 
posed change. 

Mr. DOTY explained that it was to hold toa 
greater and more frequent accountability, and to 
assimilate the periods of service to those of sim- 
ilar officers in the States, 

Mr. ADAMS insisted that its effect would be 
to render the Governors: more dependent on Ex- 
ecutive power and influence. Mr. A. moved to 
strike out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. BRONSON disclaimed any such intention | 
on the part of the committee who reported the | 
bill, and the inference was rather the reverse, or 
at Jeast to bring about a more direct responsibility 
to the people among whom the officers resided. 

Mr. POPE was unwilling to make any change 
in a system which had hitherto worked well | 
enough, and no complaints had yet been heard | 
of the Governor of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRONSON could assure the committee 
that no intention existed to reach the existing | 
Governor of Wisconsin, for the bill was so drafted 
as to take effect only on the expiration of Gov- | 
ernor Dodge’s term. ` 

Mr. DOTY defended the provisions of the bill 
with much earnestness, and showed the necessity 
of a change and a more frequent removal from 
the negligence of some of the officers. 

The amendment was disagreed to, and the bill | 
was laid aside. 

The next was the bill to provide for the building 
of'a pier on Lake Winnebago; which was con- 
sidered and laid aside. : 

The bill making St. Joseph's, Florida, a port 
of entry, was also considered and ordered to be 
reported. oye 

The bill forthe relief of ‘the 
dians, in 'the Tertitory:of Wisconsin, was nex 
considered and ordered to be reported. 


j 
| 
i 


Brotherton In- 
t 


ji 


KEMBLE; EVANS, NAY: 
The CHAIRMAN decided 
fall within the special order. : 
Mr. ADAMS appealed from that decision, 
the ground that a portion of it had reference 
the Territory of Florida—the second section, 
After a few further remarks from. Messrs” 
DOWNING, LINCOLN, EVANS, ‘BRON 
SON, and CAMBRELENG, the bill was laid 
aside, to have the question decided in the House. 
| The committee then took up the ‘bill in'rela: 
| tion to the town of Southport, Wisconsin,” 
The question was on the substitute’ submitted 
by Mr. Dory, on Saturday last, which he yow 
moved. atts v 
Mr. LINCOLN opposed the bill, and also the © 
substitute, and‘moved that the bill be laid aside, 
not to be reported. ; : : 
Mr. DOTY earnestly advocated the bill, citing 
| various acts of legislation by which Congress | 
| had absolutely donated the proceéds of the sales 
| of town lots to the inhabitants thereof; whereas 
this bill only provided that the money. should be ~ 
paid into the ‘Treasury, and laid out in the cone 
struction of the harbor of Southport, leaving the 
selection of the point, too, to the discretion of 
the Seeretary of War. 2a 
After some further remarks from. Messrs: 
MERCER, DOTY, and LINCOLN, pE 
On motion of Mr. LINCOLN#+the committee 
rose, and reported the bills passed in committeé 
to the House, and progress on the others. 
Mr. ADAMS made an inquiry as tothe bill 
ruled out of order by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of. the Union: 
The SPEAKER remarked that it was not ustal 
for the House to entertain questions of order. be-. 
fore committees, the latter deciding their own 
points. He suggested. that the question could be 
settled in committee to-morrow. :- CA, 


DESTRUCTION OF THE CAROLINE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes~ 
sage of the President of the United States in re- 
lation to the demands made on ‘the British Gov- 


The bill to fix the salaries of the keepers of the 
public archives in Florida. 
Aftera brief discussion between Messrs. BOND 


Mr. BOND moved to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill; which was lost. 

Mr. B. moved to strike out ‘+ $750”? and insert | 
‘© $500” as the salary to be given. 

Mr. BRONSON remarked that that was the 
present salary. { 

The amendment was disagreed to; and the bill 
laid aside to be reported. 

The bill to authorize the purchase of a law | 


| library for the Territory of Florida was next con- | 


sidered. i 

The bill to authorize the construction of a road | 
from Dubuque, in Iowa, to the boundary of Mis- | 
souri. : i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if his colleague | 
had made an estimate Of the amount of money | 
involved in these bills ? 


Mr. BRONSON had not yet; but would by to- | 
morrow morning. ‘The amounts, however, were |} y rred the i i 
|| the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wis- 


Mr. MERCER moved an additional section, 


containing several items for works of internal im- "| 


provements, both in the Territory and-in some of 
the States; which was agreed to. ee o 

‘The bill was then laid aside; and the commit- | 
tee took up the ‘* bill to authorize the construc- ` 
tion of certain roads in the Territory of Wiscon- | 


The biH reported this morning by Mr. Evans, 
ta ‘provide for certain improvements it Florida, | 
wus next consideredy © 9° 8 t 5 ie 

Tho bill to grant*land to- certain“ counties inl 
Jowa forthe vonstraction of public buildings, was | 
alsod‘ordered tõbe reported. - ae | 

On'motion of Mr. EVANS; the committee took | 


ernment for satisfaction for the destruction of thé 
Caroline, at Schlosser, in the United States: $ 

Mr. BRONSON moved to print ien thousand! 
g then objected 


| extra copies; which motion, bein, 
| to, lies over. 


| On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. f 
Turspay, February 12, 1839. - 
Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 


i 


| Claims, to which had been referred the following 


bills, reported the same without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that they do not pass: 
An act for the relief of Dr. Francis Lambert; and: 
An act for the relief of Sylvester Phelps and 
| others. 
| Mr. H. also, from the same committee, res 
| ported an act for, the relief of Joseph Jackson, 
without amendment, and recommending its pas- 
sage. 
Mr. SEVIER; from the Committee on Indian 


Affairs, to which was referred the menierial of 


consin, praying that the title of the Menomoned 
Indians to lands within that Territory may be exs 
tinguished, asked to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration thereof; which was agreed. to. 
Mr. S., from the same committee, to which the. 
bill for the relief of Milley Yates was reeonimit- 
ted, reported the same without amendment, and 
with a recommendation in favor of its passage. 
Mr. MERRICK, from theCommittee onClains,; 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of Mix 
chael Fenwick, reported the same without amend- 
ment. Bg MED TOES Sala de 
Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee, on. Indian. 
Affairs, to which: had: been. referred the act pro~ 
viding for paying three companies of militia: in 


H 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


United. States, reported the same withan amend- | 


ment... ci 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: 

Anact to provide for the settlement of the claims 
of Walter Jones against the United States; and 

A bill toamend the act of March 3, 1837, en- 
titled ** An act supplementary to the act entitled 


anact to amend the judicial system of the Uni- | 


ted States,” and for other purposes. : 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to alter the time for holding 
the fall term of the circuit court of the United 
States for the District of Michigan, reported the 
same with an amendment. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred an act for the relief of Peyton Ran- 
dolph, reported the same without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

- Mr, MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that they do not pass: 

An act for the relief of John England; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Hapten; 

An act for the relief of John Jacob Baugh; 

An act for the relief of Oliver Peck; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Durant; 

An act for the relief of the widow of Captain 
James Hunter; 

An act for the relief of Fielding Pratt; and 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Jones and 
others. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read a first and second time and 
referred to appropriate committees: 

An act for thè relief of Griffith Coombe and 
John P. Ingle, trustees of the house in the city 
of Washington called the brick Capitol; 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to compromise claims of the United States 
against certain banks. 

An act for the relief of Cornetius Taylor; 

An act for the relief of Jamison & Williams; 

An act for the relief of James IF. Grant, Moses 
W. Simpson, and ‘Thruston Going; and 

A joint resolution requesting the President of 
the United States to present a gold medal to 
James Rumsey. 

PETITION, 


Mr. RIVES presented the petition of Sarah 
M. Gates, widow of Captain Lemuel Gates, and 
the petigon of Jeremiah Mugitt; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 
Mr. ALLEN, on leave, and in pursuance of 


notice given, introduced a joint resolution to au- | 


thorize the Treasurer of the United States to issue 
certificates of deposit in lieu of others to be ean- 
celed; which was read twicc, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Tartmapee, was taken up, considered, 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Posunaster General communicate to 
the Senate the number of removals of deputy postroasters 
since March 4, 1537, the munes of the persons xo removed, 
and the times when removed, the names ef the perso 
appointed to fill the vacancies, the names of the offices 


where such removals baye bees made, classifying the whole 
by States and Territories. 


a 


The folowing resolution, also submitted yes- 
terday py Mr, Tatimanoe, was taken up: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to 
the engate capies of all proposals for furnishing supplie 
to the Indian arameng and of all cantiaets entered into 
for the same, since the Ist of 2 ast, and of all corre 
spondence with the department relation to said propos 
and contracts; and whether yny made of procuring supp 
has been adopted, other than py advertising for proposals, 
and giving the contract to thase ofluring the most favorable 
perms. 

On motion af Mr. BENTON, the resolution 
was amended by adding thereto the following 
words; 

And that he also inform the Senate what has been the 
result of the late attempts to revive the mode of supplying 
the Indians with goods by contract, and how far the goods 
obtained by such contracts have been at fair prices, good 
quality, and suitable kind ; and thatal information in pos- { 
session of the department, or.in its power to obtain without | 


i delay, bearing.on the price, quality, and. fitness-of the goods 
iso. obtained by- contract, be communicated to. the Senate; 
and also the comparative view of said contracts with the 
purchases of Indian goods previously made ‘by the agents 
| and officers of the Unite I States. 


Mr. NORVELL submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over: 


Resolved, That the daily hour of the meeting of the Sen- 
ate shall be at eleven o’clock.until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
cate to the Senate ifany,and what, banks in Hlinois, since 
their resumption of specie payment in May last, have applied 
to be made banks of deposit; and if any, the reasons why 
not so made. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


The Senate then procceded to the consideration 
| of the bill to prevent the interference of Federal 
officers in elections, and the special order of the 
day; when 

Mr. RIVES addressed the Senate at length, 
and with much earnestness, against the report of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and, in conelud- 
ing, stated his great disapprobation of the doc- 
trines contained in the report of the Judiciary 


| 


itself to revoke the sanction it had given to it by 
| printing an extra number of copies of it. With 


i demnatory of the report, and concluding with an 
! amendment to it. He submitted to his friend 
‘from Kentucky, [Mr. Cnirrenpsn,] whether 


‘had in view by adopting these resolutions in lieu 
: of the bill about which many gentlemen enter- 
tained constitutional scruples. 

Mr. R. then read the resolutions, and moved 
they be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE desired to know in what charac- 
ter the gentleman’s resolutions were offered; 


f 
| 


| Mr. BUCHANAN observed thatit was always 
i best to do one thing at a time. The issue had 
|| been fairly made by the Senator from Kentucky, 
| (Mr. Crrrrenpen,] on his bill as introduced, and 
' he intended, for one, at some convenient time, to 
| give his sentiments with regard to it. Though 
|| he was disposed, on all occasions, to show every 


i changed at this time. The honorable Senator 
| from Virginia could, at the propertime to-morrow, 
. bring forward his resolutions and have the sense 


: wady to consider them; but on this question he 


the bill. 

Mr. WALL complained of the unfair manner 
in which the Senator from Virginia had treated 
i the report. It was plain to every man of common 
ii sense in the community that no such inference 


i 


could be drawn from it as the one drawn by the 
Senator from Virginia. Thecommittee, (Mr. W. 
; said,) in this report, was discussing the rights of 
| citizens; and the Senator would not pretend to 
|; deny that officeholders were citizens? He begged 


i 
i 
I 
i 


tinction he had made was not to be found in the 
Constitution, What, sir! (said Mr. W.,)are the 


_ rate class from the people? Are those whom the 


ji their business, aliens to them? 


that by so doing, it would be placing an unfair 
construction upon it. 
Mr. KING was much surprised that the Sen- 


i: ator from Virginia should think of introducing `: 


| these resolutions in connection with the report. 
ii Fhe report (Mr. K. said) was not before the Sen- 
: ate, and could in no way be subject to amend- 


The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. | 


Committee, and said that the Senate owed it to | 


| this view, he submitted a set of resolutions con- ; 


they could not both accomplish the object they | 


| courtesy to his fellow members of the Senate, yet | 
| he was not disposed to permit the issue to be | 


i: wanted the bill, the whole bill, and nothing but | 


‘| leave to tell the Senator from Virginia that what- | 
ever new lights he might now have, that the dis- | 


i foreign to it, and dispose of it as early as practi- 
cable, for he apprehended that the business of 
the country might suffer by a protracted discus- 
sion. 

Mr. RIVES asked of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, who was so well versed in parliamentary 
law, of which he professed to have but little knowl- 
edge, if it was not in his power to move to recom- 
mit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. KING said certainty the Senator could 
make that motion. 

Mr. RIVES said his object was to get his res- 
olutions printed and before the Senate, and to 
have them adopted as an antidote to the report. 
He cared not how this was done, whether by a 
recommitment or otherwise. With regard to his 
Democracy, it was not as new as that of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, which, as he understood, 
went back only to 1812, while his he could trace 
back to 1798. He thought the gentleman ought 
to have followed him step by step in his argument 
commenting on this report, instead of complain- 
ing of the inferences drawn in one portion of it. 

Mr. CUTHBERT asked if he was to under- 
' stand of the gentleman from Virginia that he pro- 
| poses to recommit the bill with the report of the 
; Judiciary Committee, for the purpose of having 
these resolutions reported distinct, without the 
bill? 

Mr. RIVES replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. CUTHBERT rejoined, that the gentleman 
then shrunk from the defense of the bill. A bill 
(he said) had been introduced by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,} of a character 
which provoked the severest censures in this re- 
port. The gentleman, therefore, justified the 
A when he shrunk from the defense of the 

di. 

Mr. RIVES said he did not undertake to de- 

cide the question as to the bill in its present shape. 


|, of the Senate on them, and he should be very |; 


He proposed to recommit it with instructions to 
introduce these resolutions, and also to make a 
report on the bill; so that he did not give up the 
principle contained in it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was understood to say 
that he preferred that the bill should not be re- 
committed at thistime. He wished the argument 
to go on, though he believed the Senator had an 
undoubted right to move its recommitment, 

Mr. RIVES observed that the Senator from 


tions to bring in these resolutions. 

| Mr. KING said headmitted no such thing. He 
; admitted neither more nor less than that it was 
: in the power of the Senator to move to recommit 
the bill with instructions to amend the bill itself, 
and if the Senate chose to make the instructions 
positive, it could do it. But all parliamentary 
rules showed that the Senator could not move to 


people have intrusted with the transaction of: 


Was this the |: 
: Democracy that the Senator had lately acquired? | could not introduce his resolutions while. the 
Ar. W. objected to having these resolutions at | 


all connected with the report; and he considered | 


| recommit the bill, with instructions to amend the 
report of the committee that had been made on it, 
or to bring ina string of resolutions having the 
same object. 

Mr. RIVES observed that the Senate would see 
"his object, and he was indifferent how it was ob- 
‘ tained; all he wanted was to have the resolutions 


: M |: printed, so as to have them before the Senate, and 
i: officers of this Government a distinct and sepa- | 


. to allow him to consider in what way he could 
: best obtain the object he had in view in drafting 
: them, 


The VICE PRESIDENT said the Senator 


subject under discussion yet remained undis- 
posed of. 

Mr. NORVELL observed that he desired to 
address the Senate on the subject of the bill, but 
„as it was too late in the day for that object, and 
yet too early to adjourn, he would propose that 
the bill be passed over informally, and that they 
proceed to the consideration of the general orders. 

This was agreed to. . 


‘ment. It was an answer to a bill, which bill was i Mr. RIVES then submitted the following res- 
now before the Senate in Committee of the Whole, | 


e : olutions, and moved that they be printed; which 
: and thet, and that alone, was subject to amend- || was adopted: 


iment, With the same propriety might the Sen- || 
ator propose to amend the speech of the Senator 
‘from New Jersey, as to propose an amendment | 


Whereas, “the constitutional remedy by the elective 
principle becomes nothing if it may be smothered by the 
i enormous patronage of the General Government;” and 


1839; 


whereas, also; (fréédom of election is essential to thé ia| 
tual independence-of the State and Federal Governments; | 
and of the different branches of the same Government so 
vitally cherished by American institutions :*. 'Therefore,: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, it is highly 
“improper for officers, depending on the Executive of the 
Union, to attempt to control or influence the free exercise 
of the elective right.” 

Resolved, also, That measures ought to be adopted b 
Congress, so far as their constitutional powers may extend, 
to restrain, by law, all interference of Federa! officers with 
elections, otherwise than by giving their own votes; and 
that the report of the Judiciary.Committee be committed 
to ä select committeé, with instructions to new model it 
according to the principles declared in the foregoing pre- 
amble and resolutions. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
è Tuxspay, February 12, 1839. 


Mr. C. SHEPARD, on leave, from the Com- 
mittee on, the Territories, reported a bill making 
provision for the purchase and repair of court- 

ouses in Florida. 

Mr.CAMBRELENG, on leave, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill mak- 
ing appropriations for certain fortifications for the 
year 1839. 

Also, Senate bill, withoutamendment, to allow 
a drawback of duties on imported hemp, when 
manufactured into cordage, and exported. 

Mr.C. also reported a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, representing the condition 
of the Treasury to. be-such that certain payments 
could not be made without the immediate passage 
of the ** bill to amend an act to authorize the issu- 
ing of Treasury notes to meet the current ex- 
penses of Government, approved May 21, 1838.” 

The letter having been read at the Clerk’s table, 

‘Mr, C. said this bill had been reported on the 
8th of January, and was on its engrossment on 
the Speaker’s table. Mr. C. now asked the House 
to take itup. He added, as a reason for the mo- 
tion, that the House would perceive, from the 
réading of the letter, that it was not in the power 

of the Treasury to meet the drafts upon it, unless 
> this bill, whick was merely to extend this act | 
from January to May, was passed. 

‘Mr. BRONSON begged his colleague not to 
press that. motion that day, to the hindrance of į 
territorial business, but. postpone his motion till 
‘tostnortows) One day would make but little dif- 
ference. A | 

‘Mr. CAMBRELENG could not withdraw the 
motion. i 

Mr. BELL hoped the gentleman would ‘not | 
press it now, but have the communication printed, | 
so that they might have an opportunity of exam- 
ining it. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG yielded; and, on his mo- | 
“tion, Mr. Woodbury’s letter was ordered to be || 

printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERS suggested to set aside the 
special order for the morning hour, to call the} 
committees for reports, but it was objected to. |; 

The House then resumed the execution of the 
special order. | 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


The following bills reported yesterday, without 
amendment, were ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

A bill to establish the boundary line of the 
Territory of Iowa; 

A bill’for tlie election or appointment of officers 


cA bill to amend the organic law of lowa and 
Wisconsin; : 

“A bill to amend the act establishing the Terri- 
torial Government.of Wisconsin; 

Mr:-GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved to strike 

out the provision in relation to the tenure of office 
of the officers; which, after some discussion be- 
tween Mr. G.and Mr. BRONSON, was disagreed 
: 3 


OKE TT ee 
A bill making an appropriation for the building | 
of piers at the northern-extremity of Winnebago 
lake®™ SEERA © tigers BES Sine 
A bill to establish a port of entry at the St. Jo- 
seph’s bay, in-Floridas- : a 
A bill for the relief of.the. Brotherton Indians, 
in Wisconsin;* <-f2 8) 2 Boake 
“A bill to fix the salary of the Keepers of public 
archives in Florida; | : ae a 
A bill making appropriation for the purchase 
of a law library for the use of the Board of Com- 


> misstoners in Florida; “= 


| 
A x | 
in the Territory of Iowa; 
t 


- LA bii Tor 


lof a marine hospital in the city of St. Joseph, 
| Florida; i 


| up by Mr. BRONSON. 


| that this bill, not being strictly a territorial one; į 


i cision; and after some discussion, in which the |i 


| DOWNING, 


| been called, 


| of the Chair; and it was affirmed by the commit- 


bi jê sutvey of certain rivers and roada_ 

A bill granting to the counties of “Lee; Des 
Moines, Jackson, and Dubuque, land-to aid in 
erecting public buildings; : 

A bill for the erection of a state-house in Flo- 
rida; and 

A bill to authorize the construction of a road 
from Dubuque to some point in Missouri. 

The bill to provide for certain internal improve- 
ments in lowa was taken up, the question being 
on concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
in certain amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, caused the fol- 
lowing one among them to be read. It had been 
moved yesterday by Mr. Mercer: 

For the survey and estimate of the cost of constructing 
a harbor on Lake Michigan contiguous to Indiana City, at 
the mouth of the Grand Calumet river, $500. 

Mr. G. begged leave to inquire where ‘ Indi- 
ana City” was? $ 

Mr. MERCER said that Iowa was as much 
interested in the improvements of Lake Mich- 
igan as Wisconsin, or any of the coterminous 
States. 

Mr. GARLAND. But where is ‘ Indiana 
City?” 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Iowa, said there was no 
such place, nor a Calumet river, in that Terri- 
tory. 

After a somewhat confused discussion as to 
where this “ paper city”? was not, it came out 
that it was in the State of Indiana, at or near the 
extreme head, or south bend, of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. GARLAND thereupon moved to strike it 
out, and demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The amendment was further discussed at some 
length; when, by general consent, the call for the 
yeas and nays was withdrawn, and the amend- 
ment unanimously rejected. The other amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill to authorize the construction of certain 
improvements in Wisconsin. 

All the foregoing were ordered to be read the 
third time this day. 

On motion of Mr. BRONSON, the House then 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Proxens in the chair.) 

The following bills were considered and or- 
dered’ to be reported, unless wheré otherwise 
stated: ; 

A bill making a donation of land for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in Jowa; 

A bill making an appropriation 


for the erection 


Mr. DOWNING moved to fill up the two | 
blanks, one with $15,000 for the building, and |j 
the other with $1,000 for buoys. 

After a few words from Mr, PETRIKIN, the | 
first motion was agreed to. | 

Mr. CUSHMAN remarked that, as buoys for | 
this point were provided for in another bill, he 
thought $500 quite sufficient. i 

Mr. DOWNING assented; and, so modified, | 
the motion was agreed to. | 

The bill for the relief of the Alabama, Florida, 
and Georgia Railroad Company was then called 


| 
| 


Mr. LINCOLN raised the question of order | 


did not fall within the special order. 
The CHAIRMAN sustained this position. |} 
Mr. CHAPMAN took an appeal from that de- || 


decision was sustained by Mr. LINCOLN, and | 
opposed by Messrs. BRONSON, SHIELDS, | 
CHAPMAN, NAYLOR, and) 
TILLINGHAST, when, upon twice taking the | 
question, once by tellers, no quorum voted, the | 
committee rose, and reported that fact to the | 
House. : 
Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House; which 

was ordered—ayes 71, noes 55; and a quorum 
being found present, after a name or two had 


On motion of Mr. BRONSON, it was dispensed 
with. s Boen | a aa 
The. question was then taken on the decision 


tée—ayes 84, noes 45. =. = : 
So the bill was ruled out of order. 


lista system Of iii 
consin.” Fi bis 
_ Mr. PETRIKIN moved to strike out the’ 
ing ‘clause of the bill; for the reason that ke'w. 
convinced Congress could not authorize a Ter) 
tory to do that which it had not the power of- 
doing itself. ; SNe SE Pg 
The bill was opposed by Messrs. WILLIAMS 
of North Carolina, UNDER WOOD, TOUCEY® 
CAMBRELENG, EVERETT, EWING, ‘and 
HAYNES, and supported by Messrs. BELL, 
BRONSON, PRENTISS of Mississippi, DOTY, 
CRARY, MERCER, and HAMER; when“: 
Mr. EVERETT said if the friends of the bill. 
would accept an amendment providing that’ ño- 
loan should be made until authorized’ by a pře- 
vious law-of the Legislature, he would withdraw 
his opposition, i i 
Mr. BRONSON said he had not the 
objection. 3 : 
The proviso was agreed to; and on taking the 
question on Mr. Perrriniy’s motion, the yote 
was ayes 59, noes 54, (no quorum;) but upon’a 
counta quorum being found present, the motion 
was agreed to, and the bill was laid aside. 
A bill making provision for a court-house in’ 
Florida. . i a 
A bill granting to the judges of the supreme 
court of Jowa the same compensation as, by law; 
is given to the judges of the supreme court of 
Wisconsin. ` f : oe 
The bill to approve and confirm an act’ of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wis 
consin, and for othér purposes. i SSE 
On the above being orderéd to be reported, the 
committee resumed the consideration of ‘the bifl 
in relation to the town of Southport, on Lake- 


ternal ‘imprdver 


slightest: 


Michigan; but, by consent, the bill was ‘léft in® 


committee. ER 
The committee then rose and reported; and the. 
bills without amendment were ordered to a thitd:: 
reading to-day. SG 
All the bills ordered this morning to be en- 
grossed, were then read the third time and passed: 
The bill making an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of a law library for the use of the Legisla- 
ture and Judiciary of Florida, coming up on its 
passage—— y ; nag 
Mr. HALSTED moved to recommit the bill 
tothe Committee on the Territories, with instruc». 
tions'to reduce the amount of $5,000 to $1,000; 
Mr. CUSHMAN moved to refer it to the Cota- 
mittee of the Whole ‘oi the ‘state of the Union; 
whereupon. the former gentleman, withdrew his 
motion, and Mr. C.’s was put and disagreed to... 
Mr. HALSTED then demanded the: yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill;.,which,. being: 
ordered, were—yeas 61, nays 64) 9 ies 
So the bill was rejected. j 


Subsequently, Mr. ED WARDS moved arecon= 


sideration of this vote; and before. the. questio 
was taken, ; 
The House adjourned, We 


IN SENATE. 
Wronespay, February 13, 1839. 


Mr. MOUTON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of the State of Louisiana, praying-for a grant 
of land to be employed in the cultivation of the 
moras multicaulis; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. : 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the -petition of the 
officers and crew-of the revenue cutter Vigilante, 
praying a participation in the bencfits.of the Navy 
pension law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MOUTON presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, in rela: 
tion to the improvement of the navigation of. the 
Atchafalaya and. Red rivers; which were read, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the follow-~ 
ing bills, reported the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Henry L. Reviere; 

An act for the relief of Wiliam Washington 
Bigham; , 5 

An act for the relief of James Cooper; <, 

An act for the relief of Jobn and Samuel Rowe; 

An act for the relief of Zebulon Sheets 


The next bill considered was a * bill to estab- 


+ 


An actfor the relief of George Rowe; 


æ 


180 


ic 


_ February 42, 


Aw act forthe. relief of Samuel Massey-and | 
George James; . l 
An act for the relief of Isaac Mullers 
. An act for the relief of Peter Samuel Jaccard; 
and 

An act for the relief of Menzies Gillespie. 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Dr. J. M. Foltz; 

An act for the relief of John G. Mozart;- 

An act for the relief of Thomas Kibbey; 

‘An act for the relief of Charles Rockwell; 

An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Jesse Seymour; and 

An act for the relief of John Tilden, 

Mr. CUTHBERT, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred an act to al- 
low additional compensation to William Easby, 
made an unfavorable report thereon. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported, 
without.amendment, an act for the relief of Spen- 
cer B. Gist. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
an act for the relicf of Cornelius Taylor, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. R., from the same committec, reported a 
bill for the relief of Colin Bishop; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred | 
an act for the relief of Josiah F. Caldwell, re- 
ported the same without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred an 
act for the relief of Samucl Hamilton, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Afairs, to which was referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported the same without amendment: 

An. act for the relief of Henry Richardson, de- 
ceased; and 

_ An act forthe relief of Benjamin Hewitt. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


“The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
NorveLL to change the hour of meeting of the 
Senate to eleven o’clock, was taken up; and, after 
being amended go as to take effect after Monday 
next, was adopted. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. M. submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill making 
appropriation of a sum of money to defray the expenses of 
an examination aud survey of the bar now forming at the 
months of the Red river and the Atchafalaya, in the State 
of Lonisiana ; and also of the ledge of rocks obstructing 


the navigation of Red river, opposite Alexandria, in said |! 


Sie. 
INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 

The bill to prevent the interference of certain 
Federal officers in elections was taken up; and 
Mr. STRANGE addressed the Senate at length 
in opposition to the bill. 


CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSIT. 


i į ¥ avy T a ioi re i | + . 
On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the joint resolution li made an unfavorable report on the petition of 


introduced by him yesterday, authorizing certain | 
certificates of deposit to be canceled, and the re- 


issuing of others in lieu thereof, was taken up, |} 


and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


TERRITORIAL BILLS. 


Several bills from the House relating to the 
Territories were read a first and second time, and 
referred to appropriate committees. 


SECURITY OF THE PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask the Senate to take up the bill more i 
effectually to secure the public money in the 
hands of officers and agents of the Government, 
and to punish defaulters, 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 13, 1839, 
On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the rules were 
suspended to enable the committees. to report, 
any matter giving rise to debate to be laid over. | 


iin 


j 
i Mr. S. also, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
i 


1 Youse bill (No. 766) making appropriations for the im- 


Mr. ATHERTON, from. the. Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Thomas. Lathama -=~ > ; i 

Mr.. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Miles W. 
Dickens. : 

Also, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of the securities of Elias T. Langham, late 
surveyor of public lands in.Missouriand Ilinois; | 
which was read the third time and passed. 

Mr; CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to establish certain collec- 
tion districts, and for making ports of entry there- 


| Also, the following: 

Resolved, That this House will on Friday and Saturday, 
the L5th and 16th instant, after the morning hour, resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the consideration of the following bills, and give 
| the same the preference over all other business during the | 
abovementioned period, to wit: 

Joint resolution of the Senate (No. 4) authorizing the 
| President of the United States to cause certain surveys to 
be made; 

House bill (No. 472) to define the number, compensation, 
and duties of officers of the customs; > 
| House bill (No. 797) further to provide for the relief of 
| distressed American seamen in foreign countries 5 
i House bii) (No. 818) to extend the limits of the port of 
New Orleans; 

House bill (No. 488) to establish ports of entry ; 

House hill (No. 1010) to authorize the cancellation of 
certain debenture bonds on the exportation of coal; 
| House bill (No. 96) for the reorganization of the Treas- 

ury Department; 

House bill making appropriations for building light- 
houses, light-bouts, beacon-lights, and buoys, for the year 
1839 ; 

House bill (No. 695) making appropriations for the build- 
ing of custom-houses at New Orleans, Philadelphia, and 
Savannah; and 


provement of certain harbors therein mentioned, and for the 
survey of certain harbors. 

And that said bills be ta 
stand in said resolution. 

Also, the following resolution; which was con- 
curred int 

Resolved, Thata detailed report and drawings of the light- 
houses at Barfieur and Ostend, prepared by Licutenant 
Colonel B. Aycrigg, a chief engineer of the State works of 
Pennsylvania, be printed for the use of this House. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, the Committee 
on Commerce was discharged from the further 
consideration of the joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Michigan, asking aid to construct a ca- 
| nal round the falls of the Ohio river; and the same 
i was referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. 

Mr. BRONSON moved to include the bill to 
| allow the privilege of drawback, and abolish dis- 
| tinctions in ports of entry. 

Mr. CUSLIMAN remarked that that bill was 
already before the House, the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union having been 
discharged from it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to lay the whole 
; subject on the table; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. DE GRAFF, from the same committee, 
| reported a joint resolution for the purchase of 
| two hundred copies of Jones’s ‘* Digest.” 
| Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of 
Claims, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
| of Josiah Rogers, Richard Bond, Gates Hoyt, | 
f 


ken up in the order in which they 


‘and William Hawkins. 
Mr. STEWART, from the same committee, 


j 
i Russ, Roach & Russ. 

| Mr. MONTGOMERY, from the Committee 
‘on Commerce, made an unfavorable report on the | 
| petition of Charles Kohler. 

| Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the same commit- 
| tec, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
| of Charles Simpson, Joseph M. Shephard, and 


Mary Peck. 
ported a bill for the relicf of Thomas W. Taylor. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, Senate bill 
for the relief of Isabella Hill, and the other heirs- 
at-law of Samuel Hill, deceased. 

Also, without amendment, Senate bill granting 
to the State of Illinois the right of way through 
the public lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of William Williams, jr., deceased. ` 

Also, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
relief of the Selma and Tennessee Railroad Com- 
pany. 


Mr. LYON moveditsengrossment, stating that 
he had no desire to pressithe question on its pas- 
sage to-day. A a ab 

Mr. LINCOLN opposed this motion, both as 
giving the bill a preference over others, and the 
more as it contained a principle, that of giving 
the company a credit of six years, which had 
never yet been sanctioned by Congress. 

Before the question had been taken, the morn- 
ing hour had expired, and the Speaker announced 
the special order, being the consideration of bus- 
iness in relation to the District of Columbia, 

On motion of Mr. BOULDIN, all the bills in 
the two Committees of the Whole House were 
referred to the same committee, viz: that on the 
state of the Union. , i 

Mr. ADAMS moved to include the anti-duel- 
ing bill in the special order. i 

Mr. BOULDIN had no objection to include it 
within the spirit of the order, if it did not exactly 
fall within its letter. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
embracing a statement of the amount of gold and 
silver coined at the branch mint at Charlotte, 
North Carolina, since its establishment. 

Mr, LYON, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on leave, reported a bill to pro- 
vide for the erection of a jail in the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOOMIS asked leave to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution; 

Resolved, That the seleet committee to investigate the 
defaleations of Samuel Swartwout and others be jnstruct- 
ed to transmit to the House, through the Speaker, the jour- 
nal of their proceedings up to this time, and daily. hereatter 
during the residue of their session, and that the same be 
printed for the use of the Honse; and that so maeh of the 
resolution as authorizes the said committee to employa 
printer be rescinded from this date ; and that said commitice 
be farther instructed to hold their meetings public. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. L. moved a suspension of the rules, and 
demanded the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to lay the motion to 
suspend on the table; which motion, after Mr. 
Loomis called for the yeas and nays, Mr. R. 
withdrew. _ . 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, inquired if the 
committee did not now sit openly ? 

Mr. LOOMIS replied that it was generally 
understood they did not. 

The question was then taken on suspending 
the rules; and decided in the negative—yeas 85, 
nays 92; as follows. 5 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, 
Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bronson, Buch- 
anan, Cambreleng, John Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Cleve- 
land, Clowncy, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, 
Davee, De Graff, Farrington, Fry, Gallup, Glascock, Grant, 
lfaley, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Hok, Howard, Ingham, ‘Thomas B, Jackson, Joseph John- 
son, Nathaniel Jones, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, 
Logan, Loomis, Martin, MeKay, Robert McClellan, Abra- 
ham McClellan, McClure, Miller, Montgomery, : Moore, 
Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Parker, Par- 
menter, Paynter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Plumer, 
Potter, Pratt, Reily, Richardson, Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, 
Charles Shepard, Sheplor, Spencer, Swearingen, Taylor, 
‘Titus, Toucey, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Whittlesey, 
Jared W. Williams, and Yell—85, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Bell, 
Biddic, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, William B. Cal- 
houn, John Calhoon, Wiliam B. Campbell, Carter, Cham- 
bers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, 


! Cushing, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Edwards, Elmore, 


Evans, Everett, Fillmore, James Garand, Rice Garland, 
Giddings, Goode, WilHam Graham, Grantland, Graves, 
Grennell, Gritftn, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, 
Robert M. T. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry John- 
son, Kennedy, Lincoln, Lyon, Marvin, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menefee, Milligan, Cal- 
vary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Peck, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. 
Prentiss, Putnam, Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Robertson, 
Robinson, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Augustine Ft. 
Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Southgate, Stanty, Stuart, Strat- 
ton, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, Jobn 
White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Word, and Yorke—92. 

Mr. LOOMIS then gave notice that he should 
to-morrow, immediately after the morning hour, 
renew this motion. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


On motion of Mr. BOULDIN, the House then 
went into Committee of the Whole onthe state of 
the Union, (Mr. Rencumr in the chair, ) in execu- 
tion of the special order,and took up. the bills in 
the following order: l 

Senate bill entitled “An act tò amend the act 


entitled “Aur aet'to establish a criminal court in 


the District of Columbia.’ oisi > 

Sundry amendments proposed by the House 
being agreed’to, and-thus: amended, the‘bill-was 
laid aside to be'reported tothe House. : 

. A bill to incorporate ‘the Washington City Be- 
nevolent Society. bE ES rattles Ee 

A bill to incorporate the Navy. Yard Beneficial 
Society of the City of Washington. 

A-bill to incorporate the Washington’ Manuel 
Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum Society 
of the:City of Washington. ` 

Mr JENIFER; at thë'suggestion (he said) of 
agentléman from Perinsylvania, (Mr. Perrixin,] 
submitted the following amendment; which was 
agreed tor =: : 

“ And that no power is hereby given, or is intended to be 
given, to issue bank notes, or exercise any banking privi- 
teges whatever. 

_ A joint resolution directing the manner in which 
certain laws of the District of Columbia should be 
executed. ; ras , 

~ A bill (Senate) making appropriations for the 
support of the penitentiary in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

A bill to, provide a free bridge across the east- 
ern branch of the Potomac river, in the city of 
Washington. [The bill appropriates $30,000 for 
the construction of the work, besides’ purchasing 
the stock of one of the existing toll bridges.] 

“Mr, GIDDINGS moved to. strike out the en- 
acting clause: of the bill, and gave. his reasons 
for the-motion at length; inthe course of which 
he. was several times called to order for arguing 
the abolition question, and maintaining that the 
seat. of Government could not be long continued 
in the District of Columbia with the existence of 
the slave trade therein; assigning this as a reason 
against making liberal appropriations for. public 
works here. 

Messrs. RIVES, JENIFER, and C. H. WIL- 
LIAMS raised the questions, but they were over- 


wuled by oo 6 oa, 

The CHAIRMAN, who decided that the mer- 
‘its, or demerits of the slave trade could not be 
permitted;.and thus far only Mr. Gippines’s re- 
marks were arrested. 

. Mr..GEDDINGS again proceeded in the same 
course of discussion, in going over the question 
f slavery, and said there were those here who 
preferred the permanency of slavery to the per- 
' manency of the Union itself. ; 

. Mr. HOWARD again called him to order for 
irrelevancy of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN required Mr. H. to reduce 
his point to writing. 

Mr. HOWARD insisted that, by the rule, he 
was not required to do so unless the call to order 
was for personality of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN adhered to his construction 
of. the rule. 

Mr. HOWARD took an appeal from that de- 
cision. 

Mr. BOULDIN made an earnest appeal to the 
committee.to dispose of the question, and not 
sacrifice. all the.interests of the District to a dis- 
cussion of this kind. ; 

Mr. GLASCOCK, with due deference to’ the 
Chair, said the Chair would have best consulted 
its own dignity, and the dignity of the House, by 


arresting the gentleman from Ohio: in pouring out | 


his gross calumnies and foul aspersions upon the 
citizens of this District. ; 
The- decision of the Chair was sustained by 
Messrs. ADAMS ahd McKENNAN, and op- 
posed by Messrs. BELL and THOMAS. The 
greatest confusion prevailed during this time, a 
numberof mémbers rising and addressing the 
Chair. at the same time; but it was finally arrested 
bythe Chair going behind the point immediately 
before the committee, and stating that he had no 


hesitation in-deciding Mr: Gwprives to be oùt of | 


order for irtelevancy of debate. : 
+ Mri HOWARD thërcuponiwithdrew his: ap- 
peal onthe- preliminary point. š 
Mr. SLADE then took an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, pronouncing the gentleman 
from Ohio‘out of ordet; but, aftersome confusion, 
the committee divided by tellers, and the decision 
was affirmed-ayes 103, noes 31. : : 
Mr: ADAMS said: that; as this: decision im- 
posed a new principle, he wished to know in what 
rhanner it- would be reported:to the House? -= 


N replied that io yeport'atall 
would be made Of it.) 5 20 ree eT ies 

Mr. REED then moved that Mr. -Ginpives 
have leave to proceed inorder; butit was refused 
without a division. = = : i : 

The -question was then taken by tellers; on 
striking out the enacting clause, and resulted — 
ayes 76, noes 56. i LG 

So the enacting clause of the bill was stricken 
out; and so ordered to be reported. Pete. 

A bill to provide for the erection of a new jail 
in the city of Washington. 

A joint resolation to fix ‘the salary of the phy- 
sician of the penitentiary in the District of Co- 
lumbia, [permanently, at $600 a year.] : 

Mr, PETRIKIN moved to strike out the enact- 
ing clause; which was disagreed to, and the bill 
laid aside. . f : 

A bill for the’ suppression of gaming in the Dis 
trict of Columbia... : 

Mr. PETRIKIN ‘complained: of the extraor- 
dinary power given in this bill to constables to 
lay an information and -arrest ‘upon’ meré suspi- 
cion, and depicted with great earnestness the re- 
sults-of passing: such a law. es 

Mr. JENIFER made a general explanation of 
its provisions. 

Mr. PETRIKIN again reiterated his'‘objections 
to the bill, and moved to‘strike out ‘its enacting 
clause. . j N 

Mr. BOULDIN said that, though'a member of 
the committee which reported the bill, it was no 
particular favorite of his; but asthe people of the 
District had asked for it, he had thrown’no ob- 
stacle inthe way. j 

Mr. NAYLOR said thebill contained orily such 
provisions as existed in similar bills in all well 
regulated cities and municipal communities. It 
was high time that gambling shops in this city 
were put down, and he knew his colleague to be 
as much opposed to them as any man living. 

Mr. PETRIKIN was opposed to gambling, 
but he was more opposed totyranny, and he op- 
posed this. bill because it put an irresponsible 
power in the hands of petty officers, who might 
oppress the ‘honest citizen. : 

He withdrew his first motion, and moved to 
strike out the fifth, tenth, and twentieth sections 
of the-bill; but it was disagreed to; and the bill 
was laid aside to be réported. ; 

‘The bill to prohibit the giving or accepting, 
within the District of Columbia, of a challenge 
to fight a duel, and for the punishment thereof. 

Mr. BOULDIN said, as this bill, though not 
reported by him or from the committee of which 
he had the honor to be chairman, was included 
within the operation of the special’order for Dis- 
trict business, with his perfect assent, (a courtesy 
demanded from him by the kindness of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] in yield- 
ing the floor for District business. last: year,) it 
might be inferred that he was in favor of its pas- 
sage, and if he gave a silent vote against it he 
might be misinterpreted. He wished, therefore, 
to explain that he should neither vote for nor re- 
sist it, because, by the common law, in force here 
as well as‘elséwhere, a man who kills another in 
a duel shall sufferan ignominious death, and that 
was law enough for him, and not too much, for 
it ought in all cases to be inflicted where, accord- 
ing to the principles of tHe common law, the 
party is guilty of murder.. i i 

Mr. ADAMS, after a few remarks, expressed 
himself in favor of the bill in the form which it 
passed the Senate. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, moved 
to insert the word ‘*knowingly”’ in the provision 
respecting the carrying a’ challenge; which was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. JENIFER. offered the following as an 


| amendment to the bill: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That if any member of 
the House of Representatives so far forgets himself as to 
use offensive language.in debate, which shall be decided tò 
be personal to any member by a yote of the House, the of- 
fending member shall immediately make an apology to the 
member so offended, and to the House. 


Mr. J. was understood to be opposed to the 
bill, but if it should be passed, that there should 
be some feature that would restrict gentlemen to 
decorous language in debate: “That there should 
be some responsibility" attached. to these who 
might be disposed “to:take'advantaye of the law, 


and overstep the bound of courtesy and propriety |! 


né_proposed‘amend+ 

ment. one of an extraordinary and-unconstitue 
tional character, inasmuch asit: gocs *to“abridge 
the freedom of speech in the House by law: Tt 
would be referring to the judiciary: the power by 
law to decide upon and judge of the’ rights:and 
privileges of this House. He believed thatit had 
the power, under the Constitution and-its’own 
rules; to regulate the matter as far as propet oF 
necessary. yep 

Mr. TILLINGHAST was understood to op- 
pose the amendment, because it would’be incor- 
porsting inageneral law two' principles. It would 

e restricting the privileges of the members ‘of 
the House of Representatives, whilstit would hot 
opérate upon the Senate. He conceived the'rules 
amply sufficient; if not, it was a subject’properly 
within theprovince-of either House to regulate by 
such rules. aes BOD ARR 

Mr. JENIFER had no objection that the amend- 
meiit should‘ be made to operate‘ also upon’ the 
Senate. His object was to discontinue disorderly 
conduct here, which; he thouglit, might arise une 
der the law, if there be not proper restriction 
upon the members.” ` wR EE Bf 

Mr. TILLINGHAST would be happy t 
the principles adopted ‘in the rules: for the govern- 
ment of the House; but was opposed to'incorpo- ` 
rating the same in a general law. He'suggested 
to the gentleman whether it‘was not out of place 
in this bill; and hoped the matter would be left’te 
the House, to be regulated by its rules; if not, it 
would be better to include both Houses. >05 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, stated that 
the effect of this amendment would be to make 
blackguards of men who might never otherwise 
be so. Moreover, forced explanations are de- 
grading, while voluntary ones were honorable: 

Mr. BOULDIN begged his friend again to re- 
member that debate ‘would block out the District 
business. : ca ee 

The amendment was then rejected. «© "> 
_ Mr. CRABB moved to'strike out the words‘in 
italics in the following paragraph: rae ed 

Orshall Kriowingly carry or deliver än acceptance: of 
such challenge or message, to fight a duel in or oui ‘of the 
said District.” : 1 eg Bp aes 

Mr. C. insisted that the retention of ‘thése 
words would make the provision unconstitutional. 

The amendment was rejected, and the bilor- 
dered to be reported. a 

The committee then rose, ard réported “the 
various bills and amendments to the House.: = 

Those without amendment were ordered’ to’ a 
third reading, and the amendments to the others 
concurred in except the following: Le 

The anti-dueling bill being taken up, > 

Mr. CRABB moved to recommit the bill tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
report whether any provision in the first is un- 
constitutional. 

After some further discussion, 

Mr. BOULDIN begged ‘to remind gentlemen 
that while they were talking about dueling, they 
were murdering the business of the District. 

Mr. CRABB withdrew his instructions; and 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, moved 
others, in effect, to instruct the committee to re- 
port a billon the subject of ducling, conformable 
to the laws of Virginia and Maryland, to operate 
in those portions of the District heretofore within 
those States. 

Mr: HAYNES remarked that that was the ex- 
isting law. j E 
Race CRABB preferred his own, and renewed 
t eee 


em. 
` Mr: BOULDIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was carried; and: the question. being 
on the main question, namely, the ordering the 
bill to a third reading, Rte ate Oa Pe 
Mr. STANLY moved to: lay it öt table; 
which was lost without a divisis : 
Mr. JACKSON, of New York, demanded the 
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eas and nays on ordering the bill-to a third read- 
ing, which were ordered; and were—yeas 107, 
nays 22. . f 

And the- bill was ordered to be read the third 
time to-day- 

Mr. BRONSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
His object was to give gentlemen who desired it 
anopportunity of at least one day’s examination, 

After. some remarks from Messrs. UNDER- 
WOOD, PRENTISS of Missisippi, ROBERT- 
SON, SERGEANT, and BOULDIN, the last 
gentleman moved the previous question; which 
was carried; and on the question of reconsider- 
ation, 

Mr. TAYLOR called for the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 45, nays 99. 

So the: House refused to reconsider. 

The bill to prevent gambling in the District of 
Columbia was taken up and informally passed 
over. i 

All the bills ordered to a third reading were 
then passed, except the joint resolution to fix the | 
salary of the physician to the penitentiary, which 
was rejected. 

On the division on passing the anti-dueling 
bill, there were—ayes 88, noes 19; no quorum. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved an adjournment. 

Mr. ADAMS celled for the yeas and nays, 
but they were refused; and the motion to adjourn | 
was rejected, 

Mr, LINCOLN said if the gentlemen who were 
lounging in the galleries would come down and 
attend to the public business, they could have a 
quorum, 

Mr. CRABB moved a call of the House; which 
was lost—54 to 59, yet still no quorum. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and, find- 
ing no quorum (only one hundred and fifteen) 
was present, 

A. motion was made to adjourn, and rejected; 
and a call of the House had been ordered, and 
was proceeding when our last advices were re- 
ceived from the Capitol, at six o’clock. 

, Mr. MURRAY moved thatthe House adjourn; 
which it refused to do by a vote of 52 for, to 57 
against it. 

The Clerk having proceeded to call over the 
absentecs— 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, moved an adjournment, 
which was lost—ayes 58, noes 59. 

The call proceeded. 

Absentees were called, when it appeared that 
one hundred and twenty-eight members were 
present. 

The doors of the Flall were now closed, and 
lights brought into the Hall, 

Mr. LOOMIS moved to suspend the call; which 
was lost. 

Mr. RIVES moved to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were called for and or- 
dered. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Chair what | 
would be the consequence if the House should 
vote to adjourn while the doors were closed? 

The SPEAKER. The doors will be opened. 
[A laugh.) 

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn. 

Mr. WORD renewed it; but on a new demand | 
fur the yeas and nays, withdrew the motion. | 

{ 


The call proceeded, and excuses were received | 
for absentecs. 
Mr. RENCHER moved to adjourn. | 
The yeas and nays were demanded, (the roar | 
was too loud, and the confusion too great, to tell || 
by whom,) and ordered by the House; and, being | 
taken, stood—yeas 43, nays 76. 
So the House refused to adjourn, | 
Mr. BRIGGS stated that a number of the mem- || 
bers were outside the doors, and moved that they 
have liberty to come in; which was negatived. | 
The SPEAKER now read the 58th rule of | 
order, which requires that absentees not excused | 
shali be taken into custody by the Sergeant-at- | 
Arms, and brought to the House. | 
And the question being on carrying this rule 
t 
i 
i 


JE 


into execution, 

Mr. BELL said this was, at all times, a very 
harsh proceeding; and as the bill, he presumed, 
would come up in order after the. morning hour | 
to-morrow, uniess the House should order other- | 
wise, he hoped it would not be insisted on. He 
moved to suspend all further proceedings in the 
call. : 


The question was taken by tellers, and decided 


in the negative—ayes 49, noes 61. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms. was ordered by the 
Chair to execute the rule. ~ 

Mr. PARRIS moved to adjourn. 

Mr. ADAMS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows— 
yeas 50, nays 72. : 

So the House again refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, after some time, reported that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms had taken eleven members 
into custody. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved to suspend the 
call; which was lost—ayes thirty-three, noes not 
counted. 

The following members were now, in succes- 
sion, brought before the Chair by the Sergeant- 
at-arms, VIz: 

Messrs. Gray, Graves, Sawyer, Turney, 
Banks, BIRDSALL, KENNEDY, JENIFER, HARPER, 
GRENNELL, Montrcomery, Marvin, and HARRI- 
SON. 

The SPEAKER inquired of each what excuse 
he had to render in extenuation of his offense in 
absenting himself from the business of the House 
without leave? 

Various excuses were given, some of which 
produced much merriment. 

Mr. JENIFER said his constituents had agreed 
to pay him a per diem for his attendance here, but 
not a per noctem, and he was not going to attend 
in the night. 

Most said they had gone to dinner. 
fused to give any excuse. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, however, they 
were all permitted to take their seats without pay- 
ing the fine imposed by the rule. 

The question was now put on the passage of 
the bill, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 110, 
nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Andrews, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, 
Bel, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Brodhead, 
Bronson, William B. Calhoun, John Campbell, Casey, 
Cheatham, Clark, Clowney, Corwin, Cranston, Cushman, 
Davee, Davies, Deberry, Dunn, Everett, Richard Fletcher, 
Fillmore, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Giddings, Goode, 
William Graham, Grantiand, Grant, Gray, Grennell, Haley, 
Halt, Halsted, Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, 
Hott, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Joseph 
Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kennedy, Leadbetter, 
Lincoln, Logan, Loomis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Max- 
well, Me Kay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Me- 
Kennan, Mercer Morgan, Naylor, Noble, Parker, Parment- 
er, Paynter, Peek, Phelps, Potts, Pratt, Jobn H. Prentiss, 
Putnam, Randolph, Reed, Reily. Rencher, Ridgway, Robin- 


Some re- 


son, Russell, Sergeant, Sheffer, Sheptor, Slade, Spencer, | 


Stuart, Stratton, Taliaferro, Taylor, Tillinghast, ‘Vitus, To- 
land, Toucey, Webster, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Jared 
W. Williams, Worthington, and Yorke—110. 

NAYS--Messrs. Bouldin, John Calhoon, William B. 
Campbell, Chambers, Coles, Dromgoole, Hamer, Harrison, 
Hawkins, Howard, Montgomery, Petrikin, Sergeant S. 
Prentiss, Rariden, Sawyer, Thomas, Turney, and Word 
18, 


So the bill was passed. 
The House then (a little before eight o’clock) 


|| adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 14, 1839. 


The VICE PRESIDENT submitted a com- 
munication from the President of the United 
States, in compliance with a resolution of the 


i| Senate, in relation to the seizure and detention of 


the brigs Enterprise, Encomium, and Comet; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITION, ETC. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of citi- | 


zens of Knox county, Illinois, praying for a post 
route; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NICHOLAS presented a communication 


i from L. J. McCormick, on the subject of an im- 
| provement in the steam boiler; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HUBBARD asked the unanimous consent 
of the Senate for leave to introduce a bill for the 
settlement of the claims of the State of New 
Hampshire against the United States; which was 
granted, and the bill was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ? 


Mr. BENTON also asked. the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to introduce‘a bill to authorize 
payment to the Missouri volunteers whose horses 
were lost on the voyage to Tampa Bay; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bill repeal- 
ing the duty on salt, and the abolition of the fish- 
ing bounties, reported the same without amend- 
ment; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W.asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the Senate of 
the 31st ultimo, as it was considered in the above 
report; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred an act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year 1839, reported 
the same without amendment; and gave notice 
that he should ask its consideration on Monday 
next. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of D. Raymond and 
G. Friend, praying a revision and modification 
of the tariff, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the act to repeal the proviso of the 
second section of the act of March 3, 1837, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to com- 
promise the claims of the United States against 
certain banks, reported the same without amend- 
ment, and asked the Senate to consider it at the 
present time; which was agreed to. After some 
explanatory remarks from Mr. W., it was or- 
dered to be engrossed, and then read the third 
time and passed. i 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
an act for the relief of Jamison & Williamson, 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Sarah Windham; 

an act granting a pension to Susannah Rowe; 
anc 

An act for the relief of Dennis Trammell. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the following bills, reported 


|| the same without amendment, and with a recom- 


mendation that they do not pass: 

An act for the relief of Solomon Prewett; and 

An act for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported the same without amend- 
ment: 

A bill for the ‘settlement of the claims of the 
State of New Hampshire against the United 
States; and 

A bill to authorize payment to be made to the 
Missouri volunteers, whose horses were lost on 
their voyage to Tampa Bay. 

Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of John McCartney, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read,and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred an act. for the relief 
of Heman Harris, reported the same without 
amendment, 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committce on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
Thomas Stewart, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the papers in 
relation to the claims of James Erwin, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to. 


CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSIT. 


The joint resolution authorizing certain certifi- 
cates of deposit to be. canceled, and others is- 
sued in lieu thereof, was read a third time and 
passed. 


The following bills were. severally > considered; 


188920000: 


agin: Committee ofthe Whole, and ordéred't 
engrossed: : SARINA e 

A bill forthe relief of Joseph Bassett, w 
amendment; EE iS 

À bill to. fix the compensation ‘of the senior 
clerk employed in the Adjutant and Inspector | 
General’s:office; no f 

A. bill for the relief of the Nantucket Steamboat ! 
Company; > a ; - 

A bill for the relief of certain’ settlers on the | 
public lands, who were deprived of the benefits of | 
the act granting preémption rights, which was ap- i 
proved on the 19th June, 1834; . 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 16th 
sections granted for the use of schools, and the 
entry of other lands in lieu thereof; 

‘ACbil to authorize Peter Warner, of Indiana, ; 
arene a certain half section of land; 
“A bill for the relief of Asa Armington and oth- | 
esjs + 

nA bill for the relief of Elisha Eldridge; and 
~& bill for the relief of the heirs of Agnes Dun- 
das. 

A bill for the bencfit of the clerks in the office 


of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, was taken |! 


up, and, on motion, was ordered to lie on the | 
table. À 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. | 


A bill to prevent the interference of certain Fed- 
eral officers in elections was taken up; and 

Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the Senate for 
three hours and a half in opposition to the bill, 
and in reply to the remarks of Messrs. CRITTEN- 
DEN and Rives. f f : 

Mr. PRESTON intimating his intention of ad- | 
dressing the Senate on the subject, the bill was 
informally passed over. 


SECURITY OF THE PUBLIC MONEY. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill more 
effectually to secure the public money in the hands 
of officers-and agents of the Government, and to ; 
ptinish defaulters, was taken up as in Committee | 
of the Whole, and several amendments having 
been offered by the Committee on Finance, | 

. Mr. WEBSTER said he was not prepared to | 
vote for these amendments, and wished a little | 
time to’consider them. i 
Mr. WRIGHT said that the bill had been be- | 
fore the Senate a considerable time, and he had | 
“vegpectfully invited the attention of Senators heré- 

tofore to the subject. It was well known to every 

Senator that it was necessary to act promptly on 

the bill in this body, if they wished to secure its 

passage the present session. Mr. W. then ex- 
plained the several amendments that had been 
submitted. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, from his present 
impressions, he could not say that there was 
much in this bill that he would oppose, as its 
tendency was to increase the just responsibility | 
of public officers; but there were some novel pro- 
visions in it that he was not prepared, without | 
further consideration, to sanction. Mr. W. here | 
commented on a principle embraced in one of the | 
amendments, : 

Mr. WRIGHT’ said that it had been a subject | 
of much complaint that, by the present system, 

officers could retain funds in their hands, and at : 
the settlement of their accounts, if their claims 
were not admitted, they would defy the power 
of the Government, and would stand suit, where | 
their claims were almost invariably allowed. The | 
intention ‘of the committee, by the amendment, | 


was to ‘prevent courts entertaining a claim for: 


compensation for any service that was not pro- | 
vided for by-law. i 
Mr. WEBSTER was opposed to the system : 
of counter-claims alluded to by Mr, Waren, but 
tought that the bill gave too much power to the ; 
accounting officers; and he thought it ought to be | 
somewhat more limited. He said that if the: 
éonimittee had offered ali their intended amend- 
mérits, he would: wish they ‘should bè printed, 
and further action ‘on them. postponed until to- 
morrow ae ars Ya : 
Mr. WRIGHT said there was another amend | 
ment which authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 
‘ary to employ a limited numberof clerks to en- | 
able him to carry out the requirements of the’bill; | 
and'said that the committee had submitted all the | 
aniéendmients'which they contémplated: offering: | 
~My. RIVES then rose, ‘arid submiticd-asubsti- | 
tite-for the whole bills which was read: [The | 


`I} andthe securities of the Government in-banks.]- | 


substitute: provides for the deposit Of the revenues | 


Mr: .R.-said that he was aware that-his‘substi- 
tute was very imperfect, as he had drawn it up 
hastily last night, after having, for the first time, | 
eu the bill brought-in by the Committee on 

inance. 3 Ha 

Mr. WRIGHT thought the course of the Sen- | 
ator from Virginia a very strange one. The bill 
had been introduced on the 3d of January, and 
had been reported by the Committee on Finance 
on the 8th of February, and yet gentlemen com- 
plain that they have had no time to examine its 
provisions. It was evident that this amendment, 
from its extent, could not be ready for examina- | 
tion by to-morrow. He would, therefore, give the 
Senate notice that he would ask for the consider- 
ation of the bill on Monday next 

Mr. RIVESthought that the amendment would 
be printed and placed before them in the morn- 
ing; but he was not disposed to hurry the matter. 
He said he might be considered guilty of a con- 
structive charge of inattention and neglecton this | 
subject,and, he would confess, with some reason. | 
But he had been so much employed by other mat- | 
ters of importance recently, that he had no time | 
to look into it before last night, when he hastily 
drew up his substitute. 

The substitute was then ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


Various bills from the House of Representa- 
tives, on subjects connected with the District of 
Columbia, were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee. 

After a short executive session, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 14, 1839. | 
The first businéss in order being the report of | 


the select committee on the public lands, and Mr. || 


Rogerson being entitled to the floor, 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked that gentleman to | 


give way to allow him to present and lay on the 
table a memorial of great importance. 

Mr. ROBERTSON refused. 

Mr. CLARK made a similar request to Mr. R., | 
to enable himto lay on the table a substitute for | 
the Independent Treasury bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON assented. 

Mr. C.’s proposition was then laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. I 

Mr. CAMBRELENG again urged his request ; 
to Mr. ROBERTSON. Í 

Several Memsers asking the nature of the me- 
morial, i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that it was from 
the collector of New York, complaining of the | 
proceedings of the select committee on defalca- 
tions. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The unfinished business of the morning was 
then resumed, being the following resolutions 
heretofore reported by Mr. Jounson, of Mary- 
land, from the select committee on the public 
lands: 

Resolved, That the committee report to the House, and | 
ask leave to be discharged Iron the further consideration of : 
the subject-matters referred to them, and that the journal | 
of the committee be reported and published. 1 


| 
| 
| 
li 
i 
i 


| Resolved, further, That the committee deem it inexpedi- |} 
ent to take further steps on the subject of the public lands 


this session. 


The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Roserrson to strike out all after the word 
“resolved,” and insert in licu thereof a propo- 
sition for the semi-annual distribution of the pro- 
cecds of the sales of the public lands among the 
several States of the Union, in the ‘ratio of their 
Federal numbers, i 

Mr. ROBERTSON resumed, and again occu- 
pied the floor till the expiration of the hour. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFALCATIONS. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then renewed his re- 
quest to the House to be permittnd to present the 
memorial he had before referred to. [Cries of | 
“Not? «*No!?} Then (said Mr. C.) I must | 
move a 8uspénsion of the rales, for itis a matter 
involving great injasti¢e to the collector of New 
York, and I now-ask for the yéas and nays. 


7 


| 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


__ Mr CAMBRELENG said he would 
if the House‘ would allow him’ todo so 
of E No???) Nol po E ua 

Mr. SIBLEY intimated that he should 
to have it read, as he wanted to know upon 4 
he would be voting, ; nee 
` Mr. CAMBRELENG said, with the consent 
of the House, he would make a brief statement 
of its contents. [Renewed. cries of “Not” 
“No!??] i tt CE 

Mr. GRANT moved asuspension of the rules, 
that Mr. C. have leave to make the’ statement; 
but being included in the motion already made, 
he did not press this. ge ee 

Mr. MENEFEE desired to know. whether this 
be a memorial from the coilector.of the port of 
New York, protesting against the action of a com- 
i mittee of this House? ee pone 
` Mr. CAMBRELENG.. ‘Not protesting, but 


ii merely stating his own case, and asking ‘the 


House to take measures to 
| in relation to a witness. i : 
Mr. MENEFEE, That isto say, Mr. Speaker, 
i (Mr. M’s. voice was completely drowned by'the 


prosecute the inguiry 


|| Toud cries of Order??? and the reporter heard no 


more, if he said it.) i one 
Mr. CHAMBERS expressed a hope-that ‘the 
opposition to presenting this memorial would be 
withdrawn, g 4 ug ae 
The question was then taken; and. the result 
was—yeas 124, nays 73; as follows: pene 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Anderson, An- 
drews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, 
Borden, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, William 
B. Calhoun, Cambreleng,. John Campbell; Carter, Casey, 
Chambers, Chapman, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Graig; 
Crary, Cushman, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, : Duncans 
Dunn, Elmore, Farrington, Fillmore, Fry, Gallup, James 
Garland, James Graham, William Graham,Grantland;Grant, 
Gray, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Harrison, Har- 
per, Hawkins, Haynes, Herod, Hoffman, Holsey, Holt, 
Robert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Lewis, Logan, 
Loomis, Lyon, Marvin, Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
Abrabam McClellan, McClure, Milligan, Miller, Montgom- 
| ery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, 
Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Pennybacker, 
Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Potts, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 
Reily, Richardson, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Sheffer, 
Charles Shepard, Sheplor, Slade, Southgate, Spencer, 
Stuart, Swearingen, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, 
Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, 
Weeks, Jared W. Williams, Worthington, and Yel;—124. 

NAYS —Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allan, Aycrigg; Bell, 
Bond, Briggs, John Calhoon, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, 
Jrabb, Cranston, Crockett, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, 
Deberry, Dennis, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Rice ‘Garand, 


| Giddings, Goode,Graves, Halsted, Hastings; Hawes, Henry, 


Lincoln; Mallory, Sanypson Mason, Maury, May, M Ewell 


Menefee, Mercer, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naytor, Noyes, 


Ogle, Pearce, Peck, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, 
Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robinson, ‘Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sergeant, Augustine H: Shepperd, Shields, Sib- 
ley, Stanly, Stone, Stration, Tilliaghast, Toland, Under- 
wood, Albert 8. White, John White, Lewis Williams, Sher- 
rard Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. Wil- 
lams, Word, and Yorke—73. f $ 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting therefor.) : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
compliance with a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the Ist instant, transmitting 
| copies of certain charges preferred against Com- 
modore Jesse D. Elliott, by Passed Midshipman 
Charles .C. Barton, and all communications in 
i relation to said charges. 

Mr. NAYLOR said it was his wish that this 
communication. should be referred to a select 
committtee, and he made that motion. He had 
no desire to consume the time of the House, but 
thought that the interest and honor of the Navy 
and the country required that this communication 
should have that reference. There are complaints 
from all the officers who were in the Mediterra- 
nean, whilst he had command of that squadron, 
of his unjust and unofficerlike conduct. He said 
that there was not.a vice degrading to humanity 
that Elliott had not practiced and been guilty of 
whilst he was in command on that sea... Novice 
to which a man can be addicted, but what has 
been charged against him on the files of the’ De- 

artment. Mr. N. then cited anarticle published 


| in the United States Gazette; in which Comimo- 


dore Elliott was puffing himself.. He demanded 


why he did viot comè forward like an hotorable 
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highminded man, and demand an investigation of 
the charges that have been alleged against him. 
He feared the result. The Constitution wasal- 
most cleared of its gallant tars to give place to | 
jackasses, hogs, and cows, which were stowed 
away in every part of the vessel that was not al- | 
ready occupied with hay to feed these animals | 
upon. 

Mr. N. also charged him with purchasing in | 
foreign countries, and stowing wines and bran- | 
dies id the public vessels, and was guilty of | 
“ huckstering’” the same to a profit in this coun- | 
try... Charges of this grave nature, he contend- 
ed, should be fully investigated; and the Depart- | 
ment have concluded to rely on Congress to make | 
a proper disposition of them. He then referred 
to the case of Midshipman Barton, and the cruel 
conduct of the Commodore in reference to that 
transaction. When that officer was wounded in 
a duel, he was carried on board the Constitution 
to have his wound dressed; and when the sur- 
geon was in the act of taking the fractured bones 
from the bleeding wound, the Commodore came | 
on board and peremptorily demanded that the | 
wounded man should be removed from the ves- : 
sels and notwithstanding the interference of the 
surgeon and others to persuade him from it, it | 
‘was of no avail. That officer, writhing with 
pain, and almost in the agonies of death, was 
conveyed ashore and left in the hands of foreign- 
ers, by whose generosity and kind feelings he 
was taken care of,and finally carried to England | 
on board another vessel. ‘The Commodore has | 
disgraced the Navy, and has thrown everything | 
in the way of a trial. 
court of inquiry shall be instituted. 

Mr. N. then referred to the transaction be- 
tween bimand Lieutenant Hunter, and denounced 
his conduct in relation thereto. He stimulated 
duels. Nothing pleased him better than. to see | 
his officers fight duels, yet he took good care 
that he was not involved. The President of the 
United States and the Sceretary of the Navy | 
have indicated a wish for an investigation, and 
the country demands it. 

Mr. McCLURE addressed the House at much 
length in refutation of many of the chargesagainst | 
Commodore Eliot. He said he seconded. the 
motion of his colleague with cheerfulness, and | 
hoped it would prevail. An impartial report on | 
these numerous allegations would be satisfactory | 


not only to the members of that House, but to | 
the community generally throughout the United | 
States. He cordially seconded the motion for 
investigation; and he hoped it would be a thor- 
ough one, and that such a reportshould be made 
as ought to come from a committee of that House, 
émbodying full, clear, distinct, and thorough de- ; 
velopments of the facts in relation to the charges | 
brought against this officer. ‘This was due to the 


character of the Navy,as well asto the man, and | 


the more so to the latter, because all the authen- | 
tic information they had was ea parte, made out | 
upon calls for information from the Navy Depart 
ment, šo ingeniously drafted that only one side 
was asked for, and not a word of the other. Mr 
McC, did not appear there as the particular frienc 
of Commodore Elliott, for he cared not if he did | 
not know him; but he did know bim, and, so far | 
as he did, he knew him to be a high-minded and | 
honorable man. Moreover, he had certainly don 
some service to the public; and Mr. McC. re 
ferred to his gallantry during the late war, citing | 
the record of his deeds. Mr. McC. thought he | 
might be considered to be too great a disciplin 
arian, especially in these lax and loose times 
when every petty officer considered himself on | 
an equality with his superior. After going into ii 
a full and explicit examination of many of th 
allegations against Commodore Elliott, Mr. McC 
concluded by expressing an earnest hope that | 
mhe House would order the investigation without j 
aay. l 
Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, followed, and : 
commented with great-seyerity upon the conduct | 
of Commodore Elliott. | 
Mr. CRARY moved the reference of the com- | 
munication to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 
Mr. PICKENS spoke for some time, with | 
great severity, on the conduct of Conimodore 
Elliott. 
Mr. N 
follows: we 
Resolved, That the report be: printed, and: that a select 


i 
| 
i 
I 
| 
| 
i 
| 
AYLOR then modified his motion, as í 
| 


Now let us see whether a |! 


jj mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


Í 
i proceeded to the consideration of the civil and 


i; clauses, 


-| enacted, &c., That the following sums, amounting | 


committee of.—— be appointed to. inquire into the official 
conduct of Captain Jesse D. Elliott, of the United States 
Navy, while in command of the sqtiadron in the Mediter- 
ranean,in the years 1837 and 1838, and particularly into 
the allegations of tyranny and oppression towards the offi- 
cers under his command ; andthat the said committee have 
power to send for persons and papers, and have leave of 
absence from the service of the House: while engaged in 
the inquiries committed to them by this resolution: 


Mr. CAMBRELENG drew the attention of the 
House to the condition of the public business, 
and the short time left to act upon it, and he ap 
pealed to the gentleman from Michigan to with- 
draw his motion, and let the subject take the 
reference proposed by Mr. Nay.or, which Mr. 
C. felt assured would meet with an assent from 
| all quarters of the House. 

: Mr. CRARY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then demanded the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded—ayes 63, 
noes 59, and carried. 

So the communication was referred to a select 
committee, which was ordered to consist of seven 
members. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a tabular statement prepared by the 
Register of the Treasury, in obedience to a res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of the 
llth instant, giving information of the annual 
value of imports, and payments into the Treas- | 
ury on account of them, and the whole cost of | 
their collection, with the rate per cent. upon the 
value of imports; and also on the abovenamed 
payments from 1789 to 1837, inclusive, adding 
| the whole expenditures of the Government for 
each year during the same period. | 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of | 
the Navy, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the llth instant, 
giving information of what payments and emolu- 
ments are allowed to Lieutenant Wilkes and the 
| officers under his command in the South Sea ex- 
ploring expedition, and of the character of the | 
expedition. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. HOWARD moved to take up the two mes- 
sages of the President of the United States, lying’ | 
on the Speaker’s table, relating to the northeast- 
ern boundary of the United States; which motion 
| being agreed to, they were referred to the Com- 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
| went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, (Mr. Banks in the chair,) and 


diplomatic bill, the title of which is as follows: | 
“A bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatie expenses of Government for the year 


1839.” 
Before the Clerk had commenced reading the 


Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the enacting 
clause by inserting the words in italics: “ Be it 


to » be, and the same are hereby, appropri- į 
ated,” &c. 

Mr. A. said the blank could be filled up at the 
third reading. He added that it was his inten- 
tion to make the same motion on all the general 
appropriation bills, as it would greatly facilitate 
the ascertaining the gross amount of appropria- 
tions made each session of Congress. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had no objection to the 
amendment, though the amount appropriated 
under every bill was reported in a separate docu- 
ment every year. He not only should not object | 
to this amendment, but he wished it was made | 
the duty of every committee of the House to | 
report, with each bill, the amount of money it 
involved. : 

The amendment was agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

When the item for the salary of the secretary 
to sign land patents ($1,500) came up, 

Mr. BOND said he thought it high time: the 
ct authorizing it was repealed, as it was passed 
uring an exigency that no longer existed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means could only report the 
appropriation authorized by law. 

Mr. BOND thought the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands should look into the matter; and his 


| 
| 
1 
i 
t 
| 


a 
d 


opinion was that.the law should -be repealed, the 
office being no longer necessary. : 

‘When theitems for publicprinting were reached, 

Mr. BOND inquired in what manner the public 
printing was executed? whether by private con- 
tract, or by advertising for terms? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG could not answer that 
question. ; 

Mr. BOND gave notice that he should hereafter 
move a proviso that all the executive printing 
shall be advertised and let to the lowest bidder. 

On reading the clauses for the pay of the. Com- 
missioners of the Navy Board, 

Mr. CRARY said it was high time for the 
House and the country to examine into the use- 
lessness of this navy board; for, indeed, they were 
worse than useless—a hindrance to the Navy and 
its efficient construction. They were an irre- 
sponsible body, and stood in the way of all im- 
provements. Mr. C. then referred, in terms of 
censure, to their proceedings in the cases of steam- 
ships, the exploring expedition, and several oth- 
ers. He did not deny that these gentlemen might 
be good commanders; but they had shown them- 


j| selves to be utterly disqualified to decide on the 


proper. form of vessels; for those built under their 
direction were the very worst in our Navy. 

Mr. C. concluded by moving. to strike out the 
appropriation for this board. 

Mr. INGHAM informed the gentleman that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had. the subject ` 
of the propriety of abolishing this board now 
under inquiry. 

Mr. CRARY was aware of it, but they had 
made no report yet. 

Mr. MALLORY assented to all Mr. C. had 
said of the absolute propriety of abolishing this 
board, and should vote for his motion.. Mr. M. 
then went into a number of other particulars of 
their acts, and said it was in vain to. look for 
efliciency from a body constructed as this. was. 

Mr. M. stated what his plan was, namely: to 
establish four bureaus, responsible to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, he being so to Congress. 1. A 
bureau of purchases, at the head of which should 
be placed an old purser of the Navy. 2. A bu- 
reau for furnishing cannon, 3. Another for con- 
struction. 4. Another forequipment. All to be 
placed under old and experienced officers. The 
present system was approved of by no one, but 
condemned by every friend of the Navy. Itwas 
time now for the House to take the. matter in 
hand, for he had no confidence that the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs would move in the matter. 

Mr, BRONSON gave notice of an amendment 
he should hereafter move, namely: to abolish the 
board from and after the Ist of July next, and 
reduce the appropriation one half. 

Mr. REED expressed his. surprise at Mr. 
Crary’s proposition; for as the Secretary of the 
Navy was generally appointed from political con- 
siderations, instead. of with reference to practical 
experience, the Board of Navy Commissioners 
was absolutely indispensable; and he went.on to 
advocate its continuance at considerable. length. 

At the request of Mr. BRONSON, 

Mr. CRARY withdrew his amendment; and 
Mr. B. moved the one indicated above. 

Mr. ADAMS insisted that this amendment was 
not in order. This was an appropriation bill; 
and how could a proposition be ingrafted on it to 
repeal alaw? i 

The CHAIRMAN overruled this point. | 

Mr, PICKENS moved to add to the amend- 
ment a provision that the bureau: system should 
be introduced into the Navy Department, and 
appropriating $15,000 for the purpose. 

Mr. BRONSON accepted this as a modification 
of his own. 

Mr. EVERETT said, if the amendment was 
not out of order before, it certainly. was with this 
addition. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, under the 66th 
rule, which precluded any. appropriation being 
made in the ordinary bills without an existing 
law for it, this branch of the amendment was 
clearly out of order. 

Mr. BRONSON, upon this decision, withdrew 
his acceptance, and the question was on-his own 
amendment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN said he. was taken by. sur- 
prise, as the House itself must be, at this propo- 
sition to. abolish a board from which, at one time, 
such great expectations were formed. . His.oppo- 
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sition,to, the motion arose rather, 
the time and manner. in whic 


howevers:fropa || 
3 Wi ipted 
to be effected—for his prejudices 


an intimation of the political complexion of the 
present commissioners. The great objection to 
if, was the commingling of responsibility, by. 
which there existed none at all, and therefore he 
preferred, the bureau system. Mr. P. regretted 
that the 


entleman from Massachusetts should 


Mr. POPE was disposed to sustain the amend- 
ment; but he concurred in the propriety of the: 
last suggestion of Mr. Pickens. 

“Mr. WISE said, from an experience of six 
years on the Naval Committee in that House, he 
was convinced that this board ought to be abol- 
ished; for it was the chief cause of the inefficiency 
in.our naval service. He concurred in the-opin- 
ion that they had better do nothing now, but call 
upon the Secretary of the Navy to report a plan 
for the entire reorganization of the Navy Depart- 
ment. ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG gave notice that to-mor- 
row and next day he should ask. the House to 
continue the consideration. of the appropriation 
bills. 

The committee then rose and reported; and the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
ea FRIDAY, February 15, 1839. 

The VICE PRESIDENT submitteda commu- 
nication from the: Secretary of the Treasury, iñ 
answer to a resolution of the Senate ofthe 12th in- 
stant; which was laid on the table; and ordered 
sbeprinted. :- eee 
Ute! 4 PETITIONS, ‘ETC. 

« Mr, DA VIS: presented a remonstrance against | 
the passage of the bill repealing the duty on salt;. 
which was laid- onthe table, and ordered to-be 
printed, re i . : 

. Mr. WRIGHT presented.a memorial of: citi- 
zens of :western. New. York; praying that wheat 
and other grain may be imported free of duty; for 
the purpose. of being manufactured.into four-and 
exported;, which was. referred tothe Committed | 
on. Commerce. EE E alle Su een 


= 


tMr CLAY, .of Kentuckys:presented:g mamo- || 
| rial from citizens.of New Orleans, prayi 


3 20} gredress 
for injuries committed by. the 
ment, and. protesting.. against. the- convention 
lately agreed.to for arbitrating the differences be- 
tween- the two. Governments; which. was- referred 
to:the Committee: on. Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROANE presented a: memorial from 
Thomas R. Saun; which was-referreditothe Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - Lhe 

Mr. R. also presented a. memorial from Wil- 
liam Hebb; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. > 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial of 
Charles Henry. Hall, on:the subject of the mag- 
netic telegraph; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on:Public Lands, to which was. referred the fol- 
lowing: bills, reported the same without amend- 
ment: : 

An act for the relief of. Rosaline Prudhomme; 

An act for the-relief of James Moor; 

An act forthe relief‘of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Robert Farmer, deceased; 

An act for the relief of James L. Stokes, and: 
for.other purposes; : : 

An:act to:authorize the trustees of the town-- 


ship of Oxford, in the county of Butler, and State’ 


of Olio, to-enter a section. of land in lieu: of sec- 
tion: sixteen, in: said township, for the:use of 
schools; and. t : 

An;ačt for the relief of Abraham Stipp. 

Also, the. following with amendments: 

An-act for the relief of William Moores and 

An act for the relief of Philip Catlet: 

Also, an act for the reliefof William B. Live- 
say, Withoutamendment, and witha recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which was referred an act 
for the relief of the heirs of Colonel Daniel Boone, 
reported the: same without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. N., regretted that he was selected as the or- 
gan of this report, as. he was aware of the import- 
ance of the services-of:Colonel. Boone, both inthe 
Revolutionary and ‘Indian wars; but his‘ claims 
did not ¢ome within any of the rules which the 
committee had. laid-down: for- their government. 
If the Senate, in considering the: report, should 
come to a-different: conclusion, he would, with. 
pleasure, concur with them. | 

Mr, N., from the same committee, reported the 
act for the relief of James Maxwell, without 
amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill 
for the relief-of Ashbell Mason, reported the same 
without.amendment. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred an act for the 


relie fof Joseph Pierce, reported the same without | 


amendment. 
Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, to which was referred the bill for the re--: 
lief of John Balch, jr., reported. the same with. 


amendments. 

“Mr. WRIGHT asked, and obtained, leave to 
withdraw the- petition and papers of Frederick 
Gebhardt. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims, to which.was referred the: 
bill for the relief of the heirs.of Colonel Francis. 


Vigo, reported the same without amendment. 
Mr. C , from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of the heirs of Captain Henry. Conway, 
and the petition of Betsey C. Shethar, only child 
of John Shethar, deceased, an officer of the Rev-. 
olution; which was agreed to. 
` Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic lands, to which was referred the following 
bills, reported the same without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that they do not 
assi Pee Dan 
p An:act for the relief. of Wiliam Marbüry; 
An.act for the relief of Amelia- Leach; and 
An act for the relief. of Oliver Welch. 
Mr. P., from the.same:committee; reported an 
act for the relief of Thomas Todd, without amend- 
ment. ce oe 68. sA nase Pera 


anyerat S 


the Mexican:Govern- | 


ciary, to which wasrefetređ the follow! ng bills 
repotted the same-withott amendment a 


-An:act to alter-and: amend:the organie law 
the Territories-of Wiseonsin:and lowe? = 
Anact to-define andestablish theeasteri bound 
ary line of the: Territory of Jowa os! 4 
Aniact to authorize'thé election orappointment 
of certain officers in the Territory of low ‘arid 
for other:purposesy ahd a o e a 
An act to amend-theiaci establishing the 
torial government of Wisconsin... 
Mr. . also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred an act to approve'and ‘confirm 
an act of the Legislative Assembly’ of: thé Tertii- 
tory of. Wisconsin; creating certain banks; and 
for other purposes; asked: to ‘be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, aid that-it*be 
referred tọ the Committee-on- Finance; which was 
agreed to. : i 
Mr. W., from the same.conimittee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of the Legislative. Council of; 
ritory of Wisconsin, praying the alter 
the southern boundary line of said Terri 
there was not time at, the present séssion't 
erly to-investigate and decide on its. which 
agreed’ to: : i ak 
Mr. W. also; from the same. committe 
which was’referred the joint resolution’ re 
ing thePresident to’ present’ to James Rums 
jr-, a.gold medal, reported. the same withou 
améndment, and with'a recommendation that it 
do‘not pass. Ba el a ee: 
Also, to be discharged “from the further’ cón- 
sideration of the memorial of Somerville Pinck- 


EN ye 


ney; which was agreed tó.: P 
resolu- 


terri 


_ Mr. ALLEN: submitted. the following 
tion: a 
Resolved, That the Librarian be directed to make out and 
to report to the Senate, at the commencement‘of ‘the fitst 
session of the. next Congress, a catalogue of allithe laws. 
and of all the legislative and executive journals: and doeu- 
ments of the several States and Territories, now in the 

Library. . yt b 
Mr. A. said it was necessary to offer some re- 
marks explanatory of this resolution. Being upon 
the Library Committee, he felt it his duty to 
make some’ inquiry. as to the contents | f 
library; and he was very much surprised to 
that the journals‘.and documents of the’) 
and Territories of this Union were not to be 
there; and, indeed, but few complete sets of 
laws of the States*and, Territories were. th 
In a convergation with the librarian,’ he 
lieved, he told him’ that, with ‘the exception. of 
the State of New York, there was no.insta f 
a, complete set' of the public documents o 
Legislature of any Staté in the Union’ beih, 
the library; and in the’case of thé State 7 
York, it only applied to a few years back. His 
object in submitting the resolution was to show 
the extent of the deficiency, in order to predicate 
on it a movement, at the next session, to supply: 
this unaccountable defect'in the national. library. 
It is a remarkable fact (said Mr. A.) tha 
can lay your hand onall the proceedings ‘of the 
English Parliament in our library, and yet you 
cannot find the journals and’ public. documents’ 
complete of any State in the Union.” In making 
this ‘statement, his objett was to disclose at the 
next session’ the extent of ‘the deficiency, and 
upon that disclosure to predicate a demand to 
supply it. © He believed’ that in most cases the 
journals’ of the State Legislatures might be found 
from the foundation of the State governments. 
It could not be a question with. the members of 
the Senate as to the necessity of having these 
documents preserved to the national library. “This 
was all he had to say in explanation. of the rego- 
lution, which, from its nudity, might appear light 
and ridiculous. ; T 
The resolution was then adopted. 
: BILLS PASSED. aes 
The bill for the relief of Asa: Armington and: 
others; | : PiE 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Bassett; -> 
The bill to fix the compensation of the sénior 
clerk in the Adjutant General’s office; La 
The bill for the relief of the Nantucket Steam- 
boat Company; wE E nE 
The bill for the relief of Bliska Eldridges > > 
The bill-for ud relief of -certain settlers on the 
public lands, who-wére: deprived: of: the ‘benefits 
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of the.act. granting preémption rights, which was 
approved on the 19th of June, 1834; ; i 

The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth section granted for the use of schools, 
and the entry of other lands in lieu thereof; 

The bill to authorize Peter Warner, of Indiana, 
to purchase a certain half-section of land; 
- -The bill for the relief of the heirs of Agnes 
Dundas; and 

The bill for the relief of Michael Ambrister, 
were severally read a third time and passed. 


OWNERS OF THE ALLEGHANY. 


The bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Alleghany, and their legal representatives, was 
taken up; and, after some remarks from Messrs. 
KING, CRITTENDEN, NILES, and: HUB- 
BARD, laid on the table until to-morrow. 


‘INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


The special order, viz., the bill to prevent the 
interference of certain Federal officers In elections, 
being taken up, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked leave to withdraw 
the amend mentoffered to the bill some days since, 
and offered a substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. PRESTON then addressed the Senate at 
Jength in defense of the bill, and in opposition to 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, ROANE followed Mr. Presron in oppo- 
sition to the bill, and in reply to the remarks of 
Mr. Rives, 
`; The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
RIVES and ROANE; and, about cight o’clock, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 15, 1839. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished 
business of the morning hour to be the report of 
the select committee on the subject of the public 
lands—Mr. Harrison being entitled to the floor. 

“Mr. PETRIKIN asked him to give way to 
enable him to submit a motion to call upon the 
committees for reports. 

Mr. HARRISON declined, and went on to re- | 
ly to Mr. Rossnrson, and in defense of a reso- 
ution submitted by him in the select committee. 

Mr. H., in duscussing this subject, went behind 
the ground assumed by the former gentleman, and 
argued that it was entirely inconsistent with the 
Constitution for the Federal Government to hold 
lands within the limits of the States, and it was 
never the intention of the framers of that instru- į 
mentthatitshould. If this were so, and he cited 
the proceedings on the adoption of the Constitu- | 
tion to prove it, no new powers had been or could | 
be given to the General Government over this | 
subject, To show what was the understanding | 
of Congress thereon, he cited a variety of reso- 
lutions upon it from 1780 down, and ‘the com- 
pacts with various States. Mr. H. spoke during | 
the morning hour, and gave way to a call for the 
orders of the day. j 

Mr. H. submitted a motion to extend the morn- | 


ing hour till one o’clock, (making it two hours,) | 
from and after to-morrow. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said this was too im- | 
portant a motion to be taken without the yeas | 
and nays, for it would block out for one hour | 
every day all the business of the country. The | 
yeas and nays were ordered on his request. | 

Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the motion on the | 
table, and demanded the ycas and nays; where- 
upon, i 

Mr. HARRISON withdrew it. 


. Mr. SHIELDS moved a suspension of the 
rules, setting apart this. day for the consideration 
of. private bills, in order to take up the bills on 
the‘ Spéaker’s table on their engrossment, and 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

At the request of Mr. HAMER, Mr. S. in- 
cluded joint resolutions, and at that of Mr. | 
BRONSON, bills on theirfinal-passage. He then 
withdrew the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHAMBERS said he hoped the House 
would make'no suspension of the rules, but allow 
the business to progress in its prescribed order. 

Mr. ELMORE inquired what the bills were, 
which were of such pressing necessity, that pri- | 
vate claims must-be set aside, ` 

The SPEAKER was notat liberty- to respond, 
as the motion precluded all debate. Ags 


Mr. ELMORE ‘then asked for the yeas and 
nays; but they were’ not ordered. ` 

Mr. CUSHING suggested to Mr. SuierDs to 
include the calling upon committees for reports. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had hoped the House 
would have gone on with the appropriation bills; 
and he moved to lay the motion on the table; 
which was agreed to—ayes 89, noes 62. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG reiterated the hope that 
the House would indulge him in going on with 
the public business, especially as there were so 
few days remaining of the session. 

Objection being made, | 

Mr. C. moved a suspension of the rules, and 
called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved to lay the mo- 
tion on the table, but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. CHAMBERS remarked that there had 
been no unnecessary delay in acting on the appro- 
priation bills, and he thought they had better 
proceed with the numerous claims before them. 

The motion to suspend was agreed to—yeas 
126, nays 58; as follows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Aycrigg, Banks, Beers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Biddic, Bird- 
sall, Bond, Borden, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, John 
Caihoon, Cambreleng, John Campbell, Chaney, Cleveland, 
Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Cushing, 
Cushman, Davee, Deberry, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunn, Edwards, {saac Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, Giddings, 
James Graham, William Graham, Gray, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hall, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Hoffman, Holt, Howard, William H. Hunter, Rob- 
ert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Joseph Johnson, William C. Johnson, Nathaniel 
Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, 
Lincoin, Logan, Loomis, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Ma- 
son, Maxwell, MeKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham Me- 
Cicilan, Miller, Moore, Samuel W. Morris, Noble, Noyes, 
Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Pennybacker, 
Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, John H, Prentiss, Putnam, Ran- 
doiph, Reed, Reily, Rencher, Rhett, Richardson, Robertson, 
Robinson, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shep- 
lor, Spencer, Stratton, Swearingen, Taylor, Titus, Toucey, 
Towns, Vanderveer, Webster, Weeks, Albert S. White, 
John White, Whitlesey, Lewis Williams, Jared W. Wil- 
liams, Joseph L. Williams, Word, and Wortbington—196. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, John W. Allen, Briggs, 
William B. Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Carter, Casey, 
Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Corwin, Crabb, Crockett, 
Darlington, Dennis, Elmore, Evans, Everett, Ewing, Fill- 
more, Rice Garland, Goods, Graves, Haley, Harper, Henry, 
Herod, Kennedy, Lyon, McKennan, Menefee, Morgan, 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Pearce, Peck, Petrikin, Potts, Ser- 
geant S. Prentiss, Rariden, Ridgway, Saltonstall, Shields, 
Sibley, Slade, Suyder, Southgate, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, 
Taliaferro, Thompson, Toland, Turney, Underwood, Sher- 
rard Williams, Christopher 11. Williams, and Yorke—58. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
in compliance with an act of Congress, transmit- 
ting a statement of the balances standing upon 
the books, of the revenue which had remained 
unsettled by collectors of customs and others, 
which has been due more than three years prior 
to the 30th of September. 

Mr. HOFFMAN then rose, and said he under- 
stood the Speaker had done him the honor to 


place him on the select committce of investiga- | 


tion raised on motion of Mr. Nayior, on Com- 
modore Elliott’s proceedings in the Mediterra- 
nean. He asked to be excused from serving on 
this committee, for the following reasons. It 
was known that one of his colleagues [Mr. Cur- 
Tis} was serving on another (the defalcation) 
committee, and his other colleague [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] was fully occupied in attending to the 
public business as chairman of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means. For Mr. H. to serve, would 


involve his entire absence from the sessions of | 


the House, because a laborious examination of 


persons and papers would have to be gone into; | 


and hence the affairs of his constituents would 
be necessarily neglected, as they fell, for the rea- 
sons he had given above, almost entirely upon 
his shoulders. His duty to them, to himself, 
and to the House, compelled him to prefer this 
request. 

Mr. H. was excused by the House, and the 
Chair directed to fill the vacancy. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House then resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Banks in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 


civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for 
1839.7? 
The question pending was on the motion of 
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Mr. Bronson to reduce the appropriation for the 
Navy Board one half, and to abolish the board 
after the Ist of July next. `` ` 

Mr. POPE was ‘entitled to the floor, and he 
addressed the House at great length. With refer- 
ence to the amendment, he said ħe had been at 
first inclined to vote for it, but, upon reflection, 
he did not think they were prepared ‘to effect so 
sudden and great a change in one of the great 
branches of the service. He was willing to pause 
till next session. Mr. P., however, said he hoped 
he should be excused for speaking on matters and 
things in general. His election came on in Aù- 
gust next, and he wished to say something not 
only for the benefit of the House, but also of his 
constituents. He commented by an appeal to 
Mr. Apams to reperuse a document that came 
from Mr. A.’s own pen, one of the ablest pro- 
ductions that ever fell from an enlightened states- 
man, his work on our right to the fisheries, when- 
ever he felt disposed again to discuss the right of 
petition. 

Mr. ADAMS rose to a question of order. He 
wished to know if the gentleman’s argument was 
relevant. He had no objection to it; on the con- 
trary, he hoped the gentleman would be allowed 
to proceed; but, then, Mr, A, hoped he would 
be indulged in an opportunity of replying, and 
not be gagged with the question of irrelevancy. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled Mr. Pore to be out 
of order on this ground. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved that he have leave to 
proceed. 

Mr. POPE assured the House hé had no in- 
tention of discussing the question of abolition. 

Mr. ADAMS, disclaimed any objection on his 


| part to the gentleman’s proceeding with his argu- 
p S p g 8 


ment; but as he had made a direct appeal to Mr. 
A., and had alluded to a matter upon which he 
should feel himself called upon to make a re- 
sponse, he wished the question of relevancy set- 
tled at once, so that, in his reply, Mr. A. might 
not be put down. 

The House granted the leave asked without a 
division. . 

Mr. POPE again assured the House that he 
should never discuss the question of abolition; 
and for the reason that he had no fears about it, 
for he never knew a man from New England em- 
igrating to aslaveholding State ever to seta negro 
free. (Laughter. Mr. P. was going on to nar- 
rate an anecdote connected with this subject, 
when he was called to order by the Chair, 

Mr. SLADE desired to know if the new prin- 
ciple was about to be established in Committee of 
the Whole, that everything not direct to the sub- 
ject under consideration was out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN had made no such decision. 
Everything on the subject of the Navy, on ap- 
propriations and expenditures, &c., would be in 
order, but every one must see that nothing on the 
right of petition for the emancipation of slaves 
could be in order in discussing the bill to provide 
for the naval service. 

Mr. SLADE rose again, and made some allu- 
sion to Mr. BeLL’s remarks the other day on a 
similar point raised on Mr. Gwornes. 

Mr. BELL instantly called Mr. S. to. order, 
and said the Chair was entirely correct in arrest- 
ing Mr. Pore’s remarks. Mr. B., however, 
moved that he have leave to proceed in order, 

This motion was again agreed to. ` 

Mr. POPE assured the committee he had no 
intention of transgressing the rules of order, and 
he refrained from further allusion to this topic, 

Mr. P. then referred to Mr. Murray’s speech, 
which he said he had read with great pleasure, 


| designating it by far as the ablest defense ever 


made of the Administration, and expressed his 


admiration of the absence in it of all denunciation 


and calling of names. He advised his Whig 
friends to pursue an honest course, and never to 
make charges without proof.. Mr. P. then went 
into a gencral review of the leading principles of 


i the last and present Administrations, to all of 
| which he dissented, and gave his reasons at great 
i length. Mr. P. advocated liberal expenditares, on 


the ground that heavy disbursements were bene- 
ficial to the poorer classes, &c. He approved of 


3 1 the į the land scheme of Mr. Crax, and contended that 
tion of the ‘bill making appropriations for the | 


if the plan had gone into operation it would have 
prevented the redundancy in the Treasuty which 
that gentleman foresaw. He was understood also 


to advocate the American system of Mri CLAY; 


_» other Department of the Government. He would 
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ONAL‘ GLOBE. 


but, before. concluding, waived. his: right: to the 
floor for the present. : B eee : 
Mr. INGHAM said he had a few words to 
say to the amendment, which was, whether the 
appropriation to the Commissioners of the Navy 
Board should be stricken out? The proposition, 
‘he contended, was one of an extraordinary char- 
acter, and goes totally to abolish that. board, 
without even the inquiry whether that part.of the 
service is prepared for such an event.” The gen- 
tlemen making it, too, do not present any feasi- 
ble plan or proper provision for the derangement 
which will be consequent upon such change. 
The law by which that board was established 
‘was passed in the year 1815, upon the pressing 
recommendations of very many distinguished 
‘officers of the Navy, who had seen much service 
jn the defense of their country, and who were | 


‘possessed of great practical Knowledge of the || 


wants of that branch of the service. It was then 
-urged as of pressing necessity. It was necessary 
then, as now, because the Secretary of the Navy 


was not possessed of that requisite practical |j 


knowledge of the wants and discipline of the 
Navy. 

Mr. I. then reviewed the organization of that 
department of the British service, and proved that 
it had, in such organization, two or three distinct 
boards, whose actions undergo the supervision 
of the Secretary, and that. they were subject to 
hiscontrol. The great experience of that Govern- 
ment found it necessary, having-a proper regard 
to the character and interest of the Navy, that 
such a board should be in operation. But the 
principal objection urged to abolish this board 
was, that gentlemen could not find where the 
responsibilities of that Department were vested. 
The law fixes the Fecpane bility where it should 
be. This board has certain defined duties to per- 
form, subject to the supervision and control of 
the Secretary. He had never yet ascertained that 
any gentleman was disappointed or found any 
difficulty in receiving information; and he had no 
doubt, if gentlemen would call upon this board, 
that: they would promptly receive such as prop- 
erly pertains to the board, and so as to the Secre- 
tary. But the same argument of irresponsibility 
would, with equal plausibility, apply to every 


‘ask-those who-are in favor of such reorganization 
as would. bring. into. operation a bureau system, 
whether the same grounds of complaint could not, 
with equal propriety, be alleged against it? and 
whether gentlemen would not then be placed in 
the same dilemma? He said it was impossible 
for this officer, on the instant, to give full and sat- 
isfactory answers to the various points of inquiry 
which devolves upon him as Secretary, many of 
which may involve a practical knowledge of the 
service. It could not be expected that his head 
was a storehouse; that he could, at a moment’s 
warning, give this practical information. So far 
as the responsibility is concerned, this board and 
the Secretary are jointly responsible, if they are 
not individually so, and therefore this charge must 
fall to the ground. But there is a division of this 
responsibility, as is found in every Department 
of the Government—-even the Congress itself — 
and he asked if gentlemen were prepared to abolish 
the whole in consequence? 
Some of those who had spoken upon the sub- 
ject contended that, since the organization of the 
oard, the vessels have been badly constructed. 
It was altogether matter of taste and skill. Mr. 
I. referred to. the frigate United States built pre- 
vious to its organization, When that was built it 
was universally said: that it was the worst sailer 
in. the Navy; but it was subsequently proved that 
its bad sailing was owing to the trimming of the 
vessel, and after alterations in that respect, it 
proved to be the fastest sailer in the Navy. This 
might, be the case with many of the vessels con- 
structed under the supervision of this board. He | 
said the House had been favored with much dec- 
lamation, but very little evidence. Mr. I, then 
referred tothe charges made by Mr. MALLORY, 
that the delay and tardy movements of the ex- 
ploring expedition. was owing to the management | 
of this board,- He was pleased to find that the 
‘responsibility of that delay had been changed:from 
the Seéretary, which had been so frequently 
chargedgggainst him heretofore: i 
<Mr MALLORY was understood ‘to say that | 


| as men, but only as a body. 


he:charged the Secretary with the delay; and the 


that. branch of the Government.: 


Navy Board:with improper “construction:of the 
vessels. i eee ere oo 
- Mr. INGHAM said neither.of' them was čen- 
surable for delay, nor were the Navy Board forthe 
bad. construction of the vessels belonging to this 
expedition. They were built under the superin- 
tendence of Commodore Jones: He was appointed 
to that charge before a vessel was commenced, 
and had the entire management of the same, He 
trusted that this was. the last charge about that 
expedition he should hear. The Navy Board, he 
contended, had acted in all matters under the con- 
trol and general direction of the Secretary, and 
never proceeded without consulting him; and, so 
far as the charge that they had prevented the | 
building of the steam vessels authorized by law 
being any ground for its abolition, it would also 
be good ground to abolish the office of Secretary 
of the Navy; and he asked gentlemen if they were 
prepared to do that act? 

He said if the Navy Roard should be charged 
with being incompetent men, that would be a 
legitimate cause of inquiry; or, if they had been 
negligent in duty, that would be good cause for 
inguiry; but the mode proposed by the amend- 
ment of the bill would not be the proper way to 
try them, because it goes to cut them off without 
such inquiry. His own opinion was, that the | 
whole naval service should be reorganized, but 
the House could not strike off this branch with- 
out throwing the whole system into confusion. 

. Mr. PETRIKIN. thought, as to the propriety 
of abolishing this board at this time, there might 
be some doubt, but as to a reorganization of the 
whole Department there could be but one opinion. 
This beard, he contended, had been an incubus 
upon the naval service, and whenever any branch 
of it should impair the proper operation and use- 
fulness of the whole, it should be lopped of. It 
had become odious with the people, (for which | 
there was, no doubt, good ground,) and with him 

that was proper cause for reorganization. He 

said that the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 

Apvams,] who claimed to be the exclusive advo- 

cate and conservator of the Navy now, represents 

the people of the very State who, during the last 
war, declared that it was unbecoming a religious 

and moral people to rejoice at the success of our 

arms in that very branch of our service. 

Mr. P. then inquired why it was that the Naval 
Committee had made no report ‘on the necessity 
of reorganizing the Navy Department, as they 
were instructed to do early in the session? 

Mr. INGHAM stated that-no such resolution 
had been referred to that committee. 

Mr. PETRIKIN contended that the resolution 
instructing the committee to inquire ‘into the ex- 
pediency of abolishing the Navy Board, neces- 
sarily involved the reorganization of the whole 
Department. Mr. P. detailed a number of ex- 
isting abuses in the naval service which required | 


correction, most of which grew out of the incom- || 


petency and incapacity of this irresponsible 
board. He hoped the amendment would prevail, | 
if it had no other effect than that of telling these 
men that the public were not blind to their con- 
duct. He disclaimed saying a word against them 


Mr. PARMENTER cited the case of the | 
Charlestown navy-yard asa proof of this board. | 
Before its establishment, that yard was a chaos 
of confusion and disorder; now it would compare 
with any in the world. Faults there might be; 
imperfections might exist; but these were rather 
owing to the crude organization of the board, than 
to themselves. The law was wrong. They were 
originally intended as advisers to the Secretary ; 
of the Navy, whereas the whole control of the | 
Navy had been placed under their supervision, 
even to the making of contracts for supplies, for 
which they could not be supposed, from their pre- 
vious occupations, to be qualified. Mr. P. went 
on to review the sections of the law, and was un- 
derstood to oppose a total abolition of the board, 
hut to be in favor of some revision of the law. 
He also made an argument against the bill to con- 
struct a dry dock at New York, TERR 

Mr. CRARY remarked that this discussion 
had, at least, rendered it evident that. something 
was very wrong in the organization of this Board 
of Navy Commissioners, and eyen the last gen- 
tlerman from Massachusetts. had made it appear 
that it had usurped all the powers. belonging to ; 
This they did i 


by mein’ of dig 
words, they*drai 
s6 drafted them as to placa “the 
the Navy Department in theme 
of which he complainéd, and hi 


€ e felt assured that 
if that board was continued; they w fain the 


0 yesterday, 
o made an explanation, that he did ‘not-méah 
to deny the right of Mr. C: to make'the ‘ination 
e iq. e + Save # v vg At 
Mr. BRONSON disclaimed, in ‘submitting ‘his 
amendment, anythirig like an insidious attempt to 
inflict a blow upon the Navy,as had been throw 
out by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
the contrary. Of the politics‘of thë members’ of 
the board he had never heard:a-word; tilit fell 
from the gentleman himself. He had no-personal 
or political object in view; and, as a proof that it 
was not so considered by others, his mot 
been advocated by gentlemen of the Opposit 
as well as-of his own party. After ‘advocatiiig 
his amendment for some time, he gave itas his 
opinion that an overwhelming majority of the 
service and of the country, and at least two ‘thirds 
of Congress, were in favor of abolishing. ‘this 
board, and if not done by the present Congress; 
it would be by their immediate suecessorsi 4> 
‘Mr. MERCER protested against the incon- 
gtuity of introducing such a proposition as this 
in an ordinary appropriation bill, the provisions 
of which ought exclusively to’ be ‘limited ‘to'the 
expenses of Government. Mr.'M. was also óp- 
posed to the ‘proposed abolition of ‘the board; 
though he admitted that many alterations were 
needed in the ‘manner in which the Navy Depart- 
ment was conducted. As for the bureau systèm, 
the President and Secretary could now ‘establish 
it, by directing divisions of duty-among the thri 
commissioners, and all the personal responsibility 
would follow, for a bureau was nothing ‘more 
than pens, ink, paper, and tape. i aa 
On motion of Mr, EVANS, the committee rose 
and reported. a gE a 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. oag 
Sarurpay, February 16, 1839. ept 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memoriat o 
Edward D. Tippet; which was referred the 
Committee on ‘Roads and Canals, =>” cee 
Mr. WALL presented ‘the memorial ‘of ‘thé 
ng“ 


trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Sprii 
field; in the State of New Jersey, asking’ 
pensation for the destruction of property 
the war of the Revolution; which was: 
to the: Committee on Revolutionary ‘Claim 
ordered to be printed. Ee a 
Mr. LINN presented the memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Missouri, request~ 
ing Congress to pass a law altering the present 
mode of issuing titles to land; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ah 
Also, a memorial from the same, praying the 
establishment of a port of entry and’ custom- 
house at some point on the Missouri river, and 
allowing those who trade with Mexico bydand 
the privilege of drawback and debenture. es 
Mr. L. went into a number of interesting de- 
tails, showing the importance and former extent 
of the trade: between this country and the Mexi- 
can provinces, and with the Indians of the Oregon 
Territory, and its’ comparative insignificance at 
present. The Hudson’s Bay Company, from 
their great facilitiesand. advantages, were monop- 
olizing the whole Indian and Mexican. trade, as 
they imported their goods free of duty; and they 
would soon obtain a dangeroùs ascendency-over 
the minds of the Indians. He said that if there 
was not prompt action on the part of Congress 
on this subject, not only the trade with the Mexi- 
can provinces would cease, but that the territory 
inhabited by these Indians would be wrested from 
us. Mr. L. said he had, some days since, intros 
duced a bill for the occupation of the Oregon 
territory, with a view to doing something on 
this subject, which he hoped the ‘Senate would 
consider and act upon at an early day. E 
Mr. L. also presented a memorial: very fumer- 
ously signed by the inhabitants of ‘the’ counties 


i of Benton, Rivés, Polk; Cale, Morganand sev- 


eral other confties; or parts of counties; inthe 


188 


GLOBE. 


_ February 16, 


roads; pays less revenue to the Post Office De- | 
partment than Missouri, yet has double the | 
amount of mail facilities; and has even threat- 

ened:the General Governmentthat if the national | 
road is not made to Alton from Vandalia, it shall 
not be madeatall. Modest determination! He 
said the people of the free States‘are unceasing in 
their exertions to obtain what they desire, and 
present their memorials, petitions, &c., to Con- 
gress. in the most business-like form, which | 
makes them more successful in their applications | 
than the slave States, who ask less, and do not 

take the same pains to present their memorials in 

an imposing form. 

Mr. ROANE presented a memorial of the 
Washington Building and Improvement Com- | 
pany, asking for an act of incorporation; which 
was referred to. the Committec on the District of 
Columbia. 

\Mr.-KING. presented a memorial from mas- 
ters and pilots of steamboats plying between Mo- 
bile and. New Orleans, asking for the construc- 
tion of light-houses on that route; which. was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial from 
T. H. Perkins, and numerous other persons, ask- 
ing that the spirit ration of the Navy may be dis- 
continued. ` 


„Mr, W. thought this memorial merited atten- | 
tion, as somewhat interesting to the maritime | 
It sets forth some facts | 


concerns of the country. 
well worthy of consideration; among others, that 
most of the cases of insubordination and mutiny 
on. board of ships were clearly traccable to the 
daily use of stimulating drinks. It was not now, | 
as formerly, when few of our merchantmen abol- 
ished their use on board; but far the greater por- 
tion of our vessels were navigated in that way, | 
and, in consequence, there had been a great moral j 
revolution in the character of our sailors, and that 
these benefits were extending themselves to the 
merchants in the shape of diminished insurances, 
the offices invariably preferring the risks where | 
intoxicating. liquors were not allowed. | 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
Thomas B. Parsons; which was referred to the | 
Committee on. Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of the | 
Legislature of the State of Maryland, praying an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor | 
of Havre de Grace; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the following bills, | 
reported the same without amendment, and with | 
a recommendation that they do not pass: B 

Ai act granting a pension to Reuben Murray; | 
an | 

„An act for the relief of William. A. Cudde- | 
back. | 

Mr-:M. also, from. the. same. committee, rel 
ported without amendment the following bills: | 

An act for the relief of Sibel Barnes; 

An act for the relief of Harvey Reynolds; and | 

An act for the relief of Eliphalet Spafford. i 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on- Private j 
Land Claims, to which was referred a bill to | 
amend an act confirming certain land claims: in} 


the State. of. Michigan, madè g:repòrt thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. : za 

Mr. BENTON, from. the Committee on Mili- 

taty Affairs, to: which was referred abill to au- 
thorize- payment to be made to certain Missouri 
volunteers, for services in-the years 1829 and 
1836, reported the same without:amendment, — 
. Mr. B.also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the documents in relation to the 
claim of Colonel: A. H. Morgan, reported a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
was. referred an act for the relief of certain officers 
of the Florida militia, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to which was referred the 


petition of the heirs of Preserved Clapp, asked to | 


be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee.on Pensions, to which was referred the 
petition of Levi Folson, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: 

Anactauthorizing the settlement of theaccounts 
of the heirs of Captain Jesse Copeland; 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘* An act regu- 
lating the pay and emoluments of brevet officers,” 
approved April 16, 1818; and 

An act for the relief of Captain John Vannettin 
and his company, for their services during the 
late war. 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Lands, to which was referred an act for the 
relief. of Stephen Marselis, reported the same 
without amendment. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINN said that some days since he gave 
notice that he would ask leave of the Senate to 
introduce a bill granting to the Washington 
County and St, Genevieve Railroad Company (in- 
corporated by the Legislature of Missouri) the 


right of preémption to five hundred thousand acres | 


of land to aid said company in the construction 
of their road. Tle now rose (he said) with the 
intention of asking that leave; but before the 
question was taken, he begged leave to remark 
that this was a subject in which the whole coun- 
try was interested, but more particularly the great 
valley of the Mississippi. This road would be 
connected with the Iron Mountain, the most re- 
markable, as well as the richest, deposit of iron 
ore in the whole world. He said that if the State 
of Missouri and the General Government would 
lend only a slight assistance, the great mineral 
resources of Missouri would at once start into 
active life, and the Great Valley, as well as the 
country at large, would realize the full value of 
its existence. The Senate would remember that 
a ship was lost at sea some time since on her way 
from England, with $500,000 worth of railroad 
iron for the State of Iinois. If Missouri is aided 
a little, she will, ina few years, make iron enough 
for the consumption of the United States, and she 
can and will make iron cheaper and better than 
any country in the world. 

Mr. L. then, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
benefit of the Washington County and St. Gene- 
vieve Railroad Company; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate at the commencement of the first 
session of the next Congress, all facts and information rel- 
ative to the execution of the thirteenth and fourteenth sec- 
tions of the ‘fact to regulate the deposits of the public 
money,” approved 23d June, 1836, and particularly all facts 
and information in answer to and touching the following 
questions, to wit: 

1. What amount of money has been deposited with each 
State, under this act, and at what periods? 

2. In what banks, in each State, was the money depos- 
ited, and in what amounts, in each bank, at the time of the 
transfer to the States? 

3. Of what description of funds, whether metal or bank 
notes; and if of both, in what proportions did the deposits 
consist, in each bank of each State, at the time of the 
transfer to the States? 


4. What was the description of funds received by each: 


f 


State; ahd: if both’ metal-and. bank: notes were received, 
what were the proportions of each.so received by each 
State; and what was the depreciation, if any, of the bank 
riotes réteived by each State, at the time of reception? 

5. What investments or dispositions were made by each 
State’ of thé deposit made with it; whether invested’ in 
stocks, and if so, in what kind of stocks, and. to what 
amount; whether applied to public works, or to State or to 
other institutions, and if so, to what kind of works or in- 
stitutions, and to what amount; whether loaned out er 
distributed; and ifso, whether to institutions, to bodies cor- 
porate or otherwise, or to individuals, and to what kinds of 
institutions, bodies, or class of individuals, and to what 
amount; and what were the circumstances and conditions 
of such investments, dispositions, loans, or distributions? 

Resolved, That to the end of obtaining the information 
required by the foregoing resolution, the Secretary be di- 
rected to correspond, if necessary, with the proper author- 
ities of the several States. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send 
to the Senate a copy of the recent report of Nathaniel West, 
commissioned to investigate clainis against the Miami Tni 


: dians, with a statement of the expenses of the commission, 


; ineladingall charges, to whom due or paid, and for what ser- 


vices, designating the charges made or allowed for mileage, 


; and by whom charged; the date of the appointment of the 


; commissioner and secretary, and at whattime.the commis- 


sion commenced and closed. 
MICHAEL AMBRISTER. 


The bill for the relief of Michael Ambrister was 
read the third time and passed. 


REPEAL OF SALT DUTY. 
The resolution accompanying the report of the 


: Committee on Finance authorizing the printing 


ofa documentin relation to the salt tax, was taken 


! up forconsideration; and, after some remarks from 


Messrs. CALHOUN, WRIGHT, DAVIS, and 
BENTON, its further consideration was post- 
poned until Monday next. ae 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


The unfinished business, being the bill to pre- 
vent the interference of certain Federal officers in 
elections, was then taken up, and Mr. NORVELL 
addressed the Senate at length in opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. CUTHBERT intimating a wish to address 
the Senate on the subject, the bill was informally 


| passed over. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


To-day being set apart for the consideration of 
bills relating to the District of Columbia, 

The bill to incorporate Georgetown College, in 
the District of Columbia; 

The bill supplemental to the “Act granting cer- 
tain city lots to the corporation of the Columbian 
College for the purposes therein mentioned,”’ ap- 
proved July 14, 1832; : $ 

The bill to extend the jurisdiction of the cor- 
poration of the city of Washington over the Po- 
tomac bridge, &c.; and 

The joint resolution authorizing the opening of 
an alley and the execution of certain deeds in the 
city of Washington; 
were severally considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

The bill to provide a free bridge across the east- 
ern branch of the river Potomac, in the city of 
Washington; and 

The bill to incorporate the Washington Man- 
ual Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum So- 
ciety of the City of Washington and District of 


Columbia; 


were ordered to be laid on the table. 
The bill to incorporate the Washington Silk 


| Company was advocated by Messrs. BAYARD, 
MERRICK, and LINN, and opposed by Messrs. 


ALLEN, BENTON, KING, SMITH of Con- 
necticut, and NILES; and; : 

On motion of Mr. NILES, the bill was indefi- 
nitely postponed—yeas 17, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard; Lyon, Niles, Norvell, Roane, 


| Smith of Connecticut, Strange, White, Williams of Maine, 
| Wright, and Yoüng—17. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Davis, Foster, King, Knight, 
Merrick, Prentiss, Rives, Robbing, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Smith of Indiana, and Tallmadge—13. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Saturday, February 16, 1839. e 
Mr. HARRISON resumed his remarks onthe 
subject of the public lands, as brought before ‘the 


z 


House: bythe: following..repo 
committee of:twenty:Bi ; 


ters referred to them, and that the jour- 
nal of the committee be reported and published. Pe 


*resolved,?’'and insert in lieu thereof a propo- 
sition for the semi-annual distribution of the pro- 
ceeds.of the sales of the public :lands among the. 
several States.of.the Union, in the ratio of their. 
Federal numbers, : 
«Mr. H, gave way, without concluding 
orders of the day. 

- Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that-his mo- | 
tion:to suspend.the private orders for the public | 
husiness yesterday, included this day-also; but. j 
he, observed. from the Journal and the papers that | 
it. was not.so understood, and therefore he should | 
renew the motion this morning. 
Mr: BIDDLE had, however, 


„for the 


first caught the | 


Speaker’s eye, and he asked. leave to: present a || 


petition of-a public nature, with a view to have it 
immediately referred.to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 2:05 o we 

Mr. ADAMS would ask permission to present į 
noiless than four hundred petitions of a publici 
nature, with which: he: had been charged, and, | 
unless: he: could do so; he should object to! others 
having.a preference given'to them. 

Mr.:BIDDLE thereupon moved a suspension 
of the sules. - : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, inquired | 
what the memorial was about. 

Mr. BIDDLE stated that it was a memorial 
from claimants on Mexico, setting forth the anx- 
jety they felt that the treaty of arbitration should 
have been suffered to fall through by that Repub- 
lic, and asking Congress to take the matter into 
its serious consideration. As only two weeks of 
the session remained, it was desirable that some 
prompt action should-be had upon it? 

<The rules were suspended, ayes 107, noes not 

. counted, :the memorial received, and. referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
: Ma Biadded.to-his previous statement that the 
petition referred to the fact that. the President. of 
‘the. United: States, in bis.anxiety to have. this 
treaty: ratified ; senta public. vessel and. a special 
messenger to Mexico;: that the vessel had. re- 
turned, and they declare that the latest advices 
from that Republicadd confirmation to their con- 
viction, that the treaty would not be ratified, as | 
was predicted by the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the committees | 
were, called on for reports, and the Committee on | 
the Public Lands being first in order, 
. Mr, CASEY yose, and said, that he had no re- ; 
port to make, but he was very desirous to submit | 
a resolution of inquiry of considcrable importance, : 
both ‘to his State and to the country. 

_ The resolution was read, ag follows: 

Whereas, hy the act.of Congress regulating the deposit 
of the public money in the State banks, approved June 23, | 
1836, it was provided that at least one bank be selected in : 
each State or ‘Territory; if any such: existed willing to-be | 
employed as a depository of the public money ; and where- ! 
as, there are two banks in the State of Ilinois, both of them | 
solvent-and safe, neither of whichis now employed as the ~ 
depository: of the public money collected in said State; and! 


i 
whereas, the money so. collected in Liinois is deposited in i : 


ihe State Bank of Missouri, to the-manifest injury of. the | 
said banks of Tlinois, aud ‘the people of the State; and j 
whereas, the Secretary of the Treasury, under the provis- | 
jons‘of the act’ of .1789,' has selected many banks Which | 
would have.been excluded from the benefits of the deposit | 
act of 1836, as depositories of the public money, which said | 
banks, in common with. the, banks of. Hlinois, could not l 
have Been selected as depositories ‘of the public money 
under:the provisions of the act of 1836 : Therefore, ~ 

yResolued, That.the Seeretary of the Treasury inform. this 
House at what time the Bank of the State of Missouri was 
made a deposit hank, and what amount of its own notes 
said bank had tn‘citeulation, and what amount of specie, 
it had. in its vaults Gn the Sth of July and on the Hth of 
August, 1837 ; also, that he inform this House ofthe amount. 
of money received for public lands iu the State of Mlinois, 
and deposited in said. bank, sineé it has been selected as | 


|| 30, 1824. 


|| same committee, calling for information in rela- 
| 
| 


‘ Mer. EVERETT said it tdust-be obvious; from: 
‘the reading of that resolution, that it would elicit 
debate, and- asit: was more desitable thatthe 
committees.should report, he. must object to its 
reception at this time. ant ae £ 

:Mr. CASEY being asked to: postpone his re- | 
quest till the other business was through, replied 
that he had been waiting for this. opportunity for 
a week, and if he: waived the present, he might 
never have another. 

As objection had been made, he must then 
make a motion he had never before made, in the 
seven sessions he had served in Congress; and 
he moved to suspend the rules, and demanded the 
yeas and nays; which, being ordered, were— 
yeas 92, nays 68. 

So the rules were not suspended, the motion 
requiring a majority of two thirds. : 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported without amendment Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of the assignees of Louis 
Baron De Ferret; which was ordered to a third 
reading. 

Mr. TOUCEY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, Senate | 
bill for the relief of Jabez L. White and Asa 
White, and moved its third reading; which was | 
agreed to. | 

Mr. CORWIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported without amendment, Senate bill to prevent | 
| the counterfeiting of foreign coin; which was or- 
dered to a third reading. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee’ on Private Land Claims, reported, with- 
out amendment, Senate bill to confirm certain 
claims for lands in the district between the Rio 
Hondo and Sabine rivers. 

Also, Senate bill for the relief of Charles Mor- | 

| gan, of Louisiana. 
| Also, with an amendment, Senate bill for the 
| relief of Juan Belgar. 
Mr. CRABB, from the same committee, re- 
| ported Senate bill, without amendment, for the 
relief of William Jones; which was ordered to a 
| third reading. 

Mr. RARIDEN, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
rélief of Obed P. Lacy. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported, with an amendment, Sen- 
ate bill supplementary to the “* Act to:provide for 
the-reorganization of the department of Indian 
affairs,” and the *t Act to regulate trade and in- 
tercourse with the Indian tribes,” approved June 


Mr. E. called up a resolution submitted by the 


tion to the negotiation of the several treaties with 
the Pottawatomie Indians; and it was considered 
and agreed to. | 
: Mr. PETRIKIN, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William Anderson, deceased. | 
Mr BELL, from the same committee, reported | 
without amendment Senate bill to authorize the 


appointment of three additional clerks in the office | 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. | 
- Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- { 
tionary Claims, reported Senate bill for the relief ; 
of Pierre Menard and others, with a recommend- | 
ation that it do not pass. 
| Also, a resolution to discharge that committee 
| from the consideration of all the unfinished busi- 
ness before them; which was concurred in. 
| Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on Military 
i Affairs, reported, with an amendment, Senate bill 
for the relief of Captain Snodgrass and the còm- 
pany of Alabama volunteers, : 
Also,.a bill making appropriations for the ret || 
pairs. and rebuilding of the walls of the forts in | 
New York harbor. : f 
Mr.. CUSHING, from the Committee-on For- 
eign Affairs, presented a supplementary réport in | 
relation to the territory west of the Rocky Mount-; 
ains; and the same number of copies (ten thou- | 
sand). were ordered to be printed as of the original || 
report. : e P 
Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- |; 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief | 
of Anne Watson. aoe Lee ee 
‘Alsoy-a bill for the relief of Henry Peyton: 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same | 


i 
H 
| 
| 
| 
| 
f 
| 
| 
i 


j the petition of Jesse H. Wilis @ > 


My. FRY; fromthe samoto 
a bill granting «pansion -to.Ji 
_, Mr. TAYLOR, fromthe Commigeeof Inya- 
lid Pensions, reported Senate: bill forthe teliefot 
John: Clark. echo api heir 3 
Mr. PLUMER, from the same-conimittees, 
ported a bill for.the relief -of Burnett Burch; . 
Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont; from the same 
mittee, reported a’ bill forthe relief of] 
Wright. aS ee 
Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Also, a bill for the: relief. of Randolpli Clar 
Mr. MERCER, from the Committeeon Roads: 
and Canals, reported’ a bill to: authorize: internal: 


improvements, and to institute and continge’ brs: 
tain surveys, and for other. purposes. sii At, 
Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, fromthe: Com* 


mittee on Patents, reported a bill in addition to. 
the actto promote the progress of. the useful atts. 
Also, a bill forthe relief of John W. Vaughan: 
and Oliver Perry. ‘ a BES 
Mr. ADAMS, from the select joint committee. 
on the Smithsonian bequest, reported two-several - 
bills, with the resolutions adopted in:eomittee, : 
and the proceedings as detailed in the journal of. 
the committee. The titles of the. bills were’ as 
follows: = Ta : STORE AES 
A bill providing for the: disposition and mans 
agement of thefund bequeathed’ to ‘thé United 

States, in trust, by James Smithson, of London; 
deceased, for the establishment of an institution” 
for the increase and diffusion.of knowledge-aniotig’ . 
men, oa AT Gi BARRE es 

Mr. McK AY: moved to call up the motion 6f 
Mr. Perrin to-print five thousand extra copies: 
of the report of Mr. HunteR, of Virginia, onthe 
best mode of collecting and keeping the public: 
revenue. vina uy : EE le siio m 

Mr. POPE, from the Joint Library Committee,’ 
to whom was referred the resolution of the Ffouee’ 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for 
the formation of new and accurate indexes tu*the 
whole series of journals, reports, and documenta’ 
since the organization of our Government, pro- 
posed to be prepared by Thomas F; Gordon; re- 
ported the following joint resolutions. which was 
read twice and committed: BLO DAN gE 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represéntativés of” 
the United States of America in Congress assembledy: That 
if said compilation is prepared and published: by.the said 
Thomas F. Gordon, in the manner proposed, by him, and 
the sample annexed to the committee's report, that Cor- 
gress: will take += copies, provided. the cost shall’ fotex- 
ceed. —-—-~ dollars-per-copy. po ieia UU Me ns 

Also, the folowing joint resolution i: p 

Resolved by the Senate! and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in: Congress Trccinbied, Tie 
the Clerk. ofthis House: be direeted. to. subscrihé for, one, 
copy of Niles’s National Register for each, count k, 
every congressional district in those States in which clerks” 
offices are established, and one copy for every’ oficerin 
those States in which said offices are not established whose 
duties approximate most closely to the duties.of the clerks : 
aforesaid, and also one copy of said Register foreach mete . 
ber of Congress: Provided, The editor of satd Register wilt, 
agree to publish in, or as a part of said work, under the dis 
rection of the Speaker of this: House, the entire Journaisiof. 
both Honses of Congress, with. the yeas and-nays, and alt 
questions decided, and at the end of every session, all.the 
Jaws passed and the treaties ratified thereat; and furnish 
the clerks and otifer officers aforesaid, and all Whore how 
subséribers, or may hereafter become subscribers: to-said : 
Register, with one copy of said Journal, and laws respect- 
ively without any addition to the subscription price, i 

Resolved, That said stibscription commence with’ and int 
clude the Journals and laws of the present Congress. = 

The resolution having been read twice, Mr. P. 
moved its postponement till to-morrow; but on 
motion of Mr. TOUCEY, it was réeferredto the 
Committee of the’ Whole on the state of the Union. 

- Mr. WORD, from the' Committee on Publié . 
Lands, made unfavorable reports on. the petitions 
of Samuel Norris, Frederick Longrain, and J.W: 
Perry. ` f clad 
On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, the Committee 
on Public Lands was discharged from the further | 
consideration of the petition of certain citizens of ’ 
Wisconsin, west of Mississippi river, praying for ` 
the erection of a penitentiary. ares 
Mr. RARIDEN, from the Committee’ on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made an unfavorable report of” 


Mr. CRABB; from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Willian 


Stringer. 


Mana- 
epet 


uo 


„appear that the said banks are sotvent specie paying 
anit wand be safe depositories ofthe pabljemoney: = 


committee, reported a-bil} granting a pension to 
-James Boyle. Bins itoi saie 


duties on starch. 


‘GLOBE: 


February 18, 


Mre DEBERRY, from ‘the Committee on Agri- 
culture; made-an unfavorable report-on the peti- 
tion of Professor J.-B. Espy: $ -- 

“Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in: ; 

Resolved; That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the several 
memorials, petitions, &c., which are now upon their table, 
and unacted on, and that said committee have Jeave to place 
the same inthe custody of the Clerk of the House. 


Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made unfavorable reports on the petition 
of the heirs. of Brockell Baldwin, and the petition 
of Mary .W. Thompson. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, of Tennessee, from the 
same committee, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Joseph Backleys. 

r. McKAY, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports on the petitions of E. D. 
Peck, Elenry Ward, and others, Major Sylvester 
Churchill, and John Delgam. 

On: motion of Mr. BRONSON, the Committee 
on. Territories was discharged from the further 
consideration of a certain memorial of the Legis- 
lative Council of Florida. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions of Dor- 
othea. B, Buckner, David Caiswell, Joanna Smith, 
Susan Patton, Catharine Hayward, Mary Wil- 
liams, Phebe Smith, Margaret Steele, Joseph 
Roberts, Abigail Allen, and Joseph Parker. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, made an 
unfavorable report on the petition of Margaret 
Arkins. 

On motion of Mr. FRY, the same committee 
was discharged from the petitions of John Croft, 
Barbara Forbes, and Calvin Goodno. 

Mr. BOND, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Alexander Williamson. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the fur- 
ther.consideration of the petition of Charles Lar- 
rabee, and the petitioner granted leave to with- 
draw his papers, 

Also, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
of Richard B. Brumfield and Captain Abraham 
N. Brevoort. 

On motion of Mr. STANLY, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Joseph 
M. Rhea, John Aston, and William Scott, 

Mr. ALLAN, of Vermont, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of Francis Griffith, James Campbell, 
and Daniel Fielding. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
the same committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petitions of Isaac Allen, 
Augustine Bradford, Martha Green, Joseph 
Brown, Joseph Rowler, Thomas Bronough, Eli- 
aha Deming, Thomas Baker, Moses Smith, Mer- 
rill Pillbury, and David Morse. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Roads. and Canals was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of inhabitants 
of St. Augustine, Florida, praying a donation of 
land to. construct a railroad from St. Augustine 
to Picolata, 

On motion of Mr. McKENNAN, the Com- 
mittee.on Roads and Canals was discharged from 


the further consideration of certain resolutions | 


of a-public meeting held at Mineral Point, Wis- 
consin, asking for a donation of land; and also 
various: memorials from the Wisconsin Legisla- 
ture. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, the Commit- 
tee on Patents was discharged from the consid- 
eration of a resolution of the House asking an in- 
quiry into the propriety of refunding to applicants 
for a reissue of patents the fees paid by the same. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, the Commit- 
tee on Patents was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of George Gray. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Major 
Thomas Harrison; and the petitioners granted 
leave to withdraw. the same. 

Mr.. DARLINGTON, from.the Committee on 
Claims, made unfavorable reports on the. peti- 


tions‘of McCrae and Wakefield, and G.W. San- 
erso Tuo ; : ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
| obedience to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 11th instant, transmitting copies 
of certain charges against Commodore J. D. 
Elliott, :by Lieutenant Hunter, &c., &e. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, referred 
to the select committee appointed to investigate 
charges against the Commodore. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Banks in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the ‘bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 

23 
| penses of Government for the year 1839.” 

The pending question was on the motion of 
Mr. BRONSON, to reduce the appropriation for 
compensation to the Board of Navy Commis- 
sioners one half, with a view to abolish the board 
on the Ist of July next. 

Mr. EVANS, who was entitled to the floor, de- 
fended the character of the board, and expressed 
his surprise at this precipitate proposition to abol- 
tish what had been considered as one of the most 
important Departments of the Government, with- 
out a report from a committee, without a recom- 
mendation; nay, more, they were told the Secre- 
tary of the Navy desired to retain it. Were they, 
without any examination, scarcely with consid- 
eration, but upon mere vague rumor and news- 
paper paragraphs, to cut oif this branch of the 
service? The complaints made were not charge- 
able to the Navy commissioners, for they were 
merely subservient to the Secretary of the Navy; 
; and upon him should the responsibility rest. He 
denied that the bureau system would be more ef- 
fective than the present board, or that it would 
produce a more direct responsibility. Mr. E. 
j then went on to answer the charges brought 
against this board. 

Mr. MALLORY, in reply, said the gentleman 
had substantially proved the truth of every alle- 
gation made by Mr. M. and others; for, in the 
course of his remarks, he had cited a number of 
documents which had escaped Mr. M., all, he 
found, going to substantiate them. Mr. M. then 


| opposition to the continuance of this board; and 
gave the details of a plan he adverted to a day or 
two ago—the establishment of a system of bu- 
| reaus, 

Mr. JENIFER opposed the amendment with 
much earnestness, though he pledged himself if 
| it could be proven that this board was useless, 
| and a better substitute were presented, he would 
vote for it; but the proposed way of abolishing 
was insidious in its effect, ill timed, and ill placed. 

Mr. KENNEDY then obtained the floor, but 
gave way to 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, on whose motion the 
above bill was laid aside; and the committee took 
up and considered the bill to extend the time of 
issuing the balance of the Treasury notes author- 
ized by the bill of last session, ` 

The committe then rose, and reported the above 
| bill without amendment; and it was ordered to be 
read a third time on Monday. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownay, February 18, 1839. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 


i! nication in relation to the condition of the Bank 


| of Mineral Point, in the Territory of Wisconsin; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a preamble and resolutions of the con- 
i vention of delegates lately in session at St. Jo- 
į sephs, Florida, praying Congress to passa law 


and other incorporations; which were ordered to 
be printed, and lie on the table. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WALL presented documents showing the 
number of suits on the trial dockets of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
seventh circuit, during the last three yeass; which 


were ordered to be printed. 


addressed the committee at considerable length in | 


| to remedy certain evils connected with banking |! 


| 


: Mr: RUGGLES presented a petition of anum- 
ber of citizens of New York; praying the estab- 
lishment of a fog bell in Long Island. Sound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, a petition of John Shaw, for the benefit 
of drawback on certain exported hemp; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of Ira A. 
Sabin, to be allowed a preémption right to a tract 
of land, and a document showing the necessity 
of an increase of clerks in the office of the sur- 
veyor general of the district of Arkansas; which 
were severally referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 2 

Mr. LINN presented a petition of the half- 
breeds of the Sac and Fox Indians, praying Con- 
gress to confirm a certain law of the Legislative 
Council of the Territory of Wisconsin; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. FULTON presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, asking 
the establishment of ports of entry at Little Rock 
and Van Buren, in that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Arkansas, in relation to the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth section adjoining Fort Smith, and to 
obtain the confirmation of titles to lands under 
Spanish confirmations; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of the 
Legislative Council of Florida, praying the pas- 


| sage of a law authorizing the enrollment of volun- 


teers for the defense of the Territory; which were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition from a num- 
ber of citizens residing in the Rock river country, 
in Illinois, for the establishment of a new land 
office; which, after some remarks from Messrs. 
YOUNG, CLAY of Alabama, and LINN, was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred an act for the relief 
of Isaac Lilley, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Also, an act for the relief of Samuel Hoffman, 
with an amendment. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred an act for the relief 
of the assignees of Jacob Clements, deceased, re~ 
ported the same without amendment. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the part 
of the Senate acting jointly with the committee 
appointed on the part of the House, on the Smith- 
sonian bequest, submitted certain resolutions 
thereon; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. R., from the same committee, reported a 
bill providing for the disposition and management 
of the fund bequeathed to the United States, in 
trust, by James Smithson, of London, for the es- 
tablishment of an institution for the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge among men. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Indian Af- 


| fairs, to which was referred the bill for the relief 


of Susan Gratiot, administratrix of Charles Gra- 
tiot, deceased, reported the same without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred an act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to purchase a tract of 
land belonging to the heirs of John Harris, de» 
ceased, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the act for 
the relief of Farish Carter and the heirs of Charles 
Williams, deceased, reported the same without 
amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PIERCE, the petition of the 
widow of James B. Spafford, a revolutionary 


i pensioner, was recommitted to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
The report of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims adverse to the petition of Preserved Clapp, 


was considered and agreed to. 
‘ BILLS PASSED. 
The following, having been engrossed, were 
severally read the third time, and passed: 


The bill to incorporate Georgetown College, in 
the District of Columbia; i 


The bill supplemental to the * act granting cer- 


MIRA ALEXANDER. 

The bill for.the relief of Mira Alexander was 
read the.second time; and on. the question of its 
engrossment, after a.discussion in which Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN, NILES, HUBBARD, MOR- 
RIS, CALHOUN, NORVELL, PIERCE, and 
WBITE participated, it was decided in the afirm- 
ativer--yeas 18, nays. 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Fulton, Linn, Merrick, Norvell, Rives, Roane, 
Robbins, Robinson, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, Walker, 
White, Williams of Mississippi, and Young—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Hubbard, King, Lyon, Morris, Mouton, Niles, Pierce, 
Prentiss, Smith of. Connecticut, Strange, Wall, Williams 
of Maine, and Wright—17. £ 


RESOLUTIONS OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. MOUTON said that before taking up the 
order of the’ day, :he begged to be permitted to 
present certain resolutions from the Legislature 
of the State-of Louisiana, adverse to the: inde- 
pendént Treasury system, and in favor of a na- 
tional’bank.’ ‘He had received: these resolutions 
last'evening by the express mail, and felt anxious 
to-‘lay then before ‘the Senate at the first oppor- 
tunity; ` These-resolutions involved great and 
important’ principles of policy and constitu- 
tional questions of vital interest to the country. 
He would not take up the time of the Senate in 
discussing their merits; this was a question alto- 
gether with him and the Legislature of Louisiana, 
and, differing with them, he intended to address 
them a letter giving his views. He moved that 
they might be read and printed. 

The resolutions were then read, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The bill for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of Florida, and the bill in addition to an act 
to‘promote the useful arts, were severally read a 
second time, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third. reading, 

,, SECURITY OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


The bill more effectually to secure. public 
money in the hands of officers and agents of the 
Government, and to punish public defaulters, 
was taken up. 

The amendments submitted by the committee 
were considered and adopted. i; 

The question was then taken on the substitute 
offered by Mr. Rives; and after some remarks 
from Messrs. RIVES, WRIGHT, and CAL- 
HOUN, the substitute was rejected—yeas 15, 
nays 27; as follows: 

NEAS Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Davis, 
Knight, McKean, Merrick, Prentiss, Rives, Ruggies, Smith 
Me pbtigna.. Spence; Swit, Tallmadge, Webster, and 

te— i 

NA YS Messrs: Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama; Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Sinith of Connecticut, Strange, Walker, 
_ Wall, Williams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, 
and Young—27, 


‘The question then recurring on the engrossment 
of the bill, : 

After someremarks from Messrs. CALHOUN 
and TALLMADGE, the latter offered to amend 
the bill, by providing that when the collectors 
shall deposit the public money in any. bank, they 
shall deposit, it to.the credit of the Treasurer of 
the. United States; 


The question was taken on this amendment, | 


and it was. lost-—-yeas 20, nays 22; as follows: 


journ, which motion was decided in the negative. 
The question was then: taken. on-ordering. the 


i| Mr. ROBERTSON opp 


bill to:-be-engrossed: far: asth 
was-carried—yeas 26, nays:163: 

¥EAS+—Messrs. ‘Allen, Benton, Brown Buchanan; Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, Mouton, 
Nicholis, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Walker, Wall, Williams 
oí Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and’ Young— 


NAYS—Messrs.. Bayard, Clay. of Kentueky, Crittenden, 
Davis, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Prentiss, Rives, Ruggles, 
Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Webster, and 


White—I6. ; 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 18, 1839. 


Mr. MALLORY asked leave to submit the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That for the more effectual execution of the 
ministerial duties of the Navy Department, the Secretary 
of the Navy be directed to report to this House, at the com- 
mencement of the next Congress, a plan for tbe reorganiza- 
tion of this branch of the public service, adopting as the 
basis of his plan the division of those duties now performed 
by the board of commissioners, and their assignment to sep- 
arate bureaus. 

Objection being made, j 

Mr. M. moved a suspension of the rules; which 
was agreed to—ayes 106, noes 26; and the reso- 
lution. being received, 

Mr. M. moved its present consideration; but, 

At the suggestion of Mr. EVANS, who inti- 
mated his intention to prepare some amendments 
to it, the resolution was laid over till to-morrow. 

Mr, INGHAM, on leave, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill to regulate the pay of masters in the 

avy. 

Me. PARMENTER asked leave to move to 
print the proceedings of the Democratic portion 
of the Massachusetts Legislature on the subject 
ofan independent treasury; which was objected 
to. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

This being petition day, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested that all peti- 
tions on the subject of abolition be excluded. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had about four hundred 
petitions to present, about some of which there 
might be doubts as to whether they related to ab- 
olition or not; and how was the question to be 
decided? ; 

The SPEAKER said the motion of Mr. C. was 
out of order. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved that those 
members who had petitions to present, deliver 
them at the Clerk’s table, and that they be entered 
on the Journal as though formally presented. By 
this course, nearly a whole day would be gained 
for the business of the House. 

Mr. PICKENS protested against establishing 
such a precedent, for it was in violation of their 
rights and their respectability. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, Mr. LINCOLN, and 
osed the motion. 

The SPEAKER referred to the Journal of last 
session, when a similar order was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS said that resolution was adopted 
on the 2d of July, only five days before the ad- 
journment of Congress. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved to suspend the 
rules to receive Mr. CampreLene’s motion... 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, moved to- | 
lay that motion on the table. Lost. 

Mr. ADAMS then called for the yeas and nays. 
on the motion to suspend, but they were refused, į 
and the motion was agreed to—ayes 108, noes 49. | 

The following petitions were specially brought 
to the notice of the reporter: 4 

Mr. DOTY presented a statement of the condi- | 
tion and standing of the Bank of Mineral Point, | 
in Wisconsin, made by a committee of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, which is as follows: 

“ The annexed is a statement of the condition of the Bank | 


of Mineral Point, January 4, 1839, as taken from the report jį 


of the committee: 


{ 
i 


Capital stocks, ai 
Discount received... 
Circulation s. sisii sacs vena cane 


Deposits. cee eccececcsaceedevsed eae 


0" 


ia ‘91716987 
Co ane 


The committee closè the report as follow: 
ĉc From a full and particular investigation of its books.an 
funds, and from the statements of its cashier, ‘under 


as well as from the general confidence of the community in * 
which itis placed, your committee unhesitatingly express: 
the belief that the Bank of Mineral Point isin- a sound-aid 
safe condition.” ae 
Mr. D. also presented the petition of: citizens» 
of Wisconsin, to establish a post route: from’: 
Southport to Foxville, and a post office at tiea. 
Also, two petitions of inhabitants of Wisconsin, 
praying thata harbor may be constructed ‘at Mil- 
waukee. i epre 
Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, presented.the». 
memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, asking 
an extension of the provisions of the preemption: 
law of June, 1838, so as to include certain citi- 
zens who are equitably-entitled, but notembraced > 
by said act; which,was referred to the Committee: 
on Public Lands... Also, the. petition-‘of :certain 
citizens of Cherokee county, Alabama, also: for: 
an extension of the provisions of the: preémption: 
law, for the benefit of several classes: of settlers: 
who are equitably entitled; which. was: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ` Alsopthe 
petition of certain citizens residing. on the section - 
of public jand where it is. supposed the: Selmay 
and Tennessee railroad will terminate, at Gunterr’s < 
Landing, on the Tennessee river, who are, entis 
tled to preémptions, giving their assent to an act: 
of Congress granting the said section to said rail-- 
road company, and asking a right of preémption : 
elsewhere in lieu thereof, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the peti- 
tion of Elisha Mouland, Robert J. Kennedy, and 
Madison E. Lewis, of Alabama, praying each a:< 
right of preémption in lieu of those of which- they: 
have been deprived; which was referred. to: the 
Committee on Public Lands... Also, the petition. 
of Charles Taylor, of Madison county, Alabama, 
for a right of preémption; which was referred: to: 
the Committee on Public Lands, .Also, the peti- 
tion of .Captain Matthew. Gant, .and.: Captain 
James Lamar, lately. commanding: companies «in 
the service of the United States, in the emigration: 
of the Cherokees, praying to.:have refunded: money * 
expended by them for. provisions, &¢., for their y 
companies before they were mustered into sẹr-” 
vice and furnished by the Government; which: 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af-. 
fairs. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Ala- 
bama, asking Congress to relinquish the Musele 
Shoal canal, on the Tennessee river, to said States: 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. É vena Pay ots” 
Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, presented. sun~: 
dry resolutions of the inhabitants-of Montpelier, 
Washington county, State of Vermont, and its 
vicinity, in convention assembled on the 17th of 
December, 1838, and adjourned tothe. 29th ofthe 
same. month, upon the wanton and barbarous at- 
tack on the steamer Caroline, the neutrality law, 
and the difficulties on the Canadian frontiers, and 
moved that the same be committed to the Com- 
mittee on-Foreign Affairs,and be printed. Also, 
the petition of Joseph Brown, praying for an in- 
crease of pension, and ‘moved that the same be... 
referred ‘to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, the petition of John Nelson and. numerous 
inhabitants of Ryegate, county of Caledonia, and » 
State. of Vermont, praying the abolition of sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, and‘in Floride 
the traffic in slaves, admission of States: into the 
Union recognizing slavery, and the annexation: 
of Texas to the Union. Also, the petition of 
Walter Harvey and numerous inhabitants of: 
Barnet, same county and State, praying for- the. 
same objects, Seg ipaiii 
Mr. HALEY presented the petition ef onehun- 
dred and sixteen citizens of. New London, Can- 


Discounted bilis asie :...- eee ceeeee eee <er. + «65,848 58 | 
Securities... ccccececcsercescenccceesveveseee 14,495 40 | 
Contingent EXPeNses.... cesacerecereceserseres 1,007 27 
Advances on lead.... ` 9,730 12} 
Profit and loss... ..seee 7 ab 
> Cash: > Ste ` 
United States Treasury notes...» -$87,995 37 
bank aG 
-17,558 0; 
36,444 44 
15494 00 
606-67 - 
i—_ 69,498 48 


necticut, praying. that no State be admitted into 
the Union whose constitution tolerates- slavery 


T CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


and .to-reject all applications.or- propositions for 
the ‘annexation. of Texas to the United States. 
Also; the petition of one hundred and six citi- 
zens of New London, Connecticut, praving for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia and in the Territory of Florida, and to pro- 
hibit. the traffic in human beings in the States. 


Also, the petition of forty-eight citizens of Wind- | 


ham county, in Connecticut, praying that Con- 
gress will not admit any new State into the Union 
whose constitution admits slavery, and to reject 
all applications and propositions for the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States. Also, the 
petition of a number of citizens of Pomfret, in 
Connecticut, praying for the immediate abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia and in the 
Territory of Florida, and to prohibit the trafficin 
human: beings in the States. Also, the petition 
of Mrs. Amy Brown, praying for a pension in 
consequence of services rendered by her father, 
Nathaniel Adams, in the revolutionary war, and 
was slain in battle at Fort Griswold, in Connec- 
ticut. 

Mr, HARPER presented the petition of John 
Jamison and forty-two men, and Rebecca Jami- 
son ‘and thirty-one women, of Nashua city, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas. 
Also, the petition of John Jamison and thirty- 
three males, and Rebecea Jamison and thirty-one 


females, of Nashua city, Ohio, praying for the | 


abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HENRY presented the petition of anum- | 


ber of the citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylva- 
nia, for the establishment of a national armory at 
the falls.of Beaver river, in said county; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. Also, the petition of a 
number of citizens of Mercer county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying Congress to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia, the slave trade between the 
States, and to prohibit the admission of any new 
State into the Union the constitution of which 
tolerates slavery. Also, the petition of a number 
of the citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories; also, the 
slave trade between the States, and to prohibit 
the admission of any new State into the Union 
the constitution of which tolerates slavery. 

Mr. GRAHAM, of Indiana, presented a peti- 
tion signed by George M. Profit and one hun- 


dred and thirty-five others, members of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Indiana, also the Governor 


and Board of Internal Improvement of said State, 
(certified by the Secretary of State to be genuine,) 


praying Congress to appoint competent engineers | 
to examine the surveys made by the Jefferson- i 


ville and New Albany Canal Company, and to 
grant such additional aid to said company as may 
be deemed proper to carry into effect the object 
of said:company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 
of Isaac Dan and ninety-four others, citizens of 


States bordering on the Ohio river, praying Con- | 


gress to appoint competent engincers to examine 
the surveys made by the Jeffersonville and New 
Albany Canal Company, and that such additional 
aid be. granted by Congress as may be deemed 
proper; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 
Chambers and one hundred and twenty others, 
citizens of Washington county, Indiana, praying 
Congress to make certain grants to citizens of 
the United States who may make settlements and 
become permanent residents in the territory of 
the United States west of the Rocky Mountains 

Mr, DUNN presented the petition of John 
Erebank-and forty-cight others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, praying for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. YELL introduced the following memori- 
als, petitions, &e., from the Legislature of the 
State of Arkansas: asking the relinquishment of 
the sixteenth ‘section in township eight north 
range thirty-two west, for the benefit of the car 
rison at-Fort Smith; for an appropriation for the 
Memphis road, and to make Little Rock and Van 
Buren-ports of entry; and a petition from sundry 
citizens of Arkansas, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Greenville to Manchester, 
in Clark county, Arkansas, 

Mr. HARRISON presented petitions-and mes 
morials of the Legislature of “Missouri, astting 


: | 
the passage of a law requiring the Commissioner) 


Also, the petition | 


Also, the petition of James | 


-of the Genéral Land Office, or the register of the 
land district, to furnish to each purchaser a copy 
of the field notes of the land purchased; a me- 
morial-asking an appropriation to remove ob- 
structions at the mouth of the Des Moines river; 
a paper from Samuel Gladney, to accompany his 
petition for a preémption right; the petition of 
sundry citizens of Marion, Clark, and Lewis 
counties, praying the establishment of a post 
route therein mentioned, together with a.remon- 
strance against the same by many other citizens 
of the same counties; and the petition of Abner 
J. Adair, administrator of Wyatt Adkins, for re- 
muneration for depredations committed by the 
Osage Indians. 

Mr. TAYLOR presented the petition of Levi 
Carr, of the town of Manlius, New York, foran 
invalid pension. Also, the petition of Asa Mer- 
rill and ten others, of the same town, and soldiers 
of the Revolution, praying for an increase of 
pension. 

Mr. JACKSON, of New York, presented a 
petition from sundry citizens of the port of Sag 
Harbor, asking for an appropriation to erect a 
light-house on Gardiner’s Island, Suffolk county, 
New York. 

Mr. BICKNELL presented a petition to es- 
tablish a post road from Wampsville, in Madison 
county, New York, by Lenox Furnace, to Ca- 
wasselon creek; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAVEE presented the petitions of Cyrus 
|} Packard, and thirty-six others, of Blanchard, 
Maine; of John Shaw and cighty-five others, of 
| Exeter, Maine; and of Nancy G. Norcross and 
three hundred and thirty-seven other women, of 
the city of Bangor, Maine, praying Congress not 
to admit any new State into the Union whose con- 
stitution tolerates slavery, and to rejectall appli- 
cations for the annexation of Texas to the United 
States; and further pray that a select committee 
may be appointed before whom the petitioners 
may be heard in person or by counsel, Also, 
| the petitions of Cyrus Packard and thirty-seven 
others, of Blanchard, Maine; of Susan K, Garn- 
sey and three hundred and sixty-seven other 
| women, of the city of Bangor, Maine, praying 
that Congress would imaicdiately abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, and in the Ter- 
i ritory of Florida, and to prohibit the traffic in 


| the order of the House of Representatives of the 
| 12th of December, 1838. Also, the petition of 
John Palmer and others, praying fora new mail 
route from Palmer’s Corner, in Cornville, to An- 
son village, Mainc; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. PARMENTER presented sundry resolu- 
tions adopted by one hundred and seventy mem- 
bers af the two branches of the Massachusetts 
Legislature, constituting nearly one third of that 
body, expresing their wishes that the Independ- 
ent Lreasury bill should be passed into a law, 
| and declaring their confidence in the President of 
|: the United States and the national Administration 


, 


land approbation of their measures and policy; 
| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union. Mr. P. also presented 
| the petition of Francis Tinker and two hundred 
i 


ac 
fn 


| 
| 
i 
(i 
| 


the State of Massachusetts, praying that all 
i| orders of the House restricting the right of peti- 
i| tion on any subject may be rescinded. Also, the 
i| petition of Josiah Kendall and others, of Dun- 


|! stable, Massachusetts, for the same object; peti- 


i| tion of Micajah Bowers and twelve others, of 
4 Cheimsford, Massachusetts, for the same object; 
|| petition of Benjamin Spalding and thirty other 


i} other women, of Chelmsford, Massachusetts, for 


i! the same object; petition of Mary S. P. Hayward | 


and seventy-eight other women, of Ashby, for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
|| bia, and of the slave trade between the States of 
' the Union; petition ef Elizabeth A. Moulton and 
|| one hundred other women, of Marlboro’, for the 
| same object; petition of Henry Wave, jr., and 
i; one hundred and three other citizens of Cam- 
‘| bridge, praying that all orders of the House re- 
|i Stricting the right of petition may be rescinded; 
i petition of Lucy Gilmore and one hundred and 
thirty-two others, of Cambridge, for the same ob- 
jects petition of Isaac H. Bowman and twenty- 


human beings between the several States; which | 
petitions were severally laid upon the table under | 


| and four others, male and female adultsof Ashby, | 


ii men, and Polly F, P. Spalding and thirty-five ; 


| 


| 


four men, and Lucy A. B. Brawner and forty-four 
other women, for the same object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 

etition of T. J. Durant and James Fouzer, of 
Louisiaue, soliciting a grant of land in the said 
State, for the purpose of cultivating thereon the 
morus multicaulis, or Chinese. mulberry tree, 
and raising silk worms, and manufacturing silk; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a petition signed 
by Slocum Hawland and twenty-five othérs, re- 
spectable citizens of Cayuga county, New York. 
They respectfully pray the two branches of Con- 
gress immediately to abolish slavery and the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia, and those 
Territories where the same practice exists; and 
so to exercise their constitutional powers, vested 
in them, ‘to regulate commerce among the slave 
States,” as entirely to prohibit the domestic slave 
trade; which petition, under the order of the 
House of December 12, 1838, was laid on the 
table. Also, a petition signed by Slocum Haw- 
land and twenty-five other citizens, also from the 
same section of New York State, who respect- 
fully petition Congress not to admit any new 
States to this Union whose.constitutions tolerate 
domestic slavery, and promptly to reject all pro- 
posals for the annexation of Texas to this Union, 
from whatever source they may come. That 
part of the petition which relates to domestic 
slavery was laid on the table, under the rules of 
the House of December 12, 1838; and that part 
which relates to the annexation of Texas.was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, a petition signed by twenty females and 
forty-three males, all of age, from Mount Gilead, 
Marion county, Ohio. They respectfully ask the 
two branches of Congress to exercise their consti- 
tutional powers for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia; which was laid on the 
table, under the rule of the House of December 
12, 1838. 

Mr. EVERETT asked leave of the House to 
offer a resolution; which was read to the House 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House a statement of the proceedings of his De- 
partment, in the execution of the first and second provis- 
ions of the 4th article of the treaty of the lst November, 
1837, with the Winnebago Indiaus, and copies of ah corre- 
spondence relating thereto; and, also, a statement of any 
information received relating to any speculation or alleged 
misconduct of any person or persons employed in the exe- 
cution of the said provisions ; and copies of all correspond- 
ence relating thereto. 

_ Objection being made to its reception at that 
time, 

Mr. E. moved a suspension of the rules to-en- 
able him to do so; but the House refused. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The unfinished business of the morning hour 
was then resumed, being the report of the Select 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRISON resumed and conclu ded his 
remarks in reply to Mr. ROBERTSON; when 
Mr. PARKER obtained the floor, but gave way 
to Mr. CAMBRELENG, on whose motion the 
House proceeded to the orders of the day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON then submitted a motion 
that the above subject be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
be made the special orderat half past one o’clock 
for to-morrow and next day. 

Objection being made, Mr. R. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and asked for the yeas and nays, 
stating that he should consider thisa test vote on 
the subject itself. 

Mr. MURRAY said he should vote against 
suspending the rules, but that vote was not to 
be regarded as an expression of his opinion on 
the matter involved. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 
taken, resulted—yeas 62, nays 106. 

So the rules were not suspended, two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. : 


PAYMENT FOR HORSES LOST. 


Mr. TURNEY asked the House to take up 
and consider the bill to revive the act providing 
for the payment of ‘horses lost in the Florida war; 
but at the suggestion of the Speaker waived it 
till sundry bills: and joint resolutions: from the 
Senate were taken up, read twice, and referred to 
their appropriate committees, ef 
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Mr. T. then renewed his: motion; but it did 
not prevail. 


TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the House to take 
up the bill to extend the time of the act author- 
izing the issue of Treasury notes till May, and 
to issue the unissued balance. 

Mr, STANLY objected. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of 
the rules; which prevailed without a division. 

The bill was accordingly taken up, and the 
question being upon its passage, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, called the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the Admin- 
istration were striving to carry out this system 
of paper currency. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that this bill 
only authorized the issue of the balance not is- 
sued under the act of last session. It was, in 
fact, nothing more than to carry out the intention 
of that law, which was rendered the more neces- 
sary from the suspension of one of the southern 
deposit banks, and the loss accruing in the cus- 
toms from the shipwreck of the three New York 
packets. 

Mr. MENEFEE should not oppose the bill, 
but its necessity showed the fallacy.of the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of 
the finances. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired if this bill had 
been originally introduced at the desire of the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, in reply, stated that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, at the commencement 
of the session, had asked Congress for the pas- 
sage of this measure. 

he debate was further continued by Messrs. 
BIDDLE, PICKENS, RHETT, BELL, HAL- 
STED, LYON, and POTTER; when 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS demanded the pre- 

vious question; but withdrew it at the suggestion 


of 

Mr. STANLY, who made a few remarks in 
ppposition to the bill, and, having concluded, 
renewed the motion for the previous. question, 
which was seconded by the House, and the main 
yuestion ordered. 

Mr. GRAVES moved a call of the House; 
which was ordered, and proceeded in for some 
aime; when, 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
all further proceedings in the same were dis- 
pensed with. 
` The question now recurring upon the passage 
of the bill, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, demanded 
thé yeasand nays; which were ordered, and were 
~yeas 102, nays 88; as follows: 


YEAS--Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Borden, 
Bouldin, Briggs, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Cambre- 
feng, Casey, Chaney, Cleveland, Connor, Crary, Cushman, 
Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Edwards, Evans, 
Farrington, isaac Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, 
Glascock, Grantland, Gray, Grennel!, Hatey, Hamer, Har- 
rison, Hawkins, Haynes, Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, 
Kemble, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, Lincoln, Lo- 
gan, Loomis, Lyon, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, 
Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Miller, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Morgan, Murray, Noyes, Palmer, Parker, Par- 
menter, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Pennybacker, Petrikin, 
Plumer, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Reed, Reily, Rich- 
ardson, Ridgway, Rives, Robinson, Saltonstall, Sheffer, 
Sheplor, Stuart, Swearingen, Titus, Toucey, Turney, Vail, 
Vanderveer, Webster; Whittlescy, Jared W. Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Worthington, and Yell—102. 

NAYS-——Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allan, Aycrigg, Bell, 
Biddle, Bond, William B. Calhoun, John Caihoon, Carter, 
Cheatham, Childs, Clowney, Coles, Corwin, Crabb, Craig, 
Cranston; Crockett, Cushing, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, 
Dunn, Elmore, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Rice 
Garland, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, William Gra- 
hain. Graves, Griffin, Halsted, Hawes, Henry, Hoffman, 
Robert M. T. Hunter, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William 
©. Johnson, Kennedy, Lewis, Marvin, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, May, Maxwell, Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitch- 
ell, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Peek, Pickens, Potts, 
Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randolph, Ren- 
cher, Rhett, Robertson, Russell; Sawyer, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shields, Sibley, Slade, Southgate, Stanly,:Stone, 
Stratton, Taliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Un- 
derwood, Albert S. White, John White, Lewis Williams, 
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Sherrard Williams, Christopher H. Williams, Word, and 
Yorke—88. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the title of the 
same was so amended as to read, “ Anact to re- 
vive and extend” the act authorizing the issue of 
Treasury notes. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, the House 
then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
E Tuesnay, February 19, 1839. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the cre- 
dentials of Hon. Rever WiuiaMs, elected by the 
Legislature of Maine, a Senator from that State, 
for six years, from the 4th of March next; which 
were read. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the credentials of 
Hon. Tuomas H. Wixuiams, elected by the Le- 
gislature of Mississippi, a Senator from that State, 
to supply the vacancy occasioned by the resig- 
nation of Hon. James F. Trotter; which were 
read. 

Mr. W. was then qualified, and took his seat. 


MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NORVELL presented a memorial from | 
the Governor of the Territory of Iowa, asking | 
Congress to authorize the seat of Government of 
that Territory to be located on the public lands, 
in the county of Johnson, and to make a grant for 
that purpose; which was referred to the Selah 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial of the 
American Society for the Diffusion of Useful 


Knowledge, asking Congress to promote the ob- | 


jects of said society; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of sundry 


inhabitants of Charles county, Missouri, who į 


propose to emigrate to Oregon Territory, and ask- 
ing a grant of land therein; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of a number of citizens of 
Paducah and McCracken counties, Kentucky, in relation 
to the claim of Francis A. Harrison, on the files of the last 
session, be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the memorial and | 
joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Michigan, requesting Congress to make appro- | 
priations for the completion of the public and 
military roads commenced by the United States 


in that State while she was in her territorial con- | 


dition. 

In presenting these papers, Mr. N. said that 
the Legislature of Michigan had correctly stated 
that, in consequence of the commencement of 
the roads in question by this Government, a 
number of persons had been induced to purchase 
and settle on the public lands along the routes of 
these roads. The settlers near their lines are, in 
fact, very numerous. Their purchases were made 
in full confidence that the roads would be fin- 


ished. . The Legislature justly consider that this | 


Government was bound to redeem the faith which 
it pledged tocomplete them. Again: the Legisla- 
ture of Michigan represent the great importance of 
Mackinac asa military post. Ít was known to be 
so by all military gentlemen at all acquainted with 
the country. It was situated in a secluded posi- 
tion, inaccessible in winter, without any road 
leading to it, unless Congress should: prosecute 
to completion that which they had commenced 
at Detroit, seventy miles of which only had been 
made. In every view of the subject, it appeared 
to him that the request of the Legislature de- 


served immediate attention and compliance on || 


the part of Congress. Without further remarks, | 
he moved that the memorial and joint resolution | 
be referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 

nals, and printed. begget . 
special attention of that committee to the subject, 


And he“begged to call the | 


so interesting to Michigan, and so ‘important, in 
a military point of view, to the nation, 

Mr. LYON said he desired to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that, at the last session 
of Congress, he had introduced a bill to provide 
for the completion of the roads referred: to in the 
memorial, by giving to: the State of Michigan the 
usual adsling Mi of the net proceeds of: the sales 
of the public lands in that State, from the time 
when her constitution was formed to the time 
when she received it under the act supplementar 

ae Sappien y 
to the act providing for her admissión into the 
Union, which was about one year. This was; in 
his opinion, the best mode of making provision for 
the completion of these roads and closing up all 
the works of this description begun by the Gen- 
eral Government within the limits of the State. 
The bill passed the Senate, but failing to receive 
the action of the other branch of Congress, it did 
not become a law. He again introduced it, at an 
early period of the present session, and hoped for 
a more favorable result; but, contrary to what he 
thought the people of Michigan had: a right to 
expect, there was found to be a majority of the 
Senate against it, and it:was laid on the table. 
Though the bill proposed to give- to Michigan 
precisely what every other new State in the Union 
| had received, and no more, it was voted down; 
and among those whose votes were found recorded 
against what appeared to him so reasonable a 
proposition, were Senators from some ‘of the hew 
States which had received, not only what was 
asked by the bill, but millions upon millions of 
| the public money besides, for similar objects. 

The bill was defeated, and now something else 
must be done. He was determined not to. relax 
his efforts to effect the object he had in view, so 
long as he should retain his seat in the body, and 
if he could not do it in one way, he would try 
another. He observed a bill on the table to pro- 
vide for the completion of certain military roads 
in the State of Arkansas, and as that State seemed 
to fare rather better than his own, he designed, 
at a proper time, to offer an amendment to that 
bill, which would provide for the completion of 
the military roads in Michigan also, : 

The motion to refer and print the memorial was 
then agreed to. : 

PORT OF ENTRY AT INDIAN KEY.. 

Mr. NORVELL said that, a few days ago,:he 
had been induced, by a gentleman in whosé word 
he supposed he could confide, to. presenta memo- 
rial from W. A. Whitehead, in reference tothe 
establishment of a port of entry at Indian Key, 
in Florida, It was printed on his motion. He 
had subsequently ascertained that the memorial 
contained a very gross attack upon another gen- 
deman,(Thomas Jefferson Smith,) of whose char- 
acter he entertained a very favorable opinion. He 
‘| received the memorial as he was coming into the 
| Senate, and, in reply to a question propounded by 
il him on the occasion, he was assured that it was 
perfectly respectful in its language. He never 
would, knowingly, permit this body to become 
the medium of calumny upon the character of any 
man, As the only course by which he could rem- 
edy the evil of which he had been the unconscious 
i| agent, he moved that the memorialist have leave 
to withdraw this memorial from the files of the 
Senate, and that the Committee on Commerce be 
|| discharged from its further consideration. ‘The 
1} subject of Indian Key as a port of entry would 
still be before the committee upon other memo- 
| rials and papers. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which was referred the fol- 
lowing bilis, reported the same without arhend- 
ment: 

An act for the relief of the “heirs of Crocker 
Sampson; C 

An act for the relief of Nicholas Plehan; | 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Plumb; and 
| An act for the relief of Major Tarlton Wood- 
l son. 


i 
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Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committée on 
Claims, to which was referred an act for the re- 
lief of Return G. Brown, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Also, an act for the relief of Ebenezer A. Les- 
ter, reported the same without amendment, and 
with a recommendation against its passage. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the following bills, reported 
the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Woodburn Potter; and 

An act for the relief of Joseph M. Hernandez. 

Also an act for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Nimrod Farrow and Richard Harris, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
against its passage. 

Mr. Y., from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, to which was referred the petition of 
, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that the petitioner have 
leave to withdraw his papers; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred a bill for the relief of the 


Washington County and St. Genevieve Railroad | 


Company, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred a bill for the relief 
of the Choctaw Indians, made an unfavorable 


report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. | 


Ar. NILES, from the Committee on Claims, 


to which was referred the following bills, reported t! 


the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Dr, James IT. Cheears; 

An act for the relief of Andrew Rembert; 

An act for the relief of William Traverse; 

An act for the relief of Adam Smith; and 

An act for the relief of Thomas Sinnard. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Cornelius Tiers, 
with an amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the following bills, reported 
the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of E. H. Williams, ad- 
ministrator of Tf. W. Crouch; 

An act for the relief of John L. McCarty; and 

An act for the relief of Frederick Richmond. 


Also, the act for the relief of Garret Vleit, with | 


a recommendation against its passage. 

Mr. M., from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of Samuel R. Slaymaker, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the petition of Hugh A. Craw- 


ford, asked to be discharged from the farther | 


consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 
Mr. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the following bills, reported 


the same without amendment, and with a recom- | 


mendation against their passage: 

An act for the relief of Jacob Galencias and 

An act for the relief of Robert Milnor and 
John Thompson. 

Mr, FULTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred an act to au- 
thorize the construction of aroad from Dubuque, 
in the Territory of Iowa, to the northern bound- 
ary of the State of Missouri, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to which was referred an 
act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Captain Joshua Huddy, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

_Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the petition of John 


McCalla, asked that the petitioner have leave to |; 


withdraw his papers; which was agreed to. 
USEFUL ARTS. 


The bill in addition to an act to promote the 
useful arts was read the third time and passed. 


oth 
ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 


The bill for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of Florida was taken up; and after an ani- 
mated discussion, in which Messrs. MORRIS, 
DAVIS, CLAY of Kentucky, and SMITH of 
Indiana opposed the bill, and Messrs. BENTON 
and LINN advocated it, the question was taken 


on its passage, and resulted in the affirmative— 
yeas 25, nays 18; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Wall, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—25. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Knight, Merrick, McKean, Morris, Pren- 
tiss, Rives, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tall- 
madge, Webster, and White—18. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The bill relinquishing the reversionary interest 
of the United States to certain Indian reservations, 
was taken up. - 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill, it was decided in the negative—ycas 4, nays 
30; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Lyon, Smith of Indiana, Swifl, and 
Young—4 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Brown,Calhoun, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Fulton, Hubbard, Knight. Linn, 
| Merrick. Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Roane, 
. Ruggles, Sevier, Spence, Strange, Walker, Wall, Webster, 


if Wright—30. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 19, 1839. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
| business of the morning hour, being the report 
of the select committee on the public lands, and 
| the motion of Mr. Roperrson to recommit the 
i same with instructions. 

Mr. PARKER, who was entitled to the floor, 
| addressed the House until the expiration of the 


Harrison. 
{His remarks will be published hereafter.] 


NAVY BOARD. 


Mr. MALLORY asked unanimous consent to 
| take up the following resolution, offered at a pre- 
| vious day: 

Resolved, That for the more effeetnal execution of the 
ministerial duties of the Navy Department, the Secretary 
1 ofthe Navy be directed to report to this House, at the com- 
H mencement of the next Congress, a plan for the reorganiza- 


|! basis of his plan the division of those duties now performed 
by the board of commissioners, and their assignment to sep- 
| arate bureaus. 

| Objection being made to its consideration, 

i Mr. MALLORY moved a-suspension of the 
| rules; which the House agreed to do, by a vote 
|, of 88 for it to 44 against it. 

Mr. M. then moved the previous question. 

i Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to lay 


motion 
Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the yeas and 
i nays; but the House refused to order the same. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay upon the table, and decided in the negative. 


| for the previous question, it was seconded by the 
House. 

Mr. EVANS demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion, “ Shall the main question be now 
| put??? which were ordered, and were—yeas 110, 
i nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. 


Andrews, Atherton, Aycrigg, Beatty, 


Buchanan, Cambreteng, William B. Campbell, John Camp- 


| and, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushman, Davee, 
i De Graft, Dromgoole, Duan, Edwards, Farrington, Isaac 
| Fletcher, Gallup, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, 
| Goode, Grant, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, 
i Herod, Holt, Howard, Thomas 3. n, Jabez Jackson. 


; Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Jame 
iM. Mason, Martin, Maury, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
| Abr 

! ery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel VW. Morris, Calvary Morris, 
| Murray, Noble, Palmer, Parker, Parris, Paynter, Penny- 
backer, Petrikin, Pickens, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 
| Reily, Rhett, Richardson, Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, Sheptor, 
| Speneer, Swearingen, Taylor, Titus, Turney, Underwood, 
! Vail, Vanderveer, Webster, Lewis Williams, Jared W. 
| Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Word, Worthington, and 
+ Yelt—110. 

NAWS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
W. Allen, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Cal- 
haun, John Cahoon, Chambers, Corwin, Cranston, Crock- 
! ett, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Evans, 
| Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Tilimore, Giddings, 
+ William Graham, Grantland, Hawes, Henry, Hoffman, Ing- 
ham, Henry Johnson, Kennedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson 
Mason, Maxwell, MeKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Naylor, 


| White, Wiliams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, and | 


tion of this branch of the public service, adopting as the | 


The question then recurring upon the motion | 


Jeers, Beirne, Bell, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Bronson, j 


aham MeCiclan, McClure, Menelee, Miller, Montgom- | 


‘hour, in reply principally to the remarks of Mr. || 


the whole subject upon the table; and upon that |! 


belh, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cheatham, Cleve- | 


i Joseph Johuson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Klingeusmith, |} 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Noyes, Ogle; Parmenter, Pearce, Peck, Pope, Potts, Put- 
nam, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Robin- 
son, Rumsey, Russell, Saltonstall, Shields, Sibley, Slade, 
Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, ‘Pillinghast, 
Toland, Albert S$. White, John White, Sherrard Wiliams, 
Christopher U. Williams, and Yorke—72. 

So the main question was ordered, and the res- 
olution was adopted. 


LANDS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS asked the House to 
take up and consider Senate bill entitled ‘ An act 
to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue grants 
and perfecttitles to certain lands therein described, 
and to settle the claims to the vacant and unap- 
propriated lands within the same.” 

Objection being made, 

Mr. W. moved a suspension of the rules for 
that purpose; but the House refused. ‘ 


TREATY WITH WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 


Mr. EVERETT asked leave of the House to 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House a statement of the proceedings of his De- 
partment in the execution of the first and second provisions 
of the fourth article of the treaty of Ist November, 1837, 
with the Winnebago Indians, and copies of all correspond- 
ence relating thereto; and also, a statement of any inform- 
ation received relating to any speculation or alleged mis- 
conduct of any person or persons employed in the exectt- 
tion of said provisions; and copies of all correspondence 
relating thereto. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. E. moved a suspension of the rules for 
that purpose, and upon that motion demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
were—yeus 127, nays 43. 

So the rules were suspended. . 

Mr. EVERETT having intimated that he did 
not wish to consume the time of the House by 
debating the proposition, f 

Mr. PARKER moved to amend the resolution 
by adding the following: 

And that the report made on the subject hy the Conr- 
missioner of {Indian Affairs, and decision of the Secretary 


| thereon. 


Mr. EVERETT accepted it as a modification, 
and the resolution as thus modified was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the House 
granted the Committee of Claims the privilege of 
holding its sessions during the sittings of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Department of the Treasury, 
in compliance with the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the Mth ultimo, transmit- 
ting a communication of F., R. Hassler, inclosing 
so much of his survey as relates to thé harbor of 
New Haven, Connecticut. 

On motion of Mr. INGHAM, it was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNEY asked the House to take up 
and consider the bill to revive a former aet for the 
payment for horses lost in the Florida war. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. T. moved to suspend the rules for that 
purposes which, however, the House refused to 

o. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bawxs in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. 

The question immediately before the commit- 
tee was the motion of Mr. Crary to strike out 
from the bill the appropriation for the Navy 
Board. ‘ 

Mr. KENNEDY, who was entitled to the 
floor, said he was pleased that the House had, 


il since he obtained it, shaped for itself another 


course, by adopting the resolution calling for a 
report of a plan from the Secretary of the Navy, 
at the next session, for reorganizing this board, 
and therefore rendered it unnecessary for him to 
say much as to the particular motion before the 
House. He thought the course adopted was the 
most appropriate one. Mr. K. then went on to 
review the policy of the past and present Admin- 
istration, and denounced it in unmeasured terms. 

Mr. HOWARD then obtained the floor, and 
said, as a friend to the Navy, he returned his sin- 
cere thanks to the gentleman from Michigan for 
the interest he evinced in hurrying forward the 
proposition; and, instead of being rebuked on 
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account of the section of country from which it 
came, as had been done by some gentlemen, he 
merited their thanks. x 
He then went on to reply, at length, to his col- 
league, [Mr. Kennepy,] in vindication of the 
Administration. He referred to the essential 
services which that gentleman had rendered in 
breaking down the administration of John Q. 
Adams, which he had just eculogized, and the 
great talent he had evidenced, and had devoted, 
to bringing into existence the administrations of 
General Jackson and Martin Van Buren, which 
he had just denounced in such unmeasured terms. 
He looked upon the violent struggle of the Oppo- 
sition for. the Presidency, as the prolific source 
from which sprung all the evils of the present day 
which his colleague [Mr. K.] complained of. He 
then referred to the tariff question, which, he 
feared, instead of being settled with a single eye 
to the interest of the country, would be pressed 
into requisition to subserve party ends, and in- 
stanced the periodical attempts to agitate that 
question just preceding the past presidential elec- 
tion. He referred to the question of limitation i 
to the term of service of the Presidency, which | 


had been spoken of by the gentleman from Ken- |i 


tacky, [Mr. Unperwoop,]} and intimated that he 
would be in favor of a limitation to one term of 
six years. He then examined the charge of pro- 
scription, which had been so frequently rung in 
the ears of the party, and referred to the large 
number of the Opposition in office in the State he 
in part represented, and elsewhere, and reviewed 
the course pursued by the Opposition where they 
had the power. 

Mr. KENNEDY briefly rejoined. 

Mr. BRONSON said that, at the suggestion of 
many gentlemen who were friendly to the amend- 
ment itself, but who did not consider this as the 
proper time to press it, and especially since the 
passage of the resolution of this morning rendered 
further action at this time unnecessary, he would 
withdraw the amendment he had offered; and he 
withdrew it accordingly. 

Mr. SLADE proposed to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation of $9,000 to cover the out- 
fit and salary of a diplomatic agent to Hayti. 

Mr. BRONSON asked if the amendment was 
in order? 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it not to be in order 
until that part of the bill was reached in which it 
was proposed to be inserted. 

The reading of the bill now proceeded. At the 
end of page 17, Mr. BRONSON moved to insert 
the following proviso to that part of the bill ap- 
propriating to the contingent fund of the Supreme 
Court of the United States: 

Resolved, however, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be applied by the marshal of the District of Columbia, 
or any other officer, to pay the clerk of the Supreme Court 
for copies of records of suits pending before the Supreme 
Court in which the United States are interested ; and that, 
hereafter, it shall be the duty of the clerk of the said court 
to furnish the Attorney General, or other counsel of the 
United States, the necessary printed copies of records in 


suits pending in said court in which the United States are 
interested, without charge or compensation therefor. 


Mr. ADAMS was understood to say that the 
proposed amendment was out of order, as it went 
to alter a standing law in an appropriation bill, 
and also on the ground that a similar proposition 
had been already rejected by the House. 

_ Mr. BRONSON ‘complained of certain prac- 
tices of the Clerk in charging the Government for | 
printed copies of papers which had been printed 
and already paid for by the United States; and 
contended that it was an abuse which had grown 
up, and ought to be putan end to. He believed 
there was no law upon the subject. 

After some further remarks by Mr. ADAMS 
to prove the amendment out of order, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said it was competent 
to amend the bill to limit the object of a certain 
appropriation, and referred to various precedents 
where the committee had sanctioned that course. 
He said the money appropriated to meet the 
expenses of suits, &c., had been erroneously 
and corruptly applied, and the amendment to re- 
strict it to its legitimate application was right and 

roper, ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amend- 
ment waa in order. 

Mr. BYNUM obtained the floor, and, wishing 


4 


| 


j 


to reply to the remarks of Mr. Kexnepy, it 


rise. . 

Mr. TURNEY wished the committee, by con- 
sent, to take up the bill to pay for horses taken 
from certain volunteers in the Florida war by 
order of their officers; but the committee refused 
to take itup. 

The committee then rose—ayes 80, noes 45— 
and reported. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, February 20, 1839. 


The VICE PRESIDENT announced a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report from the chief of the topographical 
bureau, with accompanying documents, made in 
answer to the resolution of the Senate of the lith 
instant, on the subject of the operations for in- 
creasing the depth of water at the mouth of the 
Mississippi; which, 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, was laid on the 


| table, and ordered to be printed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 


nication from the president of the convention 


| lately held of the people of Florida, for the pur- 


pose of forming a constitution and State govern- 

ment; which was referred to the Committee on 

the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of the 
Screw Dock Company of the city of New. York, 


praying permission to import, free of duty, cer- | 


tain iron to be used in the construction of their 
dock; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LYON presented the joint resolutions of 


the Legislature of the State of Michigan, instruct- į 
|| Land Claims, to which the same had been re» 
i! ferred, reported the bill No. 335 from the House, 


ing their Senators, and requesting their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, to use their best exertions 
to procure the passage of a law allowing them to 
locate other lands in lieu of those granted them 
for their university, and which have been claimed 
as preémptions by actual settlers; also instructing 
them to endeavor to procure the passage of a law 


continuing the preémption rights of deceased set- || 


tlers to their widows and children; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. > 

Mr. L. also presented a joint resolution of the 
same, on the subjectof an appropriation for build- 
ing a light-house and pier; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of the northwestern part of Missouri, 
praying for the establishment of a new land office; 


which was referred to the Committee on Public |! 


Lands. 
Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of a num- 


| ber of citizens of Geauga county, Ohio, on the 


subject of the neutrality Jaw of last session. 

Mr. A. said these citizens complain of the se- 
vere provisions of that Jaw, and of the manner in 
which they have been executed. They also com- 
plain of the destruction of the Caroline and her 
crew by British soldiers, acting under the author- 
ity of the British flag. They express the opinion 
that that was an outrage which the dignity and 
honor of this country require should be answered 


tion of the neutrality act, and that such measures 


|| may be taken by our Government as would efface 


the stain inflicted by the burning of the Caroline. 


| He had heretofore presented several memorials 


on that subject, which had been referred to the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations, and he asked 


that this memorial might take the same direction. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations accordingly. f, 

Mr. NORVELL presented the joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Michigan, asking an appro- 
priation for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter to navigate the lakes of Erie, St. Clair, and 
Huron; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. — 

Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions from 
citizens of Ohio, all praying for the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and moved 
that they be received. i 

On motion of Mr, SEVIER, the motion to re- 
ceive them was laid on the table. 


being late in the lay, moved that the. committee 


| for. They desire the repeal or essential modifica- |; 


[i lie Lands, to which had been referred the bill 


| making grants of public lands to certain States 


Mr. ROBINSON presented the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Illinois on the'subject of the 
establishment of a surveyorgeneral’s office in. that 
State; which were laid on the table, and‘ordered 
to be printed. C A 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the pétition of 
| Reynell Coates, who states that he was one of 
| those selected for the scientific corps to be attached 
i to the exploring expedition, and relinquished’ a 
| profitable business for that purpose; but by the 
| final arrangements he was left out, and asked: for 
į remuneration; which was referred to the Com- 
i mittee on Naval Affairs. a. Sige a 
| . Mr. B. also presented a memorial. from mer- 
j: chants, mechanics, and traders of the city of 
: Philadelphia, for the erection of a new custom- 
i house in that city; which was referred to the 
! Committee on Commerce. 


i A 
1 roads; whic 
| Roads and Canals. . 
| Mr. KING presented the petition of Henry 
| Lucas and A. P. King, asking for. the value of 
| property taken from them by the officer command- 
‘ing a detachment of regular troopson their march 
‘| to Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MOUTON presented the petition of Jean 
| Baptiste Coms, praying permission to locate two 
| hundred arpens of land in lieu of the same quan- 
tity of which he has been deprived by the Gov- 
‘ernment; which was referred to the:Committee 
| on Private Land Claims. : 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. °° 3 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 


| with an amendment; which was read. 

Also reported, without amendment, the bills 
from the House for the relief of John Dawson, 
i Polly Leonard, Henry Stoker, and William 
| Walker. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: -. 

An act for the relief of the heirs o 
Jarvis, deceased; : 

An act for the relief of John 
| kansas; : ihe ee 
An act for the relief of David Ballentine; 

An act for the relief of Thomas M. Burland; 
An act for the relief of the children and heirs'of 
: Sebastian Scroufe, late of Ohio, deceased; |! ~ 
An act for the relief of Robert M. Roberts, or 
: his legal representatives; eee 
| An act to grant to the counties of Lee, Des 
Moines, Jackson, and Dubuque, in the Territory 


f Francia 


Bovey, of Ar- 


i| of Iowa, land to aid in erecting county buildings, 


Also, an act for the relief of the heirs or legal 
| representatives of George C. Withers, with an 


| amendment. n 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- 


| for purposes of internal improvements, reported 
| the same without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the same com- 
i mittee was discharged from the further consid- 
| eration of the petition of certain citizens of War- 
‘saw, Missouri, asking the establishment of an 
| additional land office. . 

Mr. LINN observed, that in consideration of 
the lateness of the session, he did not object to 
the motion; but he should take the earliest oppor- 
tunity at the next session of pressing this subject 
on the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for certain military and geographical sur- 
veys; which was read, and ordered to a second 
| reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bili from 
ithe House making appropriations for the naval 
| service for the year 1839, reported the same with- 
out amendment, and gave notice that he would 


i call up the bill at an early hour to-morrow. - 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the Com- 


l February 2 1, 


was agreed to. | 
Mr. RIVES, from the same committee, re- 

ported a bill for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons; | 

which was read, and ordered to a second reading. | 


JAIL FOR WASHINGTON. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill to pro- | 
vide for the erection of a new jail for the county | 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, was | 
taken up; and after some remarks from Messrs. | 
BAYARD, NILES, MORRIS, CALHOUN, | 
WRIGHT, and KING, the bill was, by gen- | 
eral consent, laid on the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. TALLMADGE, on leave, introduced a | 


bill to authorize the canceling of certain deben- 
ture bonds on the exportation of coal; which was | 
read twice and referred. 

Mr. HUBBARD, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution for the relief of Pearson Cogswell, late |! 
marshal of New Hampshire; which was read 
twice, and, with the accompanying documents, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPEAL OF SALT DUTY. 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the resolution 
to print certain documents in relation to the salt 
duty was taken up and adopted. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


The bill to prevent the interference of certain 
Federal officers with elections was taken up; and | 

Mr. CUTHBERT addressed the Senate at} 
some length, and with great force and ability, in 
opposition to the bill; after which it was passed 
over informally, Mr, Caumoun giving notice of 
his intention to address the Senate on the subject. | 


MRS. MIRA ALEXANDER. 


The Senate then took up the bill for the relief 
of Mrs. Mira Alexander, on its third reading, 
and, after a debate, in which it was supported by 
Messrs. CRITTENDEN, WALKER, LINN, 
and WHITE, and opposed by Messrs. NILES, | 
CALHOUN, PIERCE, HUBBARD,and KING, | 
the question was taken; and the bill was decided f 
to be rejected—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, $ 
Crittenden, Paiton, Lina, Merrick, Norvell, Rives, Roane, | 
Robinson, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Walker, ! 
Webster, Winte, and Young—15. 

NAYS—-Messra, Allen, Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Hubbard, King, Lyon, Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, 
Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, 
Swift, Wall, Williams of Maine, and Wright—19. 

The vote baving been announced, 

Mr. TALLMADGE rose and said that he had 
voted in the majority, and his name did not appear | 
on the Journals as having voted at all, and desired | 
to have the Journal corrected. | 

Mr, WRIGHT and several other Senators de- | 
elared that they bad distinctly heard the Senator | 
from New York answer to his name, voting in 
the affirmative. | 

A discussion then ensued, in which the propriety | 
of making this correction was involved, Messrs. 
CALHOUN and HUBBARD contending that | 
the vote having been announced, the subject | 
was passed from the Senate; while Messrs. 
WALKER, TALLMADGE, WEBSTER, and | 
others, contended that it was the duty of the: 
Chair to correct the error the instant that it was |) 
discovered. i 

Mr. KING suggested that the correction could | 
be made by the unanimous consent of the Senate, |! 
and hoped that this course would be taken. i 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. |i 
WALKER, KING, WRIGHT, CLAY of Ala- i| 
bama, TALLMADGE, SMITH of Indiana, |! 
DAVIS, and SMITH of Connecticut. ij 

The decision was then unanimously made by j 
the Senate that the vote should be corrected. f 

The name of Mr. TALLMADGE was again called, | 
who answered “ay,” j 

The VICE PRESIDENT then announced the | 
vote as standing 19 in the affirmative and 19 in | 
the negative; and, after a feeling and interesting | 
eulogy on the services and character of George | 
Madison, gave his casting vote in favor of the | 
bill. i 

The Senate then adjourned. 


i 
jt 
it 


| inclosing a cop 
| passed by the 


HOUSE 
Wepnespay, February 20, 1839. 

Mr. PARKER resumed his remarks on the 
report of the select committee on the public lands, 
and in opposition to the distri bution. scheme pro- 
posed by Mr. Roserrson, going at large into a 
variety of statements demonstrating the inequal- 
ity of that measure upon the old States. Mr. P. 
having concluded, i 

Mr. YELL obtained the floor, and delivered 
his views on the subject. Mr. Y. said he occu- 
pied what he termed a middle ground between 
Mr. Harrison and Mr. Rosertson. In refer- 
ence to the proposition of the former, his State 
had signed the contract with the General Govern- 
ment; and whether she had made a bad bargain 
or not, she would abide by it, and ever would do 
so, as far as he had any influence, though he 
would not say Mr. H.’s resolution was wrong in 
the abstract. Mr. Y. then went into a general 
reply to Mr. Rosertson; and, without conelud- 
ing, gave way for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, transmitting a cony of a com- 
munication addressed to that office by the Exec- 
utive of the State of Illinois, on the 4th instant, 
A a preamble and resolutions 

egislature of that State at its 
present session, setting forth the importance of 
establishing a surveyor general’s office within 
that State. 

On motion of Mr. CASEY, the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to which the bill upon that 
subject had been committed, and it was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CASEY renewed his request to the House 
for permission to submit the resolutions present- 
ed by him on Saturday last, in relation to the 
non-selection of the banks of [linoisas deposito- 
rics of the public funds. 

Mr. PETRIKIN said there were too many 
“ whereases”’ by four in this proposition, and he 
therefore objected to its reception. 

Mr. CASEY then, for the second time in his 
life, must move a suspension of the rules; but the 
motion did not prevail. 

Mr. DOWNING, on leave, presented the pro- 
ceedings of the convention of Florida for the for- 
mation of a State constitution; which was laid on 


the table, and five thousand extra copies ordered | 


to be printed. 

Mr. ‘TURNEY made an ineffectual effort to 
call up the bill to revive the act to pay for horses 
lost in the Florida war. 

Mr. NAYLOR asked leave to make a report 
from the select committee appointed to investigate 
the conduct of Commodore Elliott, while com- 
manding in the Mediterranean. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, objecting, 

Mr. N. moved a suspension of the rules; lost— 
87 to 50; not two thirds. 

Mr. CONNOR, on leave, moved the withdraw- 
al of the papers in relation to the claim before the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
again went into the Committee of the Whole on 


| the state of the Union, (Mr. Banxs in the chair.) 


The question immediately pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Broxson to limit the appropriation of 
money for the contingentexpenses of the Supreme 

ourt. 

Mr. BYNUM addressed the committee at 
length in reply to Mr. Kennepy’s speech of yes- 
terday, and went into a general defense of the 
administration of General Jackson, from the as- 


saults of that gentleman. As soon as Mr. B. had | 


g 


got through, 


Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS obtained the floor, 
and on his motion the committee rose and re- 
ported. ` 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 


To the House of Representatives : . 
I transınit a report from the War Department in relation 


to the investigations had by the commissioners under the ! 
resolution of July 1, 1836, upon the sales of the reservations | 


of deceased Creek Indians. M. VAN BUREN, 


WASHINGTON, February 19, 1839. 


H 


BILLS PASSED. 


On motion of Mr. BRONSON, the three fol- 
lowing bills were taken up, read a third time, 
and passed: 

A bill making provision for a court-house in 
Duval county, Florida; 

A bill granting to the judge of the supreme 
court of lowa the same compensation as by law 
is given to the judges of the supreme court of 
Wisconsin; and 

A bill making a donation of Jand to the Terri- 
tory of Iowa, for the purpose of erecting public 
buildings thereon, 


LAW LIBRARY FOR FLORIDA. 


An act making an appropriation for purchasing 
a law library for the use and benefit of the Legis- 
lative Council and court of appeals of the Terri- 
tory of Florida, was taken up, on the motion 
made on the 12th of February to reconsider the 
vote by which it was rejected. 

The bill was opposed by Messrs. STANLY 
and HALSTED, and briefly advocated by Mr. 
BRONSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to Jay the motion to reconsider on the table, upon 
which motion the vote was—ayes 60, noes 58; no 
quorum. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, February 21, 1839. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting the annual statement of contracts made by 
that office; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Michigan, asking for an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a marine hos- 
pital at Detroit; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the memorial of George 
Gates and others, legal voters of the town of An- 


| trim, New Hampshire, praying for the abolition 


of slavery in the District. 

Mr. P. said that the memorial came to him, ac- 
companied by a letter from a highly respectable 
clergyman, residing in his native county. The 
letter says: 

“Though we are aware that your views may not corre- 
spond with those of the petitioners, they have no doubt of 
your readiness to present arespectful petition, coming frou 
any portion of the citizens of New Hampshire.” 

It is certainly no task to present the memorial; 
and yet I cannot, in justice to my own convic- 
tions of duty, comply with the request without 
expressing my deep regret that these petitioners, 
many of whom [am sure are actuated by pure 
motives, should so far mistake their own moral 
responsibilities, and the power and duty of Con- 
gress in relation to this subject. 

I do earnestly hope that every honest man who 
has sincerely at heart the best interests of the 
slave and the master, may no longer be governed 
by a blind zeal and impulse, but be led to examine 
this subject, so full of delicacy and danger, in all 
its bearings; and that, when called upon to lend 
their names and influence to the cause of agita- 
tion, they may remember that we live under a 
written Constitution, which is the panoply and 
protection of the South, as well as the North— 
that it covers the entire Union, and is equally a 
guarantee for the unmolested enjoyment of the 
domestic institutions of all its parts; and, I trust, 
further, that they will no longer close their eyes 
to the fact that, so far as those in whose welfare 
they express so much feeling are concerned, this 


| foreign interference has been, and must inevitably 


continue to be, evil, and only evil. Having, on 
a former oceasion, expressed my views some- 
what at length, I will not detain you further than 
to notice an erroneous statement which has been 
made, and a thousand times repeated, with re- 
gard to my own course and that of the repre- 
sentatives of New Hampshire in both Houses of 
Congress. We have been charged with having 
denied the right of petition; and, although the 
charge is wholly without foundation, I have no 
doubt that, from its frequent repetition, it may 
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have had an influence upon the minds of many H 


honest and patriotic men. So far from having 
denied, we have uniformly asserted and main- 
tained this right. But afterdeclamation and ar- 
gument had been exhausted on both sides of the 
question; after the memorials had been referred 
to a select committee during the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress, and an elaborate report sent forth to 
the American people—we thought it our duty to 
take such a course with petitions of this char- 
acter as would enable Congress to -proceed with 
the consideration of subjects of necessary and 
legitimate legislation. The whole question since 
that period has been one with regard to the dis- 
position of memorials when received; and no de- 
nunciation or false representations will drive us 
from a course demanded alike by a regard for the 
proper and necessary legislation of Congress, the 
rights of the South, and the interests of the whole 
country. After the declarations which have come 
from high sources during the present session, in 
both ends of the Capitol, E am encouraged to hope 
that the agitation of this question in New Eng- 
land for political purposes will cease; that there 
will be no more attempts to deceive and excite 
the people by inculcating the impression that 
their right to petition has been invaded. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, 
the question of reception was laid on the table. 

Mr. NICHOLAS presented the memorial of 
upwards of one thousand citizens of the State of 
Louisiana, praying for the repeal or modification 
of the naturalization laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from sun- 
dry pilots of the river Delaware and shipmasters 
of the port of Philadelphia, in relation to the har- 
bor of Chester; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALL presented a petition of citizens of 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the erection 
of a light-house at Little Egg harbor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. YOUNG presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of the town of Burlington, Illinois, 
praying for the establishment of a new post route; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported unfavorably on several bills from 
the House that had been referred to the same 
committee. l 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Thomas H. Perkins, of 
Boston, on the ground that there arc no docu- 
ments on the files of this or the other House in 
support of the claim. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the bill making ap- 
propriations for-the erection of public buildings 
in Florida, and the bill to revive and extend the 
act authorizing the issue of Treasury notes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to which 
was referred an act for the relief of the represent- 
atives of Ann Levacher Van Brun, reported the 
same without amendment. 

Mr. KING, fromthe Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the petition of Joseph 
Shaw, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which the subject of claims for dep- 
redations in Florida had been referred, reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
James Williams, deceased; which was.read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land:Glaime, to which -was referred an act for 
the relief. of the settlers upon the Salt Lick res- 
ervation “in the western. district of Tennessee, 
reported the same. without.amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, from the- Com- 
mittee on Pensions,,to which was referred the 
following bills, reported the same without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation against ‘their 
passage: 
`- An act for the'relief of Gideon Sheldon; 

An act for the relief of the executors of Robert 
McFarland; and oe Nets i 


An act granting a pension to John F. Wiley. 


Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- | 


ported an act granting a pension to John Clark, 
without amendment. 


DEATH OF EDWARD WIER. 


Mr. KING said he rose to present a resolution 
in consequence of the melancholy death this 
morning of one of the officers of the Senate, 


(Mr. Edward Weir.) . But yesterday, (said Mr. | 
K.,) he was among us, discharging his duties ap- ! 


parently in good health and spirits—to-day he 
had passed that bourn from whence no traveler 
returns. 
services of this officer while he was among us; 
they were well known to the members of this 
body. He rose simply to present a resolution 
that the Senate would attend the funeral of their 
deceased officer, at half past three o’clock to-mor- 
row, and that the expenses of his funeral be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously 
agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, the Senate | 


went into executive session, and after a short 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 


Postmaster General be directed to. report to the Senate what | 


drafts on banks having public fands on deposit have been 
protested since the Ist.day of January, 1837; the amount 
of public money in deposit in each bank at the time of each 
protest; and whether, in any case, such protests have been 
made in violation of special arrangements, and, if so, what 
those arrangements were, 


OWNERS OF THE ALLEGHANY. 
The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 


of the owners of the ship Alleghany was ordered 
to be laid upon the table—ayes 21, noes 14. 


SECURITY OF THE PUBLIC MONEY, 
The bill for securing the public money in the 
hands of collectors.and agents of the Government, 
and the punishment of defaulters, was taken up 


He would not dwell on the faithful i 


on its third reading; and, after some remarks | 


from Messrs. WEBSTER, HUBBARD, and 
WILLIAMS of Maine, 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, submitted a motion 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance, 
for the purpose of having it amended so as to 


embrace the principles of Mr. Riyes’s substitute; | 


and, after some remarks from Mr. C. and Mr. 

WRIGHT, the question was taken by yeas and 

nays, and decided in the negative, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Foster, 


| Knight, McKean, Merrick, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Web- ; 


ster, and White—16. 
NAYS —Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 


of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, Linn, Lyon, Mor- | 


ris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Rob- 
inson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Wali, Wil- 
liams of Maine, Wright, and Young—25. 


The debate-was further continued by Messrs. 
TALLMADGE and NILES; and the question 
being taken on the passage of the bill, it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 28, nays 15; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, 
Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Wail, 
Walker, Williams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, 
Wright, and Young—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, 
Davis, Foster, Knight, McKean, Merrick, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Swift, Tallmadge, and 
White—{5. 


was so amended as to read, A bill further to pre- 
scribe the duties of collectors of the customs and 


other officers and agents in the employment of | 


the United States, prohibiting the admission of 
certain offsets in suits against the debtors of the 
Government, and to provide for the punishment 
of public defaulters. cree 

The bill entitled “A bill in amendment of the 
acts respecting the judicial system of the United | 
States;” and ` i * 

The bill to authorize the selection of lands for 
the Benefit of the University of Michigan, instead 
of other lands heretofore selected; . p | 

‘The bill to repeal certain acts respecting Navy | 
pensions, and making farther provisions in rela- ; 


{| tion to Navy pensions; and 


1| un wo 
-On motion of Mr. YOUNG, the title of the bill | 


| violent than the published one. 


The bill to authorize the Washington County. 
and St. Genevieve Railroad Company _ the 
State of Missouri, to construct a. roa through 
the public lands, : : eae ee 
were ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

The bill to explain and amend the fifth section 
: of the act passed the 30th of June; 1834, for ‘the 
better organization of the United States Marine 
Corps, was taken up and discussed by Messrs. 
RIVES, and WILLIAMS of Maine; and, with- 
out coming to any action thereon, she 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trorspay, February 21, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished 
business of the morning hour. i 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said he rose 
to a question of privilege, which would take pre- 
cedence over all other business, and he would 
offer the following resolution: eee 

Resolved, That this House proceed ta inquire: 1. Wheth- 
er ALEXANDER Duncan, a member of this House from the 
State of Ohio, be the author of a certain publication or pub- 
fications, under his name, in relation to the proceedings of 
this House, and certain members thereof, published in the 
Globe newspaper of the 19th instant. 2. Whether, by said 
publication or pt.blications, the said ALEXANDER Duncan 
has not. been guilty of a violation of. the privileges of this 
House, of an offense against its peace, dignity, and: good, 
order; and of such grossly indecent, ungentiemanly; dis- 
graceful, and dishonorable misconduct, as renders him un- 
worthy of his seat in this House, and justly liable to expul- 
sion from the ssme. err = 

Mr. YELL inquired if he was not entitled to 
the floor on the report of the select conimitteé on 
the public lands? : . Ta E 

The SPEAKER replied that he was, :but-that 
a question of privilege overrode everything. else. 

Ar. YELL asked the gentleman to postpone 
his motion until the expiration of the morning 
our. : 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said he could 
| Not consent to do so. Mr. P. said, that as this 

was a very important question, he would movea 
call of the House. f 

The call was ordered nem. diss. 

On the first call of the roll one hundred and 
twenty-five members answered to their names, 
others having meanwhile come in, and one huñ- 
dred and forty-six were announced as. being 
present. : s aii 

The doors were then closed, the absentees 
again called, and excuses rendered. After some 
time, : SaR a 
On motion of Mr. HALSTED, the call was 
dispensed with. É ST er 

he publication in the Globe of the. 19th in- 
stant was then read at the Clerk’s table..  ; 

Mr. PRENTISS, of. Mississippi, then pro- 
ceeded to comment at length upon the language 
used by Mr. Duncan, stating that, in doing so, 
| he should consider the publication as a forgery 
| and a false libel, and not regard it, for the honor 
of the House, as authentic. aes, 

Mr. DUNCAN interposed, and said he would 
save the trouble of proof. I say, sir, that I am 
the author of that publication, and of every. word 
contained in it. i aeai 
| Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi replied, how- 
i ever, he should still proceed to comment upon 
the language as if the avowal had not been made; 
and he went on to contend that its use merited 
expulsion, or some potent mode of exemplifying 
|! the indignation of the House. Either under the 
code of honor, or the legal code, he was equally 
rthy of a seat there; and Mr. P. argued 
both these positions at large. a? 

Mr. JENIFER followed on the same side, and 
appealed to the advocates of the anti-duelinglaw 
to sustain the affirmative of the proposition before 
the House; for he insisted that. Mr. Duncan’s 
conduct had rendered him amenable to that law: 
Moreover, Mr. J. contended, also, that those who 
had certified to the fact of the time occupied by 
Mr. Sranxy in his reply, were equally guilty, af 
their object was the same as Mr. D.'s: In refer- 
ence.to Mr. S.’s printed speech, he maintainéd 
that the gist of it was uttered on the floor, though 
the delivered speech was, in the opinion of him: 
self, and thirty or. forty members - besides, more 


Mr. J. inquired if,the gentleman from Ohio had 


89 insulted. the gentleman from North Carolina-as 
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to be evident to every one within hearing, wòuld 
not the Chair have called him to order? : 

Mr. CONNOR, who had temporarily occupied | 
the chair at the period referred to, explained that | 
he liad called Mr. Duncan to order 

Mr. JENIFER asked the gentleman whether 
he considered it a personal insult? 

Mr. CONNOR had called the gentleman to order 
for disorderly language; but whether it was a per- 
sonal insult or not did not fall within his consid- 
eration, 

Mr. JENIFER having concluded, 

Mr. DUNCAN obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House at some length in explanation, 
going to show that the language used toward him 
fully warranted his own in retort. 

Mr. GRAY, after a few remarks, which will be 
given with the debate, moved to lay the resolution 
on the table, 

Mr. TILLINGHAST demanded the yeas and 
nays; which, being ordered, were—yeas 83, nays 
91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, [leman Allan, Anderson, An- 
drews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beers, Bicknell, Birdsall, 
Bronson, Buchanan, Bynain, Cambreleng, John Campbell, 
Casey, Chancy, Chapman, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Crary, 
Cushman, De Grafi, Dromgvole, Elmore, Farrington, Fry, 
Gallup, Glascock, Grant, Gray, Gritlin, Hammond, Hamer, | 
Harrison, Hawkins, Holsey, Holt, Howard, Wiliam H. 
Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, 
Kemble, Klingensmith, Lewis, Loomis, Lyon, Martin, Me- 
Kay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, Miller, Sam- 
uel W. Morris, Murray, Owens, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, 
Potter, John H. Prentiss, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Spen- 
cer, Swearingen, Thomas, ‘Titus, Turney, Vail, Vander- 
veer, Wagener, Webster, Jared W. Williams, Worthing- 
ton, and Yell—83. 

NAYS—M Alexander, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, 
Biddle, Bond, Briggs, William B. Cathoun, John Cathoon, 
Willian B. Campbetl, Carter, Chambers, Cheatham, Clark, 
Cotlin, Corwin, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Dar- 
Jington, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dunn, Edwards, vans, 
Evereu, Richard Fletcher, Filmore, Rice Garland, Gid- 
dings, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Halsted, 
Harlan, Harper, Hawes, Hoffman, Jeniter, Henry Johnson, 
William C, Johnson, Kennedy, Legare, Lincoln, Mallory, 
Marvin, Sampson Mason, Maury, Maxwell, MeKennan, 
Menetve, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Nay- 
lor, Noyes, Ogle, Pearce, Pope, Potts, Sergeant 3. Prentiss, 
Rariden, Randolph, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sergeant, Shields, Sibley, Stuart, Stratton, Tal- 
jaterro, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Al- 
bert S. White, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
Sherrard Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—91. 

So the motion to lay on the table was decided | 
in the negative; and the debate was further con- 
tinued by Messrs, MENEFEE, PRENTISS of 
Mississippi, and GRAY. | 

Mr, PRENTISS, of Mississippi, offered a res- 
olution, in substance, as a modification of the one 
first introduced, “ That, as ALEXANDER Duncan 
had avowed himself the author of the publication | 
in the Globe, (naming the article,) he be and is 
hereby expelled the House.” ` 

Mr. LEGARE suggested the propriety of the 
gentleman moving it in the form of an inquiry. | 

Mr. ADAMS said, as an inquiry he might be 
prepared to vote for it, but the substitute involved 
a question as to the constitutional power of this 
House to expel a member, i 

Mr. PRENTISS then, as it did not appear to 
meet the approbation of his friends, withdrew it. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs, 
PRENTISS of Mississippi, GRAY, WISE, and 
PARRIS, who moved to lay the whole subject ! 
on the table, and upon that motion the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr, CHAPMAN moved a call of the House; 
which was not ordered, 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays | 
on the motion to lay on the table, and decided as 
follows: 


YEAS —Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Beime, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Bron- 
son, Buchanan, Cambreleng, John Campbell, Casey, Cha- 
ney, Chapman, Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushman, Davee, 
De Graff, Dromgoole ane Fletcher, Fry, Gallup, Glas- 
cock, Grant, Gray; Griffin, Haley, Hammond, Hamer, Har- | 
rison, Hawktius, Hotsey, Holt, Howard, William H. Hunter, ! 
Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel | 
Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, | 
Logan, Loomis, Martin, MeKay, Robert McClellan, Abra- | 
ham McClellan, Montgomery, Moore, Samuel W. Morris 
Murray, Noble, Owens, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 


Paynter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, 
Johu ii. Prentiss, Retly, Richardson, Rives, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Sheffer, Siepior, Spencer, Swearingen, Taylor, 
Thomas, ‘Titus, Toucey, 'Furmey, Vail, Wagener, Webster, 
Weeks, Jared W. Williams, Worthington, and Yett—91. 
NAYS — Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allan, John W. 
Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William 
B. Cathoun, John Calhoon, Wiljam B. Campbell, Carter, 


= 


Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Cranston, 
Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darlington, Dawson, Davies, 
Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Edwards, Elmore, Evans, Everett, 
Ewing, Richard Fieteher, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Giddings, 
Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Grennell, Hal- 
sted, Harlan, Harper, Heury, Herod, Hoffman, Hopkins, 
Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William C. Jobn- 
son, Kennedy, Legare, Lincoln, Matlory, Marvin, Samp- 
son Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menctee, 
Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Noyes, 
Ogie, Peek, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, 
Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sergeant, Sibley, Slade, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, 
‘faliaferro, Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Albert S. White, 
John White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard Williams, Christo- 
pher H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—10). 


So the House refused to lay it upon the table. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
TOUCEY, WISE, and GRAY. 

Mr. THOMPSON obtained the floor, and 


moved the following as a substitute for the ori- | 


ginal resolution: 

Resolved, That Avexanper Duncan, a member of this 
House, having avowed himself the author of an article pub- 
lished in the Globe of the 19th instant, grossly libelous of 
honorable members of this body, the said ALEXANDER DUN- 
CAN be reprimanded by the Speaker in the presence of the 
House. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
THOMPSON and GLASCOCK; when, 

On motion of Mr. PETRIKIN, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 22, 1839. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. ROBINSON rose and said: Mr. President, 
I present, and ask to have read and printed, two 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Illinois— 
the first, that it is not the true policy of the Uni- 
ted States to establish an Independent or sub- 
Treasury system; the second, instructing the Sen- 
ators and requesting the Representatives of the 
State in Congress to vote against the adoption of 
any such system. With the greatest respect and 
most profound deference for the opinion of the 
majority of the Legislature whose vote passed 
the resolutions, the system they reject, so far at 
least as keeping the public money is concerned, 
is, in my humble opinion, not only the true, but 
the best policy; and it is my firm conviction that 
such is the decided opinion of a majority of the 
voters of Illinois, and such I take to be their un- 

ualified expression, as evinced last August in 
the result of the election for Governor, Lieutenant 
Governor, and members to Congress. Yet it is 
possible I may be mistaken, and it is not for me 
to go behind the instructions; that is an account 
those who give them have tosettle. If they were 
elected to give them, or their constituents are for 
them, they have done right; if neither, the instruct- 
ors will be instructed. { have only to add, my po- 
litical creed forbids disregard to the legitimate in- 
structions from the body whose voice honored me 
with a seat here. Their will, not mine, be done, 
and upon them rest the responsibility. 

‘The resolutions were then read, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. R. observed, whilst up, he would also pre- | 


sent a joint resolution of the same Legislature, 


containing instructions to the Senators and a re- | 
quest to the Representatives of the State to use | 


their best exertions to have the Constitution so 

amended as, after the 4th of March, 1845, no per- 

son shall hold the office of President of the Uni- 

ted States longer than four years in any term of 

eight years; which he also moved be read and 
rinted. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of a large 
number of citizens of Erie county, New York, 
praying that wheat may be imported from Can- 
ada free of duty, for the purpose of being manu- 


factured into flour and exported; which was re- í 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial from William Dickinson, of 
the Territory of Wisconsin, asking remuneration 
for losses sustained on contracts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. YOUNG presented three petitions from 
citizens of Warren, McLean, and Tazewell coun- 
ties, Ilinois, praying for the establishment of mail 
routes; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. NICHOLAS presented a petition from 
Samuel T. Harrison, praying the refundment of 
certain duties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


i 
i 
| 
H 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr.WALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred an act to incorporate 
the Washington Manual Labor Society, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred a resolation 
of the Senate instructing them to inquire into the 
propriety of making appropriation for defenses 
on the northeastern frontier, reported a bill for 
the erection of certain military defenses in the 


State of Maine; which was read, and ordered toa 


second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the re- 
lief of George G. Johnston, reported it without 
amendment, and with a recommendation against 
its passage. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred a memorial 
of Henry [all Sherwood, on the subject of elec- 
tro-magnetism, made a report thereon; which was 
read, and five thousand extra copies of the report 
and memorial ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KING, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill for the relief of John 
H. Jacobs; which was read a first and second 
time, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


The bill to fix the minimum price of lands ac- 
quired by Miami treaty of November 6, 1838; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Collins; and 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy; 
were ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 


JAIL IN WASHINGTON. 


The bill for the erection of a jail in Washing- 
ton county, District of Columbia, was taken up 
for consideration, and several amendments pro- 
posed by Mr. BAYARD were adopted. 

Mr. NILES offered a substitute for the bill; 
which, after some remarks from Messrs. BAY- 
ARD, NILES, and ALLEN, was rejected—ayes 
5, noes 24, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading—ayes 19, noes 14. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read a third 
time and passed: 

The act to authorize the selection of lands for 
the benefit of the University of Michigan, instead 
of other Jands heretofore selected, and for other 
purposes; 

he act to amend the judicial system of the 
United States; 

The act to repeal certain acts in respect to Navy 
pensions, and to make further provision in rela- 
tion to Navy pensions; 

The act granting to the Washington County 
and St. Genevieve Railroad Company the right of 
way through the public lands; and 

The act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John J. Bulow—ayes 19, noes 16. 


JOSEPH M. HERNANDEZ. 


The act for the relief of Joseph M. Hernandez 
was taken up for consideration; and, after being 
discussed by Messrs. NILES, WRIGHT, 
CRITTENDEN, and BAYARD, was amended 
on motion of Mr. WRIGHT; and it was then 
ordered to a third reading. 


OPERATIONS OF THE MINT. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate such information as he may possess, 
as to the following particulars: 

1, The amount of coia made at the Mint, and the amount 


at each of its branches, for one year preceding the first day 
of February last. 


2. The amount of bullion deposited at, or obtained for, 
each establishment for the same time. 

3. The expense incurred in carrying on and in sustaining 
each establishment during the same time. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


The bill to prevent the interference of certain 
Federal officers in elections was then taken up, 
and Mr. CALHOUN addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill. f 

By unanimous consent, the bill was then in- 
formally passed over. 


1839. 


CITIZENS IN OREGON. ae 

On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill to provide 
for the protection of the citizens of the United 
States residing in the Oregon Territory, or trading 
oh the Columbia river, was taken up. 

Mr. LINN addressed the Senate at length in 
explanation. and support of the bill; and, after a 
further debate, in which Messrs. LINN, NILES, 
and WRIGHT participated, the subject was, on 
the motion of the latter, passed. over informally, 
with the understanding that it be taken up to- 
morrow, 

RAILROAD IN ILLINOIS. 


The bill to grant to the State of Indiana a 


quantity of Jand for the purpose of aiding in the | 
construction. of a railroad from New Albany to | 
Mount Carmel, in the State of Illinois, was read | 


the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 22, 1839. 

The privileged question on the publication of. 
Mr. Duncan, as stated in yesterday’s proceedings, 
was again resumed. 

Mr. PETRIKIN, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed’ the House as’ follows, in explanation 


of the motives inducing him to make the motion | 


with which. he concluded: I rise, not to make a 
speech, or to take sides in this war. It matters 
not what my individual opinions are of members 
of this House in their individual relations. 


Lam | 
here not to gratify my own private pique against | 


others, or to gratify my own private feelings at | 


the expense of duty to my constituents and the 
country generally. 
to express an opinion on the merits of the case 
now before the House, but I must be allowed to 


pire my opinion of the scene enacted within this | 


all 
into th 
House, on an alleged breach of privilege, for print- 
ing and publishing an alleged libel on other mem- 
bers; ie er discussing the propriety of passing 
those resolutions, a scene Pas been enacted, in 
my opinion, and I believe the country will con- 
sider it so, infinitely more a breach of the privi- 
lege of the members of this House, than that al- 
leged to be perpetrated by the accused member, 
even if that be as great an outrage as those com- 
plaining of itallege. We have, by law, but seven 
days to do the business of the country—to furnish 
the supplies for the necessary operations of Gov- 
ernment; and shall we, regardless of our duties, 
spend that time in idle debate? I intended to 
have made my remarks last evening; but, on re- 
flection, I thought there was too much excite- 
ment. I hope all are cool now, and ready to do 
their duty, and I therefore move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. P., however, withdrew the motion at the 
request of Mr. ELMORE., 

Mr. THOMPSON sent to the table the follow- 
ing substitute, which Mr. Prentiss accepted as 
a modification: 

Whereas, ALEXANDER Duncan, a member of this House 
from the State of Ohio, has, in his place, acknowledged 
himself to have written, and caused to be published in the 


Globe newspaper, of the 19th instant, the following writing, 
to wit: 


esterday. We were called upon to inquire 


[FOR THE GLOBE. ]} 


On the 16th and 17th January last, I made some remarks 
in the House of Representatives on the resolution to ap- 
point a committee to inquire into the defaleations of Sam- 
nel Swartwout, which remarks were soon afier published 
in the Globe, and have since been published in pamphlet 
form. Mr. Sranty, of North Carolina, followed me in re- 
ply... At the commencement of his remarks, he insinuated 
that I was an Abolitionist. I promptly pronounced the in- 
sinuation.a base falsehood. and a foul detraction, whether 
it dwelt upon the lips of the. unprincipled calumniator, or 
floated-on. the breeze. in. the corrupt, poisonous, and slan- 
derous Federal sheets of the day. My intention at the.time 
was to insult the member. So he understood me. So all 
who heard me understood me.. My meaning was that the 
member, wag a base liar and a foul ealumiuiator; and the 
only reason-that he was indirectly thus denounced, was 
because the rules of the House prohibited me from doing it 


directly, without layirtg myselfliable to its censure. All this, i 


too, was well understood at the time ; and for this intended 
and well-understood insult, I held myself in readiness to 
give the member any satisfaction which he might have the 
raoral. courage to seek. But no disposition to. seek, for re- 
dress was manifested within the time I had arightto expect 
it, or -within. the time itmight-be expectedtroma man who 
bad any regard for his honor or reputation. Sol was dis- 


I disclaim any intention | 


e conduct of one of the members of this | 


posed to let the member go for, what I believe him to be, a 
méan poltroon and a base liar; and which I believe he may 
at any time, and in. any place, be pronounced with impu- 
nity. . 

Some ten or twelve days after making the remarks to 
which -I allude, I saw a communication in the National 
Intelligencer, occupying the space of four or five columns 
of that paper, purporting to be “the reply of Mr. STANLY, 
of North Carolina, to Dr. Duncan.”?. I was surprised to 
see a reply of such length. I was not present ali the time 
the member was speaking. I was present, as.I have stated, 
when he commenced. I was present when he finished, 
and his last remark was, ‘ TI have detained the House not 
more than fifteen minutes.” I thought he was correct as 
to the time he occupied the floor—(a short time in which 
to make a speech occupying four and a half columns of one 
of the largest newspaper sheets.) 

Leave is sometimes asked of the House to write out a 
speech which there may not be time to make, and the priv- 
ilege is generally granted. This is an accommodation to 
the House, and to the country, whose business is permitted 
to progress. But, in all cases of this kind, leave of the 
House ought to be obtained, and a notice of the fact ought 
to accompany the written speech. It is mean and basely 
dishonorable, and it is a falsehood and a fraud practiced 
upon the community, to promulgate a speech purporting to 
have been delivered on the floor of Congress which never 
was there spoken, on any other conditions than by the leave 
and with the notice which I have named. 

I say that the speech published in the National Intelli- 
gencer of the 4th instant, purporting to be ‘the remarks of 
Me. STanwy in reply to Dr. Duncan,” never was delivered 
in the House of Representatives, nor any other place, except 
through the polluted columns of the corrupt, bank-bought, 
servile, and degraded sheet through which it makes its ap- 
pearance ; therefore, its very caption or title contains a base 
falsehood, and a mean attempt at fraud and imposition upon 
the public. [ts whole body is a tissue of misrepresenta- 
tions, unmanly insinuations, and low vulgarity, worthy of 
the man that can be charged with base falsehood and foul 
detraction with impunity. In order to know that I could 
not be mistaken as to the time the member occupied in his 
attempt to reply to me, and to ascertain some other facts 
of which I will soon speak, I addressed the following notes 
to the gentlemen whose names are prefixed, to which I re- 
ceived the subjoined answers: 


House or Representatives, February 9, 1839. 
Sin: If you were present on the 17th of January, 1839, 
when Mr. STANLY, of North Carolina, replied to some re- 
marks made by me on the resolution to appoint a commit- 
tee to inquire into the defalcations of Samuel Swartwout, 


!| will you have the goodness to state what time Mr. STANLY 


occupied in making his reply? Whether Mr. SLADE, of 
Vermont, did or did not hand him (Stanry) a paper con- 
taining my answer to some abolition interrogatories, and 
whether Mr. SLADE did or did not point ont to Mr. STANLY 
such passages of said answer as Mr. Sranxy exhibited in 
his reply. 
Your attention to this will much oblige your friend, 
A. DUNCAN, 

Hon. H. L. Torney. 


HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, February —, 1839. 

Sir: I have received your note of the 9th of this month, 
and in answer thereto have the honor to state that I was in 
my seat in the House of Representatives on the 17th of Jan- 
į nary last. I heard your speech delivered in the House on 
that day on the subject to which you refer, and the reply 
thereto of the Hon, Mr. Sranzy, of North Carolina; on the 
same day. ‘I did not tax my recollection with the precise 
time occupied by Mr. Sranzy in making bis reply, but my 
impression is it did not exceed fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Yn the course of Mr. STANLY’s remarks, } understood 
him to make allusions to a tetter which he alleged had been 
written by you on the subject of abolitionism. He regretted 
that he had not the letter to read to the House. Ina few 
seconds after this, my attention was directed to Mr. STANLY 
į by some gentlemen who sat near me, and who called my 
attention to the fact, that Mr. Shape was prompting Mr. 
STANLY, by pointing out to him certain parts of yourletter, 
to be read by him to the House. I have no knowledge how 
or from whom Mr. STANLY received the lener above re- 
i ferred to. 
I am, sir, respectfully yours, &c., 


H. L. TURNEY, 
Ion. A. DUNCAN. 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 9, 1839. 
Sır: Were you in the House on the 17th January, 1839, 
when I made some remarks on the resolution providing for 


STANLY, of North Carolina, replied to me? ` If so, will you 
| be so good as to state, first, if Mr. SLADE, of Vermont, did 
or did not hand him (STANLY) a paper containing my letter 
in answer to some abolition interrogatories? Second, state 
whether Mr. Suave did or did not stand by him (STANLY) 
and prompt or point out such passages of said letter as were 
exhibited in his reply? Third, will you state what time 
Sranby occupied in his reply, and whether or not the 
|] greater portion of that time was occupied in reading por“ 
tions of the tetter above alluded to? 
Your attention to this will much oblige, yours, &c., 
A. DUNCAN. 


Hon. J. A. Bynum. 
WASHINGTON City, February 10, 1839. 

Sir: In reply to your note of the 9th instant, and the 
questions therein contained, I can-only say that F was pres- 
ent and heard the concluding part of your remarks on the 
occasion alluded: to; after which, I saw Mr: STANLY rise, 
and heard his- reply. ese met : 

i did not see Mr. Stabe hand Mr. Sranzy the paper con- 
taining your letter on the subject of- abolition, Mr. SLADE 
has informed, me since, however, that he did hand Mr. 
Sran.v-such a paper at the time alluded to by.you.. 

While Mr. S. was speaking, I saw Mr. SLADE standing 
by- or behind Mr. Srax.y, pointing, as I thought, at differ- 


the appointment of a committee to inquire into the defalca- | 
tions of Samuel Swartwout, or were you present when Mr. | 


ent paragraphs in the-paper held: by Mr.-8.. As.to the last: 
question, think L-heard.MroSranny-say,in concluding 
his few remarks, that he had not addressed the House more. 
than. fifteen minutes, and1 think that about the time-he 
did speak. : 5 “3 
With respect, L have the honor to be your obedient ser-, 
vant, J. A. BYNUM... 
Hon A. DUNCAN., : : 


House or REPRESENTATIVES; February 9,1839: 
Sır: Were you in the House on the {7th January, when: 
| [made some remarks on ‘the ‘resolution providing for the: 
appointment of a committee to inguire into the defalcations’ 
of Samuel Swartwout, or were you present during the time’ 
| that Mr. Svanrx replied tome? If'so, will you beso good 
i as to state the time, as near as possible, or as well as you 
; can recollect, that he (Stanty) occupied in his reply?’ Your 
| early answer will much oblige your friend, : 7 
Í A. DUNCAN, 


Hon. Ext Moore. 
House or Represenratives, February 12, 1899. 
Six: In reply to the interrogatories contained in yout 
communication of the 9th instant, I will state that 1 wasin 
į the House at the time referred. to, and heard the remarks 
| both of Mr. Sranty and yourself. The time occupied by 
i Mr. S. in his reply to you did not, to the best of my recok- 
| lection, exceed fifteen minutes. 2 
; Very respectfully, ELY MOORE. 
| Hon. A. DUNCAN. i : 


Tf think [am sustained in the fact which I have asserted, 
viz: that “the. speech of Mr. Sranzy, of North Carolinas 
| in reply to Dr: Duncan,’? &c., never was. made iw the 
; House’ of Representatives, or, if made, must have been, 
i made in the short space of © fifteen minutes?” :Buvever 
: all that time was not occupied in. making the speech par- 
| porting to be the reply to “Dr. Duncan.” When I charged 
upon the member a base falsehood, &c., for making the in- 
sinuation which he did, some part: of thè fifteen: minutes 
was occupied in denying that he had insinuated that I. was. 
; an Abolitionist. Here is where. the member. showed ‘the 
white feather. That denial was buta squirming fror un- 
: der the responsibility of answering in an honorable. way 
| the charge of being guilty of base falsehood. -A part. of the 
i balance of these precious fifteen minutes, (and a great, part,’ 

too,) was occupied in reading garbled extracts fram aletter 
; Which I wrote in answer to some Abolition interrogatories: 
i propounded to me shortly before my reélection. . Themem- 
; ber first regretted that he had not the detter in-vhis: possess 
i sion; but it was soon furnished. Who furnished it? Mr: 
| Suave, of Vermont, Ah! Mr. Snape, I am happy to meet 
i You on this board of exposition. I have been talking all 
į this time about (to use a vulgar phrase) “ the little end of 
nothing ;°? a thing that requires the use of a telescope to 
| see if it be at any considerable distance ; hardly the ninth 
part of a man ; a thing now out of time and out of place ; 
a thing that the Almighty never intended for any other pur- 
: pose than the use of bodkin, shears, and thimble. But you, 
| sir, are a man six fect five in yourshoes, I feel a. freedom 
in talking to you; and, in order to have a full.and ample 
case, F will splice the member from North Carolina to you, 
; and for a. short time will consider you one person, or in 
tt cahoot,” and in that capacity I will hold myself respon- 
sible to you for all I say. ae: f 

You profess to be an Abolitionist; religiously, morally, 
patriotically, and civilly, a modern Abolitionist—even, 90.1 
have been told,.to amaigamationism. You furnished the 
member from North Carolina, did you,with my. answer to the 
| Abolitionists, from which.to read garbled. extracts? You 
į stood at his elbow, did you, prompting him, and pointing 
: out suitable passages of my letter, to enable him to. make 
; an anti-abolition speech, and attach to my name that.of ab- 
| olitionism? Only think of this!. A rank abolition. Whig 
: from the North in “cahoot with a rank anti-abolition, Whig 

from the South, in exposing ‘the pernicious doctrine cón- 
; tained in a letter. which deprecates slavery in the abstract, 
. or, rather, a northern abolition Whig making a convenience 
i and a parrot of a southern anti-A bolitionist, through which 
| to expose the dangerous tendencies of an expression of hog- 
j tility to slavery in the abstract, and its effects, without re- 
| gard to time or place! What base sophistry! What black 
i hypocrisy! What political swindling tor base and corrupt 
|i party purposes! P 
! Yes, black hypoerisy, take it as you may. 
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! If I aman 
: Abolitionist, why should the member from Vermont lend 

himself to make me odious to the staveholding people ? Or 
: ifthe member from Vermont is sincere in his profession of 
: abolitionism, why is he assisting-and prompting an anti-Ab- 
- olitionist to expose opinions of mine to the prejudice of the 
principles of his faith? Ifthe member from North Carolina 
i is sincere in his professions of anti-abolitionism, why does 
| he permit himself to be made the tool of an avowed Aboli- 
! tionist? All this unnatural connection is well understood. 
| Abolitionismand Whiggery, like twin brothers, walk hand 
i! in hand here and everywhere else. ‘There is not an ism on 
; earth, however degraded, that Whiggery will not take by the 
i Here we have the evidence of the submission and. 


olina was either kicked or coaxed by party discipline, evi~ 
denced by the following letter, by which the member from 
! North Carolina is made publicly to retract a charge which 
he had made against the member from Vermont, and to de- 
fare publicly that he [Sraniy] believes. that the open, 
vowed, and reckless Abolitionist, [Stape,} t means no 
But read the letter. . Here it-is: 
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i harm to the South.” 
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TO THE EDITORS. 


WASHINGTON, December.14, 1838,, 
Messrs. Gates & Szaron: In the Intelligencer. of thi 
: morning, L find the following report: 5 vs 
“ Mr. Stange introduced the following resolution : eas 
“ Whereas, there exists and is carriè -on between the 
į portsin the District. of Columbia and other. pons, ofthe 
: United States, and under the sanction of the Jaws thereof, 
a trade in human beings, whereby thousands of them are 
annually svid- and transported from said. District: to distant 
` parts of the-country,in vessels belonging to.citizens of she 
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United States ; and whereas, such trade involves an out- | 
rageous violation of human rights, is a disgrate to the comi- 
try by whose laws it is sanctioned, and calls for the imme- 
diate interposition oflegislative authority for its suppression: 
Therefore, to the cnd that all obstacles to the consideration 
of this subject may be removed and a remedy for the evil | 
speedily provided, 

“ Resolved, That so much of the fifth of the resolutions | 
on the subject of slavery, passed by this House on the Lith 
and 12th of the present month, as relates to «the removal | 
of slaves from State to State,’ and prohibits the action of 
this House on ‘every petition, memorial, resolution, prop- | 
esition, or paper. touching? the same, be, and hereby is, | 
rescinded.” l 

After which, it is reported that “Mr. Dawson called for , 


the reading of the resolution; which having been again ‘j 


read, Mr. Srancty said be wished to introduce an amend- 
ment. The Chair said it v not now in order, the resolu- 
tion not yet being in the possession of the House.” 

When Mr. Stape’s resolution was read, and 1 heard the | 
words “ outrageous violation of human rights” and “ dis- 
graceful ? applied,as I thought, to the slaveholding States, 
and to North Carolina as one of them, I could not repres: 
the indignation I felt at such Janguage. It was under the | 
influence of this excitement that I wished to “ introduce 
an.amendment,’? when the Chair said it was not now in | 
order.” 

The amendment I wished to introduce was in the words 
following: 

“Resolved, That said resolution is disrespectful in its lan- 
guage, and outrageously insulting to the representatives of 
the slaveholding States ; thatit iscaleulated to provoke and 
irritate the members from said States; and that the consid- 
eration ofsaid resolution would be an ‘outrageous violation? į 
of the respect due to the slaveholding States, and would 
necessarily tend to weaken the bonds of our Union. 

+ Resolved, That said resolution is ‘disgraceful’ to the 
member who presents it, as it evinces a total disregard of | 
the feelings of the representatives or the slaveholding States 


ofthis Union, and does not deserve to be considered by the |! 


House.” 

But the rules of order, different at different times, pre- |! 
vented me from introducing this amendment, and I do not j] 
now regret it, ns the resolution was not considered by the ;i 
Honse, and as I have been since satisfied that, though the || 
language sounded harshly to the cars of a Representative | 
from the South, nothing offensive was intended, and 1 write 
this note now, that my constituents may be informed what i 
my amendment was; waiting for an hour of leisure, when | 
I will inform them more fully why it was that [did not vote |} 
upon the resolutions recently otlered by a member from 
New Hampshire. 

I have good reasons for refusing to join in the miserable | 
farce which has been played by the instruments of party in į 
the House of Representatives during Tuesday and Wednes- 
day last. 

Oblige me by publishing this note. 

Very respeettatly, yours, EDWARD STANLY. 


‘Comment on this letter, it would seem, is unnecessary. | 
The resolution of the member from Vermont not only i 
strikes at the root of every interest the southern States | 
have in the institutions of slavery, but it uses the most de- | 
grading and abusive language that a foul tongue could | 
express or a poisoned pen records and so the member from 
North Carolina virtually expresses himself; but either front | 
being whipped into the traces by force of party discipline, 
or from cowardice, unworthy a son of the South, whose 
heart. ought to be in ber interests, and her repntation his | 
boast, he is forced to the degrading public acknowledgment 
that nothing offensive to the South was intended by the 
member from Vermont! J think, as the people of North 
Carolina will understand this matter, it is useless for me to 
expand upon it. 

Bata word in relati 
days prior to my ‘redlection, several interrogatories were | 
propounded to ime on the subject of the abolition of slavery 
$n the District of Columbia, and T, probably on the spur of | 
the occasion, auswered them without time for reflection or 
opportunity for examination; but F am to say that, on ma- 
ture examination, Fhave not one word contained in that į 
letterto take back, as it regards slavery in the abstract or 
abolitionism. When I wrote that letter I felt as £ wrote. 
T wrote as F now feel, and as E hope always to feel, on the 
subject of slavery in the abstract, and as thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of the best men the world ever pro- 
duced bave thought, and now think, both in free and in } 
slave States, i 

My remarks in that letter were made with reference to 
slavery in all time, present, past, and future, and without 
reference to any particular realm, kingdom, empire, or re- | 
public 5 and I now say, that the man who will otherwise ex- 
press himself to this general view of the subject of slavery | 
in the abstract, is no philanthropist, is no friend to human | 
Jiberty, and would be unworthy the proud name of an | 
American, j 

My objections to modern abolitionism are strongly ex- 
pressed in the same letter. I there deprecate it as disor- 
ganizing in its tendencies, in violation of the compact by 
which the Union was brougnt into existence, and, if per- 
sisted in, will endanger its duration. My official course | 
since has heen in accordance with the view I then enter- Í 
tained of it. I voted to suspend the rule for the admission | 
of Mr. ATHERTON’s resolutions, for the object and contents 
of which I refer the reader to the Journals of the House of 
Representatives for the present session of Congress. A Mo- 
tion for adjournmentwas then made by Mr. Ber, at the early 
hour ofhaifpast one o’clock, p. m, evidently for the purpose 
of defeating the adoption of the resolutions. I voted against 
the adjournment; but the member from North Carolina | 
(Mr. Srann} voted in favor of the adjournment. f voted 
throughout for the adoption of these resolutions, with the 
exception of the last division of the last resolution, which 
goes to prevent the reading, printing, and reference of peti- 
tions on the subject ofabolitionism. ‘This I thought impolitic, 
and well calculated to multiply petitions and petitioners on 
this vexed question, because such a disposition never fails 


om and in justice to myself. A few || 
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;| good policy and a sound interpretation of the Constitution 


| slavery its 


| repeat, where was the member at this responsible crisis ? i 


| he assumed all the pertness of a whiffet, hissed on, puppy- 


| had the member suspended the previous question which he | 


the ery of persecution. TY also thought that such a 
sition of petitions was a violation of the right of peti- 


j and refuse legislative action upon them, is virtually to pros- 


; very within its jimit: 


tion as‘secured by the Constitution; for, surcly, to prevent 


trate the right to petition. To recognize the right to peti- | 
tion Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Coluinbia, 
(which Congress does by receiving petitions for that pur- 
pose,) and at the sawe time, and by the same act, refuse 
them the usual legislative action, is worse than contempt- 
uous mockery of the right to petition. 

I hold that the people have a right to petition Congress |; 
for the redress of every grievance not forbidden by the Con- | 
stitution. I hold that the people are, and of right ought to 
be, the judges of whatthey shall petition Congress for; and | 
E hold it follows, as a corollary, that Congress is bound to 
give petitions the proper and usual direetion, to the end that 
they may receive that legisiative action which the framers 
of the Constitution intended they should, when they se- 
cured inviolate the right of petition. Tt seems to me that 


i 
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require that such should be the disposition ofall petitions. 
T-voted for Mr. Arnerron’s resolutions, because I thought 
the reserved and constitutional rights of the southern States 
demanded their adoption. I voted for them, because I 
thought the peace and quiet of the country required it. I 
voted for them, because, as I have before said, I think the 
practical operation of the principles of modern abolitionism 
would be more fatal to the unfortunate African than even 
elf as it at present exists in the United States ; 
and, therefore, I can consider modern abolitionism in no 
other light than as mistaken philanthropy. I voted for their 
adoption, because I am not clear that Congress has any 
sach power over the District of Columbia as to abolish sla- | 
But above all, E voted for them, be- | 
cause I think the perpetuity of this Union, and the duration 
of our institutions required that they should all be adopted, 
with the exception of that part of the lastresolution which | 
I before excepted. | 
I say I stood by and sustained these resolutions, voting 
for them against all the efforts to defeat them by the Oppo- 
sition; but where was the member from North Carolina at 
this trying moment? Ihave examined the Journals; the 
name of Epwarp STanry is not to be found. Where was 
he, E ask, when tbe northern Democracy rallied almost to 
aman to pat at rest a question that was shaking the insti- 
tutions of his State from their center to their circumference, 
and endangering the very existence of the Union itself? I 


Was he at his post, sustaining the interests of his State, 
which he said, on one occasion notlong since, had “ GROWN 
WITH HIS GROWTH! STRENGTHENED WITH HIS STRENGTH)? | 
No, be was notat his post. He was, spaniel-like, skulking 
from his duty and bis post, at the nod of party discipline ; | 
but, when backed and prompted by the Abolitionist, Slade, 


attempt. 

Rut to conclude, people of North Carolina, (for this paper 
may find its way to you,) what do you think of your Rep- 
resentative, who has auempted to practice a base fraud and | 
amean deception upon you, by promulgating a speech | 
among you, purporting to have been delivered by him in | 
the House of Representatives, which never was delivered, 
and though a disgrace—delivered or written—to any man 
but the member from North Carolina, he has neither the 
moral courage nor the talentto deliver? Whatdo you think | 
of your Representative, who has patiently stood to be | 
charged with base falsehood and foul detraction with im- | 
punity, and who, to skulk from the responsibility of resent- | 
ing such an insult, has basely denied that which every word | 
written in that which he is pleased to call his speech bears j 
evidence, thus adding, 1 repeat, base falsehood to mean į 
cowardice? What do you think of your Representative, i 
who has skulked from the support of measures (E mean 
ATHERTON’s resolutions) introduced for the purpose of put- | 
ting to rest that dangerous question, modern abolitionism, 
so eminently caleulated to disturb the peace and harmony | 
of this Union, and to prostrate or shake the institutions of 
the nember’s State, whose interests have “ grown with his 
growth! and strengthened with his strength 1” 

But, above all, what do you think of your Representative, 
who has permitted himself to be made the tool, the eats- 
paw, the thing, the automaton, and the parret, through 
which an open and avowed Abolitionist should make an 
anti-abolition speech? An ant-abolition speech through 
your Representative! and that, too, by au Abolitionist! 
Yes; and, I believe, an amalgamation Abolitionist, too, a 
man who has spent or evaporated thousands of dollars on | 
the floor of Congress in efforts to establish principles and | 
laws subversive of your institutions, in violation of your re- 
served rights as a State, and disorganizing, if not destruc- | 
tive, to the Union ; and so far as amalgamation is concerned, 
or is a part of his creed, degrading to the Ameriean charac- | 
ter. Vhis is the man from whom your Representative re- 
ecives promptings, papers, and dictations, to fix upon me 
the character of an Abolitionist | and to expose the horrors, | 
injustice, and dangers of modern abolitionism! 1 

Į conclude by saying, that if the speech in the Intelli- 
gencer, which purports to be “ the reply of Mr. Sranty, of | 
North Carolina, to Dr. Dencan’? had been delivered, and 


t 
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like, to do that which a bigger dog had not the courage to | 
| 
| 


held, and which he refused to suspend, this communication 
would have appeared in the form of a reply, which would 
have been made to all he really did say ; but as it was, I 
thought it due tu myself, to those who may read this paper, 
and to the cause of truth and justice, to make the above 
exposé. 

Further this deponent saith not. 


A. DUNCAN. 

House or Representatives, February 12,1839. 
Sig: Ina letter written by me mm answer to some inter- 
rogatories propounded to me on the subject of abolitionism, 
by a number of members of the anti-slavery society in the į 
district T have the honor to represent, I deprecate ‘slavery | 
in the abstract; and Fattempt, to some cxtent, to describe | 
the effects if has upon the institutions and prospects of those 
countries and States where it exists. f also, in the same 
letter, deprecate modern abolitionism-as dangerous and 


disorganizing, subversive of the reserved rights of the slave 


States, and calculated to endanger the Union, &c. All, in 
that letter, that I said in relation to slavery, was intended 
to apply to slavery in the abstract ; also, to apply to slavery 
and its effects in all time—past, present, and future. I gave 
no locations. My objections and descriptions were of the 
most general character. I see in a speech published in the 
National Intelligencer, purporting to be a speech made by 
“ Mr. Sranzy, of North Carolina, in reply to Dr. Duncan,” 
&c., be is made to ask, in substance, if the ruin and deso- 
lation, &c., which I describe in the letter abovenamed, ap- 
plies to your district, &c.? You are made to respond, 
“No; it isa foul libel, a base slander upon my constitu- 
ents and upon my State.” If you made such a remark, I 
did vot hear it, or E would have responded to'it at the time. 
I presume you made it. Now, sir, if you read my letter, 
you must have seen that my objections to slavery have ref- 
erence to slavery in the abstract, and applied to slavery, as 
I have before said, in all time; and my description of its 
effects had no Jocation. Yon had no right to suppose that 
my description of the eff of slavery applied to your 
State, or your district, where it is well Known, it isa matter 
of history creditable to your State, that slavery exists in its 
mildest and most unexeeptionable form. I say, if you had 
read my letter, you would have had no grounds to warrant 
the remark you are said to have made If yon never read 
the letter, and know nothing of its contents, only from the 
base and unmanly manner in which its garbled fragments 
have been exhibited, you are wholly unjustifiable in your 
remark. You made the remark under the broad and pro- 
tective shicld of parliamentary privilege. You have not the 
moral courage to face me, or any other man, and make 
such a remark without the protection of such a privilege. 
It is a shield and privilege under which many a puppy, in 
man’s shape, has taken refuge. 

I think your remarks were unwarranted, uncalled for, 
and unprovoked. And, sir, on my own responsidility, and 
without claim to privilege, permit me, by way of offset and 
compromise, to reciprocate the remark by another, which 
I think better founded in truth ~that is, that you are a liar 
and @ scoundrel, and permit me to add, also, that, in my 
opinion, you are better qualified to adorn the gambler’s 
board, the brothel, and the doggery, than the Halls of Con- 


gress. 
A. DUNCAN, 


To WiuiiaM SOUTHGATE, Esq. 


House or RePresenratives, February 18, 1839. 

Ste: In the remarks which {made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 17th January, 109, on the resolution to 
appoint a committee to investigate the defatcations of Sam- 
uel Swartwout, I exposed the names of several Government 
defanlters, and the several amounts for which they were in 
default, and the offices which they belt under which the 
defaleations occurred. In my expositions T was governed 
by the official reports and records of the different Govern- 
ment Departments. Among them I found the name of 
Robert B. Randolph, acting purser in the Navy, reported to 
be a defaulter to the amount of $25,000, or upwards. Since 
the publication of the remarks above referred to, E have 
scen a communication addressed to me through th 
andria Gazette, (a paper published in the District of 
bia,) signed Robert B. Randolph, denying that he is a public 
defaulter, as he has vouchers to show, &e. 

1 hope the statement of Mr. Randolph is trne. Jt will 
give me great uneasiness, if I have done him injustice. f 
have not the slightest acquaintanee with Mr. Randolph, nor 
have I any practical knowledge of his defalcations what- 
ever. IfI baye done him injustice in the exposition IT have 
made, it will give me great pleasure to acknowledge wy 
error in as public a manner as f have made the exposition. 
Will you have the goodness to inform me, without delay, 
what the relations of Mr. Randolph are with the Govern- 
mentin reference to the defalcations reported by your De- 
partment? 

Respectfully, 

To the FOURTH AUDITOR. 


A. DUNCAN. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
FOURTH Avprror’s Orrice, February 19, 1839, 
Sin: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
Jetter of this date, inquiring “what the relations of Mr. 
Robert B. Randolph are with the Government, in reference 
to the defaleations reported by the Treasury Department,” 
and to state, in reply, that the account of Mr. Randolph, as 
acting purser of the frigate Constitution, was settled and 
closed in this office, in the month of October, 1828; that in 
February, 1833, he was recharged with items for which he 
had been erroncously credited in the previous settlement, 
amounting to $25,220 17; and that by a subsequent alow- 
ance for pay and rations to 19th April, 1833, the balance 
against him was reduced to £25,097 83, in which sum he 
appears, by the books of this office, still to be indebted to 
the United States. 
T have the honor, sir, to be, very respectfully, your obedi- 
ent servant, A. O. DAYTON. 


To Hon. Avex. Duncan, House of Representatives. 


House or Representatives, February 19, 1899. 

Sir: If you were Fourth Anditor of the Treasury De- 
partment at the time Robert B. Randolph was purser in the 
Navy, wit you have the goodness ‘to state to me whether 
Mr. Randolph was, or was not, a public defaulter? If he 
wasa defaulter, please state towhat amount he so appeared. 
Lt isalike due to myself, as it is to Mr. Randolph, that this 
information should be furnished me. Will you picase give 
it your immediate attention. 

fam yours, with high respect, A. DUNCAN. 
Hon. A. KENDALL. 


2 


WASHINGTON, February 19, 1839. 
Str: I have just received your letter of this date. | was 
not Fourth Auditor at the time Robert B. Randolph was an 
acting purser in the Navy, nor did [settle his account for 
thatservice ; but I settled the account of his predecessor in 
the pursership, who had died atsea; ‘and in. the course of 


sum of public money teft by the deceased pursér on board 
ofthis ship, with which he had never been’ chargéd ai 


other property, public and private, for whichhe:did- not ap- | 


pear to. have accounted. The amount was accordingly 
charged to him on the books of-the 
J suppose, the charge still stands. 


hagd:paid away the money on -accotutiof:his predecessor, 
and taken the vouchers in his hame, but could produce no. 
proof which would entitle him to eredits.in-the accounting 
office. It was the opinion of a court of inquiry, called in 
his case, that he had-applied-a portion-of the money in the 
way be alleged; and that be was: justly indebted for the 
balanec. war 
I write from.memory, and cannot particularize. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
` AMOS KENDALL. 


Hon. A. DUNCAN. 


{have been induced'tomake the inquiries and-exposures 
here exhibited, in consequence of the following commu- 
nication: | 

. To the. Hon. A. Duncan, of Ohio. 

Ina speech which has been published, said also to have 
heen delivered by you, in the House of Representatives, I 
find that you have classed me among the public defaulters. 
However much. you ‘may be in favor of abolition “in the 
abstract,” I bog that hereafter vou will not, in making use 
of my name, abolish the truth. I am no defaulter, as the 
documents in my possession will show. It may suit your 
creed, sir, to-stand upin yourptace, and, with brazen front, 


defame honest:and honorable: men ; but you shall not use‘|! 


your ‘privilege,?? where Lam concerned, without .reeeiv- 
ing a. proper contradiction. You have quite enough to do.to, 
detend the peculations and frauds of your political friends— 
those who steal ‘millions and up stakes for England, as well 
as those .who steal thousands and: remain at anchor herem: 
without ‘calumniating: innocent persons. I therefore reg- 
ommend to you a littie.caution.in your future barangues. 
R. B. RANDOLPH, | 
Late of the United States Navy. 
ALEXANDRIA, January 29, 1839, Mas 


It was-not froma spirit of resentment I have been induced 
to notice the above conimunication. No; I was led to no- 
tice it from a disposition to do Mr. Randolph justice and 
right, if I had done him an injury, although I think most 
readers will conelude, with me, that Mr. Randolph might 
have seen abundance of reason, in the following extract, to 
have. desisted from the above communication. The extract 
is taken from the speech to which Mr. Randolph alludes, 
and was in ‘answer to Mr. BELL, as the extract shows. 
When I was exposing the defalcation of the Messrs. Er- 
wins, Mr. Bent, of ‘Tennessee, rose, and said the Erwins 
were not defaulters ; it was a slander promulgated by the 
Globe paper. 

“Mr. Duncan responded, that he did not get the: inform- 
ation from the Globe; he obtained it from the records in 
the-archives of the Government—evidence of the highest 
character, and ‘that which is open to the view of every one 
who desires to: read. I hope (said Mr. D.) itis not true. 
I would prefer to conceal at all times, human weakness and 
depravity, rather than expose, where it may be done with- 
out public injury; but I would prefer that such depravity 
as I am now exposing, did not exist. And let me say, 
once for all, that I know nothing personally of the- numer- 
ous and wholesale frauds which Lam now exposing. Iam 
alike ignorant of the men whom the records show to be. 
the perpetrators. These frauds, with the names: of those 
who committed them, are matters of record, and the. facts 
are spread over the whole country, and known to all who 


read the. Journals of Congress andthe reports of the Secre- |; 


tary of the Treasury. Consequently, my exposition can 
neither affect the reputation of those whose names I ex- 
pose.or the cause of justice.” 

I say the remarks contained in this extract. might have 
well: superseded the communjcation. But Mr. R. volun- 
teers the following advice: ‘I therefore recommend to you 
a Hte caution in your future harangues.” I return my 
thanks for this advice, and «when I want more | will call 
forit. ButMr. R. is unkind in saying: “ It may suit your 
creed, sir, to stand up in your place, and, with -brazen 
front, defame honest and honorable men.”? {say this is an 
unkind charge—is unkind if it is intended to fix on me'a 
elaim of privilege in consequence of my representative 
character. I claim no‘privilege on ‘that ground. I hold 
myself responsible for all I say, either in. my personal or 
representative character. Ef, perchance, I am officially 
compelied to notice men and things in:a manner unpleas- 
ant, and-I.am to be held responsible in my individual capa- 
city, all. Į ask is that he be a gentieman who so holds me. 
F want him to have clean hands. He must be sueh a one 
whose frauds have not been such as to place him out of 
time and out-of place when he is without the gloomy walls 
of a.degrading penitentiary. He must not have the base 
and degraded character of coward united to his reputation 
in life and to his memory in death, by having pulled. the 
nose of an old patriot, withered and bleached by the frosts 
of seventy winters, and. worn to the brink of the grave by 
services to. Ris.country. A. DUNCAN. 


Therefore, 


: Resolved, That: the said ALEXANDER DUNCAN ‘has, in the | 


premises, subjected himself to the just censure of this 
Holse ; and that he be reprimanded therefor by the Speak- 
er, itt the presence of the House. i 

Mr. ELMORE then gave his. reasons at length 
why he. should sustain. this motion. Mr. E. 
having, 8s requested by the original mover, re- 
newed the. motion, $ 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked Mr. PETRIKIN to 


thatduty, discovered that Mr. Randelph had reeeived alerge |: 


Fourth: Auditor, where, || 
Mr. Randalph.denied his indebtedness, alleging ‘that ‘he | 


substitute.a demand for the previous question; but. 


Mr. P. declined. 


Mr. CUSHMAN called for the yeas and nays; 


which. were. ordered. 


.Mr. WISE moved a gall of the House; which | 
: was agreed to—ayes 88, noes 69. : 


After theieall 


dispensed with. 

Mr. WILDEAMS, of Kentucky, (Mr. -PETRE 
xin having again temporarily withdrawn the 
pending mation). :briefly assigned. the reasons 
why he should vote to lay on the:table, 


‘he motion having been renewed by. Mr. W., 


the vote thereon was-——yeas 117, nays.94; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messts..Adams, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Brodhead, 


Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng,John Campbell, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Crabb, 
Craig, Crary, Crockett, Cushman, Davee, De Graff, Drom- 
goole, Elmore, Farrington, Isaac Fletcber, Foster, Fry, Gal- 


up, Glaseock, Grant, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, ‘Ha- 


mer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Howard, 
William H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, Ingham, Thomas 
B., Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, Kem- 
ble, -Klingeasmith, Leadbetter, Logan Loumis; Lyon, James 
M. Mason, Martin, Maury, MeKay, Robert McClellan, 
Abraham McClellan, McClure, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Samuc! W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Owens, ‘Pal- 
mer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Pennybacker, Pet- 
rikin, Phelps, Pickens, Plumer, Potter, Pratt, Jobn- H. Pren- 
tiss, Reily, Richardson, Rives, Robertson, Sawyer, Sheffer, 
Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, 
Titis, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Wag- 
ener, Webster, Weeks, Whitlesey, Sherrard Williams, 
Jared W: Williams, Joseph L. Wiliams, Worthington, aod 
Yeji—117, 

NAYS——-Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allan, Aycrigg, Bell, 
Biddle, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, 


John ‘Cathoon, William B. Campbell, Carter, Chambers, 


Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Daw- 
son,Davies, Deberry, Deunis, Dunn, Evans, Everett, Ewing, 
Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Giddings,Goode, 
James Graham, William Graham, Grennell, Hall, Hatsted, 
Harper, flastings, Hawes, Henry, Hered, Hoffman, Jabez 
Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, William C. Johnson, Ken- 
nedy, Legare, Lincotn, Mallory, Marvin, May, McKennan, 
Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Naylor, Noyes, Ogle, 
Pearce, Peck, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Putnam, 
Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Robinson, Rumsey, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Scrgeant, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sibley, Slade, Stuart, Suatton, Taliaferro, Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, 
John White, Lewis Williams, Christopher H. Williams, 
Wise, Word, and Yorke—94. 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 


MEMORIAL. 

‘Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, on leave, pre- 
sented the memorial of the inhabitants of St. Al- 
bans, Vermont, upon the subject of the attack on 
the:steamer Caroline, the-neutrality law, and the 


‘disturbances on the Canadian frontier. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported with amendments Senate 
bill to appoint commissioners to adjust claims 
under the Choctaw treaty. 

COMMODORE ELLIOTT. 


Mr. NAYLOR, from the select committee ap- 


| pened to inquire into the conduct of Commodore 


Iiott, while commanding inthe Mediterranean, 
on leave, made a report thereon; which was read, 
and was accompanied by the following resolu- 


į tions: 


Resolved, That an interference, by the House of Represent- 
atives, inthe disputes that occur between subordinate offi- 
cers of the Navy and their superiors, commanding squad- 


rons, is a power which ought at all times to be exercised with, 


great caution, andis calculated to produce insubordination 
in that important arm of the national defense. But, in the 
opinion of this committee, itis competent for the Represent- 
atives of the people to investigate any abuses alleged to be 
committed by officers in command of squadrons, and to 


provide by law, for the recurrence ofsuch abuses; and more- : 


over to investigate and ascertain whether the head of the 


: Navy Department may have used such means as are placed 
| in: his‘ hands by Jaw to punish and prevent any-such alleged 


abuses. 
Resolved, That the most appropriate remedy for such 
subordinate officers, is an appeal to the Secretary of the 


Navy for'a court of inquiry to investigate the charges ex- | 
hibited against their superiors; and from his-decision: tbe. 


party aggrieved may. appeal to the President, who, by the 


! Constitution, is Commander-in-Chief of the Navy 5 he, as 
well as the Secretary, being liable to an impeachment for i 


a willful-and corrupt violation or neglect of duty. __ 
Resolved, That the time allowed this committee is insuffi- 
cient to enable them to make a full and thorough examin- . 


Í ation of the subject committed to them,;. that.even a Jim- 


ited and partial-examination would require them, contrary 
to the duty they owe to their ‘immediate constituents and 
the country-at large, to be absent. daily during the sittings 
of the House at this important period of the session. 
Resolved, therefore, That it is iInexpedient to commence 
the investigation at this time, and that the chairman report 
these resolutions, witir the journal-of our proceedings, to 
the House, together with the opinion of this committee that 


Afte was proceeded in till two:hundred 
and sixteen members were ascertained tobe pres-. 


Rts a ee 
"Ba motion of Mr. ANDERSON, it was further 


the subject. majter seferred.to them: 
Sain EE wane 
consideration: ofthe subjecte. ” sabam 
Mr NAYLOR moved to lay the subject on.the 
table, and print, but withdrew it at the requ 
_ Mr. PRENTISS, of ‘Mississippi; who moved’ 
its recommitment, with instructions to strike out 
the ‘first resolution, and addressed the Flouse at 
length on the subject. Bene 
Mr. CAMBRELENG. then moved to: lay on 
the table and print -all the. reports; which was 
agreed to. Hk 


‘RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. HOWARD, on leave, submitted the. fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read and Agreed fos, 

Resolued, That the President of the Unite States bere- 
quested ta inform this House whetherany, and what, change 
has occurred, since ‘his annual message, in the posture of 
the relations between the United ‘States and Mexico, and 
to. communicate to the House such correspondence relatigg’ 
thereto as may not be incompatible withthe public interest. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then went into the Committee of’ 
the Whole on the state.of the Union, (Mr. Bangs 
in the -chair,) and resumed the ‘consideration of 
the general appropriation bill. as 

The question immediately -pending .was the 
motion of Mr. BRONSON „to amend: that partiof 
the bill providing for the support of the supreme 
court, by limiting. the application of thecontingent 
fund thereof... : EE E 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, who-was:entitled ‘to 
the floor, addressed the Houseat much length:on 
the various leading topics :of: the day: =“ ae 
Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, obtained the 
floor, but gave way :to Ea Ue Wk fe, Okoes 

Mr. SLADE, who spoke for sometime, when 


| he gave way for.a.motion for the committee: to 


rise, on which the vote was—ayes.44, noés Si; 


i no quorum. 


Mr. S. resumed and concluded, when the com- 
mittee.rose, and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. eee 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1839. 

‘Mr. LYON presented the petition of Igradl V. 
Harris and others, praying the establishment of 
a post road from Kent, in: Kent -county, through 
the town of Tallmadge, to Muskegon, in Ottowa 
county, Michigan. . z rs lage 

Also, two petitions signed ‘by one :hundred-and 
sixty-five inhabitants. of Kent county,’ Michigan, 
praying: an appropriation for the construction‘of 
a harbor at Port: Sheldon, in said State; which 
were referred to the Committee on the: Post Office: 
and Post Roads. f AEAEE eT 

Mr. BENTON. presented : three. petitions from: 
persons asking for preémption rights; which were 
referred to the Committee:on Public ‘hands,:and 
ordered to be printed. ' 

Mr. KING presented a memorial -of sundry 
citizens residing in Key Vaccas, praying-Con- 
gress that all legislation on the subject. of making 
Indian Key a port of entry :may be postponed 
until further investigation; which was referred to 
the Committee-on-Commerce, and ordered ;to be 

rinted. 

Mr. YOUNG submitted a report-of the Board 
of Public Works of. the State of Illinois;. which 
was laid on the table, and three hundred extra 
copies ordered to be printed... 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Thom- 
as Coyle, which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. LINN presented the papers of Peter De- 
selle, in relation.to a land claim; which were: re- 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee -on Revolutionary Claims, to whieh was 
referred the petition of the heirs of William Rum- 
sey, and the petition of the heirs.of John L. De 
Van Brun, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. NORVELL, from the same committee,.to 
which was referred the bill for the relief. of Jo- 
seph R. Folsom, and the owners and crew of the. 
brig Galaxy, reported the. same without amend- 
ment. sega 

Mr. LYON, from. the. Committeevon Private 


Land Claims, to which was referred.a.petition.of. 
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February 23, 


Joseph Campan, for the confirmation of his title 
to a tract of land, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to'a second reading, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. L.. also, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, to which was-referred the bill to au- | 
thorize the construction of certain improvements | 
in Wisconsin, reported the same without amend- | 
ment. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

An act for the relief of Dennis Tramell; 

An act for the relief of Joseph M. Hernandez; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Glascock, deceased; 

The bill to grant to the State of Indiana the 
right of preémption to a quantity of land, to aid | 
in the construction of a railroad from New Al- 
bany, Indiana, to Mount Carmel, in Illinois; and | 
< The bill to amend the act of 5d March, 1834, 
supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act to | 
amend the judicial system ef the United States.” 


The bill to fix the minimum price of the public 
landy acquired by the Miami treaty of November 
f . 
Phe Dill for the relief of John A. Jacocks; 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy; 
A. bill for the relief of Samuel Collins; and 


The bill to amend the act of 3d March, 1837, | 


entitled “ An act supplementary to the act enti- | 
tled § An act toamend the judicial system of the 
United States,” and for other purposes, after | 
being amended on motions of Messrs. LINN, | 
CLAY of Alabama, NORVELL, and SEVIER, | 
were severally ordered to be engrossed. 

The bill to explain and amend the fifth section | 
of the act for the better organization of the Uni- || 
ted States Marine Corps was read the second time 


as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be | 


engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to provide for the appointment of a | 
board of commissioners to hear and examine | 
claims against the United States, was taken up, i 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole; | 
and, after some remarks from Messrs. BAYARD, 


WALL, SEVIER, HUBBARD, PRENTISS, || 


BENTON, CALHOUN, and SMITH of Con- 

necticut, was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 

reading. 
The VICE PRESIDENT said, that according 


to usage he did not intend to resume his seat in |} 


the Senate this session. He had a great deal of | 
correspondence and some business at the public | 
offices to attend to, which the Senate knew tha 
he could not do while performing his duties in | 


j 


the chair, and therefore his absence from the Sen- |) 
HI 


nte became indispensably necessary. He would | 


take this occasion to express his obligations to |, 


the members of the Senate for the kindness and 

courtesy with which he had been treated during 

the years he had presided over their deliberations, 

and he concluded by wishing them all a safe and 

happy return to their families and their homes. 
he Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 23, 1839. 


Sundry bills from the Senate were taken up, 
read twice, and referred to their appropriate 
standing committees. 


ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 


The bill to provide for the armed occupation of | 
Florida, being taken up, | 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved that it be Jaid on i 
the table. | 

Mr. DOWNING earnestly solicited the gen- 
tleman to permit the bill be committed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON declined. 

Mr. DOWNING moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. YELL appealed to Mr. R. not to press his | 
motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON again declined, but subse- | 
quently withdrew it. 
4 Mr. YELL moved. its postonement tilt Mon- 


t 
ay. 
Mr. ROBERTSON moved its indefinite post- | 
ponement. 
Mr. CRAIG. That opens the whole merits 


t 
1 
{ 
j 
i 


ofthe question, | 


Mr. YELL withdrew his motion; and the ques- 
tion recurring on that to commit, 


| Mr. ROBERTSON opposed the bill with much 


earnestness, as, in effect, a proposition to add ten 
| thousand men to the standing Army. If commit- 
ted at all, he insisted it should be to a select com- 
mittee; and if to any standing committee, it 
should be that on Public Lands. Morever, there 
was no time for the due consideration of ameas- 
ure of so much importance. If the system was 
a good one for Florida, why should it not be for 
the western portions of Missouri and Arkansas? 
It was, in effect, (he said,) a proposition to give 
away three million acres of the finest land in the 
world. Mr. R. concluded by renewing his mo- 
tion to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. STANLY moved a call of the House; 
upon which motion, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, demand- 
| ed the yeas and nays; which, being ordered, were 
—yeas 89, nays 60. 

So the call was ordered, and proceeded in until 
one hundred and eighty-eight members answered 
to their names; when, 

On motion of Mr, CAMBRELENG, all further 
proceedings in the same were dispensed with. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
lay the bill on the table; upon which 

Mr. GRENNELL demanded the yeas and 
i nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 91, 
nays 94; as follows: 


| _YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, John 
| W. Allen, Aycrigg, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Wil- 
| Jiam B. Calhoun, John Calhoon, Carter, Chambers, Cheat- 
ham, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Davies, De- 
berry, Dennis, Dunn, Edwards, Everett, Ewing, Richard 
Fletcher, Fillmore, Giddings, Goode, James Graham, Wil- 


| liam Grabam,. Graves, Grennell, Hall, Halsted, Hamer, 


Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Robert 
M. 'T. Hunter, Jabez Jackson, William C. Johnson, Ken- 
nedy, Lincoln, Marvin, Sampson Mason, Maury, Max- 
well, McKennan, Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, 
Calvary Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Pearce, Potts, Sergeant S. 
Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, Randotph, Rencher, Ridgway, 
i Robertson, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Sergeant, Shields, 
| Sibley, Slade, Southgate, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, 
| Taliaferro, Tillinghast, ‘Toland, Underwood, Webster, Al- 
bert 8. White, Jobn White, Lewis Williams, Sherrard 
| Williams, Word, and Yorke—91. 

YEAS — Messrs. Andrews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Beers, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bronson, Buchanan, 
| Cambreleng, William B. Campbeti, John Campbell, Casey, 
t Chapman, Clark, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Crabb, Craig, 
Cushman, Dawson, Dromgoole, Dimore, Farrington, Isaac 
| Pletcher, Poster, Fry, Gallup, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
| land, Glascock, Grant, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Hammond, 
į Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Holt, Howard, tng- 
ham, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
Keim, Klingensmith, Logan, Lyon, Mallory, James M. 
Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert MeClellan, Abraham Me- 
Clean, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Noble, 
Noyes, Owens, Palmer, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, Payu- 
ter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, John 
HL Prentiss, Richardson, Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, Sheplor, 
Spencer, Swearingen, Taylor, Thomas, Thompson, Titus, 
Toucey, Towns, ‘Turney, Vail, Weeks, Jared W. Wil- 
liams, and Yell—94. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
to commit the same to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs; but before taking the vote upon the 
same, 


ij} Mr. ROBERTSON moved to refer so much of 


the bill as provides for a survey of the lands to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and so much as 
relates to a supply of grain to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to consider the general appropria- 
tion bill, but waived it for the present, at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. THOMAS, on whose motion the House 
took up and considered Senate bill entitled ‘* An 
act in amendment of the acts respecting the judi- 
cial system of the United States. ” 

Mr. SERGEANT made a few remarks in re- 
lation to the nature of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS hoped the bill would be acted 
on now, as it had passed the Senate twice, had 
been favorably reported upon by the Judiciary 
Committee of the House, and had met the ap- 
proval of the whole body of the judiciary. 

Mr. SERGEANT made a few further remarks 
| in defense of the bill; after which, 

Mr. ADAMS inquired what punishment had 
been substituted for the whipping and pillory for 
felony, which, he perceived, had been abolished. 
| He did not think a substitute had been provided 
therefor: 


Mr. SERGEANT was understood to say that 
only a part of the punishment for felony had 
been abolished, and that the other portion, im- 
prisonment, remained. The bill had undergone 
full investigation, and had met the approval of 
the Judiciary Committee and the judges of the 
Supreme Court, and hoped it would pass without 

elay. 

r. ADAMS said there was strong authority 
to sustain the bill, and was unwilling to make any 
serious objection to it; but there were a number 
of alterations of the present code, and should like 
time to give it more mature consideration. There 
had been two ignominious punishments for felony 
abolished, (whipping and the pillory,) and no 
reasons had been assigned therefor; and for the 
withdrawal of these, there should at least some- 
thing be substituted. The pillory was an igno- 
minious punishment; but to throw the felon back 
upon the provisions of the former law which was 
left, was an aggravation of his punishment, and 
doing him great injustice. He was not willing 
to give up the punishment of the pillory, because 
it operated upon the mind; it acted upon the moral 
feeling of the man, and not upon his physical 
powers, as imprisonment did; it operated upon 
the reputation, and not upon the person; and he 
considered those punishments which operated 
upon the moral feling the best, and would be in 
favor of increasing the penalties in this respect, 
and alleviating those upon the physical man. 
He would like to see the practice restored to the 
bill, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that this was a 
Senate bill, and could be acted upon at any time; 
and, by the rules of the House, we had but three 
days left in which we could send bills to the Sen- 
ate, originating in this body; and he hoped the 
House would either act upon it without further 
debate; or postpone it until next Friday or Satur- 

ay. 
The bill was then, without further debate; or- 
dered to a third reading on Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, in com- 
pliance witb a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 11th instant, transmitting all the 
facts in relation to the existing contract for carry- 
ing the mail from Louisville, Kentucky, to New 


| Orleans; which was laid on the table, and or- 


dered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Postmaster 
General, in pursuance of acts of Congress, trans- 
mitting the annual report of the contracts made 
for the transportation of the mail within the year 
preceding the Ist of July, 1838; also, a statement 
of all land and water mailsestablished or ordered 
within the same year, other than those let to con- 
tracts at the annual lettings, together with a copy 
of the abstract of the offers made thereon, also, 
various other information under several. acta of 
Congress; which were, on motion of Mr.BRIGGS, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, for the purpose of ascertaining what 
was to be printed. . 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Banxs in the chair,) 
to consider the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill. The immediate question before the House 
was the motion of Mr. Bronson to limit the ap- 
plication of the contingent fund for the support 
of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, who was enti- 
tled to the floor, proeeeded to discuss, at length, 
the policy of the past and present Administra- 
tions. He vindicated the Conservatives from the 
charge that they had abandoned the principles of 
General Jackson’s administration, and said that 
they were governed by patriotic motives, &c., 
and gloried in his efforts to break down the Bank 
of the United States. He advocated the com- 
mitment of the public treasures of the nation to 
the banks, made some strictures upon Mr. Van 
Buren’s letter to Sherrard Williams, and depre- 
cated the idea of a specie currency, and con- 
tended that it was impracticable to carry on the 
commercial operations of the country; denounced 
the sub-Treasury bill as a scheme to increase 
Executive patronage and power, and would op- 
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pose such acquisition of power, whether it came 
from Henry Clay, William H. Harrison, or 
Martin Van Buren; that the refusal to receive 
State bank paper, went to destroy the power of 
the States, &c., and argued that the establishment 
of the sub-Treasury system would have the ten- 
dency to bring into existence another national 
bank. He denied that he and the Conservatives 
had formed an alliance, offensive or defensive, 
with any party, but that the Whigs had embraced 
their opinions, and let come what might, he would 
not change his opinions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the floor, and 
was about to proceed to address the House, 
when : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to Mr. Un- 
pDERwoop the propriety of delaying his speech 
until the committee should take up the otherappro- 
priation bills. This bill was of great length, and 
would require considerable time to act upon the 
various amendments and engross the same; and 
the others were very short, and could with facil- 
ity be passed through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD could not yield to the 
suggestion, but proceeded to reply at some length 
upon the speech of his colleague, [Mr. Murray,]} 


and upon the question of currency, and the vari- ` 


ous other topics which occupy the public mind 
at the present day, concluding with the position 
that a national bank was the only remedy which 
could equalize the currency; and hence he was 
opposed to Mr. GarLann’s scheme, for the State 
banks would continue to blow up on every revul- 
sion or depression, as they had done heretofore. 

Mr. HALSTED then went into a review of 
sundry small items of contingencies, and in touch- 
ing, among other things, upon the Mint estab- 
lishment, he averred that every dollar coined at 
New Orleans cost the country two dollars, at the 
other branches $1 50, while at Philadelphia the 
cost of coining was only cight mills on the dollar. 
Therefore he was for abolishing all but the one 
at the Jatter place. Mr, H. went over a variety 
of other topics. 

Mr. REED made a few remarks which were 
not distinctly heard. 
' Mr. BRONSON remarked that, before the 
question was taken, he wished to correct an error 
which he had understood had occurred in the re- 
port of some remarks which he had made on in- 
troducing this amendment. He understood (for 
even now he has not observed the report) that he 
was represented to have charged the clerk of the 
Supreme Court with evil practice or abuse in this 
matter. He did not intend to say, and he thought 
he did not say, that the clerk had been guilty of 
any malpractice; and if he was so reported, he 
apprehended that he had been misunderstood. 
He believed that the charges which had been made 
by the clerk of the court were such as were au- 
thorized by Jaw, or by the rules and practice of 
the court; and it was but justice to the clerk to 
say. that no malconduct or abuse was imputed to 
him personally. But Mr. B. said that he had 
probably stated (and such, as he understood it, 
was the true state of the case) that, as the law and 
the rules and practice of the court now stood, they 
seemed to allow.of an abuse, or of something 
which operated as an abuse, towards the Gov- 
ernment, by permitting the clerk to charge the 
Government for copies of records which had been 
printed at the expense of the Government; and he 
was still of the opinion that, inasmuch as the 
Government paid the expense of printing these 
records, they should not be charged by the clerk 
for copies of such as were necessary for the At- 
torney General in suits in which the United States 
were interested; and he conceived that, if such 
was the law, it was perfectly competent for Con- 
gress now to alter that law, so as to correct this 
thing, and relieve the Government from the charge 
complained ‘of. —— : 
“Alter a few’ remarks from Messrs. McKEN- 
NAN, SERGEANT, and CORWIN, in. oppo- 
sition to` the amendment, atid in explanation of 


the practicé ofthe clerk, 


Mr, BRONSON then withdrew his amendment} ' 


but ` : 

‘Mr. PETRIKIN renewed the same, and the 
question on its adoption was taken, and decided 
in the negative. i . 

“Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, indicated a 
number of amendments he should propose to the 
bill, retrenching clerkships in several of the De- 


partments; and moved to substitute an appropri- 
ation for a chargé d’affaires for the proposed ap- 
propriation for a minister plenipotentiary at the 
court of Spain. 

The motion was opposed by Mr. CUSHING 
and Mr. HOWARD, and lost. ` 

Mr. GARLAND also pointed out several sub- 
jects of complaint in the management of the Post 
Office Department, and warmly objected to an 
item of nearly $500,000 proposed in the bill to 
meet the demands of the Postmaster General. 

An incidental discussion took place on an ap- 
propriation for arrearages in the expenditures for 
the Territory of lowa, which led to extended ex- 
planations by Mr. CHAPMAN, the Delegate from 
that Territory, in relation to the difficulties be- 
tween Governor Lucas and the Secretary of the 
Territory, Mr. Conway. The discussion result- 
ed in the rejection of the item for arrears. 

Mr. BOND proposed to limit the contingent 
fund for foreign missions to $600, and quoted a 
recommendation to that effect in the report of the 
Committee of Retrenchment of 1828; but, after a 
brisk encounter between him and Mr. CAM- 
BRELENG and Mr. HOWARD, in relation to 
that report, the motion was negatived. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, an item was insert- 
ed for a marine hospital at Mobile. 

When the committee rose, an appeal was pend- 
ing, which had been made by Mr. Inauam from 
a decision of the Chairman, [Mr. Banxs,] in re- 
lation to his motion for a reappropriation of 
$100,000, formerly appropriated for a dry-dock 
in New York harbor. 

On the motion to adjourn, the yeas and nays 
were called; when there were—34 for the adjourn- 
ment, and 25 against it. 

A motion for a call of the House was nega- 
tived. 

After frequent attempts to get the bill out of 
committee, alittle before twelve o’clock, p. m., the 
House adjourned. ` 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 25, 1839. 

At eleven o’clock, in the absence of the Vice 
Presipent, the Senate was called to order by the 
Secretary, and then proceeded to ballot fora Pres- 
ident.pro tempore 

On the first ballot thirty votes were given, of 
which Mr. Kına, of Alabama, received twenty- 
eight, and was accordingly declared to be duly 
elected. 

Mr. K. was then conducted to the chair by 


Messrs. Benton and Knicut, and, in a neat and | 


pertinent address, returned thanks for the honor 
conferred on him. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. RUGGLES presented a memorial from 
John Williams and cighty-seven others, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the duty on salt and 
abolition of the fishing bounties; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FULTON presented the petition of Fran- 
cis P. Harklerood, and the petition of Daniel 
Harklerood, severally praying preémption to a 
tract of land; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

‘Mr. SWIFT presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of Addison county, Vermont, praying the es- 
tablishment ofa national foundery at Vergennes, 
in that State; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial of the 
Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, praying 
that the usual annual appropriation may be made 
for the improvement of the harbor of said city; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 

Mr. NORVELL said that two or three weeks 
ago a memorial was presented from a naturalized 
citizen of the United States, resident in Michi- 
gan, praying that Congress would adopt meas- 
ures to secure effectual protection to such citizens 
underall circumstances. He had the honornow 
to lay before the Senate a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Michigan, instructing 
her Senators and requesting her Representative 
“to use their efforts for the adoption of such 
measures as will insure the recognition, by for- 
eign Powers with whom we have national inter- 
course, of the absolute citizenship of all foreign- 
ers naturalized by the existing laws of the United 
States.” He begged leave, moreover, at the same 


time, to present a memorial from a large body.of 
the respectable naturalized citizens of Michigan, 
having the same interesting object in view. Hay- 
ing given his views somewhat at length; on a 
former occasion, in relation to the rights of this 
numerous and valuable class’‘of American citi- 
zens, and the corresponding obligationis of the 
United States to afford them complete protection 
at all times, under all lawful circumstancesy:and 
at all hazards, he should only add that the joint 
| resolution and the memorial which he held in his 
hand met his entire concurrence. . | go ate 
The memorials, on Mr. N’s. motion, were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. Pak 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the following, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to: 

A memorial in relation to the condition of the 
Mineral Bank of Wisconsin; 

A memorial of the New York Screw Dock: 
Company, for the remission of duty on iron im- 
ported by them; 

A memorial of Joseph Shaw, praying remis- 
sion of duties on imported cordage; and : 

An act to authorize the cancellation of certain 
debenture bonds on the exportation of coal.) = 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to provide for the ‘better 
security of passengers on board of vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading.) oeio 

_ RECESS—HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted a resolution that 
the Senate should hereafter take a recess, from. 
| three to five o’clock; and, after some.remarks. 
from Mr. H. on the amount of business. on the. 
Calendar, and the necessity of the adoption of, 
the proposed resolution, it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 14, nays 17. ae 

Mr. DAVIS then submitted a resolution that 
hereafter, the Senate meet daily at ten. o’clocks. 
which was agreed to—ayes 15, noes 14... ... 


ELECTION OF ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER: 


Mr. NORVELL, in pursuance of notice given, 
moved that the Senate go into an election of' an 
assistant doorkeeper; which, after some debate, 
was laid on the table—ayes 23, noes 17/00 


SAND-BAR IN CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following motion; 
which was considered and agreed to: © y ceste 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directéd to: te 
port to the Senate whether the sum of: $25,000, appropri- 
ated in 1836 for removing the sand-bar at the mouth.of the: 
Connecticut river, has been expended for. that object, or 
any part thereof; and if not, the reasons whi the said ap- 
propriation has not been expended agreeably to the act ap-' 
propriating the same. ; 


EMIGRANT INDIANS. 


| The bill to provide for the security and pro-. 
| tection of the emigrant and other Indians west 
of the States of Missouri and Arkansas, was 
taken up on its third reading, and after some re- 
marks from Mr. CALHOUN, in opposition to 
| the bill, the question on its passage was decided 
| in the affirmative—yeas 31, nays 10; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Alabama, Clay: of Ken- 
| tucky, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Foster, Ful- 
ton, Hubbard, King, Knight, Linn, Merrick, Morris; Mou- 
| ton, Nicholas, Pierce, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Indiana, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Walker, 
| Wall, White, Wright, and Young—d1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alen, Benton, Calhoun, Niles, Norvell, 
Roane, Smith of Connecticut, Williams of Maine, and 
Williams of Mississippi—10. 

So the bill was passed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The bill to provide for the appointment of a 
board of commissioners to hear and examine 
claims against the United States, was considered 
on the question of its passage, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas.30, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Foster, Hubbard, King, Knight, Linn, Lyon, Merrick, 
Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Noryell, Pierce, Prentiss; 
Preston, Roane, Robbins, Robinson, Smith of Connecticut,’ 
Swift, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, Williams of Maine, and 
Young—30.- i z Be eee! Tani 

NAYS—Meessrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, 
Strange, Williams of Mississippi, and Wrig! í 


So the bill was passed.” 


T 
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MARINE CORPS. | 


The bill to explain and amend the fifth section 
of the act for the better organization of the Uni- 
ted States marine corps, was read the third time | 
and passed. 

SMITHSON BEQUEST. 


The: bill providing for the disposition and man- | 
agement of the fund bequeathed to the United 
States, in trust, by James Smithson, of London, 
deceased, forthe establishment of an institution 
forthe increase.and diffusion of knowledge among 
men, was taken up, and, after an animated dis- 
cussion, in which Messrs. ROBBINS, NILES, 
CALHOUN, WALKER, CRITTENDEN, 
BROWN, BENTON, and HUBBARD partici- 
pated, it was, on motion of Mr. H., laid on the 
table—yeas 20, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Hubbard, King, Lyon, Marris, 
Mouton, Niles, Norvell, Roane, Robinson, Sinith of Con- 
necticut, Strange, Williains of Maine, Williams of Missis- | 
sippi, and .Wright—20. | 

AYS — Messrs, Clay of Kentucky, Davis, Fulton, | 
Knight, Linn, Merrick, Prentiss, Preston, Rives. Robbins, | 
Raggtes, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Walker, and Young—15, | 


BOUNDARY OF MAINE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, rose and asked 
the indulgence of the Senate to make some re- | 
marks upon an article in a leading journal of this | 
city, (the National Intelligencer,) published this | 
morning, in which the recent proceedings of the 
State.of Maine and of the people of that State 
were represented in a light not only unjust, but | 
injurious. The struggle in which Maine is now | 
engaged to maintain and defend her rights and 
the rights of the nation, is one of the deepest in- 
terest and concern to both; and to find a leading 
and influential journal at the seat of Government 
coming out and condemning the course pursued 
by Maine in a controversy with a foreign nation | 
was not only a reproach upon his State, but cal- | 
culated to prejudice the public mind upon a ques- 
tion of the first importance to the State and na- 
tion. 

“The editorial article referred to is calculated to 
impress upon the nation that the people and the 
Legislature of Maine have been hurried into “ very 
hasty measures;’’ that ‘* the boundary question is | 
not so much a question of real substantial inter- 
est as it is of State feeling, stimulated by the ri- 
valry between the two great parties in the State | 
which shail turn it-most to its advantage;” that | 
“the boundary question is a game which is ex- | 
peeted to be won by the side which succeeds in | 
driving the ball furthest;’? that the Governor of | 
Maine gets the Legislature to authorize him to | 
send out a body of men to drive the British sub- 
jects off from the land which Great Britain claims | 
and actually oceupies, and which is claimed also 
as territory of the United States;” and “ the first 
that Congress hears of them is, that the Governor 
of Maine is actually levying war against a Power 
in amity with the United States.” 

Maine is now struggling, and perhaps bleeding, 
in defense of her rights, invaded and threatened 
by a foreign Power; and to see her Government Í 
and people thus unjustly and injuriously treated, 
is too much for any of her representatives to suffer | 
to pass unnoticed and unrebuked. He had noth- | 
ing to say of the motives which could have in- 
duced the publication; his business was to expose | 
to the Senate and to the nation the great injustice | 
done: by this publication to his State and to the 
government of it, and with this view he desired 
to place before the Senate the facts which had led | 
to the present alarming and interesting state of | 
affairs. As to the right of the United States and |, 
Maine to the territory in dispute between this | 
country and Great Britain, he would not say || 
more than to refer to the unanimous declaration of | 
both Houses of Congress at the last session. As | 
to the question of jurisdiction, it might be im- 
portant to spread before the Senate the facts in 
the case, which he would do as briefly as possi- 
ble, Prior to 1820, Maine was part of Massa- 
chusetts, and the seat of government was.at Bos- 
ton, four or five hundred miles from the territory 
now in-dispute. But little was-then known of 
the Madawaska or the Aroostook; they lay far 
beyond thesettled part of the Commonwealth, and | 
with the exception of the Madawaska settlement, 
were wilderness and uninhabited. Whatever 
communication there was, and could be, between | 
the setiled part of Massachusetts and Mada- | 
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waska, was through the British Provinces and up 
the St. Johns river. i 

The commissioners under the treaty of Ghent 
had been expected to settle and determine the 
treaty line, until about the time Maine was sep- 


| arated from Massachusetts; and until their dis- 


agreement was made public, no one had any 
apprehension that Great Britain would pretend 
that the highlands of the treaty were to be found 
at Mar’s Hill. In 1820 Maine became a separate 
State, owning ove half of the unsold lands, and 
Massachusetts the other half; and in 1821 or 
1822, an agent of the State of Maine was sent 
into the Madawaska and Aroostook countries to 


ascertain their condition, to look after the timber, | 


and to prosecute trespassers. This was effected, 
and satisfaction obtained for the timber which 
had been cut. ‘The same course was pursued the 
following year, and nearly, if not quite, every 
year from that time to this. In 1825, the land 
agents of Massachusetts and Maine were em- 
powcred to convey lands in the Madawaska set- 
tlements, and in 1826 some lots were conveyed to 
settlers there. In 1827, Baker and others were 
arrested by the provincial authorities, and im- 
prisoned at Frederickton for alleged misdemean- 
ors at Madawaska in raising the American flag 
and stopping his Majesty’s mail. After a long 
confinement he was tried, convicted, and sen- 


. i 
tenced by a forcign court to pay a fine and suffer 


imprisonment. These proceedings were protested 
against by this Government, and Baker’s release 
was the consequence; but no satisfaction for the 
wrong has ever been obtained. 
well, Wheelock, and Savage were arrested and 
imprisoned, under provincial authority, for at- 
tempting to organize the town of Madawaska, 
under a law of the State of Maine. Upon remon- 
strance being made, they were finally pardoned 
and set at liberty, but no recompense was ever 
made for the wrong done them. In 1837, Grec- 
ley, who was employed under a law of the State 
of Maine to enumerate the persons at Madawas- 
ka, was twice arrested and committed to prison 
by the provincial authorities, and finally released 


In 1831, Hunne- | 


upon the demand of this Government; but with- | 


out any satisfaction being made for the wrong 
done him. 

In consequence of these difficulties,and to avoid 
the evils of a conflict of jurisdiction, an informal, 
and somewhat indefinite, understanding was had 
between the Governments of the United States 
and Great Britain, that pehding the negotiation 
and arbitration as to the line of boundary bet ween 
the two countries, neither party should extend its 
jurisdiction in the disputed territory, or do acts 
to strengthen its claim to the prejudice of the other 
party. While itis admitted that the British Gov- 
ernment might well claim jurisdiction over the 
early settled part of Madawaska, it can scarcely 
be pretended that such claim would include the 
American settlers further up the St. Johns, who 
settled there about the year 1816; but however 
that may be, there can be no just pretense that the 
British Government ever bad jurisdiction in the 
Aroostook country. And as relates to recent 
events in Maine, it is important to keep in mind 
that the facts, so far as relate to the question of juris- 
diction, are very different in the Aroostook coun- 


| try from what they are in the Madawaska coun- 


try. In the latter, there were early settlements 
and grants from the Crown. In the former, the 
first settlements were not carlier than 1822, made 
by American citizens and persons from the Prov- 
inces, who resorted there to be within American 
territory, and beyond the reach of their Provincial 
creditors. Very soon after the establishment of 
the monument at the source of the St. Croix, a 
line was run due north therefrom, and two ranges 
of townships, each of six miles square, were sur- 
veyed and Jocated by the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, contiguous to that line, and extending 
northwardly many miles beyond the Aroostook 
river. The township including the Aroostook 
river and adjoining to the due north line, was 
conveyed by Massachusetts as early as 1807; and 
other townships and parts of townships were con- 
veyed soon after, all of which have been, and are, 
held by those grantees and their assigns. 


In 1826, the territory west of these two ranges | 


of townships, and extending near to St. Johns 
river, was surveyed under the joint authority of 
Massachusetts and Maine, into townships of six 
miles square, and soon after divided between those 


| trespassers, as he should 


Johns, and is well made to the Aroostook river. 

The land agents of Maine and Massachusetts 
have frequently, and almost yearly, been upon 
that territory, sold timber, granted permits, pros- 
ecuted trespassers, and exercised other acts of 
ownership. The persons settled upon that river 
look to Massachusetts and Mainc for titles to the 
land they possess; and it is not known that the 
British authorities ever made, or proposed to 
make, grants to any of them. In fact, the only 
claim to judisdiction by the British authorities, 
so far as known, depends upon their assumption 
that, as the land once belonged to the Crown, 
and has not been set apart, the title of jurisdic- 


| tion remains now in the Crown; that by the ar- 


rangement before mentioned, they retain juris- 
diction until the controversy about the boundary 
shall be settled; and that they have a warden to 
look after trespassers upon the disputed territory, 
for the benefit of the party to whom the land may 
finally be awarded. The claim to exclusive juris- 
diction is of very recent origin, and without a 
shadow of foundation. Whenever advanced, it 
has been denied by our Government; and in 1829 
we find the Acting Lieutenant Governor of New 
Brunswick, in a letter to the British Minister, 
uses this language: 

“T am induced to submit to your Excellency’s consider- 
ation the propricty of an officer being appointed by the Gen- 
eral Government of the United States, to act in concert 
with Mr. Mebanghlan, in guarding against further depre- 
dations, and the infraction of the existing understanding 
between the two Governments, until the pending question 
between the two Governments shall be decided.? 

And now, the claim is to the exclusive juris- 
diction. 

Let us now look at the causes which have 
brought on the alarming state of things which 
threatens the peace of the country, and see 
whether or not the government and people of 
Maine are justly chargeable with ‘* very hasty 
measures. ’’ 

During the last year, the land agent of Maine 
went twice upon the territory on and about the 
Aroostook waters, saw the persons who had pre- 
pared to cut timber, warned them to desist, and, 
in some cases, sued the persons concerned, and 
obtained satisfaction for what they had cut, and, 


| in all instances, the trespassers promised to quit. 


Fearing that, after he should be gone, the tres- 

assers might return to their work of destruction, 
ve notified them that, if they should do so, he 
should prosecute them and take their teams. In 
December, the land agents sent Mr. Buckmore 
to the Aroostook and Fish rivers, to prevent, as 
far as he could, any trespassing upon the public 
lands. 

In January, thatagent reported to the Governor 
of Maine that vast depredations were committed 
by some two or three hundred persons, who not 
only refused to desist, but defied the power of the 
State to prevent their cutting timber to any extent 
they pleased. The Governor communicated that 
information to the Legislature then in session. 
The Legislature thereupon ‘directed the land 
agent forthwith to employ sufficient force to ar- 
rest, detain, and imprison all persons trespassing 
upon the territory of the State, and to dispose of 
the teams, umber, and other materials of the 
S deem necessary and 
expedient.”” Under this resolve, the land agent 


| proceeded with about two hundred chosen men 


to the scene of operations on the Aroostook, dis- 


| persed most of the trespassers, and arrested some 


fifteen or twenty. On the following night, while 
the land agent was in bed, he was surrounded by 
armed men, and ordered to Frederickton. On 


| his inquiring their authority, they presented bay- 


onets, and compelled him to go with them to 
Woodstock, where there was some examination 
by magistrates, and then ordered to Frederickton 
under military guard, in a most humiliating man- 
ner. Whatis his present condition is notknown. 

Upon this, Sir John Harvey, Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor of New Brunswick, issued his proclama- 


tion, reciting that he had received information 


that a party of armed persons, two. hundred or 
more, had invaded that province from the neigh- 
boring State of Maine, for the professed object 
of exercising authority, and driving off persona 


Stated to be cutting timber therein, arid ordering 
a suficient military force to proceed forthwith to 
the’placé where these outrages are said to have 
been committed, as well to repel foreign invasion 
as to prevent illegal acts of her Majesty’s subjects, 
a déaft of militia from two brigades. Upon receipt 
of that proclamation, the Governor of. Maine or- 
dered a reinforcement of five hundred armed men 
to sustain the land agent’s party in the discharge 
of their duty, communicated the proclamation to 
the Legislature, with a statement. of what had 
occurred; and also transmitting a letter received | 
by Him from Lieutenant Governor Harvey, in 
which the latier asserted the right of exclusive 
jurisdiction ovéř the disputed territory, and in- | 
forming that he had instructions not to suffer any 
interference with the possession or jurisdiction of that 
territory, asking that the land agent’s party may 
be withdrawn, and adding that ‘* he had directed 
a strong force of her Majesty’s troops to be in 
readiness to support her Majesty’s authority, and 
protect her Majesty’s subjects in the disputed | 
territory, in the event of that request not being 
immediately complied with.” The Legislature 
approved the Governor’s course, and made a 
large appropriation to enable him to carry it out, 
The Governor returned an answer to Sir John 
Harvey, that he should not comply with his re- 
quest, and that the land agent’s party would not: 
be withdrawn, so long as he could find sufficient | 
force to maintain them there, and one thousand | 
men have already marched, and no doubt are at: 
this moment upon the disputed territory, to sus- 
tain the land agent, and to execute the laws of | 
their State, and, if attacked, may now be pouring | 
out their blood in defense of their country, and in 
maintaining the rights and honor of their State. 
The Governor has communicated all to the Pres- į 
ident, and we may expect a message to-morrow, 
informing us of the course he may think proper 
to pursue on this momentous question. | 
aving stated the facts, as Mr. W. believed | 
them to exist, he submitted to the Senate and to | 
the nation whether the government or people of | 
Maine werejustly chargeable with adopting “ very | 
hasty measures,’’or ‘levying waragainsta Power : 
in amity with the United States?” As to the idea | 
of the boundary question being in Mainea party | 
. question, ora game to be won “ by the side which 
succeeds in driving the ball furthest,’’ it was no 
such thing, Although there are political parties | 
in Maine, they are extinguished upon this great, | 
vital, and all-absorbing question of boundary, and | 
the maintenance of the rights and honor of the 
State. On this question there is but one voice and 
one determination, as well in the government as in 
the people of Maine; and that is, to maintain in- 
violate her whole territory; and, before yielding to 
the haughty demand of the Lieutenant Governor 
of New Brunswick to withdraw her land agent 
and the force necessary to sustain him in the ex- 
ecution of his duties, the best blood of her citi- | 
zens will be freely shed to repel invasion, and to 
vindicate the rights of Maine and the honor of | 
the nation. 

Mr. WALKER said that he was not at all sur- 
prised at the course of the paper alluded to on 
this subject. It had but followed its instincts in 
this matter. In the difficulties with the Indians 
it had advocated their pretensions in opposition 
to the Government; in our difficulties with France 
it was the French organ; in our dispute with Mex- 
ico it was the Mexican organ; and in the present 
difficulty it was very natural it should be the Brit- 
ish organ, Whenever we have had difficulties 
with a foreign Power, this paper was sure to be | 
found advocating foreign interests. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore interposed, and 
said there being no question before the Senate, į 
the remarks of the Senator were out of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, by unanimous consent, offered 
some remarks on the subject of the difficulty on 
the borders of Maine; and said that, as to the | 
question of the right of this country to the dis- 
puted territory, there was not a shadow of doubt, 
but advised calmness and deliberation in the con- 
sideration of the matter. If, on a fall and calm 


it 
1 
il 
i 
i 


| Senate adjourned. 


States residing in the Oregon Territory, or. trad- 
ing, on the Columbia river, was taken up; and, 
after some remarks from Mr. L., 

_ On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


NAVY APPPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Navy appropriation bill was then taken 
up; and i 
Pir. WILLIAMS, of Maine, said he had an 
amendment to offér; but the chairman of the 
Naval Committee [Mr. Rives] not being in his 
seat, he hoped the bill would be permitted to lay | 
over till to-morrow. 

Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would call 
it up to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


DAVID WALLER. 


The bill granting a pension to David Waller 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


CIRCUIT COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill to explain and limit the powers of the | 
circuit court of the District of Columbia, was 
taken up and ordered to be engrossed—yeas 24, 
nays 10; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Clay of Ala- | 
bama, Vulton, Hubbard. King, Linn, Lyon, Mouton, Nich- | 
alas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, i 
Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Wall, Williams of Maine, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Clayton, Davis. Foster, Knight, 
Prentiss, Preston, Switt, ‘Talimadge, and White—10. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MICHIGAN. 


The bill to amend an act confirming certain ! 
Jand claims in Michigan was, after some remarks 
from Mr. LYON, read a second time, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 


HEIRS OF PHILIP BARBER. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of Philip Barber, deceased, was, on motion | 
of Mr. WALKER, after some remarks, indefi- | 
nitely postponed. | 

The bill to authorize the payment of equitable | 
commissions to the attorneys of persons in whose || 
favor awards have been made by the commis- | 
sioners under the several treaties with foreign | 
Powers, was read a second time, and considered |} 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. 


BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS. 


The bill to revive an act authorizing certain | 
soldiers of the late war to surrender the bounty | 
lands drawn by them, and to locate others in lieu || 
thereof, was, after a brief explanation from Mr. 
FULTON, also ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

J. AND W. BEESON, i 

The bill for the relief of J. and W. Beeson and || 
others was also considered as in Committee of i 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 


l 
| 
ii 
| 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Monpay, February 25, 1839. | 


The regular business of the day being the call 
for resolutions, i 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


i 
i 
| 
Mr. ADAMS asked leave to present the fol- |; 
lowing resolution; which was read for inform- | 
ation: | 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in || 
Congress assembled, (two thirds of both Houses concurring | 
therein,) That the following amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States be proposed to the several States 
of the Union, which, when ratified by three fourths of the 
Legislatures of said States, shall become and be apart of | 
the Constitution of the United States: i 

i 


First. From and after the 4th day of July, 1842, there ; 


| repairing certain public works. 


be neither slavery nor slave trade z 
Ment of the United States. : 
Objection having been ‘made, 4 

Mr. A. proceeded to state that he had in his 
possession a petition which he désired to. present, 
and on which thesé resolutions were founded. It 
was a petition from John Jay and: forty-thtee 
most respectable citizens of the city of New. York: 

(Mr. A. was here interrupted by cries of 
e Order !”’} 

_ The SPEAKER. having decided that the mo- 
tion to suspend the rule must first be disposed of, 

Mr. ADAMS did not press the motion further 
at this time. ; 

The question having been taken on the motion 
of Mr. Campretene, the rules were suspended. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee of 
Claims, made a report against. the petition 6f 
James Young. i 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the petition of Joseph. H. 
Walters; and the same was referred to: the Secre- 
tary of War. : 

Also, reported bills for the relief of Daniel 


the. seat of Govern- 


! Steenrod and William P. Rathbone, 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the same committee, 
made a report against. the petition of Willian: 
Thomas. 4 Sate Gian 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Qom» 
merce, reported a bill making appropriations:for 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the committee of 
Claims, made a report against thé petitions of 


| John. M. Pounds and William H. Spiller. 


Also, reported Senate bill, with amendments; 
for the relief of Gad Humphreys, of the Terri- 
tory of Florida. fe “ 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee con 
Commerce, reported, without amendment, Senate 
bill for the relief of Elisha Eldridge. $ 

Also, a bill explanatory of an act entitled An 
act making appropriations for building light- 
houses, light-boats, beacon-lights, buoys,” and 
making surveys for the year 1838, passed 7th 
July, 1838. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, withoutamendment, Senate bills 
authorizing the relinquishment of the sixteenth 
sections granted for the use of schools; and the 
entry of other lands in lieu thereof; and authorize 
certain certificates of deposit to be canceled and 
reissued; which last mentioned bill was read the 
third time and passed. boar De De 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Pubs 
he Lands, reported, with amendments, Senate 


| bill for the relief of certain settlers on the public 


lands who were deprived of the benefits of the 
act granting preémption. rights, which was: ap» 
proved on the 19th of May, 1834: a a 
Some debate followed, (directed to the ques- 
tion of engrossment or commitment,) in which 


| Messrs LINCOLN, CHAPMAN, WILLIAMS 


of North Carolina, and CRABB participated, 

When, on motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of 
North Carolina, the bill (ayes 82, noes 54) was 
Jaid on the table. 

Mr. LOOMIS, from the same committee, res 
ported, with amendment, Senate bill to authorize 
John E. Metcalf and others to locate certain pre- 
emption claims to land in Indiana. 

Also, made a report on the subject of securing 
to actual settlers on public lands the right of pre- 
emption to their own improvements, when offered 
for sale, in preference to others, accompanied by 


i a bill for that purpose. 


Also, reported a bill authorizing the issuing of 
land scrip to satisfy military bounty land war- 


i| rants. 


Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee for the 


i District of Columbia, reported, without amend- 


ment, Senate bill supplemental to the act granting 
certain. city lots to the corporation of the Colam- 
ia College, for the purposes therein mentioned, 
approved lth July, 1832. 
This bill was read the third time and passed. 
Mr. TOUCEY, from the Committee on the 


shall be, throughout the United States, no hereditary sia- 
very; but, on and after that day, every child porn ore 

i Ï itories or jurisdiction, s 2 j! > Š : i 
ey as ae ee Terion Pe , j now pending, in which the Bank of Columbia, 


consideration of the matter, an appeal to arms for | 
1 

. 

| Second. With the exception of the Térritory of Florida, 
f 

i 


the, protection and defense of our rights was 
thought necessary, he would not be found falter- 
ing. 
. there shall henceforth never be admitted into this Union 
any State, the constitution of which.shall tolerate within | 
the same the existencé-of slavery: i 

Third. From and after the 4th of July, 1845, there shall ' 


: CITIZENS. IN OREGON. 
On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill to. provide 
for the protection of the citizens of the United i 
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of the United States to appoint their own clerks, 
and to regulate the fees of clerks in the States of 
Louisiana and Alabama. : 

Also, Senate bill to abolish imprisonment for 
debt in certain cases, without amendment; which 
bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to change the terms of the circuit 
court for the eastern district of Louisiana, and the 
southern district of Alabama; which was, on his 
motion, laid on the table. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, Sen- 
ate bill to confirm the title to a certain tract of 
land in the county of Mobile. 

Also, for the relief of Daniel Maisaque. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Massachusetts, from the 
same committee, reported, with amendments, 
Senate. bill to continue in force the act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 


approved 9th July, 1832, and the act supplemental |i 


thereto, approved 2d March, 1833. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the erection of certain 
military works on the northeastern frontier of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported, at length, relative to the 
commercial intercourse between the United States 
and the British provinces of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of Jacob Adams, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, reported, without amendment, Senate bill for 
the relief of Joseph Bassett; and made a report 
against the petition of Jacob White. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Elisha 
Benton; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. J. also made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Jacob White; which was laid on the 


table. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill granting a pension to Elnathan 
ears, 

Mr. FRY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill granting a pension to Christian Brougher, 
of Pennsylvania, and made a report against the 
petition of Margaret Wade. 

Also, reported Senate bill to establish a pension 
agency at Montpelier, in Vermont, with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, made a report upon the subject ofan 
appropriation for improving the navigation of the 
Ohio river, and reported an amendment to the 


a) 


joint resolution now before the House, author- | 


izing certain military surveys. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, made a report upon the 
subject of having the public buildings, hereafter 
to be erected, built either of marble or granite, 
instead of sandstone. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committce on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, laid before the House 


certain communications in relation to the material | 
for the construction of public buildings; which | 


was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JENIFER, chairman of the select com- 
mittee to which had been referred so much of the 
President’s message as relates to the tobacco trade 
with foreign nations, made a report; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD said that as this was a very 
important report, he would move the printing of 
five thousand extra copies. 


And the rule having been suspended, the mo- |) law. | 
| The CHAIRMAN decided that the amend- | 
1, ment was in order, because it proposed to fulfill |) 


tion to print (having becn urged briefly by Messrs. 
HOWARD, and JOHNSON of Maryland) was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. MAY presented certain joint resolutions 
from the Legislature of Hlinois, on the subject of 
the currency; which were read, laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 


Mr, WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill abolishing 
imprisonment for debt.in certain cases had been 
passed. The motion was entered. 

On motion of Mr, TOUCEY, the rules were 
suspended for the purpose of considering the mo- 


tion to reconsider the vote abolishing imprison- 
ment for debt. 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 7 

The bill having, on motion of Mr. ROBERT- 
ison, been read, ` 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question (being on the reconsideration) was 
ordered and taken; 

And the motion to reconsider was rejected. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM. 
On motion of Mr. SERGEANT, the act amend- 


the United States was taken up on the question 
of final passage. f 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union, for the purpose of striking out the second 
+ section, 
| Some debate followed, in which Messrs. EVE- 
RETT and THOMAS participated. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the previous 
| question. 

Mr, EVERETT moved to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion was rejected. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered; 

And the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, leave was granted 
to O. Wallace to withdraw certain papers from 
the files of the House. 

Mr. WORD, on leave, presented certain joint 
resolutions from the Legislature of Mississippi, 
in relation to post roads in the United States. 

Also, presented the petition of David G. Har- 
vey. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House again resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
(Mr. Bangs in the chair) on the above bill, 

The appeal in relation to the amendment for a 
reappropriation for a dry-dock at Brooklyn was 
withdrawn; and so the question pending on Sat- 
urday fell to the ground. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the fol- 
lowing item was stricken out, (provision having 
been made therefor in another bill:) 

* For carrying into eflect the treaty between the United 
States and Texas of the 25th April, 1838.” 

Mr. SLADE moved to amend the bill by insert- 
| Ing an appropriation of $2,000, to cnable the Pres- 
| ident to defray the expenses of sending a com- 
| mercial agent to Hayti, for the purpose of estab- 
| lishing commercial relations therewith. 
| The CHAIRMAN decided this amendment to 
be out of order, on the ground that it was for an 
object not authorized by law. 

Mr. SLADE appealed from the decision; and 
a debate followed, in which Messrs. SLADE, 
CAMBRELENG, CRAIG, FLETCHER of 


WISE, HOWARD, TOUCEY, 


Chair. 
A variety of amendments were moved by Mr. 
| CAMBRELENG, and agreed to. 
another question of order occupied the House on 


duties of the office being as laborious as they 


| the provisions of a former act, 


of North Carolina, REED, PARMENTER, 
LEGARE, RANDOLPH, and MERCER; when 
the decision of the Chair was reversed by the 
House, and the amendments rejected. 

Mr. PRATT, in the course of the above debate, 
under the impression that the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair upon the amendment pro- 


ing the act in relation to the judicial system of | 


Mr. EVERETT moved to recommit the bill to | 


|| Massachusetts, LEGARE, TILLINGHAST, |; 
ADAMS, | 
WHITTLESEY, and CUSHING took part, and | 
which resulted in aflirming the decision of the | 


After which, |; 


an item moved by Mr. C., the operation of which | 
| would be to restore to certain officers of the cus- ! 
toms the salaries they received in 1832; the re- || 
peal of the duties on certain articles, and the op- | 
| erations of the tariff having deprived them of the | 
sources from which they received the same; the || 


were when the act regulating their pay became a |! 


| Mr. EVERETT resisted this as an increase of ' t 
expenditure not authorized by law; and the ques- | 
tion was debated by Messrs. EVERETT, CAM-; 
| BRELENG, BRIGGS, PETRIKIN, CUSH- | 


| ING, HOWARD, CUSHMAN, WILLIAMS | 


posing to appropriate $100,000 for a dry-dock at 
Brooklyn was still pending, intimated his wish 
to address the House upon that subject; but as 
i he was mistaken as to the question now before 
the committee, and holding to the opinion that 
time is money, if the House had no objection, he 
| would write his views out upon that subject, in- 
stead of contributing to its waste at this late pe- 
| riod of the session. The House granted him 
| leave. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved an amendment to dis- 
tribute certain copies of the Documentary His- 
tory of the United States, now in the State Depart- 
ment, among the members of the House who had 
| not received them; which was agreed to. 

On another item of appropriation which pro- 
osed both an outfit and salary to a chargé to 
| Holland, Mr. STANLY inquired of Mr. How- 
| arp, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
| fairs, whether it was intended to recall the present 
| minister, (Mr. Devizac,) and appoint another? 
| Mr. HOWARD replied, it was his opinion 
| that there would be a change in that mission. 
| Mr. STANLY inquired whether he was at lib- 
: erty to state whether certain rumors stating the 
: present Minister to be a public defaulter were 
well founded ? 

Mr. HOWARD replied that he did not know, 
or feel himself authorized to state. 

Mr. SLADE moved to strike out the item of 
an outfit for a chargé to Holland; and on that 
motion went into a speech, at large, in favor of 
appointing a diplomatic agent to Hayti. 

Mr. S. spoke for several hours, and was finally 
called to order, and the House refused to permit 
‘i him to continue his remarks, after considerable 
conference, and various motions for the commit- 
tee to rise. 

Mr. SERGEANT moved an item of $15,000 
to pay the clerks in the custom-house at Phila- 
delphia certain arrears of salary, or so much of 
that sum as might be necessary; and, in support 
| of the claim, said it had been acknowledged by 
| the collector and Secretary of the Treasury as 
| just. 
| J Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had no doubt 
the justice of the claim, but upon the same prin- 
ciple as the amendment offered by him, proposing 
| to supply a deficiency in the salaries of other 
i custom-house clerks, it was out of order. The 
| Chair decided his amendment was in order, but 
the committee thought proper to reverse that de- 
cision. To be consistent, the committee ought 
to declare this out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, however, again decided 
(notwithstanding the reversal of his former de- 
cision) that this amendment was in order. 
|| The decision was sustained by the committee, 
| and the amendment agreed to. 
| Mr, CAMBRELENG presented certain addi- 
tional items of amendment; which were agreed to. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, presented 
an amendment in the shape of a new section, the 
i object of which was to confine all civil officers 
and agents to their salaries, so that they shall not 
receive, by fees or otherwise, more than $4,000; 
| the surplus to be paid over to the Treasury. The 
|| amendment excepts certain officers thercin named. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG objected that the amend- 
ment was not in order, on the ground that it was 
not in order to modify or repeal a law creating 
salaries, &c., in a gencral appropriation bill, 

‘The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be in order. 

After some debate between Messrs. WIL- 
| LIAMS of North Caroling, CAMBRELENG, 
‘and REED, 

Mr. BRONSON moved to amend the amend- 
iment by adding thereto, “or any other officer 
whose salary is fixed by law.” 

| Mr, WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, accepted 
|, the modification; and the amendment was agreed 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


o. 
Mr. McKAY offered an amendment that no 
officers or persons whose salaries are fixed by law 
and regulation shall receive any allowance for 
_ disbursement of public moneys, &c., unless au- 
< thorized by law. 
‘| An amendment to the amendment was offered 
: limiting to thirty dollars per annum the sum to 
| be expended by the heads of Executive Depart- 
ments for newspapers or periodicals not necessary 
for the use of their offices; which was agreed to. 
And the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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- My: BOND moved a new section, thatthe print- 
ing.of the Executive Departments shallbe done 
by contract; proposals to be advertised-for, and 
contracts to.be let to the lowest bidder. 

After a few remarks from Mr.. B., the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

“Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; moved. -to 
amend the bill by striking out“ for compensa- 
tion to the clerks in the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, per act of 23d June, 1836, $3,600.” 
- After a few remarks from Messrs. GARLAND 
of Louisiana, and CAMBRELENG, (the latter 
gentleman having stated that such clerks were 
still required, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, modified his 
motion so as to.insert, after ‘¢ 1836,” the words 
‘entitled an act to regulate the deposits of the 
public money.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. DOTY moved an amendment appropriat- 
ing $10,000 for surveys of the public lands north 
of the Wisconsin. 

Mr. DOTY and Mr. CAMBRELENG sup- 
ported the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend the bill by 
inserting ‘¢ five” instead of ‘ eight” dollars per 
mile for surveying the public lands in Louisiana. 

After afew remarks from Messrs. GARLAND 
of Louisiana and PETRIKIN, 

The amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the ap- 
propriation of $32,000 for contingent expenses, 
pay, mileage, &c., of the members of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, was reduced to $25,000. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE offered a new section, in- 
creasing the salaries of such clerks in the De- 
partments of War, Treasury, and Navy, and 
clerks of both Houses of Congress and the Li- 
brary, &c., whose salaries were under $2,000. 
[Increasing the salaries of all officers drawing 
under $1,000 twenty per cent., and over that 
sum, but under $2,000, ten per cent. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. DROM- 
GOOLE and BOULDIN, and opposed by Mr. 
GRAVES, who called upon all those gentlemen 
who were opposed to this Administration on the 
ground of its extravagance, to resist this amend- 


ment. ; 
Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by including the clerks in the General Post 


ce. 
_ Mr. DROMGOOLE accepted this as a modifi- 
cation. 

The debate was continued by Mr. PRATT, 
who said he was opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Dromcoous. | 
He thought, by a prudent application of the sala- 
ries they now receive, it was a competency to 
support them in a genteel style. He inferred 
from the quarter in which the amendment origin- 
ated, and the ready support which it received by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Perri- 
KIN,] there should strong suspicions attach to it. 
He was notastonished that these gentlemen should 
step forward to take care of those who belonged 
to their State by birth—they were governed by a 
kind of State pride in the matter. He had exam- 
ined into the condition of the Departments of 
Government in this respect, to ascertain whether 
the State he in part represented had her quota in 
the public service of the country; and he was 
somewhat astonished to find that the sons of 
Virginia received from the Government more than 
$500,000, and Pennsylvania $200,000, in the way 
of salaries, whilst the great State of New York 
received not more than $50,000. He had pre- 
pared statements to show this result, but would 
not detain the House to read them. He was op- 
posed to any increase; and he was astonished to 
find some gentlemen who talked so much about 
extravagant expenditures, so ready to come for- 
ward to heap large salaries upon non-producing 
officials; but when any proposition to do justice 
to- the workingmen in the employment of the 
Government was before us, they spurned it from 
them. “These arethe men who deserve and need 
the assistance and protection of Congress. Their 
faces are ground into the dust, whilst those less 
worthy are pampered in indolence. These per- 
famed Whig officeholders, who push themselves 
forward as the leaders of the ton, should never 
receive his vote to increase the means to promote 
luxurious extravagatice,and to increase their-in- 
dolence. 


Gentlemen in the Opposition need-not appre- 
hend that an increase of salary would be giving 
these officials the means to assist in perpetuating 
this Administration. No, there need be no fears 
upon that score; but, on the other hand, it would 
be voting means to overthrow the present Admin- 
istration; for itcan be proved beyond controversy 
that more than two thirds of them were opposed 
to it, He did not wish to be understood as cast- 
ing any imputation upon them; but, on the other. 
hand, he had an exalted opinion of many. He 
would ask gentlemen to look to the workingmen 
in the employment of the Government, who work 
from sun to sun, in this District, and emphat- 
ically, and in truth, earn their bread by the sweat 
of their brow, and receive probably the pittance 
of $1 50 per day. Itis those who should receive 
an increase of their pay, those who are contribut- 
ing to build up your Navy, and adding to the 
glory of the country, they are equally, if not more 
meritorious, and their employment is equally in- 
tellectual as those who are the mere scribes or 
examiners of other men’s inventions. He sin- 
cerely wished that he could contribute to pay this 
class of men more in accordance with their merits, 
industry, and efficiency. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be rejected; but if there is to be an 
increase, let it be done in the proper manner, at 
the next session, including the workingmen, as 
well as the clerks. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. Mc- 
KENNAN, in favor of the amendment: 

The amendment was also supported further by 
Messrs. BOULDIN and SLADE, and opposed 
by Messrs. CALHOUN of Massachusetts, 
GRAVES, and EWING. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $2,000 and inserting $1,800. 

_ Mr. P. spoke in favor of the whole proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE accepted this also as a 
modification, and further modified his amendment 
by Ineluding the clerks in the Attorney General ’s 
ofice. 

After some further remarks by Mr. GRAVES, 

Mr. SLADE moved to amend the amendment 
by making the maximum $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken, the amendment as 
atende was rejected. 

Mr. BOND moved to strike out the appropri- 
ation of $100,000 for the construction of the new 
Treasury building. 

Some remarks followed from Messrs. BOND, 
CAMBRELENG, and LINCOLN. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved to increase the above 
appropriation to $135,000. 

After some remarks from Messrs. EVERETT 
and LINCOLN, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON moved to amend the bill by 


adding to other similar appropriations an amount 
i 


for surveys of public lands in Missouri. 

Mr. YELL moved to amend the amendment 
by extending the benefit of the appropriation to 
Arkansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. SLADE offered the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the bill: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the President be, and 
hereby is, requested duly to accredit to the Government of 
the Republic of Hayti the commercial agents of the United 


States now residing, or who may hereafter be appointed to 
reside, near that Government. 


The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to į 


be out of order. 

Mr. SLADE appealed, and spoke briefly to 
the question. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. __ 

Mr. OGLE moved to strike out the appropri- 
ation for the branch mints in North Carolina, 
Louisiana, and Georgia, and to appropriate $600 
each to persons to take charge of the public prop- 
erty there: 

r. O. addressed the committee at great length, | 
and in review of the numerous experiments made 
on the currency, the last of which-was the sub- 
Treasury, which had been so often and so em- 
phaticaliy condemned. bit oy 

Mr. HOLSEY replied, in vindication of the , 
branch mint of Georgia. 


“Mr. CAMBRELENG followed in. a: few ives 
marks, and expressed:his: covviction that,-to: be 
successful, the gentleman: must: at least modify” 
his motion.” He: appealed to. the gentleman not 
to press his motion at thislate hour, and-té allow. 
the bill to be reported. x ee 
. Mr. HALSTED (at half past twelve o'clock): 
moved. that the committee rise; which motion: 
wes rejected.. à ` 3 : phe 27h ae 
. Some further debate followed, in which Messrs. 
OGLE and MALLORY participated. 2 >: 
.-Mr. MONTGOMERY. indicated. his desire to: 
address the committee; and, as the hour was so 
late, moved that the committee rise. Pe gnet 

And the committee having divided; there-ap- 
peared—ayes 25. : : 

Mr. M. withdrew the motion before: the noés 
were counted. ae : 

Mr. CHAMBERS renewed the motion; and 
there appeared—ayes 25, noes 52; no quorum. 

_ Mr. ROBERTSON moved that the committee 
rise and report the fact; when there appeared—~ 
ayes 25, noes 45; no quorum. i 

The CHAIRMAN, in reply to Mr. R., decided 
that it required the vote of a majority of those 
present in committee to rise and report the fact of 
the wantof a quorum. a 

Mr. MERCER appealed. ; wip f 

A scene of much confusion and ‘disorder en« 
sued, and some conversation of a personal:char< 
acter betireon Mr.CHAMBERSand the CHAIR- 


The appeal was. debated by Mr. MERCER, ` 
Mr. HOWARD reminded the members‘that:a 
subject of the most vital interest. would:be wp:to- 
morrow, affecting the character and honor. ôf the 
country, which must be acted’ upon; and he im- 
plored the committee to take this bill out of töm- 
mittee to-night. i asthe AE 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, wàs as. 
anxious to get the bill out of committee äs any 
gentleman; but he was not willing that the bill 
should be reported when not even a quorum was 
present. ; pi 
Mr. TILLINGHAST debated the appeal. __ 
After which, Mr. TOUCEY moved that the 
committee rise; which motion was agreed to. ` 
And the committee having risen, the Chair- 
man reported the fact of the absence of ‘a quo- 


rum. 
Mr. TOUCEY moved that the House adjourn; 
on which motion the yeas and nays were asked 
and refused. : 
And then 


(at one o’elock, a. m.) the House 
adjourned. ; 


Mr. MILLER presented certain joint: resolu 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Missouri; 
Also, petitions signed by Abraham Vanmeter, 
William Hook, and others; asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Jonesboro, in Saline 
county, Missouri, by the way of Hook’s Mills, 
Victoria, to Carrollton, in Carroll county, in said 
State; which was referred to the Committee-on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of 
P. Walsh and others, citizens of Missouri, ask- 
ing the passage of a law by Congress, ratifying 
and confirming an act passed by the Legislature 
of the Territory of Wisconsin on the 16th Jan- 
uary, 1838, for thepartition of the Half-Breed'In- 
dian lands-in the now Territory of Towa; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A joint memorial of the General Assembly of the 
State of Missouri, asking the passage of a law 
by Congress granting to all persons who ma 
hereafter settle on the public lands, and who shall 
continue to occupy the same for two years after 
settlement on such lands, the right of preémption 
thereto; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. A joint memorial of the General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, asking the 
passage of a law by Congress requiring the Cóm- 
missioner of the General Land Office, or the regis- 
ter of the particular land district where land may 
be hereafter purchased, to indorse on each patent 
or plat of the section in which said land Hes, the 
length of the boundary lines thereof, and a plain 
description of the section, fractional section, quar- 
ter section, and legal subdivisional corners ofthe 
same, and that the same be done free of expense 
to the purchasers; which was referred. ‘to the 
Committee on Public Lands: e oe 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a petition signed 
by forty-two females and twenty-nine males, of 
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Marion county, Ohio, who memorialize the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America’ in Congress'assembled, to take 
into consideration the condition of the descend- 
ants of Africa who are now groaning under the 
galling yoke of slavery. They ask Congress to 
use their utmost influence,.in a peaceful manner, 
as a council desiring the welfare of all its sub- 
jects, for the deliverance of the African race, that 
they may enjoy, underour Government, the rights || 
and privileges of free men. The memorialists 
state that they have viewed, and deeply lamented, 
the system of slavery as practiced in this nation, 
believing it to be entirely at variance with the 
Christian religioa; which was laid on the table. 
Also, a petition signed by sixty-five females and 
fifty-six males, from the same section of Ohio. 
They state that they have viewed, deplored, and 
deeply lamented, the condition of the aborigines 
of our country, which they believe calls loudly 
upon every Christian and philanthropist to inter- 
cede in their behalf; believing, as they do, that 
they are, and have been, a most injured people, 
driven from their homes, possessions, and the 
graves of their fathers, to seek an unknown and | 
unmolested refuge, and that they were the original | 
owners of the soil we now possess. Therefore, | 
they desire of Congress, in their legislative capa- | 
city, to extend the hand of mercy to this people, 
by permitting them to enjoy, peaccably, the small 
remnants of their possessions which they now 


occupy, and like a kind father to extend the arm | 
of protection over the residue of this people, that 
the blessing of Heaven may rest upon us; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 


{ 
| 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 27, 1839. 

In the Globe of Tuesday night, February 6, 1839, it is 
mentioned that the proposition of Mr. OGLE, of Pennsyl- 
vania, to strike out the appropriation to carry on the oper- 
ation of the branch mints, &c., was debated by Messrs, 
Oare, Kouerrson of Virginia, Stranky, and W. THomr- 
SON, in favor of the amendment. This is a mistake, as far 
as Fam concerned. I replied to my colleague, Mr. Mon’r- 
GOMERY, and commented upon the mismanagement of. 
and large expenditures at, the branch mint in Charlotte. 

I replied ta Mr: Monroomery because L thought, from 
his remarks, he intended to censure the Governor of North 
Carolina, | 

For the reasons assigned by Messrs. Granam and Daw- 
son, Í should oppose the amendment. 

ii yon correet this mistake ? 

Respectfully, &e., 

Messrs, Brant & Rives. | 
The reporters understanding of the tenor and general 
bearing of the remarks of Mr. Sranty, in reply to bis col- i 
league, (Mr. Montcomenry, who opposed the amendment | 
of Mr. Oats to suspend the operations of the branch mint 
at Charlotte,) and his censure of the manner in which that ¢ 
mint had been conducted, justiticd himin el 
in the brief summary published in the Globe, among those 
who were in favor of breaking up that establishment.—Re- 

PORTER, 


{ 
| 
H 
i 


EDW. STANLY. 


IN SENATE. 
Tourspay, February 26, 1839. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented acom- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
in relation to the allowances made to marshals; į 


which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. LYON presented a memorial from John į 
merce. 


P. Richardson and nineteen others, asking Con- | 
gress to establish military posts on the Columbia | 
river, and to hold out inducements to emigrants | 
to the Oregon territory. | 
Mr. L. said if Congress would passa law grant- i 

t 

i 


ing to each emigrant one thousand acres of land, | 
a suficient number of enterprising young men 

would go there to defend the country against || 
attacks from any quarter. These young men || 
would be of the number; and as he was ac- | 
quainted with them, and knew them to be young | 
men of character and respectability, he had no |i 
or they would perform whatever they prom- 
ised. 

The memorial was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, presented a peti- | 
tion from between six and seven hundred persons 
residing on or near the Penobscot river, praying 
for the erection of military defenses on the north- 
eastern frontier; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


i 
| 
i 
H 
{ 
| 


ial 
sing Mr. 8., H 
H 
| 


Mr. LYON presented eight petitions from the 
following named persons: Marie Germaine, Jo- | 


seph Campan, Ann Smith, Francis Cicott, Cor- 
nelius.O’F lynn, assignees of the heirs of Henry 
Campan, Victor Morass, the assignees of Jean B. 
Cicott, and John M. Wilson, John Hulbert, and 
James L. Schoolcraft, all praying Congress to 
grant them other lands: in lieu of those claimed 
by them; which had been sold or disposed of by 
the United States; which were referred to accom- 
pany Senate bill No. 71, being a general bill to 
provide for such cases. ‘ . 

Mr. BAYARD presented resolutions to rescind 
the expunging resolution; which were laid on the 
table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred an act to fix the 
compensation of the keeper of the public archives 
in the Territory of Florida, reported the same 
without amendment. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the following bills, 
reported the same without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Zebulon Paxson; and 

An act for the relief of William Clark. 

Mr. W., from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred an act granting to the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Iowa the same 


|| compensation as that of Wisconsin, reported the | 


same without amendment. i 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of parties interested in the un- 
settled estates of persons proceeded against as 
bankrupts; which was read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and, after some remarks from Messrs. 
WALL and TALLMADGE, was ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred various memorials 
and papers on the subject, reported a bill author- 
izing the erection of certain light-houses and light- 
boats, and the establishment of certain buoys and 
beacon-lights; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Private | 


Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 


the relief of Joshua and William E. Kennedy, | 


made an unfavorable report thereon, 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Campan; which was read and ordered to 
a sccond reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, to which was referred an act for the | 


relief of Don Carlos Dehault Delassus, reported 
the same with amendments. 


Mr. STRANGE, from the ittee on Pat- ji. oon Sa : : 
ANGE Cian tig Cormitteg on Put- |i circuit court of the District of Columbia coming 


ents, to which was referred a paper purporting 


to come from Thomas Coyle, asked to be dis- | 


charged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to. 


RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS asked, and by unanimous consent | 


obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution to 


fix the value of the pound sterling of the British | 


provinces at our custom-houses; which was read 
twice, and referrea to the Committee on Com- 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 
The resolution offered some time since by Mr. 


Rives, in relation to the interference of Federal i 


officers in elections was taken up; and 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississip- | 


pi, laid on the table. 
BOUNTY LAND TO SETTLERS. 


the people of Arkansas in the present situation of i| 


our affairs, but that from the lateness of the pe- 


riod it was impossible for it to be acted on at the : 
present session, he moved that it be laid on the | 


table; which was agreed to. 
LAND FOR MILITARY USES, 


The bill to authorize the inhabitants of town- 
ship eight north, range thirty-two west, in thè 


| State of Arkansas, to enter a section of land, in 

lieu of the sixteenth section of said township, 

i upon condition that the same is surrendered to 
the United States for military purposes. 


BILLS ENGROSSED. 


The. following bills were severally considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading: 

A bill to authorize the location of the preémp- 
tion certificates given by the register of the land 
office at Batesville, in Arkansas, under the act of 
the 26th of May, 1824, on any of the public lands 
for sale in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel B. Bush; 

A bill for the relief of John S. Billings; 

A bill for the relief of the administrator on the 
estate of Joseph Edson; 

A bill to provide for additional clerks in the Post 
Office Department and the Auditor’s Office con- 
nected therewith, and for other purposes; 

A bill for the relief of John Richey; 

A bill for the relief of John L. Scott; 
| A bill for the relief of Charles A. Dodd; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Robertson; 
A bill for the relief of John Burke; 


i, A bill for the relicf of Hannah Leighton; 


A bill granting to certain persons therein named 
the right of preémption to a section of land in 
Ottawa county, in the State of Michigan; and 

A joint resolution to authorize the purchase of 
| an island in the river Delaware, called the Pea 
Patch. 


JOHN H. CLARK. 


The bill for the relief of John H. Clark was 
considered, and on the question of its engross- 
ment, it was decided in the negative, 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of David Waller; 

A bill confirming certain land claims. in the 
State of Michigan; 

A bill to authorize certain soldiers of the last 
i war to surrender certain bounty lands, and to 
locate others in lieu thereof; 

A bill for the relief of J, and W. Beeson; and 

A bill to authorize the payment of equitable 
commissions to the agents or attorneys of persons 
in whose favor awards have been made, under 
three several treaties between the United States 
and certain foreign Powers, which awards have 
been retained in the Treasury in payment of debts 
; due to the United States. 


CIRCUIT COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 
The bill to explain and limit the powers of the 


up on its passage, 
| Mr. PRENTISS moved that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 


| tions; which were read. 
| 


Mr. PRESTON moved that the bill be indef- 
| initely postponed; which was decided in the 
| negative—yeas 15, nays 26; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
i 
| 
{ 


Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight, Merrick, Prentiss, Pres- 


F 


i| ton, Rives, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Swift, and Tall- 


madge—15. 
| NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Bochanan, Clay 
; of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon. 
! Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pieree, Roane, Robin- 
son, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Wall, Williams 
of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—26. 


| Mr. PRESTON then addressed the Senate in 
| Opposition to the bill, and in favor of its. recom- 


i mitment. 
The question being taken thereon, it was de- 


l; cided in the negative-—yeas 15, nays 27; as fol- 

The bill to set apart a belt of land on the west- |. 
ern borders of the States of Missouri and Ark- |} 
nsas, as bounty lands, to be granted to settlers | 
engaged for a term of years in the defense of the || 
frontier, was taken up; and after some remarks | 
from Mr. FULTON on its great importance to |! 


lows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
| Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight, Merrick, Prentiss, Pres- 
| on Rives, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, Swift, and Fah- 
madge—15. 

NAYS—Messra. Alien, Benton, Rrown, Buchanan, Clay 
| of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Liun, Lyon, 
| Morris, Mouton, Nichotas,. Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 

Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Wall, 
Williams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and 
Young—27. 


The question was then taken on the passage of 

: the bil, and decided in the affirmative—yeag 27, 

‘nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, 

| Morris, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 
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Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Wall 
Williams of Maine, Williams -of Mississippi, Wright, an 
Young —27. i 

NAYS~—Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Kni ht, Merrick, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Rives, Ruggles, Smith of Indidna, Swift, and Tall- 
madge—15. a E 


LANDS IN MISSOURI AND ARKANSAS. 


The bill to revive the act entitled “ An act to en- 
able the claimants to land within the limits of Mis- 
souri and the Territory of Arkansas to institute 
proceedings to try the validity of their claims,” 
approved the 26th of May, 1824, and the act 
amending the same, was taken up for considera- 
tion; and after some remarks from Messrs. LINN, 
BUCHANAN, MOUTON, BAYARD, SEVIER 
and CRITTENDEN, it was informally passed 
over. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year 1839 was taken up; and after 
being amended so as to make provision for the 
construction of three steam vessels, was ordered 
to be engrossed. 


AMERICA VESPUCCI. ' 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands; to which was referred the memo- 
rial of America Vespucci, made the following re- 
port thereon: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to which was re- 
ferred so much of the petition of America Vespucci as 
relates to a grant of land, beg leave to report: 

That, conceiving it to be their duty to verify the facts 
upon which the application was founded, they have exam- 
ined a voluminous mass of documentary evidence, and find 
the statemeuts of the memorial to be fully sustained. They 
have seen the authentic certificates of baptism, through 
many generations, of the Vespucci family in Florence,which 
attest the lineage and descent of the memorialist. They have 
read thé highly favorable and complimentary letter of the 
Queen ofthe French,through her secretary,to the petitioner. 
‘They have read the letter to her of the King of the French, 
through the Minister of the Interior, subscribing for a work 
for the King, of which she was the author; and have also 
read the permission of the French Minister of the Marine 
for her to.sail in a French national vessel. The commit- 
tee have also had before them her credentials from the 
Minister of Tuscany in France, and many other papers of 
high character and authenticity in her favor. They have 
also witnessed her own personal deportment here, and. the 
manner inywhich she has been received by the French le- 
aons which, added to other testimonials, leave not a 

oubt of the identity of the memorialist, and the truth of 
her representations. 

After the lapse, then, of more than three centuries, a de- 
scendant of the celebrated Americus Vespucius is amongst 
us. ‘This heroic navigator, before, and also after, the close 
ofthe fifteenth century, landed upou the shores of the New 
World, among the most. emely and scientific of those who 
succeeded the great and preéminent Columbus in the dis- 
covery of this continent. A descriptive narrative of his sev- 
eral voyages was written and published by Américus, and 
Europe baptised with his name this mighty continent. This 
name can never now be abandoned. It is the name of our 
beloved country. It is associated. with ali the glories of the 
past, and the still brighter bopés of the future. Itis written 
upon our national Constitution, and engraven upon the heart 
of every true American. Under this name we have suc- 
ceeded in two struggles with the most formidable Power in 
Europe, and have so wonderfully augmented in population 
that, should the same rativ of increase continue for the fu- 
ture, the close of this century will find within onr limits 
more than oné hundred ‘millions of people, and more than 
five millions within the single city of New York. In re- 
flecting, then, with glory upon the name of America, can 
we forget the great navigator from whom we derived this 
proudest of earthly titles? A descendant of Americus is 
now here p'a young, interesting, dignified, and accomplished 
lady, with a mind of the highest intellectual culture, and a 
heart beating with all our own enthusiasm in the cause of 
American and of human liberty. She feels that the name 
she bears isa prouder title than any that earthly monarchs 
can bestow, and she comes here asking of us a small cor- 
ner. of American soil, where she may pass the remainder of 
her days in this the land of heradoption.. She comes here.as 
an exile, separated forever from her family and friends, a 
stranger, without a coutitry and without a home, expetled 
from-her native Italy for the avowal and maintenanee-of 
opinions favorable to. free institutions, and an ardent.desire 
for the establishment of ber. country’s freedom. That she 
is indeed worthy of the name of America ; that her heart is 
indeed imbued with American principles, and a fervent love 
of human liberty,-is proved, in her case, by: toils-and perils 


and: sacrifices wortyy of. the. proudest days of antiquity; 


when the Roman und the Spartan matron were ever ready 
to surrender life itself in their country’s service. 

The petitioner desires‘ the donation: to her. of ‘a:small 
tract of land by Congress... With-every. feeling of respect 


and kindness for the memorialist, a majority.o£. the com- 


mittee deem it impossible for this Governnient to make the 
graat “They think such a grant witout a precedent, and 


| ploy at the expense of the State, an armed ‘posse, |i 


that it would violate the spirit of those compacts’ by which | 
the public domain wasceded to this Government. “It isthe 
unanimous and anxious desire of the committee. that the 
petitioner should receive all the benefits and recognition 
that this Government can bestow. What this Government 
cannot do is within the power of the American people. 
They feel at least an equal pride and glory with us in the 
name of America. Throughout our wide-extended coun- 
try, among all classes, this feeling is universal; and in the 
humblest cottage the poorest American feels that name—the 
name of his beloved country is a prouder title than any that 
adorns the monarch’s brow, and that if he has no other 
property, this name, with all its great and glorious associa- 
tions with the past and hopes for the future, is an all-suffi- 
cient heritage to transmit to his children. This generous, 
patriotic, and enlightened people will take into their own 
hands the case of America Vespucci. They will procure 
for her that home which she desires among us. They will 
do all that Congress is forbidden to do, and infinitely more 
than she asks or desires, and demonstrate to the world that 
the name of America, our country’s name, is dear to usall, 
and shall be honored, respected and cherished in the per- 
son of the interesting exile from whose ancestor we de- 
rive the great and glorious title, 


The report was ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. RIVES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which the subject of the construction 
of steam vessels had been referred, made a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore submitted the 
following message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I lay before Congress several dispatches from 
his Excellency the Governor of Maine, with in- 
closures, communicating certain proceedings of 
the Legislature of that State, and a copy of the 
reply of the Secretary of State, made by my di- 
rection, together with a note from H. S. Fox, 
Esq., Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary of Great Britain, with the answer of 
the Secretary of State to the same. 

It will appear from those documents that a 
numerous band of. lawless and desperate men, 
chiefly from the adjoining British provinces, but 
without the authority or sanction of the provincial 
government, had trespassed upon that portion of 
the territory in dispute between the United States 
and Great Britain which is watered by the river 
Aroostook, and claimed to belong to the State 
of Maine; and that they had committed extensive 
depredations there by cutting and destroying a 
very large quantity of timber. It will further 
appear that the Governor of Maine, having been 
officially apprised of the circumstance, had com- | 
munieated it to the Legislature, with a recom- 
mendation of such provisions, in addition to those |! 
already existing by law, as would enable him to |! 
arrest the course of said depredations, disperse |: 
the trespassers, and secure the timber which they 
were about carrying away; that in compliance 
with a resolve of the Legislature, passed in pur- 
suance of his recommendation, his Excellency 
had dispatched the land agent of the State, with 
a force deemed adequate to that purpose, to the 
scene of the alleged depredations, who, after ac- 
complishing a part of his duty, was seized by a 
band of the trespassers, at a house claimed to be 
within the jurisdiction of Maine, whither he had 
repaired for the purpose of meeting and consult- 
ing with the land agent of the Province of New 
Brunswick, and conveyed as a prisoner to Fred- 
erickton, in that province, together with two other 


i 
| 
i 
\ 


citizens of thé State, who were assisting him in i! 


the discharge of his duty. 
It will also appear that the Governor and Le- 
gislature of Maine, satisfied that the trespassers 


had. acted in defiance of the laws of both coun- i ritor í 
| versy, and also the survey and location of a rail- 


tries, learning that they were in possession of 
arms, and anticipating (correctly, as the result has 
proved) that persons of their reckless and despe- 
rate character would set at nought the authority || 
of the magistrates, without the aid of a strong 

force, had authorized the sheriff, and the officer | 
appointed in the place of the land agent, to em- 


who had proceeded to thé scene of these depre- 


t dations; with a view to the entire’ ‘dispersion or 


|| tions thereof. 


| judge of the exigency of the occasion ealling for 


an ; ; 
arrest of the trespassers, and the protection: 
public property. ee : ie 
In the correspondence between the Govern 
of Maine and Sir John Harvey, Lieutetiant’Gov- 
ernor of the Province of New Brunswick, which 
has grown out of these occurrences, and is like- 
wise herewith communicated, the former ig ‘ré- 
quested to recall the armed party advanced into 
the disputed territory for the ‘arrest’ of tres: 
ee, and is informed that a strong body of 
ritish troops is to be held in readiness to support 
and protect the authority and subjects of Great 
Britain in said territory. In answer to that re- 
quest, the Provincial Governor is informed of the 
determination of the State of Maine to support 
the land agent and his party in the performance 
of their duty, and the same determination for the 
execution of which provisionis made by a resolu- 
tion of the State Legislature, is communicated 
by the Governor to the General Government. | 
The Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick, 
in calling upon the Governor of Maine for a re- 
call of the land agent and his party from the dis- 
puted territory, and the British Minister in making 
a similar demand upon’ the Government of the 
United States, proceed upon the assumption that 
| an agreement exists between the two nations con: 
ceding to Great Britain, until the final settlement 
of the boundary question, exclusivé possession 
| of, and jurisdiction over, the territory in dispute, 
The important bearing which such an agreement, 
if it existed, would have upon the condition and 
interests of the parties, and the influence it might 
j have upon the adjustment of the dispute, ate too 
obvious to allow the error upon which this as- 
| sumption seems to rest to pass for a moment 
without correction. The answer of the Secre- 
| tary of State to Mr. Fox’s note, will show the 
ground taken by the Government of the United 
States upon this point. It is believed that all the 
correspondence which has passed between the 
two Governments upon this subject has already 
been communicated to Congress, and is now.on 
their files. An abstract of it, however, hastily 
prepared, accompanies this communication. Tt 
is possible that, in thus abridging a voluminous 
correspondence, commencing in 1825 and contin- 
uing to a very recent period, a portion may have 
been accidentally overlooked; but it is believed 
that nothing has taken place which would ma- 


| terially change the aspect of the question,’ as 


therein presented. Instead of sustaining the as- 
sumption of the British functionaries, that cor- 
respondence disproves the existence of any such 
agreement. It shows that the two Governments 
have differed not only in regard to the main ques- 
tion of title to the territory in dispute, but with 
reference also to the right of jurisdiction, ‘and the 
i fact of the actual exercise of it in different por- 
Always aiming at an amicable 
| adjustment of the dispute, both parties have en= 
| tertained and repeatedly urged upon each other a 
desire that each should exercise its rights, what- 
ever it considered them to be, in such a manner 
as to avoid collision, and allay, to the greatest 
practicable extent, the excitement likely to grow 
out of the controversy. It was in pursuance of 
| such an understanding that Maine and, Massa- 
! chusetts, upon the remonstrance of Great Britain, 
| desisted from making sales of lands, and the 
| General Government from the construction of a 
| projected military road in a portion of the terri- 
tory of which they claimed to have enjoyed the 
| exclusive possession; and that Great Britain, on 
her part, in deference to a similar remonstrance. 
from the United States, suspended the issue of 
licenses to cut timber in the territory in contro- 


road through a section of country over whieh 
she also claimed to have exercised exclusive ju- 
risdiction. Ot Pak 

“The State of Maine had a right to arrest the 
depredations complained of; it belonged to her to 


her interference; and it is presumed that had the 
Lieutenant Governor of New Bronswiek bei 
correctly advised of the nature of the’proceedings 


en 
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of the State of Maine, he would not have regarded 
the.transaction-as-requiring, on-his part, any-re- 
sort-to-force. Each party claiming.a right to the 
territory, and hence'to the exclusive jurisdiction 
over it, it is manifest that; to-prevent the destruc- 
tlon-of the timber by trespassers, acting against 
the authority of both, and at.the same time avoid 
forcible collision between the contiguous Govern- 
ments during the pendency of negotiations con- 
cerning the title, resort must be had to the mutual 
exercise of jurisdiction in such extreme cases, or | 
to an amicable and temporary arrangement as to 
the limits within which it should be exercised by 
each party. The understanding supposed to ex- 
ist between the United States and Great Britain | 
has been found heretofore sufficient for that pur- 
pose, and I believe will prove so hereafter, if the 
parties on the frontier, directly interested in the 
question, are respectively governed by a just 
spirit of conciliation and forbearance. If it shall 
be found, as there is now reason to apprehend, 
that there is, in the modes of construing that un- | 
derstanding by the two Governments, a difference 
not to be reconciled, I shall not hesitate to pro- 
pose to her Britannic Majesty’s Government a 
distinct arrangement for the temporary and mu- 
tual exercise of jurisdiction, by means of which 
similar difficulties may in fature be prevented. 
But between an eitort on the part of Maine to 
reserve the property in dispute from destruction | 
y intruders, and a military occupation by that 
State of the territory, with a view to hold it by 


: 7 a : s | 
force, while the settlement is a subject of nego- |} 


tiation between the two Governments, there isan 
essential difference, as well in respect to the posi- 
tion of the State, as to the duties of the General ji 
Government. In a letter addressed by the Sce- 
retary of State to the Governor of Maine, on the 
Ist of March last, giving a detailed statement of | 
the steps which had been taken by the Federal 
Government to bring the controversy to a term- 
ination, and designed to apprise the Governor of 
that State of the views of the Federal Executive, 
in respeet to the future, it was stated, that while 
the obligations of the Mederal Government to do 
all in its power to effect the settlement of the 
boundary question were fully recognized, it had, 
in the event of being unable to do so specifically, 
by mutual consent, no-other means to accomplish 
that object amicably, than by another arbitration, 
or by a commission with an umpire in the nas 
ture of an arbitration; and thatin the event of all | 
other measures failing the President would feel it | 
his duty to submit another proposition to the 
Government of Great Britain, to refer the decis- 
jon of the question to a third Power, These are 
still my views upon the subject; and until this | 


step shall have been taken, E cannot think jti 


proper to invoke the attention of Congress to 


other than amicable means for the settlement of |! 


the controversy, or to cause the military power 
of the Federal Government to be brought in aid 


of the State of Maine, in any attempt to effect |! 


that object by a resort to force. 

On the other hand, if the authorities of New 
Brunswick should attempt to enforce the claim o 
exclusive jurisdiction setup by them, by means | 
of a military occupation on their part of the dis- į 
puted territory, I shall feel myself bound to con- | 
sider the contingency provided by the Constitu- | 
tion as having occurred, on the happening of | 
which a State has the right to call for the aid of | 
the Federal Government to repel invasion. i 

I have expressed to the British Minister near | 
this Government a confident expectation that th 
agents of the State of Maine, who have been ar- 
tested under an obvious misapprehension of the 
object of their mission, will be promptly released 
and to the Governor of Maine that a similar 
course will be pursued in regard to the agents of 
the Province of New Brunswick. I have also 
recommended that any militia that may have beer 
brought together by the State of Maine, from an | 
apprehension of a collision with the Government 
or people of the British Province, will be yalun- 
tarily and peaceably disbanded, ` i aa 

I cannot allow myself to doubt that the results | 
anticipated from these representations will be | 
seasonably realized. The parties more immedi- 


I 
ately interested cannot but perceive that an appeal i 


to arms, under existing cirsumstances, will not 
only prove fatal to their present interests, bat | 
would postpone, if not defeat, the attainment of | 
the main objects which they have in view. Thel 


‘| ginal purpose. 


very incidents which’ have! recently. occurred will 
necessarily awaken: the Governments tothe im- 
portance of promptly adjusting a dispute, by 
which it is now made manifest that the peace of 
-the two nations is daily and imminently endan- 
| gered, This expectation is further warranted by 
the general forbearance which has hitherto char- 
acterized the conduct of the Government and 
| people on both sides of the line. -In the uniform 
| patriotism of Maine, herattachmenttothe Union, 
her respect for the wishes of the people of her 
| sister States, of whose interest in her welfare she 
| cannot be unconscious, and, in the solicitude felt 
| by the country at large for the preservation of 
i peace with our neighbors, we have astrong guar- 


has been made of her. 

As, however, the session of Congress is about 
| to terminate, and the agency of the Executive 
| may become necessary during the recess, it is im- 
| portant that the attention of the Legislature should 
be drawn to the consideration of such measures 
l as may be calculated to obviate the necessity ofa 
| call for an extra session. With that view, l have 
| thought it my duty to lay the whole matter be- 
| fore you, and to invite such action thereonas you 
f may think the occasion requires. 

M. VAN BUREN. 
Wasuincron, 26th February, 1839. 


A very interesting discussion followed, in 


i antec that she will not disregard the request that 
| 


VELL, and WILLIAMS of Maine, participated; 


H when, 


On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the docu- 
ments were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, five thou- 
sand additional copies were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would call up a bill for the organiza- 


inland and maritime frontier. 

Mr. WRIGHT submitted a resolution that the 
Senate would to-morrow go into the election ofa 
printer, and asked that it be considered now. 

Mr, DAVIS objecting, the resolution lies over. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


t 
i 
| 
i 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 26, 1839. 

| The unfinished business of the morning hour 

| was the report of the select committee on the pub- 

į lic lands, the question being on the amendment 

| of Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. YELL said thatthere were buta few days 


| 

| indispensable to the support of the Government; 
| that it was now apparent that no action could be 
| had daring this session, and he would not trespass 
another morning upon the business of the nation, 
&c. Tie stated the positions which induced him 


lands, under the deeds of cession, were set apart 
‘for the payment of the national debt, which 
l amounted, at the close of the war, to eighty 
million. That debt has been paid; and if you 


| please, by the proceeds of the public lands, or 
|i rather the whole amount of the sales amounts to 


| 
i about orice hundred and six million, out of which 
$ 


|i amount about thirty million has been expended 
iin surveying and paying all necessary expenses | 


and salaries. Butit must be recollected that this 


reasure as the proceeds of the public lands. Sec- 


sioner of the General Land Office, there has been 
about sixty million paid for the purchase under 
the treaties with Florida and Spain and the extin- 
guishment of Indian tities. That must be paid 


i publie Treasury to acquire these titles, and it 


no more be applied in distribution than money 
raised from customs upon imports. 


signed, and finally closed with his objections to the 
passage of the resolution, because the state of the 
Treasury would not justify it, and because the 
effect would be to raise the tariff, or a resort to 
direct taxation to make up the deficiency, which 


which Messrs. BUCHANAN, WEBSTER, DA- | 
VIS, CLAY of Kentucky, WALKER, NOR- | 


tion of a volunteer corps for the defense of the | 


|, to oppose the resolution, in addition to those ad- | 
| vanced on a former day: First that the public 


funded debt was paid as well out of the common i 


before the proceeds can be diverted from their ori- | 


The money was taken out of the |! and threw out an intimation that the proceedings 


Mr, Y. took a brief survey of the grounds as- | 


of the session left forthe transaction of business |: 


ondly, that, from the estimate of the Commis- |: 


i thereby became a part of the revenue, and could |} 


} 
i 
? 
i 
i 
i 
| 


he estimated to be ‘ten:million, or more, and 
which; moreover; would- fall. heavily upon the 
western States, as they were the consumers, and 
paid the duties in the end. 

‘[Mr. Y.*s speech in full will be published as soon 
as it is prepared for the press. ] 5 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, on the ground 
of want of time to act deliberately upon the sub- 


ject, moved to lay the report and resolutions upon 


the table. : 

Mr. HAYNES asked the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion to allow him to makea brief ex- 
planation. His position was a peculiar one, for 
his constituency had been assailed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Roperrson,] and he 
wished to place himself right before the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, declined. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for the yeas and nays; but they were refused; 
and the whole subject was laid on the table with- 
out a division. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then went into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Bangs in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the general appro- 
priation bill. 

The question immediately pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Oguz to strike out the appropriations 
for the branch mints, and to devote a sum of $600 
to each, for a man to take charge of them, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the committee against the amend- 
ment, and especially in reply to Mr. Oane’s re- 
marks last night. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, also advocated 
the propriety of continuing the branch mints. 

Mr, ROBERTSON sustained the amendment, 
and said he should have moved it, or one similar 
to it, had it, not been moved by a gentleman 
from the North. He expressed his surprise that 


; any southern man, opposed to the protection of 


manufactories, should support these branch man- 
ufactories for gold, when they had one before ca- 
pable of doing all the business of the country. 
Mr. DAWSON expressed his surprise at this 
having been made by the advocates of the amend- 
ment a party measure, and no Iess so at an effort 
to cut off, in its infancy, before it had scarcely 
gone into operation, works like these. He con- 
fined his remarks to the branch at Dahlonega, the 
necessity of which he warmly insisted. upon. 
Mr. GRAHAM was in favor of the continua- 
tion of the branches. * i 
Mr. EVERETT thought this an improper oc- 
casion to abolish the branch mints—that it should 
be brought forward as a separate measure. On 
such an occasion the argument of the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ocie] would be entitled 


to great consideration. He thought, at least, it 
was an unsafe course to introduce. subjects of 
legislation into appropriation bills. So Jong as the 
law establishing these mints remained, he thought 
that the annual appropriations for their support 
should be made. He said this, although he had 
voted against their establishment. Many of his 
friends, however, voted for them, no doubt on 
the ground on which they were then, as now, 
advocated—as a measure of protection to domes- 
tic industry. It was then, as now, urged that 
their establishment would increase.the value of 
gold in the section of country where produced. 
On this point the North had no constitutional 
scruples; and he was glad to find that, on that 
occasion, none were expressed by the South. He 
had voted against it principally on the ground 
that the establishment of different mints tended 
to produce a variation of value. He had thought, 
to preserve a perfect unity of value, there should 
be but one mint. 

Mr. STANLY made a reply to Mr. Mont- 
GOMERY, In opposition to the mint at Charlotte; 


were not very honestly conducted there, particu- 
larly in reference to the wastage of gold, or con- 
tingent expenses. ` 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that, strictly 
speaking, this amendment was not in order, be- 
cause they could not-repeat one law and ingraft 
another upon an appropriation. : 

Mr. MERCER advocated the adoption of the 
amendment. 


Mr. BYNUM said he should not have -said a 
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word, but. for. the peculiar relation in which he. 


stood. to the question under. consideration. He 
regarded the question of more importance than it 
might at first appear to possess. ‘The proposition 
was, in-his mind, an insidious one; and wore.the 
“ ear-mark” (to use the language of a friend of 
his) of the party, and system of the party, whence 
it came; and. he would show that it sprung from 
the very source from which such a motion should, 
The proposition to strike out all appropriations 
for the branch mints in the South, he would show, 
sprung from one who stood in need of a “straight 
jacket’? by far more.than did those who voted to 
establish the mints, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had. denounced all who voted for that 
bill as such. Now, sir, what does the member 
ask by the proposition? To stop all appropria- 
tions for the southern mints, and, consequently, 
by this ‘indirect blow, strike them down, after 
having, in the short space of six months, been 
established, without giving them the least trial to 
test their utility; and this he would have us do 
without furnishing one single additional fact more 
than was known at their establishment. Not a 
single new fact hag he presented to justify this 
House in striking down those institutions which, 
but a few years ago, were established by a vote 
of 115 to 60, lacking five only of being two to 
one. Does the gentleman think that there is so 
much stupidity in this House to do such a thing, 
in absence of additional evidence of the impolicy 
of the erection of those institutions? Were we 
to do it, we should truly deserve the epithets that 
the member, ifi his assumed wisdom, has applied 
tous. Before we attempt such a thing, why did 
not the gentleman make ‘proper calls on the De- 

artment for all the information necessary to 
justify the voting for such a proposition? Sir, 
does he think, by such * lunatics,’ to adopt such 
a proposition, without these necessary and usual 
calis? And to require the House to do such an 
act, shows much more clearly that he himself 
stands more in want of a ‘straight jacket” than 
others. : 

That this is an insidious attack is evident, in 
my mind, because it comes directly from a source 
that is the natural enemy to everything that is 
connected with a money. currency for the use of 
the laboring, productive people of this country, 
who live by industry and labor, and not by their 
corporate privileges and rights exclusively to issue 
paper in the name of money for the use of the peo- 
ple, and often without a particle of intrinsic value 
attached to it. It is this stuff that it is wished, 
by these privileged orders, to pass instead of 
money, and upon their credit and promises, as 
often as they choose to break them. It is for 
such stuff that they wish the people to work and 
Jabor, and with which they would buy the prod- 
uce of our industry. This step is one of their 


old tricks again; it is.a piece of that old craft Jam- | 


ily, that have been the curse of every age, to get 
produce and labor without returning for it a val- 
uable consideration. 

Yes, sir; paper money is the natural enemy of 


labor, industry, and every species of produce and | 


agriculture. Those mints were established for 
the especial benefit of the laborer and productive 


industry, and to aid in establishing for them, as | 


far as they could effect it, a currency founded on 
a valuable consideration, and not subject to eter- 
nal. fluctuation and depreciation; and for this 
cause alone have they become an ‘‘eye sore,” 
and are so bitterly denounced by the friends of 
this non-productive, non-laboring party, who 
have been so long wont to live upon their incor- 
porate privileges, and eat the bread of idleness. 

es, sit; for this reason will those institutions 
ever be opposed by the drones of this consump- 
tive; non-productive party.. The member wants 
the laborers who make this gold. to go to Phila- 


delphia to get their money coined; to pay their | 


own expensesfrom the backwoods of North Car- 
olina and Georgia, and the: whole West and 
South, to the great Mecca of the paper currency, 
to get the stamp of the holy father before they 
ean use their money, or be under the necessity of 
selling to speculators at from ten to fifteen per 
cent.; men sent on there by his holiness, or some 
of his stockjobbing: junto at the capital of the 
holy land. Does the gentleman think that the 
honest laborer. will not see through all this craft, 
and I like. to have said folly, for such it isin fact, 
as much wisdom as the gentleman. may think 


» 


there is in it?. By keeping. up these mints and 
carrying on your coinage among the people, this 
gold and silver, much of it, indeed, would-be 
left with the people who make and use it;.but 
carry it to Philadelphia, and your bank will do, 
what it ever has.done, seize on every-dollar of it 
that it can, and substitute for it its own paper and 
promises to pay. 

Again, I have no idea of any one place monop- 
olizing the coinage of money, or any other thing. 
I am against all such exclusive. privileges ina 
free country; and there are considerations, most 
powerful in my mind, of this character, that will 
induce me to vote against the novel and unpre- 
cedented moton to cut down those institutions. 

Let gentlemen alone, and they would have us 
to go to this Mecca of paper promises, for our 
apparel, our rights—and some would have gone 
there for our political opinions, our morals, re- 
ligion, and manners even. Sir, we are hardly to | 
be considered “decent,” unless we have visited 
this holy father, and dipped our corrupted hands | 
in his sacred fountain. No man possesses learn- | 
ing, or intelligence—is a scholar, or an orator, | 
unless he has the certificate from this capital of | 
exclusive privileges. All is vulgar, but what is | 
sanctioned by their criticism. But it does not / 
stop here; they have assumed, assumed, sir, even | 
to decide who are to be considered gentlemen, 
and to be worthy of notice. Such.is the prepos- 
terous arrogance of these advocates of exclusive | 
privileges. The very idea is not more insulting | 
than disgusting, as you pursue it. 

Eam sorry that the conduct of the Governor of 
North Carolina has been quoted by this party, į 
to justify them in their striking down those in- ; 
stitutions. It was but what might have bees ex- | 
pected, however, from the contents of his mes- | 

H 
j 
| 
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sage to the last Legislature. 

Sir, it was well calculated to aid and excite the 
enemies of that State to strike at her most favor- | 
ite institution, and prostrate her dearest interest, | 
as a Democratic Republican productive State. I 
protest, however, against his views in relation to 
this subject being taken here as evidence of those 
of a majority of that patriotic State. Sir, it was | 
not the only question that the Governor did not 
speak out on before the last election, in which he | 
succeeded in that State. Yes, sir, it is believed | 
by many that he purposely concealed his opinions | 
on many other subjects, until he had succeeded 
in his election. Yes, sir, and by this means a 
deception was practiced on that too-confiding | 
people, the like of which never had been before | 
played on them by any man or set of men; and, 
sir, the people of that high and patriotic State 
will feel humiliated when they learn, by such a | 
message, their Governor had become a favorite | 
and a subject of eulogy by an Antimasonic Abo- | 
litionist of this House, and that his principles | 
find favor alone with such, and those who would | 
give them indirect aid here. Long, long should 
that abused people remember the evidences this I 
day elicited in this House of the conduct and || 
principles of their Governor. But he has got | 
from them his all; he never will dare to appear 
before them again. Upon this subject I am re- | 
sponsible, sir, for what I speak, here or elsewhere. 
I regret, deeply regret, having the conduct of the 
Governor of the State that J represent, in part, 
thrown in my teeth here from such a source. 
Soon may we expect the conduct of some of the | 
Abolitionists from the same State thrown at us | 
here, as evidence against us, as to the triumphant ! 
progress of their bloody and assassin-like schemes | 

| 
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to the South. I feel humbled at such a state of 
things, coming from whatever quarter it may. | 

The member from Pennsylvania has dwelt ; 
much on the * gold humbug,” the * gold hum- | 
bug’’ used by the Democratic party for mere de- | 
ception, to gull and dupe and delude the people. | 
Now; sir, in this the member is guilty of the error | 
of his whole party. They give the strongest ev- | 
idence against themselves. Ifthe attempt to place | 
our currency upon a specie basis, and make ita 
permanent one, for the benefit of the productive 
and laboring interests, to thwart the views of 
speculators, bankers, and stockjobbers—if it all 
was a mere “ humbug,” I say, sir, why these 
mighty, these Herculean, these dying struggles, 
made in every section of your country, both-in 
and out of this House, to preventit? Why those 


indefatigable efforts; here and elsewhere, to thwart 
it, to impede it, and strangle it at.every step that 


is takeh‘on: that subject?  Do'those deathlike ef- 
forts alone not give the nost palpable and incon- 
trovertible contradiction -to:all’ their ideas ofits 
being a “humbug”. Could anything afftrdia 
more clear demonstration of their belief vor its 
being no “ humbug,”’ than such solicitude and in- 
defatigable efforts on their part. to resist it? Is. 
this evidence not clear of the grossest attempt on 
their- part to practice a deception on the people, 
and make them believe what their évery act fürs 
nishes the most clear demonstration that they do 
not themselves ? Ps f ppu 

Mr. THOMPSON regarded the establishment 
of these mints as an extraordinary piece of légis- 
lation. The establishing these branch mints‘in 
the places where located was novel and unprecé- 
dented. There was no practical necessity for 
them; and, as a southern man and patriot, he 
deprecated the practice of digging gold from the 
bowels of the earth; that it had desolated’ and 
ruined every country that ever undertook to carry 
on this species of mining." Could he prevent-it, 
he never would have another dollar dug. “Mr. 
T. concluded at the suggestion of 

Mr. HOWARD, who stated to the committee 
that a message from the President of the United 
States, of an important character, was now in 
waiting, and hoped the committee would rise, to 


i enable the House to receive the same, and have 


it referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The committee, at this suggestion, accordingly 
rose, and reported progress.’ fot 


MAINE BOUNDARY, > 0a 


The SPEAKER laid before the House @ mes- 
sage from the President of the United States in 
relation to the difficulties on the Maine frontier, 
accompanied by voluminous documents from the 
Governor of Maine; also, communications from 
the Secretary of State to Mr. Fox, the British 
Minister, and his replies thereto. ` ae 

Mr. HOWARD moved that the message and 
accompanying documents be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and be printed; and 
that the committee have liberty to sit during the 
sittings of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the printing of twen- 
ty thousand extra copies; and supported the mo- 
tion by a speech, in which he highly commended 
the message; and which, together with the rest 
of this highly interesting debate, will be given 
hereafter. : : : 

Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland, briefly replied to 
some remarks of Mr. Tuompson, which heton 
sidered as reflecting, in an offensive manner, upon 
the House. EEE 

Mr. THOMPSON explained. i DEE 

Mr. EVANS, of Maine, followed ina'longard 
very animated speech, in which heigave a full bis- 
tory of the present difficulty in that State frönrits 
origin; stated minutely its present condition; còm- 
mented with somé severity on the neglect which 
had been shown by .the General Government to 
the oft-repeated representations of that State, in 
which the present crisis had been represented ag 
inevitable; and insisted that it was evident, from 
the whole tone of the message, that the urgency 
of the case was not appreciated. 

Mr. HOWARD remonstrated against this crim 
ination of the Government as necessarily leading 
to a defensive reply, and thus tending to withdraw 
the attention of the House to a collateral subject, 
and diverting it from the deéply interesting sube - 
ject of the message. ` 

Mr. EVANS proceeded some time longer; and 
when he sat down, 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved the previous question. 
[Loud cries of “ No, no!’’ ‘€ Withdraw it! with- 
draw it!” from all parts of the House.]} 

Mr. PETRIKIN withdrew his motion. 

Mr. ADAMS then addressed the House indors- 
ing fully the speech of Mr. Evans, but suggest- 
ing a constitutional difficulty in relation to the 
advice of the President to the Governor of Maine 
to-enter into an explanation and accommodation 
with the Governor of New Brunswick, &c., as a 
thing which the Governor of a State was not au- 
thorized to do; and expressed his hope thatan 
agent of the Government would be appointed: to 
manage such an arrangement, should it take place, 


Mr. CRARY moved the previous question. a 
Mr. LINCOLN requested him to withdraw the 


motion, but he refused to comply.) 2 2 - 3 
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“The question being taken by tellers, on second- 
ing the motion, it was-rejected—ayes 48, noes 89. 
© Mr. LINCOLN then addressed the House,and 
after- warm commendations of the message, went 
at Jarge into the general subject. 

He was succeeded by Mr. CUSHING, who 
strenuously denied the existence of any agree- 
ment between the two Governments that, pend- 
ing the controversy, Great. Britain was to hold 
exclusive jurisdiction over the disputed territory, 
and adverted to the aggressive claims of that Gov- 
ernment, her course toward the Indians, and on 
the northwestern coast, &c, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded, put, carried, and 
the question of reference agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs had leave to sit during the 
sessions of the House. 

Mr. BRONSON moved to print twenty thou- 
sand copies of these documents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, objected to 
the consideration of the resolution at this time; 
and, at the suggestion of several gentlemen that 
it-would be better to print them with the report 
of the committee, Mr. Bronson did not press his 
motion. 


DEFALCATIONS OF SWARTWOUT. 


Mr. HARLAN asked leave to report from the 
select committee appointed to inquire into the 


defaleations of Swartwout and others. | 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said he must object to 
anything interposing to prevent the action of the | 
House on the appropriation bill. Morcover, the |! 
committee had risen for the sole purpose of re- 
ceiving the President’s message on the Maine | 
question; and that having been disposed of, the 
uafinished business should be resumed. 

Mr. HARLAN thereupon moved a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 85, nays 59. 

Not being two thirds, the rales were not sus- 
pended, 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then went into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed 
the consideration of the general appropriation bill; 
the pending question still being on striking out 
the appropriations for the branch mints of North 
Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana, and providing 
salaries for persons to supervise the ‘public prop- | 
erty thereat, i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG gave notice that he 
would remain here all night, and move a call of 
the House, rather than again rise without closing | 
the amendments on this bill. 

The debate was continued at great length by 
Messrs. OGLE, BYNUM, GRAHAM, and | 
RENCHER., ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG appealed to the House 
to take the question, and let the bill be reported. 

And the question on the amendment was taken, | 
and rejected. 

Mr. CHAMBERS proposed to amend the bill 
by adding a provision requiring the collectors of 
customs to deposit the money coming into their 
hands to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States, subject to warrant, &c. 

The CHAIRMAN said that if there was any 
objection, he should pronounce this amendment 
out of order. 

Mr. CHAMBERS supposed no gentleman 
would object. 

_ Mr. PETRIKIN alluded to the short space of 
time left, and objected, 

Mr. CHAMBERS. Then let the gentleman 
take the responsibility. I now move to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill, so that the gen- 


by objecting to this amendment, - 

Some remarks followed from Messrs. CHAM- 
BERS, CAMBRELENG, and PETRIKIN. 

Mr. CHAMBERS withdrew his motion to 
strike out the enacting clause, and again offercd 
his amendment for the purpose of taking an ap- 
peal. : 

But, on the suggestion of Mr. MERCER, Mr, | 
C. withdrew the amendmént, with the intention 


| journed. 


Mr. HALSTED moved: to amend the bill by 
providing that no part of the contingent fund of 
the Post Office Department should be expended 
in paying for the dinners of the clerks; which was 
rejected. 


ducing the appropriation for the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate to $30,000; which was re- 
jected. . 

Mr. GRAVES offered an amendment, the effect 
of which would be to reduce a certain class of 
clerks in the Post Office, who now enjoyed an ad- 
vantage over others by having had ten per cent. 
| added to their salaries, to the same level with the 
rest, by taking off twenty per cent. from what 
they now received. 

he amendment was opposed by Mr. CAM- 
BRELENG, and rejected. 

After an ineffectual attempt by Mr. RIVES to 
get an amendment to increase the salaries of col- 
lectors of the smaller ports of the Union, with 
especial reference to the collector at Petersburg, 
Virginia, 

The committee rose and reported the bill to the 
Flouse. 
| Mr. CHAMBERS offered an amendment, the 
| effect of which would be to prohibitany collector 
| from retaining in his hands moneys paid’ under 
| protest, and requiring him to deposit the same in 
bank to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
| States. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The House then concurred in the amendments 
reported from the committee, save a few which 
were reserved for discussion, which were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BELL moved an adjournment; but with- 
drew the motion at the request of 

Mr. EVANS, who, by leave, laid on the table 
a communication from Governor Fairfield to the 
Legislature of Maine, which, he observed, pre- 
sented a very critical state of things there. ‘The 
reading was dispensed with, and the document 
ordered to be printed for the information of the 
members. 

Mr. JENIFER, on leave, offered a resolution 
calling for certain information in relation to the 
tobacco trade. 

A bill in explanation of a bill for the reorgani- 
| zation of the United States Marine Corps was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. EWING asked leave to present joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Indiana on the sub- 


į ject of slavery; but it was objected to, and leave 


| was refused, 
| Mr. DAWSON, froma select committee, made 


| which was read and referred. 

Mr. BEATTY moved an adjournment, (about 
half past ten o’clock. 

Mr. HARLAN requested him to withdraw it, 
that he might present a report from the investi- 
| gating committee on the Swartwout defalcation. 
j Mr. BEATTY refusing, 

Mr. HARLAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 45, nays 52. 

So the House refused to. adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that there be a call of 
the House. . 

Mr. BEIRNE demanded the yeas.and nays. 

Mr. WISE remonstrated. 
desired was to get the report out of their hands 
| into those of the printer. 

Mr. MERCER hoped the report would be re- 


| ceived, and ordered to be printed. 


call. 


Mr. OWENS stated that the report of the 


House (a few minutes before eleven o'clock) ad- 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. McK EAN presented the memorial of the 
Philadelphia Board of Trade, praying a further 


‘appropriation for the completion of the light- 


house on Brandywine shoals; which was referred 


to move a suspension of the rule’ in the House, 
for the purpose of offering it there. i 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
‘Mr, YOUNG presented the petition of A, B. 


Mr. H. moved further to amend the bill by re- į 


a report on certain claims of the State of Georgia; | 


All the committee | 


| Mr. HOPKINS withdrew his motion for a! 


minority would be ready in the morning; and it! 
|| being understood that both reports should be pre- 
1 i; sented simultaneously to-morrow morning, the 
tleman will gain no time on the score of debate, || 
] 
j 


Patterson and others, citizens of Warren county, 
Illinois, praying the establishment of a post route; 
which was réferred to the Committee.on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: a 

: Mr. MOUTON presented the petition of a num- 
ber of the citizens of the State of Louisiana, 
praying. the entire repeal of the naturalization 
laws now in force, and the passage of other laws 
to prevent the indiscriminate influx of foreign 
emigrants; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, after some remarks from Messrs. 
PIERCE, MOUTON, PRESTON, HUBBARD, 
and BENTON, was considered and agreed to: - 

Resolved, That there be allowed, and paid out of the con- 
tingent fund, for extra services, to each of the messengers 
of the Senate and office, $250; to each of the pages, $2005 
and to each of the assistant messengers and laborers, $200. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. TALLMADGE, was taken up for con- 
sideration, and adopted: 

Whereas, the Senate, on the 19th day of February in- 
stant, passed a resolution, as follows: : 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General communicate to 
the Senate the number of removals of deputy postmasters 
since the 4th March, 1837; the names of the persons so re- 
moved, and times when removed ; the names of the persons 
appointed to fill the vacancies; the names of the offices 
where such removals have been made; classing the whole 
by States and Territories. 

And whereas, no answer has been received to the same: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform the Sen- 
ate, without delay, why he has not communicated the in- 
formation required by that resolution. =, 

The joint resolution fixing the value of the 
pound in money of the British Provinces in North 
America at our custom-houses, was read a second 
time, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and, by unanimous consent, read the 
third time and passed. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WRIGHT, 
yesterday, fixing half past twelve o'clock to go 
into an election for printer, was considered and 
agreed to, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTE ES. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Philip Weade- 
man; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill to 
provide for the defense of the western frontier, 
from the mouth of the Sabine to Fort Snelling, 
on the Mississippi river, reported the same with- 
out amendment, 

Mr. NORVELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred an act for the re~ 
lief of Lewis B, Willis, reported the same with- 
| out amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the following 
acts, reported the same, severally, without amend- 
ment: 

An act for the relief of Francis Mallaby; 
| An act for the relief of Griffeth Combe and 
‘| John P, Ingle, trustees of the house in the city 
| of Vashington, commonly called the Brick Cap- 

itol; 

i} An act for the relief of A. J. Pickett, and 
i George W. Gayle; and 

An act for the relief of James W. Cox. 

Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
William Dickinson, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: . 

The joint resolution providing for the purchase 
i| of an island in the Delaware, called the Pea 
i| Patch; i 
| The bill to provide for additional clerks’ in the 
| Post Office Department, and the Auditor’s office 
| connected therewith; 
| The bill granting a pension to Hannah Leigh- 
: ton; - 
| The bill for the relief of John Ritchie; 
| 
i 
| 
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The bill for the relief of John L. Scott; 

The bill granting to certain persons therein 
named the right of preémption to a tract of land 
in Ottowa county, Michigan; 

The bill for the relief of Charles A. Dodd; 

The bill forthe relief of Daniel B. Bush; 


i 
H 
i 
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1839. 


The. bill to authorize the inhabitants. of town- | 
ship eight. north, range thirty-two west, in they 


State of Arkansas, to epter a section of land in 
lieu of the sixteenth section in said township, 
upon condition that the same is surrendered to 
the United States for military purposes; 
“The bill to authorize the location of the pre- 
emption certificates given by the register of the 
land office at Batesville, in Arkansas, under: the 
act of the 26th of May, 1824, on any of the public 
lands for sale in the State of Arkansas; 

The bill for the relief of Richard Robinson; 

The bill for the. relief of the widow and other 
heirs of Alexander Hamilton, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of John Burk; 

The bill for the relief of Josephine Nourse; 

An act for the erection of light-houses, light- 
boats, beacons, and buoys; 

An act for the relief of James H. Ralston; 

An act for the relief of Samuel McKay; 

An act for the relief of John W. Kearney; 

Anact for the relief of John McFarland; and 

The bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year 1839. - 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


Athalf past twelve o’clock, in pursuance of the 
resolution on the subject, adopted this morning, 
the Senate proceeded to ballot for a Printer; and 
the result was as follows: 

¿On the ‘first ballot, forty-three ballots were 
given; of which 

Blair & Rives. had.....5+. 

‘Gales & Seaton 

Ogden, Niles... 

Thoimas Allen. 4 


DBlanBKesesssseesserossroeteroorerasesaaveesesessse È 
43 
Blair & Rives, therefore, having a majority of 


the whole number of votes given, were declared 
by the Chair to þe duly elected. 


LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. : 


The bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, beacons, and buoys, was ordered to 
be engrossed. 


:” INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


_ The bill to prevent. the interference of certain 
Federal officers in elections was taken up; when 
` Mr. CRITTENDEN addressed the Senate for 
upwards. of two hours and a half in defense of 
the bill, and was replied to by Mr. WALL. 

Mr. NILES and Mr. PRESTON followed in 
the debate, and the question was taken on the 
amendment to the bill offered by Mr. Crirren- 
ven, and decided in the negative—yeas 18, nays 
25; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knight; Merrick, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Ruggles, Smith of Indiana, 
Swift, Tallmadge, and White—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Benton, Brown, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, Mou- 
ton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Wall, Williams of 
Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—25. 


Mr. TALLMADGE then offered to amend the 
bill by making its. provisions and penalties ap- 
plicable only to the officeholders named when 
they shall subscribe sums of money to carry on 
elections; which was lost—yeas 15, nays 26; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun,: Crittenden, Davis, 
Foster, Merrick, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Smith of Indiana, Swift, Tallmadge, and White—1l5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Clayton, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
Lyon; Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Wall, 
Williams ‘of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and 
Young—26, g à ; 


¿Mr RIVES. then, moved to, recommit the. bill 
to-the Committee on the Judiciary, with. instruc- 
tidris to amend the bill so as to conform to the 
resolutions which he had submitted to the Senate 
some time sincè; which waslost—yéas 13, nays 
25; as follows: ..:. eats ane ; uP 

: YEAS Mearsi Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Knigbt, Mér- 

Ci rentiss, Preston. A Smi : Indi 
Swit, Tallmadge, Tee ines Ruggles, Smith of Podina, 

NAYS--Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabaina, Cuthbert, Fulton; Hubbard, King, Linn, Lyon, 
Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Walker, Wail,-Wiltiams of Maine, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright,:and Young—95. 


„The question then came up on the engrossment. 
of the bill, which is as follows: pe 


A bill to prevent the interference of certain Federal officers 
f in elections. 


To the end that the great powers given to the: officers of 
the Federal Government, and other persons employed in its 
service, may not be used for the influencing of elections, 
which ought to be free and incorrupt : 5 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ‘Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
from and after the Ist day of Aprii, in the year 1839, no mar- 
shal or deputy marshal, no postmaster or deputy postmaster, 
no receiver or register of a land office, or any other deputies 
or clerks, no surveyor general of the public lands, or any 
of bis deputies or assistants, no collector, surveyor, naval 
officer, weigher, gauger, appraiser, or other officer or person 
whatsoever concerned or employed in the charging, col- 
jecting, levying, or managing the customs, or any branch 
or- part thereof, no engineer, officer, or agent, employed or 
concerned in the execution or superintendence of any of 
the public works, shall, by word, message, or writing, or in 
any other manner whatsoever, endeavor to persuade any 
elector to give, or dissuade any elector from giving, bis vote 
for the choice of any person to be elector of President and 
Vice President of these United States, or for the choice of 
any person to be a Senator or Representative in the Congress 
of the said United States, or the choice of any person to be 
Governor or Lieutenant Governor of any State, or of any 
person to be a representative or member in the legislative 
department of any State of this Union, or for the choice of 
any person to serve in any public office established ‘by the 
law of any of said States; nor shall any such officer or per- 
son intermeddle in any of the elections above mentioned, 
or use any means with intent to influence or control the 
same, otherwise than by giving his own vote; and every 
person offending therein shail forfeit the sum of $500; one 
moiety thereof to the informer, and the other moicty thereof 
to the United States aforesaid, to be recovered, with costs 
of suit, by any person that shall sue for the same, by action 
of debt, bill, or plaint in any of the district or circuit courts 
of the United States; and every person convicted, on any 
such suit, of the said offense, shall thereby become dis. 
abled and incapable of ever bearing or executing any office 
or place of trust whatsoever under the said United States. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, gave his reasons why 
he could not support the bill; and the question 
being taken on its engrossment, was decided in 
the negative—yeas 5, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Crittenden, Foster, Merrick, Preston, 
and White—5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulten, Hubbard, King, Knight, 
Linn, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Indiana, Walker, Wall, Williams of Maine, Williams of 
Mississippi, Wright, and Young—28. 


So the bill was lost. 
MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore submitted the 
following message from the President of the Uni- 


ted States: 
WASHINGTON, February 27, 1839. 


T'o the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit to Congress copies of various other documents 
reccived from the Governor of Maine, relating to the dis- 
pute between that State and the Province of New Bruns- 
wick, which formed the subject of my message of the 26th 
instant, and also a copy of a memorandum signed by the 
Secretary of State of the United States and her Britannic | 
Majesty’s Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- i 
tiary near the United States, of the terms upon which itis 
believed all collision can be avoided on the frontier, con- | 
sistently with, and respecting the claims on either side. As 
the British Minister acts without specific authority from i 


j his Government, it will be observed that this memorandum 


has but the force of recommendation on the provincial au- | 
thorities and on the government of the State. 
M. VAN BUREN. 


MEMORANDUM. 

Her Majesty’s authorities consider it to have been under- 
stood and agreed upon by the two Governments that the 
territory in dispute between Great Britain and the United 
States, on the northeastern frontier, should remain excelu- 
sively under British jurisdiction until the final settlement 
of the boundary question. 

The United States Government have not understood the. 
above agreement in the same sense, but consider, on the con- 
trary, that there has been no agreement whatever for the cx- 
ercise by Great Britain of exclusive jurisdiction over the dis- 
puted territory, or any portion thereof, but a mutual under- 
standing that, pending the negotiation, the jurisdiction then | 
exercised by either party, over small portions of the territory | 
in dispute, should not be enlarged, but be continued merely i 
for the preservation of local tranquillity and the public prop- | 
erty, both forbearing, as far as practicable, to exert any au- | 
thority, and, when any should be exercised by either, plac- į 
ing upon the conduct of each other'the most favorable 
construction. D : 

Acomplcte understanding upon the question thus placed at | 
issue, of present jurisdiction, can only be arrived ‘at by 
friendly. discussion. between the Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain; and, as it is confidently hoped j 
that there will be an early settlement of the question, this 
subordinate ‘point of difference cdh be-of but little moment. 

In the meantime, the Governor of the: Province of New. 
Brunswick and the government of the State of. Maine.will | 
act as follows: Her Majesty’s officers will not seek to expel, 
by military force, the armed party which‘ has been sent by 
Maine into the-district. bordering “onthe Aroostook river ; 
but thë Government of Maine. will yoluntatily, and without ` 


by. the opposite parties, shall be-released; | -i > 3 
Nothing in this memorandum shall be çons‘ruèd. to fortify. 
or to. weaken, in any respect whatever, the claim of either 
party to the ultimate possession of the disputed territory: 
The Minister Plenipotentiary of her’ Britannic. Majesty- 
having no specific authority to make any atrangemention 
the subject, the undersigned can only: reeommend,.as,they 
now earnestly do, to the Governments of New Branswick. 
and Maine, to regulate their future proceedings according’ 
to the terms herein set forth, until. the :final settlement. of: 
the territorial dispute, or until the Governments of the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain shall come to some definite 
conclusion on the subordinate point upon which they are 


now at issue. 
JOHN FORSYTH, en 
Secretary of State of the United States of North America. 
H. S. FOX, eet 
Her Britannic Mojesty’s Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary. °°" 


WASHINGTON, February 27, 1839. ai 


After some remarks from Messrs., WIL- 
LIAMS of Maine, PRESTON, DAVIS; RUG- 
GLES, WEBSTER, BROWN, WALKER, and 
CALHOUN, the message was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and five. thou- 
sand additional copies ordered to be printed. * 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


An act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the: 
year 1839, was read a first and second. time, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, ©... 

The Senate then adjourned. 5 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, February 27, 1839. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the select committee. ad- 
pointed on the 17th of January last to inquire and. 
report as to the defalcations of public. officers, 
made a report; when j 

Mr. OWENS, of the same committee, on be- 
half of the minority, by leave, submitted a report 
containing the views. of the minority upon. the. 
subject-matters committed, to the committee. 

Mr. HARLAN, on. behalf of the committee, 
moved. the reading of the conclusions of the com- 
mittee; and that five thousand. copies., of: the re- 
ports. with the journal, and. twenty; thousand 
copios of the reports without the journal, be: 
printed. Bags oye DaT Ag Re upe 

Mr.. PETRIKIN. said. he was. not-opposed. to 
printing, but he objected to.the reading, unleasialt 
the reports:were read. And he called far the reads: 
ing, accordingly. Pad te ANU TI A ite 

Some conversation followed in different parts of: 
the House, of which little could be.heard, owing: 
to the extreme confusion. . * 

The SPEAKER decided that 


it was a parlia- 


“mentary right to call for the readings and, after 


some further conversation on points of order, 
The Clerk. proceeded to read the report of the 
majority. > as : ` 
The reading was frequently interrupted by at=- 
tempts to suspend it; after some time, hoy 
On motion of Mr. OWENS, all the reports (by: 
general consent) were laid on.the table; and: five 


:thousand copies thereof, with the journal, and 


twenty thousand copies of both documents, with- 
out the journal, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALL, from. the ‘select. committee: ap- 
pointed on the. 24th of January to inquire into the 
character and amount. of proof which is requited 
by existing Jaws and regulations to. establish 
claims on the United States for revolutionary 
services. in. the. Virginia Continental andi State 
lines and navy, and whether any, and-.what; fur- 
ther legislative provisions be necessary in regard 
to the mode of adjusting and allowing:-claims for- 
such services, made a report. thereon adverse to 
further appropriation for the satisfaction. of said: 
warrants; and moved that.it be laid on the table, 
and that the report and-decuments.be printed: 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. asked for: a division of: 
the question. ; eee ee aS 

Mr. WISE urged that the question should not 
be taken now, as a- colleague: of hisy and.a mem- 
ber of the committee, (not.now.in his:seat,) was: 
preparing his protest againat:this reports hy which 
great injustice, he contended; was done} and he 
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wished to have that protest 
the report . 
The report was laid on the table. i 
The question recurring on the motion to print, 
Some remarks followed from Messrs. TALIA- 
FERRO, CRAIG, HALL, and WISE. à 
Mr. STANLY, with a view to save the time 
of the House, now so precious, moved to lay the 
motion to print on the table. 


printed, together with 


Mr. BRIGGS, as a member of the committee, | 


appealed to Mr. Sran ty to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STANLY not consenting, 

Mr. GRENNELL asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay the motion to print on the table, 
which were ordered, and being taken were—yeas 
43, nays 127. 

So the motion to lay the motion to print on the 
table was rejected. 


And the question recurring on the motion to |! 


print, 


announced the expiration of the morning hour. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, on leave, offered a res- 
olution fixing the hour of meeting at ten o’clock, 
and providing that the Elouse take a recess from 
three to half past four o’clock. 

Some amend ments being offered, 

Mr.. CAMBRISLENG moved the previous 
question; which was seconded. 

The main question was ordered, 


n i 
And the resolution was adopted, (and takes 


effect as to the recess this day.) 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Seeretary of War, transmitting reports 
of the Commissary General of the Army and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with 
document No. 78 of the House of Representa- 
tives, second session of the T'wenty-Fifth Con- 
gress, containing the information called for by a 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
28th ultimo. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 2ist January last, calling for information 
as to the number of Cherokee Indians now resid- 
ing in North Carolina, &e. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting the information required by a resolution of 


the House of Representatives of the 14th ultimo, | 


in relatión to the improvement of Little Egg har- 
bor. ° 

Mr. ADAMS, on leave, presented certain joint 
resolutions from the Legislature of Massachusetts, 


onthe subject of the salt duty; which was laid | 


on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, on leave, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported a bill to compensate 
certain officers of the customs for the year 1839; 
which was read twice and committed. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of this 
bil, which had been reported from the © :mmittee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, the ques- 
tion being on concurring in certain amendments 
made thereto in committee, and which had been 
reserved for special question. 

The first amendment was that proposed by 


Mr. Avams, and passed in committee, that the | 


aggregate amount ofall the items of appropriation 
in the bill be set forth in the first clause thereof. 


Some debate followed, in which Messrs. CAM- | 
BRELENG, ADAMS, and BELL participated. | 
When, the question being taken, the amend- | 


ment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. BELL, for the purpose of making some 
general remarks 
clause of the bill, 

Mr. B. then addressed the House on the actual 
condition and resources of the country at the 


present time, and. the inertness and wait of en- | 


ergy in the heads of the General Government, as 
illustrated by the'state of our different frontiers. 

Mr. BRONSON defended the Administration, 
and especially with reference to its measures on 
the Canadian frontier. 

Mr. BELL then withdrew his motion. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
second amendment made in committee, and re- 
served for special question, which was to reduce 


Before further action was taken, the Speaker | 


» moved tostrike out the enacting || 


the item for the contingent expenses of the pay | 


and mileage; &c., of the Territory of Iowa to 
27,575. ; 
i Some debatefollowed, in which Messrs. CHAP- 
MAN and LEADBETTER participated. 
And the question was not taken, when, pursu- 
ant to its order, the House took a recess until 
| half past four o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House met after recess; and the general 
ppropriation bill being still under consideration, 

Me. LEADBETTER concluded his remarks in 
reply to Mr. Cuapman, on striking out the item 
of $16,000 for certain arrearages.in the pay of the 
members of the Legislature of Iowa. 

Mr. CHAPMAN replied; when the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the amendment 
stricken out. : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the previous 


la 


‘question. a : 

' Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked him to 
| withdraw the motion, reminding him of a pledge 
i given by him on a former day that he would not 
| make this motion till Mr. G. should have had an 
, opportunity of renewing in the House certain 
I! amendments moved by him in committee. 

j| Mr. CAMBRELENG denied that he was under 
p any such pledge. 

| Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, replied with 
l great warmth, and in somewhat intemperate 


ji terms, which, however, were indistinctly heard 


by the reporter amidst the cries of ‘* Order!” 
p“ Order!” and the general confusion of the House. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
a call of the House; which motion prevailing, the 
| Louse was called. One hundred and twenty-nine 
| members having answered to their names, the 
| absentees were called, when one hundred and fifty 
seven members were found to be present. 

The cail was then suspended, 

The previous question was seconded by yeas 
(and nays—yeas 113, nays 47. It was then put, 
and carried. : 

Mr. CONNOR demanded. the yeas and nays; 
‘but the House refused to order them. 

| The bill was then read the third time by its 
ii title, and passed, 

i Mr. GARLAND apologized to the House for 
| the intemperate expressions he had used towards 
i Mr. Campre ene, stating that the latter had 
come to his seat and stated that he had forgotten 
having given the pledge, though afterwards con- 
| vinced it had been given, as stated by Mr. G. 
[Cries of * Well done!’ “ Handsome !?’] 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


! A message was now received from the Presi- 
| dent of the United States, on the subject of our 
|! difficulties in Maine, accompanied by a memo- 
i randum signed by Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Fox, 
ji proposing a conciliatory course to. be pursued 
i by New Brunswick and Maine. 

ii Mr. EVANS addressed the House in a course 
| of remarks expressive of his fears that this pro- 
|i posal had come too late to prevent the effusion of 
|| blood. Ie moved that the message and accom- 
i! panying documents be referred to the Committee 
i on Foreign Affairs. 

_ Two other messages were received and re- 
ferred. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Navy appropriation bill having come back 
i from the Senate with some amendments, 

| - Mr. CAMBRELENG moved its reference to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which was agreed to. i 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


On motion of Mr. C., the House then went 
‘into the Committee of the Whole, (Mr. IncHam 
; in the chair,) and took up the bill to prevent and 
| suppress Indian hostilities. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to insert after 
the appropriating clause the words “amounting 
to $1,804,774;”? which was agreed to. 

After the adoption of some other slight amend- 
ments, . 

Mr. EVERETT moved an item of $5,000 to 
cover the expenses of a treaty with the Seminole 
| Indians, should the President see fit to enter into 
| one. He supported the amendment in a speech 
j in which he adverted to the large sums which had 
been expended in the vain effort to expel these 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
j 
| 
i 


Indians from Florida, and stated the probability, 
from information he had received, that if negotia- 
tions were entered into, the remnant now there 
would be content to retire within an ascertained 
line, &c. 

The amendment gave rise to an extended de- 
bate, in which Messrs. EVERETT, DOWN- 
ING, FILLMORE, ROBERTSON, CRABB, 
MONTGOMERY, MERCER, and PUTNAM 
took part; which resulted in the adoption of the 
amendment. : 

Mr. BELL moved to insert an amendment ap- 

ropriating $50,000 to pay for horses which had 
fees taken into Florida by volunteers, and de- 
tained there by order of United States officers, 
and then turned over, by the owners, to the Uni- 
i ted States. 

On this amendment a long and desultory debate 
took place, in which Messrs. BELL, PETRI- 
KIN, EWING, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, 
ROBERTSON, ELMORE, GRENNELL, and 
| CHAPMAN participated. 

Mr. ROBERTSON made the point of order, 
that the law having expired which authorized 
these expenditures, the amendment, under the 
rule of the House, was out of order. 

Mr. McICAY inquired whether a bill had not 
been reported from the Committee of Claims cov- 
cring these cases? 

A reply having been given in the negative, 

The point of order was debated by Mr. TUR- 
NEY, who contended that even though the law 
| of 1837 had expired, yet there was a general law 
under which the amendment was in order. And 
Mr. T. went into an examination of the amend- 
ment, and urged its adoption. 

The amendment was debated further by Mr. 
McKAY. 

Mr. BELL modified his amendment so as to 
conform to the words of the law. _ 

Mr. ROBERTSON called the attention. of the 
Chair to the point of order. ` : 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be in order. f 

Theamendment wasfurther debated b 
| HARRISON and RUSSELL. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked that this 
bill be laid- aside, in order that some of the many 
other bills before the House might be taken up. 
He alluded to the great loss of time in debate, 
and to the excellent practice in the British House 
of Commons of coughing members down on cer- 
tain occasions—a rule which he thought might 
be most properly applied here. Ife was will- 
ing, however, that the pending question should 
ve taken, i 

Mr. ELMORE moved to amend the amend- 
ment so-as to include horses that have died in 
consequence of the failure of the Government to 
furnish proper support and forage, of from in- 
juries sustained while in the service, where they 
have died after their owners were discharged from 
service. 

Some further remarks were made b 
| BELL, RUSSELL, and ELMORE. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected—ayes 32, noes 91, 

Mr: GRANTLAND moved an amendment 
appropriating $85,000 to refund to the State of 
Georgia money expended for pay and subsist- 
ence of troops called into service to repel an in- 
| vasion of Indians near Okefenoke swamp. 

A document from the War Department was 
read in relation to this subject. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then laid aside, 


y Messrs, 


y Messrs. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, 


Mr. GRANT moved that the committee take 
up the bill to provide for certain harbors, and for 
the removal of obstructions in and at the mouths 
of certain rivers, and for other purposes, for the 
year 1839; which motion was rejected—ayes 57, 
| hoes Tå. 


PAY OF PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. MORGAN moved to take up the bill to 
| authorize the Secretary of War to allow com- 


pensation to pensión agents; which motion was 
i rejected. 


POST OFFICE BUILDING. 


| On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, the committee 
' took up the bill providing for the erection of a 
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fire-proof building for the use of the General Post 
Office Department. ire 

A letter from the Postmaster General, showing 
the necessity of this building, having been read, 

Mr. THOMAS said that this was not a time 
to enterinto a debate, and if the occasion justified 
it he was not disposed to do so. He would: say 
that he was satisfied in his own mind that. this 
building ought to be of marble, large quantities 
of which were to be found in Washington county, 
Maryland, near the lite .of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal; in Baltimore county, in the same 
State; in Pennsylvania, and in other parts of the 
United States. He had taken some pains to as- 
certain the character of the marble in Washing- 
ton county.. Several years ago he had prevailed 
upon the Committee on Public Buildings to send 
into that:county a statuary who bad worked in 
the marbles of Italy, to examine these quarries. 
That gentleman stated, on his return, that marble 
in large quantities could be had in Washington 
county, equal, and some of it superior in quality 
to the most celebrated marble of Italy. Mr. T. 
had been called upon by a committee of the work- 
men now engaged on the Treasury building, and 
from them he had received information leading 
his mind to the conclusion that marble would cost 
less than split granite, and. no one would deny 
but that it would be more beautiful to the eye, in 
a public building, than the sandstone used in the 
Presidential Mansion and this Capitol. This 
being the case, he desired to see the building ‘for 
the Post office department constructed of marble. 
But he did: not propose, in this bill, to make it 
imperative.on the architect to use that material. 
He desired to avoid debate, and, with that view, 
proposed to trust the President of the United 
States in this matter. He could profit by the 
information which had been and could be col- 
lected, and would select the best material, having 
a due regard to economy. 

Mr. LINCOLN, as one of the committee, ex- 
pressed himself entirely content with the amend- 
ment, , 

Mr. TALIAFERRO moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out, in the second section, 
all after the words ‘ Be it enacted,’ and inserting 
a provision that.the principal material of which 
the éxterior walls shall be constructed shall be the 
same as that of .the President’s House, Capitol, 
&c.,'unless a cheaper and more suitable material 
can be procured. ; ; ; 

After a few words from Mr. McKAY, Mr. 
TALIAFERRO withdrew his proposition. 

Mr. LINCOLN stated some facts in relation to 
the injury done by. absorption in buildings con- 
structed of freestone. 

Mr. WISE was opposed to leaving so wide a 
discretion in the President, and desired that the 
bill should state specifically the material, length, 
breadth, cost, &c. 
any mount of money on the Capitol, for that was 
the people’s house. But the public buildings 
should be merely fire-proof and capacious; he 
wanted no marble palaces, such as the custom 
house at New York, to which Mr. W. referred 
particularly. He desired.that the subject should 
be postponed until next session, when more de- 
liberate action might be had. 

Mr. W. here took occasion to inquire from the 
members of the Committee on the Post Office what 
records had been lost and what destroyed at the 
burning of the Post Office, &c., for he understood 
that the Postmaster General could not or would 
not furnish those who were sued by the Govern- 
ment with a statement of their accounts. 

Mr. CONNOR referred Mr. Wisk to the report 
made by the committee, in their investigation at 
the time into the circumstances of the fire, and 
which report contained an account of the books 
saved, j , ‘ 
..Mr., WISE expressed his gratification that it 
was so:...Allhe.wished as to the public buildings 
was; that they should be solid, substantial, and 
of Republican simplicity: ee 


‘Mr. LINCOLN urged the necessity of proceed -. 


ing immediately with the building, and alluded 
to the constant exposure to which all the records 
of the Department were: hourly exposed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO madea few remarks ad- 
dressed to the advantage of freestone over granite 
on the score of economy. 


Mr. WISE asked the gentleman from New. 


York [Mr. Prarr] if there was not reason to be- 


He wasin favor of spending | 


lieve that there were at present, or had been 
very recently, the grossest frauds practiced by 
the disbursing agents of the Government in erect- 
ing public buildings here? ` ‘ = j 

Mr. PRATT said something in reply; but not 
a word reached the ear of the reporter. 

Mr. WISE rejoined, that frauds were going on 
at the rate of seven or eight thousand dollars, in- 
stead of seven or eight hundred, in buildings now 
erecting. He was determined, for his own part, 
he would not appropriate another dollar until 
these frauds were examined into. Before he voted. 
money for this building, he must know the di- 
mensions, cost, &c., of the building. 

Mr. PRATT said, as one of the Committee on 
Public Buildings, he had given the subject mature 
consideration. He had acted in the same manner 
as if he were acting for himself. He had con- 
sidered the interests of the Government with the 
same reference to economy as if the expenditure 
was to be made out of his own private pocket. It 
was apparent to all that we needed a post office 
building, as well to secure the public archives of 
the country from the dangers of fire, as to sub- 
serve the comfort of the Department, and to se- 
cure the public interest. "The Government is now 
paying for the building in use more than four 
thousand dollars as rent. He considered it be- 
neath the dignity of the American people to be 
driven to the necessity of renting brick, and even 
combustible, buildings. to carry on the operations 
of the Government, and leave its valuable records 
to the danger of fire. Prudence, if we have no. 
feeling of pride upon the subject, dictated a dif- 
ferent course. But the only difference of opinion 
seemed to be as to the material of which the build- 
ing should be constructed. He hoped, for the 
honor of his country, no more sandstone would 
be built by the Government. From his experience, 
and from information furnished, the building 
could be built of more durable material, say mar- 
ble or granite, at much less cost than this sand- 
stone, which is of such a nature that, without it 
be saturated with paint, at an cnormous expense, 
every two or three years, it would crumble into 
dust. We already see some parts of the Capitol 
very much impaired by the action of the weather. 
But the greatest objection is that this sandstone 
absorbs so much water that the buildings cannot 
be kept in a fit condition: to preserve. the public 
records. Therefore, having a view to public econ- 
omy, and the durability of this building, I do 
hope that marble or-granite will be adopted. He 
hoped the appropriation would be made imme- 
diately, as we have brought many mechanics here, 
and thought it the duty of the Government to 
keep them employed. Some gentleman had called 
foran estimate. He would furnish the one handed 
to the committee by the architect: 

2,500 perches of foundation stone, (laid,) at of 


4,850,000 bricks, (laid in walls and arches,) at $20 
9,000 tons of granite, at $5.. 
Working the same, say 80,00 
Setting cutstone... 
Flagging corridors, &c., with sto: 
Extra work on portico and steps 
Sut-stone work inside.......seees 
Carpenter’s work, roof, centering, 
COOLS. cceeverce 
Blacksmith’s Work... .eeeceveeeves 
Piumber’s work, coppering roof, & 
Painters and glaziers, and glass... 
Plasterers’ work 


$10,000 
97,000 
45,000 


Finishing to sub-basement or cellars.... 2,500 
Building privies, inclosing lot, KC....cseeeees 6,000 
Contingencies, superintendence, &C..v.eseeeeeee 21,000 

“Ptah cgee ceceen cena cece sees seeder sens ve ee $280,000 


The debate was further continued (about the 
material for the new Post Office). by Messrs. 
BANKS, MERCER, and PRATT, when the 
amendment was agreed tc. ; 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved a further amendment, 
limiting the whole expenditure for the Post Office 
building to $150,000. oe i 

Mr: NAYLOR opposed this amendment as 
precipitate. i 

Mr. PETRIKIN inquired what was the esti- 
matė. forthe whole expense? i 5 
_ Mr. LINCOLN explained, and concluded b 
stating that the probable cost would not exceed, 
in all, $250,000. ` je : 5 

Mr. PETRIKIN thereupon modified his amend- 
ment, So as to fix that sum as a maximum. . 

After a remonstrance by Messrs: CAMBRE- 


LENG, aùd JOHNSON of Maryland, against 
further delay,- ` 


1 was taken; and 
WISE and PRATT, i 
Mr. RENCHER moved ‘an ámendment pri 
viding that no more than one atohitect shoal; 
employed. ` ; a eee S 
‘The count being made on its adoption, the com- 
mittee was found to be without a quorum. | 6° 
After various motions, the committee:rose, and: 
reported that fact to the Houses 0. oo jes 
A call of the House was moved, and negatived: 
—yeas 53, nays 80; when, . ES : 
A quorum being present, Mr. Inenan resumed. 
the chair of the Committee of the Whole, 
And the amendment of Mr...Rencuer. was: 
adopted. nE $ : 


FRONTIER MILITARY WORKS. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the committee took 
up a bill for the erection of military works on our 
northeastern frontier, (it appropriates to. that ob-, 
ject $100,000.) : Shae ney 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired what 
was meant by the phrase “ military works’? in the 
bill? ; paras 

Mr. McKAY, chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, explained the grounds of the 
bill. l e 

Mr. JOHNSON then went at length into a 
speech in favor of the erection of a United States 
armory for the founding of cannon, in:which he 
dwelt with great earnestness on the.unprovided 
state of our fortifications, and urged the necessity 
of measures to arm them, as well on-the-s¢a-board 
as on our inland frontiers, He quoted the report 
of the Ordnance Bureau, from which it-appeared 
that one thousand one hundred and seventy-eight. 
guns were needed to man new forts.already. erect. 
ed, two thousand five hundred aid sevetity-eight 
for works in process of construction, seven hun- 
dred and eighty-two for forts now rebuilding, 
three thousand six hundred and six for other 
works, projected but not yet commenced; making 
_in all thirteen thousand three hundred and twenty 
pieces of ordnance, exclusive of what were needed 
for the Navy. xo ork, 

He then stated the guns now on hand, which 
were one thousand heavy cannon and mortars, 
not much more than half of which were. fit for, 
use; nine hundred and thirty-five.in. forts, one 
thousand two hundred and nineteen in depot; ore: 
hundred and fifty under contract to bë cast; mak- 
ing in all two thousand three. hundred and four; 
thus leaving a deficit of eleven thousand -and:sev- 
enteen pieces, aside from the Navy and field trains. 

He stated the condition of the guns now mow 
ed in our forts, the want of. new mortars similar. 
to those: used by the French-in the latersiege and: 


After further conversation between Messrs. 


| demolition of the castle of St. Juan d’Uloas In 


Mexico, and the introduction of similar mortars 
into the British service. He then:quoted- the rec- 
ommendations of an armory-by various Presi~ 
dents, and urged the measure with much zéal.” 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved for the rising of 
the committee; which motion prevailing, the com- 
mittee thereupon rose, and reported the bils whith . 
had beers acted upon to the House; which, at about 
half past eleven, thereupon adjourned: i 


IN SENATE. 
Tunspay, February 28, 1839." 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore ‘submitted’ a 
communication from the Secretary. of War, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
12th instant, ir relation to the mode of furnish- 
ing supplies for the Indian Department; which 
was laid on the.table and ordered to. be printed. 

Aiso, a.communication from the Secretary of. - 
War, transmitting «a communication from tle 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the 
number and description of persons employed as 
agents by the Indian Office; which was laid on 
the table and ordered: to be printed. ton 
” Also, a communication from the Treasury De~ 
-partment, in answer to a resolution of the Senate 
of the 21st instant; which was laid on the: table 
and ordered to be printed. tg se 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in relation to the operations of. th 
branch mints; which was laid om the tabi 
ordered to be printed. =~ en 


fication from the Sécretary of 


r 


Also, a commu 


THE CONG 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 28, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr.. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, to which had been referred the | 


documents relating to the claim of Henry Funk- 
houser, and the memorial of the Stockbridge In- 


dians, asked to be discharged from the further | 


consideration thereof, which was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, fo which was referred the me- 
morial of Job Whipple, and the petition of the 
heirs of Thomas West, severally asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof; 
whith was agreed to. 

“Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
Gibert B. Stalker and N. B. Hill, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration there- 
of; which was agreed to. . 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred various memo- 
rials from officers of the line of the Army, praying 
equalization of pay with the officers of the staff, 
made a report thereon, that the request of the pe- 
titloners was reasonable and ought to be granted, 
but that the present was nota favorable time to 
accomplish the object; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of a 
number of half-breeds of the Sac and Fox Indians, | 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, to which was 
referred an act for the relief of the Brotherton 
Indians, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to which was referred the Pres- 
ident’s message, and accompanying documents, 
in relation to the existing difficulties on the north- 
eastern frontier, made a report thereon; which was 
yead, as follows: 

“The Committee on Poreign Relations, to which was re- 
ferred the messages of the President of the United States 
of the 26th and the 27th instant, and the accompanying doc- 


uments, in relation to the existing difliculdes on the north- ! 


eastern frontier of the United States, report the following 
resolutions, and recommend their adoption by the Senate: 

Resoleed, That the Senate can discover no trace, through- 
out the long correspondence which has been submitted to 
them, between the Govertuuents of Great Britain and the 
United States, of any understanding, express or implied, 
much l of any * plicit agreement,” such as is now 
alleged, that the territory in dispute between them on the 
northeastern boundary of the latter, shali be placed and 


remain under the exelusive jurisdiction of her Britannie | 


Majesty’s Government until the settlement of the 
on the contrary, it appears that there was, and ix 
subsisting anderstanding between the par 
they have both acted, that, until this question shall be 
finally determined, cach of them shall refrain from the e 
ercise of jurisdiction over any portion of the disputed terr 
tory, except such parts of it as may have been in the actual 
possession of the one or the other party. 

Resolved, Vhat whilst the United States are bound, in 
good faith, to comply with this understanding, during the 
pendency of negotiations, the Senate cannot perceive that 
the State of Maine has violated the spirit of it by merely 
sending, under the authority of the Legislature, her land 
agent, with a sufficient foree, into the disputed territory, for 
the sole purpose of expelling lawless tre s engaged 


vestion ; 


a elear | 
es, under which į 


no obligation imposed on that Government to sustain her 
by military aid. ` 3 
The report was ordered to be printed, and made 
the special order for to-morrow. ‘ 
Mr. WALL, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a joint resolution for the distribu- 
tion of the Madison papers; which was read, and 
| ordered to a second reading. `- 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Pub- | 
i lic Lands, to which was referred an act granting 
i to the Territory of Iowa a quantity of land for 
| the erection of public buildings, reported the same 
| without amendment. i 
| Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to | 
| 
| 
| 


| which was referred the joint resolution for the 
relief of Edward Beatty, reported the same with- 
‘out amendment. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER submitted a resolution for the 
distribution of certain books; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to re- 
port to the Senate, at the commencement of the session in 
December next, or as soon thereafter as may be, what meas- | 
ures have been taken since the last report of Messrs. Craw 
ford and Balch, in settling the claims of the purchasers of 
į reservations growing out of the treaty of 1882, and partic- 
¿wary what further action has been had, or may before that 
| time yet be had, on the contract of J. C. Watson & Co.,as 
conditionally ratified by the fate Presi t of the United 
ii States, and apon the assents of the individual reservees to 
that contract, purporting to have been taken by Captain 
| Jobn Page, what charges have been made impeaching those 
| assents, together with the evidence filed thereon. Also, 
F 
i 


j 


į copies of all correspondence on the subject of referring said 
į contract to the examination of a commissioner or cominis- 
sioners, with the instructions given to said commissioner, 
and his decision thereon, as to. the legality of said contract 
under the treaty, and the validity of the assents so taken, 
particnlarly whether any assents purporting to be signed by 
the origina) reservees, and that he furnish a list of the re- 
servees whose lands are included in the Watson contracts, 
| and who are marked on the register of the certifying agents 
as being dead; nnd also a list of those Indians entitled to 
reservations who died or were killed in the Miorida war, 
and of those who died on the route from Alabama to. their 
destination west of the M ippi, as appears from the | 
réport of the officers in charge of the different emigrating 
parties. 
|| Resolved, further, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to issue no patent in confirmation of the Watson 
contract, nor to make any final decision adverse to private 
claimants, and in favor of said contract, until the report | 
required in the preceding resolution shat) be submitted to 
the examination of the Senate. 


TREASURY NOTES, 


The bill to revive and continue in force the act 
|| providing for the issue of Treasury notes, came | 
i Up on its third. reading. 
|| Mr. WEBSTER rose to make an inquiry of 
|| Mr. Wrieur, whether there was any Intention 
of selling the remaining bond due by the Bank 
| of the United States; and gave it, unbesitatingly, 
as his opinion that the sale of the second bond 
was not only perfectly legal, but a judicious pro- 
ceeding, -He thought, moreover, that the man- 
ner in which the funds had been dispersed had a | 
considerable agency in the resumption of specie 
payments, | 
The bill was passed without a division. | 
t 
| 
| 


| 


ARMY. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| 
| 
i On motion of Mr. WRIGTIT, the Senate took ! 
ij up the bill making appropriations for the support | 
lof the Army for the year 1839. | 
After some amendments had been made, 
| Mr. WEBSTER offered an amendment appro- 
i priating the sum of $272,000 in payment for the | 
‘services of the Massachusetts: militia during the | 
i last war with Great Britain, Yij 
| After a short discussion, in which Messrs, 


| WRIGHT, WEBSTER, and DAVIS took part,. 


| the amendment was rejected—yeas 17, nays 18, 


STER, and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas | 
19, nays 16; as follows: 


i ster, White, and Williams of Maine—19..- < i 
| NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, | 


| So the amendment was agreed to. | 
| The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed. 


BILLS. PASSED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 

sentatives were read the third time and passed: 
- Resolution for the relief of the heirs of Captain 

Frederick M. Bell, deceased; 

Resolution for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
Brown, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Archibald S. Hunter; 

An act for the relief of the Louisville Savings 
Institution; 

An act for the relief of the Springfield Manu- 
facturing Company; 

An act authorizing a grant of bounty land to 
the heirs of Bennet Shurley; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Charles S. Walsh; 

An act for the relief of John H. Pease; 

An act for the relief of Frederick Frey & Co.; 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
Anthony C. Meneghetty, for the sloop Sarah; 

An act for the relief of John Randolph Clay; 

An act for the relief of John Whitsitt; 

An act for the relief of Robert Murray; 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Boone; 

Resolution for the relief of Abraham Wright; 

An act for the relief of James Madison; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Dickerson; 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel H. Hooe; 

An act for the relief of John Wiley and Jeffer- 
son Greer; 

An act for the relief of Messrs. Smith and 
Towne; 

An act for the relief of Levi Chadwick; 

An act for the relief of Daniel Malone; 

An act for the relief of Tilford Taylor; 

An act for the relief of William W. Stevenson 
and Joseph Henderson; 

An act for the relief of John Davlin; 

An act for the relief of Hiner Stigermire; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Nathan Sage; 

An act for the relicf of Nathaniel Mitchell; 

An act for the relief of William Colt and Wil- 
liam Donaldson; 

An act for the relief of John E. Alexander; 

An act for the relief of Thomas McClelland 
and James Smith; 

An act for the relief of Jesse E. Dow; 

An act for the relief of certain heirs and legal 
representatives of James Wilson; and 

An act for the relief of Thomas T. Triplett. 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 28, 1839, 


The first business in order was the motion to 
print the report and documents brought in by the 
select committee appointed to inquire into the 
character, &c., of Virginia bounty warrants. 

The pending question was on the motion to 

rint, 

Mr. BRIGGS, with a view of saving time, re- 
quested the gentleman who objected to the print- 
ing of the report, to allow it to be printed, with 
the replicatory papers, viz: a report of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature, and of the marshal of the State. 

Mr. MALLORY said he would make no bar- 
gain. . 

Mr. BRIGGS then gave a brief account of the 
proceedings of the committee, and their labors, 
and moved the printing of five thousand extra 
copies. 

Mr. MALLORY opposed the printing, and 
made some complaints of the course of the com- 
mittee. ; 

Mr. WISE called for the reading of the report, 
which was ordered; and its reading, without being 
concluded, occupied the whole of the remainin 
part of the morning hour. ` 

Mr. THOMAS, on leave, submitted the. fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed 
to settle and certify the aceounts of the members cf the 
committee appointed. to investigate the defaleation of Bam- 
uel Swartwout and others, on the same principles as those 
of the committee which investigated the affairs-of the late 
Bank of the United States. 

The resolution was read, and agreed to without 
a division. f ve f 

Mr. S. W. MORRIS had: risen in the. mean 
while and addressed the Chairs but was not 
heard. Mr. M. then requested some ‘gentleman 
to move for a reconsideration, as an act of justice 
to the Committee on Accounts. : 


ta 
[s] 


QU 


tion ; eee 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, said the commit-. 
tee had investigated this matter, and had come to 
the conclusion that these allowances ought not 
to he made. He hoped the question would. at 
least be postponed till to-morrow,.as the resolu- 
tion had taken him by surprise;. for Mr. J. was 
‘satisfied he could convince the House they ought 
not to pass it, : ' 

The House refused, to reconsider—ayes 56, 
noes 67. j ‘ ; 

j The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
ay: Š BO tag S 
NORTHERN FRONTIER. 

The bill making an appropriation for the pro- 
tection of the northern frontier coming up on its 
third reading, ` 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out the 
words ‘or volunteers,” as the act authorizing 
the employment of that force by the President 
had expired, : 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested whether that de- 
scription of force might not become indispensa- 
ble,.and the President might be authorized, by 
the retention of those words, to call them out. 

Mr. McKAY desired the adoption of. the 
amendment for that-reason.  — ~ 

Mr, CAMBRELENG, however, withdrew the 
amendment, and the bill was passed. ` 

BENET “FLORIDA WAR. 


For paying the value of the horses and equipage of the 
Tennessee and other volunteers who have at any time been 
in the service of the United States, in the Territory of Flor- 
ida, and. which were turned over to the Government by the 
order of the commanding general, or other commanding 
‘er, suid value to be ascertained by the appraisement 
of:sdid value when the volunteers entered the service, 
$52,000. i 

And the provisions of acts approved and in force at va- 
rious periods singe 1813, authorizing payment for horses 
lost ù. the service of the United States by rangers, militia, 
and Volititecrs, are hereby revived and extended for two 
yeats, fram. and after the passage of this act, and, under 
the actionoff the Third Auditor shall be deemed, to embrace 
al 


service as aforesaid, in battle or otherwise, where duc 
care and diligence be rendered manifest on the part of the 
owner} and wherhier, if the death or loss of rangers? horses 
shall baye occurred for want of forage, and at places. when 
cting in obedience to the orders of commanding officers, 
ze could not have been procured by proper diligence on 
the part of the owner. ` : 3 


Mr. RUSSELL renewed his amendment.to the 


amendment of Mr. Brix, by adding thereto the 


following: 

“No payment, however, shall be-:made for horses or other 
property lost or destroyed, when the loss or destruction 
shall have been occasioned: by the fatit or neglect of the 


owner, or when, by the terms of the contract, the risk was. 


upon the owner of the property, And the valuation, when 


horses have been turned. óver to. the Government, shall be. 


niade at the time they were turned over. : 

Mr, TURNEY warmly opposed the proposi- 
tion of Mr, R. and supported the originalamend- 
ment. 

After some : further remarks from Messrs. 
THOMPSON and DOWNING, 


‘Mr. BELL accepted the first branch of the 


amendment as a modification; but the second, 
he said, would have the effect of defeating the 
whole. i 

` After a few further remarks from Mr. CHAM- 
BERS; the last branch of Mr. RusseLL’s amend- 
ment was rejected. : 

“Mr. GRENNELL opposed the amendment of 
Mr. Bext, and-entreated the House to put it off. 
ull next: session, and not, thug in the dark, vote 
so large a draft upon the Treasury without having. 
the facts or any. investigation. 

Mt- RUSSELL demanded. the yeas and nays, 

re. refused, apd’ the amendment was 
ayes. 81, noes.61.:. _ 
NTLAND renewed the amendment 
him in. Committee of. the Whole 


last nig 


For efunding tk 


the State of Georgia, for -pay and, sub- 


sistence of thé troops called into service by that State to 


drive the Indians from the Okefenoke swamp, $85,223.. 
After a few remarksin opposition to it by Mr. 

MASON, of Ohio, pos à 
Mr. PETRIKIN 

tion on the bill. 


Mr, DE GRAFF accordingly made ihat mo- 


ases not already satisfied, of horses lost to their owners. 


demanded the previous ques- 


Mr. OWENS begged the gentleman. to with- | 
Taw it.. 3 7 Sens het AN 
“Mr. PETRIKIN refused. os 
The previous question was then put and car- 
ried, . ; : j 
~The bill was read the third time and passed. 
SUSPENSION OF JOINT: RULE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked leave to submit a 
resolution to rescind the 16th joint rule: of-the 
two Houses, which provides. that no bill-can be 
sent from one branch to the other for concur- 
rence, within the last three days of the session, 
be suspended, so far as regards the above two 
bills. : 

Objection being made, 

Mr. C. moved a suspension of the rules, which 
was agreed to; and the resolution being before 
the House, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved. to in- 
clude the bill to provide for taking the sixth. 
census. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG accepted this as a mod- 
ification. f $ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved tostrike 
out all limitation. 

Mr. PICKENS protested against the adoption 
of this amendment; for those who had the phys- | 
ical force: would then pass what bills they pleased. 

_ Mr. SHIELDS demanded the previous. ques- 
tion. ; 

The previous question was seconded; and’ the 
resolution, as modified, was agreed to. ` 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION, 


Mr. HOWARD, on leave, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill giving to the 
President of the United States additional powers 
for the defense of the United States, in certain 
cases, against invasion, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice. 

The bill was accompanied by a report, which, 
upon the call of Mr. LEGARE, was read as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which have been 
referred two messages from the President of the United 
States, inclosing sundry papers relating to the disturbances 
upon the Aroostook river, in the State of Maine, report: 

That they have examined the papers submitted to them 
by the House with great care, and will offer such reflections 


upon them as the limited time for the preparation of this | 


report will adinit. ‘Fhe very near approach of the termina- 
tion of the present Congress, and the desire of the commit- 
tee that as much time as possible should be afforded to tbe 
House for the examination of the bill herewith reported, 
are considerations of such a powerful nature that some in- 
cidental matters connccted with the subject cannot be fully 
investigated. The main points; however, of the contro- i 
versy, are not numerous, and upon them the opinion of the 
committee is clear and decided. The position assumed by 
the President in his message is correct, and ought to be 
sustained, if necessary, by the legislative power of Con- | 
ress. ` i 
: It is well known that-an informal arrangement or under- 
standing has existed, for many years past, between the 
United States and Great Britain, relating to the territory in 
dispute between them, and having for its object the avoid- 
ance of clashing authorities, calculated to endanger the | 
peace of the two nations. The committee have not time | 
to give a detailed and historical statement of the origin and | 
progress of this arrangement, the examination of which ; 
might perhaps elucidate the cause of the strange error into 
which the British Government is represented by its agents 
in this country to have fallen with respect to its provisions. 
Suffice it to say, that it never.appears to have gone further, | 
in its greatest extent, than to adopt the basis of the “uti 


_possidetis,”’ leaving each party to the continued exercise of | 


the jurisdiction which it had previously maintained in prac- | 
tice. The idea which is occasionaliy suggested in some of | 
the British documents, that, prior to the peace of 1783, the 
Government of Great Britain was in possession of the whole 
country, and, therefore, that this constructive -possession 
must be considered as continuing until-she is divested of it 
with her own consent, is one which the United States can 
never sanction, or even. listen to, without strong repug- 
nance. It implies that the people of the United States 
hold their country by a grant from the British Crown, made 
in the treaty of 1783—a doctrine which. was successfully 
resisted by the Ministers of the United States, even when 
it was advanced by remote implication, prior to the signa- 
ture of that treaty, by their refusing t6.treat with the Brit- . 
ish ministers until their credentials were changed. Ata 


subsequent period: of our history, the same. doctrine was’ 
advanced in argument, and at that period, also, was, as it 
must.ever be, met with instant contradiction. The people 
of the United: States hold their country by virtue of the 
declaration of the 4th July, 1776; and the treaty of 1783 did 
nothing more than arrange the boundary lines between the! 
two nations, independent of each otlier in factand in right. 
So far, therefore, ds the claim ‘of Great Britain to the juris- 
diction over the unsettled parts of Maine is founded upon 
the twice exploded theory. that she is the-rightful sovereign 
ofall that she has not granted away, it cannot be submitted 
to without sacrifices of honor, which the American nation 
never will make. EE PaSa i è 

When the discussion. became active between the two 
Governments, as tọ their respective.tights to the territory 


, now:in dispute; the greater. partofi dt 


i wasyatd indeed stilt 
remains; “uninhabited: by. pertoanent- settlers: Here-and 
there.a'small settlement-could be: found, consistinginsome: 
cases.of a single house, and. in-others’of-morecthan one; 
placed-near each other for ‘the eanvenience.of the inhabit- 
ants. The extent of the arrangement between the two 
Governments does: not-appear,.as construed. bythe Amer- 
ican Government, to-have- gone further: than the:recogni- 
tion of the jurisdiction of each over. the-people and jands 
then operated upon. by it. {f these ‘inhabitants hid taken 
out.the titles to.their lands from either one Governtient ot 
the-other, and were in the habit of resorting to its’ judicial 
authority for, the. preservation. of order, then:.they were-to 
continue so to. do until the.question of ultimate ownership: 
should be finally decided in some mode.satisfactory to:both: 
Governments. ‘Fhe propriety of this arrangement wilk not 
be questioned by the committee. -If it: left:ste: the: British’ 
Government the jurisdiction over-the intiabitants along the: 
military. road. which teads from: Halifax.: to Quebec, and 
thereby furnished it. with a motive. for. procrastinating the: 
controversy, inasmuch as. it eontinned.in the enjoyment-of. 
nearly all that rendered the country valuable asa British 
possession, itajso furnished a strong proof.of the:desire of the’ 
American Government to deal fairly and Jiberally. with: ita: 
antagonist in the argument. Demonstrating:in-this-conelu- 
sive manner that it was not influenced by n captions: spirit 
of discontent, the Government of the United States:derived. 
from this state of the case a right to appeal to the British: 
Government, to expedite the final adjustment.of the. contro- 
versy, and.to claim, in the meantime, the full: benefit oita 
part of an arrangement which, perhaps, gave. to-its adver- 
sary more, than an equal share. of advantages, stig arate 
Bat the arrangement ‘has been-entirely misunderstood:or. 
misconstrued, if the Lientenant.Governor.of:. New Bruns: : 
wick, be correct in-his exposition ofthe orders underwhich 
he is acting. -The United. States never did; and never:cany 
consent that. the exclusive jurisdiction ofthe whole, terri- 
tory in. dispute shal: be consigned to the. careof any officer 
of the British: Government... The pretension now advanced: 
is as unreasonable in itse}fas itis uusustained. by-any agree» : 
ment. between.the two Governments. > Supposing. thatthe. 
parties to the.controversy stand upon an. equal footing as 40" 
their rights, (and there is none other in ‘the cases exceptuthe” 
inadmissible. one. formerly alluded. to,;) ‘the United States 
have.as much reason ta expect-that Great Britain: will yield: 
to them the exclusive jurisdiction. of the whole ofthe con- 
tested territory, together with the care and-custody,ot the; 
timber and other publie property, as. she has: tosrequire 
from us such an extravagant concession... On. the park. oft: 
the United States, it has never been claimed; or. agkedy as 
far as the committee are informed; and the trne. position 
of the President now is, that he resists the application of:w. 
principle, which no Executive of this country ever adopted: 
as bis guide, Ithas not been asked; of Great Britain, vor. 
can it be submitted to from her. What the United: States . 
ask from others, they are always willing to grant; nor-can . 
they grant what it would be deemed unreasonable. to ask. « 
'That portion of the territory in- which the recent and 
present disturbances exist, has heen, for-a number of years.. 
past, subject to the Jaws of Maine ; and, before the separa». 


|! tion of Maine from Massachusetts, was under the control; 


of the latter.. In. December, 1807, Massachusetts.conveyed: 
one township, lying on. both sides of the Aroostook, and: 
near the meridian line from the source of the St. Croix, acs 
cording to a selection, survey, and plan made under ares 
solve passed. in.March, 1806, . In. January, 1808,- she consi 
veyed. ten thousandacres, lying. west of the aforesaid town. 
ship, and on both sides of the Aroostook, parspant:.tor a. . 
survey and plan made under the same,resolves.: Tis jad 
diction. has been. continued, through, the mediumiof Jand: 
agents, ever since that time; and: the settlers, who, have. 
been there for a number of years past, (certainty singe 1822;)°. 
have always, in practice, held their. property under. grants 
from Massachusetts. and Maine.. ‘The: part.remaining: ah 
settled has been applied to no other useful puxpose-than: to, - 
use the timber, in which it is very productive;.and State. 
of Massachusetts has been in the practice of, grantinglieen- 
ses toher people to.cut timber fromthe public domain, The- 
exercise of jurisdiction was as perfect as the nature of the 
country would permit. The mere fact of granting licenses 
to cut timber to certain individuals shows that.the.preser~ 
vation of the timber was held to be an object-of, great cop- 
sequence, and drew after it the incidental right of:-refusing 
to permit.the timber to be cut down, whenever: it was. 
thought wise to do so; or of taking othex measures for its- 
preservation, by driving off trespassers, or punishing. them. 
by civil process. This right Maine derivedfrom Massachu-, 
setts. . Every State government.in the Union has a right to 
regulate the landed. interest, whether. public or private, 
within its limits; and Maine stands upon the.same footing, - 
unless as to. such parts of it as are decided not to,.be.under 
its jurisdiction by the exercise of the constitational powers: 
of the Federal Government. „But, as has been already ob- 
served, no proceeding or agreement of the Federal Govern- 
ment can be found which did not recognize an'actual juris- 
diction, just. such as that now claimed and enforced -by 
Maine. . Whether the: Legislature of that State. ought or 
ought not, in courtesy to the Federal Government, to have 
invoked its interposition before driving. off the trespassers: 
with a strong-hand, isa question which the committee deem - 
it. unnecessary to. examine; because the pretensions ad- 
vanced -by the Lieutenant Governor of New. Rrunswick 
equally exclude the right of the United States.and Maine to: 
interfere. If the United States had been applied to, and 
the urgency of the case had rendered a promptand forcible 
interposition. necessary to. remove those lawless trespassers 
who were equally the enemies of both Governments, the 
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the purpose ofintereepting, seizing, and selling, the timber 
which has been cut, is no-sufficient satisfaction to the State 
of Maine, which: may desire. to preserve its own timber, 
whilst it argues such remissness on the part of the British 
authorities over their own people as might well have in- 
duced the State of Maine to enforce her own laws. If the 
committee are right in the view which they have taken of 
the arrangement between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, there-is nothing in itto impair, but, on the contrary, 
everything to ratify, the jurisdiction of Maine over that 
part.of her ‘territory where it had long been familiar; and 
the interference of the Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns- 
wick isa violation of the existing understanding. In the 
first proceeding of Maine, the force sent to arrest or drive 
off. the numerous and armed bands of trespassers who 
were depredating upon the public:property, appears to have 
been in the nature of a civil process, in execution of the 
law ofthe land. ‘The power of a ministerial officer, (such 
as a sheriff, for example,) to compel obedience to the law, 
and to summon to his aid a sufficient portion of the ** power 
of the country” to subdue opposition, is well known both 
to American and British jurisprudence, and is sanctioned 
by early laws.in the history of England. The riotous and 


desperate. character of the marauders upon the Aroostook | 


is sufficiently manifested by the fact of their breaking open 
an arsenal upon the British territory, in order to supply 
themselves with an additional quantity of arms to enable 
them to resist and repel the party which was approaching, 
under a civil officer, to require submission to the laws. 
The proclamation of the Licutcnant Governor of New 
Brunswick was. issued before any steps were taken by 


Maine to sustain the civil by the military power, and was | 


directed against the interference of the ministerial officer of 
the law, acting in strict conformity with what are believed 
to be fundamental principles of British as well as Ameri- 
can law. The first appeal to military force was made by 
him, and the subsequent proceedings of Maine are defens- 
ive merely. ‘The pretension of the Lieutenant Governor 
of New Brunswick excludes the civil well as the mili- 
tary power of: Maine and the United States from interfering 
to preserve order in this seat of the ancient jurisdiction of 
Massachusetts ; and would compel the United States and 
Maine to rely upon the justice, the vigilance, or the gener- | 
osity of the British authorities for the maintenance of good 
order and the enforcement of the laws, in a country where 
nothing but a naked claim can be said to exist upon the 
part of the British Government. It demands of Maine that 
she should divest herself of a jurisdiction practically estab- 
lished and ascertained, and transfer it to Great Britain. It 
demands of the United States that an arrangement, alleged 
to have been made between the two Governments, of the 
existence of which the United States are unconscious, 
should: be summarily carried out, according to the construc- 
tion which one of the parties is said to have placed upon 
it, and without giving to'the other party an opportunity to 
contest such construction, Jt is difficult, in the opinion of 
the committee, to: believe that the Government of Great 
Britain maintains such an interpretation of that arrange- 
ment, and thus converts what was intended for the preser- 
vation of friendly feelings into a source of great and instant 
discord. But. the assertion of the Lieutenant Governor of 
New Brunswick has been twice officially, deliberately, and 
rege made, that he is acting under the instructions of 
his Government; a fact of which he and his Government 
can be ihe only judges. ‘The execution of these orders is 
incompatible with the honor of the United States. The 
executive branch of the Government has expressed this 
opinion, and in this opinion the committee filly concur, 
‘Yhe sudden execution of these orders may bring on a crisis 
forwhich as mach preparation ought ta be made as the 
short time remaining of the present session of Congress will 
permit; and the bil which is herewith submitted is intended 
to accomplish that purpose. 4 
The committee refer with much pleasure’to the efforts 
which have been made by the British Minister at Wash- 


ington, evidenced by the memorandum ofa conference be- [i 


tween him and the Beeretary of State, to avert the events 
which seem to be approaching. Tf the Lientenant Governor 
of New Brunswick shall desist from any attempt to take or | 
hold military possession of the whole of the disputed terri- 
tory, it Wit he easy to restore things to their former condi- | 
tion. Ifhe shall determine to suspend further movements 
until the decision of the British Government be Known, it 
will be for that Government to say what shall be the polit- | 
ical relations betiveen the United States and Great Rritain ; 
whether the friendship whieh now so happily prevails be- | 
tween the two nations, for the preservation of whieh the 
essential interests of both loudly eall, shall be suddenly and 
rudely broken hy assuming a principle as a ground of action 
to which the United States cannot submit. 

The committee cannot but entertain the hope that no 
precipitate counsels on the part of the Lieutenant Governor 
of New Brunswick will deprive the Government of Great 
Britain otan opportunity of explaining, before any more i 


serious dificulties shall have oceurred, orders which he is | 


beleved'to have misunderstood. Prthis event, all imme- 
diate difficulties will disappear. The insuperable objection 
ty the military occupation of the disputed territory by Great | 
Britain requires, in common fairness, that no attempt of the 
kind should be made by Maine or the United States. Hav- 
ing accomplished her intention of driving off or ar esting 
the trespassers upon r 
laws, Maine will, it is not to be doubted, be satisfied with 
this vindication of her sovereignty, and withdraw the miti- t 
tory foree which is now in arms to sustain the civil author- | 
ity and repel invasion. A cotemporaneous cessation of | 
measures by Maine and New Brunswick will compromit 
the honor of neither; and time will thus be afforded for the 
British Government to setect the position which it intends 
to occupy in the relations betwéen it and the United States. 
If any motive were necessary to induce Maine to adopt a 
course so manifestly proper, it would be found inthe prompt 
response of the Executive of the United States to the appeal 
made to it at the present crisis, and the jealous sensibility 
which bas been manifested for the protection of her rights, 
by spreading over them the ample powers of tlie Federal 
nion. ; 


the Aroostook, and thus enforcing her |! 


But the anxiety which they feel that no measure should be 
left unemployed to preserve the peace between the United 
States and Great Britain, by removing, not only temporarily 
but permanently, the causes of discontent between them, 


House. Itis, the expression of an opinion by the House, 
sustained by a legislative provision, that.a special embassy 
should be sent to England, for the purpose of cooperating 
with the resident Minister there, in endeavoring. to adjust 
this long-pending controversy. The precedents for this 
measure in our history are numerous and encouraging. 

The object of such an embassy is, to express a deep con- 
viction on the part of the Government of the extreme ur- 
gency of the case, and the absolute necessity of adjusting 
existing difficulties. The ordinary forms of negotiation ap- 
pear insufficient to rouse the British Government to the 
danger that the two nations may find themselves involved 
in war, notwithstanding the desire of the Governments of. 
both to avoid it; and the step proposed would manifest to 
the world, at all events, that the United States are sincerely 
anxious to exert every means in their power to maintain 
the most amicable relations with a Government and people, 
so cminently entitled to the respect and regard of every 
civilized nation on the globe. 

The committee are conscious that some of the provisions 
of the bill herewith reported would more properly have 


subjects to other committees, with the slightest hope of ob- 
taining any action on the part of the House. ‘They submit 


reflections, to the better judgment of the House. 


The following bill was also reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 
, A bill giving to the President of the United States additional 


cases, agaińst invasion, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


| the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to resist any attempt on the part of Great Britain 
to enforce, by arms, her claim to exclusive jurisdiction over 
t that part of the State of Maine which is in dispute between 
the United States and Great Britain ; and, for that purpose, 
to employ the naval and military forces of the United States 
and such portions of the militia as he may deem it advisable 
to call into service. 

Bec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in the event of 
actual invasion of the territory of the United States by any 
foreign Power, or of imminent danger of such invasion dis- 
covered, in his opinion, to exist, before Congress can be 
convened to act upon the-subject, the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he hereby is, authorized, in addition to 
the present military establishment of the United States, to 
raise a provsionat foree, to be enlisted for five years, or 
during the continaance of hostilities with any foreign Pow- 
tr, hot exceeding one regiment of dragoons, one regiment 
ofartilery, two regiments of riflemen, and sixteen regiments 
of infantry, to be organized, in all respects, like the corre- 
sponding regiments now in service; and, also, to appoint 
not exceeding one major general, four brigadiers general, 
and not exceeding one surgeon and one assistant surgeon 
for cach new regiment; the regimental general, and med- 
ical officers to be subject to the same laws and rules, and 
to he entitled to the same benefits, of every Kind, with the 
like corps and officers now in service; and it shall be the 
duty of the President to discharge the troops whieh may be 
raised by virtue of this act, whenever the occasion for them, 
as defined by this act, shall cease to exist. 
| Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That, in the event of 
either of the contingencies provided in the first section of 
| this act, the President of the United States shall be author- 


į ized to complete the public armed vessels now authorized 
| by Jaw, and to equip, man, and employ in actual service all 
the navai force of the United States. 

| Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That the suw of 
| mülions of dollars is hereby appropriated and placed at his 
disposal for the purpose ot executing the provisions of this 
j act to provide tor which the Secretary of the ‘Treasury is 
; authorized to borrow money on the credit of the United 
| States, and to cause to be issued certificates of stock signed 
| hy the Register of the Treasury for the sum to be borrowed 
or any part thereof; and the same to be sold upon the best 
| tenas that may be offered, after publie notice for proposals 
i for the same: Provided, That no engagement or contract 
i shall be entered into, which shall preclude the United 


į after the expiration of five years from the Ist of Jannary 
! next; and that the rate of interest shall not exceed five per 
| ceun, payable semi-annually. 
if 
| 


be and the same is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
i in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for outfit and 
salary of a special Minister to Great Britain: Provided, 
The President of the United States shal! deem it expedient 
to appoint the same. 


of the public business, and the little time left 
them, he hoped, at present, anything like a gen- 
eral debate would be abstained from. His object 


| the whole on the state of the Union, and make it 
the special order for to-morrow at ten o’clock, 
Mr. ADAMS asked the committee to agree to 
a staall amendment in the report. The report 
affirmed that the British Government had taken 
the ground of an agreement that they should hold 
exclusive jurisdiction over the disputed territory. 
| Now, he did not understand that the British Gov- 


The committee ought, perhaps, here to close this report. 


| ernment had taken that ground. The provincial 


induces them to offer another recommendation to the j 


emanated from some of the other committees of the House, | 
upon whose jurisdiction they are reluctant to encroach ; i 
but the few days which remain of this session would not 
have permitted any delay, with a view of referring these | 


the whole matter, therefore, as the result of their anxious | 


powers for the defense of the United States, in certain | 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 


States from reimbursing any sum or sums thus borrowed, | 


Sec. $, And be it further enacted, That the sum of $18,009 


Mr. HOWARD said, in view of the condition | 


was to have the bill referred to a Committee of | 


| 


governor had undoubtedly taken that ground,and 
rested his defense upon. it.. If, therefore, in the 
course of the negotiation upon this subject, there 
was found clear and demonstrated proof that no 
such agreement ever has been passed, which he 
was well assured of, then the Governor of New 
Brunswick had put himself, and, as far as possi- 
ble, the Government of his country in the wrong 
from the very first moment. . 

Mr. EVANS interposed. He said it was true 
that Sir John Harvey asserts the existence of that 
agreement as the basis upon which he proceeds 
but then he adds that he acts by the express 
commands of his Government, and that he holds 
positive orders from which he is not at liberty to 
depart. 

Mr. ADAMS so understood it; but that order 
from his Government was founded upon his own 
construction of what those orders were. Now, 
the reason why he wished this alteration made 
was this: the Governor of New Brunswick had 
assumed that ground for his Government. Mr. 
A. said he had assumed it on his own responsi- 
bility. The Governor affirmed that he had’ such 
orders, and that it was upon them that he acted. 
Now, Mr. A. inferred, and was willing to leave 
it to the British Government, and he was con- 
vinced such would ultimately be its declaration, 
that Sir John Harvey had misunderstood his 
orders; and it will say, ‘“ We do not assume, and 
have not assumed, that principle.” If, when 
these matters come before the British Govern- 
ment, they should find a report of this House, 
(on which was based the action of this House, ) 
assuming that that Government has taken the 
ground which their subordinate officer’ affirms 
they have taken, then they will so far redeem 
that ground of right as to say to us, ‘ Your pro- 
ceedings have been too precipitate; you have as- 
sumed that what our subordinate officer did, 
under his own construction of his orders, was 
our act.” Now, the first and most important 
thing in any controversy has in this case been 
assumed by the Governor of New Brunswick, in 
putting his own country in the wrong. Sir, I 
want to keep them there; I want to give his Gov- 
ernment an opportunity to say, “ This gentle- - 
man, acting with the best intentions, and with an 
ardent zeal in my service, which I approve, has 
mistaken the import of the orders I gave.” If 
you assume to make the British Government re- 
sponsible beforehand for an assertion which an 
inferior officer alone has made, but for which his 
Government isnot yet responsible, then I say you 
weaken the ground of right, to maintain which 
this nation should go to death and destruction. 
I repeat, that from the moment this correspond- 
ence appeared, and from the moment that the 
Governor of New Brunswick assumed this al- 
leged agreement as a justification for his orders 
and conduct, as he construes his orders, I have 
considered the case of the United States as tri- 
umphant in advance; it hag the right; and, with- 
out quoting exactly what was said on another 
occasion by one of the greatest observers of the 
affairs of mankind, 


“Thrice ts he arm?d that hath his quarrel just,” 


I will say thrice three times is he armed who hath 
his quarrel just. The Governor of New Bruns- 
wick, by the position which he has assumed, has, 
in fact, conceded the whole cause of quarrel be-. 
tween the two nations. It will turn out, it must 
turn out, that the British Government can „bring 
no proof of such an agreement; and they, having 
no such proof to allege in the face of the world, 
will say, “ Our officer misunderstood our instruc~ 
tions; we never assumed the principle; we disavow 
it; and weare prepared to settle this quarrel on the 
grounds of right and justice.” : 

All I wish to suggest to the committee and to 
the House is, that a small alteration should be 
made, that a word or two inthe passages in which 
it is affirmed that the British Government has 
assumed this principle, should be effaced, so as 
not to make the British Government responsible 
for the construction put upon their orders, and to 
give them an opportunity to disavow the con- 
struction which their officer has set up. 

Mr. LEGARE said he concurred in the views 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.. 
Apams,] and the more so because he (Mr. L.) 
had the honor to urge the same views strenuously: 
in the committee this morning. It ‘was not from 


mere oversight’ that these words ‘had “bee 
sertëd. = His opinion had been that theg 
tee should take- pains to séparate’ the military 
offiter:of New Brünswick from ‘the Government 
ain. E itt egnimittee; 


could, inthis. sudden, violent, and, he would add, 
insolent manner, undertake to disttirb our peace; 
but (Mr. L. was ‘understood to add) the com- 
mittee. Were; of opinion that this idea was not 
involved. io i ori e EA 

Mr. HOWARD quoted the language of the par- 
ticular passages of’ the report referred to by Mr. 
Avamsy, (thé precise-words of which the reporter 
is unable to give, not having the document before 
him.) Mr,,H.-was desirous to make any amend- 
ment to the report-which might be considered 
propér. “We have not before us (said he) the 


orders of thé Governor of New Brunswick. He is 
avery high officer, and intrusted with very great 
power. “The whole power of the British forces 
throughout the Canadasis understood to be placed 
at his disposal, 


He is therefore an officer whom 


wise.. eee: : 
Mr. H. then alluded to the language of the letter 
of Mr. Fox, in reference to the claim to exclusive 
jurisdiction, as being a sufficient indication of the 
interpretation put upon this matter by the British 
Government; which language, added to the decla- 
ration of this high functionary, the Governor of 
Néw Brunswick, was the ground on which the 
committee had proceeded. ; 
<Mr H. would cheerfully agree, so far as he | 
was concerned, to any alteration which could 
properly be made on the suggestions of the gen- 
teman from Massachusetts, because he (Mr. H.) 
felt assuréd that onthe leading features of the 
controversy they both thought alike. He. was 
glad ofthat gentlemian’s support in any cause, ês- 
pecially in such a cause as this., ‘The report was 
now. in possession of the House; and if the gen- 
tleman. from: Massachusetts [Mr: Apsms] would 
take it and suggest any modification which might 
seem proper to him, he:(Mr. H.Y would, for his 
own part, cheerfully accept them, provided they 
did not affect the essential parts: df the report. 
:Mr., ADAMS said he had not the slightest ob-: 
jection to any part of the report, except the few 
words to: which he had alluded, (and which he 
specifically pointed out.) .He reiterated his wish 
that the British Government should be left at lib- 
erty to disavow the.act of. the Governor of New 
Brunswick, and to. say that he misunderstood his 
orders. Such Mr. A. believed to be the fact. He 
believed, and there were undoubted evidences, 
that not only the Governor of New Brunswick, 
but the British Minister here, (the conduct of 
which latter gentleman, in taking upon himself a 
great responsibility to prevent impending extrem- 
ities, Mr. A. regarded as of the most high and 
honorable character,) had the impression fixed in 
the strongest, manner. upon his mind.that such an 
agreement existed. . (In proof of this position 
Mr. A. alluded tothe language quoted by Mr. 
Höwar from Mr, Fox’s letter.) And yet, when 
the existence of such an agreement was denied, 
asit ought to. be, in the most positive and explicit 
terms, by the Secretary of State, the British Min- 
ister, instead of producing evidence of that agree- 
ment, said he-would refer itto his Government. 
If-there was:such an agreement; was it not.in the 
ower of the Provincial Governor or the British. 
inister here to have produced it? And if it 
had: been produced, we must ‘undoubtedly have 
changed ourground. But from that very fact, Mr. 
A. believed that both’the Minister and the Goy- 
efnor chad- misunderstood: the matter, and Had 
imputed ‘to*their Government that’ which hever” 
was intended, and he.wished that, in every pro- 
ceeding here, this House should do-the British’ 
Government the justice to suppose that their affi- 
cers, both military and diplomatic, had misun- 
derstood their viewson this subject, and that the 


state of the Union, were: made the special order 
of. the day for to-morrow, (Friday,) :at: eleven 
o’clock, to take precedence over all other busi- 
ness, and were ordered to be printed under the. 
superintendence of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs.. " i ‘ KS SERS 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved the 
printing of twenty thousand extra copies of the 
President’s message, bill, report, documents, &c. 
Mr. BRONSON had no objection to the print- 
ing of any reasonable number, if it could be done 
in reasonable time; but he understood they could 
not be. furnished till sometime in October or No- 
vember next. A wt i : 
Mr.. LOOMIS said that by any time they 
could be furnished they would be stale, and he 
would move ten thousand. ae ; 

`` Mr. JOHNSON thought they would be print- 
ed in a few days; buthe accepted the amendment, 
and, as niodified, the motion was agreed to. `` 

DEFENSE OF THE COUNTRY. i 
Mr. BRONSON moved that the House go'into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of. the 
vn in ‘order to consider the three: following 

ifs: À 

House bill (No. 1097) making appropriations 
for the defense of the northern and western fron- 
tier; ' 

House bill (No. 1169) for the erection of cer- 
tain military works on the northeast frontier of 
the United States; and 

House bill (No. 1032) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national foundery. 

Mr. B., in support of the motion, said that, at 
the present moment, the foregoing bills, relating 
exclusively to the defense of the country, were 
of the utmost importance, and he hoped the 
House would agree to:consider them. ` i 

The motion was disagreed tô. 


CENSUS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House then again went into committee, 
(Mr. Serceant in the chair,) and Ae es 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
the committee took up the bill pending for the 
taking of the next census. 

The bill having been read, ` 

Mr. G. moved two additional sections; which 
were agreed to. 

Various amendments were offered, and some 
progress had been made in the bill, when, the 
hour of three having arrived, 

The House took a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. . 

Mr. THOMAS having moved a resolution for 
the ‘compensation of the investigating committee 
in a manner corresponding to preceding practice 
on that subject; which was agreed to— : 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee of Ac- 
counts, made a statement in exculpation of that 
committee for having refused to allow a certain 
account presented to them by the chairman of the 
investigating committee. The account amounted 
v $2,126, for thirteen days’ services in New 

ork. 

The committee then returned to the consider- 
ation of the : epee 
ead CENSUS BILL. A 

Mr. LOOMIS moved anamendment, proposing 
to add certain items to the returns of the marshals 
relating to the ages of unmarried persons. It 


exciteď no little merriment in the committee, and 1; 


was rejected, an : 
Mr. WISE made explanations in reply to those 


of Mr. Morais, and in defense of the investi- || 


gating committee. ane rea, 
Mr. McK AY moved to amend the bill by sub- 


| stituting the Ist of June for the Ist of cpa 
e 


as the: period for commencing the census. 
advocated the amendment at-some length. 

It was opposed by Mr. GARLAND, and ad- 
vocated by Wir, TILLINGHAST, and negatived. 


Mr, SLADE. an.amendm 
a minute classification of the colored- 
as. to, age, &c.;: but it: was rejected 
count ee ee WA EIS 

Mr. ADAMS insisted that the timé heretofore 
fixed for takitig ‘the' cvénsis-Wwas'téo short, and 
suggested. to Mr. Ganwann. to’ strike “out. six 
months and insert: twelve.: o: Spe eco fee 
M GARLAND-assented to: the grounds-of. 

r. Apams’s objection, and moved to insert teb: 
months; which was agreed to. . Bijang 

Mr. G, proposed to increase. thé compensatioti 
of marshals employed.in taking the census: to: $2 
per hundred names. fe Bae oe 

Mr. DAVIES proposed $1 50; but it was-neg- 
atived, and the amendment of Mr. GARLAND WAS: 
agreed to... er , ay (Eas Bo MEP 
_ Mr. GARLAND then. moved to fill-the- blanks 
in the compensation to. marshals inthe manger 
following:; ee oa fe shoot 

In Maine, $400; Massachusetts, $450;. Rhode. 
Island, $250; Vermont, $400; Connecticut; $350; 
New York, (southern district,) $450; (northérn 
district,) $450; New Jersey, $350; Pennsylvania, 
(eastern district,) $400; (western districts): $4005, 
Delaware, $225; Maryland, $450; Virginia, Ceast- 
ern district,).$400; (western district,) $400; Ken- 
| tucky,.$450; North Carolina, $450; South, Garas, 
lina, $450; Georgia, $450; Tennessee, ‘(easterny}, 
$275; . (western,).. $275; (middle,) $2753 Olio, 
$500; Indiana, $450; Illinois, $300; Mississippis. 
(northern,), $200; (southern,) . $200;..Louisiana,; 
$200; Alabama, (northern,) $200; (southern and: 
middle,) $200; District of Columbia, $450;;Mich- 
igan, $250;: Arkansas, $9503. Florida, (five: di 
tricts, $50 each; Wisconsin, $250; Iowi; 4250 

be: 


proposing. 
population 
uth, i 


9: 
Mr. ADAMS suggested -thatia larger namber, 
of copies of the returns should be. printed,-(the 
bill proposed one thousand copies,).aod: moved: 
five thousand. He supported the motion by dwell-; 
ing on the importance of the document, and tho 
propriety of preserving it as an historical monu-: 
ment of the condition of the country. oies 0°) 
Mr. NAYLOR suggested ten thousand copies. 
Mr. ADAMS, after some hesitation, assented 
to this, and modified his motion accordingly; and 
it wan finaly agreed that ten thousand copies be 
rinted. oe WENA 
P Mr. GRAVES objected to the allowance pto- 
posed for the marshals of Tennessee, and moved” 
to reduce it to $175 foreach of the three districts. | 
On this motion ‘he went at large into’ a speech on® 
the general politics-of the country, and especially 
the practice of levying a percentage on. the gala-: 
ries of officeholders, to be applied to électioneering 
purposes. In confirmation of: hig views on. this 
subject, he quoted the printed report of the inves- 
tigating committee on the Swartwout deéfalcation, ; 
and showed that certain, officers of ‘the customs. 
in New York were in the habit of paying such. 
percentage, which was collected from them by a` 
Mr. Vanderpoel, who had a list of the officers for’ 
that purpose. He was interrupted in thé reading 


Me. TAYLOR and Mr. RIVES, ona question 
of order; but the Chair, after an explanation by’ 
Mr. G., declared that that gentleman. was not 
strictly out of order until he assumed the course 
of certain members of that committee, which wag 
certainly irrelevant and out of order, 50 0" 

Mr. GRAVES having referred to the case. of a 
postmaster in Mr. Foster’s district, who was a` 
convicted counterfeiter, who had fled from Mas- ` 
| sachusetts, and whose bad character had been 
eXpressly stated to’ the head of the Post Office 
Department, but who was still continued in office, 
and was a zealous partisan of the Administration, 

Mr. GRANT (who comes from the same dis- 
trict with Mr. Foster) warmly disclaimed all. 
knowledge of such a case, and with still greater ` 
warmth complained of Mr. Graves for pronounc- | 
ing a derogatory opinion respecting the capacity of 
Mr. Gillett, (who was formerly a member from . 
New ‘York,) to fill any office. Mr. Q. pro- 
nounced a very high enlowiaen on the’ character 
of Mr, Gillett in all respects. q 
The discussion between these two gentlemen 
was continued in a somewhat sharp tone. for 
some time, and was terminated by.Mr. EVER- 
ETT, who called both to` order." . me 

The CHAIRMAN supported Mr. É., and đe- 
cided the dispute to be out of order, é . 


The question ‘was put én. Mr. 
amendment, and it was negatived. 
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On motion of Mr. GARLAND, the compen- 
sation of the Tennessee marshals was fixed at 
200. ; S 
$ The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


CUMBERLAND. ROAD. 


On. motion of Mr: GRANT, the House then 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Brices in the chair) 
and took up the bill for the continuance of the 
Cumberland road through the States of Indiana, 
Illinois, and Missouri—ayes 70, noes 55. 

` The bill having been read, 


Mr. McKENNAN offered an ameridment ap- | 


propriating $20,000. for the erection of guard 
fences on that portion of the road lying east of the 
Ohio, and $500 for widening a certain turn in the 
road on the side of Laurel Hill. “pes 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to ap- 
propriate $80,000 for the extension of the road 
from the Monocacy to Rockville, in Maryland. 

This also was rejected. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. moved to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bill. 

It was negatived—ayes 54, noes 70. 

Mr, YELL moved to amend the bill by appro- 
pria tinig 969,000 for a road from Memphis to Tile 

ock, in Arkansas. 

Mr: ELMORE moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the clause which provides that the 
cost of the road be reimbursed out of the two per 
cent, fund. 

On this motiona highly animated debate arose, 
in which Messrs. ELMORE, MASON of Ohio, 
THOMPSON, THOMAS, DAWSON, ROB- 
ERTSON, GARLAND of Louisiana, and HER- 
OD participated; when, at about ten o’clock, the 
committee rose (ayes 63, noes 60) and reported 
progress. ; 

The census bill was read the third time by its 
title, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. ELMORE, the House ad- 
journed. 

IN SENATE. 
Frimay, March 1, 1839. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 22d instant, calling for information on 
the subject of the coinage, deposits for coinage, 
and the expenses of the Mint and its branches; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIAL, ETC. 
Mr. MOUTON presented the memorial of 


Pierce and Patrick Shannon, praying permission | 


to import free of duty the materials necessary 

for the construction of an Iron steamboat; which 

was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
“Mr. LYON presented the proceedings and a 


memorial adopted at a meeting of the citizens of | 


Saganaw, praying an appropriation .to complete 
the military road from Detroit to Saginaw river; 
which were laid on the table, 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he had in his pos- 
session a number of petitions for the abolition of 
slavery, which had been sent to him and his col- 
league, [Mr. Davis.] In some of these they were 
asked to procure their reference to a select. com- 
mittee; butat this late period, even if the motion 
prevailed, there would not be sufficient time to 


give the subject proper attention. The opinions | 


of, himself and colleague were well known, both 
as, to the constitutional pawer of Congress on this 
subject, and as to the great and undoubted right 
of petition, and their opinions were unchanged. 
He moved that the.petitions be received. 

On. motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 
motion to receive was laid on the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, to which had been referred 
the following, asked to be discharged from the 
farther consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to: 

Memorial of the American Silk Society; 

Petition of Thomas J. Durant ang J. Towser; 

Memorial of Charles Fleischman; and 

Memorial of Russel Comstock. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


_ Ordered, That the Committee on Finance have leave to 
sit during the hours of the session of the Senate. 


i 


f 
i 


On motion of Mr. NORVELL, it was 

Ordered, 'That fifty thousand copies of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted to the Senate on 
the 4th of July-last; be-priated for the use of the Senate. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The act making appropriations for the support 

of the Army for the year 1839, and the other acts 

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading yes- 

terday, were severally read. the, third time and 
passed. a : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore submitted the 
following communication from the Postmaster 
General: 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, February 27, 1839. 
Sır: Just as my messenger was about to start for the 
Capitol with several communications, including my reply 
to the resolution of the Senate adopted on the 12th instant, 
I received their resolution of this day, asking why the in- 
formation then called for has not been communicated. 
In reply, I have the honor to state, that the only reason 
I have to.give why it has not been before communicated ig 
that it. wag not-.ready. ` 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
i AMOS KENDALL. 
Hon. R. M, JOHNSON, - 


Vice President and President of the Senate. 


Mr. SEVIER moved .that the letter be referred 
to the President of the United States, with a re- 
quest that he dismiss the Postmaster General for 
an insult to the Senate of the United States. 

A debate ensued, in which Messrs. SEVIER, 
FOSTER, TALLMADGE, CRITTENDEN, 
WEBSTER, BUCHANAN, SMITH of Con- 
necticut, WALKER, BENTON, ALLEN, CAL- 
HOUN, LINN, and NILES, participated; at the 
conclusion of which, 

Mr. SEVIER modified his motion as follows: 


Resolved, That the letter of the Postmaster General to 
the President of the Senate, stating that the only reason 
why he had not sent an answer to a previous résolution 
was, because it was not ready, is considered by the Senate 
as disrespectfut to this body, 

Resolved, That said letter, with the resolution to which 
it purports to be an answer, be laid before the President of 
the United States for such action as he may deem proper. 


The question was taken on the resolutions sep- 
arately; and the first was adopted—ayes 38, noes 
8; the second—ayes 31, noes 15. 

So the resolutions were adopted. 

After passing a number of private bills, the 
Senate took a recess until five o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore submitted the 
following communication from the President of 
the United States: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I have received the resolution of the Senate of this day, 
upon the subject of a communication made to you by the 
Postmaster General on the Q7th ultino, and have the satis- 
faction of laying before the Senate the accompanying letter 
from that officer, in which he fully disclaims any intended 
disrespect to the Senare in the communication referred to. 

M. VAN BUREN, 

March 1, 1839. 


Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, March. 1, 1839. 

Sır: In reference to the resolution of the Senate adopted 
this day, and by you just communicated to me, expressing 
the opinion that a communication made by me on the 27th 
ultimo, in reply to their resolution of the same date, was 
disrespectful to that body, I have only to say that no disre- 
spect was intended or felt. 

Their resolution of the 12th ultimo, calling for the names 
of removed postmasters, designated no specific time within 
which the information would be wanted; and as it did not 
appear to look to any Iegislative or executive action on 
their part, the necessity of great expedition in preparing 
and communicating them, to. the delay of other pressing 
matters, Was not appreciated by me so highly as it appears 
to have been by the Senate, or as perhaps it ought te have 
been, And as the reply to the resolution of the 12th was 


|) already in the hands of the messenger, and would accom: 


pany the reply to that of the 27th, showing that no disposi- 
tion existed to withhold the information called for, it did 
not occur to me that any detailed explanation why it had 


| not been sooncr sent was necessary, or would be expected: 


Hence it will be. perceived. that the Jetter complained of 
was written hastily, (the messenger having been, in fact, 
detained until it could be written and recorded;) and but 
for the. hurry of the moment, not allowing time for consid- 
eration, I should probably have given the more full expla- 
nation contained in this letter. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
AMOS KENDALL. 


The Committee on Finance, to which had been 
referred the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Government for the year 1839, 
reported the same with several amendments. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
An act making appropriations for the Army. 


for the year 1839 was taken up, and after several 
amendments had been offered and decided on, 

Mr. BENTON offered an arnendment appro- 
priating $740,000 for putting certain old fortifica- 
tions in a state of efficiency, and for completing 
new works which are not yet finished. 

This amendment was supported by Messrs. 
BENTON and DAVIS, and opposed by Mr. 
CALHOUN; and on taking the question, 1t was 
lost—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS~—~Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Davis, Fulton, Knight, Nicholas, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Walker, Wall, Webster, and Williams of Maine—14. 

‘NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of ‘Kentucky, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Foster, Hubbard, Lyon, McKean, 
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Roane, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Swift, White; Williams of 
Mississippi, Wright, and Young—23, 

After several amendments, the bill was ordered 
to a third reading. ‘ 


FRONTIER PROTECTION. 


An act making appropriations for the protec- 
tion of the northern and northwestern: frontier 
was taken up, and after being. considered. as in 
Committee of the. Whole, was ordered to be 
engrossed fora third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred a bill fromthe 
| House, making an appropriation for the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities for the year 1839, report- 
ed the same with an amendment; which was con- 
sidered and adopted. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, offered anamendment 
making an appropriation for property taken 
by officers of the Government in the campaign 
against the Creek Indians, which he advocated at 
some length, asa measure of long deferred justice 
to many citizens whose property had been appro- 
priated to the use of the Government... The 
amendment was rejected—ayes 11, noes 26. | 

The bill was then ordered tọ be engrossed fora 
third reading, and afterwards read the third time 
| and passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third’ 
time and passed: 

An act giving to the President of the United 
States additional powers in defense of the United 
| States, in case of invasion, and for other purposes; 

An act to alter and amend the organic. law of 
the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa; 

Anactto establish and define the eastern bound- 
ary line of the Territory of Iowa; i 

An act to authorize the election and appoint- 
ment of certain officers in the. Territory of Iowa 
and for other purposes; 

An act to amend an act entitled. an act regulat- 
ing the pay and emoluments of brevet officers, ap- 
proved April 16, 1818; and 

An act for the relief of Captain John Vannettin 
and his company for their services during the late 
war. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate then went into executive session; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
| reopened. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The bill making appropriation for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year, 1839, was taken up for consideration, and. 
after several amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance had been concurred in, the 
amendment of the committee proposing to strike 
out the following section, was considered: 


* For the balance due on account of the first volume of 
the Documentary History of the United States, $5,602 ; and 
the Secretary of State is hereby authorized to deliver tothe 
Secretary of the Senate forty copies of said-work, and-the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives three hundred and 
sixty-eight copies of said work, to bé distributed to each of. 
the members of the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the Twenty-Third, Twenty-Fourth, and Twenty-Fitth 
| Congresses, who are not entitled to receive the same under 
i former resolutions, or acts of Congress. F E 


1839. 


TONAL GLOBE 


Government, and he'thought the proper way wag | 
to agree to it, and not to hazard the Joss of the 
bill and ghé consequent stopping of the Govern- 
ment by delaying the passage of it. If gentle- 
mén woald persist in consuming time, and were 
determined’to higgle with the House on this ap- 
propriation of $5,000, he had warned them of the 
consequences, and they must take the resporisi- 
bility. : ; : 

Mr. WRIGHT said: If the Senator from Màs- 
sachusetts thinks Iam notaware of my fesponsi- 
bility, or that I fear to meet it, hé does not know 
me. Mr. W. thought the time was come when 
the Senate should make'a stand upon this subject, 
and said the responsibility of defeating this bill, 
if it was lost, would rest with those who had in- 
corporated this provision into it. Mr. W. went | 
on at some length in opposition to the practice of 
appropriating money for the purchase of books, 
and distributing them among themselves, and 
trusted that the Senate would not countenance it 
” any longer. 

After some remarks from Mr. BENTON in 
favor of the amendment, the question was taken 
on the recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced there 
was not a quorum in attendance. | 
Mr. SEVIER moved that there be a call of the 

S 


enate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER said the Senator 
from Arkansas might reach his object by moving 
thatthe Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to summon | 
the absent Senators, and if they refused attend- 
ing, the Presiding Officer might issue his warrant, 
and have them brought before the Senate. 

_ Mr. SEVIER modified his motion accord- 
ingly. 

Several Senators requested Mr. S. to withdraw 
his motion. . 

Mr. WALKER hoped that the Senator from 
_ Arkansas would persist in it. The only Senators 
who were invalids and whose healths were en- 
dangered by the protracted sittings of that body, 
were in their seats attending to their public duties, 
while a majority of the Senate, who had not the 
plea of illness to offer as an excuse for their ab- 
sence, were in their beds. He hoped the motion 
would be persisted in, and that Senators, if other 
motives could not induce them to do so, would be 
compelled by order of the body to attend to the 
public business, ‘ 

After some conversation the motion was with- 
drawn, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Frivary, March 1, 1839. 


Mr. GRAY asked leave to submit a resolution 
giving the pages and messengers of the House an 
extra allowance of $250 over and above their pay 
for their three months’ services. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, objected. 

The SPEAKER, however, said the unfinished 
business must first be disposed of. This was the 
report from the select committee on Virginia | 
bounty warrants, the reading of which was not | 
concluded ‘yesterday. | 

Mr. GRAY said he hoped it would be passed 
over for the present, 

Mr. BRIGGS should object, because, if passed 
over this morning, it would not be reached again, 
and the object of the committee be defeated. 

The reading of the report was resumed, and | 
various ineffectual efforts were made to dispense 
with it; but it again occupied the whole morning 
hour without being brought to a conclusion. 

Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, on leave, reported, without 
amendment, Senate joint resoluyon authorizing 
the opening of an alley and the execution of cer- 
tain deeds in the city of Washington. 

Also, Senate bill, without amendment, to ex- 
tend the jurisdiction of the corporation of the city 
of Washington over the Potomac bridge. 

Also, Senate bill to incorporate Georgetown 
College, in the: District of Columbia. 

The above bills and resolution were severally 
read .the.third time and. passed. 

Mr. EWING moved to suspend the special 
order for‘one hour, to go into committee on the 
Cumberland road bill. i 

[Cries of “4 Not”? “No !*-from all parts ofthe 
Hall]. - $ ; Pe ane 


. "The motion was rejected by a large majority.” 

“Mr. GRAVES asked the House to take up the 
resolution ‘submitted by him some tire since, fn 
relation to the alleged defalcation of Charles J. 
Ingersoll, late district attorney at Philadelphia; 
but it was objected to. | i ee 

Mr. MERCER moved a suspension of the 
special order for half an hour, to enablethe com- 
mittees to report; but the motion was rejected. 

Mr. GRANT asked leave to makean explana- 
tion in relation to the debate between himself and 
Mr. Graves last night; but it was refused. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The following executive communications were 
received, and ordered to lie on the table: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, in obedience to a resolution of the House 
of the 18th January last, calling for a copy of a 
dispatch from Mr. Stevenson, our Minister at 
London, on the subject of the tobacco trade. 

A communication from the Treasurér of the 
United States, transmitting copies of his accounts 
settled by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, forthe third and fourth quarters of 1837, and 
the first and second quarters of 1838. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in obedi- 
ence to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 19th ultimo, calling for a statement 
of the proceedings of his Department in the exe- 
cution of the first and second provisions of the 
fourth article of the treaty of the Ist November, 
1837, with the Winnebago Indians. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and one of the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, in answer to a resolution of the 16th ultimo, 
calling for information in reference to the treaty 
with the Pottawatomie Indians of the 25th, 26th, 
and 27th of October, 1832. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting reports from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and Second Auditor, in reply to a resolu- 


tion of the House of Representatives of the 28th | 


of January last, in relation to the execution of 
the treaties of 1832 and 1834, with the Chickasaw 
Indians, and the treaty of 1830, with the Choc- 
taws. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in compliance, as far as practicable, 
with the resolution of the House of the 31st De- 


cember last, in relation to the condition of the | 


banks in Wisconsin. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


The House then, in pursuance of the special 
order, went into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union (Mr. Lincotn in’ the chair) 
on the ‘bill giving to the President of the Uni- 
ted States additional powers for the defense of 
the United States, in certain cases, against inva- 


ji sion, and for other purposes.” 


After some conversation as to the order of pro- 
ceeding, Mr. PICKENS giving notice of his in- 
tention to move to strike out the second section 
of the bill, ` 

Mr. ROBERTSON suggested a modification 


of the first section, so as not to assume that Great :! 


Britain “set up a claim” to exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, 3 

Mr. MENEFEE wished the phraseology made 
so clear that the Executive shouid resist an occu- 
pation of this territory, either on the part of the 
Government of Great Britain, directing and act- 
ing on her own responsibility, or through her 
provincial authorities. 

Mr. CRAIG saw no necessity for making any 
distinction. 

Mr. BIDDLE said he was not prepared to vote 
for any part of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS saw no necessity for Mr. Ros- 
ERTSsON’s amendment. The case did not apply 
as it did yesterday to the report, because it was 
there asserted that an ‘‘agreement’’ was set up 
by Great Britain. Now there was a “claim.” 
She set up a claim, and so did we. . 

Mr. ROBERTSON immediately withdrew his 
amendment. T : 

Mr. HOWARD could see no necessity of 
drawing the distinction indicated by Mr. MEN- 
EFEE. . 

Mr. MENEFEE still thought provision ought 
to be made to meet both cases. : 

Mr. NAYLOR, to:-meet this objection, and ob- 


viate all ‘con 
after arise, moved't 
the words tt or her provini OF 
_ Mr. KENNEDY approved entirély.of the prin- 
ciples of the report, and should: support:the bill 
as it had been brought in by Mr. Howarp. He 
then went on to read a number of extracts from 
the dispatches of Sir Charles Vaughan, ete., to 
show that Great Britain did set up a pretension 
to exclusive jurisdiction pending the controversy, 
| and added that he had no doubt, from the tenor 
of these documents, that Sir John Harvey had 
received specific instructions and orders to assert 
and maintain that jurisdiction. Mr. K. said he 
should move the printing of this with the other 
documents. : phat ge 
Mr. ELMORE inquired if these papers’ had 
been communicated to our Government? 
Mr. KENNEDY replied that they had not, 
Mr. ELMORE. Then, itis a private paper, 
, with which we have nothing to do. ` f 
Mr. LEGARE was of a different opinion, in 
| spite of these documents, and did not believe any 
i| such specific orders had been received by the Pro- 
|| vincial Governor from the British Ministry. The 
: amendment of Mr. Naytor he considéréd ag en- 
tirely unnecessary. k aa 
Mr. BIDDLE agreed with Mr: Apams that it 
was desirable we should keep ourselves right, and 
therefore he was indisposed to run into collateral 
questions; for he was one of those who believed. 
| this question would have to be settled with arms. 
He desired, therefore, that with such a Power as 
Great Britain we should use nothing like bravado, 
set up nothing like a bugbear. The mere unan- 
imity of chat Hoùse would have no effect upon 
a proud nation like that. This course had been 
tried towards Mexico, and she had treated us 
with contempt in return, These experiments 
would achieve nothing. ee 
Mr. HOWARD explained. Two years ago, 
in the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he had again 
and again given it as his opinion that the pacific 
course afterwards adopted would be ineffectual. 
He was for a different, policy. $ ee 
Mr. BIDDLE had adduced this as an illustra- 
| tion, and because the same course seemed now, 
about to be adopted. If we did go to war, he 
hoped it would not terminate as the last did, by 
leaving the question in suspension.. If, however, 
we went to war, it should always be on such a 
question as should unite our whole people; upon 
which they would think and dwell night and 
morning; upon which they could rally. Was the: 
present such a question? It was not.. Even in 
ji view of all the atrocities of the late war, when 
|| our whole coast was plundered, and hundreds. of 
|| families reduced to ruin; when our.comineré 
|; almostannihilated, our seamen forcibly taken 
| made to serve against their country, with the 7 
|| ular cry of ** free trade and sailors’ rights,” what 
|, was the scene exhibited? So far from that gen- 
l| eral unanimity indispensable to success, one half 
|| the country was almost in friendly alliance with 
| the enemy, and the pulpit poured its blessings 
|| upon them as the main pillar of religion. © > <; 
| Mr. B. then went oh to show that the present 
was not such a question as warranted our hurry- 
ing ourselves into a long and sanguinary war, 
and he cited a speech of Mr. Evans, made a year 
ago, to prove that this mere question of jurisdic- 
i tion was viewed as a matter of very small im- 
i! portance by the State of Maine; and if she, who 
i was directly interested, had made alight matter 
i of it, why should we be now called upon to issue 
a declaration of war thereon? for he regardéd the 
i| step now about to be taken as equivalent toa 
declaration of war. Mr. B. went on at length to 
demonstrate that exaggerated importanée had 
been-given to this question all at once, and in- 
sisted that acquiescence in the jurisdiction of 
Great Britain over the disputed territory had been 
| yielded from 1824 down by the General Govern- 
ment, and distinctly recognized by the Legislature 
of Massachusetts. To sustain this position he 
| cited a variety of documents. To go to warnow 


Tau 


p 


j; upon the new question involved, would be to go 


ito war for the shadow after having abandoned 
| the substance. It was one upon- which the peo- 
i ple of this country could never be rallied: butif 
| the President came there, aid told them that all 
| negotiation was at an end, and iliat there 
; resort left but to arms, then he was. pre 


| go into it even to the ruin of himself and those” 


March 2, 


Mr. HOWARD deemed the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. Navor as entirely unnecessary, 
because the whole case was fully met in the gen- 
eral terms of the bill. 

Mr. H. said he had’ listened to the speech of 
Mr. Boore with surprise and regret.. The sum 
and substance of the gentleman’s argument was, 
that the President was wrong in the position he 
had taken, because the administration of General | 
Jackson had sufered this question.to remain dor- 
mant, Was that an argument (Mr. H. would | 
inquire) to be used upon a question. like this? | 
Refuse to pass this bill, adopt the course recom- 
mended by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and where would the country be? Would it re- 
new the negotiation? It could not;and the Gov- 
ernor of New Brunswick might go on with the 
invasion, or might not. Pass no law; adjourn; 
make no appropriation, and refuse to sustain the 
Presidentin the lofty grounds he has taken; and | 
what will be the consequence? They send him |) 
into the field at the head of the militia he has 
called out, crippled by the refusal of the louse || 
to sustain him in whatever consideration of na- | 
tional honor calls upon him to do. Surely the || 
gentleman from Pennsylvania would be the last} 
to desire this. Nothing was to be gained by | 
refusing to pass this bill; much, perhaps every- | 
thing, to be lost. Ile trusted this threatening | 
crisis would pass away peaceably. Hoe was for ; 
peace, so long as it could be preserved without 
impairing the national honor, but no longer; and | 
in saying this he spoke the sentiments of those | 
he represented. In reply to Mr. Biopxe, he also | 
contended that the issue was a plain one, to be | 
understood by every onc. He held that Sir John | 
Harvey must be supposed capable of understand- | 
ing his orders; and. it was no more improbable | 
that -he had received specific orders of the char- | 
acter referred to, than that the commander of the | 
infamous expedition against the Caroline, and | 
the murder of her defenseless crew, should be: 
rewarded with the subsequent command of the | 
lake frontier of Canada. 


He stated that he was | 

instructed to move to fill up the blank with | 

$10,000,000, when they reached that part of the | 
i. . 

Again: refuse to pass this measure, adjourn || 
and do nothing, and if circumstances should arise || 
rendering an extraordinary convening of Con- | 
gress necessary, the first thing they must do would | 
be to pass a law in the terms of the second sec- | 
tion of this bill, As for the idea of a threat, he l 
disclaimed it; no such idea was entertained by the j| 
committee, i 

Mr. BIDDLE explained, 
to say, but only referred to what might be the | 
impression of the British Government. Leagreed | 
with the President, and wished no premature | 
leaning to a military resort. J 

Mr. HOWARD said, as their debates went ; 
forth, the disclaimer was necessary. The plan | 
| 
| 
| 


proposed, he insisted, was pacific, but at the same | 
time it was one that, if war was forced upon us, 
we should not be unprepared. He had no fears | 
of the people not rallying an issue like this, and | 
no comparison should be drawn between our! 
present condition and resources and that of 1812. 
The bill, however, was but an initiatory step, and | 
only authorized action on the part of the Execu- 
tive in an extreme case, when all pacific expedi- 
ents have failed. 

_ Mr. EVANS followed in reply to Mr. Bippix, 
and in support of the bill, but before he had pro- 
ceeded far the hour arrived for the [louse to take 
its daily recess. 


_ EVENING SESSION. 
Mr. EVANS resumed his speech after the ad- | 
journment, and continued to occupy the floor for | 
a considerable time, when he was succeeded by | 
Mr. FILLMORE, who urged some provision for 
the defense of the lakes, and laid on the table an 
amendment empowering the President toarm and 
equip as many steamboats as he might deem 
necessary for that end. 
- Mr. MENEFEE spoke with great earnestness 
on the necessity of vindicating the national honor. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL opposed the bill as pre- 
mature, and read extensively from the documents | 
to show that Great Britain haa no right to claim ' 


| furce to the whole. He concluded thatthe country | 


| idea of looking at interest when honor was at | 


‘force within the territory, had taken care to carry 


the existence of any understanding between the 
two Governments for her exclusive possession of | 
the disputed territory, yet the course of our Gov- 

ernment had been such as -to encourage such an. 
idea; and therefore we ought to give time for ex- 
planation. He charged Maine with rashness and 
indiscretion in the movement which she had 
made. j : : 

Mr. LEGARE defended the-bill, denied it was 
a war measure, butinsisted that its tendency was 
to peace. He examined the question .of right, 
and vindicated the stand taken by the State of 
Maine. 

Mr. PICKENS replied to the remarks of Mr. 
MeEveres, and said that national interest ought | 
to be looked at as well as national honor. He 
deprecated war, and thought peace might be pre- 
served, but was prepared to go any length when 
war was inevitable. He opposed the second sec- 
tion of the bill, which empowers the President to 
raise twenty new regiments, &c. 

Mr. NAYLOR insisted that it would be an 
empty bravado to pass the rest of the bill, and 
not the second section, which gave vitality and 


must do something in the case, and supported the 
bill as fit and necessary. 

Mr. PRENTISS replied to some of the remarks | 
of Mr. Pickens, and treated with ridicule the | 
stake. He weut into an examination of the sey- 
eral parts of the bill, opposed the second section, | 
and wished the residue better guarded, and the | 
discretion of the President more restricted. | 

Mr. HOPEMAN went into an explanation of | 
the reason why, although a Representative of a 
great commercial emporium, which must be most | 
sensibly injured by war, should it come, he gave 
his support tothe bill, Fe then went into a brief | 
examination of the existing difficulty, and insisted | 
on the necessity of supporting the national rights | 
and character at every sacrifice, ! 

Mr. THOMPSON followed in a similar course | 
of remark, commenting with great severity on | 
the injustice and arrogance of the British claims, ; 
and the course of the provincial government on | 
this occasion, and pledged his constituents and || 
himself, to the whole extent of their means, to |} 
stand by the Government. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved the sub- | 
stance of the foundery bill to be inserted as an 
amendment. 

Mr. WISE treated the whole debate as a mat- ; 
ter of amusement. Those who talked so much | 
seldom were great doers. The whole danger, as | 
he understood, was like to pass away; batif not, | 
he opposed giving to any President powers so || 
large as these in the bill. He offered, by way of | 
substitute, the resolutions moved in the Senate if 
by Mr. Buciaway, and then moved that the com- 
mittee rise; but consented to withdraw the motion || 
under a pledge that it should be renewed. | 

Mr. EVANS stated that information had been | 
been received through the papers by the evening : 
mail, thata special messenger had passed through 
Augusta, Maine, with dispatches from Sir John 
Harvey for the British Minister here, the con- 
tents unknown, but generally undérstood and jj 
believed to be expressive of his determination to | 
take no further step until the reception of the | 
Munister’s reply. It was not certainly trac, 
though he was strongly inclined to believe that it | 
was. 

He then went into a course of very severe an- | 
imadversion on the speech of Mr, SALTONSTALL, || 
particularly as coming from a member fiom Mas 
sachusetts, who had been the first to resist Britis! 
aggression; and, as a contrast to the positions of | 
that gentleman, read a series of resolutions, just | 
received, from the Legislature of Massachusetts, ! 
fully supporting Maine in all she had done, and i 
proffering for her aid the loan of $1,000,000. He | 
further stated that an agent of Massachusetts had 
accompanied the agent of Mainc in the late trans- | 
actions, and had concurred fully in all that was (| 
done; that the party who went to support the 
sheriff, though they had arms with them to resist, |i 
if need be, an armed body of trespassers which 
they understood to be collected in a considerable 


f 
| 
f 


them boxed up, and had determined not to open 
the boxes until the actual necessity arrived of a 
forcible conflict. It was nota military expedi- i 
tion, but strictly a civil one to enforce the execu-! 


|, resolution: 


i A Š S 
tion. of a writ. . As ‘to the. secret session of the 


Legislature, it had been secret to. conceal the 
movement,not from the General Goverimgnthers, 

or the Provincial Government beyond tře lines, 

but from the trespassers, whom it was desirable 

to seize before they could make good their re- 

treat. 

After some general remarks on the necessity, 
whether the pacific intelligence were true or false, 
of still passing the bill, Mr. E., according to his 
pledge, moved the rising of the committee, but 
hoped the motion would not prevail. 

{It was now midnight. ] 

The question being put, it was carried, and 
thereupon the committee rose and reported prog- 
ress. 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was ordered 
that the consideration of this bill be the special 
order for to-morrow at eleven o’clock, to take 
precedence of all other business. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved a reconsideration of 
the vote on a bill for the bencfit of the George- 
town College, but did not press it. 

Mr. WISE obtained the printing of his substi- 
tute for the military preparation. bill. 

The House took upsundry bills on the Speak- 
er’s table, which had come back from the Senate 
with amendments. 

The amendments to the bill for the relief of 
Joseph M. Hernandez were concurred in, and 
the bill passed. 

The Senate’s amendment to the bill for the 
erection of a new jail in Washington, requiring 
the addition of $1,000 to the appropriation by the 
House of $30,000 for the erection of that build- 
ing. The bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The House bill for the support of the Army, 
with sundry amendments from the Senate, was 
referred in like manner. i 

‘The Senate’s amendment to the bill for the re- 
lief of the Springfield Manufacturing Company 
having been read, 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, moved 
that the said amendment be non-concurred in. 

Various attempts were made to get a quorum 
on this motion, and several motions for adjourn- 
ment were made, the last of which sueceeded—- 
yeas 73, nays 59. 

So the House (at half past twelve o’clock) ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, March 2, 1839. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented a petition from 
citizens of New Hampshire, for a post route; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. H. also presented certain joint resolutions 


j of the Legislature of New Hampshire, instruct- 


ing their Senators and requesting their Repre- 
sentatives to obtain the adjustment of claims for 
spoliations committed by France prior to 1800; 
which were read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions for 
the abolition of slavery; which he asked might 
be received. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the 


jį Motion to receive was laid upon the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. NORVELL, from the Ci#mmittee on Com- 
merce, to which were referred several memorials 
on the subject of a steam revenue cutter, made a 
report thereon, accompanied by the following 


Resolved, That the resolutions and memoriais concerning 


; the construction of steam revenue eutters, with a copy of 


this report be referred to the Sceretary of the Navy. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. CUTHBERT, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of the heirs of Robert Fulton, made a special 
report thereon; which was read, and ordered to 
be printed. 


i 
i 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolution, submitted b 
BENTON, was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to cause to be laid before the Senate, at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, reports upon 
the mititary and naval defenses af the country, showmg— 

First. The fortifications, cr other permanent defenses, 
commenced, completed, projected, or deemed necessary— 
1, For the northera frontier, from Lake Superior to Passa 


y Mr. 


"2. For the maritime frontier, 


maquoddy, bay. ; € 
a Pasi Cape Fiórida; 3. The Galt frontier, front” 


tiaquoddy bay to 


Cape Florida to‘Sabine bay; 4. The western frontier, from. 


the Sabine bay to Lake Superior, with a conjectarai esti: 
mate of the probable expense of constructing or completing: 
such works as may not yet have, been. completed or.com- 
menced. ; eee a 


Second. The state of the arniament of the fortifications,’ 


so far as the same may be completed or commenced, with:a 
conjectural estimate of the expense.of completing the arma-. 
ment of all the forts which may be commenced, or deemed 
necessary to be constructed.” PES E i A 

Third. The armòriés, arsenals, magazinès, and found- 
eries, either constructed or deemed necessary, with a con- 
jectural estimate of the expense of ‘constructing such of said 
establishments as may not-yct be completed or commenced, 
but which may be'deemed necessary, © ~ i 

Fourth. The floating or stedm batteries, or véssels which 
have been constructed in aid of fortifications, or may be 
deemed necessary to be constructed in aid of such works, 
with a conjectural estimate of the expense which the same 
may require. í i ` 

Fifth. The ships of war built, or under construction, or- 
deemed necessary to be built, with a conjectural estimate 
of the expense of building and arming the vessels not yet 
completed or commenced, or which may be deemed neces- 
sary within a reasonable time.: 

Sixth. The navy-yards, docks, and naval establishments 
of every kind, either constructed or commenced, or deemed 
necessary, with the probable expense of completing the 
game. 

With any other information or suggestions which the 
President may deem necessary to be communicated to Con- 
gress, in order to exhibit a full view of what is necessary to 
be done, and the probable cost thereof, to place the United 
States in a proper state of defense, by land and water, and 
on each of the four great lines of defense which her frontiers 
present. : š r : i ' 


` Mr: DAVIS ‘offered the following resolution; 
which was considered and adopted: f 

_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to réport to the Senate, at the next session of Congress, 
whether any change in the system of marine hospitals is 
expedient; and if so, what; and especially if any new hos- 
pitals are necessary, and in what manner they ought to be 
erected, if deemed expedient, and how supported. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


_. The bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
-year 1839 was taken up; and the question being 
on the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, to strike out the appropriation for the 
Documentary History— 

. Mr. BENTON spoke at much length against 
the appropriation, and also against the distribu- 
tion of the books, and read from reports of com- 
mittees to justify what he said. He considered 
this whole business of printing books for mem- 
bers of Congress—a practice which had grown 
up within a few years past—to be one of the most 
abominable abuses which now beset the Govern- 
ment, and he considered this particular job as the 
most abominable of the whole. 
way, the manner in which it was got through 
without the knowledge of the most attentive mem- 
bers—-he meant others still more than himself— 
the enormity of the sum involved; the vast bulk 
and little worth of the work; and the distribution 
of it to the members that voted for it, and it was 
truly an enormous abuse: None of us knew that 
such a work was authorized by us. It was passed 
in 1833, and it was nearly a year afterwards be- 
fore we discovered what we had done. He found 
it out from Mr. Maneum, of North Carolina, at 
the next session, who was a member of the com- 


mittee who discovered what had been done; and ; 


then, for the first time, it was found. out that an 


act had been passed by which upwards of half | 


a million dollars, at the least, and probably a mil- 
lion and a half, was to be given to an officer of 
the House of Representatives (M. St. Clair Clarke, 
the Clerk of the House) and his partner, for print- 


ing a work to be given to those who voted that || ; 
way to prevent all knowledge of the magnitude 


officer and his partner the money? As soon as 
found out, the abuse was resisted by some mem- 
bers, has been resisted for six years, but without 
effect; for while a majority condemn and denounce 
it, yet they are placed under duress, and com- 
selled to vote for the money and the distribution 
yý putting them in the appropriation bills for the 
support of the Government, and then making it 
à question to lose the whole bill and stop the Gov- 
ernment, or let the distribution go on. He, for 
one, would vote. against it, and let the Govern- 
ment stop, if that should’be the consequence; and 
let the people see who it. was that would break 
up the Government before they would cease vot- 
ing books to themselves! Even if the vote of the 
books was right in itself, it would be wrong to 
put it in an appropriation bill; and he would not 
be coerced by finding it there. 


Taken in every j 


| 


. But the whole practice was wong in itself and: 


was becoming -an.enormous abuse; enormous for: 
the amount of. money, enormous for: the! princi-. 


ple,,enormons.for the frightful-progress: which it; 
made, enormous for the consequences. it- might. 
‘lead to. - 
butions. A multitude of works havé been ‘print-: 


Every session we have jobs and distri- 


ed and distributed. They miltiply eyery` ses- 
sion: We vote the money-to. the 

jobber gives the books tous; and many of us, sell 
the books instanter- to Mr.: Templeman, or some 
other purchaser. Twenty thousand, forty thou- 
sand, sixty thousand dollars, is a common vote, 
and done with a rapidity which defies all. de- 
scription, and in a way to escape the notice of 
the most attentive members. But this is a case, 
not of twenty, or forty, or sixty thousand dol- 
lars, but of one or two millions? It is absolute- 
ly a case of millions, and may be ag many as the 
jobbers choose to make it. Itis without limits 
or boundaries. Itis to printwhatever the jobbers 


choose to print—for there is no earthly control: 


over them—under the name of Documentary His- 
tory of the Revolution. Already they inform us 
that the private and public libraries of America 
and Europe are to be explored to find either man- 
uscript.or printed matter to be published; and 
they are at liberty to publish all that they can 
find. The first computation supposed it might 
amount. to- $1,500,000; then the undertakers, 
when the enormity of that sum startled‘ every- 
body, proposed to put a limit on themselves by 
limiting the number of. volumes. . They proposed 
to limit the volumes to twenty, and left the num- 
ber of pages unlimited, though estimated for at 
eight hundred pages. The pay was by the page 
—so much the page—and at this rate it would 
come to $20,400 a volume; and twenty volumes 
would make $408,000. This seemed to impose 
a limit, but it was all an illusion! The number 
of pages was unlimited; and instead of eight 
hundred, the first volume (the only one printed) 
contained over one thousand pages! and instead 
of $20,400, the estimated price, the actual price is 
$26,000; and by doubling the pages, the next one 
may be $52,000! This billis to pay a balance— 
a balance due for the first volume; and this bal- 
ance is $5,600! the estimated price of $20,400 
having been previously paid. At this rate the 
twenty volumes will cost $520,000; but there is 
nothing to limit itto that amount; the publishers 
can print what they please, as many volumes as 
they please, and as many pages as they please in 
each volume; and being paid by the page, the 
bulk of the work and the amount of the price.are 
absolutely without limit! f 

It is also without limit asto time! It may last 
for certuries, and through generations; and the 
families of Mr. Clarke and Mr. Force may be 


| pensioned on the Federal Government through 


successive ages. It isa personal contract with 
Messrs. Clarke and Force; it will descend to their 
representatives; it has taken six years to make 
one volume; and twenty volumes, even if lim- 
ited to that, would require at the same rate, one 


| hundred and twenty years to complete the work. 


So slow is the forthcoming work, that we have 


| been told on this floor—told by Mr. Kine, who 


began the good work of opposing this business— 
that he was well informed that a member had 
sold his interest in the whole Documentary His- 
tory, for which we pay a million or so, for ten 
dollars in hand. 

Mr. B. then took the ground that the whole 
contract ought to be set aside, for fraud: first, in 
the manner of getting it through Congress in a 


of the work, and that by an officer of the: House; 
next for want of moral or constitutional power 
in the Congress to vote themselves such presents; 
third, for the manner in which the price. was 
fixed. and fixed nearly twice too much—as he 
proved by reading answers to inquiries.from the 
most eminent booksellers of Philadelphia and 
other cities, addressed to them by a committee of 
the House of Representatives after the discovery 
of the extent of the job given to Messrs. Clarke 
and Force. He read from the report to show that 


Messrs. Clarke and Force virtually fixed.the price 


themselves, by putting it into the face of the law, 
that they were to have at the same rate that 
Messrs, Blair & Rives were paid for a certain 
work, the price of which was fixed by Mr. Force, 
ho was.selected by Mr. Clarke and Mr. Lowry 


jobber; the. 


for that purposes ClitkeandForce’s 
ing: In:Go 
waa fixin: 


r 7 i 3 € 
bill for the supportiof the Goyernmen’ lost, 
-it would rouse:the-country, and, in the-end,; save 

millions. For his own part, he had been resisting: 

this business for-six years without any-effeet, for 
it was growing and increasing annually.. , But he 
should go on opposing it, opposing allthese jobs, 
great and small. He had to encounter friends’ 
and foes, arid to draw on himself censure ati 
position. He wassorry'for it, bút could not help 

it. The abuse must be stopped; and-he had taken 

a fixed and inexorable resolution to try and: stop 

it. He had put on his iron nerves; and ‘should - 

jield to:neither-friends nor foes.’ A ast 
Mr. SOUTHARD spoke in reply; insisting: 
that this sum was due under a contract which waa: 

a law of theland; and that Congress, before with- 

holding ‘appropriations, ought to declare that éon- 

tract null.and void, which no one dared to proposé: 
in direct terms, or else they ought*to makera 
compromise, and allow Clarke and Force ‘suitable: 
damages. «| bee LA gy MiapaU log 
Mr. CALHOUN said: he would: vote for’this 
appropriation, but a sense of duty would not al-: 
low him to vote in favor of giving books to'mem~ 
bers of Congress. . He agreed, however, if Clarke’ 
and Force should suffer damage on account‘of’a’ 
failure in Congressto fulfill a:contract, they ought: 
to be remunerated. re en a ee à 
On the call of Mr. FOSTER, the question:was 
divided so as to’ascertain, first; whether theBen-' 
ate would make this appropriation; and) decoid, 
whether the books should be distributed ‘as pro»: 
vided for by the bill. sc. Sree GS eda RS 
The former of these questions was decided'in: 


the negative, thus striking out the appropriation’ 
of $5,602 by yeas and nays, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, Linn, Mouton, Nicholas, 
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Walker, Williams of Mississippi,and Wright 


NAYS—Messts. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Da- 
vis, Foster, Knight, Merrick, Robbins, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Swift, ‘Tallmadge, and: Webster—13, » : 

The question on the distribution ‘ofthe books 
was negatived by yeas and nays; as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Calhoun; Clay'of 
Alabama, Clay-of Kentucky, Clayton, Foster, Fulton; Hub- 
bard, King, Knight, Merrick, Mouton, Niles, Noryell; Pierce 
Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith_of Connecti mith of 
Indiana, Swift, Walker, Wall, White, Willia id 
Williams of Mississippi, and Wright—~29. s> 07 trsa wii 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Southard, and: Webster~3; 

The amendmentto strike out the proviso, Whi 
required the printing, &¢., of the Exeettive'De- 
partments to be done by contract, to be given’ to 
the lowest bidder, being before the Senate, ~ 

Mr. WRIGHT said the committeéhad recom- 
mended this amendment, because in their view a 
compliance with the requisitions of thé proviso 
was impracticable; it amounted toa total denial, 
to the departments of the power.of haying any 
printing done whatever. There was no obliga- 
tion on the contractor to reside, orto perform the 
work, in ‘this'city; and the Departments would 
be compelled on every emergency in which they 
required a job of printing to be done, to send: it 
perhaps to Boston to be executed. He hoped the 
proposed amendment of the committee would be 
adopted. < = : 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill waa 
ordered toa third reading, and, by unanimous 
consent, was read the third time and passed. . - 

This bill was subsequently returned from the. 
House, with the information that the House non- 

concurred in the two above principal amendments 
made by the Senate, and was referred to’ the 
Committee on Finance. ; ae 

Mr. WRIGHT, from. the Committee. on. Fi- 
nance, moved that the Senate insist on their-first 
amendment striking out the provision. for: Jetting 
out the public printing on: contract; which,was 
agreed to. . ex jue Suge BEM 

Also, that the Senate recede from thevamend- 

ment striking out the appropriation for the Dec- 
umentary History, which. was. agreed tom yeas 


23, nays.6, si aa i s 
Also, that the. Senate insist on-theip amend- 
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nient strikirig ont the provisión forthe distribu- 
tion of these books among the members of. the 
Senate-and House of Representatives, which after 
some remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, in opposi- 
tion, was agreed to—~yeas 23, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Biiéhanan, Caitioun, 
Clay of Alabama, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Lyon, 
Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of (Indiana, Walker, White, Williams of Maine, 
Williams of Mississippi; and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Mesérs. Davis, Ruggles, Southard, Swift, Tall- 
madge, Webster, and Young—7. . 

POSTMASTER’ S EXPLANATION, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion: . 

_ Resolved, That the President?’s message, of the Ist in- 
stant, and the accompanying letter of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, in answer to certain resolutions of the Senate adopted 
onthe'lst instant, in relation to a communication previously 
made to the Senate. by the Postmaster General, are satis- 
factory to the Senate. e 

Mr. A. desired the consideration of the reso- 
lution at this times but, this requiring the uran- 
imous consent of the Senate, 

‘Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, objected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN expressed a hope that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Smra] would with- 
draw his objection. The Postmaster General had 
expressly disclaimed all intentional disrespect to 
the Senate in his former communication. He 
had never beli¢ved, and he had so expressed him- 
self, that this officer intended any disrespect to 
the body, although, without this disavowal, his 
communication would fairly bear such a con- 
struction. . He had now disavowed all such in- 
tention, and therefore the Senate ought to express 
themselves satisfied. 

Mr. SMITH still persisting in his objection, 
the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. ALLEN then said that by the rules he 
could call up his resolution to-morrow; and that 
as the day would terminate at twelve o’clock, he 
gave notice that he would take the earliest occa- 
sion thereafter to call for its consideration. 


: FRONTIER PROTECTION. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill from 
the House for the protection of the northern and 
northwestern frontier. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Military Committee, 
reported various amendments to the bill, making 
an aggregate of $1,240,000, viz: $740,000 for for- 
tifications much advanced, and $500,000 for others 
not much advanced. 

Mr. RUGGLES moved to increase the appro- 
priation for fortifications in Maine from $100,000 
to $200,000. 

This motion was briefly advocated by Messrs. 
WILLIAMS, of Maine, and RUGGLES, and 


opposed by Messrs, WRIGHT, and CLAY of | 


Alabama. 
_ The amendment was negatived without a divi- 
sion. 

The appropriation of $100,000 for Maine forti- 
fications was also negatived by yeas and nays; 
as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Benton, Cuthbert, Davis, Foster, 
Fulton, Knight, Linn, Lyon,Norvell, Pierce, Ruggies, Smith 
of Connecticut, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, Webster, Wil- 
liams of Maine, and Young—19, 

NAYS—Messrs, Bayard, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of 
Alabama,Clayton, Hubbard, King, McKean, Merrick, Nich- 
otas, Niles, Prentiss, Rives, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith 
of Indiana, Southard, Swift, White, Williams of Missis- 
sippi, and Wright—22. 

The appropriation of $80,000 for the western 
frontier was advocated at some length by Mr. 
FULTON and Mr. BENTON, and opposed by 
Mr. CALHOUN. f 

_ The appropriation was carried in the affirma- 
tive, by yeas and nays; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Clayton, Foster, Fulton, Linn, Lyon, Norvell, Rob- 
inson, Htiggles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, 
Waiker, White, Willigns of Maine, Williams of Missis- 
sippi, and Young—-20, 

NAY S— Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Hubbard, King, 
McKean, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Roane, 


Robbins, Smith of Connecticut, Southard, Swift, W. 
Wright--17, ; i dear 


The appropriations of $740,000 for fortifications 


and other military defenses on the Atlantic and | 


Gulf coast were now taken together, advocated 
by Mr. BENTON and Mr. DAVIS, who stated 
that there was recently not a gun at Boston in a 
condition to fire a salute, which he supposed wag 
generally the case; and opposed by Mr. CAL- 
HOUN, who said there were always ready guns 


by hurdreds. when he was connectéd with the 
Department; and if the millions recently appro- 
priated had been thus wasted, this pittance would 
do nothing; and then this whole appropriation was 
negutived, by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Davis, Fulton, Knight, Nicholas, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Walker, Wall, Webster, and Wiiliams of Maine—14. 

NA YS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Kentucky, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Foster, Hubbard, Lyon, McKean, 
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Swift, White, 
Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—23. 

The bill, as amended, was now reported to the 
Senate; and, after a brief conversation, the ap- 
propriation of $80,000 for the western frontier, 
made in committee, was non-concurred in, or lost, 
in Senate, by yeas and nays; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Fulton, Linn, 
Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Walker, Web- 
ster, White, and Williams of Maine—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Davis, Hubbard, 
King, Knight, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, 
Preston, Roane, Smith of Connecticut, Southard, Swift, 
Wall, and Wright—18, 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading, and by consent read the third time and 
passed. . 


POSTMASTER GENERAL’S EXPLANATION. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Auten, rela- 
tive to the letter of the Postmaster General, was, 
on his motion, called up and agreed to, without a 
division. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


The bill from the House giving to the President 
of the United States additional powers for the 
defense of the United States in certain cases 
against invasion, and for other purposes, was re- 
ceived, the 16th joint rule in the way of its recep- 
tion was suspended, and the Senate proceeded 
forthwith to consider the bill. After having been 
read the first time, 

Mr. BENTON observed that he did not think 
it necessary, at this late period of the session, 
and under present circumstances, to refer this bill 
to a committee. - The subject was perfectly un- 
derstood by every Senator; the bill, as it had 
passed the house was on theìr tables; and the 
sense of the Senate had been fully expressed in 
the resolutions unanimously adopted last evening. 
He therefore thought that they had better not 
refer the bill, but take it up in Committee of the 
Whole, and act on it at once. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that the bill from 
the House, now before the Senate, entirely met 
his approbation, with perhaps a single exception. 
Under all the circumstances, he doubted the policy 
| of sending a special minister to England; but he 


from the bill, unless his doubts might be fortified 
by the opinion of other Senators. With this ex- 
ception, if such it ought to be considered, the 
Í bill, he believed, was just such a one as the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations would have 
unanimously reported to the Senate, had it not 
been deemed more proper that this measure should 
‘originate in the House. It was precisely in ac- 
|| cordance with the resolutions which had passed 
the Senate last night, by which we pledged our- 
i selves, that in case the British Government should 
| attempt to take possession of this disputed terri- 
! tory, we should stand by the President of the 
United States, and sustain him with all the mili- 
tary power of the nation in repelling this aggres- 
sion, This bill contained no provisional army. 
| It simply authorized a resort to the militia and 
volunteers, in case it should become necessary to 
callout a military force before Congress could be 
convened, and appropriated the money necessary 
to accomplish the object. Mr. B. agreed with 
his friend from Missouri, [Mr. Benrow,] that it 
was unnecessary to refer this bill to a committec, 
as it was plain and simple in its provisions, and 
the session so near its close. As to the propri- 
ety of sending a special minister to England, he 
would be glad to hear the opinion of other Sena- 
tors on this subject. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed that he differed 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania in one par- 
ticular. He was highly in favor of sending a 
special minister to England. He thought the 
minister sent should be a man of character and 
standing, and he had no idea that the President 
would send any other. 


Mr. SOUTHARD acknowledged that he felt 


| should make no motion to strike this provision | 


i 
! 
i 
i 


great difficulty in passing so promptly on a bill 
of such magnitude. He did not view it in the 
light that other Senators did, as carrying out the 
resolutions of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
but going far beyond them. He greatly feared 
the consequences of passing such a bill, and was 
alarmed at what would be the result of its pas- 
sage. For if it did pass, and the President should 
call for the volunteers authorized by it, there 
would be a war between this country and Great 
Britain which might last for years. Where were 
these voluntéers to be raised, and how? The 
moment (said Mr. S.) that this bill is passed, you 
will find volunteers assembling under it, and eager 
to march into the British territories. 

Now, I ask you to look upon the whole of our 
frontiers, and see what has occurred there during 
the past twelve months, together with the tone 
and temper of the people. Did it not require all 
the exertions of the Executive to repress the 
spirit that was so openly manifested? He would 
as soon vote for an absolute declaration of war as 
this bill, The great danger was that the volun- 
teers would not wait for the orders of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, but that they would, 
as soon as organized, invade the British territory, 
and thus bring on a war while the two Govèrn- 
ments were in the progress of adjusting the dif- 
ferences between them. There were other pro- 
visions of this bill to which he was not prepared 
to give his assent, and there were others which 
he approved of, and among the latter was the one 
referred to by the Senator from New York. He 
hoped that a special minister would be sent to 
England, and thatthe mission would result in the 
settlement of all our differences with that Power. 
God forbid that a war between this country and 
England, the representatives of the freedom of 
the world, should ever take place. He did not 
fear the contest, if it should be forced on him; 
but (said he) if we go into this conflict, I wish 
to go into it coolly and dispassionately, and ina 
manner calculated to carry with us the feelings 
of the people of the whole country. He pre- 
ferred that the bill should be sent toa committee, 
with a view to a more mature consideration of 
the whole subject, and the recommendation of 
some measure less calculated to precipitate the 
country into a war. In the present posture of 
affairs, this section authorizing the raising of vol- 
unteers, would be looked on by the British Gov- 
ernment in no other light than as a menace, and 
perhaps lead this high-spirited people into acts 
of hostility, which more moderate measures on 
our part might prevent. How could we expect 
any successful negotiations for terminating our 
differences with the British Government, with 
this threat hanging over them? Would they not 
point to it as an act of hostility, and refuse to 
negotiate until it was withdrawn ? 

Mr. S., after some further remarks, concluded 
by moving to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TALLMADGE did not know that he had 
any objections to the reference of the bill; the re- 
mark he made was in regard to the sending of a 
minister. But he saw no cause for the alarm felt 
by the Senator from New Jersey. No one could 
pretend that volunteers would be raised under the 
provisions of this bill till the President called for 
them; and after he has called for them, they will, 
as soon ag raised, be in the service of the United 
States, and cannot go to Canada, or any where 
else, without orders. He could not agree with 
the Senator from New Jersey that any part of this 


| bill could justly be viewed aga threat or menace. 


We have been threatened with invasion, and, 
though he did not believe that the threat would 
be carried into execution, yet it was highly neces- 
sary to be prepared for any such contingency. 
Should the British Government complain of this 
clause of the bill as a menace, which he did not 
believe they would do, the President could say, 
that from the very nature of our institutions, we 
were unprepared for any emergency, and there- 
fore it was that Congress passed this measure in 
order that we might be prepared to méet the in- 
vasion that was threatened. We shall always 
enter into a conflict with a foreign Power ‘under 
disadvantageous circumstances, but we shall be- 
come stronger as it progresses, and triumph in.the 
end. . He did believe that this bill was necessary, 
and he would therefore give it his vote. We 
passed (said he) unanimously the resolutions 
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reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations; l 


and last session we passéd resolutions just as | 
strong; and what did they amountto? To nothing. | 
The British Government, instead of giving up | 
their claims, had advanced the claim to exclusive | 
jurisdiction over the disputed territory, and threat- 
ened to support it with an armed force. Under 
these circumstances, he was for putting the coun- | 
try in a situation to meet the threatened contin- |! 
gency. He saw nothing alarming in the author- i! 
izing this volunteer force to be raised. They will i; 
be embodied only when the President shall call for |) 
them; and, being under his orders, they will not |) 
be able to march a foot until he commands it. 
Mr. MERRICK was in favor of referring the | 
bill to the Committee on Forcign Relations. It was || 
an important measure, and should go through all | 
the forms of legislation; and if it passed, it should || 
be after full and solemn deliberation, There was || 
no man in the country more reluctant to go to war `i 
than he was. A war would be highly injurious | 
to the people he represented, but he would not | 
sacrifice the honor or the interests of the nation || 
for the sake of preserving peace. He had no fears į; 
of any consequences resulting from authorizing 
this volunteer corps. They are (he said) to be i} 
composed of the freemen of the United States, | 
and upon them we can as safely rely for obeying | 
the laws as for defending the liberties of the coun- 
try. We are about to adjourn, and cannot meet ° 
again for many months. We are threatened with 
invasion, and the danger is great that the threat 
will be carried into execution, My opinion is 
that war will come before twelve months are over, ` 
do what you will. Ought we, then, to adjourn 
without putting it in the power of the President 
to defend the country? f 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that, even at this late | 
hour of the night, considering the position which ` 
he occupied in relation to the subject, the Senate 
would excuse him for asking their attention for 
a few moments, whilst he reptied to the remarks || 
of the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Sourn- || 
ARD.] i 
For my own part, (said Mr. B.,) Lam not ex- | 
cited in the slightest degree, but am calmasa ‘| 
summer’s morning; nor do E believe that the ‘| 
Senate required a caution against acting under |; 
violent impulse. I confess that, throughout the : 
whole proceeding, L have been only anxious that 
we should act with such coolness, such dignity, 
and such discretion as would secure the appro- |, 
bation of the country. This important object has, | 
I think, been accomplished The justice of our |; 
cause is palpable; and I have only labored to pre- 
vent it from being obscured by the adoption of | 
any measure, in the assertion of our rights, on 
which our constituents could be fairly divided in 
opinion, It: was for this reason, that J came | 
into conflict with the State of Maine in relation ; 
to the fourth resolution reported by the commit- |; 
tee. Although I preferred that resolution as it) 
originally stood, because it was more precise, yet |} 
the change in the last clause does not materially 
affect the meaning; and it has procured a unan- 
imous vete in its favor—a consummation much 
to be desired. Should Maine act in accordance ʻi 
with the spirit of this-resolution, then, if war 
must come, it will find the country unanimous 
On the part of Great Britain, it will be a war of 
pure aggression, waged, during the pendency of 
peaceful negotiations, for the purpose of assum- 


ing exclusive. military jurisdiction, against the. 


| 
] 
i 


clear ‘understanding between the two Govern- | 


i 
i 
i 
j 


ments, over a territory to which she has not even į 
a.color.of title. In such an event, the only al- 
ternative is war or national dishonor; and between ii 
these two, what American. can hesitate? Force || 
must be repelled by force; or national degrada-.| 
tion is the inevitable consequence. 1 confess, | 
however, itis still dificult to believe that Great i: 

t 

d 


Britain will madly rush into such a contest for an 
object so inconsiderable. This is.a question-for | 
her own decision. All we have.to do is to.stand | 
on the defensive, and exercise forbearance until 

the shock of arms shail render forbearance -no | 
longer a virtue. Í 


15 


: that we will cordially cod 
: dentin defending the int 


`I would ask the Senator from New Jersey what 
is there in this bill which is not precisely in con- 
formity with the resolutionsunanimously adopted 


last night? Which was the most important of all | 


these resolutions? Was it not that one which de- 
clared that, if the British Government should, in 
pursuance of its avowed determination, attempt, 
by military force, to take possession of the dis 
puted territory, that we would sustain the Pres 
dent in defending the rights of the country and 
repelling this invasion? This is the single prin- 
ciple clearly and strongly expressed in the fourth 
resolution. What, then, do we propose to do by 
this kill? Merely to carry out this principle in 
practice; and that, too, in the mildest form con- 
sistently with the safety of the country. Would 
we not make ourselves a ridiculous spectacle be- 
fore all mankind, if we should adjourn, after 
adopting this solemn resolution, and leave the 


‘i President without a dollar to defend the country 


in case it should be attacked? 


We first pledge 


| ourselves, in the most solemn manner, to sustain 


him; and, when called upon to redeem our pledge 
we prove recreant to this duty which, but-yester- 


| day, we imposed upon ourselves. Is.there a single 


Senator here prepared to act such a part? 
The bill is, in fact, but little more than a con- 
tingent appropriation of $10,000,000, placed at 


‘the disposal of the President, to enable him to 
: call forth the militia in execution of the Consti- 


tution and the existing law, for the purpose of 
repelling the threatened javasion of the disputed 
territory. Itis true that the term of service is 
extended from three to six months, and the Pres- 
ident is authorized to accept of the services of 
volunteers. These are the only changes in the 
old law effected by the bill. It does not propose 
to add a soldier to the regular Army. Until the 
next meeting of Congress, it relics exclusively 


i upon the’ present Army, militia and volunteers of 
| the country, to repel the invasion of the disputed : 


territory, Now, I ask, what less can we do, 
unless, regardless of our duty, we should de- 
termine to adjourn. whilst war js impending over 
us, without providing any means of defense? 
And yet the Senator from New Jersey fancies 
that he sees in the bill a menace to England; and 


he dreads a rushing of armed citizen volunteers | 


across our fronticr for the purpose of invading 
the territory of a friendly Power. But what says 
the bill? Untess the contingency should happen 
for which it provides, these volunteers will re- 
main at home. They can never be embodied 
without the orders of the President. They can- 


‘not move towards the frontier until the event 


shall occur on which we have solemnly declared 


rest and honor of the 
country. What, then, is the inevitable conse- 
quence of the Senator’s argument? That we 
shail adopt no precautionary measures to repel a 
threatened invasion lest, perchance, they may be 
construed into a menace by the invading Power! 
The gentleman has not seen the point to which 
nis own argument would lead him. If he had, 
t never would have been advanced. Besides, 
his argument implies a want of confidence in our 
citizen volunteers, which I do not feel. 

If we adjourn without passing this bill, we 
hall richly deserve the reputation of being a 


| Government valiant in resolutions upon paper— 


a Government mighty in words, but contempti- 
ble in action. We should become the scorn of 
our constituents. 

But this bili is called a threat. A threat! To 
prepare for war when an intention to invade our 


s 


erate with the Presi- i 


John Harvey is collecting and concentrating his: 
| forces, which it is said will amountto four or five 
thousand regular troops, with the avowed purpose 
of making a descent on the disputed territory, 
i and placing it under the exclusive jurisdiction of. 
| England. When this danger is im ending, shall 
‘| we place ourselves in the contemptible position-of 
‘resolving that the State of Maine shall be de= ` 
i fended, and then reresolving that-it-shall not be. 
| defended, lest it might give offense to the British 
| Government? We can never avert war by base 
: submission; and if we could, the people of this 
| country will never purchase peace at the price of 
i| self-degradation. No, sir; never. Ifthe British 
i! Government should ever complain of this bill as 
: a threat, our Minister can point with confidence: 
| to the letterand proclamation of SirJohn Harvey, 
in which he has first threatened to take military 
possession of the disputed territory, under. the. 
i express command of his sovereign. . He can.. 
show that the menace first came from her Majes- 
|| ty’s Government, and that our proceedings have,’ 
| been purely defensiye. This bill contains no pro~: 
| vision which goes further than adopting the .ne-..,” 
| cessary means of self-defense, in case a foreign, 
t 
| 
| 
t 


i 


foe should invade our native land. I£ my. neigh- 

or should be in the very act of attempting. to 
|| deprive me of my property by force, and I shoud 
ii stan 
‘| 


d upon the defensive, he might, with ‘the 

Same propriety, turn about and accuse me. of 

| threatening him. ETR aE pe 

| Whilst lam in favor of defending the just righ 

of Maine to the last extremity, I am also. dig- 

|| posed to inform her distinctly, that if, in viola-: 

,, tion of the Constitution, which confers upon the 

' Executive of the Union the treaty making power, 
‘and in violation of the clear subsisting under- 

_ standing between the parties, she will become the 

; aggressor, and attempt permanently to occupy 

| the disputed territory by force, we are under ‘no. 
constitutional obligation to come to her aid, how-, 

i ever difficult it might be even in such a case, tot 

ij resist her appeal. In the language of the amend- 

i ment made to the fourth resolution, it is her duty, : 

i to leave the ultimate vindication of her, rights.to 

the General Government, to, which. it rightfully: 

and constitutionally belongs. Hands off from 

this territory on both sides, while negotiations, - 

‘}are pending. During this period, the. question: 
! belongs exclusively to the General Government. 

4 It would be forever a source of regréty-bo 

‘| Maine herself and to the whole. country, if she: © 

| should not withdraw her forces from. this:terri- 

| tory, in case Sir Jobn Harvey should set:her the 

|| example, desisting from attempting its military.. 

; occupation, ` 

` I deprecate war; but in a just cause I do not. 

| dread it. If it should come now, it will be inev-. 

‘litable, and we may appeal to the world for. the 

_ justice of our cause.. Our course has ,hitherto 

| been correct in asserting our rights.: [trust and- 

i believe that Maine will not embarrass us in pur- 

‘| suing it to the end. That she has cause to com- 

u plain, I cheerfully admit; but let her continue to 
rely upon the General Government, and when 

' the crisis shall arrive, if arrive it must, she will 

find the country as one. man rushing to her 

‘yescue. .On the contrary, should the patriotic, 

| but excited, feeling which now seems to pervade 

ther citizens, drive them into acts of aggression, 

}and involve us in war, the best cause will be 

| weakened by such conduct, and distraction and 

‘ division among the citizens of the other States 

| may be the consequence. Let her be prudentas 

i well as firm. This controversy must soon be 

: ended, either by negotiation or by arms. Let 

her patiendy and patriotically await the result, 

unless the territory should be actually invaded. 
The question was here taken on Mr. Sourn- 

aRD's motion to refer the bill to the Committee 

on Foreign Relations, and lost without a division. 


Mr. SOUTHARD then addressed the Senate 
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iSourwiml and beseech him; by hig love of coun 


try and regard. for its honor and.its rights, nat.to 
vote against this bill. It was not the bill that the 
Senator supposed it was.. He certainly could not 
have had an. opportunity. of understanding it 
truly. He appealed tothe Senator not to prevent 
a unanimous vote of this body in favor of a 
measure “so essehtially nécessary for the honor 
and safety of the country. He fully believed that 
the Senator regarded the ‘rights and liberties of 
his country as much as any man on that floor; 
and he had not a doubt but if he understood this 
: bill properly, he would give it his support. Every 


vote given against this bill will be regarded by | 


Great Britain as an invitation, on the part of the 
Senator who gave it, to persist in her unreason- 
able pretensions, and never to surrender her 
claims ‘to this disputed territory. Not to pass 
this bill would be dishonorable, when we had 


declared that Great Britain had not a shadow of | 
claim to this disputed territory, and that we would | 
consider her taking possession of it as an invasion | 
of the territory of the United States, that would : 


justify the President, under the Constitution, in 
calling out the militia to repel it. When, in addi- 
tion to this, we had pledged ourselves to the State 


of Maine to sustain her, would it not be dishon- ; 
orable to vote down the only measure that would | 


enable the President to carry into effect the rec- 


ommendations of the Senate? If we should send | 
a minister to England after this bill had been neg- | 


atived by the Senate, the British Ministry would 
laugh him to scorn. 

And under what circumstances are we to refuse 
to- pass this bill? 
tion that is before us, we learn that the Governor 
of New Brunswick says that he is positively in- 
structed by the British Government to take pos- 
session of this disputed territory, and that he is 
determined to do it with all the forces of the pro- 
- vincial Government, both regulars and militia. 
There is,a threat, and not merely a threat, for it 
has been followed up by an actual call for militia, 
arid by armed troops marching into the disputed 
territory. We shall disgrace ourselves by return- 
ding to our homes, and leaving a sister State un- 
“defended, when she has been threatened with in- 
vasion. Under these circumstances, he appealed 
4o the love of country of the Senator from New 
Jersey—for he believed that patriotism beats in 
his bosom as strong as in that of any other Sen- 
ator—-to let the vote on this bill be a unanimous 


our Minister went to England, he might go armed 
with the strongest powers of the country. Fle 
knew that there were those within the sound of 


his voice who, armed with such a moral power |; 
as this bill, passed by the unanimous consent of ©: 


both Houses of Congress, would give them, could 
not fail of bringing this controversy to a success- 
ful and happy termination. 


perfectly acceptable to the members of this body, 


with but one solitary exception. We all agree in | 
this matter, that we are for preserving the pesce < 


of the country if we can do so without sacrificing 
our honor. ti 

the assuming the attitude the bill proposes, by 
clothing the President with power to arm for de- 


fense only, on the one hand, and proposing to | 


open a new negotiation on the other, the latter 


purpose will be frustrated by the former, as the | 


Senator from New Jersey apprehends? Now, he 
had: no such apprehensions. All the Senator’s 


objections were, in his view, founded in error. | 


. No volunteers could be organized until the Pres- 


ident called for them by his proclamation, and | 


when they were organized they would be in the 


service of the United States; and no matter what | 


the state of excitement on the Canada borders 


was, they could not march a foot without orders. i 
But he weuld pass over this objection, as it could 

The | 
only g sible objection raised was, whether Great i 
Britain might not consider the authorizing this | 


not be inte by any show of reason. 
only plausi 


volunteer force as some sort of amenace; as com- 
ing to her with the olive branch in one hand and 
the sword in the other? This. was possible; but 
what would be the ultimate effect of assuming this 
attitude? [t would produce this effect: it would 
convince. the British Government that we are in 
earnest in this matter, and that, though we have 
a strong desire for peace, yet we are not willing 
to delay the settlement of ‘these difficulties any 


From all the official informa- | 


one ay adding his voice in its favor, so that, when | 


1e only question, then, is, whether | 


7 = = E x 7 
| longer, and that they musi > 
. produce- a-rupture-between the two countries: 
The high attitude we assumed towards France, 
notwithstanding her complaints of insult, settled 
the controversy with her that had lasted fora 
quarter of a century. Pass this bill, and the pres- 
ent controversy will be settled in twelve months. 
Instead of its being a war measure, I, for one, 
pronounce it to be a peace measure. It will pre- 
serve peace between the two countries. If you do 
not pass it, it will prétract the negotiation, and 
perhaps end in a war which will last for years. 
He stood upon that noble maxim of the late Pres- 
ident of the United States, that we desired noth- 
ing from foreign nations but what was right, and 
would submit to nothing that was wrong. 

Mr. SOUTHARD here moved to strike out 
the provision in the bill for raising fifty thousand 
volunteers; which motion was rejected—yea 1, 
nays 38; as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Southard—1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 

houn, Clay of Alabama, Davis, Foster, Fulton, Hubbard, 
King, Linn, Lyon, Merrick, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Nor- 
vell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Robbins, Robinson, 
') Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 
“| Switt, ‘Pallmadge, Walker, Wall, Webster, White, Wil- 
liams of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, Wright, and 
Young—38. 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
bill to a third reading; and it was carried by a 
i unanimous vote—yeas 41; as follows: 


“be. settled ‘at once or | 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner. of the General Land Office, in re- 
lation to the removal of the surveyor general’s 
office from Cincinnati; which was referred to the 
same Committee of the Whole having charge of 
the bill on that subject, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the Committee 
on the Judiciary were discharged from all the un- 
finished business before them. f 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported, without 
amendment, Senate bill confirming certain land 
claims in Louisiana. 

Mr. G. moved it be put on its engrossment. , 

Messrs. BRIGGS and FILLMORE insisted 
that it should be committed, as itinvolyed an ap- 
propriation of money. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, explained the 
character of the claims, and urged the importance 
of acting upon them promptly, contending that it 
was not necessary to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which reference might pre- 
vent its being passed at this session. As objection 
| had been made to its involving an appropriation, 
which was only $500, he would remove that dif- 
ficulty by moving to strike it out. 

Mr. FILLMORE. But it seems to appropriate 
indirectly a large quantity of land. 

Mr. PETRUKIN moved the reference of the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


YUEAS--Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 

! honn, Clay of Alabama, Crittenden, Davis, Foster, Fulton, i 

i Hubbard, King, Knight, Linn, Lyon, Merrick, Mouton, 

Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 

Robinson, Roane, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 

| Smith of Indiana, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Walker, | 

|| Wall, Webster, White, Williams of Maine, Williams of 

| Mississippi, Wright, and Young—41. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed unanimously. : 

And the Senate adjourned at twenty minutes 

| past four o’clock, a.m. 

| 

} 
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On motion of Mr. NOYES, three other mem- | 
| bers were added to the Committee on Enrolled | 
: Bills. 
| ‘The unfinished business of the morning being 


i the report of the select committce on Virginia rev- || 


! olutionary claims, i 
Mr. HOPKINS moved a suspension of the ; 
; rules for the morning hour to take up business on | 


| the Speaker’s table,and allowing the committees || 


| to report; but, ona division, there being—ayes | 
35, noes 37—-no quorum, 


l! Mr. MALLORY moved a call of the House; i 
t 


irum appeared, when it was dispensed with, and ; 
o Mr. HOPKINS withdrew his motion, and Mr. | 


ii to that offered yesterday by Mr. Gray, to pay the | 

litle boys, &c., $250 extra for the session. It! 
| being objected to, Mr. H. moved a suspension of : 
: the rules; but it was ineffectual. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
4 


i Mr. MERCER moved to suspend the rules till 
ii half past cleven o’clock, to enable the committees 


counted, | 
Mr. CUSHIMAN, from the Committee on Com- | 


i! mittee from ali its unfinished business. ; 
4 Mr. C, moved that the annuat report of im- : 
| ports and exports, which there had not been suf- 


_ ficient time to prepare, be printed during the re 
| cess, together with ten thousand extra copies; ; 
which was agreed to. 


Claims, reported the following resolution: 


member of the Committee of Claims, who is elected a mem 
ber of the next Congress, whose duty it shall be during the 


petitions, memorials,and resolutions committed to that coni- | 
mittee, and not acted upon at the present. session, and to i 
prepare reports thercon for the action of the Committee of | 
Claims at the next session of Congress. 


Mr. MERCER remarked that the member | 
must be first sworn and qualified. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was doubtful : 
whether the House had power to adopt sucha 
resolution; and, therefore, he moved to lay it on 
ithe table; which was agreed to. 


which was ordered, and proceeded in till a quo- i} 


Mr. NILES said he rejoiced to see this bill so f H. then asked leave to submit a resolution similar | 


to report; which was agreed to—ayes 89, noes not | 


merce, reported a resolution discharging that com- |; 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee of |! with Hayti. 


Resolved, ‘That the Speaker of this House designate one |; 


recess to attend at the seat of Government and examine all || 


the Union; which motion, after some remarks 
from Mr. HARLAN, was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the same 
| committee, reported, with an amendment, Senate 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Madame De Lucy; 
and the amendment having been concurred in, 
the bill was committed. 

Fle also, from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, Senate bill for the relief of 
Sebastian Butcher and the other heirs of Barthol- 
omew Butcher. 

Mr. CRABB, from the same committee, re- 
| ported, without amendment, Senate bill for the 
| relief of the heirs of Miguel Eslava. 
| Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to pre- 
| pare a plan for the reorganization of the Indian deparunent, 
| and to report the same to this House at the next session of 
| Congress. 
| On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of New 
i Hampshire, the Committee on Revolutionary 
i Pensions was discharged from the further consid- 
| eration of the petition of Samuel Whidden, and 
| Said petitioner have leave to withdraw his peti- 
' ton, 
| Also, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
| 
| 
{ 
$ 
| 


tion of Gilbert Vroman. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which had been referred the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 

27th instant, relating to Mexico, reported the 
i following resolutions: 
| Resolved, That the unreasonable procrastination which 
| has attended every step on the part of Mexico.in the prog- 
ress of the negotiations between the two Governments, for 
; many years past, justifies a hope that the Minister who is 
about to be sent to that country by the President, will press 
for a speedy and definite settlement of the demands which 
į have so repeatedly, but jneffectually, heen made upon 
; Mexico by the Government of the United States. 
| Resolved, That this House willimpatiently expect the re- 
salt of this mission 5 and if it shall prove unavailing, will 
; sustain the executive branch of the Government in any ulte- 
rior measures which may become necessary. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a resolution, which was 
concurred in, to discharge the committee: from 
the further consideration of sundry memorials 
asking for the opening of international. relations 


Mr. CUSHING, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution; which was 
i concurred in: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom have been 
referred sundry messages from the President of the United 
States in regard to the relations of the United States and 
Great Britain, report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the said messages, and documents acroin- 
panying the same, be laid on the table, and ten thousand 
.extra copies of document Nos. 1810 and 183 be printed for 
the use of the House. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported, without 
amendment, Senate bill for the relief of the Nan- 
tucket Steamboat Company. 
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Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee. on Private Land Claims, reported, on 
leave, without amendment, Senate bill to settle 
the title to certain tracts of land in the State of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont, moved a sus- 
pension of the rale, for the purpose of taking up 
the bill from the Senate in addition to the act to 
promote the progress of the useful arts; which 
was agreed to, the billread twice, and committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which was concurred in: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to consider the expedieney of opening or contin- 
uing negotiations with the Governments of other nations, 
and particularly with those who-e territorial jurisdiction 
comprehends the Isthmus of Panama, and to which the 
United States have accredited ministers or agents, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the practicability of opening a com- 
munication between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, by 
the construction of a ship channel or canal across the isth- 
mus, and of securing forever, by suitable treaty stipula- 
tions, the free and equal right of navigating such canal to 
all nations, on the payment of reasonable tolls. 

Mr. M. also, from the select committee to 
which had been-referred the bill to alter the mode 
of appointing certain officers of the United States, 
and for other purposes, offered the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before the House of Representatives, as early 
as convenient after the commencement of the next session 
of Congress, a list of all the officers of the Government who 
derive their appointment from the nomination of the Presi- 
dent and concurrénce of the Senate who have been re- 
moved from office since the 3d of March, 1789, denoting in 
each list their number and grade, and the dates of their re- 
spective removals; also, a like list of the names of those 
officers whose terms of service being limited to four years 
were not renominated to the Senate at the expiration of 
their commissions. 

Mr. HOWARD moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. MERCER demanded the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. HOWARD called for the special order. 

Mr. MERCER moved to suspend it for the pur- 
pose of acting on this resolution, and asked for 

he yeas and nays; which being ordered, 

Mr. HOWARD withdrew his motion. 

The resolution was then agreed to; and 

Mr. GRAVES called up the resolution sub- 
mitted by him some time since, to inquire into 
the alleged defalcation of Mr. C. J. Ingersoll, late 
district attorney in Pennsylvania. 

Objection was made; and Mr. G. moved a sus- 
pension of the rules; which was agreed to, 

Mr. KEIM said he earnestly hoped the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. The friends of Mr. In- 


gersoll, as well as that gentieman himself, were, | 


and always had been, exceedingly desirous that 
a full investigation into all his accounts and trans- 
actions with the Government should be gone into; 


and the more so as this was one of the proudest į 


charges of his enemies. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD then renewed the demand for 
the special order; which was agreed to. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


The House then, in pursuance of the special 
order, went intothe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Lincorx in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
in relation to the difficulties in Maine. 

Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor, but gave 


way to 

Mr. SALTONST ALL, who made an explana- 
tion of his remarks of last evening. 

Mr. CUSHING then proceeded to discuss the 
merits of the question with reference to Sir John 


Harvey: Mr. C. was convinced that officer had | 
misconstrued his instructions, and he adduced | 


facts which went to show it. As to the bill, he 
denied that it was a war measure, cither on its 
face or-in its spirit. What were the prepara- 
tions contemplated by it? Were they either ag- 
gressive or belligerent? They were not; they 
were purely defensive, and in conformity with 
the act of 1795. Instead, too, of being an aug- 
mentation of the Executive power, derived under 
that act, it was a diminution; because the law of 
5 gave the ‘President general power, whereas 
bill restricted it to a*particular exigency—a 
itive contingency—on the arising of which 

re he couldact.. Having explained. and advo- 

d the provisons of the bill, Mr. C. proceeded 


|| gether approve the section which proposes to send 


| of her Legislature. The act of thatState was de- i 


to defend the principles of the bill and the report, 
in reply to Mr. Bropie. As to the present being 
an incidental question, it was precisely one. of 
those which the country could understand. 

The main issue, the question of boundary, was | 
involvedina tedious controversy, running through 
a long series of ponderous documents. Not so | 
with this. It was a question of fact, plain and 
intelligible to every man. The State of Maine | 
had been invaded, and that all could understand. 
Bring it home to the ordinary occurrences of life. 
A question of title to an estate might be so involved 
in intricacy, that no common man could unravel 
it; butif a trespasser fenced in half his neighbor’s | 
farm, it was plainly understood. Moreover, the | 
case of the Aroostook was stronger than that of 
Madawaska. In regard to the latter, Great Britain 
had set up a claim of jurisdiction on the ground 
of uti possidetis. “But they had never before set 
up to exercise practical jurisdiction in the Aroos- 
took, for there the uti possidetis gave it clearly to 
the United States, and we had always held over 
it full sovereignty. Mr. C. produced a map, pub- 


liberate, one of the qualities which: belonged to 
firm and consistent action; "The act was Hot rash 
and indiscreet; as denounced ‘by some, but it was 
the exercise of her unquestionable right to defend 
her territory; and so far from’ disapproving,:he 
would esteem her course, during the short rem- 
nant of his life, as honorable. z wee 

We had been so quiescent that thé asurpations 
of England had now commenced to:asaume the 
form of rights. He wished to stop them where 
they are—sendthem back. That thereshould be 
| no further mistake, no futher delusion on the part. 

of England as to what our rights arein this mat- 
| ter, he thought this bill should be passed. Tf, 
i however, gentlemen would offer a substitute 
equally firm, equally argumentative, he would be 
willing to take it, not without. 

Mr. LEGARE made a few remarks in reply to 
Mr. Apams, and was understood to intimate his 
approval of the resolutions which passed the Sen- 
ate; and that he would not, on any account, vote 
this tremendous power, given in the bill, to the 
President, were he not of the opinion that he 


lished by the House of Commons of England, 
and also cited the commission of the Earl of Dur- 
ham as Governor General of all the British North 
American provinces, and which demonstrated 
that she herself then regarded the sovereignty over 
this territory as not belonging to her. After 
dwelling on the main points very briefly, Mr. C. 
concluded. : 

Mr. CRARY, after a brief review of the ques- | 
tion, made an earnest defense of the bill, which 
he regarded as a peace or a war measure, just as 
it might be taken by Great Britain. As for the 
State of Maine, he knew the character of the | 
people of this country too well to think, for a 


moment, that she would recede asingle step; and i 


rather than vote to coerce her to do so, he would 
abandon his seat and go home. 
British Government would at once disavow the 

unlawful acts of her Provincial Governor; but if} 
she did not, he was prepared for the worst con- 
sequences. Nor had he any of those terrors of 
her mighty power which some gentlemen seemed 
to entertain. Her relations with Russia, with 
Persia, with the Burmese Empire, and the East 
generally, were of the most critical character. 
The blood she had so cruelly shed in Canada, 
had weaned the heart of that Province from her, 


and her domestic relations were at this moment |! 
| Mr. HOWARD explained that the latter props 
| 
H 
1 


being shaken to their center. He did not desire 
war, but he would yield nothing to preserve a | 
dishonorable peace. After some further remarks, 


Mr. C. concluded, and H 
Mr. ADAMS followed at length in support of | 


the bill, and on the question generally. He said 


he should not be surprised that, if the Congress {| 


failed to do anything at the present crisis, it migh 
be taken as an argument by Great Britain tha 
this Government had left Maine to its fate. She 


one, he was not disposed to have much further 
It was for this reason that he was | 


negotiation. 
disposed to vote for this bill, as a further notifica- | 
tion to the British Government—one which she | 
could not misunderstand—as to what were our | 
determinations. He was in favor of the bill, not į 
merely because this contingency presented itself, | 
but to put us in a state of defense for any contin- | 
H 
i 
I 
1 
i 


gency that might occur. He understood it asa 


bill to arm merely for the defense of our soil, and |: 


not as an indication that we were determined or 
expected to have war. England cannot under- | 
stand it thus; there is nothing offensive in it at | 


all. Every independent nation, whether weak or |; 3 ; 
A p : | force, and authorized as much as the Executive 


| could possibly do in sixty days. 


strong, has the right to arm herself up to the ears. | 
The right to arm in self defense is a right of peace 


Indeed, he was rather disposed to take a stiffer || 


course than the bill proposes; for he did not alto- | 


would use it with great prudence. 

i Mr. BELL regarded the former proceedings of 
i Massachusetts or Maine, or of this Government, 

| as of very little consequence to the present ques- 
j tion; because, if Great Britain intended to assert’ 
her claim by arms, she would give us an intima- 
tion of that fact, or otherwise postpone it; and 
therefore we need not apprehend any violent col- 
lision till we have received information from. that 
Government. Mr. B.did not think the bill inits 
present shape could pass the House, and some 
compromise must be come to. He could not 
bring himself to believe that anything like war 
would ensue. He had never questioned our tight 
to the boundary claimed by us, and though ‘he 


| had anticipated difficulties, yet there was no issue 
He hoped the ij 
j the House ought now to do, was to express its 


of national honor now involved. All he thought 


concurrence in the views of the President, not by 
the passage of this bill, or the first section of it, 
| but to grant him a sufficient supply of money to 

execute the powers already vested in him, in case 
i the contingency provided for under the existing 
‘law of 1795 should arise. He had no objection 


|| to vote a contingent appropriation of $5,000,000; 


/ or more, and he had no great objection to the 
roposition to send a special messenger to Eng- 
and, if the Executive desired it. ee ars 


osition was one emanating entirely from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, no member of 
which, he believed, knew whether it pret the 
views of the Executive or not. i i 
Mr. BELL was glad it came from the source - 

it did. He then went on further to. sustain bis: 
views of the non-expediency of action ‘at pres- 
ent. They ought to do no more than ‘deelare 
their own opinion, or concurrence in the views 
of the Executive, and grant him sufficient sup- 
plies for any exigency that might arise, till dis- 


i! patches were received from England and the new 
‘| Congress could be called together. 


| 
ally have to be settled by force of arms; and, for li 
| 


There was 
no necessity to go beyond this point. . 

Mr. EVERETT remarked that the only point 
; of controversy was this: that the British threat~ 
| ened to take forcible and exclusive possession. of 


li the debatable territory, and this is what it is in- 


tended by this bill to prevent. Butan agreement 
had been entered into that all further proceedings 
: on both sides should be estopped; and after com- 
municating that fact, by the President, there we 


i should have stopped, for no further measures 
i 


; were required. They should not have permitted 


| any serious difficulty to have grown out of an 


incidental question. There was no necessity for 
this bill; for, in any contingency, Maine would 
not be left defenseless, as the law of 1795 was in 


At this stage,it being three o’clock, the House 
took its daily recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


a special Minister to England; he thought she | 
had assumed a wrong position, and should rather | 
send us a special Minister to explain what, in- 
deed, were her intentions. : i 

The President and Secretary of State seemed to |, 
regret the course Maine has taken; but, so far as | 
he was concerned, he respected and revered her for 


it; it was one sanctioned by the unanimous voice 


i 
i 


i 
i 
{ 


Mr. EVANS addressed the House for a short 


gentleman [Mr.Satronstarx] for whom he there 
ished the highest possible personal respect. He 
then procesied to express his entire conviction: 
of the rectitude of that gentleman’s motives; and 
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tted:him-of the remotest purpose of strength- 
ning the hands of a foreign. Power.against 
iterests of. his. own country and State... oo O os, 
2 Mr. ADAMS made asimilar, explanation-in 
tegard:to Mr. Bripie; on whom-he pronounced 
<a short but beautiful eulogium. .He insisted on 
J <pis-own right to combat. the arguments of any 
other member with all the forcein his power, and 
‘protested against: its. being interpreted as the 
ightestireflection against such, member; and the 
renuousness .with which: he had resisted the 
eech of..Mr..B. was but a proof in how high a 
e'he appreciated the talents of that gentle- 
an, and-their effect. upon the House. : 
The question being on the motion of Mr. Jonn- 
ToS es0Ny 0f. Maryland, to amend the bill by inserting 
ase a provision for the purchase of a site for a found- 


S 


“o£ cannon, 
i Mr. J. supported the motion- in a short speech, 
\yvand:then, at the request of Mr. Ronerrson, modi- 
fied his motion. so as to require that the piece of 
`- ground purchased should not be. less thag fifty 
„nor over one-hundred acres. 
-. The question being then taken, the amend- 
ciment: was negatived, 
~ Mrs WISE moved to amend the bill by striking 
out all after the enacting clause, and inserting the 
. following as a substitute: 
That the eum of $5,000,000 is hereby appropriated and 
, placed at the disposal of the President to defray any ex- 
pense which maybe incurred by the employment of the naval 
and military forces of the United States, and such portion 
of the militia.as he. may deem necessary to be called iuto 
service, to repel or prevent any actual invasion of the ter- 
ritory of the United States by any foreign Power, at any 
time before Congress can be convened to act upon the sub- 
ject; to'provide for which, the secretary of the Treasury is 
authorised to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States, and to cause 10 be issued certiticates of stock, signed 
hy the Register of the Treasury, for the sum to be borrowed, 
or any part thereof; and the same to be sold upon the best 
terms that may be offered after public notice for proposals 
forthe same: Provided, That no. engagement or contract 
shall, be.entered into which shall preclude the United States 
from-réimbursing any sum or sums thus borrowed after the 
piration of five years from the lst of January next; and 
hat the rate of interest shall not exceed five percent., pay- 
‘ablesemicannually. 
odd be it further enacted, That the sum of $18,000 be, and 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
asi ot otherwise appropriated, for outfit and salary 
‘Spécial miniater to Great Britain: Provided, The Pres- 
ent Of the United States: shall deem it expedient to ap- 
pohit the same. 
© Mr.W expressed his hope that the committee 
would be brought to a unanimous vote in favor 
ofthis amendment. It went toavoid all the dis- 
puted questions on the bill, and reduced it in fact 
‘ toa contingent appropriation of $5,000,000, ‘This 
was as far as he could go. The whole. measure 
was,at last, buta menace; and, as such, it would, 
with such a power as Great Britain, operate rather 
asan: obstacle to negotiation, than an auxiliary 
toits success, He was willing to vote a declar- 
“atory. resolution like that he had offered; but he 
would not make the President a sole judge of the 
expediency of peace or war, &c, . He was will- 
ing to trust the present Executive in a matter of 
that: kind'as-far as he would any man, because he 
was not.ofa warlike disposition—but a chieftain 
might hereafter rise, and plead this act as a pre- 
cedent. He believed the noise about war to be 


all-humbug; but, if a war did ensue, he would | 


Not go as far as these resolutions went, but he 
owauld go further—he would ask President Van 
: Buren for an office. 
ELTA Voice. What will it be? 
nor Min WISE did not say; but observed that if 
is substitute should not be agreed to, he would 
+ Ahen move resolutions generally similar to those 
hhave-been submitted to the Senate by a 
ator from: Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan.] 
: e-question being put, the amendment was 
negatived—ayes.73, noes 84. 
» Mre W1ISE now moved to strike out the sec- 
cond settion of the bill; which is as follows: 


` Sec. 2. And be it: further enacted, ‘What, in the event 
“of actnal-invasion of the-territory of the United States by 
any foreign Power, or of imminent danger of such invasion, 
discovered, in his opinion to exist, before Congress can be 
convened to det upon the subject, the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he hereby is; authorized, in addition to 
the present inilitary, establishment of the-United States, to 
raise & provisional force, to be enlisted for five years, or 
during the continuance of hostilities with any. foreign Pow- 
er, not exceeding one regiment of dragoons, one ‘resiment 
ol artillery, tworeginients of riflemen; and sixteen regiments 
of infantry, tobe organized, in. all respects; like the corre- 
sponding regiments pow in service; and, also, to-appoint 
not exceeding one “major general, fonr brigadiers general; 
and not exceeding one surgeon :and one ‘assistant surgeon 
foreach new regiment; the regiments, generalyahd meg 


ieal-officers:to:be subjset 
to be entitled to, every kind, with the 
Hke corps arid offic ice; and it shall be the 
duty of thé President to discharge the troops which may be 
raised by virtue of this act whenever the occasion for them, 
as defined by this act, shall cease to exist. 


After the reading of a substitute for that. sec- 
tion, which Mr. McKAY- was.desirous of offer- 
ing when in order, slag, Sse 

“The question was taken by tellers on Mr- 
Wisn’s motion to strike out, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 95, noes 78. 

So the second section of the bill was ordered to 
be stricken out. : 

Mr. McK AY (chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee) now moved to fill the blank occasioned by 
the above vote, by inserting the following: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the militia, when 
called into the service of the United States by virtue of this 
act, or of the act entitled “ An act to provide for calling 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, repel invasions, and to repeal the act now in 
! force for these purposcs,?? may, if in the opinion of the 
: President of the United States the public interest require it, 
| be compelled to serve for a term not exceeding six months 
| after the arrival at the place of rendezvous, in any one year, 
unless sooner discharged. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, in the event of 


foreign Power, or of imminent danger of such invasion dis- 


| vened to act upon the subject, the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized, if he deem the same expedient, to ac- 
cept the services of any number of volunteers, not exceed 
ing fifty thousand, in the manner provided for in an acten- 
titled “An act authorizing the President of the United 
States te accept the service of volunteers, and to r: 
additional regiment of dragoons or mounted riflemer 
proved May 28, 1836. 


tia service to twelve months instead of six; but 
it was negatived. 

The question on Mr. McKay’s amendment was 
then divided; and being put first on so much as 
relates to the term of militia service, it was car- 
ried—ayes 105, noes not counted . 

The question being then put on the residue of 
the amendment, relating to volunteers, 

Mr. WISE opposed it as going, in substance, 
to reénact the second section, which had just been 
stricken out, 

Mr. McK AY denied this, and spoke a short 
time in vindication of the amendment. 


| by limiting the number of volunteers to twelve 
thousand; which was rejected. 
The amendment was then agreed to—ayes 101. 
So the House adopted both branches of the 
amendment moved by Mr. McKay. 


_ which was agreed to. 


| ident was empowered to borrow to carry into 
| effect the purposes of this act, by inserting “ten.” 


in the confusion which prevailed) moved **twen- 
ity.” 
YM. WISE moved “five.” 

The question being put first on the highest 
number, “twenty,” was negatived. 

And the blank was filled with the word ‘ten’? 
—ayes 95, noes 64. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved the following amend- 
ment: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


‘such vesscis and steamboats on the northern lakes and riv- 
| ers whose waters communicate with the United States and 
iG Britain, as be shall deem nec 
! United States from invasion from that 


quarter, 


he defenseless condition of the frontier, 
The question having been put, 


{ 
it 
| 
i 
‘amid loud cries of “question” and ‘ order;”? 


| B. said that gentlemen might cry “ question” as 
i loud as they pleased, but he should not be de- 
| terred from explaining and insisting upon this 
j amendment; and he would stand in his place and 
‘ insist upon a hearing to the last day, if necessary 
to insure a hearing upon this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN declared Mr. B. to be in 
order; and order. being restored in the Hall, .. - 


| 
} 
{ 


Mr.. BRONSON proceeded to say that th 
amendment which had been offered by his col- 


covered, in bis opinion, to exist before Congress can be con- ; 


A member moved to extend the term of mili- | 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to amend the amendment ! 


| Mr. WISE offered an amendment limiting the | 
| operation of the bill to thirty days after the com- | 
i mencement. of the next session of Congress; | 


| Mr. HOWARD moved to fill the blank which | 
| related to the number of millions which the Pres- | 


Another member (not known by the reporter | 


And to build, purchase, or charter, arm, equip, and man, + 


ary to protect the } 


ion of the amendment, and showed to the House | 


i and, order being in some measure restored, Mr. | 


| actual invasion of the territory of the United States by any jj 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
H 
| 
i 

A 


j ‘| this amendment. 
| Mr. FILLMORE warmly advocated the adop- | 


league (Mr. Finumore| was of the utmost im- 
portance to the northern frontier; and that with- 
out it the bill would be defective and partial. 
‘Mr. B. said that, by the third section of the 
bill, the President was authorized, in case of in~ 
vasion or imminent danger of hostilities, to fit out 
andarm the whole naval force of the United States; 
and, by that means, the bill provided, in the event 
of that contingency, for the protection of the At- 
lantic coast, and of our trade on the ocean, as far 
as the whole naval force of the United States was 
adequate to such protection; but it must be borne 
in mind that the United States had no vessels of 
any description on the northern lakes or rivers 
which could be fitted out, or put in commission— 
not a single vesssel—not even a gunboat, did the 
United States own on those waters, as he believed, 
which could be used or made serviceable; and yet, 
in the event of hostilities occurring which are in- 
tended to be provided for by this bill, those north- 
ern lakes and rivers would be the principal theater 
of hostilities; and it would be by means of naval 
forces on those lakes that the country could not 
only be severely annoyed, but the frontier devas- 
tated, Hostile operations along the whole of that 
frontier must and would be principally on the 
lakes; and Mr. B. insisted that, if the bill under- 
took to provide for putting our vessels of war in 


| a state of preparation and repairs, in case of the 
| contingency mentioned in the bill, it was equally 
important that the President shouldbe authorized 


to purchase or charter such vessels as might be 
obtained on those waters, and which might be 
readily put in commission and made serviceable 
for the defense of the country. 

Mr. B. said that, as the third section now 
stood without this amendment, it provided, so far 
as we were able, for the defense of the whole At- 
lantic coast; but no provision whatever, not the 
least, was made for the northern frontier. It was 
partial and unjust in this respect; and, though he 
trusted and believed that no contingency would 
happen rendering any portion of this section ne- 
cessary, yet ifany provision was to be made, let 
it be general and impartial, and such as will op- 
erate for the benefit of the northern frontier, as 
well as the Atlantic coast. : ; 

Mr. B. said he had not risen to make a speech 
upon this subject, and would not detain the com- 
mittee; he had merely wished, in the shortest 
time and fewest words possible, to explain to the 
House the nature and propriety of the amend- 
ment offered by his colleague, [Mr. FrLumore;] 
and having done so, he trusted it would now be 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

An amendment empowering. the President to 
arm all the fortifications was moved by some mem- 
ber gst ascertained by the reporter, and nega- 
tived. 

Mr. McK AY now moved to amend the billby 
adding thereto the following: 


Sec. 7. And be tt further enacted, That, in the event of 
either of the contingencies provided for in the first and third 
sections of this act, the President of the United States shal 
be authorized to apply a part not exceeding $1,000,000 of 
the appropriation made in this act to repairing or arming 
fortifications along the sea-board and frontier. 

Src. 8. And beit further enacted, That, whenever militia 
or volunteers are called into the service of the United States, 
they shall have the organization of the Army of the United 
States, and shall receive the game pay and allowances. 


These sections were both agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT offered an amendment for the con- 
struction of three steam frigates. 

Mr. P. said he could not let this .opportunity 
pass without saying a few words. in support of 
He would much prefer giving 
a silent vote, if he could do it, and perform. his 
duty to his country. He-was-for peace, and had 


| no doubt it was the wish of his country, if it 
/ could be preserved on honorable terms. 
Mr. BRONSON called. for a count, and rose |! 


But 
whether for peace or war, it was due to the peo- 


| ple that the country should be put in a state of 


| 
| 
I 
| 
| 
i 
| 
l 


defense. It is our duty, as the. representatives of 
the people and guardians of their rights, to see 
that the country be prepared to mect and repel 
invasion. He did not know that such a thing 


! was likely to. take place, but we should. make 


ready for the worst. We should, like prudent 
men, prepare for war; and for that purpose, we 
should place all necessary means at the disposal 


i of those at:the-head of the Government. “As. 


times do look alittle squally, and as prudence 
dictated te us preparation, he would suggest, as 
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the best mode of defense, the building of the three 
steam vessels in the shortest possible time. He 
said that the nations of Europe, with whom, in 
all probability, we would come in contact, arean 
age in advance of us as to the mode of warfare; 
they are keeping pace with the improvement of 
the age, whilst we are holding on to old systems, 
The whole mode of warfare will be changed in 
a few years, and we should be preparing for that 
change. He referred to the facility with which 
Europe could: send her steamships and batter 
down our defenseless cities. He referred to the 
improved condition of the navy of England, 
which has in commission and now building fifty- 
three steam vessels, twelve of them ships of war; 
France has thirty-seven, and twenty-two of which 
are actually in commission; and Russia has eight, 
all in commission. He would not say more, but 
hoped the House would adopt the amendment. 

Mr. PICKENS warmly remonstrated against 
thus incumbering the bill with amendments, and 
declared, if it were persisted in, he should fecl 
himself obliged to vote against the bill so 
amended. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Prarr was 
rejected. 

Several other ineffectual attempts were made to 
amend the bill; when, 

On motion of Mr. HOWARD, the committee 
_rose, and reported the bill to the Hoiise. 

In the House, the bill being taken up, 

Mr. HOWARD proposed to concur in all the 
amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole; buta division of the question being in- 
sisted on, it was put on the several amendments 
seriatin, 

The question on concurring in the amendment 
striking out the second section of the bill (above 
recited) was taken by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allan, Jobn | 
W. Allen, Atherton, A Banks, Beers, Beirne, Bell, 
Biddle, Borden, Briggs, Wiiliam B. Calhoun, Wiiliam B. | 
Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Chaney, | 
Chapman, Cheatham, Clark, Coles, Corwin, Crabb, Cran- 
ston, Crockett, Curtis, Darlington, Dawson, Davee, Dav 
Deberry, Duncan, Edwards, Elmore, Everett, Ewing, Fart 
rington, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, Fry, James Garland, 
Rice Garland, James Graham, Grant, Graves, Grennci!, 
Griffin, Haley, Balt, Halsted, Hammond, Hamer,. Harlan, 
Hastings, Hawes, Hawkins, Hopkins, Robert M. 'Y. Hunter, | 
Ingham, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, William C. Johnson, 
Jolm W. Jones, Keim, Klingensmith, Lewis, Lincoln, Lo- 
gan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Mason, 
Sampson Mason, Martin, Maxwell, McKay, Abraham Me- 
Cleilan, McClure, McKennan, Menetee, Mercer, Milligan, 
Mitchell, Montgomery, Calvary Morris, Murray, Nobie, 
Ogle, Palmer, Pearce, Peck, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Piek- | 
eng, Pope, Potts, Sergeant $. Prentiss, Putnam, Rariden, 
Randolph, Reily, Rencher, Ridgway, Rumsey, Russell, Sal- 
tonstall, Sawyer, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, 
Southgate, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thomas, 
Tillinghast, Titus, Towns, Wagener, Webster, Albert S. 
White, John White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wiliams, Sher- 
rard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Christopher H. Wil- | 
liams, Wise, Word, Worthington, Yell, and Yorke—1238. 

NAYS— - Anderson, Beatty, Bicknell, Birdsall, | 
Bouldin, Br ead, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cam- 
breleng, Casey, Crary, Cushing, Cushman, De Graff, Den- 
nis, Dromgoole, vans, Gallup, Gray, Harrison, Hoffman, 
Holit, Howard, William H. Hunter, Thomas B. Jackson, 
Henry Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Kemble, Kennedy, Le- 
gare, Leadbetter, Robert MeClellan, Miller, Moore, Sam- 
uel W. Morris, Naylor, Noyes, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Plumer, Pratt, Rives, Robinson, Sergeant. Shep- | 
jor, Smith, Spencer, ‘Taylor, Thompson, Toland, Toucey, 
Turney, aud Vail—56. P 


as 


i 
| 
| 
| 


So the amendment was concurred in, and the 
second section of the bill stricken out. 

The section extending militia service to six 
months was agreed to without a count. 

That empowering the President to accept the 
services of fifty thousand volunteers having been 
read, 

Mr. MALLORY moved to reduce the number 


-ayes 78, noes 105. 

{On this question Mr. Witziams, of North 
Carolina, demanded the yeas and nays; but the 
Hotise refused to order them.} 

“The number standing at fifty thousand, the | 
section was ‘concurred in—yeas 153, neys 47; as | 
follows: ` eres ; | 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Anderson, An- f 

i 
1 
| 
i 
| 


drews, Atherton, Banks; Beatty, Beers, Beirne, Bieknell, 
Birdsall, Borden, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum; 
Cambreleng, William B. Campbell, John Campbell, Carter, ! 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cheatham, Clark, Coles, Con- | 
nor, Crary, Cartis,; Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Daw- 
son, Davee, De Graff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dann, Edwards, 
Elmore, Evans, Ewing, Farrington; Richard Fletcher, Fill- 
more, Fry, Gallup; James Garland, Goode; James Graham; | 
William Graham, Grantland, Grant, Graves, Gray, Gren- | 
nell, Haley, Ualsted, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, Harrison, Uj 


ji 
l 
f : aber 
‘td twenty thousand; which motion was negatived. |! 
i 
Í 
| 
i 


|| onded by the House—ayes 67, noes 60. 


Hastings,. Hawkins, Henry, Herod, Hofftsan, Holt, Hop- 
kins, Howard, William H. Hunter, Robert M. T. Hunter, 
Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Nathanicl Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, 
Kemble, Kennedy, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lincoln, 
Logan, Loomis, Mallory, James M. Mason, Martin, Mau- 
ry, McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham MeCiellan, Me- 
Clure, McKennan, Menefee, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Murray, Nay- 
lor, Noble, Noyes, Ogle, Owens, Palmer, Parker, Paimen- 
ter, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Plum- 
er, Pope, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Reily, Ridgway, Rives, 
Robinson, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sergeant, Sheffer, Augustine 
B. Shepperd, Sheplor, Smith, Southgate, Spence, Stuart, | 
Stone, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toland, Toucey, Towns, 
ail, Wagener, Webster, Aibert S. White, Whit- 
y, Sherrard Williams, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Williams, Worthington, and Yell—153. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ayerigg, Bell, Biddle, Bond, Briggs, 


Davies, Deberry, Everett, Rice Garland, Griffin, Hall, 
Hawes, Jabez Jackson, Legare, Lewis, Marvin, Sampson 
Mason, Maxwell, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Peek, Pick- 
ens, Potts, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, 
Russell, Saltonstall, Shields, Slade, Stratton, Taliaferio, 
Tillinghast, John White, Lewis Williams, Gnristopher H. 
Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—47. 


The remaining amendments of the committee 
having all been concurred in, 

Mr. GRANT demanded the previous question; | 
which was seconded by the House—ayes 103. 

The previous question being then pat, 

Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; but 
the House refused to order them. 

And the previous question was agreed to, (cut- | 
ting off all further.amendment.) 

The main question then recurring, on the en- 
grossment of the bill, it was decided in the affirm- 


nays 6, namely: Messrs. Cransron, Davies, 
Gropines, MAxwELL, STRATTON, and Wise. 

The bill was thereupon read a third time, (by | 
its title,) passed, and sent to the Senate for con- | 
currence, j 

Mr. ADAMS moved that when the House ad- 
journ, (the Senate concurring,) both Houses | 
meet to-morrow (Sunday) at ten o’clock, a. m. 

He said that this was far better than continuing 


nine o’clock, If it was a breach of the Sabbath, 
it would be as great in the one case as in the 
other, and the business would be half done, in 
the night, instead of being done understandingly 
and properly, after necessary rest. 

Mr. CROCK ETT demanded the yeasand nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, stood— 
yeas 89, nays 91. 

So the motion was negatived. 

Mr, SHIELDS made a strenuous effort to get 
up the Tennessee land bill, (to issue warrants and 
grant titles for certain unoccupied lands in that 
State.) 

Objections being made, he moved to suspend | 
the rules, and demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were taken, and resulted—yeas 90, nays 61. 


suspended. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 


the Union, with a view to consider the Senate’s | 


ing, namely, to the Navy bill, the civil list bill, | 
the Army bill, and the Indian bill. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved to amend the motion 
| by adding the Cumberland road bill, and asked 
the yeas and nays on this motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the previous ques- 
tion on Mr. McKrnwan’s motion. NE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Incuam in | 
| the chair) at first pronounced this out of order. 
| Mr. ELMORE appealed, and the House got; 

into very great confusion. 


The call for the previous question was sec- 


The previous question was then put and car- | 
ried, (cutting off Mr. McKrnnan’s amendment,) | 
and the main question being on going into com- | 
mittee, it was carried; and the House thereupon 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state |j 
of the Union, (Mr. Brrees in. the chair,) and 
took up the Senate’s amendments to the 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MERCER addressed the House in vindi- | 
cation. of Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones i 
from the charges preferred against him when this | 


i 
i 
H 


ative by yeas and nays, as follows—yeas 201, i 


There not being two thirds, the rules were not || 


| gO into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


amendments to the appropriation bills still pend- || a | | 
on the Army appropriation bill, which had been 


The SPEAKER pro tempore subsequently re- il 
| viewed the decision and reversed it.. 


William B. Calhoun, Corwin, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, || 


to sit, as the House otherwise would, till eight or |; 


j 


speech, and theh sent:tò the Clerk’s table a letter 
from Captain Jones, which was read. pea 
The amendments -of the Senate. were all con- 
curred in. Perit 
The committee next considered thé amend: 
ments to the 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. BOND moved to disagree to the Senate’s 
amendment proposing to strike out the clause. of 
the bill which requires the public printing for:the 
Executive Departments to be done on proposals, 
and let out to the lowest bidder; and he spoke 
į with earnestness against the existing practice of. 
giving that printing at extravagant prices. as a. 
job to favorites, &c. T 

Mr. CAMBRELENG ridiculed the idea of is- 
| suing proposals for every separate ptece of print- 
| ing which the Departments might need done. 

"The amendment of the Senate was negatived. 
The committeealso concurred in anamendment 
| appropriating $6,000 for the salary of a resident 
| minister at Constantinople in place of a chaigé, 
as at present. 

Another amendment of the Senate. struck out: 


|| the appropriation of five or six thousand dollars 


to comply with the contract of the Government 
with M. St, Clair Clarke and Peter Force, for the 
publication of their Documentary History of the 
United States, and the item for distributing copies 
of that work to members not. supplied therewith. 


concur in this amendment. There wasa contracts 
the books were published, and must be paid: for. 
They lay rotting in the Secretary. of. State’s 
office, and ought to be distributed: eee 
The motion prevailed. So the House refused 
to concur in striking out this item of the bill.) 
The committee next proceeded to consider the 
amendments to the , 


| ARMY APPROPRIATION BILI. 
There were three sections added to the bill by. 


the Senate—one to pay for lost horses of the Lou- 
j isiana volunteers; one to allow the claims of the 
| State of New Hampshire for the pay of militia; 
(and a third respecting similar claims of Massa- 
chusetts. 


was unable to hear, the noise and movementin 
the House being very great. His impression is, 
they were disagreed to.] 


bill, appropriating sums of money: to. complete 
various forts. 


until a very warm debate had taken place.on ex- 
pending $10,000 on the fort at the Pea Patch be- 
low Philadelphia, pending a suit by a, private 
individual who claimed the island on which that 
fortification stood as his own property.: Messrs. 
RENCHER and RANDOLPH opposing, and 
fr, NAYLOR advocating the appropriation, it 
was agreed to—ayes 95. : 
The House heing in Committee of the Whole: 


returned to the House by the Senate, with aa 
amendment providing for the repairs of various 


: fortifications on the Atlantic coast, 


Mr. GRANT submitted an amendment to the 


: Senate’s amendment, providing for the repairs of 


bill was in the House. He quoted Mr. Incuam’s 


certain fortifications and military works on the 
northern and western frontier. 

Mr. BRONSON remarked that he found, on 
examining the Senate’s amendment to this bill, 


| that the Senate had taken a bill which had been 


i 
! 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
of the House, making appropriations for the forts 


| on the Atlantic coast, and had appended it to this 
| bill as an amendment; that this amendment to:the 
| Senate only provided for the forts on the sea- 


board, and made no provision whatever for any 
forts or military work on any part of the inland 
frontier of the Union. 

Mr. B. said he had endeavored to get.the floor 
to offer an amendment providing for the. repairs 


of the forts and military works on the northern. 


frontier, and he was glad that his colleague [Mr. 
Grant] had brought forward this amendment, 
which he deemed not only perfectly in order, but 
highly necessary-and just, Mr. B. said he did 


, Not understand why. it was thatthe whole ofthe 


northern and western frontier was neglected or 


Mr. PETRIKIN moved that. the House non- 


; [Whataction was had upon them the reporter: 


Anotheramend ment had been made by the Sen- 
ate, inserting the substance of the fortification: 


These amendments were concurred ing butinot 


ofapprobation of the course of the Speaker: 
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left out by-the Senate. If it wag necessary to 
repair the forts and military works on the Atlan- 
tic coast, it was equally necessary to repair those 
on the northern frontier; and he protested against 
these partial and one-sided appropriations which 
went to benefit and protect one section of the 
Union to the exclusion of another; that bills had ; 


been reported by the Military Committee of this | 
House providing for the repair and building forts || 


onthe inland frontiers, which it would be as proper - 
to-append to this bill, if in order, as the one which | 
the: Senate had added; and that, in reference to 


therepair of the forts or military works on the | 


northern frontier, now actually occupied by our 
troops, such repairs were necessary and imperi- | 
ously required by every consideration of prudence | 
and ‘economy. i 

Mr. B. said he had already, in some remarks | 


ago, called the attention of this House to the de- 
fenseless state of the whole northern frontier, so | 
far as any proper and sufficient forts and other’ 
works of that nature were calculated to afford de- 
fense or protection, and that sound policy would 
require the erection of some new works as well 
as the repair of old ones; and if it was now in 
order, he would submit (if he supposed it would ii 
be of any service) an amendment to provide for 
the erection of certain new works. Atall events, || 
under the amendment now under consideration, 
itis, beyond all doubt, competent to provide by 
farther amendment for the repairs of the present |: 
works on the northern and western fronticr; and ‘| 
it should be borne in mind that the amendments } 
now offered by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Grany] were appropriations which had i 
been recommended by the War Department, and | 
had undergone the investigation of the Military ; 
Committee of this House, and that that commit- | 
tee had reported them to this House, as recom- :! 
mended by. the Department, except that he be- : 
lieved that the comniittee had very much reduced | 
the amount which was recommended by the Sec- | 
retary of War. Under these circumstances, he ‘| 
i 


hoped that the House would adopt the amend- 
ment offered by his colleague, and thus do justice, | 
art, at least, to that frontier. $ 


in 
Phe amendment was understood to be disagreed | 
to, i 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- || 
mittee how rose and reported the naval appro- i 
priation bill and the civil and diplomatic appro- | 


i 
priation bill to the ELouse, with the amendments 


of the committee. 
Tn. the Mouse, the amendments to the naval 
bill were all concurred in, j 
The civiland diplomatic bill then coming up, || 
Mr. BOND called for the yeas nays on con- | 
curring with the amendment striking out the item |) 
for doing the printing of the Departments under '! 
proposals, 
Mr. GARLAN and Mr. SMITH opposed con- | 
| 


currence, i] 

Mr. CAMBRELENG advocated it; and the | 
question was decided in the negative—yeas 73, 
nays 90, ; 

‘Lhe House concurred in the committee’s disa- 
greement to striking out ibe item for Clarke and } 
Forces Diplomatic History. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST proposed a recess till ten į 
o'clock in the morning; but it was rejected. 


THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 
Mi. ELMORE now moved the following vote | 


Atesolved, That the thanks of this Hou presented to 
the Don. James K. Pon, for the able, in nt, and dig- : 
nifed manner in whieh he has presided over its delibera- i 
tions and performed the arduous and important duties of | 
the Chair, : 

Ou this resolution a long ard excited debate | 
arose, in which Messrs. ELMORE, BELL, Me- | 
KENNAN, CURTIS, PRENTISS, WISE, and | 
GRAY took part, and which was terminated by | 
a demand by Mr, GRAY for the previous ques- | 
tion. It was seconded by the House, and carried | 
-yeas U2, nays 73, : 

The main question thenm-recurting on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, it was decided in the affirm- i 
ative—yeas 94) nays 67. 

So the resolution was agreed to. : | 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then went again into Committee of |! 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Brigos |: 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the Army appropriation bill. 


The noise was great, the efforts of the Chair- 


degree ineffectual; and it was difficult to tell what 
was and what was not done by the committee. 
The reporter made out the following motions: 
Mr. MALLORY moved to concur in the ap- 
propriation for Fortress Monroe, (Old Point Com- 


but it was negatived. 


; Mr. YELL moved an appropriation for Fort 


it was pronounced out of order, as inserting 
another bill into an appropriation bill, contrary 
to the rule which forbids that to be done. 

; Mr. GALLUP moved a similar appropriation 


li for some work in New York; which shared a 
which he had the honor to submit a few days |: 


: like fate. 
| Mr. EWING moved to strike out the amend- 
ment for the fortifications in Charleston harbor, 
j and went into a speech of very great animation 
| in support of the motion; in which he took occa- 

sion to retort with severity on Mr. ELmorg, who 
i had always opposed the Cumberland road, and 
| who, he contended, was bound by his own prin- 
ciples, equally to oppose the work in his own 
State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to strike out the ap- 


iu 


! propriation for the pay of the visitors to West | 


Point Academy. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, moved to 
strike out the whole appropriation for the Mili- 
tary Academy. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The committee then took up the section re- 
specting the pay for lost horses of the Louisiana 
volunteers; which, after a desultory debate, was 
concurred in. 

The section providing for the payment of the 


New Elampshire claims for militia services was | 


debated by Messrs. CUSHMAN, ATHERTON, 
REED, and SMITH, in favor, and by Messrs, 


| THOMAS and CAMBRELENG against the 


allowance; when it was rejected—ayes 31. 

‘The section respecting the Massachusetts claims 
for militin services came next in order. 

Mr. LINCOLN went at length into a speech 
in support of concurrence; after which, 

‘Lhe committee, on motion of Mr. LINCOLN, 


rose and reported. 


i| It being now half past three o’clock in the 
i morning, a motion was made to adjourn, but neg- 


atived, 

The Senate having insisted on its rejection of 
interest in the bill for the relief’ of the Springfield 
Manufacturing Company, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House 
Insist on retaining it in the bill; which was lost. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachu- 
setts, the bill was laiq on the table. 

‘The’ House concurred in the amendments to 


‘sundry private bills, and also in a joint resolution 


of the Senate to meet again at ten o’clock. 
And then (a little before four o’clock on Sun- 
day morning) adjourned, to meet again at ten 
3 
o’cloek. 


IN SENATE. 
Suxpay, March 3, 1839. 
Mr. PIERCE moved that his friend the Sena- 


; tor from Georgia, [Mr. CeraBErT,] be permitted 
ii to record his vote in the Journal on the passage 


of the bill giving to the President of the United 
States additional powers for the defense of the 
United States, in certain cases, against invasion, 
aud for other purposes, as he was absent from 
extreme indisposition when the vote was taken. 

Mr. BENTON observed that if there was any 
ose case in the world. on which he would agree 


to dispense with this important rule, it would be || 


this—in which the Senator was compelled, from 


; extreme indisposition, to be absent when the vote 


was taken onan important question, on which 
every gentleman wished his vote to appear. But 
he deemed the rule of sach vital importance, that 
it ought not to be departed from in any instance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore was udder the 


! impression that, the rule being imperative, it 


could not bedeparted from withoutthe unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 


man to preserve order incessant, but in a great | 


fort,) and madea speech in support of the motion; ; 


Smith, on the western fronticr of Arkansas; but | 


H 
i 
i 
| 
| 
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Mr. PIERCE would not have made this mo- 
tion, but from the peculiar circumstances of the 
case. An important bill to provide for the de- 
fense of the country had been brought in frora 
the other House, and the question on its pa: 
taken late at night, soon after the Senator from 
Georgia had been compelled, from extreme in- 
disposition, after a protracted and exhausting 
session, to leave the Chamber. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the Senator from Georgia wished his 
vote to appear onthe Journal in favor of this bill. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the very decision 
made by the Chair was given when he first came 
into the Senate by Mr. Gaillard, the then Pre- 
siding Officer, who was one of the most urbane 
gentlemen he ever knew. Mr. Gaillard declared 
that, if the rule was not adhered to, there would 
be no termination of the business of the Senate. 
If one gentleman was permitted to come in under 
certain circumstances, another gentleman would 
claim to come in under other circumstances, and 
there would be no knowing where it would end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said the motion 
was already decided on. 

Mr. RUGGLES asked leave to withdraw the 
memorial of Thomas Jefferson Smith, which he 
had presented some days since, for the reason 
that he had discovered that it contained language 
derogatory and personally offensive towards W. 
A. Whitehead, another memorialist on the same 
subject, whose memorial had been withdrawn for 
a similar reason by the Senator from Michigan. 
He observed that he certainly should not have 
presented it had he been aware of the indecorum 


j in the language of the memorial, to which his at- 


tention had since been called. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, presented several 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of that State, 
which, on his motion, were ordered to be laid on 
the table and printed, it being at too late a period 
or the session to take any further order upon 
them, 


IMPROVEMENTS IN FLORIDA. 


An act for the improvement and survey of cer- 
tain rivers, and the repairs of certain roads in 
Florida, was taken up; and Mr. ALLEN offered 
asan amendment a proposition for the United 
States to apply the proceeds of their stock in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal to the purchase of 
stock held by individuals, with the view to absorb 
the ownership of the stock; which was supported 
by Messrs. ALLEN, WALKER, BENTON, 
and CRITTENDEN, and opposed by Messrs. 
CLAY of Alabama, SMITH of Connecticut, and 
SEVIER, and was rejected—ayes 6, noes 23. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 


SIXTH CENSUS. 


The bill to provide for taking the sixth census 
or enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States was read the third time and passed. 


INPROVEMENTS IN WISCONSIN. 


_ An act to authorize the construction of certain 
improvements in the Territory of Wisconsin, and 
for other purposes, was taken up; and, aftersome 
remarks from Messrs. HUBBARD, WALKER, 
CLAY of Alabama, NORVELL, BUG HANAN, 
and LYON, it was laid on the table. 

BILLS PASSED. 


A great number of bills from the House, the 
i a : 
titles of which have been heretofore given, were 
read the third time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE BUILDING. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, stating that they had suspended 
the 16th joint rule, so as to permit the House to 
send to the Senate the bill making an appropri- 
ation for the erection of a fire-proof building for 
the Post Ofico Department, and asking their con- 
currence therein; which was agreed to. 

The bill was then taken up, carried through its 
several stages as in Committee of the Whole, 
and, by unanimous consent, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MALE ORPHAN ASYLUM. 

_ Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, moved to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the bill to incorporate 
the Washington Male Orphan Asylum and Man- 
ual Labor School, in the city of Washington. 
This bill (he said) had passed in the course of the 
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evening without exciting much attention in the 
Senate, and he himself assented to its passage, 
without being acquainted with its details. The 
truth was, he looked towards the seat of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, who he understood intended to 
oppose this bill, and not seeing him there, he 
supposed that his objections were removed. Since 
the passage of the bill, however, he had exam- 
ined some of its details, and he was convinced 
that had they been understood, it could not have 
passed the Senate. It allowed this corporation 
to take charge of any unprotected orphan found 
in this city, and work him till twenty-one years 
of age, or bind him out toany other person. The 
bill also took the control of these orphans from 


the chancery court, and left them there without | 


any remedy, wholly at the disposal of this cor- 
poration, whether well treated or not—a thing 


unheard of in the legislation of any civilized | 


country. He did not use too harsh a term when 
he said, that this bill authorized the corporation 


to catch every unprotected orphan in the District, | 


and hold them in servitude. The bill was de- 


grading to this unfortunate class of persons, and | 
was opposed to principles that had been deemed į 


sacred for ages. By the laws of the country 
from which we have derived our jurisprudence, 


the care of these orphans is confided to one of | 


their highest judicial tribunals; but this bill takes 
the orphan from the courts, and turns him over, 
without appeal, to an irresponsible corporation. 
Mr. ALLEN thanked his friend from Alabama 
for calling the attention of the Senate to this sub- 
ject. The principle of the bill was simply this: 
it was to incorporate a few citizens of the District 
to take charge of all the unfortunate orphan chil- 
dren found within its limits, and to work them 


till of age. The bill did not impose on the corpo- } 


ration the obligation of teaching these children 


trades, or, in fact, of teaching them anything at | 


all. 


them are to be turned over to this corporation, to 
be worked as slaves till they are twenty-one years 
of age. 
was to have the power of transferring the services 
of these children to any one they pleased; and no 
court whatever would have the power of releasing 
them from servitude. He would undertake to say 
that, if the whole history of the civilized world 
was searched into, a parallel to this bill could not 
be found. It was odious for its injustice, odious 
for its eruelty, and odious for its rapavity; and 
the whole of this odious principle was covered up 
ina mass of words. It was very imposing, too, 
in its title, being called, or rather miscalled, an 
orpban asylum. If there was anything true on 
earth, it was that governments should be the pro- 


tectors of the poor, the fatherless, and the needy; | 


and here you propose to turn over the most un- 
fortunate of these to a heartless corporation to be 


worked as slaves. Mr. A. contended that, though | 
Congress, as the local Legislature of the District, | 
had the guardianship of these orphans, it had no į 
right to transfer them to a corporation. Nothing | 


could be.said to justify this bill. 


Mr. WALL made a few remarks in defense of | 
the bill, contending that it was not liable to the 


ojections of the Senators from Ohio and Alabama, 
and went into a history of the rise and progress 
of the institution, which, he said, was founded in 
motives of. benevolence. 

After some remarks from Mr. CLAY, of 
bama, 

‘The question was taken on the reconsideration; 
which was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid on the table. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, stating that they had non-con- 
curred in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill making appropriation for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
1839. The amendments were—first, to strike 


Ala- 


out the provision that the printing of the Execu- | 


tive Departments should be done by contract; 
and the second was, striking out the provision 
for distributing copies of the Documentary His- 
tory of the United States to the members ‘of the 
Senate and House of. Representatives. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved that the Senate insist, 
and that a conference with the House be asked; 
which was agreed to. 


The whole of the unfortunate orphan chil- | 
dren of this District who have no one to protect | 


And this was not all; this corporation | 


Numerous bills from the House were acted on; | 


after which the Senate took a recess until six 
o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the committee of confer- 
ence appointed to consider the disagreement of 
the two Llouses on the amendments of the Senate 


to the gencral appropriation bill, reported that |! 


the managers appointed to conduct the conference 
on the part of the Senate and the managers on the 
part of the House, had agreed to recommend to 
their respective Houses to adopt the following 
course: That the Senate should recede from so 
much of its amendment as provides for the man- 
ner of executing the printing for the Executive 
Departments, with an amendment providing that 
the printing shall be executed in the city of Wash- 
ington; and that the Senate insist on so much of 
their amendment as relates to the distribution of 
the Clarke and Force papers to members of the 
Senate, leaving it in the power of the House to 


make the distribution to its own members, while i] 


any such distribution to members of the Senate 
is prohibited, 

Mr. BENTON said he never would agree to 
this report, and he demanded the yeas and nays 
on concurring in it. This system of distributing 
books had grown up to an enormous abuse, 
indeed the most enormous abuse in our Govern- 
ment. IIe would oppose it to the last; and if the 
appropriation bill was lost in consequence, and 
the Government stopped, why let the responsi- 
bility rest on those who would incur the risk for 
the sake of securing to themselves three or four 
hundred dollars’ worth of books. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked that the questions on 
concurring with the recommendations of the com- 
mittee of conference be taken separately; which 
was accordingly ordered. 

Mr. TALLMADGE inquired whether the bill 
would be lost, in case neither of the two Houses 
would agree to recede from the ground taken by 
them? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore answered that 
that question was not before the Senate; but it 
was obvious that if one House should insist on 
its amendments, and the other should insist on its 
disagreement, and no compromise could be effect- 
ed, the bill would be lost. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed that if the House 
of Representatives saw fit to vote for a distribu- 
tion of books to its members, he would be willing 
to let them take the responsibility, and settle the 
matter with their constituents. He would, there- 
fore, vote for concurring with the recommenda- 
tions of the committee of conference. 

Mr. NORVELL said that if any principle was 
involved, it applied as well to the distribution to 
the members of the House as of the Senate. He 
should, therefore, vote against concurring in the 
report. 

Mr. WALKER was for concurring with the 
committee. If that was not done, the result 
would be that the whole bill making appropria- 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government would be lost. The Government, 
throughout all its departments, legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial, would be brought to a close; 
and that, too, at a period of all others the most 
unfortunate. OtherSenators might think it would 
be less dangerous to lose this bill than to suffer 
members of the House to vote themselves a few 
books. He hoped the Senator from Michigan 
would reconsider his determination, and let the 
report of the committee be concurred in. 

Mr. BENTON said that the consequence of the 
Senate adhering to the resolution it had taken on 
the subject of the distribution of these books, 
might be the loss of the bill now pending; and as 
that bill contained the appropriations necessary 
for keeping the Government in action, gentlemen 
were a great deal alarmed at the danger of the 
Government being stopped. Then on whom 
would the responsibility rest? It will rest on 
those who have personal interests in these books; 
and those members, therefore, who are to receive 
these books ought not to be permitted to vote 
on this question, in which they are personally 
interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore here stated that 
the discussion was not in order; that, by the joint 
rules, when a committee of conference was asked 
for by one House, and assented to by the other, 


i 


| cordingly. 

The question was then taken on coneutring in 
that part of the recommendation of the committed 
| of conference as relates to the printing of the Ex- 
; ecutive Departments, and carried. : 

The question then recurring on concurring in 
that part of the report which relates to the distri- 
bution of the Clarke and Force documents, 

Mr. BENTON warmly opposed concurring in 
| the agreement. He objected to it because it made 
| a distinction between the two Houses—allowine 
i} a distribution of books to the members of the 
House, while it refused a distribution of books 
i to the Senate. Fie objected to it because a dis- 
| tribution of books to either House was wrong in 
principle. Some gentlemen seemed to fear that 
if the Senate insisted on its amendment, the ap- 
propriation bill would be lost, and’ the wheels:of 
Government stopped; but could they ‘suppose 
there was any member of either: House who 
| would be willing to break up this Government 
| for the sake of retaining his share of these books, 

which were not worth more than $330 at the price 
| they cost the Government, atid’ which, if sold to 
| Mr. Templeman, or any other bookseller, would 
| not bring the half-or quarter of thatsum. Now, 
| he was determined, as far as it depended on him, 
i to-put it to the test whether any member of Con- 
| gress would he willing to putan end to this Gov-~ 
| ernment for the sake of retaining $330 worth of 


i 
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; these books. 


i Mr. B. here enlarged on the growing evils of 


| this system of distributing books to members of 
! Congress; and in illustration, alluded to the man- 
| ner in which another proposition to distribute 

ii books had been run through the Senate last 
: night. A resolution was olfered by a Senator 
| from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wenster,] to distrib- 
| ute among the members two volumes relating 
‘to the land laws. He had given fall notice of his 
: Opposition to this resolution, and his intention to 
|| oppose it when it came up for consideration. Yet, 
| in the course of a fatiguing session of eighteen 
| hours, he had been absent from his seat but afew 
: moments, and in those few moments this distribu 
tion-was galloped through. | It'was presented to 
the Senate while he (Mr. B.) was in. his seats 
objected to by him; then withdrawn; taken up 
in his absence, and hastily run through. This 
book-making concern was one of the most’ cry- 
ing abuses in our system, ‘There was no end to 
it; it ran round ina continued circle, In the first 
place, a sufficient number of books are ordered to 
supply the members of a Congress. At the en- 
suing session the new members are to’ be sup- 
' plied; and this is easily done, and in the: follow- 
‘ing manner: some of the members who’ had 
already received copies may sell them to Mr. 
Templeman, and he sclls them at a small ad- 
vance to thé publishers, and they are furnished 
i to the new members at Government price as new. 
books, who, in their turn, sell them to Mr. Tem- 
pleman, and the process goes on ad infinitum, so 
that-the original fifteen hundred copies may sup- 
ply fifteen thousand members, the Government, 
at every revolution of the circle, Paying the full 
price. He hoped the Senate won'd insist on its 
| amendment, and Jet the people of the country see 
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ii what members of Congress were willing to break 


| up the Government to hold on to the books they 
| had voted to themselves. 

| Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said he had néver 
voted for a purchase or distribution of books in 
‘his hfe. He was opposed to the whole matter, 
{and thought it a most serious abuse. He would 
| not, however, incur the hazard of such serious 
| embarrassment as would result to the Government 
| from the loss of the appropriation bill. He would; 
therefore, vote for agreeing to the report of the 
| committee of conference, and let the members of 
| the House take the responsibility of voting books 
i for themselves. oe 

| ‘The question was then taken on agreeing with 
the report of the committee of ‘conference, and 
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decided in the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 7; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Cuthbert, Poster, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Merrick, 
Nicholas, Norvell, Pierce; Roane, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Swilt, Tallmadge, Watker, Webster, Williams 
of Maine, Williams of Mississippi, and Wright—24. 

NAYS--Messrs. Allen, Benton, Davis, Niles, Robinson, 
Smith of Connecticut, and White—7. 

THANKS TO THE PRESIDING OFFICER. 

“The Hon. Wititam R. Kine having tempo- 
rarily retired from the chair, f 

Mr, TALLMADGE submitted the following 
resolution; 

“Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate be presented to | 
the Hon. Wintiam R. Kina, for his able, impartial, and | 
dignified. conduct as Presiding Officer of this body. | 

Mr. DAVIS heartily concurred in the resolu- j 
tion, and hoped that it would meet with the unan- | 
imous concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. SOUTHARD hoped the word * unani- 
mous’? would be inserted in the resolution. 

Several members were heard at the same time 
expressing the same wish, 

Mr. TALLMADGE modified his resolution by 
inserting the word unanitmous, and the resolution | 
was then unanimously adopted. 


MADISON PAPERS. Hi 


Mr. TALLMADGE moved that a joint reso- 
lution for the distribution, in part, of the Madison 
papers, be taken up; which was agreed to, and | 
the resolution was passed. 

SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULE. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved that the 16th and 
17th joint rules be suspended, so as to permit this 
resolution to be sent to the House for concur- 
rence; which was also agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


` ‘Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Repre- 
sentatives that, Baving completed the legistative business | 
erore them, the Senate was ready to adjourn, 
OMMITTEE TO WALT ON PRESIDENT. | 
mA. message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. Ganrtanp, their Clerk, | 
stating that they had passed ajoint resolution for 
the appointment of a joint committee, to wait on 
the President of the United States and inform him 
thatthe two Houses of Congress had completed | 
the business before them, and were ready to ad- | 
journ, if ho had no further communications to | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


make. l ON 

„9n motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the resolution 

was. concurred in, and Mr, Hugsar and Mr. | 

Funren were appointed on the part of the Senate. 
MADISON PAPERS, 

A message was received from the [Louse of 
Reptesentatives, stating that they had passed the 
joint resolution of the Senate for the distribution 
in ee ofthe Madison papers. 

i 


re BENTON asked what resolution? THe 
had been in his seat, with the exception of a few 


minutes, the whole day and the whole night, and || 


he had not the Jeast recollection of any resolution | 
of the kind’ having passed, and this was the firs 
intimation he had that any such resolution was | 
before the Senate. | 
Mr. ALLEN also said that he had no knowl- | 
edge of any such resolution having passed, and | 
he believed he was in the Chamber at the time of | 
its passage. ; 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, stated that: 
he was iri the chair when the consideration of the 
resolution wag called for by the Senator from New | 
York; (My-fatumapen.} The resolution was 
taker up, considered, and adopted, with all the. 
forms that are usual on the passage of a resolu- 
tion. He wished to know if the Senator from 
Missouri intended to impute any incorrectness of | 
conduct to tne Chair in the proceedings on the: 
resolution. i i i 
Mr. BENTON. Not at all; not at all. He? 
was out of his seat atthe time,and knew nothing | 
of what was done, or how it was done; he only 
knew it was quickly done. He was out of his | 
seat but a few minutes; was invited out of it into | 
a near room; was, in fact, invited out several | 
times before he ‘went; and was out but a few | 
minutes. He knew nothing of what wag done | 
notil since he came back. Ee certainly imputed | 
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Mr. WRIGHT said he had looked at the res- 
olution, and found that it contained the certificate 
of the Secretary, that-it had passed. Without 
making any complaint as to the irregularity with 
which that resolution passed, he would only say, 


thus passed, he would, so far as he (Mr. W.) 
was concerned, do it upon his responsibility. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said, that as to the re- 
| sponsibility attending this resolution, he avowed 
| himself willing to meet it there or before the 
| country. He had called up the resolution, and 
it had been acted on at his instance. He ac- 
| knowledged that advantage had been taken of 
time and circumstances; but the same advantage 
had been taken of him and others, in various 
instances, 
j Jackson man, but he was perfectly willing, as 
| regarded his participation in this matter, to meet 
the responsibility. 


pointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, and inform him that the two Houses of 
| Congress having finished the business before 
them, were ready to adjourn, provided he had no 
further communications to make, reported that 
they had performed the duty assigned them, and 
had received for answer that the President had 


the Senate a safe return to his family and his 
home. 


adjourn. 


gard this message, which had been sprung upon 


manner, during the discussion of a pending ques- 
tion—and complete the business before them. 
The question on adjournment was taken and 
decided in the negative. 
Mr. BEN'TON said this resolution could not 
pass. It was in the power of any one member to 


| Tt was then after midnight—it was two o’elock— 


sages of adjournment have passed between the 
two Houses and with the President, and no act, 
save the adjournment, can be done except by 
unanimous consent, which hides and covers up 
irregularities, The resolution had 
dropped; itcannotbe passed; it willnotbe passed. 


do now adjourn; and that the hour be entered on 
the Journal. It was now half past two o’clock 
on the dth day of March, and the constitutional 
existence of the Senate was atanend. This was 
the fact, and he wanted it on the Journal. 

Mr. TALLMADGE inquired if the motion to 
enter the hour on the Journal was in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore stated that by 
the rales, any member who moved an adjourn- 


motion was made entered on the Journal. 


inal. 
The 


remarks. 


He had hoped that at this hour, when they were 
to mar the harmony of the body, or interrupt the 


the occasion, He had endeavored, while presid- 


that if their Secretary, or the secretary of any į 
other body, distributed books under a resolution | 


He did not pretend to be much of a} 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the joint committee ap- | 


no further communications to make to Congress, | 
and requested them to wish to each member of | 


Mr. TALLMADGE hoped that the Senate | 
would not adjourn until they had consummated | 
the business before them; that they would disre- | 


them--and sprang upon them in an irregular į 


better be | 


The entry was accordingly made on the Jour- 


PRESIDENT pro tempore said that before | 
| taking the question on adjournment, he would | 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to make a few | 
Ite regretted exceedingly that he had ` 
left his situation in the chair fora moment, as it: 
bad led most probably to unpleasant feelings. : 


Mr. WRIGHT moved that the Senate now 


stop it, and he should use cvery effort to do so. | 


there is nota quorum of the Senate present; mes- i 


Mr. B. said it was now after two o’clock—half | 
| past two o’clock—and he moved that the Senate | 


| 
l 


| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


ment had the right to have the hourat which such | 


i 


about to separate, nothing would have occurred | 


fectings of personal kindness so appropriate to | 


ing over their deliberations, to which he had been : 
called by the kindness of the Senate, to discharge | 


his duties to the extent of his ability—faithfuily, 


he believed; honestly he knew he had; and he. 
regretted, regretted deeply, that anything should | 
have occurred, during his temporary absence from | 


the chair, to induce unpleasant feelings, and pre- 
vent a harmonious adjournment. 


Mr. BENTON said that every word spoken by 


the President [Mr. Kise] wentinto his heart, and | 


found a resting place there. Like him, he wished 
a harmonious adjournment; like him, he wished 


no Liame to the Senator from Mississippi; neither | 
thought if or imputed it, A Se | 


all to Separate with feelings of personal kindness; |! 


and for that very purpose he had moved the ad~ 
journment. It was the quiet and easy way to get 
rid of an unpleasant subject; to avoid a struggle 
which will lead to no results; for the resolution 
could not become a law. He wished to drop it 
as it was; and then there would be nothing to 
mar the kind feelings which prevailed, and which 
all would wish, with the President, to see pre- 
served. 

The question was then taken on the adjourn- 
ment; and decided in the negative—yeas 6, nays 
12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Hubbard, 
King, and Wiliiams of Mississippi—6. 

NAYS—Meassrs. Foster, Fulton, Lyon, Merrick, Nicho- 
las, Norvell, Roane, Southard, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, 
and White—12. 

Mr. BENTON said it was now entered on the 
Journal that it was half past two o’elock in the 
morning, and no quorum—only eighteen members 
present; and he now made a motion which was 
addressed to the President himself. In doing so, 
he would cite the example of Mr. Macon, whom 
they all knew, and than whom no man wasmore 
scrupulous. Mr. Macon held that at twelve 
o’clock at night, on the 3d of March of the short 
session, his powers as a Senator ceased, and if 
the Senate was not willing to adjourn at that time, 
he wentaway. Now, Mr. President, (said Mr. 
B.,) I believe that at this hour, half past two 
o’clock in the morning of the 4th of March, you 
have no authority here, and I have no right to 
address you. J, therefore, mean to make the 
question with you, whether, at this hour, you 
have power to act. The Chair has given notice 
that he is going to sign the resolution, and I ob- 
jectto it. Itis the 4th of March, and no quo- 
rum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said it was a 
very common thing at the close of Congress to 
sit and do business after midnight on the 3d of 
March. 

Mr. BENTON said he knew it was, but in such 
cases the fact was kept out of the Journal; all 
appeared there to have been done on the 8d of 
March. The Journal went on headed the 8d, 
and the approvals of the President bore date the 
3d. But now this is not the case, The time is 
marked on the Journal; it ismarked the morning 
of the 4th, and the whole proceeding will be in- 
valid on its face, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore was of opinion 
that he could not sign the resolution when a quo- 
rum of the Senate was not present, and so stated 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON said, as there was no quorum 
present, he hoped the Senate would adjourn. 

Several Sewarons said they hoped not; that a 
quorum would be soon present; and said thatthe 
Chair could dispatch the Sergeant-at-Arms after 
the absentees. 

Mr. BENTON said they had no right to send 
the Sergeant-at-Arms after members; that all 
power over Senators was at an end. 

The question was then taken on adjournment; 
and decided in the negative. 

Mr. MERRICK then made e few remarks in 
relation to the passage of the resolution. ‘He said 
he was in his seat in the Senate, but knew uot of 
the passage of this resolution. In fact, he did not 
know that the resolution had been presented for 
the consideration of the Senate, until he was in- 
formed thatit had passed. He was in favor of 
the object of the resolution, and would have voted 
for it, if he ha been aware of its having been 
before the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER said, in regard to the resolu- 
tion, he had understood such a one was to be of- 
fered, and not having been offered, he had con- 
cluded that it had been abandoned. The first 
actual knowledge he had of the resolation being 
before the Senate was hearing its title pronounced 
by the voice of his. colleague, [Mr. Wirutams.] 
I did not know what it meant. He read the res- 
olution. I heard him distinctly put the question; 
and the various questions that are usually put on 
the passage of a resolution were putas fully and as 
clearly as they generally are; and the question 
was carried as fairly, and the Senate was as full 
as it was when a majority of the acts passed by 
that body were carried. 

Mr. ROAWNE said that he knew no more of the 
passage of that resolution than the child unborn. 
He must have been in the Chamber at the time, 
but he had never heard itzalled up, nor any ques- 
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tion taken on it. With respect, however, to: these. 


Madison papers, he looked on them in a very 
different light from the trash that was so often 
published by Congress. He had received, this 
very evening, from a distinguished gentleman in 
Virginia, a letter asking information about them. 
It was a letter abounding with good sense, and 
placing a proper estimation on thesé papers. 


‘With this letter in his hand he went round to the | 


seat of his friend from Missouri, and endeavored 
to soften his rigid’ resolation with regard to the 
distribution of books, so as to make the Madison 
papers an exception. He endeavored to put these 
papers in contrast with the trash that was put 
abroad under the sanction of Congress, which 
may, perhaps, form the materials for a spurious 
history of the country. 
these. Madison papers had already been pub- 
lished, and that there would be an absurdity, af- 
ter paying for them, to put them away in the 
garret, with the trash that has lumbered there 
among the cobwebs of time. The Senator from 
Missouri stated. the terms on which he would 
agree to the distribution of this particular work, 
and that was to make a gencral distribution 
throughout the Union, and into every State; and 
he desired me to go to the Sceretary’s table, and 
get the clerk to make out a list of the general dis- 
tribution of documents, and then he would sup- 
port it. Mr. R. then descanted at length on the 
great.value of the Madison. papers; the import- 
ance thatthe information contained inthem should 
be disseminated as widely as possible, and. the 
absurdity of locking them up from the public 
view, after having paid for printing them. 


He | 


He represented that ; 


did not consider the works of James Madison of | 


the same nature with those publications with 
which it had been the custom of the two Houses 
to supply the members— 
$a custom 
More honor’d in the breach, than the observance 3”? 


and he hoped that the resolution of the Senator | 
from Missouri with regard to distributing books, | 


would not, like the rigid laws of the Medes and | 


Persians, be applied to them. 


Mr, BENTON said the reference of the Sena- | 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Roane} to him was cor- į 
rect; he had refused to agree to a distribution of | 


the: Madison Papers to the members of Congress, 
but was willing to a gencral distribution, accord- 
ing to the general distribution of documents; and 
desired the Senator from Virginia to get that list 
from one of the clerks, and either omit the mem- 
bers of Congress, or require them to pay the cost. 
This general distribution would carry the work 


into every State—its Senate and House of Rep- : 
resentatives—its executive office—its colleges and i 
universities—to all the executive offices of the | 


General Government—to the Library of Con- 
gress—to the offices of the Secretary of the Sen 
ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
and many others. It would distribute eleven or 
twelve hundred copies, and place them in every 
part of the Union, and in the best hands for pres- 
ervation and for use. Gentlemen were debating 


į 


as if the only alternatives were between an ex- ; 
clusive and gratuitous distribution of these papers | 


to` members of Congress, or a consignment of 


them to the worms in the garret, and an everlast- 
ing loss of them to mankind. This was rather 
wild, The distribution which he proposed would 
have saved them from the worms, would have 


given them to the whole Union, and to all man- | 
kind; it would have curtailed, nobody but mem- į 


bers of Congress, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore said that on 
further consideration, and. consulting the rules, 


he was of opinion that it did not require a quo- i 


rum to be present to authorize the signing of a 
bill.or resolution, It:was.not properly.an act of 
legislation, but merely a signing to be done by 
the Chair to authenticate the act. 
opinion, he would now proceed to sign the joint 
resolution. at : 

Mr. BENTON said the signing could only be 
done ‘in the presence.of the Senate, and there was 
no Senate when there was no quorum. , Every 
signing was a publicact. The Presiding Officer 
gave audible notice of it; the Senate ceased to 
act; no Senator. could speak; nothing could be 
done while the President. was. signing. Mr. 
B. was clearly. of.opinion that acts could only be 
signed when. the Senate was formed and. a quo- 


rum present. 


Holding this | 


j 
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} 


| 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore thon signed the 
resolution. © | i eae 

. Mr. ALLEN said that the resolution could 
not now go to the President for his signature. 
There is no committee of the. House of Repre- 


sentatives which is necessary to form the joint 


committee, to join the committee on the part of 
the Senate to carry it. The House of Repre- 
sentatives had adjourned and dispersed, and the 
two members who composed part of: the joint 


committee to take bills to the President had | 


ceased to exist as members of Congress. The 
body to which they belonged had ceased-tocxist. 
The resolution could not be carried; there was 
no authority existing which could carry it. 

Mr. FOSTER said that he would carry it. 
He was a member on the part of the Senate of 


the joint committee, and he had once carried a ii 
| bill to the President alone, but he had ascer- 


tained that he had made a mistake. 

{Mr. Foster and Mr. Merrick, the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate then left the Cham- 
ber with the joint resolution.] 

Mr, BENTON said the impediments were not 
yet surmounted; there was a little difficulty to be 
encountered when. the committee got back. He 


had the rules in his hand, and would read them į 
It was now four o'clock on: | 


at the proper time. 
the morning of Monday, the 4th of March; the 


House of Representatives adjourned and gone, į 


and no quorum here. 
ahead, 

Mr. WHITE said he would state what he 
knew respecting the passage of. this resolution. 
Fe had just come into the Senate Chamber when 
he heard the Senator occupying the chair [Mr. 
Wirtiams] ask if a resolution should be taken up. 
If he gave it any particular designation it escaped 
my ear. The Presiding Officer put the question, 
and it was passed, several voices voting in the 
affirmative. 
it contained, I asked for the reading of it, and it 
was handed to me. As there was no discussion 
on the subject, no division asked, and none taken, 


There were obstacles 


and consequently deeming the question an unim- ;f 
Te | 


portant one, he voted neither aye nor no. 
himself was opposed to the principle of distrib- 
uting books among the members of Congress; but 
none of those whose lead he was accustomed. to 
follow on this subject opposing. this resolution, 
and on looking around and observing. that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] was. not in 
his seat, he thought it was an unimportant mat- 
ter, and did not expect to hear anything more 
about it. ; 

The committee who waited on the President 
for his signature to the joint resolution having 
arrived in the Senate Chamber, 

Mr. BENTON rose toa point of order—to have 
things done in order. One of the most solemn 
acts of the two Houses is that of sending bills to 
the President to be signed; it has to be done ina 
prescribed form, and reported and recorded ina 


| prescribed form. Upon this depend all the ques- ;; 


tions connected with the ten days’ constitutional 
right of the President to retain a bill, his culpa 


bility if he does not return it, the prevention of | 


the retarn by the adjournment of Congress, the 


efficacy of the bill as alaw if not returned in time, | 


unless prevented by an adjournment, All this 
makes the presentation of the bill to the President 
one of the most formal and serious acts of legis 


lation; and therefore the rules had carefully pro- |; 


vided to make the presentation a matter of record 
in each House of Congress—a record the verity 
of which could not be impeached, and which 


| would require no extensive evidence to support 


it. A standing committee was to carry it; that: 


| committee was to be joint; it was to be composed 


of two members from each House, and these two 


members of each House were to make report to |, 


their Houses, respectively, that the bill had been 


presented, carefully stating the day on which it 


was presented; and then this report was to be | 
entered on the Journals of each House.. 

[Mr. B. here read the rules, to show that ‘he 
stated them correctly. ] 

He said these rules could not have. been com- i 
plied with in this case. The joint standing com- 
mittee was dissolved. by the dissolution of. the 
House of Representatives... The half committee 
of the Senate was a.nonentity without. the other 
half from the House of Representatives. No 


Not knowing what it was, or what |: 


i| 
j 
| 
} 
i 
i 


sentatives, which. had: been adjourned ‘for two: 
|i hours, and no such record can. be made. here, as 
the rules imperatively require. Lcall-the atten- 
| tion of the Secretary of the Senate.to the rules, 
i in the entry which he is to make, The Senators, 
will report what they have done; and that is, they 
went, without the committee. of the House, to, 
the President, and. went on the 4th. of,March: 
and. there ends the work for which we have been: 
kept here so many hours,. It drops now, as 1 
proposed it should'drop three-hours ago. =” 
Mr. MERRICK reported. that within the-last 
i| hour.the committee had placed in the hands:of. 
i the President a joint resolution, for the distribu» 
tion, in part, of the Madison Papers iy.. 
|| Mr. TALLMADGE moved: that: the. Senate 
i| adjourn sine die. ; ; 
Mr. BENTON asked if a minority. ofthe Sen- 
i| ate could adjourn sine die.. He thought they could: 
|i only adjourn from, day to day until -a` quorum 
| was present. . peed ee 
Fhe PRESIDENT. pro tempore decided that 
| the Senate could adjourn sine die, and : 
The Senate adjourned sine die at twenty min- 
utes past four o’clock, a. me’ 


i 
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| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sunpay, March 3, 1839. 

|| -The SPEAKER laid before the House several. 
Executive communications, which were laid ott 
the table, and ordered to be printed, | K 

è POST OFFICE BUILDING MERTA 
|| Mr. LINCOLN askeđ ‘the ‘House ‘to talce'up: 
| the bill to provide for the erection of a fire-proof : 


building for the Post Office Department: 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped they would ton- 
| fine this day to the needful appropriation bills; 
: and therefore he must object to it. niin 
o Mr. LINCOLN thereupon move 
‘of the rules; and the vote bein 
i 38, pi . 7 
Mr. CAMBRELENG withdrew his objection. 
| Mr. CRABB then objected; but, on.a second 
‚i trial, the vote being—ayes 89, noes 29; no quo- 
rum, : a 
Mr. CRABB called for the yeas and nays; but 
i they were refused; ‘and tellers being ordered, the” 

resalt was announced—ayes 93, noes 35. 07° 07 

So the rules were suspended; and the bill was” 
put on its third reading, 00 0o T S A 

Mr. CRABB was opposed to acting on any“ 
thing on such’a day as this but what was abso- 
ilutely necessary to, carry on the Government. 
| This was not a measure of that class, and there- 
| fore he opposed it. PG ns eed oe 
| Mr. TALIAPERRO ‘opposed the bill mainly: 
|| on account of the report'upon which'it was baséd. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG demanded the previous ` 
i question; which was seconded, ©” : 
(| Mr. CRABB moved to lay the bilon the table; 
| which was lost. f ein 
The main question. was, then ordered; and 
H thereon eae i 
Mr. CRABB demanded the yeas and nays; but 
l they were refused; and the bill was ordered`to a. 
and then read the third time and 


da suspension, 
g—ayes 7], noes. 


gs 


i. third readin 
' passed. ; 
1 Mr. LINCOLN then submitted a resolution to 
+ suspend the 16th joint rule, so as to send this bill 


| to the Senate; which was agreed to. 
ji FLORIDA, WAR. 
i On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
i| took up the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
|| for preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities. 
io Mr. EVERETT moved to non-concur iv. the 
| amendment striking out the item of $5,000. for 
|: holdinga treaty with the Seminoles. me 
Mr. ROBERTSON called. for the 
| mays; but they were refused. - 
The amendment then was non-concurred in— 
ayes 51; noes not counted, 
The other amendment was concurred in. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION. BILL. ; 
The amendments of the Senate to this bill, upon 


yeas and 


i which they insisted, namely: to. have the execu- 
| tive printing and binding done upon advertised 
| contract, and the one in relation to th 


é Decument- 


lary History, were taken upi o of bon SS 
i Mr, BOND, at whose: instance the:fitst:provis~ 


record coult be made in the House of Repre- il ion had been ingrafted:upen the. billeriginally, 
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briefly advocated its expediency, and moved that 
thë House adhere. 

The SPEAKER explained that this motion 
would peril the whole bill; and if both Houses 
adhere, the bill would be lost. 

Mr. BOND was aware of the consequences, 
but he should persist in his motion nevertheless. 

Mr. McKENNAN did hope the gentleman 
would: substitute the motion to * insist,” and not 
peril the bill in this way. 

After a few words from Messrs. ATHER- 
TON, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, BRIGGS, 
GRENNELL, HARLAN,WILLIAMS of Ken- 
tucky, GARLAND of Louisiana, FILLMORE, 
TILLINGHAST, RIVES, BANKS, and BELL, 

Mr. GRAHAM, of North Carolina, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

< Aftera number of suggestions from Messrs. : 
RIVES, BELL, and others, 

Mr. BOND substituted a motion to insist. 

Mr, RIVES, as being more respectful to the 
other body, moved thatthe House ‘* recede” from 
its disagreement to the proposed amendment of 
the Senate. ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr, HARLAN said, as the executive printing 
had been a monopoly for years, he hoped the pro- 
fessed anti-monopolists, the Locofocos, would 
now show the sincerity of their professions by 
their votes. 

‘The question being then taken, the result was | 
—yeas 80, nays 93. 

o the House refusing to recede, the question 
recurred upon the motion to insist, 

Mr. LOOMIS moved to amend the motion by 
adding the words “ and ask a committee of con- 
ference; but the amendment was disagreed to. 

‘The motion to insist was then carried without 
a division. 

‘The other amendment, upon which the Senate 

` had, in part, insisted, in relation to the Docu- 
mentary History, was then taken up. 
Mr. PETRIBIN moved that the House in- 
sist, ; 
‘Mr. TOUCEY moved that the House recede 
“from its disagreement. 
-. Mr. ATHERTON called for the yeasand nays; 
but they were not ordered; and Mr. Toucry’s 


motion was rejected—ayes sixty-six, noes not || 


counted. 

The motion to insist was then agreed to with- 
out a division. 

Ata subsequent stage, the bill was returned | 
from the Senate, accompanied by a message, 
stating that they still insisted, and asked a com- 
mittee of conference, having appointed a commit- 
tee of three on their part. | 

Mr. CAMBRELEENG moved to concur in the | 
resolution for a conference, which was agreed to; 
and, on his motion, a committee of three was ap- Í 
pointed on the part of the House, consisting of 

r. Bonn of Ohio, Mr. Aruerron of New Hamp- | 
shire, and Mr, Lrycoun of Massachusetts. 

About seven o’clock at night, Mr. BOND made 
a report from the committee of conference, which 
recommended the Senate, in part, to recede, and 
in part to insist, upon their amendment, with the 
addition that the printing shall be executed in | 
the city of Washington; and recommended that 
the Senate recede from part of their amendment 
atriking out the appropriation for the Document- 
ary History, but only so far as the House was 
concerned, the Senate abstaining from taking the 
books: 

‘The xeport.was concurred in without a division; 
but, at æ subsequent stage, at the instance of Mr. 
BELL, 

Mr. BOND moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the. last matter was agreed to; and, 
after a. desultory diseugsion by Messrs. BOND, 
LINCOLN, and BELL, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said that, 
rather than peril a bill upon which the temporary 
existence of the. Government depended, upon a 
mere point of etiquette, he should demand the 
previous question; and it was seconded, ¢arried, 
and the main question ordered and put; when the | 
House refused to reconsider—ayes 54, noes 84. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state 


[i « . 
‘lamination? 


Mr. McKENNAN moved to take up the Cum- 
berland road bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, however, ruled that the 
Committee must first dispose of the business 
under consideration when the committee last rose, 
which was the Army bill. 

Mr. CASEY inquired if the Cumberland road 
was not necessarily in order, as the House had 
gone into committee generally? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not, and 
reiterated his decision. 

Mr. McKENNAN appealed therefrom, but 
after some remarks from that gentleman and 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, LINCOLN, and 
RARIDEN, he withdrew it. 

The committee then resumed the consideration 
ofthe Army appropriation bill, the question pend- 
ing being on the provision to pay the State of 
Massachusetts $272,716 for her militia claims for 
services in the late war. 

This was an amendment of the Senate, and the 
question was on concurring therein, 

Mr. LINCOLN warmly advocated the claim, 
and went on to show that it was scarcely a sev- 
enth of what Massachusetts was justly entitled 
to, and that it precisely accorded in principle with 
the already paid claims of Connecticut, New 
York, Maryland, Virginia, South Carolina, and 
other States, proceeding to establish the latter 
| point by a review of the services actually per- 
formed by the militia of Massachusetts. 


jected to the manner in which it was introduced, 
by thus ingrafting substantive propositions upon 
bills with which they have no connection. It was 
a loose mode of legislation, ever to be deprecated, 
and was establishing a bad precedent. More- 
over, the validity of the claim for so large an 
amount was not proven, and was doubtful. It 
had never yet been audited; and therefore the 
House would be voting away upwards of a quar- 
ter of a million of dollars in the dark. Mr. C. 
went into a variety of minute statements of the 
various items composing this gross sum, in order 
to show that the claim ought not to be passed. 
The evidence in support of a number of the items 
was deficient. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG entreated gentlemen to 
abstain from speaking, for if they were to go into 
the merits of these ancient claims, they would 
have to sit all night again. 

Mr. EVANS said the claim had been audited 


cient evidence to establish all the items, yet since 
that time Congress had adopted a new principle | 
of evidence, and upon the application of that | 
principle this claim was valid. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding the following: 


“And that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to adjust and settle claims of the 
State of Maryland, for interest due on the amount of money 


advanced by that State to the United States during the last 
war with England,” 


This amendment was rejected without a divi- | 
sion. 

‘The amendment of the Senate was then non- 
concurred in—ayes 65, noes 73. 

Some of the other amendments were agreed to, 
and others non-concurred in. 


INDIAN ANNUITIES, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then took up the sundry amendments of 
the Senate to the Indian appropriation bill, some 
of which being concurred in, 

Mr. EVERETT moved an additional item of 
| $10,000 for surveying and marking the Indian 
j country west of the Mississippi; which was 
agreed to. 

“Mr, BELL moved to amend the bill by adding 


&c., in the late war with Great Britain, should 


ers, which was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, remarked upon 
the large sums involved in the Senate’s amend- 
ments, and inquired if they had undergone ex- 


Mr. BELL said he had collated the sums with 
the requisitions of the treaties, and had found ; 
them accurate in every instance. 

The amendments were generally, but briefly 


of the Union, (Mr. Brices in the chair.) 


discussed by Messrs. PETRIKIN, HARLAN, 


Mr. COLES opposed the amendment. THe ob- ` 


in 1836; and although then there was not suffi- |: 


be placed on the pension roll like other pension- |; 


CAMBRELENG, BELL, ADAMS, LEWIS, 
GARLAND of Louisiana, and EVERETT. 


7 
| 
i 
| Some of the amendments were non-concurred 


|, in, but the more important ones were all agreed 


to. 

The item of $5,000, for the commission to in- 
vestigate the Creek frauds in Alabama, was dis- 
cussed at length by Messrs. HARLAN, EV- 
ERETT, LEWIS, DAWSON, MURRAY, 
TOWNES, and GARLANDof Louisiana; when 
it was agreed to. 

Before all the amendments were acted on, at 
the suggestion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the bill 
was laid aside, the committee rose, and reported 
the Army bill to the House. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
| Army appropriation bill was taken up; and the 
House having concurred with the committee in 
their concurrence with the Senate’s amendments, 
i Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to non-concur in 
| the disagreement of the committee to ‘the amend- 
ment for the payment for the Missouri horses, 
lost in the voyage from New Orleans to Tampa 
bay, which was agreed to; and thus the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in. 

The additional section for the payment of the 
| New Hampshire militia was non-concurred in 
| without a division. 
| The additional section also inserted by the 
Senate for the payment of the Massachusetts mi- 
litia claims was taken up, on the question of con- 
‘curring with the Committee of the Whole in 
their disagreement thereto. 

Mr. LINCOLN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Before the call was commenced, the hour of 
three having arrived, the House took its daily 
recess until half past four. 


EVENING SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
| a resolution was adopted to give the little boys 
i an extra compensation of $250 for their services 
| during the last three months. 

Sundry other resolutions of a similar character 
were offered; some-of which were agreed to, and 
others rejected. . 

Mr. LYON moved that the House take up the 
bill for the benefit of the Selma and ‘Tennessee 
: Railroad Company. He stated that he would not 
ask the favor, but, though he had been in the 
House all day, indisposition would compel him 
to leave the Elall. 

Mr. LINCOLN objecting, 

Mr. LYON moved a suspension of the rules; 
but it was ineffectual. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question was then taken on concurring 
with the Committee of the Whole in their non- 
concurrence with the Senate in the provision to 
the Army bill to appropriate $272,716 to liqui- 
date the Massachusetts militia claims, and re- 
sulted in the affirmative—yeas 83, nays 63. 

So the House disagreed to the amendment of 
the Senate. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DOWNING asked leave of the House to 
prosent a communication from the Governor of 
| Florida in relation to the barbarous murders re- 
_ cently perpetrated in that Territory. Mr. D. 
| also asked lcave to make a statement on the sub- 
| ject. He said it was very important, for the 
houses were in flames from the depredations of 
the Indians within ten miles of the seat of gov- 
ernment. 

Objection being made, Mr. D. moved a sug- 


: |; pension of the rules. 
a provision that the Cherokee warriors wounded, `: 


The rules were not suspended—ayes 88, noes 
| 54; not two thirds. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then went into the Committee of the Whole on 
he state of the Union, (Mr. Briaas in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill provid- 
ing for the payment of Indian annuities, and other 
Indian affairs. 

Mr. DOWNING read an extract from a letter 
of the Governor of Florida, setting forth that the 
_ condition of that Territory was worse than it had 
: been during any period of the war; and that the 


| regular troops afforded no protection at all. 


t 
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-The amendment of the Senate providin 
Seneca treaty was non-concurred in. 
Mr. EVERETT moved to non-concur in the 
section repealing the second section of the act of 
1830, which authorizes the President to exchange 
iands owned by Indians east of the Mississippi, į 
who wish to emigrate, for lands west of the Mis- 
sissippi. E 
Mr. BELL fully concurred in the amendment, 
which would have the effect of preventing the 
multiplying of Indian treaties, and put an end to 
making these interminable Indian treaties. 


Mr. EVERETT withdrew his objection, though || 


he could not flatter himself that the amendment | 
would arrest the evil. 

The amendment was agreed to; and all the 
amendments of the Senate having been acted on, 
“Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved an ad- 
ditional clause to authorize the President of the 
United States to accept the services of volunteers, 
not to exceed five thousand in number, for Flor- : 
ida, and that dollars be appropriated there- 
fo 


Tes. 3 
The CHAIRMAN, however, ruled the amend- 
ment out of order, on the ground that it was an 
appropriation for which there was no existing 
law. | 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- ; 
mittee then rose, and reported the above bill and 
amendments to the House. 

The report of the committee on all the amend- į 
ments was concurred in, and the bill sent to the 
Senate for concurrence. 


‘ CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. RARIDEN then moved that the House go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union on the Cumberland road bill; upon 
which motion è 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were taken. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWSON roseand called the attention of 
the House to the fact that names were recorded 
who were not in the city. Among these were 
Messrs. Thompson, Worruincton, and Mason 
of Ohio; all of whom had left the city, and all 
voted in the affirmative. These votes, it was as- 
certained, if counted, would take up the bill; if 
omitted, the majority would be in the negative. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the roll be called 
again, and the difficulty put an end to. 
Mr. McKENNAN objected to this. 
The vote was then announced—yeas 74, nays 

+ 


Ti. 
So the House refused to go into committee on 
the bill. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


On motion of Mr. RENCHER, the House 
took up the joint resolution from the Senate to 
authorize: the purchase of the Pea Patch Island 
in the Delaware river, and for other purposes, | 
which, having been read twice, was committed; 
and Mr. R. moved that the House go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
thereon; which was agreed to. 

The House accordingly went into committee, 
(Mr. Howarp in the chair,) and the above joint 
resolution was taken up and discussed by Messrs. 
MILLIGAN and HARLAN, when the latter 
gentleman moved so to amend it as to substitute 
the “ President of the United States” for the 
“Secretary of War,” and to limit the price to 
$50,000, subject to the approval of Congress. 
After a few words from Mr. KEMBLE, the 
first amendment was disagreed to—ayes 51, noes 
not counted. 

The sécond amendment was discussed by 
Messrs. HOFFMAN, POPE, MERCER, NAY- 
LOR, McK AY, GRAVES, and CURTIS, when 

“Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to limit thé sum to $25,000. 

This proposition was also discussed by the 
mover avd’ Messrs. THOMAS, HARRISON, 
KEMBLE, PETRIKIN, GRAVES, CAMBRE- 
LENG, and: BELL, when it was rejected. 

Mr. THOMAS ‘then moved to- strike out 
$50,000, and leave the sum indefinite, subject to 
the ratification or approval of Congress; which 
was disagreed to-—ayes 45, noes not counted. 

Mr. Hanvan’s amendment was then agreed to, 
without a division. 

The resolution was then laid aside to be re- 
ported. 


g for the | 


l: bill; which was rejected. i 
| Mr. BELL moved the bill to continue the Choc- || 


ii sixth census. 


move that the committee rise; for if this. bill was ; 


LAW OF PATENTS. f 

The committee then took up the Senate bill 
entitled «An actin addition to the act to promote | 
the progress of the useful arts;’’ but, before much | 
progress was made init, i 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the committee rose, 
and reported the joint resolution, leaving the bill 
in committee. i 

The House concurred in the amendment to the 
joint resolution—ayes 83, noes not counted. 

Mr. McKAY moved a further amendment; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN renewed his first amendment, 
but it was rejected without a division. - | 
| The resolution was then ordered to a third | 
i reading, read the third time, and passed. 
: On the question of going into committee again | 
i on the bill on patents, | 
| Mr. BO ULDIN moved to include the bill pro- | 
i viding for the building of a jail in the District.of | 
: Columbia; which was agreed to. H 

Mr. LEWIS moved the Florida occupation | 


| 


taw commission; which was rejected. | 


| sumed the consideration of the bill amendatory i 
| of the law organizing the Patent Office. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to strike out the pro- | 
vision for a beard of examiners; which was re- | 
jected. 

Several other amendments were submitted and | 
rejected. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved to strike out the en- | 
! acting clause; and upon that motion, proceeded | 
to state, his objections to several provisions of the 
bill, then withdrawing the motion. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 


JAIL IN WASHINGTON. | 


The committee then took up the amendments | 
of the Senate to the bill providing for the erection ; 
of a new jailin the city of Washington; and they '; 
being agreed to, the committee rose and reported |, 
the two foregoing bills to the ITouse. 

The first bill was ordered to a third reading, | 
| read the third time, and passed. 

The House then concurred in the amendments 
| of the Senate to the bill to provide for the conistruc- | 
i tion of a new jail in the city of Washington. 


SIXTH CENSUS. 


The House concurred in the amendments of | 
the Senate to the bill to provide for taking the | 
i 


t 
Yr. 


ARMY BILL. 


The House took up the Senate’s amendments ; 
to the Army appropriation bill; and, on motion of | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, concurred therein, the | 
House receding therefrom. 


INDIAN BILL. 


H 
i 
j 
| 


The House then went into committee, and re- |! 


! had not completed its business. 


| sion. 


| Navy. 


| cations certain extra compensation 
| vices. 


| jected without a division. 


The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, © 
„Mr. GRAVES moved. that the Tennessee land 
bill be taken up. he EE ES 
Objections were’ made all over thé House, and 


| Mr. G. moved a suspension of the sulés.. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which being ordered, 
were—yeas 8], nays 49. ` i n ae 

So the rules were not suspended, requiring two 
thirds. ee ; 
COURTS IN LOUISIANA: 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the bill to change the times of holding the Fed- 
| eral courts in Louisiana was taken out of Com- 
| mittee of the Whole, brought into the House; and 
| put on its third reading. 

Mr. HOFFMAN moved an amendment in 
| reference to the courts in New York; which was 
agreed to. wy 

Mr. BRONSON moved a further amendment; 
which was agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


The amendment of the Senate to the joint res- 
olution for the purchase of Pea Patch Island was 
! concurred in by the House receding from so-much 
of its amendment as the Senate disagreed to— 
ayes 109, noes not counted. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. CUSHMAN offered the usual resolution 
for a joint committee to wait on the President.of 


the United States, and inform him that the two 


Houses were ready to adjourn. 
Mr. WISE said he should obj 


1 


ect, for the House 


The resolution was agreed to without a divi- 


PAY OF SAILING MASTERS. - 


Mr. WISE moved to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the bill to 
increase the pay of the sailing masters of the 
[Cries of * No!?? No!” intermingled 
with others of “ Agreed !’? ** Agreed I ` 

The motion was disagreed to. ; 


PAY TO A CLERK. z 


Mr. WISE asked leave to submit a resolution 
to pay the clerk of the select committee on defal- 
for’ his ser: 
Objection being made, gis Ea : 
Mr. W. moved a suspension of the rules; and 
the tellers: having announced—ayes 77, noes 45, 
(not two thirds,) Ea Tani gas 
Mr. W. called for the yeas and nays; but. they 
were refused; and the motion to:suspend was're-- 


Mr. S. W. MORRIS asked leave, as a member 


|! of the Committee of Accounts, to make a state- 


ment in relation to this matter; but it was refused, 


The amendments of the Senate to this bill were | 
i taken up. il 
The House, in the morning, had disagreed to |, 
: several of the amendments, but insisted upon one || 
of them. f 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House |; 
now receded from their disagreement; and thus; 
the bill was finally passed. ji 


SELMA AND TENNESSEE RAILROAD. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the House go into | 
committee upon several bills granting the right of |i 
way to certain railroad companies. I 

Mr. BELL moved to include the bill to continue +} 
the Choctaw commission; which Mr. Lewts ac- |) 
cepted as a modification of his motion; which was || 
then agreed to, only so far as regards the Selma i 
and Tennessee Railroad Company. . 

The House then went into committee on various 
bills. li 

The bill for the benefit of the Selma and Ten- |; 
nessee Railroad Company, granting them right i 
of preémption to alternate sections, with six years | 
credit, was taken up, and | 

H 
| 
I 
i 


| 


i 


Mr. LINCOLN was proceeding to oppose it; | 
when 


Mr. CASEY suggésted that the gentleman | 


t 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


if 
P 
ph 
i 

i 


to be debated, nothing more could be done. _ 
Mr. LINCOLN accordingly made the motion, | 
but held it suspended for suggestions, and then {| 


i 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
i 
| renewing it, the motion prevailed. H 


[Pp 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. . 


On’motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the usual order 
was adopted, to send a message to the Senate noti- 
fying that body that the House, having concluded 
the business before it, was ready. to adjourn. 


EXTRA PAY TO CLERKS, ETC. 


Several resolutions were offered again to give 
the clerks, messengers, stable-keeper, &c., extra 
pay; but they were all rejected. 


PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 


Mr. HARLAN moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enablé him to submit a resolution that 
the Secretary of the Treasury prepare a state- 
ment of the defaulters from 1829, and that it be 
rinted during the recess. ` 
Mr. H. asked for the yeas and nays.on.his mo- 
tion; which being ordered, were—yeas 64, nays 
33. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


MADISON PAPERS. 


The House concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate to suspend the 16th and 17th joint rules 
of the House, so as to pass a joint resolution to 
provide for the distribution, in part, of the Mad- 
ison papers. i a 

The joint resolution was soon 
and, having been read twice, 


Mr. WISE briefly supported it: 


after received, 
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Mr. PETRIKIN was not opposed to the reso- 
lution, but he would take that occasion to remark 
that the charge brought by Mr. BELL against the 
Senate was now proven to be unfounded. 


The resolution was then put on its third read- | 


ing; and the question being on its passage, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas. and 


nays; but they were refused, and the resolution | 


was passed without a division. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CUSHMAN, from the joint committee 
appointed to wait on the President of the United 


States, and inform him that, unless he had fur- | 
ther communications to make, both Houses were | 


ready to close the present session, reported that 
they had performed that duty, and were informed 
by the President that he had no further commu- 
nication, but he wished the members all a safe 
and happy return to their homes. 


THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. ELMORE moved the following resolu- | 


tion: 
Resolved, That. the thanks of this House be presented to 
the Hon. James K. Poux, for the abte, impartial, and dig 


nified manner in which le has presided over its delibera- || 


tions, and pertormed the arduous and important duties of 
the Chair. 

Mr. MeKENNAN inquired of the Chair 
whether this could be received at this time with- 
out suspending the rules of the House for that 
purpose? 

Mr. ELMORE suggested that it had always 
been customary to oller a resolution of this kind 
as an act of courtesy, and it was never objected 
to. 

Mr. BELL hoped that no objection would be 
made, It was an act of courtesy on the part of 
the House, to which he presumed there would be 
no objections of a technical character. 

Mr. McKENNAN said. he should not press 
the inquiry or make further objection. 

Mr. CURTIS renewed the objection. This 


be presented on leave. The short time remain- 
ing ought to be devoted to the pressing business 
of the country, which ought not to be interrupt- 
ed by a resolution of this description, which 
would, in all probability, lead to an excited de- 
bate, 


Mr. ELMORE quoted from the Journal a pre- | 


cedent when a vote of thanks had been passed to 
Mr. Stevenson, ‘The question of order had then 
been raised as now; the Chair decided the mo- 


tion to be in order; an appeal was taken, aud the | 


House sustained the decision of the Chair bya 
vote of 95 to 40. 


Mr. PRENTISS said he would not object to i 
the offering of the resolution, but wished to offer | 


an amendment to it. 


Mr. ELMORE reminded him that it was a! 


question of order, and that no amendment could 
be offered till that had been settled, and the res- 
olution received, 


the. question of order himself, but thought it was 
very proper that it should be raised and con- 
sidered; and as it was now up, he should back his 
friend from New York [Mr. Curris] in his ob- 
jection, This was a resolution—nothing more, 
and nothing else—and it came under the rules 
which governed the presentation of resolutions. 
If it was in order, it could only be because the 


rules admitted its presentation, or because the | 


House, by a vote of two thirds, suspended the 
rules for a time. 


rules had not been suspended, 

Mr. CURTIS said that to avoid delay he would 
withdraw his question of order, though he held 
it to be a valid objection under the rules. 

Mr. ELMORE said that, in offering this reso- 
lution, he had only followed outa practice of the 
House which had prevailed from the beginning 
of the Government. Courtesy had always dic- 
tated to the members of the House to accord to 
their Speaker that meed of thanks which was due 
to his services. He had no desire to wound the 
feelings of any gentleman; nor would he debate 
the propriety of the resolution itself; but if others 
entered into that question, he should claim an 
equal right todo so, 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said that he 
had come to the House prepared to expect. the 


offering of such a resolution. He had seen in- 
dications of its coming, and he had come pre- 
pared also to offeran amendment to the resolu- 
| tion, and to sustain that amendment, which he 
| should do, if left to sustain it alone. ; 

; Mr. P. said he was unwilling, at this hour, 
when they were about so shortly to leave that 
Hall, to allude to anything which might excite 
‘unpleasant reminiscences. He considered this 
| resolution as not a mere matter of form. It had 
| been claimed to bea mere act of parting courtesy, 
| usual at the termination of every Congress; if it 
il were that, and nothing more than that—if it were 
the mere touching of the cap or extending the 


! Mr. P. would not oppose or object to it. He 
| was for encouraging the courtesies of life, and 
‘ they had seen quite enough, during the present 
i session, to convince them of the necessity of do- 
i ing so; but this was a peculiar case, to which the 
i rules of mere courtesy did not apply. Mr. P. 
| could not consent to praise the Speaker for hav- 
‚ing been impartial in the discharge of the duties 


j 
i 


was a very small matter—a customary compli- 
i| ment merely; but as every gentleman knew, in 
| polities a very small thing might become a very 
l: great thing; a mere thread might be seized upon, 
and, by party management, might be woven at 


| and to control the Legislatures of States. 
|i present resolution was one which presented facil- 
‘ities for being so availed of. 
i jection to uttering a courteous farewell to the 
| Speaker as a gentleman, and wishing him a pleas- 
|| was to be used as so much political capital, to do 
|: political busia 


| posed to furnish it. 
| 
i 
H 


í tial; the Elouse did not so consider him; and in 


} 

i 

| 

ji ground, the appointment of the members of an 
|| Investigating committee, to examine into the de- 
j faleations of his own party. And though the 
i 3 

|Í through the House like an unchained t 


2 ger, leap- 
|: ing in all directions, yet this was a poin 


i only point, from which it had never departed; 
| here it had fixed its fangs with a determined and 
‘adeadly hold. Trust the Speaker with that ap- 


declare a lie. Mr. P, never would vote for such 
a declaration, He never would say what he did 
not beleve, nor record the assertion that the 
Speaker had been impartial when the House had 
recorded its own vote to the contrary. Mr. P, had 
t here in his pocket alittle document, which would 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
ji 
i 


i Speak very intelligibly as to this Speaker’s im- ii 
F partiality. Tle well knew what this resolution of |; 
Mr. WISE said he should never have raised | 


thanks was worth, under existing circumstances, 


i He should speak out plainly and explicitly, ashe ; 
Was wont to do. He knew that the incumbent of |! 


| the chair was playing a political game, in which 


} 


| into his own teeth. He would not send that gen- 


was to be used against himself and others with 
whom he acted. 
l country that, in the formation of the committees 
of the House—and what act was of deeper im- 
| portance--the Speaker had not been impartial. 
Mr. P. would not be understood as saying that it 
was unusual or improper that the Speaker of that 
House, in appointing its standing and other com- 
ii mittees, should place upon them a majority of 
i; those who corresponded with him in political sen- 
i timent; of this he did uot complain; but he be- 
i: Leved there was nota legislative body upon the 
| globe where, political parties being so nearly bal- 
anced, the disparity of those parties in the com- 
, Mittees of that body was so enormous. Mr. P., 


| facts—facts which, if the gentleman from South 
l Carolina [Mr. Ermer] was able to swallow, his 


| hand to the Speaker who was retiring from office— 


: of the Chair, simply because it was not true that | 
| be had been impartial. It might be said that this | 


_ last into a cable, by which to lead bodies of men |! 


The | 
Mr. P. had no ob- | 


| ant journey home; but he believed this vote of thanks | 


ss upon, and he, for one, was not dis- 


He said that the Speaker had not been impar- | 


| proof of this it would be sufficient to refer to the | 


was not petition day, aud petitions could only | vote of the House refusing to him, on that very | 


i debate on that subject had rushed and raged | 


t andthe | 


pointment the House would not; and now to pass i 
a solemn vote that the Speaker had discharged his | 
duties in an ‘ impartial’? manner would be to |! 


be smallest amount of capital was useful to him. | 
n that game Mr. P. was opposed to him; and he f 
would not, by voting for this resolution, throw it | 


| teman into the electioneering field with this cer- | 

tificate in his pocket; he would not certify to the | 
| people of the United States a positive lie, which ;| 
The rules expressly forbade its | 


being presented save on a particular day, and the | Ile would say to the whole || 


powers of deglutition must be very different from 
those of Mr. P. 

To begin with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, How stood parties there? There were six 
Administration men to three of the Opposition, 
Was this—Mr. P. put it to gentlemen—was this 
a fair representation of the balance of parties in 
the House itself? Then there was the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means; every one admitted its 
importance as standing at the head of the finances; 
and how was it constituted? Here again it was 
six to three. But what was the constitution of 
the Committee of Elections? Everybody knew 
| that a place on that committee had been no sine- 
cure this Congress; so far from it, the acts and 
reports of that committee had shaken the pillars 
| of this Government, as the blind Sampson shook 
the pillars of Dagon’s temple; if they had not 
been absolutely thrown down, they had at least 
been shaken to their foundation. it was a com- 
mittee in which, of all others, the strictest im- 
| partiality was demanded; for there it was that 
the demon of party was most likely to rear its 
hydra head. And how did this committee—a 
committee of judges—how did it stand? Seven 
torwo. Yes, seven to two; and that was this 
|| Speaker’s “impartiality!” Well, how stood the 
case with the Judiciary Committee? Here again 
it was seven to two, if the distinguished gentle- 
man from Virginia was to be ranked with the 
Administration; but as a change had taken place 
| Since the constitution of the committee, it stood, 
on the most favorable statement,.six to three. 
Here, then, under the action of this most impar- 
tial Speaker, the four most important committees 
of the House were so constituted as to give the 
Administration party, as its very smallest major- 
ity, two to one; and the most important of them 
all,an a political point of view, had seven on the 
one side, and but two on the other. 

Mr. P. did not mean to be understood as dero- 
gating in the slightest degree from the character, 
or reflecting on the conduct, of the members of 
these committees; far from it. They acted, no 
doubt, according to their own views of public 
; duty. He spoke only of the balance of political 
power in those committees collectively. But how 
stood matters in those committees which exerted 
no party or political influence? Oh! there he 
found quite a different state of things. The Com- 
‘| mittee on Manufactures contained eight Whigs to 
one Administration man. Now, if their duty had 
been to manufacture politics, did any man believe 
that such a proportion would have been observed? 
Oh, no; the balance would have been far different. 
; Then there came the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals—a committee which, however useful or 
| important, exerted no political influence; and it 
| contained seven Whigs. Here the proportion was 
i 


1 
i 
{ 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


i| seven to two. So in the Committee on Revisal 
‘1 and Unfinished Business, seven to two. 
| little Committees on Expenditures in the various 
| Departments, it was still larger; some of these 
; were all Whigs. Now, did not this show design? 
| Was there not a reason for so great a contrast? 
| It showed a deliberately-adopted principle of 
| action, followed out through the whole selection; 
| and this by a Speaker on whose own election to 
| the chair the House had been so equally divided 
; that his election had been carried by thirteen votes 
| only out of two hundred and forty-seven. After 
| this, could Mr. P. vote to declare that this officer 
i 

: 

| 

| 

1 

| 
| 

| 

t 

i 

| 

i 

l 


In the 


had been ‘impartial?’ in exercising his great and 
most responsible power? This wasin the appoint- 
ment of committees; and then, as to other CASES, 
į where the House had been equally divided, and 
the casting vote of the Chair decid 
one way or the other, would any gentleman point 
him to a single instance, whether of greater or of 
;| minor importance—-whether the decision swept 
| away the whole political rights of a State, or rec- 
ognized the official claims of the Globe newspa- 
| per, or settled the smallest question, where the 
vote had not invariably been given in one direc- 
| tion? 
| Mr. P. did not deny the capacity of the Speak- 
| er, his dispatch of business, or his full and thor- 
ough knowledge of parliamentary law—-he con- 
F 
i 
t 
! 


ed the question 


ceded all this—but it was the facts he had just 
| quoted on which M. P. took his stand, and’ de- 
| nied, utterly, the ‘impartiality’? of the Chair. 
And he never would, out of mere courtesy, in- 
dorse a tool of the Executive, or a tool of the 
party. 


i 
i 
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fects of certificates not to be cautions how. he 
gave them. He was willing to make the Speaker 
a courteous parting bow; but-he would not con- 
sent to let him sit there and do all his party work 
and then march out with the honors of war. The 
duties.of the Chair were too important for this. 
The presiding officer of that House cut out, in 
effect, all the business of the House. It was he 
who ‘placed before it all the material work for 
its action, and decided who should work it up. 
‘Through the standing committees of that House, 
his power extended to the utmost bounds of the 
nation. 


to be the high priest of party—that Moloch, be 
fore whose altars were daily immolated the dear 
est rights of this Republic. 
was, us the House well knew, a candidate at this time 


Jor the Chief Magistracy of his own State; and in the | 


canvass there, and throughout all the West, this 
vote would be referred to as an undeniable proof 
that he had exercised the utmost impartiality while in 


that chair; and yet the House itself had utterly refused | 
When that damning fact should be | 


to trust him. 
brought by his opponents, what more would he have to 
do, should this resolve pass, than to lear fromthe rec- 


The present Speaker | 


ords of the House the leaf which contained it, and, | 


holding it up to the sun, pronounce all these repre- | 


sentations to be unfounded calumnies? All those 
gentlemen who did conscientiously believe that 


the Speaker had been impartial would, of course, |: 


vote for the resolution; but Mr. P. called upon all 


who did not, and could not, in their hearts be- i 


lieve so, but who did believe that, with strong 


hand, he had wielded his power for the purposes | 
ofa party, to vote againstit. Let those who knew | 


the resolution to be untrue, say so by their acts. 
For, one, if Mr. P. had ever seen the poised nec- 


dle turn and point with still prevailing attraction | 


toward the pole, he had seen that Speaker turn 
with equal constancy towards the interests of his 


party. Gentlemen might raise the notes of their | 


te Deum laudamus as high as they pleased; but he 
called upon all those whose free sentiments had 


been crushed on that floor by the weight of his | 


official truncheon, to let the world see that they 
would not give the lie to those sentiments of in- 
dignation which had often been forced from their 
lips under the smart of oppression, Let them no 
give this unguarded, sweeping certificate of good be- 
havior, to aid the election of the Governor of Tennes- 
see. 
and pernicious example, particularly in a free 
Republic 

Mr. P. concluded by moving as his amendmen 


to the resolution, to strike out the word “ impar- 


tially.” ; 
Mr. GRAY said he did not rise for the pur 
pose of discussing the resolution, bat for the 


purpose, if the House should agree with him, of | 


having immediate action upon it, that the House 
might proceed as speedily as possible to other 
busifess 


that the Speaker had not with ability and impar- 
tiality presided over the deliberations of the 
House; but, on the contrary, the gentleman con- 
ceded that the Speaker had, with ability and im- 


partiality, decided all questions which, by the | 
rales: and parliamentary law of the House, it had | 
The whole ground of | 
objection was, that the Speaker had appointed a | 


been his duty to decide. 


majority of his political friends on the leading 
and most important committees of the House; 
and hence the Speaker had not been impartial. 
The gentleman said, strike out the word ‘ im- 
partial,” and- he would vote for the resolution. 


Was it not the duty of the Speaker to appoint ` 
committees as the House would have done? Can | 
any one doubt that the House would, by ballot, | 
have elected committees precisely, or atleast sub- ` 
stantially, as the Speaker appointed them? 


Could an instance be given in which a commit- 


Thus to vote a public lie was to seta bad | 


He said it was his intention to move | 
the previous question; but before he made that | 
motion he would make a brief reply to the gen- į 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Prentiss,| who | 
had not objected to the resolution on the ground | 


H 
Í 


il 


tee had been elected, that thc- majority of:the 
House had not placed a distinct majority of their 
political friends upon the committee? There is a 


| case:too recent to be forgotten by the House——the 


Swartwout committee. A- majority of the House 
are opposed to the Independent Treasury, and 
Supposed, perhaps, that if they could have a 
committee of opponents of that measure, argu- 
ments might be found against the measure; and 
what was the result? The committee was six'and 
three—two to one against the Administration. 


The resolution offered is not novel; it has been. : 


tration, followed the example of Mr. Stevenson | 


in the appointment of committees. 


Mr, G. said he had before him the Journals, i 
and would read the appointment of committees | 
¡made by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
. BeLL,]if any one desired it. The present Speake 
i has done the same, nothing more; and less he |! 


could not do, unless he entirely disregarded the 
will of the majority. 

Mr. G. said his colleague [Mr. Curtis] had 
ised a question of order upon the introduction 
of the resolution, and as he supposed his object 
was to defeat the resolution by preventing its con- 


sideration, Mr. G, said he would refer to an ex- |} 
ample in the New York Legislature, which his; 


colleague would recollect. In 1838, the present 
Lieutenant Governor of that State was Speaker 
of the Assembly. During the session party spirit 
ran high; frequent collisions took place between 
the minority of the House and the Speaker; 
many appeals were taken from the Speaker’s de- 
cision, aud much asperity was exhibited in de- 
bate; and yet, at the -close of the session, the 
minority joined in an expression of thanks to the 
Speaker, A distinguished individual of that mi- 
nority, formerly a member of this House, [Mr. 
Mann,] as is usual on such occasions, rose above 


| the party excitement that had prevailed, and made | 
a speech highly complimentary to the Speaker; | 


it was due to the Speaker and the honor of the 


State, that the minority should thus act; and ii 


should the same just spirit prevail here, what is 


i due to the dignity of the House, to the Speaker, 
: and to the honor of the nation would be done. 


Zut another and more significant objection is 


may make him political capital; that it may be 


used inthe Tennessee election ‘ upon every stump © 


in the State;” hence the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi would withhold from him the justice which, 


: by parliamentary custom, is due ta him, lest, by 
; doing justice to him now, he may have justice 


done him hereafter in his own State. Mr. G. said 
it was nota matter that ought to be discussed; 
the facts in the case were upon record, and known 
to the House; the propriety of the resolution was 
self-evident; aud if gentlemen wished to make a 
party question of it, and show the country that 
they carried party feelings to an unprecedented 
and unwarrantable extent, the sooner they declare 
it the better. 

Mr. G. then moved the previous question. 

The previous question having been moved upon 
the resolution, it was seconded; and upon the 
motion shall the main question be put, which was 
upon the adoption of the resolution, it was decided 
in the affirmative by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messts. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, f 


Beatty, Bicknell, Birdsall, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, 
Buchanan, Bynuin, Cambreleug, Jobn Campbeil, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushman, Daw- 
son, Davee, Deberry, De Graff. Dromgoole, Eimore, Far- 


| rington, Fry, Gallup, Grant, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Ham- 
; mond, Harrison, Hawkins, William H. Hunter, Ingham, 


Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter 
Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, James M. Mason, Martin 
McKay, Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, McClure, 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W. Morris 
Murray, Noble, Owens, Parker, Parmenter, Parris, P 
Petrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, John H. Prenti 
nam, Reily, Rives, Sheffer, Spencer, Swearingen, | 
Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wagener. 
Webster, Jared W. Williams, Worthington, and Yell—92. 


raised: it is, that the adoption of this resolution | 


Tee . wi SS 
ally 


in, Childs, Clarky; 
Curtis, Darlington, 
hore, Rice Garland, Goode 5 
fennell, Hail, Halsted, Hastings, 


i John White, Lewis Williams, Joseph b. 
|i topher H. Williams, 


| YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks; 
| Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall; Bouldin, Briggs, Brod 
i; head, Bronson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng,. John 
i Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Coles, Connor, Cra 
ry, Cushman, Dawson, Davee, Elmore, Farrington, Ery, 
i Gallup, James Garland, Grant, Gray, Griffin, Haley, Warm: 
“mond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Howard, William Hy 
i Hunter, Ingbam, Thomas B. Jackson, Joseph: Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kembie, Klingen- 
“smith, Leadbetter, Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, John M: 
Mason, Martin, McKay, Abraham MeCleilan, Robert Me- 
|i Clean, MeClure, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Samne! W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Parker, Parmenter, Par- 
Paynter, Potrikin, Pickens, Plumer, Pratt, Jobn A. Prene 
iiss, Putnam, Reily, Rives, Sheffer, Spencer, Swearingen, 
| Taylor, ‘Thomas, Titus, Touccy, Towns, Turney, Vail, 
|; Wagener, Webster, Whittlesey, Jared W. Williams, Wor- 
I: thington, and Yeli—94. 
NAYS 


S—Messrs. Adams, Jobn W., Alien, Aycrigg, Bell, 


i Bond, Wiliam B. Calhoun, John Cathoon, William Bi 
|; Campbell, Carter, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark; 
: Corwin, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Darlington, 
|; Dunn, Evans, Ewing, Rice Garland, Goode, William Gra- 
il ham, Graves, Grennell, Halsted, Herod, Wiliam. C. Jobn- 
‘son, Kennedy, Sampson Mason, McKennan, Menefée, 
| Mercer, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Peek, Pope, Ser: 
geant S. Prentiss, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Ridgway, Rob- 
| ertson, Russ Saltonstall, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sib- 
| ley, Stanly, Stratton. Joba White, Lewis Williams, Christ- 
ii opher H. Williams, Wise, and Word—57. $ 


| A motion was made by Mr. CONNOR that the 
‘| House adjourn without day, when 
| ‘The SPEAKER rose, and addressed the House 
as foliows: 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: In 
' taking leave of this body, in all probability for- 
ever, emotions are excited which no language 
i! can adequately convey. When I look back to 
the period when I first took my seat in. this 
House, and then look around me for those who 
were at that time my associates here, I find but 
| few, very few, remaining. But five members 
who were here with me fourteen years ago, con- 
tinue to be members of this body. My service 
4 here has been constant and laborious. I can, 
|; perhaps, say what but few others, if any, can— 
ii that I have not failed to attend the daily sittings 
i of this House a single day since I have been @. ` 
member of it, save on a single occasion, when 
i, prevented for a short time by indisposition. In 
my intercourse with the members of this body, 
| when I occupied a place upon the foor, though 
_ occasionally engaged in debates upon interesting 
i public questions, and of an exciting character, 
i it is a source of unmingled gratification to me 
“to recur to the fact that on no occasion was 
‘there the slightest personal or unpleasant colli- 
i sion with any of its members. Maintaining, 
and at all times expressing, my own opinions 
‘firmly, the same right was fully conceded to 
: others, Our discussions were at that time con- 
| ducted with that courtesy and. decorum, and re- 
H spect for the opinion of others, which ought ever 
| to prevail in a deliberative assembly. For four 
| years past the station I have occupied, and a 
` sense of propriety, in the divided and unusually 
excited state of public opinion and feeling which 
: has existed both in this House and in the coun- 
| try, have precluded me from participating in your 
< debates. Other duties were assigned me. 
! ‘The high office of Speaker, to which it has been 
| twice the pleasure of this Llouse to elevate me, 
has becn at all times one of labor and high re- 
i| sponsibility. Its dificult, and often delicate, duties 
| have been fully appreciated and freely expressed 
i by all my predecessors. They have all borne 
| testimony to the difficulty, nay, impossibility, of 
discharging its duties with entire satisfaction to 
all, especially in seasons of high political or party 
excitement. Whilst they have borne this testi- 
mony, I think I may truly afirm that none‘ of 
them have had a severer ordeal to pass than: bas: 
fallen to my lot. Frequent have been the occa- 
i sions when, but for the indulgent and liberal sup- 
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port at all times given to me by this House, I 
should have been utterly unable to preserve that 
order and decorum which should ever attend the 
deliberations of the representatives of the people. 
it has been made my duty to decide more ques- 
tions of parliamentary law and of order, many of 
them of a complex and difficult character, arising 
often in the midst of high excitement, in the 
course of our proceedings, than had been decided, 
it is believed, by all my predecessors, from the 
foundation ofthis Government, This House has 
uniformly sustained me, without distinction of 
the political parties of which it has been com- 
posed. Our records will show, that upon the nu- 
merous appeals which have been taken to the 
House, I have been sustained by both political 
parties, and often by decided and large majorities. 

hough doubtless I may often have fallen into 
error in promptly deciding novel questions, sud- 
denly raised, I trust it was not on points material, 
and I know it was never intended. I return to 
this House my thanks for their constant support 


inthe discharge of the arduous and difficult duties 
I have had to perform. 
But, gentlemen, my acknowledgments are es- 


| pecially due to the majority of this House for the 


high and flattering evidence they have given me 
of their approbation of my conduct as the pre- 
siding officer of the House, by the resolution you 
have been pleased to pass. I regard this as the 
highest and most valued testimonial I have ever 
received from this House, because I know that the 
circumstances under which it has passed has 
made it matter of substance, and not of mere form. 


| I regard it as of infinitely more value than if it 


had been the common matter-of-course and cus- 


| tomary resolution, which, in the courtesy usually 


prevailing between the presiding officer and the 


|; members of any deliberate assembly, is always 


passed at the close of their deliberations. That 
is unmeaning—is indiscriminately conferred—is a 


| mere act of courtesy, and possesses, compara- 


tively, but little value. I return to the majority 
of this House, what I sincerely feel, my grateful 


| 


| thanks for this high evidence of their approba- 


tion and regard, given, as it has been, at a time 
of high party excitement, which, in the accom- 
plishment of party and political objects, but too 
often disregards all other considerations. I shali 
bear it in grateful remembrance to the latest hour 
of my life. . 

I trust this high office may in future times be 
filled, as doubtless it willbe, by abler men. It 
cannot, I know, be filled by any one who will de- 
vote himself with more zeal and untiring industry 
to do his whole duty than I have done. 

We are now about to separate, many of us 
never againto meet. Iwish you, gentlemen, a 
safe return to your families and friends; and what- 
ever our respective future destinies may be, my 
prayer to a beneficent and overruling Providence 
is, that our future lives may be useful and happy. 

TheSPEAKER thenannounced thatthe House 
stood adjourned without day. 

The House (at two o’clock, a. m.) adjourned 
sine die. 
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A For compensation of two clerks in the office of For compensation to clerks and messengers i 
STATEMEN T | the Pith Auditor, according to the act of the | the office of the Paymaster General., : Sa $7,100 00 
Showing the Appropriations made during the Third :| seventh July, eighteen hundred and thirty- | For contingent expenses of said office, including 
Session of the Twenty- Fifth Congress of the United || ý MEHE erisha secede econo nas irinen $2,000 00 ji 5 two hundred dollars for arrearages......eeee5 700 00 
States of Aap erieé oe ecifying the amount and ob- li ‘or ‘compensation to the Treasurer of the United |; For compensation of clerk and messenger in the 
Q 2 Specyyins States. 3,000 00 || _ office of the Commanding General. .. «+ 1,560 00 


By the act (H. R. No. 891) making appropria- | in the office of the Treasurer of the United For compensation to clerks and messenger in the 


: office of the Adjutant General ...-...ccceeeee | 7,650: 00 
tions for the support of Government for the year 


States. cece ccesccccsecccecceveeeecesecesees 10,750 00 
s of said office.. -e 1,600 00 


if 4 
For compensation to the Register ofthe Treasury, 3,000 00 |! For contingent expens 
i 


| 
ject of each. ij For compensation to the clerks and mess | For contingent expenses of said office.......e65 300 00 . 
i 
| 
i 
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1839. |} Por conpensation to the clerks and messengers |; For compensation of clerks and messenger inthe |. 

F ii in the office of the Register of the Treasury... 24,200 00 || _ effice of the Quartermaster General. ss...se e.e -7,300 00 
or pay and mileage of members of Congress and delè i| For compensation of the Commissioner of the || For contingent expenses of said office.. sssi.. ao | 1,000 00 
BALES. anses preranosrnoesearenorseeree serre $370,944 09 if General Land Office, per act of fourth July, i| For compensation of clerks and messenger in the ` 

For pay of officers and clerks of the Senate and || eighteen hundred and thirty-six......+.s.+6+. 3,000 00 1) _ office ofthe Commissary General of Purchases, “4,200 00 


House of Representatives tee ee eeseee ee eeees 43,400 00 || For compensation of the recorder, solicitor, For contingent expenses of said Office... esc s eas "800 00 
For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other inci- draughtsman, and assistant draughtsman, For compensation of clerks and messengerin the 
dental and contingent expenses of the Senate, 35,000 00 clerks, messengers, and packers, in tie office office of the Commissary General of Subsist- 
For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other inci- | or the Commissioner of the General Land CNOO Ly ese Gace vewees see eidend ss eveele agne vane a 4,000 00 
dental and contingent expenses of the House OP CCL cece ceee ceeece tees ceveea reese sees sees 107,850 00 || For contingent expenses of said office... 3,200 00 


of Representatives.. te teeeeecereereeesee rere 100,000 00 i| For compensation to the Solicitor of the Treas- For compensation of clerks and messengerin the 
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P H. R. No. 981 UlYessesorassusrsereesesesraesesesssseseesee 3,500 00 | office of the Chief Engineer. .s.sssersressesse 5,650 00` 
l aie 5 ge “i For compensation to the clerks and messenger j i| For contingent expenses or said office, including 
> For compensation to. tie mbes and Va || in the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury.. 3,950 00 | one thousand dollars for expenses attending do 
resident of the United States, the Secretar i q > removi diced Hele dcortiuad Ce esve(oes 
of State, the Secretary of the! Treasury, tho For expenses of stationery, priuting, and all \ Por coupenameato clare and messenger in the ce 
Seeretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, f other contingent expenses of the Treasury ‘| _ office of the Surgeon Generals... s.» ... 1,650 00 
and the Postmaster General.........-..-:-6-. 60,000 00 | Department, viz : |) For contingent expenses of said office. *500 00 


For salary of the Secretary to sign patents for i For the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, | For compensation of clerks and messenger in the 


public lands, per act of the second of March, i including copying and expenses incurred in i Ordnance Offf Ce ssessereserersesivessasesesse 8,650 00 

eighteen hundred and thirty-three... ........ 1,500 00 | consequence of the burning of the Treasury ‘| For contingent expenses of said office...e.eeee 1 7000 00 
For clerks and messengers in the office of the | building. .sssssssssosssessoreresrenerer essee 12,500 00.) For compensation to the clerks and messenger in 

Secretary of States... .ceseseecceeeeeceses 20,300 00 |] For translating foreign languages, and for receiv- f the Topographical Bureau.. ..reerrerersereees 2y 500 00 
For the contingent expenses of the Department | ing and transmitting passports and sea-letters, . ‘| For contingent expenses of said bureau.. 1,235 00 


of State, including publishing and distributing i in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, 300 00 :; For compensation to the superintendent and’. 

ME JAWS. ccc ceeecc cece 6 eseis assess teses 25,000 00 || For stating and printing public accounts........ 1,400 00 i| watchman of the Northwest Executive build- 

For compiling and printing the Biennial Regis- |! For the office of the First Comptroller. s.s.s.. 2,009 00 j} ine c ce cece re cese cee ee nee se canteens eteen ede | Z200 00 
HOV secs ccesee cere rete ceveeseeeescrecrees 1,800 00! For the office of the Second Comptroiicr.,..... 1,500 00 || For contingent expenses of said building, includ- ý 

For the superintendent and watehmen of the | For the office of the First Auditor.........-+.. 1,000 00 :! ing rent of bounty land office, for labor, fuet, 
Northeast Executive building... ssesssss seee 1,500 00 |! drekans 1,000 00 oil, and repairs, and for the contingencies of ` i 

For contingent expenses of said bundin in- [i For the office of the Third Auditor............ 1,000 00 i} the fire engines and apparatus. ,esssossiusie ea 4,700 00 


if 
| 
! 
i 
f 
i 
For the office of the Second Auditor | 
| 
cluding fuch, oil, Jabor, and repairs.. 3,350 00 | For the office of the Fourth Auditor. .......... 1,000 00 | |F For compensation of the clerks and messéngers 
i 
i 
i 
j 
l 
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For compensation to the clerks and m | Por the office of the Fifth Auditor............. 1,000 60 |! _ in the office of the Secretary of the Navy... s.: 12,850 00 
in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury.. £6,450 00 iF For the office of the Treasurer of the United ; For contingent expenses of said office, including = >ot n. 
For compensation to the clerks in said office, per i States..... ETETETT E TE E E three thousand dollars for extra clerk hire..<< '6,000 00 

act of twenty- third June, eighteen hundred i:i For the ofice of the Register of the Treasury.. 3,000 00 tion to the Commissioners of the 


! For compen 


d dollars for arrearages of extra 
sescesesececoevecesscoenas’ 2,500 00 


seven hand 


and thitty-six...........0 0) sevseeseesesseses 3,600 00 `: For the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury.. 1,000 00 Navy Boar iecscccccsccessrscevetsedseccesaes 10,500 00 
For compen t Comptroller of | For parchments, books, stationery, advertising, For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy 
the Treasury . : 3,500 00 | rent of an additional building, and contingent Board... ceccc sec cee erences a ne eee gad ae 2,000 00 
For compensation to the clerks and engers li expenses of the General Land Office, and tor i Por compensation to ihe clerks and messenger 
in the office of the First € Jomptrolier. seeveaee 19,300 00 | books and blanks for the district laud offices... 19,753 00 | of the Navy Board.sssss esseresueres <e 8,450 00 
For compensation to the Second Comptroller... 3,000 00 | ’ For compensation of superintendent aud two ji For contingent expenses of said office, inciuding 
| 


For compensation to the clerks and messenger watchmen for the additional building for the 


in the office of the Second Comptroller, in- use of the General Land Office..........¢... 1,050 00 : clerk hire . 

eluding the compensation of two clerks trans- For compensation of the superintendent and i For salary of sup! and watchman of 

ferred from the office of the Fourth Auditor.. 12,250 00 | watchuian of the Southeast Executive build- ‘| the Southwest Executive building- e.. | 1,950 00 
Yor compensation to the First Auditor of the IDG. neces cnet TT OET EAEL TIET a... 2,100 00 i Foraltering and painting passages in said building, 1 7300 00 

TLeasury .cccee cecacseceees vecseceeere 3,000 00 `: For conti xpe f the building occupied | hao contingent uoxbenses: of si id nning: varese 3,350 00 


by the Tr 
pairs, furniture, and for rent, amounting to 


For compensation to the cler enger sury, including fuel, oil, labor, re- 


in the office of the First Auditor..s.......245 15,900 00 


For compensation to the Second Auditor of the i three thousand two hundred and fitty dollars and thirey-s EEEE E TTT 7,000 00 
Treasury... seso sesosorosesoesas sees . 3,000 00 | per annum...........- esessssaseeas 12,000 00 | For compensation to clerks and messengers in 
i For compensation to the clerks and m For compensation to the clerks and me: il the General Post OMCe.ssessss sarres oeeere er 48,600 00 
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in the office of the Second Auditor.. 17,900 00 :| in the office of the Secretary of War, includ- ii For topographer and additional clerks in said of- 

For compensation to the Third Auditor il 
A 
j 
| 
i 
i 


3, 000 00 | ing the messenger in the bounty land bureau.. 13,300 00 fice, and a clerk to keep the appřopteron ac- . 
For compensation to the clerks and me :| For contingent expenses of the office of the Sec- count... sus aast iuad ¥1,600 00 
in the office of the Third Auditor...... neses. 27,250 00 | 


retary of Waler ntet EEE aaa Ai PES 3,000 00 | For contingen xpenses of said offiee, including 
For three additional clerks, under the act of the s forthe War Depart- four thousand dollars for rent and fue} for the 
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! For books, maps, and pla 


twentieth April, eighteen hundred and thirty- -Hf  MCME cece cece eee e cree toes weecevecee 1,000 00 | Auditors OÑCe.. sses serasa rossreerortrsreer 12,500 00 
eight, to enable the Third Auditor to execute |! For compensation of extra clerks, when em- | For compensation of two watchmen........+..5 600 00 
the act of sixth April, eighteen hundred and | ployed in said offiee..... 3,000 00 || For compensation to the Auditor of the Post Of- 
thirty-eight.. 2,400 06 :| For compensation of the Comm f fCC asies, tebe cen arerneee 3,000 00 
For compensation to tivo ac itional cle i dian Affairs 3,000 00 ©; For compensation to clerks and me engers in 
BAId ONCC 1. eee eee creer eee teeeerereese 5,000 00 


For compensation of the clerks 

in the office of the Commissioner of Indian 
: AGPAITS .. 0c cece eee eee ce ene 
| For contingent expenses of-sai 
! For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen~ 


ployed nnder the act of the eighteenth Janu- 
ary, cighteen hundred and thirty-seven, for the 
payinent for horses and other property Jost or 
AOSUOVE eswc se cceesescedeteceeetsececcesses 2,400 00 
For compensation to tie Fourth Auditor..,.... 3,000 00 
For compensation to the clerks and messenger : 
in the office of the Fourth Auditor........... 15,950 00 : 
For an additional cterk in the same, to carry.into | office of the Secretary of War to the office of i 
effect the act of the third of March, cighteen the Commissioner of Pensions:... .- c.e 4,800 00 
hundred aid ‘thirty-seven, for the more egui- | For compensation to clerks and messengers for 
table administration of the pension fund.....< 1,000 00 | the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, į _, Hlinois and Missouri......csssersesreesee sy | 2000-00 
For compensation to the Fifth Auditor,....s...+ 3,000 00i} authorized by the act of ninth of May, eigh- | For compensation to clerksin the office of said 
For compensation to the clerks and messenger teen hundred and thirty-six.....seeseeetses++ 13,450 095) surveyor general, per acts of ninth May, eigh- “ 
in the office of the Fifth Auditor.............- 9,800 00 |! For contingent expenses of said office-.++++ +++ 9,000 00 "| teen hundred and thirty-six sss sss sisi vte set "9820 00 
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‘| For eleven additional clerks in said office....... 13,200 00 
Vessescctseevese 16,400 00 | For contingent expenses of said office, including 
+« 2,000 00 | ‘the expense of quarterly books, stationery, 

printing, and pay ofdaborers.. . 4,700 00 
SIONS ccc cuceccucscseccceactesececsesecesers 93,000 00 `; For compensation to the surveyor general north- 

For compensation of clerks transferred from the ij _ west of the Ohig...... seresrrerseresreseeree 2,000 00 
For compensation ‘to clerks in his office, peraets 

of ninth May, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 6,300 0. 
For compensation to the surveyor general for 
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For compensation to the surveyor general of | 
Arkandan dostenn asihe eir teases. .... + $2,000 00 
For compensation of clerks in the offiec of said i 


SUYVEY OF BENCLAL, seve ceeeesseneeeeeeeceerers 2800 00 | 
For compensation of the surveyor general of i 
Louisiana.. esesssosroeerorsvevseecaose 2000 GO j 


For compensation to clerks in the office of said 
surveyor general, per acts of ninth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-six... ce ccc ee eee ee 

For compensation of the spies aes general of 


2,500 00 


Mississippi........... P AN 2,000 00 | 
For compensation of cler n the office of said i 

surveyor general, per acts of ninth.May, eigh- | 

teen hundred and thirty-SiX..ssersrarassess ea 5,000 00 | 
For compensation of the surveyor general of 

ALARA. cece cece ee erence eere ene ewes 2,000 00 | 


For compensation of clerks in the ofties of s 
surveyor general, per acts of ninth May, cigh 
teen hundred and thirty-six... 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Florida... . 

For comper 
surveyor general... s. 

For compensation of the t 
Wiscousin, and of the clerks in his otliec, per 
act of twelth June, eighteen hundred and 
thirty eight.. Se š 

For extra clerks and draughtsmen in the off nes 
of the surveyors 
according to the ¢ 


2,200 00 | 
2,000 00 | 


in the ofice of said 


3,500 00: 


ene or Ute SUPVIOC. cas 
For extra clerks to transeribe ficld-notes of 


8,000 00 


sutvey, for the purpose of having then: pre- 
served at the sear of Government. 19 be 
pended in case fire-proof vaa 
nished for their preservation, at the following 
offices, viz: 
Of the surveyor general northwest of the Ohio, 
Of the surveyor general of Ulineis and Mis- 
SOUL eee Pees ; 
Ofthe 
Of the surv ‘yor general of Low 
Of the surveyor general ot Mi ssissippi. 
Of the surveyor general ot W 
For compensi tion to the Comnissionerof Public 
Buildings in Washingtou. si... cceeee ee 
For compensation to three Wnts to the Com- 
missioner, as superintendent of the Potomag 
bridge, and for the expense of oil for lamps... 
For compensation to officers and clerks of the 
NLR EE esieiase win E E one 99 LENS WHC ETT 
For pay of laborers in the various departments of 
the Mint, and for contingont exponses...... 6+ 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing the wastage of gold “and silve ty fuel, maate- 
rials, stationery, water-rent, and taxes 
For new machinery ccc... cee cece eee ereua 
Jor specimens of ores ond coins to be reserved 
atthe Miut......-. seed sas 
For compensation to the officers and clerk of the 
branch ming at Charlotic, North Cavolina..... 
for pay of laborers in the various departinents of 
the same cw... 
Por wastage of gold, and for 
Of THE SANE ae eee iaa 
For compensation to the oife 
branch mintat Dahlonega, Georgin... 6,009 00 
For piy of paborers tothe v arious deparkne nis of | 
the ETE alendsa aepo 00 | 
For wi of gold and for contingent expeuses 
ofthe same... 
For the compensation to the officer 
ofthe branch mint at New Orleans 
For pay of laborers i 
the SUNG, pe. . 
For wastage of gold and silve 
expenses ofthe same. 
For compensation of the Governor 
Secretary of AV AsGOUsID Re rito 
For contingent experts 
members of the Leg 
offieers of the Couneil, printins, furniture 
tionery, fact, and omer incidental expeus 
For compensation of the Governor, Judge 
Secretary of the Territory of Fio 
Por contingent expenses, pay, and mileage oi ‘tie 
members of the Legislativ Conncilof said Per- 
ritory, pay of the otf of the Council, print- 
ing, furniture, rent, stationery, fuel, and other 
incidental expen . s.. 
For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Territory of Towa 
For contingent exper pay. and uil 
Legislative Asst pay of ollie f 
forniture, s atiouery, fuel, 2nd all other inei- 
dental expenses arag 
sixteen thousand three huudred ‘ind fii 
dollars, for eighteen hundred and thirty 
For compensation to the E hief Justice, 
sociare judge of thu 
ted Btate EN ET 
For compensation to the © jef ishee and s 
sociate judges of the Districtof C onnan, and 
of the judges of the criminal and orphans? 
courts of s District... eveseeeree ites 
For compensation to the Attomey General of the 
United State 


t 
sare not fur- 


4,500 09 | 


2,300 09 


1,950 00 
20,400 00 | 


23,000 00 | 


18.000 00 
2,000 00 | 


1,009 00 


6.00) 09 i 


3,800 00 


5,100 00 | 


be eeee pas see enee ALGO 00 


and 
punents of 
» 22,009 09 


123.900 00 | 


17,100 09 | 


Judas 


9,100 00 : 


3,000 00 | 


3 


14,370 00 


215 OC 


8,200 00 


. 37,104 00 ` 


12,700 09 ; 
4,000 00 


For compensation of clerk and me 
ofice of the Attorney General,, ‘ 1,200 00: 
For contingent expenses of said office... $ 500 09 


For cow pensation to the reporter of the decision 
of the Supreme COUT ses eee A wees 

For compensation to the district attorneys and 
marshals, as granted by law, meluding Hose 
in the several "Territories, and arrenrages. 

For detraying the expenses of the Supreme C oure 
and the district ¢ s of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also, for 


s 


93,900 00 


jurors and witnesses, in aid of the fundsarising 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, incurred 
in the year eighteen hundred and thirty-nine 

and preceding years ; and likewise, for defray- 
ing the expenses of suits in which the United 
States are concerned, and of prosecutions for 
offenses cominitted against the United States, 
and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, in addi- 
tion to former appropriations... s.s... asee». $128,000 00 
For the payment of pensions granted by special 
ACLS Of CONGTOSS.. cc ce cere cece cece cece seeees 
For the- supportand maintenance of light-houses, 
floating lights, beacons , buoys, and stakages, 
including the purchase or lamps, oils, Keepers? 
salaries, repairs, improvements, and contingent 
OXPENSOS sec cecereeeres e ee 094,331 00 
For survey of the co. sin- 
cluding the compensation of the superintendent 

ta 


1,050 00 


DIME ASSISTS chet s Ss og ese ses Hee ese 8 90,000 00 
For the compensation to two keepers of the pub- 
lie archives in FI raren 1,000 00 


Por the diseha i laims 
against the United States, not otherwise pro- 
+ vided for, as shall be admitted in due course 


Por salaries of ministers of the United State 

Great Britain, Prauee, Spain, Russia, Pru 
and Austria... 
ataries of the 
ame pha 


to 


SA 00 
For salaries of th to Portu- 
gah Denmark, Sweden, HoRnand, Belgium, 
© Chili, Pera, Central American, 
da, Venezucha, Texas, and Naple: 
eluding an arrearage to the el sf 
Texas ole 
four dolkar: 
Por rof a minister resident of 


the United | 


| expenses 
Vor contingent 
abroad 
Por salaries of the eor 
at London and P: oes 
For expenses of interconrse. with the 1 
Powers apse regards 
For the rehef and protection of Amer! 
in foreign Counties .. 
Por une 


exper 


contingent expen 


For clerk hin , office 
expenses in the office of the An 
act of ninete 


tan consul 


in London, per th January, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-si seeseeeee 2,800 00 
Por interpreters, guards, and other expenses in- 
cidentith to the consulates in tae "Turkish do- 
MINIONS. o cae EAE TT NNN seneese 5,500 00 
For salary of the principal and two a tant He 
is, pay of the messenger, aud for contin- 
gent expeuses of ibe f esresesse 3,950.90 
For the purchase of books forth ary of Con- 
BIUR ces ETTET casir taer. 5,000 00 


Por stationery, frei, printing, and 
tingen expenses of the Be 
former appropriations... 

Por stationery, Cael, priming, z 


7 other eo- 


d al other con 
Ungent expenses of the House of Represent- 


. 100.9090 
1,200 


nolddiion to former 
of the principal g 


appropriations 
BANCE o cae, 
s ofthe President's 
and for saperintondenee 


house and furniture 

OUND ON a Ae snena a Eada i NaS 
For preparing, printing, and binding documenta 
ordered py the resolutions of the Senate of the 
second oF July, eighteen bundred and thirty- 
six itd second of March eighteen hundred and 
thirty seven. relating to the es Nishinent of 
the seat of Government; plins and surveys 
for the improvement of barbors and rivers, 
roads, amd canals, to be disbursed under the 
duecdon of the Committee to Audit and Con- 
troithe C onus nt Bape nses of the Senat 
Por exper 


00 


. 15,000 
g nader r the act for the relief 
of the United 
Por: an appropriation earried to the arpiu 
on the thirty-first of December, cighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-six, tora brick wall around the 
custom house at New Orleans... 5,500 
For conpleting the marine hospital at Mobile,. 15,000 
Foran appro, ion carried to the surplus fund 
on toe thirtyirst of December, eighteen hun- 
dred and tur yeu, for the repair of the picr 
and wharves of the public stores on Staten 


3,000 


fund 


š 


eC Coe eres OE seese Dols 
“or constructing the custo: Se a E ese TOY 

iF pustructing the custom house at Boston 75,000 
Fer constructing the eustom-house at New 


Yorks... EET his See tW arse aes 
Por furnishing one bundred and fifty-six rooms 
in the new Tre y building, including one 
thonsand doljars for shelves aud cases in the 
po vwu riota rooms occupied by the Register... 
ig inio effect the acts rekuing to the 
thsanian legacy ia he paid out of the fund 
be from that DERES eae 
u publietands, in addition to the 
unexpended balance of tormer appropriations, 
| For surveying the public lands in Louisiana, at 
arate not exceeding eight dollars per mile, in 
addition to the special appropriation for this 
purpose per aet of third of March, cighteen 
hundred and thirty-Seveneeccecserecccece sees 15,000 6 
| For the construction of the Post Office +..150,000. 0: 
For the construction of the new Treasury build. 
ings -+-- 100,020 61 
For the construction of the Patent Office +++ 59,000 0 


16,600 00 


A aaea. 10,000 00 


bahar LSS 


.. 12,000 00 `: 


on 


f 
i 
i 
| 
f 
| 
| 
j 
44 
f 
i 
i 
| 
| 


150,000 00 | 


15,000 00 | 


For alteration and repairs of the Capitol, andi in- 
cidental exXpenseS.... cece cere e ratae 

For lighting lamps, and keeping in order the pub- 
lic grounds around the Capitol, the iron water- 


$1,193 00 


| pipes, and Wooden fences.....ceceseeeeeesess 6,306 00 
| For attendance on the western gates of the Cap- 
itol.. wee eect 547 50 


For removinga light house. on Goat Tslan i, being 
the balance of former appropriations eartied to 
the surplus fUNd.. cs eeee veceeeree even nire 

For deepening the straight channel of the east 
pass to Appalachicola, Florida, being the bal- 
ance of an appropriation transferred to this im- 
provement, and since carried to the surplus 


8,706 75 
| 


fund AS E sikana ossee Cheer ners’ 990000 
| For improving the har bor of Saybrook, by re- 
| moving the barat the Ai or Connecticut 
|| river, being the balance ofan appropriation car- 
| ried fo the: supltts A i PRERA cece ee ee eee 15,710 00 
{| For an outfit of a chargé d'affaires to Holland... 4,500 00 
ii For completing the warehouse at Baltimore.... 30,000 00 
i; For balance due on account of the first volume 
| of the Documentary History of the United 
| States. raiseccigaseaec eves ts tesresecerecseees 5,602 00 
i For the balance due GA Randall for a lot of ground 

upon which the engine-house of the Union 

Fire Company has DEEN CrECTEd vee cveesseees 300 00 


Yor surveying the publie lands in the State of 
Hlinois, and for surveys not yet completed... 
| For repairs of the custom-honse at Key Wes 
| For the third payment to Luigi Persico, under 
the contract witi him for a group of Statues 
for the Capitol. EPET ie 
| For the third payment to the artists engaged in 
executing paintings for the ronindo of the 
Capitol... 
For engr: 
i Now VA. POPETI : 
: Por paying the clerks in the custom-hot 
Philadelphia the arrears of their salari 
eighteen hundred and thirt 
i hundred aud thirty-seven, s 
same equal fo what they reecived in the last 
mentioned year, onthe same priuciple that has 
been applied at New York.cssees sees 15,000 00 
For procaring sneh books and papers relating to 
Spanish grants of Jand, formerly belonging to 
the fate Spanish surveyors in the ‘Territories 
of Orleans and Florida, as may be useful to 
protect the interests of the United States, and 
to be expended only with the approbation of 
the Secretaries of the State and Treasury De- 
partments, after an inspection and examina- 
tion of said books and papers by a competent 
person or persons, at the General Land Office, 
i For the support of the United States Penitentiary 
1) in the city of Washington for the year eighteen 
hundred and thirty- “nine, including the | pay of 
otlicers and agenis, ratious, clothing, beds, 
bedding, hospital stores aud medicines, repairs 
to buildings, fuch, raw materials to be ‘worked 
up, allows ince to discharged convicts, and 
other contingencies, as per estimate of board 
of ins pectors. ss. TORTA 
Por the survey of the southern boundary of the 
Territory of Lowa... ene enaes 
Mor the survey of the public lands north of the 
Wisconsin and Neenah rivers, in Wisconsin, 5,000 00 
‘or three new cupolas over the Library of Con- 
1,482 24 


gre tees 
350 30 


12,000 00 
1,625 00 


4,600 00 


from 
stwo to eighteen 


as to make the 


20,000 00 


12,537 36 
969 05 


wee eee meen eee es 


ya 
BS 


and stop-cocks to water the 
Capitol srounds..... Stee ee ete eee meee 
For repairing the water-pipes from the Tiber, 
north of the Capitol, to the Capitol... cee sess 
Por compensating Charles Gordon for services 
rendered tinder the resolutions of the Senate 
of the second of July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty six. and the twenty- cighth of June, eigh- 
teen huudred and thi s, 
For completing the special repair heretofore pro- 
posed in tbe Presidents hous >, including a de- 
ficteney in a former appropriation.. cc. ee eees 
Por the purchase of two fire- engines for the Cap- 
itol, the Marine Barracks, and the Navy-Yard, 
including apparatus, and for suction and hose 
for the Perseverance Fire e Company sees 10,100 00 


For the service of the General Post Office for 
the year eighteen bundred and thirty-nine, 
in conformity to the act of the second of 
Jwy, eighteen handred and thirty- 

For the trausportation of the mails 
» For compensation of postmasters. . 


Por pried pipes 


500 00 


1,800 00 


1,511 22 


<” 1,091,000 


Mor sbip, steamboat, and way letters.. 35,000 
h; Por wrapping-paper......ccsccreeaes 25,000 
| Bor office (UNIU sasieur sasina 6,000 
| For advertising... 38,000 
For mail bags . 48,000 
For blanks 34,000 
For mail-locks, k and stamps.. 12,000 
For mail depredations and special 
agents a dares eae ani 15,000 
For clerks for ofie Sanessssaseaassse 206,000 
For miscellaneous., sesse saser ersa 67,000 


5,100,000 00 
H. R. No. 1176. 


For outfit and salary for a special minis 
Great Britain.. 


er to 
veces 18,000 00 


H. R. No. 1146. 


| For the ercetion ota Jarir in the city of Washing- 
tORnssassese . sevverrerrece 31,000 00 


H.R. No 0. 1138. 
| For taking the sixth census or enumeration of 
the inhabitants of the United States.......... 20,000 00 


ed 


PRINTED A. 


ND PI 


95TH CONGRESS, 3p SESSION. 


IFY OF WAS 


MARCH 4, 1839. 


For carrying into effect the convention between 
the United States of America and the Repub- 
lic of Texas for marking the boundary between 
them: à 

For the salary of the Commissioner. ....... 

For the salary of the surveyor......-- 

For the salary of the clerk. anaes 
Provided, That the salaries of the said officers 

shall not commence until they shall be or- 
dered into service. 

For other expenses of the survey of boundary re- 
quired by said convention, including the pur- 
chase of instruments, wages. to persons Cm- 
ployed, and other contingencies... 


H. R. No. 1061. 


For the construction of a road from Dubuque, 
inthe Territory of Jowa, tothe northe 
ary of the State of Missouri. Laide Cele 

To pay the expense of a survey of Red Cedar 
creek, and an estimate, with a view to the im- 
provement of the navigation thereof, .... eevee 

For the opening and construction ofa road from 
Burlington towards the seat of the Indian agen- 
cy on the river Des Moines... 

For the improvement of the road from Rurling- 
ton, in the Territory of Lowa, to De Hagues, in 
AUINOIS.. ree eee ee 


H. R. No. 1081. 


for the erection of pubtie buildings in the Terri- 
o tory OF F1OrIdAL se ceseeeee eens ceeneeeeeevens 


H. R. No. 1097. 


Vor building a picr at the northern extremity of 
Winnebago take, in the Territory of Wiscon- 
For placing buoys at the mouth of Neenah river, 
at the head of Great bay, in said Territory, to 
mark the channel thereof.. s.s.s 6... ee eens eee 


H. R. No. 1131. 


For the further survey and an estimate of the cost 
of improving the navigation of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, and connecting the same by 
a navigable canal or water communication. ... 2,000 00 
For the construction of a road. from. Racine, by 
Janesville, to Sinipee, onthe Mississippi...... 10,000 00 
For the survey and construction of a road from 
‘Sauk harbor, on Lake Michigan, to Dekorre, 


30,000 00 


20,000 09 


1,500 00 


2,500 00 


20,000 00 


500 00 


500 00 


on the WiscOnsit TIVEr. ieee veces ccceeseree, 5,000 00 
Forthe construction of aroad from Fond du Lac, 

on Lake Winnebago, by Foxlake, to the Wis- 

CONSIN TİVEKseeevosnesesronossesosareensees ee . 2000 00 

H. R. No. 1136. 

For the removal of obstructions at the mouth of 

the Suwannee river, and for the survey of the 

SAME LİVCFasearsessoseroseocsusassseaese sees 15,000 00 | 
For the survey of the Yelow river, Florida.... 500 00 
For the repair of the road from Jacksonville to 

Newnansville, Florida s.esserssavesseess esee 5000 00 
For the construction of a road from Jacksonville 

to St. Mary’s, Florida... secs eceesroececoes 7,500 00 

S. No. 35. 

For the support of the penitentiary in the Dis- 

trict Of Columbia. ..ccesceceeecceeeneseveees 8,689 40 


$9,010,081 57 


By the act (H. R. No. 887) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
eighteen hundred and thirty-nine. 

«$1,534,892 

cae 470,754 

111,115 


For the pay of the Army. sessrssssssas 
For the subsistence of officers 


00 
00 
00 


equipage, cooking utensils, and hospital furni- 

WUE eee cee eee $ - 473,435 00 
For the medical and hospital department....., 24,400 CO 
For the regular supplies furnished by the quar- 

termaster’s department, consisting of fuel, for- 

age, straw, stationery, and printing........... 245,500 00 
For barracks, quarters, store-houses, embracing 

the repairs and enlargement of barracks, quar- 

ters, store-houses, and hospitals at the several 
posts; the erection of temporary cantonments 
at such posts as shall be occupied during the 
year, and of gun-houses for the protection of 
the cannon at the forts on the sea‘boards the 
purchase of the necessary tools and materials 
for the objects wanted, and of the authorized 
furniture for the barruck-rooms; rent of quar- 
ters for officers; of barracks for troops ‘at posts 
where there are no publi¢ buildings for their 
accommodations of store-houses for the safe- 
keeping ef sibsistenee, clothing, and ‘other 


16 


H. R. No. 975. . | 


5,000 00 į 


i 
| 


| 


| 


t 
| 
| 
| 


ii For the national armories. 


eantonments, .cncampments, and military 

PIACLICE Vea ce cece ee eens sesveesens -$100,000 00 
For allowance made to oftiicers for the transport- 

ation of their be when traveling on duty 

without troop ve nveeererscceceescessceees 60,000 00 
For the transportation of troops and supplies. ...205,000: 00 


military supplics; and of grounds for summer | 


F deutal expenses of the Quartermas- 
t TEI a TTT AET AEETI ORE EE 
For contingencies of the AYMy....sssssesseeese 7,000 00 


and for the contingent expenses of the recruit- 
ING SCYVICE coe eee ence nee aa eaaa 30,927 00 
«+ 360,000 00 
For the armament of the fortifications..........100,000 00 |; 
For the current expenses of the ordnance ser- i 
VCC sia tures cis oats: ts «s s.. 100,000 00 |! 
For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies.... 120,000 00 i 
For arsenals... se reoras seess eee 150,000 00 |! 
For new machinery at the Springfield armory... 20,000 00 
For the purchase of land at the Alleghany and 


For two months? extra pay to reénlisted soldiers, | 
H 
I 
i 


Watertown arsenals......cccss veewesveneee 3,500 00 
For the expense of preparing drawings of a uni- 

form system of artillery, and for other supplies { 

in the ordnance department.......sseeeeeeeee 3,800 00 |! 


hundred and fifteen, per act of the first of 
May, eighteen hundred and twenty, payable 
through the Third Auditor’s office... ceyeeceere 
Forsurveving and opening of the western frontier 
military road, being the balance of an appro- 
priation carried to the surplus fund......se.ee 
For the preservation of Castle Island, and re- 


| 
1 

4 

! 

For arrearages prior to the first of July, eighteen i 
| 

3,000 00 | 

i 

i 


52,125 67 || 


Pov Fort Delaware s.cavecceveveveccvsees 
For Fort Monroe... 
For Fort Calboun..... 
For Fort OAW eyer rnanera 
For fortification in Charleston harbor, South 
Carolina, and for the preservation of the site 
of Bort Moultrie. ise cee cceeee ones 
For Fort Pulaski, at Savannah..... 
For Fort Marion, and sea-wall at St. Augustine, 
For fort on Foster’s bank, Pensacola. » 5,000 00 1} 
For contingencies of fortifications.........++86. 10,000 00 | 
For incidental expenses attending the repairs of i 
fortifications, and for the purchase of addition- i 
aj land in the neighborhood... sesssesersrrae | 
For fortat Grand Terre, being the amount of a | 
former appropriation carried to the surplus j 
fund... seaseoswevesee 15,000 00 |; 
For the t {Fort Niagara, 30,000 00 | 
i 

i 

| 

f 

| 

i 

f 

| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

1 


10,000 00 | 
10,000 60 ; 
15,000 00 
5,000 00 


pairs of Fort Independence, at Boston.. 25,000 00 
For Fort Warren, at Boston...... BrE 40,000 00 
For Fort Adams, at Newport ..... 10,000 GO |! 
For the fort at New London harbor 5,000 GO |: 
For Fort Schuyler, at New York.. 10,000 00 |! 
For repairs of Castle William and | 

bus and officers’ quarters, at New York...... 2,000 00 f 

i 
j 


EEEE ETETETEN 


10,000 00 
15,000 00 
10,000 00 


50,000 00 


ion g Į 

For repairing and rebuilding the old fort at Os- 
wego, including the construction of the neces- 
sary barracks. ....6 66. teretane astas 20,000 00 |! 
Por barracks and other ngs at Sackett’s 
TLArbOr se cec eee eteereeteeeseererertereeecece 10,000 00 jI 
For barracks and other buildings at Plattsburg.. 20,000 00 (| 
For construction of barracks, quarters, store- | 

houses, hospitals, and stables, and the neces- 
sary defenses of the posts it may be deemed | 
proper to establish for the better protection of | 
the western FrontiCt...esssssasseoroesasessre 80,000 00 | 
| 


For the support of the Military Academy for the 
year eighteen hundred and thirty-nine, viz: 

For pay of officers, cadets, and musicians.,.... 59,228 00 |: 
‘For subsistence of officers and cadcts....e.+e+5 40,004 00 
For forage of officers’ horses. .cersos 3,936 00 
For clothing of officers’ servants. 390 00 
For defraying the expenses of the Board of 


itors dt West Point.....ccereereeeeaceren nese 2,000 00 5 
For fuel, forage, stationery, printing, transporta- te ys |: 
tion, AN POStAGE cores seceecseceveee eee 12,58) 45 


For repairs, improvements, and expen of i 

buildings, grounds, roads, wharves, boats, and | 
For pay of adjutant’s and quartermaster’s clerks, 
Yor increase and expenses of the library... 
For miscellancous items and incidental expenses 
For the department of engineering... eseescens 
For the department of philosophy. 
Por the department of mathematics 


For the department of chemistry 9 

For the department of drawing eserse eres 285 00 ii 
For the department of tactics... ages 360 00 | 
For the department of artillery 275 00 | 
FOr QTCSCPVOIl pensai uneove rrera trbiaerareseer B118 00 i; 
For two fire-engines, with h complete.....e. 1,900 00 | 


for the libra- 


3 
For the completion.of the buildings for 1 
phical, and 


ry, and the engineering, phil 
chemical departments, in addition to the ap- 
propriation of eighteen hundred and: thirty- 
. 16,649.50 


I 

i 

i 

' 

i 
For payment to the. Missouri volunteers, whose | 
horses were Jost or cast away at sea, OF which | 
i 

fi 


perishéd and dicd in consequence of suffering 

at sea, in the voyage from New Orleans to 

Tampa bay, in the year eighteen hundred and __ 
thivty-sevensseseceereececcseseeeneesensees ce 30000 00 


H. R. No. 892. 


For the protection of the northern and notth- f 
western frontier of die United States. siste 500,000 00 | 


| For prov 
i Forrepa 


i For improvement and neccessary -repairs-of the 


| For CIOUUNg- ccc seen eeen errero 
1 For fel esc ce ee ceee ern er enews ` i 
| For Keeping the present barracks in repair until 


H. R. No. 1176. 
For the defense of the United States, in certain | f 
cases, against invasion... +++ +810,000,000 00.. 
H. R. No. 469, oa 


For paying three companies of militia in the State 
of Indiana, called into the service of the United 
BUALGB esiiwein ss dena E A nays s¥erec tales 


1,578 89 


$16,550,253 65 


By the act (H.R. No. 896) making appropriations 


for the naval service for the year eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-nine: 


For pay of commissioned, warrant, and petty. officers, and 
of seamen... Eoy $2,352,625 64 


| For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 


and ai! the civil establishments at the several 

yards seveeees 44,000 00 
mesa ceee ses 600,000 00 

2 sand the repairs 

ear of vessels in commission... 1,000,000 00 


and wear and 


i For medicines and surgical instruments, hospi- 


tal stores, and other expenses on account of 

-the sick tice enee coeeeeeen 75,000: 00 
For itnprovement and necessary repairs of the : 

navy-yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire... 30,000 00 
For improvement and necessary repairs of the 

navy-yard at Charlestown, Massachusetts»... 26,000 00 
For improvement and necessary repairs of the : 

7,500:00 


navy-yard at Brooklyn, New York..........6 


navy-yard at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania....,+. 8,000.00 
Kor improvement and necessary repairs of the 
navy-yard at Washington. .sssssersseese esee 26,000.00 
For improvement and necessary repairs.of the 
navy-yard at Gosport, Virginia... ce. seses. os 64,000 00 
For improvement and necessary repairs. of the ‘ 
navy-yard near Pensacola, s.s.s esesss eevee es 25,000 00 
Por ordnance and ordnance stores. .esssses ves» 65,000 00. 
For defraying the expenses that may accrue for 
the following purposes: For the freight and 
transportation of nratcrials and stores of every 
deseription ; for wharlage and dockage; stor- 
age and rent: traveling expenses of officers 
and transportation of seamen; house rent for 
pursers when attached to yards and stations 
where no house is provided; for funeral ex- 
penses; for comunissions, clerk hire, office 
rent, stationery, and fuel to navy agents; for 
premiums and incidental expenses of recruit- 
ing; for apprehending deserters ; for compen- 
sation to judges advocate ; for per diem allow- 
ance to persons: attending courts martial and 
courts of inquiry; for printing and stationery of 
“every description, and for. working the litho- 
graphic press; and for books, maps, charts, 
mathematical and nautical instruments, chro- 
nometers, models, and drawings 5. for the pur- 
chase and repair of fire engines and. machin- 
ery, and for the repair of steam engines in 
navy-yards ; forthe purchase apd maintenance’ 
of oxen and horses, and for carts, timber- 
wheels, and workmen’s tools of every deserip~ 
tion; for postage of letters on public service; 
for pilotage and towing shipsof' war; for taxes 
and assessinents on public property ; for assist- 
ance rendered to vessels in distress; for inei- 
dental labor at uavy-yards, not applicable:to : 
any othcr appropriation; for coal and other 
fuel, and for candles.and oil for the use of navy~ 
yards and shore stations ; for repairs. of maga- 
zines or powder houses; and for no other pur- 
post WHALEVED scee er cee eee ce ete a etd exea 6 450,000 00 
For contingent expenses for objeets not herein- ` : 
i 3,000 00 


before enumerated... 
For pay of the officers, non-commissioned offi- 
cors, musicians, and privates, and subsistence ` 
Df the officers of the marine Corpse. e.e. e» e. i 174,300 00 
For provisions for the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates serving on shore, Ser- 
vants, and washerwomen. sis.: sedaeedee 45,050 00 
43,660 00 
++ 16,270.00 


new ones can be erected, and for the rent of 
temporary barracks at New York. .esecessrees 10,000.00 


i For the transportation of officers, non-commis- 


sioned officers, musicians, and privates, and 


| expenses OF FECFUILING. ccc cence reeeeeeeeeree 6,000 00 
; For medicines, hospital siores, surgical instru- 
ments, and pay of matron seere. 4,139-08 


For contingent expenses of said cory 


armis-in repair, drums 
ments, and ordnance 2,000 00 
For completing the bospital at New York....... 20,000 00 
For conveying Schuylkill water to the naval ` 
asylum at Philadelphia, and for all necessary 


TORUS. ooo ceececesecseceventesensssesesivnes 9,760 09 
For current expenses.of the hospital and its de- : 
pendoncies, near Norfolk, esse ceseceaerseeeae 1,500 00 


Por completing the hospital buildings at Pensa-_ : 
cola, and building a wharf for landing the sick... ` 4000 00 
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By the act (H. R. No. 893) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of the revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States, for 
the year eighteen hundred and thirty-nine. 

For revolutionary pensioners, under the several acts other 


than those of the fifteenth of May, eightecn hundred and | 
twenty cight, the seventh of June, eighteen hundred and ; 


thirty-two, and the 

IY ehe $326,250 00 
For the invalid pensioners under various laws, . 300,685 63 
For pensions to widows and orphans, under the 

act of the fourth of July, eighteen hundred and 

UHITLY- SIX cc eae ee eee eee se seee e 490,084 52 
For five years’. pensions to widows, per act of 

seventh of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- . . s 

i APS EAA E A 1,372,000 09 
For haif-pay pensions, payable uirough the office 

of the Third Auditor 


10,000 00 


By the act (H. R. No. 895) making 
tions for the current and contingent expenses 
“of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian 


tribes, for the year eighteen hundred and thir- 


ty-nine. 


i 
Foy the current and contingent expenses uf the Indian 


Department, viz: 

For the pay of the superintendent of fodian affairs at 
St. Louis, and the several Jndian agents, as provided 
by the acts of June thirty, cighteen hundred and thirty- 
four, and March three, eighteen hundred aud thirty 
SEVEN... Sweta ereen eee e $16,500 00 

For the pay of the sub-agents, authorized by the 
act of June thirty, eighteen hundred and thirty- 

POU. 
For the pay of interpreters, as authorized by the 
IME ACLs e i 
For presents to Indi 

ACLieveceree 
For the purchase of pro ; 

distribution of annuities, while ou visits of 

business with the superintendents and agents, 


13,000 00 


ad by the 


ns, authori 


and when assembled on publie business., .... 11,800 00 
For the necessary buildiugs required at the sev- 
eral agencies, and repairs ereofa... esse 6656 10,000 09 


For postages, rents, stationery, fuel for ofices, 
and other contingencies of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for transportation and incidental 
OXPONSCK deer screener ereseenes FREE 

For the salary ot one clerk inthe office of the 
superintendent of ndima aitairs, south of tbe 
Missouri river... 


36,500 00 


for carrying into ctlect the stipulations of ce 
thin Indian treaties, and the hiws comnceted 
therewith, v 

For the Six Nations of New York....... 
For the Senecas of Now York. cc ceeeeeee eee e eae 
Por the Otawas..cecceecees 
For the Wyandots.. eee 
For the Wyandotts, Man 
Por the Christian Indians 
For the Miamies.., 
Por the Bel RIVES; .sessaseessess 
For the Pottawatom 
For the Pottawatomies of T 
Por the Pottawatomies of the Prairie... 
For the Pottawatomies of the Wabash. sess cers 
For the Pottawatomies of Indiana... 
For the Chippewas, Ottawas, and Pottawato- 
For the Winnebagoes.. 
For the Menomouces..... 
For the Chippewas of the M 
For the Chippewas of the Saganaw........ 
For the Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, 
and New York Pndians.s.. ccceaeecer anes 
For the Sioux of the Mississi 
For the Yancton and Santie Sioux... 
Foy the Omahas. ces cree cceeceeseeene 
For the Saes and Foxes of the Missouri... 
For the JOwass..e ce ve cece cen ee 
For the Sacs and Foxes of the M 
For the Saes, Foxes 
and Ottoes, and M 
For the Ouoes and Mi 
Porthe Kanzas...... 
Eor the Osages.... cases ce cee eee cee een eee naee 
For the Kickapoose... csccccceneeerres ere cens 
For the Kaskaskias and Peorias,.csseceeerevees 
For the Piankeshaws....e.cse- 
For the Weadissnrasurisesisasee 
For the Delawares...... se nen ee te ween sees 
For the Shawncesecec usec ccessecceoeener scenes 
For the Senecas and Shawnees.. 
For the Senecas...ccsceseacenenes 
For the Choctaws...e5 
For the Chickasaws..... 
Forthe Creeks... cess 
For the Quapaws.. 


4,500. 00 
6,000 00 
W 00 


1,100 00 
20,200 00 
» 400 00 

16,000 00 


17,000 00 


34,290 00 
92,860 00 
2.650 00 
5,000 00 
5,800 00 


“8,950 00 
54,540 00 


sippi... 
Omahas, 
Turkia é 3640:00 
6,040 00 
dz 


3,000 00 


bee eere eee 


2,060 00 


. 57,625 00 


For the Florida Indians. snese onseren 


For the Pawnees...... cscs ccseseee ees viens 
For the Cherokees..scsscs. vveveaccuseuenenes 
For the Ottawas and Chippewas.,... 
For the Caddoes...... 0... 0cecee 


12,000 06 
7,640 00 


For the following expenditures in the Indian De- 
partment, the appropriations having been car- 
ried to the surplus fund on the thirty- first De- 
eember last, viz: 

For blacksmiths’ establishments. ..s.ssroes: ae. 27,508 66 
For treaty stipulations. sss serere ararie e 15,432 84 


ourth of July, eighteen bundred and | 


appropria- 5 


9,300 00 | 


5,000 00 | 


1,000 00 © 


6,840 00 | 


For the removal and subs 


For. carrying into effect the treaty with the Mi- 
ami fndians of the sixth of November, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight, viz: 

For the payment to be made upon the ratification 
of the treaty, by a provision contained in the 
i] _ third article of the same... e. 
| For the first of ten aunual. insu r 
|i lated to be paid by the same article.s.ssssssee 
|; For the payment of claims provided for in the 
fourth and fifth articles. sse.. 
For the expenses of valuing buildings and im- 
provements upon the ceded lands, and for the 
erection of others, as stipulated by the sev- 
CHER ALTICIG Lc ce ee eee 
Por the expen of surveying and marking the 
{) boundary lines of the Miami [ands in the State 
of dndiaua, as stipulated by the ninth article.. 
Mor the expenses attending the examination of 
chiims which have accrued since the twenty- 
third day of October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-four sa. wha cre aie 
For the expenses of the commission to examine 
claims under the treaty with the Miamies of 
the tenth day of November, cigbtecn hundred 
Hand thine ven, not covered by former appro- 
priations for that object. cesses ccenne 
or the payment of the Pottawatomies of Indi- 
ani for the corn crop abandoned by them upon 
| their emigration westofthe Mississippi, whieh 
Was app appointed by the Gov- 
CYuNeNt.. ` 
! For the payment te the 
of twelve log-houses, appraised in the same 
manner, and destroyed before their removal.. 
For the expenses of the removal and subsistence 
| of these Indian O, p 
; For the expenses. of fencing and breaking up 
ground for tillage for the Omaha Indians, as 
stipmlated by the third article of the treaty 
with them of cighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
in addition to the sum of twelve hundred dot- 
Jars appropriated in the year eighteen hundred 
Hi) AM ANALY -SOVON ce cease E renee 
j| For the salary of the farmer to be supp ried 
among the said Indians, as stipulated by the 
sme article of the same treaty esccceeser sees 
w ihe balance of the expenses incurred by the 
| commission tor the examination of claims un- 
/ der the secoud article of tbe treaty with the 
} Bac and ox fndians of the Mi ippi of Oc. 
i 
| 


i 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
I 
| 
| 


tober, eighteen hundred and th seven, over 
and above the former appropriation for that 
OWE aes De ene ewe nenene 


2,000 00 j; 
400 005) 
-40,110 00 | 


20,000 00 | 


1,500 00 i 
0 00 | 


3,000 00 | 


496 00 | 


3,000 00 | 
800 00 || 


10,444 00 |} 
7180 00 | 


2,660 00 | 


6,000 00 |, 
46,440 00 | 
4,660 00 || 
9,610 00 |! 


62,465 00 |! 
10,000 00 | 


For the support of a miller for the Sac and Fox 
Indiaus of M ‘ippi, as stipulated by the 
third artiele of the treaty of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-siXesspssrssareeesesg 

Kor the expenses of procuring rations for these 
Indians tor one year, ag stipulated by the third 
article of the same treaty, over and above the 

. provision heretofore made for that object... 

L For the balance of the expenses incurred in 

4) examining claims under the second article of 

i} the treaty of September, eighteen hundred and 

Ho thir even, with the Sioux Indians, by the 

{commission appointed tor that purpose, over 

io and above the former appropriation for that 

i} object... .., sane see aes 

H For compensation to a commissioner and clerk 

| to be appointed to reéxamine the chains under 
the fast mentioned treaty, the reéxamination 
to be made in the Indian countty.... ceecceee 

For the payment of the expenses of the investi- 
gation jnto frauds practiced in the i 
tions of the Creek todians for the year eighteen 
hundred and thirty-utues. soo. jx 

For the payment of the expenses of the removal 
and subsistence of the Creek Indians, to be 
applied in payment of claims settld by the 
aecounting officers, and to reimburse to other 
appropriations funds used for the removal and 
subsistence of these Indians, including out- 
standing claims not yet setilod...... cc. eee ee 


For carrying into effect the treaty with the 
Creek Indians of the twenty-third day of 
November, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight, viz: 

iTo make the payment in stock animals stipu- 
lated to be made by the second article of the 
said treaty... bap 

To pay the interest at five per cent. for one year 
upon the sum of three hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars, pursuant to the stipulations of 
the third article of the said treaty sssssesrsesr 

To pay the claims of the Mefntosh party, purse- 

ant to the stipulations in the fifth article of the 

SUL TLOALY vo cece eres stun veces sever screenees 

To purchase stock animals for the Creeks re- 
moved as hostiles, as stipulated by the sixth 
article of the treaty sessa sereserisiesserscess 

To meet the expenses of the purchase and dis- 
tribution of stock animals, according to the 
requirements of the second and sixth articles, 

For the payment to the Cherokee Indians of the 
value of the improvements upon the mission- 


| For the expenses of treating with the Chippewas è 
HO OF Saganaw verse csceeseccstenerectesscesees 897.13 
| For the expenses of Indian deputations.... , :2,630 00 
| For. the education of Indian youths... +... 20,541 25 
| For holding treaties with certain Indian tribes.. 447 50 
Por locating reservations... reses eererreerreee 205 13 
For purchase of rifles for Pottawatomies......... 112 38 
H For carrying into effect the treaty with the Otta- 
was and Chippewas... scceeeeces sears neces 43,704 24 
For the removal of the Choctaws from Missis- | 
SIPPUceecsaseee s...» 19,910 00 | 


77,855 70 


60,900 00 
12,568 00 


aaae e. 150,000 00 


3,300 00 


200 00 


2,500 00 


2,000 00 


742 50 


600 00 
50,000 00 


800 00 


800 00 


1,500 00 


600 00 


14,657 37 


500 00 


5,500 00 


5,000 00 


$5,000 00 


50,000 00 


17,500 00 


21,103 33 


10,000 00 | 


3,000 00 


: For the p 


ary reservations, pursuant to a stipulation in 
the fourth article of the treaty of December, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-five, in, addition 
to the former appropriation for that object.... $15,111 25 
For compensation to the commissioner under the 
above treaty, in addition to the appropriations 
of eighteen hundred and thirty-six and eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight, for that object.. 


For carrying into effect the treaty of the.sev- 
enth day of February, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, with the Chippewas of Saganaw, 
viz: 

For the payment of the purchase money of forty 
acres of Jand ceded by the first article of the 
WORY seriti iatan AISTE DE 

For expenses incurred in the negotiation of the 
ULEALY esssasorossaresosere reeeee 


For carrying into effect the treaty with the 
Great and Little Osages of the eleventh day 
of January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine, Viz: 

For the payment of the annuity stipulated in the 

Second ALUICIE Ls ce sess vere eee ee 

For the support of two blac 
ments, building a grist and saw-mill, pay of at- 
tendants and assistants, tools for the mills, and 


8,000 00 


320 00 
125 00 


20,000 00 


the erection of mill-Nouses.....ceeeeeeecereee 7,800 00 
For furnishing cows, calves, hogs, plows, har- 

nesses, axes, and hoes, as stipulated by the 

ALETTE ENEE ean EEE E 100000 
For the erection of houses for chiefs, and furnish- 

ing wagons, carts, oxen, and chatns, as stipu- 

lated by the treaty «. 6,980 00 
For the payment of claims for depredations 30,000 00 
For the expenses of a commissioner to examine 

and settle those, claims.. veteeeeeeesene 2500 00 


ha 


yent of the pur money for res- 


ervations toeeenenes 
For the reimbursement of the annuity deducted 
in the year eighteen hundred and twenty-five.. 
For the reimbursement to the Clermont band of 
the annuity deducted inthe yoar eighteen hun- 
dred and tWEnty NING. cee cece cee ee were eens 
For the payment to the Iowa Indians of the in- 
terest at five per cent., for one year, upon the 
sum of one hundred and fifty-seven thousand 
five hundred dollars... 
For building ten houses for the lowa chiefs, as 
per stipulation of the treaty.... secesece eevee 
For rhe completion of the surveys under the 
treaty with the Delaware Indians, and for the 
s of Jocating the Miamies and Winne- 


43,520 00 
3,000 00 


3,000 00 


7,875 00 
2,000 00 


F 2,000 00 
To enable the Executive to purchase from Wa- 
pan-seh, a Pottawatomie, five sections of land 
reserved for him by the second article of the 
treaty of the twentieth of October, eighteen 
hundred and Chitty tWOee seceseeeesceve sersa 
For defraying the expenses of holding a treaty, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
with the Stockbridge Indians. ...sseesees ecse 
For the employment of physicians to vaccinate 
the Indians, to he expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War...cc ss ecseseeees 
For paying the traveling expenses and board, 
while detained in the city of Washington, of 
the delegations of the Stockbridge, Munsee, 
and Seneca tribes of Indians, in proportion to 
the distance they have traveled or may travel 
in returning to their respective tribes, a sum 
NOL EXCCEMING cor eccccserserer eureeegecerene 
To enable the Secretary of War to have executed 
under his direction twelve maps for the use of 
the War Department, and of the Senate, show- 
ing the position of the Jands of each Indian 
tribe in amity with the United State 
For defraying the expe 
marking the boundaries between the Indian 
tribes west of the Mississippi........ 


H. R. No. 1092. 
For the Jocation and temporary support of the 
Seminole Indians removed from Plorida...... 


H. R. No. 1090. 


For the purpose of holding a treaty with the Sem- 
ingle [NMAN s eee e ee cece ewen en eset ener ne 


4,000 00 
2,000 00 


5,000 06 


2,000 03 


1,000 00 


ses of surveying and 


10,000 00 


10,000 00 


By the act (H. R. No. 1090) making appropria- 
tions for preventing and suppressing Indian 
hostilities for the year eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine. 


For forage tor the horses of the second dragoons, mounted 
volunteers, and militia officers entitled to forage in kind, 
and for horses, mules, and oxen, in the service of 
trai essre eresse s $392,831 00 

portation of military supplies 

ry description, from the places of pur- , 
chase lo Plorida.. se eaad sees e 254,628 00 

For the purchase of wagons, harness, boats, and 
lighters, horses to keep up the trains, tools, 
leather, and other materials for repairs. s.s.s., 

For the transportation of supplies from the prin- 
cipal depots to the several posts, as well as 
troops, when they move by water, including 
the hire of steamboats and other vessels for 
the service in the rivers and on the coasts, and 
the expenses of maintaining and. sailing the 
several steamers and transport schooners con- 
nected with the operations of the Army......300,000 00 

For the hire of mechanics, laborers, mule drivers, 5 
teamsters, and other assistants, including their 
subsistence, and for soldiers ‘on extra duty, 
eonformably to laW.,asseessesese one 


92,000 09 


eresse 


100,000 00 
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For the transportation of the militia or volun- 
teers while marching to and from the seene of 
OPCFAtlONS .. 6... cess cece ete e es eeseee cons coos 

For miscellaneous exoenses of ali kinds, not em- 
braced under the foregoing heads, and which, 
from their contingent character, cannot be 
specified....... 

For accouterments and s for infantry and 
cavalry, including militia infantry and cavalry, 
ammunition for men and field artillery, and 
repairs of arms, and for contingencies.,...... 

For the pay of such militia~men and volunteers 
as may have been or may be called into the 
service of the United States rhs 

For the purchase and maintaining in active ser- 
vice threc vessels of light draught of water, to 
cruise along the coast of Florida, for the pro- 
tection of the lives and property of the citi- 
BOMBS cee cccescccectcseecce seen sees ke 

For paying the value of the horses and equipage 
of the Tennessee and other volunteers who 
have at any time been in the service of the 
United States in the Territory of Florida, and 
which were turned over to the Government by 
order of the commanding general or other 


30,000 00 


cease aeaee e» s 400,000 00 


71,000 00 


114,315 00 


50,000 00 
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commanding officer; said value to be ascer- 
tained by the appraisement of said value when 
the volunteers entered the service....+...00s 


52,060 00 


ee 


$1,856,774 00 


By the act (S. No. 256) to promote the progress 


of the useful arts. 


For two assistant examiners, each to receive an annual 


salary of one thousand two hundred and 
lars. sees 
For publishing a classified and alphabetical list 


Of PATENTS... coer eevee ee res 
To pay for the use and occupation of rooms in 
the City Hall by the Patent Office........6+ . 
For the purchase of necessary books for the 
library of the Patent Office......... cece eee eee 
For the collection of agricultural statistics, and 
for other agricuitural purposes... ....sccereeee 


To the chief justice of the district court for ser- 
vices in relation to the Patent Office......0+5 


fifty dol- 
$2,500 00 


1,000 00 
3,659 22 
1,000 00 
1,000 00 

100 00 


$9,259 22 


T 


| 


House of Representatives. 


Private claims*...ccacesees cescesvosaaseees ea o 931,965 73 
Senate. 


13,099 54 


Private ClaiMS.....,cc cece vase vecesneseuss tees 


$45,065 27 


RECAPITULATION. 
Civil and diplomatic pesinee enni. coe «99,010,081 57 


| Army, fortifications, and Military Academy... 16,556,253 65 


Navy hessas se eteerenescccns serene svesens 5,130,781 64 
Revolutionary and other pensioners......... 2,499,020 15 
Current expenses of the Indian department,, 1,755,007 28 
Preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities, 1,856,774 00 
To promote the progress of the useful arts... 9,259.22 
Private ClAIMS....cccaseceeeceseacseestenees 45,065 27 


836,362,242 78 


* Several acts were passed for the settlement of private 
claims ; but as the amounts are to be ascertained by settle- 
ment by the accounting officers, the aggregate cannot be 
carried out in this statement. 
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TH Cone....3D SESS. 


Report of the Secretary of War. 


Report of the Secretary of War. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
November 28, 1838. 


Sir: I have the honor to submit to you the fol- 
lowing report upon the several branches of the 
public service confided to the superintendence of 
the War Department. 

The provisions of Congress for the increase and | 
organization of the army have been carried into 
execution, as far as the limited time since the pas- 
sage of the act, and the circumstances of the coun- 
try, would permit. The eighth regiment of infan- 
try, authorized by law, has been raised, officered, 
and equipped for the field, as have four additional 
companies of artillery. The staff of the army 
has been completed in every department, accord- 
ing to the intentions of Congress, and will form a 
most efficient branch of the service. In execution 
of the'law of March 2, 1821, which says That 
‘each regiment of. artillery shall consist of one 
s colofel, one lieutenant colonel, one major, one 
“gérgéeant major, one quartermaster sergeant, and 
“nine companies, one of which shall be designated 
“and equipped as light artillery,” I have caused one 
company of artillery to be mounted, and armed 
with their appropriate arm. It is very desirable 
that the intentions of this provision of the law, 
which have been so long postponed, should be | 
carried into effect without further delay; and I 
would recommend that this description of force, 
so important in the composition of an army, and 
so efficient in the field, be increased by separating | 
two companies from each regiment of artillery, 
and forming with them two battalions of light 
artillery, one to be stationed in the western, and 
the other in the eastern division of the army. 

The only additional increase of the army àt- | 
tending this’ arrangement, which is calculated to | 
add very considerably tò its effective strength, | 
willbe that of the field officers of the battalions. | 

The army has been actively and usefully em- | 
ployed, as will be seen from the report of the | 
Commanding General, partly on the southwestern | 
and northern frontiers, and partly in the Cherokee 
country. With a view to render it more efficient, 
1 would récoramend that the places and manner 
of quartering and stationing the troops in time of 
peace'be changed: Scattered in small detachments 
and distant posts, it would be impracticable to | 
unite any part of it in sufficient strength to make 
an effective resistaice upon any one point of either 
frontier; ‘and equally so to impart to them that 
discipliné ‘and skilt in military maneuvers which 
they will have to practice in time of war, and 
which will erable them: to meet an enemy in the | 
field on equal terms. The object of our fortresses 
is to-defénd ‘our’ harbors, and ‘to arrest the first 
progress of &ü enemy s arma; and this may be 
effected bY sinall garrisons of regular troops, aided 
by a, well-trained ‘militia. Our militia, covered by- 
works and fortifications, have proved ‘themselves, 
from, their dexterity in firing, to besuperior to the; 
Gest: European troops; but it cannot stand against, 
them in the field, from its want of instruction and. 
military organization. If, therefore, the army is 
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4 Department for the defense of that “frontier, the 


to remain slat up in fortresses, and militia to be 
depended upon to march to their relief, in case of 
invasion, we fail to avail ourselves’ of the advant- 
ages that may be derived from the different quali- 
ties of these troops. In the present state of the 
art of war, no fortress is impregnable, and‘each in 
its turn would be forced to yield, if attacked, unless 
there was an army ready to march to its relief; for 
the militia, although perfectly competent to defend 
the forts, would be found incapable of contending 
with disciplined troops in the field, or of storming an 
intrenched camp. My object would be, therefore, 
so to station the troops, that they should form a 
center arou:.d which the militia may rally, and the 
combined forces march to the relief of any point | 
that may be menaced or attacked. The points 

which appear to me best calculated for such sta: | 
tions as are here indicated, are, in the State of New | 
York, on Lake Champlain, whence troops may be 
moved with facility towards the northern or east- 
ern frontier, and to protect the sea-board. In 
Pennsylvania, at Carlisle, where exist already 
good barracks, and from whence troops may be 
moved rapidly upon any point of the coast ‘north | 
of the Chesapeake. In the State of South Carolina | 
or Georgia, not far from the head waters of the 
Savannah river, a commanding position may be | 
occupied, from whence troops might be trans- | 
ported to any point between the Chesapeake and | 
Florida, with nearly equal expedition. The fourth 

station I would recommend is Jefferson barracks, i 
a central post as regards the southwestern frontier, | 
Louisiana, and all the western States; presenting | 
extensive lines of water communication, which | 
greatly facilitate the movements of the troops upon | 
any point of the western division, These stations, | 
supplied with a competent regular force, and, when 
the occasion requires it, augmented by the hardy 


be able to contend successfully with any force that 
could be sent against this country; whilst small 
garrisons of regulars, aided by the volunteers and 
| militia of the maritime and inland frontiers, might 
occupy the forts and defend. them until the corps 
d'armée nearest the point attacked could march to 
their relief. In no other way can an extensive line 
of frontier, like that of the United States, be de- 
fended by a small army such as ours. To carry 
this measure into effect, it will be necessary to ask 


erecting and extending theaccommodations for the 

troops at the points indicated. g 
The sparse population of the western frontier 
and the number, character, and proximity of the 
enemy we have to guard against in that quarter, | 
will require that the garrisons of the several posts | 
| should be stronger than on the maritime or north- 
ern and eastern. frontiers; and it is respectfully | 
recommended that the measures proposed by the | 
li 


last year, should be persisted in. dt ie to be re- 
gretted that those measures were not sanctioned by 
Congress at its last session. The law of the 2d. 
| July, 1836, is in progress of execution, and every 
exertion hasbeen made to meet the wishes of the 
framers of it. The survey of the whole line of 


road has been made, and part of itunder contract. 


militia collected from the neighboring States, would |; 


of Congress an appropriation for the purpose of |; 


I should not, however, discharge my duty as the 
officer charged with this branch of the public sers 
vice, if 1 refrained from’ reiterating’ my opinion, 
that the plan proposed by that law would riot only 
be inefficient, but, if carried out to its full extent, 
would produce immediate hostilities with th 
dian tribes on that frontier. So confident am 
that the withdrawal of the garrison from Fort Gi 
son would be the signal of an outbreak on the pi 
of the Indians, that I havé veritured’ to suspen 
the execution of that part of the law until an ¢ 
tunity could be given to Congress to ret 
that order; and would respectfully: suggest 
the position of the posts, the direction of the linea 
of communication, and all the details relating to 
frat 


the defenses of the frontiers, should be left'to 
department of the Government which is responsible 
for the peace and defense of the country. Twill 
briefly recapitulate the plan of defense proposed 
by me, in order to bring it again to the notice 
of Congress, with an expression of my convic- 
tion that, if adopted, it will prove effectual for 
the protection of the settlement on that frontier, 
and will impose such a restraint upor. the Indias 
as to keep them quiet and peaceable, as well as 
to enable the authorities of the United: States fully 
to comply with their treaty stipulations with those 
tribes, and protect them against intrusion from the 
whites. f yee 7 

I propose that the existing fortresses w 
Indian territory should be enlarged and ¢ 
ened, and others erected at the L]linois | 
the line of the State of Arkansas; at Table creek, 
hear the Missouri river, below the Platte; and at 
the upper forks of the Des Moines; these stations 
to be connected by good roads; perpendicular to 
the line of defense, and connecting it with an in- 
terior line of posts to be established at convenient 
points, to serve as places of refuge for the inhabit- 
ants in periods of alarm or danger, where they 
could remain in safety until relieved by thé regu- 
lar troops. This, with some additional depots. of 
arms at points judiciously selected, and a good 
organization of the neighboring militia, would 
furnish ample security and‘protection ‘to the bor- 
dering States. The works on the exterior line, 
éspecially, should be built of permanent materials, 
and in a manner to insure the health and comfort 
of the soldier, and to be defended by.a small gar- 
rison. 

In order to maintain these remote posts at the 


|| least po&sible expense, as well as to secure per- 


manent and séasonable supplies, 1 would recoin- 
mend that a farm be attached to each of them, tö 
be worked by a given number of laborers, urider 
a competent superintendent, with the assistance 
of the soldiers at seed-time and harvest. For this 
purpose it willbe necessary to have the authority 
of Congress to hire the necessary number of labor- 
ers, it having been found by experience that the 
constant employment of soldiers in the cultivation 
of the soil is incompatible with discipline or the 
acquisition of military skill, They may, how 
ever, be made very useful at particular s 
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of the year, without any detriment to the 8 
I have seen no reason to change my vie 


the proper organization of a militia 
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force, to serve as auxiliaries to the system pro- 
posed for the defense of the maritime and inland 
frontiers, lt would, doubtless, be desirable to 


adopt some uniform system of organization, | 


which would render effective the whole militia of 
the United States; but nv plan has yet been sug- 
gested that can be carried into effect throughout 
the whole of our extensive country. That which 
appears to present the greatest advantages, and. /! 
has been frequently pressed upon the attention of 
Congress by my predecessors in office, appears to 
me to be only applicable to the thickly-settled 
portions of our country; for if it were attempted 


to divide the militia into classes in some parts of | 


our southern country and on our borders, where 
their services are most likely to be required, it | 
would be found difficult to assemble a single com- 
pany of the junior class within a space of one 
hundred miles, It is to be feared that the whole 
militia of the United States will be found too un- 
wieldy a body to be successfully organized at 
once. by any plan that can be devised; and for 
some time to come it had better be left to the direc- 
tion of the several States, adopting only a uniform 
armament and uniform drill, until a system be 
introduced on the frontiers which may be grad- 


ually extended over the whole country. A com- || 


mencement may be made by enrolling twenty | 
thousand men, taken from among the inhabitants |) 
and settlers of the frontier and the country around | 
the permanent stations in the interior. Six con- | 
secutive days in the year would be sufficient for 
their drill, provided the commissioned and non- | 
commissioned officers be assembled for instruction | 
at the nearest military post for the term of thirty 
days in the year. During the time the privates || 
and officers are in service, they should receive the 
pay and rations of soldiers and officers of the | 
army of the same grade respectively. These 
forces would not be withdrawn from the States 
where they are raised, and may be called into ser- 
vice by the Governors, upon the requisition of 
the President. In this manner would be formed 
a well-disciplined body of militia, capable of act- 
ing as an auxiliary force both to the regulars 
stationed in the four posts above designated, and 
to the garrisons stationed in the maritime and fron- 
tier fortresses, and a system commenced, which, 
if it work well, may gradually be extended so as | 
to embrace the whole militia of the United States. 
A considerable portion of the troops have been 
employed in Florida under that indefatigable and 
zealous officer, General Taylor. Engaged in a 
harassing service during the sickly season of that | 
unhealthy climate, they have displayed a spirit 
of enduring courage and perseverance highly cre- 
ditable to the American soldier. The theater of 
this war is a country of dense forests, swamps, | 
and morasses; the enemy active, subtile, cruel, | 
and invisible; and the mode of warfare one of pur- | 
suit, by following the track of an unseen foe. It | 
is, in short, a contest entirely devoid of all the in- | 
centives which usually repay the soldier for the | 
toils, privations, and dangers to which his duty | 
exposes him. But the Government has no alter- | 
native. The Indians must be expelled from Flor- | 
ida, and the army will make any sacrifice that is | 
required to protect the inhabitants of that Terri- 


| 
| 
| 


tory from these ruthless savages, and to maintain, || 


untarnished, the honor of their arms. During the | 


past summer, profiting by the unhealthiness of | 


the season, the Indians made several incursions | 
into the settlements, committing the most cruel | 
murders, and, as is usual with them, sparing 
neither age nor sex. They attacked the light- 
houses, and murdered the crews of the vessels 
which were unfortunately driven on shore, and | 
wrecked on that dangerous coast. The necessary | 
protection due by the Government to the com- | 
merce of the country, and to the citizens of Flor- | 
ida, demands that the utmost exertions be made | 
to.drive these merciless savages from a country | 
which they have so cruelly afflicted. No pains | 
will be spared to effect this object, but it does not | 
appear that the means hitherto adopted are calcu- 

lated todo so. A vigorous effort was made last | 
year with a formidable force of regular troops and 
mounted volunteers. Every scheme was tried 
that a skillful and vigilant commander could de- 
vise, and that brave and active soldiers could ex- 
ecute. The morasses were traversed; the forests 


and swamps penetrated in every direction; the 
Indians beaten whenever they could be overtaken, 
and many of them forced to surrender, who were 
afterwards sent out of the country; but still, as 
‘| soon as the sickly season set in, it was found that 
|| some of these savages had eluded the vigilance of 
|| our troops, gained their rear, and penetrated into 
i| the heart of the settlements, where their presence 


l 


| 


| the unsettled state of the country through which! 


|; recital of Indian murders and devastations. 


! be so occupied will be too sparse to form an im- 


| 
t 
i 
| 
j 
| 
| 


was first discovered by the murders:they com- 
mitted’ and the barbarous cruelties they perpe- 
trated upon the aged and helpless. They were, 
| enabled to effect their bloody purposes only by "| 


they passed. When this war first broke out, the | 
Indians destroyed all the frontier settlements, and | 
the inhabitants beyond them in the interior aban- 
doned their homes, and were either received into 
the service or supported at the expense of the 
Government. A valuable and fertile portion of 
the Territory became a wilderness, through which | 
the Indians wandered like wild beasts seeking their 
prey. Had these people been compelled to re- 
| main; to picket their houses; to arm themselves, 
| and form associations for the mutual protection 
of their firesides, we should have been speed the 
This 
is what is now proposed to be done. General | 
Taylor has been directed to invite the settlers to 
return tọ their homes; to receive them, when 
there, into the service; to cause them to surround 
their houses with stout pickets; to organize them | 
into battalions for mutual defense; a part of them i 
to be kept under arms, while others are employed |i 
in cultivating their farms. No doubt this arrange- 
ment will aid in protecting the country from the 
inroads of the savages; but the farms which will 


| 
d 
| 
| 
| 


penetrable barrier to the Indians; and it is respect- 
fully recommended that a portion of land, selected 
by the officers of the Government, should be 
granted to such settlers as will bind themselves to 
settle on it, and to cultivate and defend it under 
such regulations as shall be made by the Execu- 
tive. 

That portion of the army employed in the very 
important and delicate operation of removing the 
Cherokees, has acted throughout with the activity || 
and zeal which distinguish this branch of the pub- || 
| lic service. The generous and enlightened policy 
evinced in the measures adopted by Congress to- |: 
wards that people, during the last session, was || 
ably and judiciously carried into effect by the Gen- || 
| eral appointed to conduct their removal; and his | 
orders were executed, both by the regular troops || 
and the volunteers, in every instance, with prompt- || 
| ness and praiseworthy humanity. The reluc- 
| tance of the Indians to relinquish the land of} 
their birth in the east, and remove to their new 
homes in the west, was entirely overcome by the 
i judicious conduct of that officer, and they de- 
parted with alacrity under the guidance of their 
own chiefs. The arrangements for this purpose, || 
| made by General Scott, in compliance with his |! 
previous instructions, although somewhat costly 
i to the Indians themselves, met the entire appro- |! 
bation of the Department, as it was deemed of the | 
last importance that the Cherokees should re- 
move to the west voluntarily, and that, on their | 
arrival at the place of their ultimate destination, 
they should recur to the manner in which they 
had been treated with kind and grateful feelings. 
| Humanity, no less than sound policy, dictated 
this course towards these children of the forests | 
and in carrying out, in this instance, with an un- | 
wavering hand, the measures resolved upon by | 
the Government in the hope of preserving the |! 
Indians, and of maintaining the peace and tran- |; 
quillity of the whites, it will always be gratifying || 
to reflect that this has been effected, not only 
without violence, but with every proper regard 
for the feelings and interests of that people. The | 
unprecedented drought which afflicted that part 
of the country during the past season compelled | 
the General to postpone the period of departure 
of the Indians until very lately; but since they 
have been on their march, the most satisfactory 
intelligence has reached the Department of their 
progress, and of the good order with which, un- 
der the direction of their own chiefs, the parties 
are advancing towards their permanent homes, 

The peaceful execution of the removal of the 


t 
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| Cherokees has been interrupted by the treacherous 
conduct of a few warriors, who had fied to the 
mountains of North Carolina. A small party of 
Indians, while marching under escort to the ren- 
dezvous, took advantage of the kindness and hu- 
manity of our men, who had lent their horses to 
convey their children more conveniently, and mur- 
dered them while walking heedlessly by their side. 
The officer only escaped by the speed and activity 
of his horse. A detachment of troops has been 
sent in pursuit of the murderers, and from the 
character of the officer commanding it, no doubt 
is entertained that the fugitive Cherokees will be 
promptly arrested. This cruel and treacherous 
act is much to be lamented, and forms a strong 
contrast to the orderly conduct of the rest of the 
nation. The General commanding there repre- 
sents the Cherokees as equally indignant with the 
whites, and anxious, themselves, to be allowed to 
march against their countrymen,and punish them 
for this wanton and cruel murder. 

The Government, on its part, has taken every 
precautionary measure to comply fully with its 
treaty stipulations towards these Indians, and to 


i render their new home comfortable and acceptable 


tothem. As soon asa proper regard for the peace 
of that portion of the country, and the probability 
of the successful execution of the measures of 
Government would admit, a part of the troops 
were removed to the northern frontier, and sta- 
tioned by the Commanding General of the Army 
in a manner to afford protection to that part of the 
country. It was hoped that the good sense and 


| respect for the laws which characterize the Amer- 


ican people, would have rendered unnecessary any 
coercive measures to restrain them from taking 
part in the disturbances of Lower Canada. But 
I regret to say that not only have the citizens of 
the United States, living on that frontier, aided 
the feeble efforts of the Canadians, which can 
terminate only in their misery and destruction, 
but others bordering on Upper Canada, where no 
disposition to revolt is known to exist,are banded 
together in secret societies for the express purpose 
of invading the province of a friendly Power, 
which, but for this unjustifiable interference, would 
remain in peace and tranquillity. The means used 
are as reprehensible as the end proposed is nefa- 
rious; and it isa subject of regret with this De- 


| partment that it hag not at its disposal a sufficient 


number of regular troops effectively to guard this 
extensive frontier from all attempts, on, the part 
of our fellow-citizens, tending either to disturb 
the peace of Upper Canada, or to succor the in- 
surgents in the lower province—attempts which 
can only lead to the discomfiture and death of the 
parties immediately engaged in their execution, 
and to the shame and sorrow of those who, by 
thoughtlessly encouraging these acts, have pro- 
duced such fearful consequences, 

In compliance with the expressed wish of Con- 
gress, the northern and northwestern frontiers 
have been reconnoitered by two able and expe- 
rienced officers of engineers, and the result of 
their observations will be laid before Congress as 
soon as the report of the proceedings is received. 

It will be seen, from the accompanying report 
of the Chief Engineer, that the delay attending the 
appropriation for the military and civil works 
under the superintendence of that department 


| until the close of the last session of Congress, occa- 


sioned the temporary suspension of those works 


| during a great part of the season for efficient 


operations. 

By my direction, the Board of Engineers pro- 
ceeded to examine the works of Fort Delaware. 
The purchase of the island on which the important 
work is situated, is again earnestly recommended 


| to the attention of the Government. 


The operations at Fort Monroe have been com- 
menced, according to the intention of Congress, 
and will be prosecuted without interruption until 
the works are completed. Measures have been 
taken to obtain the title to the land.on which this 
fort is situated, and to effect the purchase of the 
bridge connecting it with the main land, as author-. 
ized by Congress. 

In compliance with the recommendation of the 
Board of Engineers, by whom an examination of. 
Fort Calhoun was made in September, 1837, the 
mass of materials which had been heaped upon 
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the foundation to produce a settlement, and after- 
wards removed, is in the course of being replaced. 
It is proposed now to postpone the erection of the 
superstructure until these foundations have at- 
tained their final subsidence. 

The appropriation for Charleston harbor was 
intended exclusively for the. protection of Sulli- 
van’s Island, and measures have been taken by 
the officer of engineers, under whose general su- 
perintendence it is, to apply the funds to that 
purpose. Ag soon as the services of an officer of 
experience can be made available, there will be 
one stationed permanently in this harbor. 

_, By direction of this Department, several of the 
civil works, formerly under the superintendence 
of the military, have been transferred to the topo- 
graphical engineers. 

Since the last report, the great task of removing 
the raft in the Red river has been completed. The 
formation of a new raft, on the site of the old one, 
has been a serious inconvenience, but it is hoped 
the navigation will be reopened very soon after 
the commencement of the working season; the 
boats for this purpose have been already dis- 
patched to the river. The formation of this new 
obstruction supports. the views expressed in the 
last annual report, and shows the necessity of 
keeping a boat constantly at work upon the river 
for several seasons tq come. 

, Lhe detailed survey of the mouths of the Mis- 
sissippi, referred to in the last report, is now nearly 
completed, and will be submitted, at an early day, 
to the Board of Engineers. Their plan of amelio- 
ration, if sanctioned by the Department, will then 
be carried into immediate execution. 

On the Upper Mississippi the water has been 
so high as to prevent all work. 

By the increase of the corps of engineers at the 
last session of Congress, the several works of the 
Department will soon be more immediately under 
the controlof the Government officers; the change 
cannot, however, take place immediately, as, in 
conformity with my views, explained in my report 
of last year, an addition of five young officers 
only has as-yet been made, and the remaining 
vacancies ‘itis proposed to fill annually by selec- 
tions from the highest graduates of the Military 
Academy. 

The officer of engineers in charge of the Mili- 
tary Academy having applied to be relieved, 
Major Delafield, of the corps, has been ordered in 
his place. 

The necessity of horses and instruction in the 
cavalry exercise, now that the cavalry has become 
acomponent arm of the service,is evident; and 
until. regular provision for this purpose can be 
made by law, it is proposed to replace the artillery 
detachment, now there, by one of dragoon privates, 
which. would procure for the cadets the use of the 
horses. I would urgently recommend that the 
instructor of artillery and the assistant professor 
of history, geography, and eithics, be placed by 


law upon.the. same footing as other assistant pro- | 


fessors at the academy. The French classes are 
very much in need of instructors, and none are 


known in the line of the army qualified for the | 


task, I therefore recommend that authority be 
given to appoint two citizens, with moderate sala- 
ries, for that purpose. 

The large building containing an exercise hall, 
recitation rooms, and quarters for unmarried offi- 


cers; so. long wanted at the academy, is finished, j 


and now in use. Since the last report the build- 
ing, containing the library, chemical laboratory, 
and philosophical and engineering rooms, has been 
destroyed by fire,- The appropriation of the last 
session.to replace this, would have been applied 
sooner, but beforedetermining on sites forthe new 
buildings it is proposed to adopt the suggestion of 
the: Board. of Visitors of 1837, viz: to appoint a 
board of competent engineers to determine, in con- 
junction with the superintendent, a general plan 
for.the public buildings.at the academy. Many 
of.the present buildings are entirely unfit. for the 
purposes to which they are-applied, and must, 
eventually, come down; and the position of each 
new one authorized should: have reference to the 
ystem of future construction. = > >- 

While treating this subject, it becomes my duty 
to bring to your notice the dilapidated condition of. 
one of the barracks. This building is literally 


worn out, and inso decayed and corrupted a state 
as seriously to endanger the safety and health of 
the cadets. Its removal and reconstruction will 
enter into the plan to be presented by the board 


for the arrangement of the public buildings at | 


West Point. The system here suggested, of pre- 
senting, before any public works are commenced, 
a well-digested plan for such enlargements and 
improvements as the increase of our population 
and the future wants of the country may require, 
has been generally adopted and will be hereafter 
persevered in, so that the present constructions will 
all be erected in conformity with, and in further- 
ance of, a general plan. At the same time the 
Department has adopted regulations to govern the 
engineer’s, quartermaster’s, and ordnance. depart- 
ments in the construction of the buildings under 
their superintendence, so as to avoid all unneces- 
sary eXtravagance, and at the same time. secure 
solidity, uniformity, and durability, 

For the more efficient and economical admin- 
istration of the engineer department, in many 
respects the most important branch of the military 
service, I beg leave respectfully to suggest that an 
inspector of fortifications ought to be appointed, 
with such additional rank and emoluments as will 
insure respect to the officer of engineers who shall 
be selected to perform that duty, and defray the 
additional expenses which must necessarily be 
incurred during the extensive tours of duty. he 
would be called upon to make. Experience has 
proved that this duty can only be discharged by 
an officer of this corps, and the important nature 
of the works, on the solidity and durability of 
which so much of the safety and honor of the 
country may depend, requires a vigilant and fre- 
quent inspection of them during the progress of 
their construction, and recommends this measure 
to the favorable consideration of the Legislature. 

The ordinance corps has been increased agree- 
ably to the provisions of the late law. 

The operations of that branch of the service 
have been conducted with intelligence and activity, 
and some progress has. been made in digesting a 
general system by which they will hereafter be 
regulated. A series of experiments have been or- 
dered, which will determine the precise character 
of the field and heavy artillery, and it is then pro- 
posed to arm the artillery regiments, which have 
hitherto acted as infantry, when in the field, with 
their properarm. There is not at present a com- 
plete train of artillery for a single one of the four 
regiments in the service; and I beg leave to sug- 
gest the necessity of an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of furnishing the number of pieces required 
to arm the existing regiments properly, as well as 
to furnish batteries for two battalions of light artil- 
lery. I would respectfully recommend the estab- | 
lishment of a rocket brigade. These projectiles 
have lately been brought to great perfection in 
Europe, and are now regarded as a formidable 
addition to the efficiency of their armies. That 
of the United States, although comparatively so 
small, should not be entirely deficient in any one 
of the elements which go to make up the power | 
and efficiency of the best-constituted armies of | 


Europe. With four regiments of artillery, we | 
are nearly without field-pieces and trains; we are | 
without light artillery altogether, and have yet to | 
learn its management; and weare entirely ignorant | 


of the use of so formidable a weapon as the rocket. 
These deficiencies in an arm which, in modern. 


warfare, produces the most decisive results, ought | 


to be remedied without delay. 


It is obviously of the first importance that the || 


artillery and munitions of war furnished to the 


troops should be fabricated and prepared on a |! 


uniform system, according to established pat- 
terns; and the first step toward this object, is to 


prepare drawings of all the parts of such a sys- 
tem in the utmost detail. To accomplish this, it 
is intended to detail, for this especial duty, three 
competent officers, with the requisite number of 
draughtsmen, the result of .whose labors, ‘after 
due revision and. approval by. the Secretary, of 
War, shall. be conformed to in the ordnance de- 
partment; the patterns ‘thus established not to be 
changed, without the sanction of the same author- 
ity by which they were approved. : < = 

An estimate for the small sum required to cover 
the expense incidental to such an arrangement, is 


embraced in the general estimate of this Depart» 
ment for the ensuing year, a 
I cannot forbear to repeat the recommendations 
made in my last annual report, for the establish= 
ment of a national foundery and powder manu- 
i factory, and the erection of a manufactory. of, 
small-arms west of the Alleghany mountains, 
upon the plan therein proposed. The armory, 
| manufactory at Harper’s Ferry, which is .con~ 
i ducted with great ability by its present superin« 
| tendent, Colonel Lucas, requires considerable. 
alterations and repairs. The temporary work-, 
| Shops erected there are altogether insufficient, and. 
| now that the usefulness of this establishment is’ 
| placed beyond doubt, permanent buildings ought 
| to be substituted, agreeably to some well-digested. 
| plan, both as to their construction and position. 
Permission has been granted by.the Department 
to the Baltimore. and Ohio Railroad Company. to, 
run their road through the lands. belonging: to the: 
United States at this place, passing along the line 
of the work-shops, from whence, the company. 
| have the option of choosing either of two routes, 
the one leading along the wall of the ‘canal, and. 
the other by the hill-side. The former would, 
have been the most advantageous to the United: 
States, as the company’s works would have; 
strengthened. the wall, which is very defective,. 
and requires such extensive repairs that it will, 
probably, be. necessary. to. rebuild it altog 
but the difference of expense to the company, was 
represented by the estimates of the cost of both 
routes to be so great—upward of $50,000-—that. 
the river route could not be insisted upon with 
out the United States paying a part or. the: who 
of it. The Department had no authority to make. 
such an arrangement without the previous con- 
sent of Congress, and therefore granted the: 
option to the company. It is understood, how- 
ever, by the parties to the contract, that upon, 
Congress desiring that the river line should be 
| adopted, it may be done on Government agreeing 
to pay the difference of expense between the two, 
routes, 72 eo 
Reflection and experience confirm the view taken | 
in. the last annual report from this Department,. 
on the policy of selling the mineral lands belong- 
ing to the United States. Their retention in the 
hands of Government presents an. insuperable’ 
obstacle to the exploration of the mines, and im- 
pedes the natural progress of that portion of the, 
country. ; , : 
The corps of topographical engineers, has bee 
increased, agreeably to the act of the last session, ; 
with the exception of the officers whose nomina-, 
tions were not acted upon by the Senate, and. 
| whose places could not, therefore, be supplied. 
| With few exceptions, the civil works. under the, 
| charge of the military engineers have been trans- 
| ferred to this corps, and a system has been adopted ; 
| which, when fully carried into effect, cannot. fail 
| to produce the most salutary results. The several. 
portions of the country where these works are. 
being carried on are divided into districts of limited, 
extent, and officers are permanently assigned to 
them; by this method time is saved, and. much 
useless expense avoided, as well as better inform-, 
i ation acquired. Over these limited commands a` 
| System of supervision and inspectorship is.exer- 
cised. by the older. officers, by means of which | 
their superior knowledge and experience are 
brought in aid of all the plans, estimates, and 
constructions. : 
The officers of the corps who are employed. in’ 
the superintendence of works carried on by cor-, 
porations and States, of which there are but four, 
are gradually being withdrawn, according to the. 


H 
i 


of the army;and they will all be placed on national 
works as soon as it can be done without injuryto 
those they. are now conducting. ee 

The duties enjoined upon the Department. by 
resolutions of Congress, ordering certain surveys, 
have not been, performed for want of means to. 
defray the necessary expenses. These are paid. 
invariably from special appropriations applice-. 
ble to each object, or out of the usual. annual. 
appropriation of $30,000 for military. surveys,. 
which was withheld this year. Owing to this 
cause the following surveys- have been omitted: 
That of the Tennessee river from its mouth to 


| 
{ 
| 
| provisions of the law regulating the establishment 
| 
y: 
i 
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Senate & Ho. or Reps. 


the highest point of s 
Elizabeth river, from t 


bor; that from the harbor of Norfolk, Virginia, to |! 


Charleston, South Carolina, in reference to inland |; 
steamboat navigation. Partial appropriations were || 
made for a survey of the Des Moines and Iowa i| 
rivers, and it is intended to commence the work |; 
early in the spring. These appropriations are, || 
however, quite inadequate, and I would respect- || 
fully suggest that they be, in all such cases, based || 
upon estimates furnished by this Department. |! 
Great delay and expense would be avoided by this 
procedure, for it not unfrequently happens that |i 
the appropriation is exhausted, just as the men || 
and materials are collected on the spot to proceed || 
to ‘work; and the former have to be discharged for | 
want of funds to continue them in the service. 
it is deemed very important that the annual ap- 
Beeps for military surveys should be made. | 
eè are still lamentably ignorant of the geography | 
and resources of our country; and it is essential to | 
its defense, as well as to its improvement, that the 
boundaries, the course of rivers, the size and | 
form and obstacles to navigation of the lakes, and 
the direction and height of the mountains, should 
be accuratelydetermined and delineated. Much has | 
been done during the last two years towards the | 
attainment of this important branch of knowledge; | 
at least one hundred points of latitude and eighty of | 
longitude have been accurately established, and || 
the whole country west of the Mississippi aad | 
north of the Missouri, has been surveyed and de- | 
lineated. The military reconnoissances made in| 
Florida have enabled the Department to present a || 
tolerably accurate map of the interior of that Ter- 
ritory, which has been engraved by order of Con- | 
‘ress. An accurate map was made of the country 
finely occupied by the Cherokees, when it was 
supposed that it might become the theater of mili- 
tary operations; and there exist in the Topograph- 
ical Bureau all the materials collected by its officers 
in the military and other surveys ordered by Con- 
gress. [earnestly recommend, therefore, that the 
usual annual appropriations for the military and 
other surveys be continued, in order that these 
useful operations may be proceeded with, and j 
especially that complete hydrographical surveys || 
rnay be made of the lakes. 
The singular and important discrepancies which || 
have been brought to my notice in existing charts | 
of Delaware bay would seem to call for immediate 
attention to that important estuary. Its survey 
may be considered as belonging to the survey of 
the coast, now being made under Mr. Hassler. 
But it would probably facilitate his operations, 
and the sooner give to commerce the advantages i 
of a correct chart of this bay, if it were immedi- 
ately attended to under a special appropriation. | 
There being an officer of the corps of topograph- | 
ical engineers already on duty in that quarter, with | 
| 


a proper understanding between the ‘Topograph- | 
ical Bureau and Mr. Hassler, the work might be 
done the earlier under the former, and with all | 
requisite connection, with the great and highly | 
interesting operations of the latter. | 
I would recommend, likewise, that a survey be |, 
made of the country between the Neenah or Fox | 
and the Wisconsin rivers, with a view of estab- || 
lishing a water communication from Lake Michi- |, 
gan to the Mississippi river, which would be in | 
the highest degree important to this Department in || 
time of war, and useful for the transportation of |i 
supplies in time of peace. 
"hé report of the Surgeon General shows the 
| 


extent of usefulness and the creat efficiency of the! 
department under his immediate superintendence. |, 
The severe examination to which applicants for | 
admission to the medical staff of the army are | 
subjected has secured the services of men of a high | 
order of talents and attainments, while the method |; 
introduced into the administration of all its oper- | 
ations has produced great economy as well as 4 
activity and fidelity in the discharge of the duties |! 
of this branch of tbe service, The great extent || 
to which these duties have lately been enlarged, |} 


by the increase of the army and its operations in ‘| 


| muneration. 


made, 


The quartermaster’s department, and that of 
the commissary of subsistence, have been in- 
creased agreeably to the act of Congress, and the 


duties of both these branches of the public ser- | 


vice have been discharged with intelligence and 
activity. 

The duties of the paymaster’s department have 
been discharged with singular fidelity; and, in jus- 
tice to the officers engaged in their performance, | 
beg leave to suggest the propriety and usefulness 
of creating an intervening grade between the pay- 
master general and the paymaasters: that of assist- 
ant paymaster general, with the pay and emolu- 
ments of a lieutenant colonel. The good of this 


valuable branch of the publie service would be 


much promoted by such a measure. A provision 
was struck out of the bill for the increase and 
organization of the army, for giving a small per- 
centage on disbursements to officers engaged in 
paying the militia. The peculiar and embarrassing 
nature of this service, which occasions unavoid- 
able losses, would seem to render such a provision 
just and proper. 

It will be seen by the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, that the number of persons on the 
pension rolls amounts to forty-one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy; that there have been four- 
teen hundred and sixty-one deaths during the 
year ending the 30th of September last, and the 
addition to the pension rolls in the same year, has 
been two thousand three hundred and fifty-four. 
The addition to the list of widows’ pensions will 
increase the expenditure about $1,372,000; and, to 
meet payments now due, the sum of $245,000 will 
be immediately required, as no appropriation has 
yet been made for paying the pensions granted by 
the act of July 7, 1838. Arrears are, therefore, 
due all such pensioners as have been entered on 
the rolls under this act. These arrears will be due 
on the 31st of December next, and justice to the 
claimants requires that an early appropriation 
should be made for their payment. 

L respectfully recommend that the early atten- 
tion of Congress should be called to the compen- 
sation to be granted to pension agents for dis- 


| charging the duties of their office. ‘I'he perform- 


ance of these duties is attended with labor and 
expense and very considerable responsibility, and 
it is unjust to exact it from any one without re- 
The agents have been induced to 
continue to pay the pensioners in the expectation 
that an act would be passed for their relief. If 
this is not done, this Department will find it utterly 
impracticable any longer to execute the pension 
laws. 

Connected with this subject is the inconvenience 
which has been experienced in carrying into effect 
the provisions of the law passed at the last session 
providing that the amounts of pensions unclaimed 
for a certain period after becoming due and pay- 
able, shall be paid only at the Treasury. The 
operation of this law has proved very harassing 
to the accounting officers charged: with the duty it 
enjoins, and very inconvenient to the pensioner. 
The period of eight months fixed by it for the 
unclaimed pension funds to be returned to the 
Treasury and to be claimed here and drawn out 
through the Pension Office and that of the Third 
Auditor, is too short. Small pensioners living a 
distance from the agency were in the habit of going 
there not oftener than ohce a year, whereas they 


i are now obliged togo there more frequently, to their 


great inconvenience, or to employ an agent to re- 
ceive their pensions either at the nearestagency or 
at Washington. The great burden thrown upon 
the office of the Third Auditor, by that law, will 
be better understood by the letter of that officer, 
herewith submitted. 

I beg leave again to call your attention to the 
subject of frauds and impositions practiced both 
upon the Government and the ignorant and un- 
wary pensioners, whereby the benevolent inten- 
tions of Congress towards the veterans of the Rev- 
olution and the sufferers by the late war, are 


in order to aid in the settlement of its accounts; | 


the field, the employment of militia, and the || frustrated by unptincipled’ and designing men. 
augmentation of the number of permanent posts, | The law passed July 7, 1838, will occasion an ex- 
renders it necessary that an additional clerk should i penditure of about $1,500,000 in the year 1839, 
be employed in the office of the Surgeon General, || and it is to be feared that not more than one half 


of that sum will reach the objects whose distresses 
it was intended to relieve; the rest will, too prob- 
ably, be swallowed by usurious agents, or wrested 
from the Department by fraudulent applications. 
These practices ought to be checked by a law im- 
posing a severe penalty upon persons who are 
found guilty of them. 

Independent of the removal of the Cherokees, 


| the operations of the Indian department within 


the last year have been extensive and important. 
The entire Creek nation, with the exception of a 
small number of fugitives among tiie Cherokees 
and Seminoles, has emigrated and formed perma- 
nent settlements beyond the Missouri river. Of 
the Chickasaws, not more than two hundred re- 
main east of the Mississippi. It is estimated that 
about three thousand Choctaws still live in their 
old country, and they will probably continue there 
until the titles set up by them to’ reserves under 
the treaty of 1830, are satisfactorily adjusted. By 
the interposition of the authorities of the State of 
Indiana, nearly all the Pottawatomies residing 
within its limits have recently been removed. The 
emigration of the Ottawas, Chippewas, and Pot- 
tawatomies in Hlinois, has progressed slowly; 


| nearly fifteen hundred yet remain there. A small 


band of Appalachicolag has been removed. About 
four hundred Seminoles emigrated in 1836, and 
fifteen hundred in 1837 and 1838; the military 


i movements for the removal of the residue still con- 


tinue to be vigorously prosecuted, as has already 
been explained. At the close of the present season, 
there will be, in the States and Territories, about 
twenty-two thousand Indians, who, it is desir- 
able, should be removed as early ag practicable to 
the West. They are the New York Indians, the 
Weyandots in Ohio, the Miamies in Indiana, the 
Ottawas, Chippewas, and Pottawatomies in Ii- 
nois; the Winnebagoes and Menomonees in Wis- 
consin; the Ottawas and Chippewas in Michigan; 
and the Seminoles in Florida. In compliance with 
the resolution of the Senate, conditionally ratify- 
ing the treaty with the New York Indians, that 
instrument und the amendments to it have been 
submitted to them for their assent, and that of all 
the bands except the Senecas has been obtained; 
and itis believed that these will not withhold their 
assent eventually. There is reason to believe that 
a treaty of cession and removal may soon be effect- 
ed with the Miamies, which will relieve the State 
of Indiana from the incumbrance of its Indian pop- 
ulation. An-exploring party of Winnebagoes has 
been authorized to visit the region beyond the 
Missouri, and but little doubt is entertained that 
they will there find a tract of country suited to 
their habits and wants. Similar parties of Otta- 
was and Chippewas, and of the Chippewas of Sagi- 
naw, have examined the same section of country, 
and found locations with which they believe their 
people will be satisfied. ‘There are conflicting par- 
ties among the Wyandots, which render the com- 


| pletion of anything more than an arrangement for 


partial removal improbable at present. The in- 
formation received from the Menomonees: holds 
out the prospect that a treaty might be made with 
them for the relinquishment of their possessions 
in Wisconsin, should Congress authorize the 
measure. ` 
Commissioners have been appointed to examine 
claims, for the payment of which provision was 
made in the treaties with the Miamies, Chippe- 
was, the Sioux, the Sacs and’ Foxes, and the 
Winnebagoes, ratified at the last session, and in- 
structions issaed for the execution of other stipr- 
lations in them. The commissioners intrusted 
with the duties of carrying ‘into effect: the treaty 
with the Cherokees, of 1835, have. steadily pur- 
sued their labors. It is supposed that ‘all the 
claims, except those for reservations, bave been 
investigated. More than one million of dollars 
have been paid to them and their creditors in the 
ceded country, and upwards of one million have 
been remitted to be paid to them, on their arrival 
west, on account of claims allowed in their favor. 
In conformity with the treaty, a patent has been 
issued, and will be shortly transmitted to them, 
for the thirteen million six hundred thousand acres 
set apart for them, and they will have individual 
and national wealth sufficient to insure their pros- 
perity. The commissioners who were selected to 
examine claims to reserves under the fourteenth 
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had made considerable progress, when their ap- 
pointments were terminated by the expiration of 
the law on the first of August last. The final 
adjustment of these claims is. important to the in- 
habitants of the State of Mississippi, and to the 
indians who remain among them; to the former 
asa measure essential to. the settlement of land 
titles, and to the latter.as conducive to their re- 
moval and union with their countrymen, who are 
making rapid advances in wealth and improve- 
ment. -Itis, therefore, respectfully recommended 


that the commission. be renewed at an early day. | 
The stipulations in the treaty. with the Chicka- | 


saws, which were to be executed east of the Mis- 
sissippi, have been- nearly fulfilled. About two 


hundred. reserves are yet to be located, and of || 


those. located, about two hundred to be sold. It 
is eStimated that the proceeds of future sales 
will be sufficient to pay their debts, and to defray 
the expense of their removal and subsistence. 
They will then have a national fund of $2,000,000, 


yielding them an annual income of one $100,000, | 


a sum adequate to all their possible wants, 

Of the emigrated tribes, all the accounts that 
have been received are encouraging. The re- 
cently emigrated Creeks have formed agricultural 
and trading establishments, and found in the com- 
fort around them, and the prospect'of individual 
wealth before them, the strongest inducement to 
cultivate frievidly relitions with. their brethren, 


with: other tribe; and with’ the United States. | 


The-coancil convened by the Cherokees had no 
object unfriéndly to'our people or Government. 
This belief originated from a misapprehension of 
the condition end temper of those Indians. [tis 
hot probable that those who emigrated many years 
since, and from whom the cali of the council pro~ 
ceeded, would jeopard their whole property, the 
farms, the stock, and merchandise they possess, 
and thé large annuities they receive from the Uni- 
ted States, for the gratification of commencing a 
war which they could not be ignorant must term- 
ibäte in ‘their utter destruction. It appears from 
sxbseqient information that the Cherokees hold 
ün arial couticil ‘for the purpose of legislation, 
ahd that; in order torevive an ancient association 
of the tribes, formed for the preservation of peace 
aione themselves, they invited, in 1837, the 
Creeks, Senecas, and others, to meet them; and 
in'1838 renewed ‘their invitations, and extended 
them to more distant nations. They applied, in 


dome instances, to the United States officers to | 


write letters of invitation, and their request was 


complied with; and where the wampum was sent, | 


that symbol contained no red beads or other 
war-like tokens, Notwithstanding, however, the 
peaceful: appearances which characterized these 


preliminaries, some of the more northern tribes | 


suspected the object of the council to be hostile to 
the whites, and refused to attend; the same opin- 
ion might naturally have been entertained by the 
officers of Government at distant posts, but it 
would have’ been imprudent to have acted upon 
such suspicions. To preserve our influence over 
the Indians we must abstain from all unnecessary 
wnterference in their local affairs. To disturb their 
nouncils, or to attempt to overawe their proceed- 
angs by an armed force, might excite unfriendly 


feelings, and tend to produce the very evil the! 


Governnient is so anxious to avoid. Nor could 
such ‘an interposition have led to: the discovery of 
the. designs of the council. If the views of that 
body had been hostile, and the occasion of the 
representatives of so many tribes being assembled 


had been deemed a fitting one to consult on war- | 
like medsures, those consultations would have || 


béen secret, and the presence of our troops would 
have- orily led- them to conceal their design still 
more dëeply. a3 

“Sinee this event the Department has again been 


called upon by the commanding general of the | 
western division of the army to fernish additional | 
troops ‘to: guard ‘thé southwestern frontier from | 
apprehended attacks from ‘the Indians inhabiting | 
Texas, circumstances ‘having led to the: belief | 


that these Indians had been excited by the Mex- 


ran authorities to attack the Texans. ‘This call || É : 
| admiration and gratitude-of his countrymen on | £ ; 
of the Navy, the squddron employed on the W ést 


increased thé vigilance of the Department, and iñ- 
quities ‘were instituted which ‘did -not elicit any 
information that would have justified me in recor- 


i ployment of physicians was authorized, and 
| Instructions given for the immediate and thorough 


| the sanction’ of one branch of the Legislature. 


| general council with the chiefs of all the tribes, 


| faith, will acquire some knowledge of farming and | 


to aid the regular force on that frontier, The | 
Indians within the territory of the United States. | 
have been warned that they will not be permitted 
to take part in any contest between Mexico and | 
Texas, or to pass into ihe territory of the latter | 
with hostile intent; and that the amount of their | 
annuities will be stopped if they disobey this | 
order, without prejudice to other measures which | 
will be taken to enforce its observance. i 

Upon the first receipt of the intelligence of the | 
appearance of the small-pox among the tribes | 
on the Missouri river, supplies of money and of | 
vaccine matter were liberally furnished, the em- | 


vaccination of the Indians. The reports, thus 
far, do not show satisfactorily to what extent this 
duty has been performed. ` 

` The subject of our Indian affairs, confeasedly 
the most difficult and complicated under the su- 
pervision of the Department, being the last year 
entirely new to me, I forbore to suggest any 


. 4 Hi | 
changes in their management; but subsequent |. 


experience and reflection have convinced me that 
the present system is defective, and that the evils 
which: spring from it will not be remedied by the 
measures herétofore recommended, nor by the bill 
which, at the last session of Congtess, received. | 


is Unnecessary, however, to discuss the defects. 
or ‘merits of this bill, because the preliminary 
Condition to ity being carried into execution—the 
previous consent of the tribes—cannot be com- 
plied with. The Choctaws and Cherokees have 
expressed their unwillingness to enter into the 
confederation, or to adopt the form of govern- 
ment the bill proposes. If even the most insig- 
nificant changes in the settled forms of govern- 
ment require to be considered with great care, how 
much more cautious ought we to be in any at- 
tempts to introduce those forms among a people 
who have hitherto lived with scarcely any knowl- 
edge ofthem. I would recommend, as the first 
step, that the tribes should be encouraged to 
adopt asystem of self-government adapted to their 
wants and condition, with which there should be 
as little interference ön our part as possible ; and 
that their chiefs be invited to attend an annual 
council, at which the agents of the Government 
and the commanding officer of the néarest station 
should be present. In this manner the Govern- 
ment would exercise a salutary influence over 
them, become acquainted with their wants, and 
heal their differences with each other. It appears 
to me, likewise, that the Indian agents should 
not be attached to any one tribe, as experience 
proves that they become so. identified with those 
whose peculiar interests are confided to their cure, 
that they imbibe their prejudices and espouse 
their quarrels. It ought to be in the power of 
Government to change. their residence from time 
to time, and by assembling them once a year in 


they will understand and seek to promote the 
general interests of the red men. 

L would recommend that the system hitherto 
pursued for the education of the Indians, by which i 
alone theircivilization can be effected, be changed. 
At presentthe Indian youth receives an education 
which is altogether useless to him when he returns 
to his home in the western wilds. 


none but the most simple accounts kept; such as 4 
arereckoned on the fingers and notched on a stick. 

He has acquired no Knowledge which can be use- 
fally applied for his own benefit or for that of his 
people; and he has forgotten how totrapand hunt. 
As a matter of course, then, he and his acquist- |: 
tions are despised, and the half-educated savage |. 
too often becomes a profligate and drunken vaga- | 
bond. The remedy for this evil appears to me to 
be the introduction of manual-labor schools, where | 
the Indian, at the same’ time that-he receives the | 
rudiments of education and is taught the Christian | 


of the useful arts, which will secure to him the p 


his return among them, and enable him, not only 
to render them thé most essential services, but to ti 


E| 


ure, ceased, still itis believed that as a school of 


He can read, |i 
write, and cipher, and in his native village there |: 
j are no books to read, no writings required, and 


: he derived from knowledge, and induce them’ to. 
become a civilized community, | aa 
The important interests involved in the proper 
administration of Indian affairs, and the great diss 
tance of. the theater of their management from the, 
supervisory power at Washington, require, in my 
opinion, that there should be attached tò the office 
of the commissioner an inspector charged to visit, 
from time to time, the stations af the disbursing. 
officers and Indian agents; inspect, their books; 
examine into their proceedings, view the condition. 
of the different tribes, and furnish such a report 
as will enable the Department to correct, abuses, 
' to understand and provide for the wants of the 
i Indians, and, generally, to extend over the whole 
matter a more complete supervision than has here~ 
i tofore been found practicable. By such rheans, 
i in conjunction with a more liberal policy towards 
| the interpreters, who exercise great influence over 
ithe Indians; by a proper attention to the chiefs, 
| through whom alone the people can be approached, 
and who ought, by every fair means, to be con- 
ciliated and attached to the United States; and by 
| the codperation of the traders, whom Ihave always 


|| found ready to lend their aid to the Government, 


| reasonable hopes may be entertained of extending 
| the blessings and advantages of Christianity and 
| civilization to. the Indian race. K ee 
All which is respectfully submitted, 9 °° 
| l J. R. POINSETT 
To the Preswenr or tHe UNireD STATES, 


Report of the Secretary of the. ‘Navy. 


Navy Departmen, |). 
November 30, 1888.5 |. 
Sır: In the performance of a duty annually 
devolving on this Department, I submit the fol- 
i lowing report: 
| The squadron employed in the Mediterranean 
: during the past year, under Commodore Jesse D, 
Elliott, consisted of two frigates, a sloop of war, 
‘and a schooner. These vessels, with the excep- 
ition of the sloop of war, having returned home, 
either for repaira, or in consequence of the terms 
of service of their crews having expired, will be 
| replaced by a ship of the line, a frigate of equal 
‘force, and a dispatch brig or schooner. © 0.) 
The whole will be under the orders of Commo- 
dore Isaac Hull. : Lace woe ws 
“Although some of the causes which. originally 
dictated the policy of employing a, portion of our 
navy in the Mediterranean have, in à great. mean, 


discipline under éxperienced officers, as a means 


‘of exhibiting a portion of our naval force.in con: 
| tact and comparison with that of the. principal. 


maritime States of Europe, and for the purpose of 


i affording countenance and protection to our com- 


merce, a perseverance in this policy will equally 


: contribute to the good of the service and the honor 
‘of the United States. ` 


The squadron now in the Pacific, under Com- 
modore Henry E. Ballard, comprises one ship of 
the iine, two sloops of war, and two schooners. 

These last requiring extensive repairs have been 
ordered home the ensuing spridg, or as soon after 
as the public interest wil admit; and the ship of 
the line may also.be expected to return about the 

: same time, as the terms of service of most of her 
crew will then be about expiring. 
The unsettled and precarious relations subsist- 


|: ing between theSouth American States bordering 


‘on the Pacific, in my opinion, render it essential 
to the protection of our commerce, that at leastan 
equal force should be maintained in that quarter. 


; Accordingly, measures will be taken to replace 
i the vessels ordered home by others not less effi- 
‘cient for that service, 


The force operating on the coast of Brazil, under 
Commodore John B. Nicolson, consists. of one 


_razee, one sloop of war, and one brig. No change 
; IS at present contemplated. 


The present force is 
deemed adequate to the protection of our com- 


|i merce in that quarter, and it is believed that no | 


reduction would be consistent with the attaiament 
of that object. sy 
At the date of the last report of the Secretary 


India station and in thé Gulf of Mexico; under 
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Commodore Alexander J. Dallas, consisted of | 
one frigate, five sloops of war, and one small ves- 
sel, The frigate and one of the sloops having 
recently returned to Boston for repairs, it is con- 
templated to send another frigate, and to increase 
the number of sloops of war on that station to 
seven. The force will then be composed of one 
frigate, seven sloops of war, and one small vessel. 

As the blockade of the Mexican ports by the 


French squadron continues to be strictly enforced, || 
and as indications of a revolutionary spirit have |! 
lately been exhibited at Tampico, it is believed || 


that, under existing circumstances, as well as in | 


proposed force can be prudently made. 


A frigate and sloop of war, which, as stated in | 


the last annual report of the Secretary of the | 
Navy, were then preparing for a cruise in the 
Indian seas, under Commodore George C. Read, 
sailed from Norfolk on the 6th of May Jast. By | 
the latest advices from Commodore Read, dated | 
the 28th of July, he had reached Rio de Janeiro, 
from whence he was to depart the next day. 
Having reason to believe it would conduce to the 
protection and safety of our citizens and commerce | 
in those remote regions, L have directed these ves 
sels to visit the Sandwich and Society Islands on 
their way home. 

That the officers employed on these various ; 
services have performed their duties with equal 
activity, vigilance, and prudence, is sufficiently 
evidenced by the fact, that notwithstanding the 
wars and revolutions which still agitate so great 
a portion of the South American States bordering 
on the Pacific, and the long protracted blockade | 
of the ports of Mexico and of Buenos Ayres, the : 
persons and property of citizens of the United 
States have, in no case which has come to the 
knowledge of this Department, sustained outrage 
or wrong; while, on the other hand, nothing has ' 
occurred throughout the whole of our intercourse 
or interposition to disturb the relations of peace | 
between us and the parties in collision with each 
other, — | 

The exploring expedition, on the resignation of 
Commodore Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, in conse- 
quence of ill health, “was placed under the com- 
mand of Lieutenant Charles Wilkes, with some 
modification of force, and finally sailed from Nor- 
folk on the 19th of August. {It now consists of 
the sloops of war Vincennes and Peacock, the 
store-ship Relief, the brig Porpoise, and the pilot- | 
boat schooners Seagull and Flying Fish. Letters f 
from Lieutenant Wilkes announce thesafe arrival i 


view of future contingencies, no reduction of the || 


it 
| 
| 
i 


| the act of Congress of March 3, 1837, has been 
| completed by Lieutenant Wilkes, a copy of whose 
| report will be communicated to Congress early in 
| the approaching session. Thesurveys of the har- 


provided for by the same act, will be commenced 
forthwith by Lieutenant Glynn, of the Navy; and 
it is expected will be completed in time to be com- 
municated to Congress previous to its adjournment. 

The delay in carrying this act into execution 
has arisen from a want of proper vessels for that 
service, which will now be performed in a steam 
vessel loaned by the War Department. The at- 
tention of Lieutenant Glynn will also be directed 


| 
| 
| 


i 


4 toan examination of the coast between the mouths 


of the Mississippi and Sabine rivers, as directed 
by the act of Tth July, 1838. 


the 28th June last, and the supplementary act of 
the 9th July following, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of three competent persons to test the various 
inventions which might be presented to their 
notice, for the improvement and safety of steam- 


li boilers, a board has been designated by the Presi- 


dent to make the requisite examinations and ex- 
periments, and itis presumed will report the results 
at the opening of the ensuing session of Congress. 

In conformity with the provisions of the act of 


i 
| 
| 
i 


houses, light-boats, beacon-lights, and buoys, the 
| coasts of the Atlantic and of the great lakes were 
| divided into eight districts, and an officer of the 
Navy appointed to each, with orders to report to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of 
carrying out the views of Congress, under his 
directions. 
The instructions of the President for establish- 


continuance of the blockade of the Mexican ports, 
by a French squadron, between New York and 
Vera Cruz, and New Orleans and Tampico, at 
stated and regular periods, have been carried into 
effect. The United States brig Consort, Lieuten- 
ant William I. Gardner, sailed from New York 
the lat of November, and the revenue cutter Wood- 
bury, loaned by the Treasury Department, it is 
presumed is now on her way to Tampico, under 
the command of Lieutenant John S. Nicholas, of 
j the Navy. This arrangement it is believed will 
be highly beneficial to the commercial community, 
| tion, but of transporting their funds to the United 
| States. 


The state of the Navy pension fund is as fol- 


of these vessels at Madeira, with the exception of 


proceed direct for Rio de Janeiro. It’ will ap- 
pear from the estimates for 1839, that the annual 
expense of the expedition under its present organ- 
ization will be very considerably less than that 
required for it as originally contemplated. 

A number of scientific gentlemen who had ac- | 
cepted appointments in the expedition under an | 
Impression that their services would be required, 
and’ their emoluments continued daring the period | 
anticipated for the completion of its objects, were | 
not included in this new arrangement. ‘They have | 
asked to be remunerated for their sacrifices and 
disappointments, and I now submit the 
as well as justice of their claims. | 

The act of Congress approved 22d December, | 
1837, authorized the President of the United States 
to employ the public vessels in cruising along the 
Atlantic’ coast during the winter season, for the 
purpose of affording relief to merchantmen in dìs- 
tress. Under this law the sloop of war Erie, the 
brigs Pioneer and Consort, the schooner Active, 
and the steamship Fulton, were occasionally em- 
ployed with beneficial results. Owing to the want 
of. proper vessels at the disposal of this Depart- 
ment after supplying the necessities of foreign sta- 


tions, the steamship Fulton is the only one now 
available for this service, 


To aid in making the 
coast of the United States, Lieutenants Gedney 
and Blake, with other naval officers, were, on the 
application of the Secretary of the Treasury, placed f 
under his directions, and such other assistance af- |] 
forded as circumstances permitted. 

The survey of the southern coast 
bar to Hunting Island, May river, 


general survey of the 


; from Tybee | 


as directed by 


| 


propriety |; 


| lows: 
the Relief, which vessel was ordered by him to || 


The number of invalid pensioners is 440. 

The annual sum required to pay 
them iB. ceeecccensersccccrenes 

The number of widow pensioners is 
302. 


$33,496 23 


(| The annual sum required to pay 


|| them iS.seseseceaeecceesees 55,716 00 
|| The number of minor children pen- 
| sioners is 105. 
|| The annual sum required to pay 
| CEM iBssssuneosssraeseosssee 13,908 00 


Whole number of pensioners is 847, 
and the whole annual amount re- 


quired to pay them is.....+..++. 103,120 23 


The amount of stocks owned by the 
Navy pension fund on the 3d of 
March, 1837, was... ......0+...$1,115,329 53 

Do. do. on theIst of Oct., 1838.. 


which was sold, and the proceeds of the sale, 
with the interest and dividend of the capital, were 
applied to the payment of pensions and arrears o 
pensions. Of the balance of stock, $390,832 25, | 
owned by the fund Ist of October, 1838, the nom- | 
inal amount of $97,469 16 has been directed to be 
sold to meet payments on the Ist of January, 
1839, so that the actual capital of the fund for the 
year 1839 will be only $293,363 09. 

It will thus be seen that under the operation of | 
successive pension laws, each widening and ex- i 


is rapidly decreasing, insomuch that in the course i 


| bors of Beaufort and Wilmington, North Carolina, | 


Under the provisions of the act of Congress of | 


7th July, 1838, making appropriations for light- | 


ing lines of dispatch vessels, to run during the | 


by affording not only the means of communica- | 


390,832 25 i 


i 
| 
i 
i 
f 


tending the streamof public munificence, this fand | 


of a very few years large appropriations will be 
required to redeem the faith of Congress pledged 
for its support. 


PRIVATEER PENSION FUND, 


The number of privateer pensioners is thirty- 
six. The annual amount required to pay themis 
$2,862. No payments were made to these pen- 
sioners during the past year, as the privateer pen~ 
sion fund had been exhausted. 

This fund, it will be perceived, failed in 18363 
and, consequently, no payments have been made 
sincethat time. The subject was brought to the 
| notice of the President in former reports from this 
Department; and I have only to add, that as, in 
conformity with the law establishing and appro- 
priating this fand, the certificates of pensions were 
| granted during life, it would appear that the nation 
stands pledged to furnish the means of fulfilling the 
obligation. 


NAVY IOSPITAL FUND. 


The balance in the Treasury to the credit of this 
fund on the Ist of Oct., 1837, was...$94,202 36 
Receipts to the Ist of October, 1838... 31,242 92 
$120,445 28 
1,975 00 


Expenditures to Ist of October, 1838. 


Balance... seeseccencsoscscacceees oG123,470 28 


The construction of a dry-dock at some point 
in the harbor of New York, has been heretofore 
repeatedly recommended by this Department, and 
is every year becoming more necessary to the pur- 
poses of the Navy. Whatever diversity of opin- 
jon may exist as to the most eligible site, all seem 
to unite in favor of the object. ‘The two docks at 
Norfolk and Boston are entirely insufficient to 
meet the requirements of the service; delays in 
repairing ships, at all times injurious, and in time 
of war dangerous to the interests and safety of the 
country, frequently occur in consequence of their 
being no vacant dock to receive them; and at this 
moment two line-of-battle ships are lying at New 
York in a decayed and rapidly decaying state, 
which can neither be repaired where they are, nor 
removed elsewhere for that purpose without great 
risk and expense. 

The subject of a naval academy has also been 
more than once presented for consideration. Such 
an institution is earnestly desired by the officers 
of the Navy, and it is believed would greatly con- 
duce to the benefit of the service generally. The 
propriety of affording young midshipmen the 
means and opportunity for the acquisition of that 
j Knowledge and those sciences which are either 
absolutely necessary, or highly useful to their 
profession, would seem to have been recognized 
by Congress in the liberal provision for teachers 
and professors of mathematics, on board our ships 
of war and at the principal navy-yards. Those, 
however, who have had the best opportunities for 
observing the practical operation of this system, 
are of opinion that it does not answer the purposes 
for which it was intended, and that other and more 
effectual means are required. A naval academy 
which should combine the acquisition of those 
sciences, and that knowledge without which pro- 
fessional duties cannot be performed to the public 
i satisfaction, with that practical experience which 
is, if possible, still more indispensable, would, in 
my opinion, add little to the expense of the pres- 
ent defective system, and be followed by benefits 
which would far more than repay. the cost of such 
ii an establishment, 

The attention of the President and Congress is 
, also solicited to that part of the estimates of the 
Board of Navy Commissioners which. contem- 
plates the building of five brigs.or schooners, the 
frames of which have been collected under the 
law for the gradual improvement of the Navy; and 
which are required for dispatch vessels, surveys, 
and other purposes, 

Itis presumed that no arguments are necessary 
| to enforce the propriety of retaining a sufficient 
number of ships in commission to afford active sea 
service to the officers af the Navy. Such service 
is manifestly essential to discipline, to experience, 
and to those habits of hardihood without which no 
officer can adequately falfill hia duty. The same 
practical experience-necessary to eminence in any. 
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other profession is most emphatically soin that ofa | . 


seaman; the self-possession and skill required to 
meetthe exposures and dangersincidentto asea life, 
both in peace and in war, can only'be acquired on | 
the.seas; the same consequences which: resultfrom | 
idleness and neglect, in ail other conditions of life, | 
will assuredly follow in this; and charged,as the 
i 
t 
lj 
{ 


officer is, with protecting the property, as well as | 
defending the rights and honor. of his country, 
his incapacity is not less dishonorable. to himself | 
than injurious to her. Unless, however, hiscoun- 
try affords him opportunities. of acquiring this 
professional experience by often calling him into 
active gérvice, it would be unjust to complain of | 
hisiinability to perform these high duties, and it | 
isionly when he declines these opportunities that 
heran- be fairly charged with being ignorant of 
what he has never been permitted to learn. 
Experience has also demonstrated that it is only 
by frequency of active service at sea, that the | 
otherwise unavoidable consequences of a long | 
peace can, in any degree, be arrested. All other 
expedients will be found either entirely useless, or 
only partially operative; and I abstain from sug- 
gesting any material alterations in the system of 
the'service, not only for that reason, but because 


my limited experience in this Department has not |; 


given mée sufficient confidencein my own opinions, 
or, perhaps, entitled them to ‘the consideration of 
others. spe e 
ie Thère are other strong aud imposing reasons 
fow'keeping up the present naval establishment of 
the United States in full vigor and activity. 
“The unremitting attention which, since the late 
war with England, and the secrets it disclosed, | 
has been paid by the maritime powers of Europe 
to the improvement and perfection of their ships 
of war and of naval discipline, calls for awakened 
vigilance on our part. The position of the United 
States, remote as it is from the scene of European 
rivalry, affords no immunity from its conse- 
quences, Commerce makes neighbors of all na- 
tions; and the conflicts of interest or ambition 
between any two can scarcely fail of involving 
wany- others. Against such imminent contingen- 
cies, an adequate naval force, keeping pace with 
the commerce and resdurces of the country, well 
manned, and, above all, well disciplined, ig our 
host ‘effectual: security. It is equally recom- 
mended by its comprehensive sphere of action; 
the facility with which it can be directed to dis- 
tant and various points, and by its freedom: from 
almost all those objections which a wise people 
so justly cherish towards great military establish- 
ments. In addition to these considerations, it 
comes recommended to the people of the United 
States as the best guardian of their flag, wherever 
it is carried by their enterprise, as well as by 
having so largely contributed to that fund of | 
national reputation, which being a common pos- 
session, constitutes one of the strongest bonds of 
our Union. 

Respectfully submitted, 


J. K. PAULDING. 
To the Present or tHe Uniten STATES. 


Report of the Postmaster General. 


Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
December 3, 1838, 

Sir: The post routes of the United States in 
operation on the Ist day of July last were, as 
nearly as can be ascertained, 134,818 miles in 
extent. ‘The rate of annual transportation on 
“that day was about 34,580,202 miles, and its cost 
$3,131,308, viz: 

Miles. Cost. 


By horse and-sulky.....:.11,573,918 $831,028 
By-stage and coach.......20,593,192 1,889,792 
By steamboat and railroad. 2,413,092 410,488 


34,580,202 $3,131,308 


This is exclusive. of transportation. by steam- 
boats and other vessels, under the 5th and- 6th 
sections of. the act of 1825, which costs about 
$16,000: more. 

The lettings of the present year have been at a 
considerable advance on former prices, except | 
those of the express mails; which have been at a 
saving of about: twenty-nine percent. 


the increasing cost of mail service, and put into | 


| dered, and the duties of contractors performed, 


To-avoid danger of embarrassment from the 
recent check on the revenue of the Department, 
retrenchments and suspensions ef.-service have 
been made to the amount of $359,641 per annum. 
Great'care has been taken to make them in-service 
which was of the least value to the community.» | 

The report of the First Assistant Postmaster 
General, herewith transmitted, furnishes interest- 
ing details as to the mail service. 

On the Ist July last the number of post offices 
was 12,519, being an increase of 752 during the 
preceding year. The number established was 
1,104, and the number discontinued 352. During 
the same year, the appointments of postmasters | 
were 2,068. 

The number of post offices on this day is 12,553. | 

The number of contractors in service during the | 
last year was about 1,947. Of this number, 592 | 
have been fined or had deductions made from their 
pay, on account of delinquencies and omissions. 
The aggregate amount of fines and deductions, 
excluding remissions, was $67,128 54. 


The revenue of the Department for the year end- || 
ing June 30, 1837, was...... +. .$4,100,605 43 | 


The accruing expenditures were 
ADOUL.. cee etew ee eeeceereseniens 3,303,428 03 | 


Excess of revente.» ess su Si esise $797,177 40 


The revenue of the Department for the year end- 
ing 30th June last, is estimated to 
have been... . cc ce ee cece ce one e e. 84,262,145 
The engagements and liabilities of the 
Department for the same year were 4,680,068 


Excess of engagements and liabilities.. $417,923 
The surplus on hand has prevented embarrass- 
ment from this excess of liabilities. i 
Compared with the preceding year, the revenue 
has increased about four per cent. This is an 
unexpected and most gratifying result. 
The cash on hand on the lst instant, was as 
follows: 
In banks, available, or expected to be so after the 
Ast January neXt... sses. eree eee» 984,220 OL 
In draft offices and due from the Canada 
post Office oo sa ceseeee siase enone 229,848 74 


meme tee 


Total seserssvesece esere ees desee: :8314,068 75 


It will be seen that the surplus funds of the 
Department, which at one time exceeded $800,000, 
have been greatly diminished. 

The determination of Congress not to reduce 
letter postages, as suggested in my annual report 
of 1836, was considered in the light of an instruc- 
tion to apply the cash on hand, and the increasing 
current revenue, to improvements of the mail ser- 
vice. It was estimated that the seven hundred | 
new routes established in 1836, and the improve- 
ments of service on many old ones, in conjunction 
with the usual annual increase of business in the 
country, would add at least fifteen per cent. to the 
revenue of the last year, which would be main- 
tained with a still further increase during the 
present year. The extension of mail service was 
accordingly carried far enough to consume this | 


the|world may be challenged for any similar estab- 
lishment, embracing so. much intelligence, activity, 
| and energy, and yielding to’ millions of mankind 
| $0 much unqualified good... The chief obstructions 
which it has recently encountered ‘in “its cagéer.of 
usefulness, have arisen from the deficiencies. and 
unreasonable demands of corporate bodies ‘which 
it had employed, or deemed it useful: to- employ 
| in the public service. payee 
In managingits funds. through the public. agents, 
who are under bonds for their security, and re- 
movable at will, and indealing with the individaal 


|| freemen of the States and of the United States in 


competition with each other, it finds all its:ooera- 
tions easy, safe, and prosperous. m 
At their last session, Congress: enacted + that 
‘ each and every railroad within the limits of the 
© United States which now is, or hereafter. may-be 
‘ made and completed, shall be a-post- route, and 
| & the Postmaster General shall cause the mail -to 
‘ be transported thereon, provided he can have it 
* done on reasonable terms, and not paying more 
‘than twenty-five per centum over and above 
‘ what similar transportation would ‘cost: in post 
* coaches.” i bs inna 
-To avoid further trouble’ with the railroad com- 
panies on the main mail lines, it was determined 
to pay ‘them, upon renewal. of ‘existing contracts; 
the highest price which: this law would. admit: 
But.there was difficulty in fixing on that’ price: 
In the first place, it was to be ascertained what 
| Congress meant by the phrase. “ similar transpor- 
tation,” and, inthe next’ place, what that transpor: 
tation would. cost in post coaches. It was obvious 
that they could not mean a transportation equal:in 
speed; for that would be impossible. “They: coulé 
not mean the same transportation, or the.transpors 
tion of the same mail upon the same route; for ‘in 
that case the word same would have been ‘used 
instead of the word ‘* similar.’’ It seemed proba- 
ble that they had reference to the ordinary post 
coach transportation in the same section of coun- 
try, and to the points of similarity between that 
and railroad transportation, intending the addi: 
tional twenty-five per cent. as compensation for 
the increased speed. This construction would have 
given the railroad companies as liberal a compen- 
sation as they had a right to expect, Inasmuch. as 
it would have materially increased the cost of mail 
transportation, while, in respect: to ‘passengers, 
produce, and merchandise, the. cost is every where 
cheapened by: them. i j 
But upon a careful consideration of. the words 
of the law, in connection with the’ mail service 
existing atthe time of its passage, the Department 
| felt itself constrained to adopt a construction more 
| favorable to the railroad companies... That thé 
word * similar’ should be construed as having no 
| reference to speed, was a position which, accord- 
ing to legal as well as just rules of construction, 
could not be maintained. From New York to 
Baltimore, the great southern and western mails 
are united in one. At the latter point they sepa- 
rate, one portion, believed to be the larger, going 
West, and the other South. It could not be 
| doubted that the transportation of the western 
| mail was, in its bulk, its weight, its importance, 
' and also its speed, more ‘* similar’? to that on the 


i 
i 
| 
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anticipated increase, and also, in the progress of | 
a few years, reduce the surplus on hand to the | 
lowest amount consistent with the convenience of | 
the Department. The general financial disasters | 
of last year have not reduced the revenue, as might | 
have been expected, but have prevented most of | 
the anticipated increase, and thrown the Depart- | 
ment upon its surplus to sustain a large portion 
of its extensions. . The indications now are, that 
there will be- a slight improvement in the revenue 
of the current fiscal year over the preceding, but 
not enough to produce any material effect. -An | 
advance somewhat greater may be reasonably 
expected next year, but not great enough to meet 


H 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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operation the new routes established at the last 
session of Congress. It will hence: be seen, that, 
for more-than a year to come, the curtailment, 
rather than the extension of service, on routes 
now in operation, is to’ be expected: — 

in general, the accounts of postmasters are ren- 


with the utmost fidelity-and precision: Indeed- 


' main southern line, than any other appertaining 
| to the Department. The Department, therefore, 
| felt constrained to take the cost of that transpor- 
‘tation as its guide in fixing on the basis for the 
‘allowance. to railroad companies on the main 
| southern line, provided for by law. The average 
cost of this line, from Baltimore to Cincinnati, 
was found to be $190 per mile. To this sum, 
| twenty-five per cent. was added, and the aggre- 
| gate, $237 50, was offered to the railroad compa- 
| nies between Fredericksburg, Virginia, and the 
| Roanoke river, as the highest compensation which 
| could be allowed them bylaw. The same rule 
was intended to be applied to all railroads under 
| like circumstances. It was not doubted that this 
| provision would be readily accepted asmore.ampl 
| than the railroad companies hada right to expect, 
and that this troublesome matter would -havebeen 
forever adjusted, so far as regards those roads. 
But the proposal of the Department has not been 
| acceded to, and not only is a higher compensa- 
| tion demanded, but conditions are insisted- ọn a8 
| extraordinary a8 the concession of them would be 


8 


[December, 


5TH Coxa... 3D Sess. 


Senare & Ho. or Revs, 


portation of the great southern. mail by other | 
means after the Ist of January next, not being at 

liberty under the law, even if it were otherwise 

disposed, to accede to the terms demanded by the 

railroad companies. This cannot be done on the | 
same line without public inconvenience in the loss | 
of time; and although a rival line may be raised 

up in the course of a few months fully equal in 

speed, yet it will not be so convenient to the | 
Department, or in all respects so useful to the pub- 

lic as the one in question. But having offered all 

that the law admitted, and more than justice and 

good policy would have sanctioned had no law 

been passed, the Department does not feel itself 

in any way responsible for the public inconveni- 

ence which may ensue. 

These details have been given that Congress 
may correct the construction given to the law of 
last session if too liberal or too strict, or resort 
to such further enactments as the public interest 
taay seem to require. The principle that Con- 
gress may constitutionally make roads for the 
transportation of the mails, once entertained by 
some, seems to be generally abandoned; but that 
they may use for that purpose all roads con- 
structed under the authority of the States, has 
hitherto been universally conceded. ‘Phe char- 
ters of railroads are granted for the public con- 
venience, and in their construction they are con- 
sidered so far public that private property is 
taken at a valuation for their use without the con- 
sent of the owner. Whether these roads are to 
form an exception as to the right of use vested in 
the United States by the Constitution is a ques- 
tion which it may soon become necessary to con- 
sider, 

The valuable books and papers of this Depart- 
ment are in constant peril from the combustible 
nature of the building now occupied. It has a 
shingle roof and much wood work within, and in 
the Department and the Auditor’s office there are 
daily about seventy fires. [t is, perhaps, in, 
greater danger from. the proximity of stables and 
other wooden buildings which could hardly burn, 
in some directions of the wind, without involving 
the whole structure occupied by the Department 
in their destruction. The consciousness of this 
constant peril is one of the mast painful incidents 
to the administration of the Department, and I can 
only relieve myself from a weight of responsibil- 
ity by requesting you to bring this subject to the 
serious attention of Congress, 

With the highest respect, your obedient servant, 

AMOS KENDALL. 
To the Presipenr ov tun Uniten STATES. 


Report of the Major General of the Army. 
Heap QUARTERS or rue Any, 
Wasnincron, Nov. 29, 1838. 
Sir: In conformity with instructions received 
from the War Department, dated on the 25th of 
September, 1838, | have the honor to present the 
following statements and returns: 
First—~A statement showing the organization of 


the Army; 
Second—A general return of the Army; 


Third—Dustribution of the troops in the eastern | 


division;. 

Fourth—Distribution of the troops in the west- 
ern division; 

Fifth—A return showing the number of troops 
under the command of Brigadier General Taylor, 
ate in Florida against the Seminole Indians; 
an 

Sixth—A statement showing the number of re- 
eruits enlisted in the Army, from the Ist January, 
1838. - 

Since my last annual report, the Army has been 
actively employed, in various quarters, and in 
various ways. Although it isnot in my power to 
state that the war in Florida against the Seminole 
Indians has been brought to a close, there is every 
probability, from the extreme misery to which the 
Indians have been reduced, and the indicationa 
they have manifested to surrender, that the war 
will not be of long continuance. A report of the 
operations in Florida, up to the close of the com- | 


i| tained that a party of Indians had entered the | 


T 


at its last session, and 
that body. 

Previously to his withdrawal from the command | 
in Florida, General Jesup reported that active | 
operations would necessarily cease by the 30:h of 
April, in consequence of the climate, and that ai 
| portion of the troops would be available, during | 
the unhealthy season, for service elsewhere; orders | 
where therefore given for the four regiments of | 
artillery acting as infantry, and one regiment of 
infantry, to march into the Cherokee country and | 
report to Major General Scott, to be employed, if 
necessary, in obliging the Cherokees to fulfill their 
treaty stipulations in reference to their removal 
to the country alloted to them west of the Missis- 
sippi. 

Upon the retiring of General Jesup from Flor- 
ida, Brigadier General Taylor, the officer next 
in rank there, was assigned to the command. At 
the close of the campaign, nearly all the volan- | 
teer force in Florida was discharged, leaving in | 
that ‘Territory the whole of the second regiment of | 
dragoons, the first and sixth regiments of infan- || 
| try, and some Florida volunteers. This force |! 
| was distributed among the principal depots, and || 
the stations along the. borders of the settlements, || 
to guard the supplies and afford protection to the j; 


inhabitants, most of the interior posts being || 
abandoned; experience having shown that they || 
could not be occupied during the summer and lj 
part of the autumn, without great sacrifice of life. 


were kept in continual commotion, the enemy, f 
scattered in small bands, succeeded in. commit- ;| 
ting several murders, which, on a line of frontier || 
so extensive, could scarcely have been prevented. 

In the month of April, a battalion of the sixth 
regiment of infantry was sent from Tampa to St. 
Marks, to prevent a junction between some 
Creek Indians, who had crossed the Appalachi- 
cola, and the Seminoles, and to emigrate the | 
Creeks, if possible. A few of these Creeks are 
in our possession, but the most of them are still 
in the swamps of the Appalachicola and Ockloc- 
konne rivers, 

On the 26ih of June, General Taylor shipped | 
from Tampa, for their new homes, three hundred | 
| and sixty-two Indians and negroes, retaining forty- | 
six for runners and guides, ‘he General reports | 
the murder of Elallee Hadjo and four other Sem- | 


inoles by the Mickasukees, to whom they were | 


sent by General Jesup. Inthe game month thirty- | 
eight Seminoles delivered themselves to the com- | 
manding officer at Fort King. In the middle of | 
the month General Taylor reports the war with | 
\ 
l 
| 


| 
i 
{i 
i 
| 
i 


| the Seminoles as drawing to a close; but that the | 
Mickasukee and Tallahassee bands, with the ref- 
ugee Creeks, are more hostile than ever. They 
number between four and five hundred warriors, | 
| and are dispersed in small parties overan immense | 
| country. In the beginning of June, it was ascer- | 


| 
| 
li 
| 
| Ockefinokee swamp, in Georgia, and had commit- || 
ted some murders in that State. Five companies | 
of regular troops and one of Georgia volunteers , 
were marched to that quarter to afford protection || 
to the inhabitants, and, if possible, to dislodge the | 
| enemy; besides which, the Governor of Georgia, | 
at his suggestion, was authorized by the War | 
Department to call into service a regiment of | 
| militia, for the better protection of the exposed |} 
| settlements. On the Qlst of September, the Gen- || 
| eral was visited at Tampa by the principal chiefs || 
| of the Tallahassees, with several sub-chiefs, who || 
| professed to be anxious for peace, and pledged | 
| themselves to come in for emigration by the 20th | 
of October, and to bring in with them their people, | 
j and to send runners to the Ockefinokee swamp to | 
| get the fugitive Creeks, said to be twenty-two in f 
number, to join them. It was the opinion of the | 
l General at that time, that there was decidedly a i| 
| better feeling among the Indians, as regards emi- || 
gration, than had been manifested since his arrival || 
in Florida. Early in October, the General re- | 
paired to the Appalachicola river, with a view of || 
obliging the Appalachicola Indians to fulfill their | 
promise of removing to the West; and also to take | 
measures to get in the fugitive Creeks secreted in | 
that-section of the country. On the 20ih of the || 


| render of the Indians still remaining there. 


month, the day stipulated, he succeeded in em- 
barking the whole. of the Appalachieola Indians 
on board of a steamboat for their new homes, 
He, however, gained no intelligence respecting the 
fugitive Creeks. On the 30th of October, the Gen- 
eral reports from Fort Harlee, on his way to 
Tampa Bay, that he had received letters from that 
place which he could rely on, of the most satis- 
factory character, as to a portion of the hostile 
Indians coming in for emigration, This informa- 
tion did not prevent the contemplated movements 
of the troops into the country, and the occupancy 
of such positions as would tend to hasten the sur- 
Two 
of theregiments of artillery, and one regiment and 
one battalion of infantry have been ordered to re- 
inforee thearmy in Florida, and two hundred and 
forty-seven recruits are now on their way to Tampa 
by the Mississippi route. The force in Florida 
may, therefore, be computed at about three thou- 
sand two hundred and forty regulars, and three 
hundred and seventy militia. 

Colonel Lindsay, of the second regiment of 
artillery, who was in command of the forces as- 
sembled in the Cherokee country at the date. of 
my last report, continued on that duty until early 
in April, when. Major General Scott assumed, by 


‘lorder of the War Department, the direction of 


affairs in that quarter. 

‘The Cherokees were required, by their treaty 
stipulations, to commence emigrating to the west 
of the Mississippi on the 23d of May; but it being 


|j apprehended that they would not commence their 
| During. the past summer, although the troops ji 


removal at the time stipulated, unless compelled 
to do so, a strong regular force was assembled in 
their country and placed at the disposal of General 
Scott, who was also authorized to call on the 
Governors of the States interested in the removal 
of the Cherokees, for such militia force as he 
might deem necessary, not exceeding four thou- 
sand men, The disposition which the Genera} 
made of his troops was such as to convince the 
Iudians of his determination to enforce the terms of 
the treaty; and relying on the disposition of the 
General to oblige them to yield to those terms, as 
well as on his disposition to protect them in their 
persons and property, the Cherokees submitted 
to his direction, and peaceably departed for the 
country allotted to them in the West, as fast as 
circumstances would permit. 

In the month of January information was re- 
ceived that unlawful combmations of persons on 
our northern frontiers were forming for the purpose 
of interfering with the Government of Canada, 
and joining with the disaffected in that country. in 
endeavoring to subvert the existing government, 
in violation of the treaty of peace between the 
United States and Great Britain. It being deemed 


| necessary, on account of these combinations, to 


senda military force to the frontier to guard against 
an infraction of the treaty, Major General Scott 
was directed to proceed to Buffalo, and to take the 
direction of affairs along the frontier; and there 
being no other disposable regular troops, the re- 
cruits in depot were formed into detachments and 
forthwith dispatched to the frontiers. On General 
Scott’s arrival on the Niagara he, found the line 
guarded by about sixteen hundred militia of the 
State of New York, called out by order of the 
Governor, a thousand of which were received into 
the United States service; but subsequently, with 
the exception of a few companies, discharged. 
With Brigadier General Brady- on the Detroit 
frontier, and Brigadier General Wool.on the Cham- 
plain and Vermont frontiers, and with the assist- 
ance of the civil authorities and the officers of the 
revenue, General Scott, aided by Colonel Worth 
and Major Young, was enabled to. frustrate every 
open attempt to violate our friendly relations on 
the border. Too much praise cannot be bestowed 
upon the officers and soldiers, and others engaged 
in this service, for their zeal and activity at that 
particular juncture, and in the midst of the rigors 
of a northern winter, in the effectual performance 
of so arduous a-duty. 

Order being restored about the middle of March, 
and the militia discharged, General Scott, as before 
stated, was. ordered to take the direction of affairs 
in the Cherokee country. The regular troops, 
however, remained on the frentier, in order -to 
check any renewed attempts at crossing the dine. 


1888} 


APPENDIX: TO. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


s 


f Report of. the Commissioner. of Indian Affoirs; 


Q5rt Cone....8D Srss. 


Senate & Horor Reps. 


‘In the month of June, it was reported that the 
combinations referred’ to were still existing, and: 
daily gaining strength, by refugees from Canada 
joining them, and that they were orgavizing them- 
selves along the whole line of frontier, and making 
preparations for farther attempts upon Canada; 
and that a gang of desperadoes had ‘burned the 
British steamboat Sir Robert Peel in our waters. 

. On the 12th of June, I was directed by the Pres- 
ident to repair to the frontier, there to examine 


into the state of things, and to.use every possible | 


exertion to defeat the purposes of the combinations 
alluded to.’ Having ordered such troops as could 
be collected to proceed to Sackett’s Harbor and 
the Champlain frontier, I set out on the same day, 


taking Albany and Oswego in my route, and | 


arrived at Sackett’s Harbor on the night of the 
Lith. Immediately after my arrival, t took meas- 
ureg to cause to be published, and widely circu- 
lated for general information, copies of the laws 


of the United States under which Í was authorized | 


to adopt measures to repress all hostile acts origin- 
ating within our borders, against the territory 
of a friendly Power, and to preserve our friendly 
relations with Great Britain; and to carry into 
effect these objects, I issued a general order, di- 
viding the frontier into four districts, to the com- 
mand of which officers of experience were duly 
assigned. J found Brigadier General Brady and 
Lieutenant Colonel Cummingsat Sackett’s Harbor; 
but none‘of the troops which had been ordered 
thither had yet arrived. -1 ordered General Brady 
to proceed to the Detroit frontier, where | deemed 
his presence most important. A. detachment of 
about one hundred recruits reached Sackett’s Har- 
bor a day or two after my arrival. There was a 
small detachment of New York militia stationed 
at French Creek, called out by order of the Gov- 
ernor, which I caused to be relieved by the regular 
troops as soon. as a sufficient body of them had 
arrived, when the militia were mustered, paid, and 
discharged. The commanding officer at French 
Creek was furnished with boats to enable him. to 
cruise around the islands in the St. Lawrence. 
On: the 20th of June; an additional number of re- 
eruits shaving arrived at Sackett’s Harbor, the 
stearnboat: Telegraph was taken into the service of 
the United: States, and a’ detachment placed on 
board-under command of Captain Gwynne, of:the 
infantry, who was also ordered‘ to. cruise among 
the“: Thousand Islands,’ in search of the gang 
above alluded to. On the 20th of June, 1 dis- 
patched an aid-de-camp, with a letter to Sir John 
Colborne, or the officer commanding the British 
forces at Kingston, Upper Canada, acquainting 
him with the purpose of the above-mentioned ex- 
pedition. My aid-de-camp was directed at the 
same time, to state to the commanding officer at 
Kingston that, if he were disposed to fit out a sim- 
ilar expedition, we would codperate in making a 
general search among the ‘‘Thousand Islands,’’ for 
the gang of pirates infesting them, which had been 
engaged in burning’ the British steamboat Sir 
Robert Peel, Abouta week afterwards, the Hon. 
Colonel Dundas, of the British Army, command- 
ant at Kingston, and Captain Landom, of the 


Royal Navy, crossed over to see me on the subject || 


of the proposed codperation, when it was agreed 
that a similar expedition would be fitted out on 
their part, and the 2d of July fixed as the day of 
meeting.of the parties. After a search of some 
days, the haunt of the pirates was discovered, but 
in the attempt to take the pirates, they all made 
their escape except two, who were seized. The 
ganz, it appeared, consisted of but eight men at 
that time, among whom was the notorious Bill 
Johnson; their leader; they were well supplied 
with-arma. and ammunition, and had a fast row- 
ing boat. The two men.taken, with the arms of 
the:gang-and the boat, were sent to Sackett’s Har- 
bor; dnd placed in the hands. of the proper au- 
thority, to be disposed of according to law. 
On-my arrival at Sackett’s Harbor, I was in- 
formed that great-excitement prevailed in conse- 
quence of the approaching trial of some prisoners 
at Watertown, charged’ with the burning of the 
Sir Robert Peel, and that the sheriff of the county 
had written to Lieutenant Colonel Cummings, the 
commanding. officer at Sackett’s Harbor, for a 
guard to prevent a rescue of the prisoners: As 


|| should occupy the Champlain frontier, the second | 


| repair to Sackett’s Harbor, there to join the head- 


| left in position in New York harbor, as a reserve, 


| having been made from our border by armed per- 


| ing it proper to be prepared against any emer- 


soon asthe troops arrived, a guard, commanded | 
by ancofficer; was sent to Watertown, as the sheriff 
had requested. : : ; . 

Having made all the necessary arrangements at | 
Sackett’s Harbor, I visited all the important points 
on the frontier from that place to Ogdensburg, and 
crossed the country thence to Platisburg and Ver- | 
mont. I found Colonel Cutler witha detachment | 
of recruits, equal to about a company, at Platts- | 
burg, and Major Churchillin Vermont, with about | 
an equal force stationed-at Swanton, Everything | 
appearing to be perfectly quiet at that time on the | 
border, alter giving the necessary-directions, | pro- 


ceeded to Buffalo, where | was advised by the War |' 
Department that three regiments of artillery would | 
be withdrawn from the Cherokee country, and |; 


would be disposable for service on the northern | 


rontier; in consequence of which, I issued a gen- |: 


eralorder directing thatthe first regiment of artillery 


regiment of artillery the Niagara and Detroit fron- | 
tiers, and that the recruits mentioned as having | 
arrived on the frontier in the early part of the sea- 
son should be relieved by those regiments, and 


quarters of the eighth regiment of: infantry, to 
which they had been assigned; which regiment 
was tooccupy that part of the frontier from Ogdens- | 
burg to Rochester, and General Brady tocommand 
the troops west of Rochester, within the eastern | 


division, and General Eustis all the troops on the || 


frontier east of Rochester. The remaining regi- 
ment of artillery (the fourth) was intended to be 


to reinforce such portions of the frontier as might | 
require to be strengthened; but, owing to the want 
of troops in Florida, that regiment was ordered 
thither. 

. After inspecting the Niagara frontier, I went to 
Detroit and examined the military establishments 
in that quarter; and, on satisfying myself as to the 
state of things there, I returned to Buffalo, touch- 
ing at the intermediate points, and proceeded along 
the frontier to Sackett’s Harbor, and inspected the 
new regiment under Colonel Worth, with the prog- 
ress of which, in discipline and appearance, | was 
highly gratified. After which, 1 visited the whole 
line to Plattsburg, and thus having seen. that the 
troops were. well posted, and that the officers and 
men. were zealous in.the performance of. the duty 
assigned them on the frontiers, I returned to the 
seat of Government.to prepare my annual report. 

Since my return to the seat of Government, re- 
ports have been received of unlawful enterprises 


sons who entered Lower Canada, on the Cham- 
plain frontier, in the early part of November, who | 
were, however, met and driven back by the Brit- 
ish forces, and on their retreat the fugitives threw 
away their arms, which were collected by our 


| 
| guard stationed near the line; and, also, that i 


another party, which went down the St. Lawrence 
in boats, had effected a landing near Prescott, 


Upper Canada; but, after a short time, they were i 


attacked by the British forces and completely de- 
stroyed or captured. Colonel Worth, of the 8th 


regiment, commanding at Sackett’s Harbor, hear- | 


ing of these infractions of the law, promptly pro- 
ceeded, in the steamboat Telegraph, to Ogdens- | 
burg, with a body of troops, taking with him the | 
marshal of the district and other civil officers, and 
seized the vessels employed in the enterprise, and 
so interposed as to prevent any further attempts: 
at crossing into that part of Canada. | 
During the sammer it was reported to General | 
Gaines that. the Cherokees settled in the vicinity 
of Fort Gibson had sent runners to the other tribes | 
settled on the western frontier, inviting them. to 
a general council for purposes of a: hostile char- 
acter; and, in consequence, the General, consider- 


gency growing out of the council, took the in- 
cipient measure of obtaining a mounted force.of 
ten thousand men, and immediately put in motion 


the Government troops stationed.at Fort. Leaven- | 
worth and Jefferson barracks, towards the place | 


of meeting designated by the Cherokees; butbeing | 
informed, while on the way thither, that the ob- | 
ject of the meeting was of a-pacific-character, he 
ordered the troops-back to. their. stations. 


| i canhot conchide without renewing the reeoras 
| mendation made ‘in my’ ast ‘anual report,’ ire 


| reference tothe advantage of having the’ several’ 
regiments and: corps effective ini offiéers aa Well ad 
in men... Fromi‘age and’ exposure, “officers ! 
liable to become unfit for active service,’ deed; 
for any service at all; and, cofsequently, the ofi- 
cers next in rank to them arë obliged’ ‘to dd 
duty. I would respectfully submit that “officers 
thus‘unfitted for service should retire on-théit pay 
proper without emoluments, ag rations, forage, 
| &e., and that the officer next in rank to thé officer 
: thas retired, be promoted to fill his place, with the 
grade and emoluments of the: retired: officer, but 
only the pay of the grade from which the pro- 
; moted officer was advanced; thus: the officer’ pró- 
| moted in this manner, who would perform ahigher 
duty, would, during the'lifetimeof the retired om- 
| cer, or while he filled his place and performed his: 
| duties, although with the pay of a rank below, bë 
| compensated by the earlier advanced rank which: 
he would thereby gain, and the superior emolu- 
| ments attached to that rank. This arrangement 
| would cost the Government not one cehi more 
than. the present one; the.only difference would 
be; that the places of the non-effective ‘officers 
would be supplied by the effective officers doing’ 
their duty, and the brevet. officers, at. the fodt'of 
i the list, would .be sooner advanced. | And ‘thus, 
| by the increased efficiency of the several regiments 
and corps, there would actually a benefit result 
to the public; and I feel assured that the at ? 
ment would be acceptable and gratifying toi 

| meritorious officers. cee 
i ALEXANDER MACOMB: 
Major General Commanding in Chie 

Hon J. R. POINSETT, e 

Secretary of War. 
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Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


War DEPARTMENT, A 
Orrice Inpian Arrains, Nov. 25, 1838. 


. Sır: in compliance with your directions, the 
following report is made of the transactions: of 
| this office for.the last year: yen 

< The most striking feature of the peculiar rela- 
tions that the. [adians bear to the United States;ig 
their removal to the west side:of the Mississippi; 
a change of: residence effected under’ tréaties, and 
with.the utmost regard to their comfort that the 
| circumstances of each admitted... The advance. of 
| white settlements, and the consuming: efeetof 
| their approach to the red: man’s ‘home, hae long 
| been observed by the humane with: painy ‘as 
i leading to the speedy extinction: of- the weaker 
| 
| 
t 
| 


| party. But it is not believed that any suggestion 
| of the policy now in a course of execution, was 
! authoritatively made prior to thé ‘commencement 
of the present century. Since, it has repeatedly, 
| and at various intervals, received. the sanction: of 
| the Chief Magistrates of the. United States, and 
| of one or the other Hlouse of Congress, without, 
| however, any definite action prior to the law 
| passed eight years ago. Treaty engagements had 
been previously made for their removal west with 
| several of the tribes, but the act referred to was a 
| formal and general recognition of the measure, as 
| desirable in regard of all the Indians withia any 
State or Territory east of the Mississippi. “ What- 
ever apprehensions might. have been. honestly 
entertained of the results: of this. scheme, the 
| arguments in favor of its adoption, deduced from 
| observation, and the destructive effects of a con- 
| tinuance in their old positions, are so far strength- 
j ened by the success attendant upon its execution; 
| as to have convinced all, it is thought, of. the 
humane and benevolent tendency of the measure. 
Experience had shown, that however commend- 
| able the efforts to ameliorate a savage surrounded 

by a white population, they were not compensated 
to any great extent by the gratification which: is 


| the best reward of doing good. A few individuals, 


in a still smaller number of tribes, have been edu 
cated, and profited by the opportunities afforded 
them to become civilized and highly. respectable 
| men; but the mass hag retrograded, giving by the 
; contrast greater prominency to.their more. wisely 
| judging brethren.. W_hat.can-even the moraland 
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educated Indian promise himself in a white settle- 
ment? Equality he does not and cannot possess, | 
and the influence that is the just possession of his 
qualities, in the ordinary social relations of life, | 
is denied him, Separated from deteriorating asso- 
ciations with white men, the reverse will be the 
fact...A fair and wide field will be open before 
him, in-which he can cultivate the moral and in- |! 
tellectual virtues of the human beings around 
him, and aid in elevating them to the highest con- 
dition which they are capable of reaching. If 
these views are correct, the reflection is pleasant 
that is derived from the belief that a greater | 
sacrifice of feeling is not made in their removal, 
than falls to the lot of our fellow-citizens, in the 
numerous changes of residence that considera- 
tions of bettering their condition are daily pro- 
ducing. Indeed, it cannot be admitted to be so 
gteat; for while the white man moves West or 
South, accompanied by his family only, the In- 
dians go by tribes, carrying with them all the 
pleasures of ancient acquaintance, common hab: 
ua, and common interests. It can scarcely be 
contended that they are more susceptible of suf- 
fering at the breaking up of local associations 
than we are, for apart from their condition not 
favoring the indulgence of the finer feelings, fact | 
proves that they sell a part of their possessions 
without reluctance, and leave their cabins and | 
burial places, and the mounds and monuments | 
which were the objects of their pride or affection, f 
far a remote position in the same district. For | 
whatever they have ceded to the United States, | 
they have been amply compensated. I speak not i| 
of former times, to which reference is not made, 
| 
| 


but of later. days. The case of the Cherokees is 
a striking example of the liberality of the Gov- 
ernment in all its branches. By the treaty, they 
had stipulated to remove west of the Mississippi 
within two years from its ratification, which took 
place on the 23d of May, 1836. The obligations 
of the United States, State rights, and acts by | 
virtue of those rights, and in anticipation of 
Cherokee removal, made a compliance with this 
provision of the treaty indispensable at the time 
stipulated, or as soon thereafter as it was precti- 
cable without harshness. ‘I'o insure it, General 
Scott was dispatched to their late country, and 
performed a delicate and difficult duty, embar- 


| 
| 
{ 
il 
i 
| 
i 
| 
f 
| 


for steamboat navigation, and with permission to 
such respectable Cherokees as might apply for the 
purpose to remove themselves on the first rise of 
the rivers, although it should be after the 20:h 
October. An estimate was submitted by the 
Cherokee chiefs on the 31st of July, which put 
the cost of the removal of one thousand souls at 
$65,880. General Scott intimated that this esti- 
mate appeared to be too high, and requested its 
reconsideration, when its reasonableness was 


jan extract, Throughout their collection and 
emigration, so far as this office is informed, the 
Cherokees have manifested proper temper, and 


an inclination to do whatever was required, with | 
fewer exceptions than might have been expected, | 


seem that the cost of removal, according to the In- 
dian estimate, is high; but as their own fund pays 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| and these not of an important nature. It would 
| 

| 

| it, and it was insisted on by their own confidential 


the Cherokees would be on the road early in 
November. 
thousand will be removed by John Ross and the 
other chiefs, which, added to the number that had 
emigrated previously during the year, believed to 


live east of the Mississippi during the spring, sum- 


| mer, and autumn. Itis thought that when muster- 


rolls of the emigrants come in, the number will be 


above is according to the information possessed. 


when General Scott had collected the great body of 
the Indians for emigration, it was computed that 
there remained, after deducting those who had 
removed since the above report was made, twelve 
thousand. Those emigrants being reckoned, as 
before stated, at six thousand, would make the 
whole number eighteen thousand a year ago. 


rassed by circumstances over which there is no | 
human control, with great judgment and human- | 
ity. Early in the past season, several parties | 
had been dispatched to the West, under the direc- | 
tion of officers detailed for that duty, amounting, 
as is estimated, to six thousand, of whom muster- 


rolls have not yet been received at this office. | 
The preparations for the removal of those who | 
remained being in progress, John Ross, and other | 
chiefs, in virtue of a resolution by “the National | 
Committee, and Council, and People of the Cher- | 
Okee nation, in general council assembled,” pro- 
posed to the Commanding General that the entire 
business of emigration should be confided to the 
nation; that the removal should commence at 
the time previously agreed on, to wit, when 
the sickly season had passed away, unless some 
cause, reasonable in the judgment of the General, 
should intervene to prevent it; that the expense 
should be calculated on the basis of one wagon 
and team and six riding horses for fifteen per- 
sons; and that the Cherokees should select the 
physicians, and such other attendants as might be | 
required, for the safe and comfortable removal of 
the several detachments to their places of destina- 
tion, This proposal was accepted, on certain 

conditions, by General Scott, in a communication | 
to the chiefs, (with an exception of such of the! 
treaty-making party as might not choose to emi- | 
grate under the direction of John Ross and his 

associates.) on the 25th of July. To the condi. | 
tons prescribed they acceded on the 27th, stipu- 
lating for the months of September and October 
to getall their people in motion, and transmitting 
a resolution of the Cherokee council, conferring 
on them authority to make the necessary arrange 
ments. The application asto time was answered 
by saying that the emigration must recommence 
on Ist September, and be completed on or befor 

the 20:h October, with a reservation in favor ofi; 
the sick and superannuated, who might be unable 


ithe expense of their 


| payment of reclamations of various kinds, and to 


j 


i 
| 
| 


ence to this numerous and more than ordinary en- 


lightened tribe, cannot fail to be refreshing to | 


| 

| well-constituted minds. fn and previous to May 
| lust a large party, led by educated and intelligent 
! chiefs, were dissatisfied and gloomy, discontented 
with the treaty of December, 1835, disinclined to 
emigration, and created by their conduct serious 
apprehensions for the consequences when the 
day of removal should arrive. It did come on 
the 23d May; but on the 18th the privilege of 
wealth and strength to yield what they might 
withhold was exercised in an act of grace and 
beneficence by the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment, 


ington, the Secretary of War, on that day, in- 
formed them that the best efforts of the United 
States would be put forth to prevail on the States 
interested in their removal to refrain from press- 
ing them inconveniently, or so as to interfere with 
their comfortable emigration, and that he was 


the Cherokee agents should remove the nation, if 
desired, and he would so instruct the general in 
command in their country, and that he thought 
emigration should be 
borne by the United States. He promised them 
an escort and protection while on the way west, 
and that, as the sum heretofore set apart for the 


defray expenses of their removal was deemed in- 
adequate for these purposes, a further appropria- 
tion would be asked to meet them. 


of the United States, who transmitted it to Con- 
gress, “that such measures may be adopted as 
‘are required to carry into effect the benevolent 


‘intentions of the Government towards the Cher- | 


‘okee nation, and which, it is hoped, will induce 


‘ 


aly : i i 
to travel by land, if the.waters continued: too low 


affirmed, a trifling but indispensable article added, | 
and the estimate was thereupon approved. Of their | 
disposition to conduct themselves with propriety, | 
there is evidence in the letter of General Scott to | 
yourself of 3d August, of which I herewith send | 


agents, it was thought it could not be rejected. | 
‘The latest advices give assurances that the last of | 


It has been estimated that twelve | 


be about six thousand, will give an aggregate of | 
eighteen thousand Cherokees who have ceased to | 


found to be somewhat larger, but at present the | 


The last annual report of my predecessor made the | 
number of east Cherokees fourteen thousand; but 


A retrospect of the last eight months, in refer- | 


In answer to a communication from a | 
delegation of the Cherokee nation, then in Wash- | 


quite sure the exertion would be successful; that Í 


This com- 
! munication met the approbation of the President | 


fi 


them to remove peaceably and. contentedly to 
Hf their new homes iu the West.” The fruit of; 


this message was the law of 12th June, 1838, 
giving to the Cherokees the sum of $1,147,067. 
When it is considered that, by the treaty of De- 
cember, 1835, the sum of $5,000,000 was stipu- 
lated to be paid them asthe full value of their 
lands, ‘after that amount was declared by the Senate 
of the United States to be an ample consideration 
for them, the spirit of this whole proceeding can- 
not be too much admired. The communication 
to the Cherokee delegation, submitted by the Chief 
Magistrate to Congress, addressing itself to feel- 
ings correspondent with those in which it origin- 
ated, found in both Houses a ready and willing 
concurrence. By some, the measure may be re- 
garded as. just, by others. generous—it perhaps 
partook of both attributes. If he went further 
than naked justice could have demanded, it did not 
stop short of what liberality approved. ‘Thus was 
the foundation broadly laid for all that has since 
been constructed upon it. In.compliance with his 
engagement, the Secretary, on the 23d of May, 
transmitted to General Winfield Scott a copy of 
the above communication, and authorized him 
‘to enter Into an agreement with the agents of 
the nation for the removal of their people,” which 
produced the arrangement with John Ross and 
others, already referred to. ‘he natural results 
of granting so much to the meang,to the feelings, 
and wishes of the Cherokees, followed. If our 


| acts have been generous, they have not been less 
| wise and politie. 
| conciliated, the hazard of an effusion of human 


A large mass of men have been 


blood has been put by, good feeling has been pre- 
served, and we have quietly and gently transported 
eighteen thousand friends to the west bank of the 
Mississippi. 

The Pottawatomies of Indiana, the time for 
whose removal, by their treaty stipulations, had 
arrived for some and approached for others,showed 
an indisposition to comply with their engagements. 
White men had settled upon the lands they had 
ceded, and collisions arose that threatened the 
peace of the country and the spilling of blood, 
which induced the agent, to whom the direction 
of their emigration was confided, on the applica- 
tion of the white settlers, to call upon the Gov- 
ernor of Indiana for a military force to suppress 
any outbreak that might occur. 'Fhe Governor 
authorized General John Tipton to accept the 
services of one hundred volunteers, who raised 
them and used their services in the collection and 
removal of the Pottawatomies. A copy of bis 
report to the Governor of Indiana is herewith 
submitted. By this operation, seven hundred 
and sixty-eight Indians are now on their way to 
the West. There have emigrated within the year 
one hundred and fifty-one Chippewas, Ottawas, 
and Pottawatomies, one hundred and seventy- 
seven Choctaws, four thousand one hundred and 
six Creeks, being chiefly composed of the families’ 
of the warriors of that tribe who served in Flor- 
ida, and who had left their homes prior to the 
last report, but arrived west since; four thousand 
six hundred Chickasaws, and one thousand aix 
hundred and fifty-one Florida Indians, making an 
aggregate of twenty-nine thousand four hundred 
and filty-three, which, added to those who had 
previously occupied their new abode, makes 
eighty-one thousand and eighty-two emigrant res- 
idents, of whom thirty-one thousand three hun- 
dred and forty-three are now subsisted at the 
expense of the United States, at a daily cost of 
$3,186 24. In the whole number of emigrants; 
of those for the year and those living at the ex- 
pense of the United States, are included the Cher- 
okees and Pottawatomies, wha, itis supposed, 
will have reached the end of their journey before 
this report is presented, There yet are east of 
the Mississippi twenty-six thousand six hundred 
and eighty-two Indians. A tabular statement, 
which accompanies this communication, exhibits 
in detail the foregoing facts, 

Information was received on the 6th November, 
from the agent employed in that service, by letter 
dated at Pensacola, on the 28th October last, that 
all the Appalachicola Indians, and thirty-four 
Creeks, were embarked for the West. Recent 
communications are calculated to induce the belief 
that the Winnebagoes will remove quietly in the 
spring. They concluded a treaty at Washington 
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on the Ist November, 1837, which was ratified on 


15th June, 1838, by which they covenanted ‘to 
leave theit present residences for the neutral ground 
West of thé Mississippi, within eight months after 
the ratification. The day will arrive in winter, 
atid it is uiderstood they wish to be indulged ‘til 
spring, which seems to ‘be not unreasonable, 
although the distance to be traveled is short; and 
I am sure they will be gratified. On thé other 
hand, information of a- different character has 
reached this office, stating that it is uncertain 
whether they will remove.” In any event, Ithink, 
the above request ought to be granted. 

The number of Indians on this side of the Mis- 
sissippi ig comparatively small, and it cannot be 
that much tite shall elapse before the entire East 
gountry “will, be ‘relieved of their presence—an 
eventdesirable in all respects of the subject. It 
is'an expensive opération, but it is difficult to with- 
hold any draft upon the public funds‘in reference 
to it. Our ‘great’ purpose is their peaceable and 
comfortable translation; and in effecting it, the 
movement should have a liberal infusion of feeling 
and humanity, and not be misshaped by narrow 
rules. 

‘The different treaties providing for their removal, 
and the act of 1830, entitle the Indians to receive 
patents for the land allotted to them in the West. 
To so'many of them as are there, would it not be 
justto give the evidence of title? They will look 


for it, and would be gratified: by its receipt. Few 


mitveys: have been made: designation of boundary 
on ‘the ground might prevent collisions, and is 
ana Fhis work should be attended to, I 
think. ` 
‘Within the last twelve months, the following 
treaties, previously made, have been confirmed 
and ratified, and appropriations made by Con- 
gress for carrying them into effect. It is thought 
proper to notice them particularly, as having been 
acted on lately for the first time. 
Ae treaty was ‘concluded with the Miami tribe, 
onthe 23d October, 1834, which, having been laid 
before the Senate with modifications, assented to 
bythe principal chiefs, that body ratified the same 
with acer 
*ehiefs and warriors of the said tribe shall;in gen- 
veral council, äs on the occasion of concluding the 
‘aforesaid treaty, agree to and sign the same.” 
The ameridment was adopted by the Miamies, and 
thé tréaty proclaimed by the President on the 22d 
December, 1837. By this contract a considerable 
body of land was conveyed to the United States, 
for which a fair equivalent in money was stipu- 
lated to be paid, viz: $208,000, with reservations 
of land. The United States further agreeing to 
have their improvements on the ceded ground 
valued, and to expend the amount in building, 
clearing, and fencing land for the Indians, on such 
place or places as they might afterwards select for 
their residence. An examination into the debts 
of this tribe, for the payment of which $50,000 
were appropriated, is now in progress. The stipu- 
lations of the United States in the treaty have been 
complied with, so far ag the time has arrived for 
their performance. 
< With the Chippewas of the Mississippi a treaty 
was negotiated on the 29th July, 1857. By it a 
cession of land was made to the United States, 
and we undertook to pay them in money and 
goods, annually, for twenty years, $31,000; to 
meet which remittances have been made to the 
public agents. There are also $100,000 to be 
paid by the United States to the ‘ half-breeds of 
the Chippewa nation,” under the direction of the 
President, and $70,000 to be applied in payment 
of their debts; $58,000 to specific: claims, and 
$12,000 ‘to other just demands against them. 
Governor Dodge’ recommends the postponement 
until‘spring of the distribution of the $100,000, 
and ‘the’ allotment to the creditors of the $12,000. 
The $58,000 might be paid here on drafts of those 
entitled; butif necessary to appoint an agent in the 
the ‘spring for other purposes mentioned, perhaps 
the whole Wad better be confided to him. There 
are someé minor, and ‘yet important, provisions for 
the benefit of the Indians, such as the érection of 
blacksmiths’ shops, the employment of farmers, 
and the délivery of agricultural implements, and 
grain or sted, &e., which the above gentleman 


rtainn amendment: ‘Provided, That the’ 


hasbeen asked to suggest the most judicious plan 
OF carryibg itout O 0 a aa a 
“Bron the Sioux of thé Mississippi a cession of 
land was obtained by treaty, concluded at Wash- 


ington, in September, 1837. Instead of investing |! 


$300,000, as provided by the treaty, $15,000 were 
appropriated to pay the interést, at five per centum. 
‘his sum remains in the Treasury, it having been 
considered advisable not to pay it over until due. 
This, for a single reason, is, perhaps, most judi- 
cious. Ifthe interest is paid in advance, an Inter- 
val of more than a year must occur between such 
payment and one that may be made of the inter- 
est that shall have accumulated on an investment 
when convenient'to make it; it will be difficult to 
explain this to the Indians, and dissatisfaction 
might grow out of it. Commissioners have been 
appointed to investigate debts and. claims of the 
< relations and friends of the chiefs and braves.” 
To the latter, $110,000 have been appropriated 
by the treaty, and have been remitted tothe proper 
agent; and the sum of $90,000, set apart for the 
payment of the just debts of the Sioux, is re- 
tained to meet the drafts of the commissioners in 
favor of créditors, and until their report is re- 
ceived. The other stipulations of the treaty have 
been complied with, except those ‘which appro- 
priate, annually, $8,250 to the purchase of “ mèdi- 
* cines, agricultural implements, and stock, and for 
“the support of a physician, farmers, and black- 
“smiths, and for other beneficial objects,” and bind 
the United States to supply the Sioux, as soon as 
practicable, with ‘agricultural implements, me- 
‘chanics’ tools, cattle, and such other articles as 
“may be usefulto them, to an amount notexceeding 
© $10,000,” to enable them tobreak up and improve 
their lands. 
pend such a portion of the amounts mentioned, as 
prudence would warrant, for the objects intended; 
and Governor Dodge and he have been requested 
to submit a plan for the most beneficial applica- 
tion of the said sums. 

The Sacs and Foxes of the Mississippi ceded, 
by the treaty of October 21, 1837, one million two 
hundred and fifty thousand acres of land, The 
survey of the land is now making, at the expense 
of the United States, according ‘to a provision of 
the treaty. A commissioner has beén appointed 
to exariine their debts, and thé $100,000 pro- 
vided for their liquidation retained until his report 
comes in, which, it is understood, may be looked 
for very soon. Goods to the amount of $28,500 
have been delivered to them according to the 
treaty; and instructions were given, on the 28th 
of August, for the execution of the other stipula- 
tions for the current year, except as to the interest 
of $200,000, which has not been paid, because not 
due. In lieu of an investment of the principal, 
the interest was appropriated by Congress. 

In consideration of a cession of land made by 
the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri, by treaty of 
October 21, 1837, the United States covenanted to 
invest for their use $157,400, and to apply $3,370, 
of the interest of it for beneficial objects; to effect 
which instructions have been given. The money 
has not been invested, but the interest appro- 
priated by act of Congress. The balance of it, 
amounting to $4,500, (at five per centum,) has 
not been paid, because not due. The remaining 
provisions have been fulfilled. 

The treaty made with the Yancton Sioux, on 
the Q1st of October, 1837, has been executed in 
all its stipulations. 

The Winnebagoes ceded their lands east of the 
Mississippi to the United States, by treaty of 
November 1, 1837. In consideration thereof the 
United States agreed to pay, “at the earnest soli- 


citation of the chiefs and delegates’’ of the nation, || 


$50,000 to certain individuals, which will be paid 
here; $150,000 for their debts, which may be as- 
certained to be justly due, and admitted by the 
Indians; and to pay, under the direction of the 
President, $100,000 to the relatives and friends, of 
said Indians, of not less than quarter blood. To 
ascertain the debts, and who are entitled under 
the last clause, commissioners are now engaged. 
The payments to be made presently in goods, 


horses, and provisions, ave been attended to. i 


The balance of the proceeds of the lands ceded, 


namely, $1,100,000, is to be invested, and interest 


The agent has been directed to ex- | 


the attainment of these and ‘other useful objet 
provided for, and to be gained when t 
Governor Dodge has been desired’ to ‘sug; 
plan.” The balance of the $55,000 has not 
paid because not due. oe E 
The stipulations of the treaty ‘mad 
Towas, on the 23d of 
| complied with, i : Se 
_The Oneidas at Green Bay, by a treaty made 
| since the last annual report, viz: on the 3d of 
February, 1838, which was ratified on thef'7th of 
May, ceded all the land “set apart for the 
i! ‘the first article of the treaty with the Menomonee 
| ‘of February, 1831, and the second article of the 
“treaty with the same tribe, of October 2751833, 
reserving to the said Indians ** to be held ag other 
Indian lands are held,” a tract of one hundred 
acres for’each individual, which shall be so laid 
down as “to include all the settlements and im- 
provements in the vicinity of Green Bay.” The 


é with. the 
November, 1837, have been: 


United States agreed to pay to the Orchard party 
of the Oneida Indians $3,000, and to the’ first 
Christian party $30,500. Of the last sum, 


» $3,000 
are to go to the erection ofa church arid par i 
howse; and the residue of the $33,500 to 


l agreed to have the reservations surveyed’ a 


A treaty was concluded with the Chippewas of 
Saginaw on the 14th of January, 1837. They 
ceded several large tracts of land, the proceeds of 
which the United States agreed should bë invested’ 
for their use. The fourth article of the treaty set 
apart $107,543 15 for specific purposes, which the 
United States agreed to advance; but the third. 
article of the supplement limited the amount to be 
advanced to $75,000; and provided that the reduc- 
tion shall be made upon the sums ratably, or in 
any other manner the President may direct 
|| appropriation of $75,000 was accordingly made at 
the last session of Congress; but as it cahno. 
apportioned until the debts are ascertained, 
the payment of which $40,000 were allotted in't! 
said fourth article, $5,000 in money. ‘ K: 
in goods, provided for by the fourth ar 
| supplement for the year 1838, have only been 
together with $100 for vaccine matter and thé ser- 
vices of a physician, and $200 for tobacco, accord~ 
ing to the fourth article of the treaty. The re- 
maining $59,700 will be retained until the report 
of the commissioner, recently appointed to ascer- 
tain the debts, comes in, when a ratable distribu- 
| tion can be made. The Land Office has been re- 
quested to hasten the surveys and sales.. An ex- 
ploring party has found a suitable location beyond. 
the Missouri, and the acting superintendent thinks 
they will soon remove, i 
| These Indians concluded another treaty with’ 
the United States on the 23d day of January, 
1838, which was ratified on the 2d July, 1838, 
which relates to the sales of the lands ceded by the 
treaty of the 14th January, 1837, and to their emi- 
gration. 

By these several compacts, the United States 
have acquired eighteen million four hundred and 
fifty-eight thousand acres of land, for which the 
sum stipulated to be paid is $3,955,000. 

` Efforts were made in the years 1834 and 1835, 
through the agency of Governor Lucas, to téeat 
with the Wyandots of Ohio, which failed of their 
object. They were renewed in 1836, by John‘ A: 
Bryan, Esq., who negotiated the treaty of 93d 
April, by which a part of their réservations were’ 
ceded. They still hold a generally fertile tract-of 
| country, in extent about fourteen miles long by 
t 


or. 
he 


| 


twelve in width, watered by the Sandusky, and’ 
| Situated in Crawford county, nearly midway be- 
tween Columbus and the shore of Lake Erie. The 
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Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


Senate & Ho. or Reps. 


extinguishment of the Indian title to this land is 
desirable. The Hon. Mr. Hunter, representing 
that district in Congress, and N. H. Swayne, Esq., 
of Columbus, have had, on the invitation of the 
Department, various interviews with the Wyan- 
dots, and Mr. Swayne has been instructed to nego- | 
tiate with thêm on the most liberal terms. 

By the amended treaty of 1834 with the Mi- 
amies, already referred to, $50,000 were appropri- 
ated to pay their debts. A commissioner was ap- | 
pointed to examine them, and it was discovered | 
that, so far from $50,000 being equal to their dis- | 
charge, they had greatly accumulated since 1834, | 
and amounted to upwards of $200,000. It is prob- 
able, that to obtain a fund to relieve themselves 
from this unexpected embarrassment, they may be 
disposed to cede a part of their remaining lands. 

The Osages, by their treaty of June, 1895, con- 
veyed ani extensive tract of country to the United 
States, The sum agreed to be paid for it was di- 
vided and absorbed in various ways, so that not | 
much benefit resulted to them, except the tempo- 
rary relief afforded by the distribution of money | 
and clothing at the payment of their small annu- 
ities. They were poor and destitute, and they 
plundered our citizens and other tribes. Congress, | 
at its last session, having, for one object, to place | 
the Osages above the temptation to do wrong, made | 
an appropriation for a treaty to extinguish, reads 
the Jaw, “their title to reservations in lands within 
other tribes, and for other purposes.” The con- 
duct of the negotiation authorized has been in- || 
trusted to General M. Arbuckle and Captain Wil- || 
liam Armstrong, who, in conformity with what | 
was believed to be the wish and intention of Con- | 
gress in making the appropriation, were instructed | 
to engage for allowances and payments ona lib- | 
eral scale, 

A treaty with the New York Indians. has been 
for some time in a course of negotiation, for their 
landa at Green Bay. lt at one period assumed a 
shape, which induced the commissioner, who was 
charged with that duty, to accept it; but the Sen- 
ate prescribéd certain amendments, upon the full 
assent of thé Indians to which it was to be promal- | 
gated. ` These changes the commissioner laid be- | 
fore them, with full explanation in council, and 
obtained. the assent of all the tribes, in a manner | 
entirely satisfactory, except that of the largest one, | 
the Senecas. A fuller expression of their willing- 
ness to accept the terms proposed was deemed 
proper and necessary, and the honorable Mr, Gil- 
let, the commissioner, has been requested to lay it | 
again before them, with a view to such consent, if | 
they choose to give it, Should they decline to do | 
ao, the treaty, by its own provisions and the reso- 
lution of the Senate, will nevertheless be ratified as | 
to the other tribes. When the report is brought | 
in, such course as it makes proper will be taken. | 
I subjoin a part of a report of the commissioner, | 
made on the 29th of December, 1837, which con- 
tains some information that may, perhaps, be in- 
teresting, respecting these Indians, of whom com- 
paratively little is known out of the region they 
inhabit. 

General Arbuckle and Captain Armstrong have | 
been also charged to treat with the Creeks, “for | 
‘the purpose of adjusting the claims for property || 
tand improvements abandoned or lost, in conse- | 
‘quence of their emigration west of the Missis- 
‘sippi ” 

It has been deemed advisable to attempt a nego- 
tiation with the united bands of Ottawas, Chippe- 
was, and Pottawatomies, north of Missouri, for | 
their lands; and Major John Dougherty and Major 
A. L. Davis have been instructed on the subject. | 

Under the treaty with the Cherokees, commis- | 
sioners to value their improvements and examine f 
thedebts due by the nation and the individual mem- | 
bers thereof have been engaged in the arduous and 
necessarily protracted duties assigned to them, 
which have been discharged by the different gen- 
tlemen who at various times have eonstituted the 
commission, in a manner that is believed to be 
highly beneficial to the Cherokees. At what time 
their labors may be expected to close, { have no 
means of ascertaining; but | have no doubt they 
will be terminated at as early a day ag consista 
with justice to all concerned, 

Anthony Ten Eyck, Esq., ef Michigan, was 
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| f Choctaw nation at Dancing Rabbit Creek,” on 


| thousand three hundred; and that “it is under- 


retently appointed, under the fourth article of the 
treaty with the Chippewas-of Saginaw, which 
provides for the liquidation of their debts, and 
the ascertainment of the depredations committed 
by them, a commissioner to make the inquiries 
preliminary to payment. 

Under the act of Congress of the 3d of March, 
1837, a commissioner was constituted to examine 
claims for spoliations committed by the Creek and 
Seminole Indians, in Georgia, Alabama, and Flor- 
ida. A report of examinations in the two former 
was made by Messrs. Pease and Smith, in No- 
vember, 1837, which was submitted to Congress 
in January, 1838. The hostilities in Florida pre- 
vented any action by them in that Territory. It 
was not thought proper to direct their further 
progress until the report made was acted on by 
Congress. When it shall be judged necessary, a 
renewal of the investigations of the commission 
will be required, and an enlargement of the law 
constituting it, so as to extend its jurisdiction to 
the State of Mississippi, is recommended, that 
depredations committed by the last Creek emi- 
grants at Pass Christian, or elsewhere, may be 
examined. 

The commission, consisting of Alfred Balch, 
Esq., and the undersigned, raised under the reso- 
lution of the Fouse of Representatives of the | 
United States, of 1st July, 1836, has lately closed 
the investigations committed to it. The field to 
be explored was very wide, and it is hoped the 
examinations have been as extensive and thorough 
as, under the circumstances, could be expected. 
The reports made up to the close of the last ses- 
sion of Congress have been heretofore, by your 
direction, transmitted to the House of Represen- 
tatives, and the further reports, since made, will, 
it is presumed, take the same course. The con- 
tract made by certain Creek chiefs with J. C. 
Watson & Co., provides for the appointment of 
an agent, to decide between it and such conflicting 
claims as might arise; the parties, opposed in in- 
terest to that deed, called for the appointment of 
such a commissioner. The person designated for 
that duty resigned,and a successor will be selected. 

The act of Congress of March, 1837, provided 
for the appointment of three commissioners, ‘* who 
‘shall constitute a board for the adjustment and 
‘decision of all claims of the Choctaw heads of 
‘families, for reservations of land, under the four- 
‘teenth article of the treaty concluded with said 
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the 28ch September, 1830. Under this law, James i 
Murray, Esq., of Maryland, P, D. Vroom, Esq., 
of New Jersey, and P.R. R. Pray, Esq., of Mis- 
sissippi, were appointed; but the latter having 
resigned, Roger Barton, Esq., of Mississippi, 
was selected to supply the vacancy. They assem- 
bled in the State of Mississippi, and entered upon 
their duties. Pending their discharge, the com- 
mission, which would have expired by the limita- 
tion contained in the law that created it, was ex- 
tended, by the act of 224 February, 1838, until || 
the Ist August last, On the 31st Jaly, Messrs. | 
Murray and Vroom made a report of their opin- | 
ions upon two hundred and sixty-one cases, and | 
state that the number of claimants, whose names 
were filed with them, amounts, according to the 
lists returned with the report, to upwards of on 


stood three are other claims yet to be filed.” I i 
would respectfully suggest that further legislativ 


Ae eS ji 
| provision be recommended, for examining the | 


claims that have not been investigated. 

The performance of the stipulations for reser- 
vations, contained in several treaties, is complete 
in some instances, while in those more important 
and difficult, and requiring time, they have been 
only partially executed. Progress in the latter is, 
however, making, and it is expected that what- 
ever the treaties and law require will be perfected 
as early as practicable. 

The investment of moneys raised by sales of | 
ceded lands, under treaty provisions, or paid for | 
cessions, has latterly been carried to a considera 
ble extent. Itisa most beneficent policy, which | 
furnishes an annual resource to those who would | 
as certainly expend the principal ina twelvemonth |; 
as the income ofthe stocks, The funds thns put to || 
interest, under the direction of this cfiice, for Indian |! 


use, amount to $1,776,321 76, and yield yearly 
$92,722 92. The tabular exhibit herewith sub- 
mitted shows the nature of the investment, how 
much belongs to tribes respectively, and other par- 
ticulars, which it may be gratifying to look at. 
Future sales of lands will increase this source of 
comfort and supply. It not being convenient to 
invest some of the amounts agreed to be so dis- 
posed of by late treaties, Congress appropriated 
sums equal to the aggregate of interest that would 
have accrued according to the rate provided. 
This is doing full justice to the Indians, until it 
shall suit the Treasury to set the necessary capital 
aside. 

An act of Congress was passed on the 7th of 
July last, appropriating $150,000 ‘for affording 
‘temporary subsistence to such Indians west of 
‘the Mississippi, who, by reason of their recent 
‘emigration, or the territorial arrangements inci- 
‘dent tothe policy of setting apart a portion of the 
‘ public domain west of the Mississippi, for the 
‘residence of all the tribes residing east of that 
‘ river, as are unable to subsist themselves, and for 
‘the expenses attending the distribution of the 
‘same.” This sum was “to be expended under 
‘the direction of the Secretary of War.” Soon 


j after, viz: on 28th July, 1838, regulations were 


prescribed for carrying out the intentions of the 


| Legislature, and orders were issued to the proper 
j agents for this purpose. 


No returns of those 
entitled to the benefits of this gratuity have been 
received, but it is, doubtless, in a course of distri- 
bution, and the donation will be received by those 
for whom it was supposed to be designed. 

The principal lever by which the Indians are to 
be lifted out of the mire of folly and vice in which 
they are sunk is education. The learning of the 
already civilized and cultivated man is not what 
they want now. It could not be advantageously 
ingrafted on so rude a stock. In the present state 
of their social existence, ail they could be taught, 
or would learn, is to read and write, with a very 
limited knowledge of figures. There are excep- 
tions, butin the general the remark is true, and per- 
haps more is not desirable or would be useful. As 


; Shey advance, a more liberal culture of their minds 
i may be effected, if happily they should yield to 


the influences that, if not roughly thrust back, will 
certainly follow in the wake of properly directed 
efforts to improve their understandings. To ate 
tempt too much at once is to insure failure. You 
must lay the foundations broadly and deeply, but 
gradually, if you would succeed.. To teach a 
savage man to read, while he continues a savage 
in all else, is to throw seed ona rock. In this par- 
ticular there has been a general error. If you 
would win an Indian from the waywardness and 
idleness and vice of his life, you must improve his 
morals, as well as his mind, and that not merely 
by precept, but by teaching him how tofurm, how 
to work in the machine arts, and how to labor 
profitably; so that, by enabling him to find his 
comfort in changed pursuits, he will fall into those 
habits which are in keeping with the useful appli- 
cation of such education as may be given him. 
Thus too, only, it is conceived, are men to be 
christianized; the beginning is some education, 
social and moral lives; the end may be the bright- 
est hope. But this allusion ought not, perhaps, to 


i have been made; upon it 1 certainly will not en- 


large; it is in better hands, Manual-labor schools 
are what the Indian condition calls for. The Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church 


| has laid before the Departmenta plan, based upon 


the idea suggested, for establishing a large central 
school for the education of the western Indians. 
Into their scheme enter a farm, and shops for 
teaching the different mechanic arts. Experience, 
they say, has shown them, after much opportunity 
for judging correctly, that separate schools for the 
respective tribes, though productive of much good, 
are not so useful as one common school for the 
benefit ofall would be. They assert truly that.a 
knowledge of the English language is necessary, 
and they think that it can be best acquired inan 
establishment of the latter description. : I would 
not hazard a different opinion; and yet it may not 
be improper to state, that the funds. which have 
been set apart for education purposes belong. to 
the several tribes, without whosé consent the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


SENATE 


school; and this the society admits.” There is no | 


greater facilities for improving the mind and mor- | 


teachers? Could not the Government, in consid- 
eration of any pecuniary aid it might render, exact, 
as a condition, that a certain number of young 
Indians of capacity should yearly leave the central 
school, qualified to be instructors, who shall make 
compensation for their own education by teaching 
as long. as might be thought a suitable return? 
After such a plan had been in operation three’ or 
four years there would be an annual supply. 


The manual-labor system has been advan- | 


tageously employed in one or two instances, par- 


ticularly among the Wyandots of Ohio; and by | 


bringing it into general use, better success, it is 
hoped, may attend the exertions making to impart 
knowledge to the benighted Indians. Their capa- 
cities are represented as not inferior, and yet the 
different reports made are not very gratifying. 
There must be some defect in the course adopted, 
and, itis thought, it may be found where it has 
been stated to exist; whatever else may be deemed 
“expedient, the connection of manual labor in 
various shapes with the benevolent toil of instruc- 
tion, recommends itself by the strongest consid- 
erations, Elerewith is communicated a statement 
which gives the information, in possession of this 
office, respecting the various Indian schools. 

The general obligations of the Government to 
the different tribes, the fulfillment of which is made 
through the agency of this office, have been at- 
tended to. The reports that have been received 
from the different superintendents and agents, 
show the general condition of their respective 
charges. Although here and there your eye rests 
ona green spot, the field is generally barren. For 


those not yet removed, much, if any, ameliora- | 
tion is not to be expected ; for the emigrants, every- | 


thing will depend upon the line of policy that may 
be adopted. If it be adapted to their condition 
and,,wants, and be directed by discretion and wis- 
dom in those to whom its execution may be 
committed, the most beneficial results may. be an- 
ticipated. A- crisis in their fate has arrived which 
cannot but. make an epoch in their history. The 
ground is untrodden, and for that reason, together 
with my own newness of relation to them, the ob- 
servations already made,and any others which may 
follow, are submitted. with diffidence. The powers 
and duties of-agents, and their permanent assign- 
ment.to particular tribes, are of long standing. 
The judiciousness of the latter, it is thought, 
may be well questioned. Referring not to per- 
sonal. considerations, which are always danger- 
ous, ground. of legislative or executive regula- 
tion, is it expedient. to. identify the agent with the 
tribe. into which, he is sent? Is:there not some 
hazard-of his becoming attached to their particu- 
lar: interests, to. their. customs, to leading: men 
among:them, to all that- is theirs? The more 
there g-in the agent.to esteem, the more likely 
will it be to happen.. If.there.were butone tribe. 
abd one agency, this would be most desirable; 
but. the United. States; observing their special 
tyeaty obligations to each, intend even-handed jus-: 
tice and protection.and improvement, as they owe 
them to all. With.the feelings that have. been 
attributed: to th ese fixed agencies, will.not the in- 
dividuals who fill them become the partisans.each 


of his own particular charge? It cannot be others 
wise, and experience must have shown it.. In all 
differences between tribes, wherever there.are con- 
| flicting interests, or criminations and recrimina- 
tions; the several parties will find in their attached 
agents willing and zealous advocates. However 
this may commend the individual, the Govern- 
! ment seeks information from the calm, who take 
no counsel from their feelings. A dispassionate 
i! representation of claims or acts is necessary to 
, just conclusions, and it is not reasonable to ex- 
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| will neutralize each other. 


| be better understood. A general association. will 
| liberalize the views, and by widening the horizon, 
give a look over the whole surface. It might be 
well to authorize the yearly or semi-annual as- 
semblage of the agents within particular districts, 
to confer upon the conditions of their several 
trusts. It may be said that the influence which 
the Government should ‘hold among these rude | 
beings has been preserved, and can be maintained | 
only through agents; but cannot this influence be | 
ours through others, and if it can, is it not unwise | 
to confine it to our own officers alone? With | 
i them it must cease in a state of things which 

might be supposed, Besides, the traders are li- 

censed; if they are as judiciously selected as they 


ticular? But the chiefs should be so treated as to | 
make of them fast friends, and their continued 
presence, under any circumstances, among the 
Indians, would furnish us advocates when they 
would be most needed. If, upon full considera- 
tion, these. suggestions should be adopted, there 
does not seem to be (for this particular purpose) | 
any change of law necessary, for the act of 30th | 
of June, 1834, providing for the organization of 
| the department of Indian Affairs, “ authorizes 
‘the President, whenever he may judge it expe- 
t dient, to discontinue any Indian agency, or to 
“transfer the same from the place or tribe desig- 
| «nated by law, to such other place or tribe ‘as the 
| “public service may require,” The superintend- 
! ency of St. Louis is fixed, by the above law, at 
! that place; it has become an inconvenient location, | 
| and should be removed to Fort Leavenworth, or 
some other point west of St. Louis; but this can- 
‘ not be done without the interposition of Congress. 
| It is respectfully recommended that the necessary 
legislation be requested, leaving the place discre- 
| tionary with the War Department. 

The statement of disbursements through this 
| office exhibits a large amount of expenditure. It 
| shows what has been remitted to different public 
! agents, for how much they have sent in accounts, 
and what proportion remains unaccounted for. 
This, except as to the amount drawn out, gives 
no precise information. The disbursements of 
the agents can be only settled finally in the ac- 
| counting offices of the Government; and conse- 
| quently, the balances unaccounted for may be less | 
or more, as the sums expended and vouchers pro- 

duced may be allowed or not. The statement. iš 

made from such information as is on file. How- 

| ever. large the amount of the requisitions, they 

were made to fulfill treaty obligations, and to effect | 
objects most desirable to the Government and the 

country. Falso send a general statement, show- 

ing the amount applicable to expenditure, and the 

amount expended in the service of the depart- 
ment of Indian Affairs, during the year ebding 

30th September last. The condition of the civil- 

ization fund is shown by exhibit:36, ánd'of the 

treaty funds for education purposes by statement 

37, herewith transmitted. As thelaw now stands, | 
all sums that are not used within two years after 


| 


`! ought to be, might they not be useful in this par- :| 


|| expenditure, 


they have been appropriated, go into the. surplus 
fund of the Treasury; and, if they are wanted for 


the original objects, must bë reapprop: 
frequently occurs from limitation in tre 
their having been ratified conditionally,. 
riety of causes, that money appropt 
purposes of this office cannot be'used wi { 
years; and a great inconvenience would” result, 
Were it not that a practice has prevailéd of draw- 
ing out such balances as itis thought will be 
wanted, and which would otherwise fall’ into the 
surplus fund. The amount so obtained is placed 
to the credit of the disbursing agent’ here, and 
applied in discharge of the Government obliga- 
tions. This is, although substantially ‘correct, 
irregular, and to avoid, for the future, the neces- 


|| sity of such a resort, I think the law ought ‘to Be 


altered, so ag to allow three years for the expe 
iture. This, I hope, if a general change is 
thought expedient, may be done in regard of thi 
office, so that no money, except for contingenties, 
and the salaries of the gentlemen employed in the 
bureau, shall in future be called for; that ig, not 
paid at the Treasury, on special requisitions, at 
the time and for the precise object that requires the 


Phe disease. which was so destructive of 
life everywhere before the discovery of thé, 
of vaccination, has been peculiarly fatal among 
the Indians duting the past year. Their general 
want of medical advice, and neglect’ of precau- 


tionary measures, added to their irregular’ and 


sand two hundred persons sunk under the small- 
pox. . In atleast one other tribe it is known to 
have prevailed, but no attempt has. been y ade to 
count the victims, not is it possible to fë 
them in any of these tribes with accuracy; i 
believed that if the above number was doubled, 
the aggregate would not be too large for those 
who have fallen east of the Rocky Mou 

Whether it reached beyond them is 
But vaccine matter was sent by a gentl 
was traveling to the Columbia river region 
a request that he would endeavor to introduce it 
there. On this side, and where the malady’ pre- 
vailed go extensively, every exertion was used to 
vaccinate as generally as possiblé, and a physi- 
cian was dispatched for the sole ‘purpose, under 
the direction of this office, while the peéstilenc 
was at its height. ficulties” a 


The intrinsic dificul te 
tending such efforts are apparent; still, it ip be- 
lieved much prevention was effected add goo 
done. The medical gentleman employed on’ this 
benevolent errand vaccinated about three thou- 
sand persons. a) f 
The removals west make a new organization oi 
the superintendencies and agencies advisable.” £ 


| have already submitted some observations in 


favor of their mutual transfer, and if they remain 
as the law of 1834 arranged them, the executive 
power, as heretofore remarked, is, perhaps, soffi- 
cient. for the purpose. If, however, the change 
alluded to should, take place, it would be proper 
tô reénact the authority, with specific legal: pro- 
visions as to compensation and the bonds for per- 
formance of duty. Some regulation as to “the 
disbursing agents will also be expedient. By the 
law of the 5th July last, officers in the line of. the 
Army cannot be employed on this duty after. the 
5th July next. Officers of the staff may, it. is 
presumed, render this service; none would do, it 
more efficiently or faithfully. The only objè 
to them is that military exigencies might calit 
away. i : 

There is one measure that, in my 


hem 


U of great importance} it has heretofore atti acted the 
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Report of the Acting “Quartermaster General. 


Srnate & Ho.or Reps. 


attention of Congress, and I hope will meet with 
favor. As any plan for the government of the 


western tribes of Indians contemplates an interior f 


police of. their own. in each community, and that 
their own laws shall prevail, as between them- 
selves, for-which some of their treaties provide, | 
this, as it seems to me, indispensable step to their 
advancement in civilization, cannot be taken with- 
out their own consent. Unless some system is | 
marked out by which there shall be a separate 
allotment of land to each individual whom the 
scheme shall entitle to it, you will look in vain for 
any general casting off of savageism. Common 
property and civilization cannot coexist. The 
few instances to be found in the United States and 
other countries of small abstracted communities, 
who draw. their subsistence and whatever com- ! 
forts they have from a common store, do not mil- | 
itate against this position. Under a show of 
equality, the mass work for two or three rulers | 
or directors, who enjoy what they will, and dis- 
tribute what they please. The members never | 
rise beyond a certain point, (to which they had 
reached, generally, before they joined the society,) | 
and never will while they remain where they are. | 
Bat if they should, these associations are so small | 
and confined as to place their possessions in the | 
class of individual estates. At the foundation of | 
the whole social system lies individuality of prop. | 
erty. It is, perhaps, nine times in ten the stim- | 
ulus that manhood first feels. 
the energy, industry, and enterprise that distin- | 
guish the civilized world, and contributes more 
largely to the good morals of men than those 
are willing to acknowledge who have not looked H 
somewhat closely at their fellow-beings. With | 
it come all the delights that the home ex- 
presses; ‘the comforts that follow fixed settle- 
ments are in its train, and to them belongs not | 
only an anxiety ‘to do right, that those gratifica-, 
tions may not be forfeited, but by industry, that 
they may be increased. Social intercourse, and a 
justappreciation of its pleasures result, when you 
have civilized, and, for the most part, moral men, | 
This process, it strikes me, the Indians must go | 
through before their habits can be materially | 
changed, and they may, after what many of them 
have seen and know, do it very rapidly. If, on | 


the other hand, the large tracts of land set apart | 


for them shall continue to be joint property, the 
ordinary motive to industry (and the most power- 
ful one) will be wanting. A bare subsistence is 
as much as they can promise themselves. A few 
acres of badly-cultivated corn about their cabins | 


will be seen, instead of extensive fields, rich pas- || 


tures, and valuable stock. The latter belong to i 


him who is conscious that what he plows is his | 
own, and will descend to thase he loves; never to || 


the man who does not know by what tenure he | 
holds his miserable dwelling. Laziness and un- 
thrift will be so general as not to be disgraceful: 
and if the produce of theirlabors should be thrown 
into common stock, the indolent and dishonest 
will subsist at the expense of the meritorious. 
Besides, there is a strong motive in reference to 
ourselves for encouraging individual ownership. 
The history of the world proves that distinct and 


separate possessions make those who hold them || 


averse to change. The risk of losing the advant- 
ages they have, men do not, readily encounter. | 
By adopting and acting on the view suggested, a | 
large body will be created, whose interest would | 
dispose them to keep things steady. They would 
be the ballast of the ship. 

Plans have at various times been proposed fora | 
confederation of the Indian tribes west of the Mis- | 
sissippi, embracing those who shall hereafter re- 
move. 1 incline much to doubt the expedience of | 
such a measure. It could only be executed with | 
the consent of the tribes that might become mem- | 
bersofit. The Choctaws 
disinclination toit, Thet 
of December, 1835, discourages it, The idea of | 
such a bond between dependent communities is 
new. The league could only be for regulation i 
among themselves, and not for mutual protec- | 
tion, which is the usual object of such combina- | 
tions. They haye no common 
or common interest to advance 
Seen is based upon the power of t 


have twice signified their : 


| 


property to seenre, | 


he President ‘to | 


Tt has produced || 


| 
| general council. 


Cogent reasons for not giving to these neighboring || 


| most obedient servant, f 
f T. HARTLEY CRAWFORD. ij 


i (LUARTERMASTER GENERAL’s OFFICE, 


reaty with the Cherokees f 


Any plan Thave ii 


reject.their articles of association, which exhibits 
strikingly their true position: They may be likened 
to colonies, among whom a confederation does 
| not exist, They are governed, and their legisla- | 
| tion, by each community for itself, is supervised 


| 
| 


| 
if 
A general council of tae Indians might pass resolu- 
tions of a pacific character, or to arrest actual hos- 
tilities, and to regulate their intercourse with each 
other; but this could be done better by Congress, 
leaving to each tribe the management of its own 
| internal concerns, not interfering with treaties or 
| laws. There are inherent difficulties in the dis- | 
| similar conditions ofthe tribes. Some of them are 

| semi-civilized, others as wild as the game they 

| hunt. Some are rich, others poor. Some num- 

| ber but a few hundred souls, others more thou- 

| sands. We cannot frame for them, much less 

; could they do it, articles of confederation which 
would bring into council a just representation of 
| 
| 


1 
i 
4 
| 
| 
} 
1 
j 
i 


the different tribes. If you allot so many repre- | 
sentatives to a tribe, looking to its population, the 


smaller would be swallowed up in the larger. If 


| you limit to a certain number, or within or be- | 
tween two numbers, you are unjust to the larger | 
| 


tribes, which a combination of the smaller, with 


| 
i 
| proportion of all might come into the confederation, | 
| 
would not join in the arrangement, and would not | 
on any principle be bound by the resolves of the | 
We owe duties to ourselves. 


communities more concentration than they have, | 
must be seen. While they are treated with all | 
kindness, tenderness even, and liberality, pruden- 

| tial considerations would seem to require that they | 
| should be kept distinct from each other. Let | 
them manage their internal police after their own 
views. One or more superintendents, and as many 
i agencies as may be deerned proper, with such reg- 
ulation of their intercourse with each other, and | 
such guards for their protection, as Congress shall | 
| think fic to prescribe, would, it appears to me, | 
meet the emergency. Through the officers thus | 
| stationed among them they could make their com- 

| plaints known and ask redress for grievances, 
which would be afforded when it was proper. It 


. + s | 
iis not understood that the deliberations of the | 
[t 


j 


į valid until a 
which does not lessen the force of what has been 
said. 

| Jt would perhaps be judicious not to pay a com- 
| pliment at some hazard, especially where it would 
| Dot be appreciated, but to assert directly for gen- 
eral purposes the authority which actually exists, 
and which must, upon any suggestion that may 
be adopted, be really felt and acknowledged. At 
some future period, if circumstances should be go | 


| 

i 

| council could result in any act which would be 
| 

| 


changed as to call fora territorial government, i 


or for any other alteration in the system, the 
United States can, in the guardian position they 
occupy, make such modification as sound judg- 


i ment and an anxious desire to benefit the Indians || 


| shall dictate. | 
{ have the honor to be, very respectfully, your | 


Hon. J. R. Ponsarr, 


ji 
| 


Report of the Acting Quartermaster General. 


W asnineron Ciry, November 28, 1838. i 


| Sm: In obedience to your instructions, I have 

now the honor to report the operations of the 

Quartermaster’s Department during the fiscal year 

ending on the 30th of September last. 

The annual report from this office of 1887, ex- 
hibits the expenditures, in part, of the. third 
quarter of that year, as well as the aggregate | 
balance remaining in the hands of the officers 
and agents of the department at the close of that. 
quarter, amounting to......0++5+. $605,042 19 

To. which is to be added the remit- 
tances made to those officers and 


| and controlled by the parent country. When they || 
|| contemplate a different attitude, they confederate. 


and these separated from each other by bands who || 


|| In the third 


pproved by the Chief Magistrate, | which the officers of the Department, as well as 


agents in the. fourth quarter of 
1827... eee ce ee ee 0,169,783 83 
In the first quarter of 
1888.......00008054 609,214 93 
| In the second quarter of 
1838.00. cee ee eee oe 02,152,594 35 
j In the third quarter of 
1838. conss sou wet «eee 988,943 21 
4,913,536 32 


And also the funds derived from sales 
of public property, which became 
unfit for service, or no longer re- 
quired for public use, and from 
rents of public grounds and build- 
ings not occupied for military pur- 


POSES. cece ere cetseccecrcsseane 


87,760 11 


| Making the sum to be accounted for 

Ofc eenatnceserveencsssssseens 5,606,338. 62 
From which is to. be deducted the 

sums disbursed in the fourth 

quarter of 1836, and second and 

third quarters of 1837, the ac- 

counts for which were received 

subsequent to the 30th of Septem- 

ber, 1837........... $362,641 03 


|i In the fourth quarter of 
| fewer motives to rectitude, might control. A small |: 


L837. oo ee eee eee 1,261,277 49 
i In the first quarter of 
1888.......0086 +++ 1,139,794 22 
! In the second quarter of 
1838... eee eee eee 1,460,839 25 
quarter of 
1838, so far as the 
accounts have been 
received at this date.. 560,243 91 
And by the several pay- 
ments into the Treas- 
ury, and warrants 
rendered unavailable, 


624 23 


| Making whole amount 
accounted for during i 
the fiscal year... 4,785,420 13 


| ‘The general correctness and punctuality with 


| those of the line of the army acting in the De- 
| partment, have heretofore rendered their accounts, 
| Justifies the belief that the several balances in their 
f Ponas will, in due time, be satisfactorily accounted 
or 


The assignment to the Topographical Depart- 


Leavenworth, the middle; and from the last-men- 
tioned point to Fort Snelling, at the mouth of the 
Saint Peters, the northern section, 

The surveys of the middie section were com- 
pleted in the autumn of last year; and that part.of 
| It extending from Fort Leavenworth south, to the 
er contract,and 
has been com- 


i 


ceived. No doubt, however, is entertained that 
the work intrusted to them willbe completed before 
the close of the present season. 

The site selected for the new military post.to be 
established near old Fort Smith, on the Arkansas, 
has been purchased, agreeably to a resolution of 


250! Gone..:.3p Sess. > 


Congress of the 4th of April last; and, in-that: 
month, Major Thomas, of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, was charged with the construction of 
the contemplated work, and proceeded immedi 
ately ‘to the scene of operations, accompanied by 
a corps of mechanics and laborers, and provided: | 
with ample supplies for its rapid prosecution. 
Owing, however, to unusual difficulties in the nav- 
igation of the Arkansas, caused by the low stage 
ofits waters, it was not until a considerable part of | 
the season for active operations had elapsed, that | 
his party and supplies arrived at their destination; | 
since which he has been actively engaged in col- | 
ecting and preparing materials, and in making | 
other necessary arrangements for executing the | 
duties which have been assigned to him. | 

The progress made, during the past season, in | 
the work of enlarging and repairing the quarters | 
at Fort Leavenworth, and in the erection of stables 
rendered indispensably necessary by the increase 
of the dragoon force stationed at that post, has 
been entirely satisfactory; but the further prose- 
cution of it must be suspended, unless Congress 
shall think proper to make the appropriations re- 
quired for its completion, ; 
~ The measures directed by the War Department, 
during the last'summer, for the preservation of our 
neutral relations andthe security of our northern 
borders, have necessarily involved heavy expendi- 
tures connected with the movement of troops and 
transportation of supplies, and for the indispensa- 
ble repairs of the lately unoccupied and dilapidated 
works along the Canadian line, as well as for the 
construction and rent of barracks and quarters at 
the several newly-established posts on that fron- 
tier. 

Although the operations and responsibilities of 
the Department have been greatly extended by 
the recent augmentation of the military forces of 
the country, and the multiplication of posts along 
our extensive inland frontier, it is believed that, 
with the late increase of its numerical strength, | 
the Department will be found adequate, provided 
its :officers ‘be confined to their appropriate fanc- 
tions,:to' the ¿efficient discharge of its numerous 
obligations, ~ : 

‘Thave the‘honor to be, with perfect respect, your | 


obedient servant, : 
HENRY STANTON, 
Colonel, Acting Quartermaster General. 
Hon. J. R. Pornserr, 
Secretary of War, Washington. 


ny 
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Report of the Surgeon General. 


SURGEON GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
November 10, 1838. 
- Sm: In obedience to your instructions, that I 
should make a statement of the fiscal transactions | 
and other operations of the Medical Department 
of the Army, I have the honor to present to you 
the following report. 
» The medical and hospital supplies required for | 
the militaty service within the past year, were 
furnished in due time, in good order, and of the 
best quality; -and they have been very generally 
accounted for in & satisfactory manner by the 
returns of the surgeons and assistant surgeons 
of the Army: proper, and by the returns or state- 
ments of the. private physicians, temporarily em- 
ployed in the military service of the United States. 
The.amount of the appropriation for the medi- 
-eal. and hospital department remaining in 
the. Treasury’ on the 30th September, 1837, | 
OWAE esigono ces mieictdatiewe tee 08 A 
In the hands of disbursing agents... 
And the sum appropriated by the act 
of the 6th of April, of the present 
VEAL, WAS coseaseerereveeseeees 39,995 00 | 


Making'a gross amount of.......+. $75,951 01 | 
Ofthis'‘sum.there hag been paid during 
_ the fourth quarter of 1837, and the 
first, second, and. third quarters of 
. the present year, at the: Treasury: 
Onacconnt of the pay and other claims 
of private physicians... $12,995 47 
On account of medical and í : 
hospital supplies.. esa. < 3,621- 56 


|| On account of the appropriation for 


And-by disbursing agents 
for medical and hospital 
supplies,during the same 
period: sa eoero ceases. 15,827 74 


Amounting, in all, tOsssees essed sees $31,874 77 


perme 


Leaving a balance, on the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1838, in the hands of dis-° 
bursing agents $3,308 20 

And in the Treasury..... 40;768 04 


TOtal a sieievs ese'elv ob 300-0 calclonelew eS 


$44,076 24 


There has also been drawn, within the past year, 
by special requisitions on the Treasury, the 
following sums; 

From the appropriation for preventing and sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities........ $10,900 00 

Of this amount there has been ex- 
pended in the purchase of extra 
medical and hospital supplies for 
the troops in the field 


9,629 54 | 


Leaving a balance in the hands of 
disbursing agents, Of ..seeeeesees: $1,270 46 


From the appropriation for. the protection of ‘the | 
northern frontier... .s..ceeceevee $1,000 00 | 
Of this amount, there hag been ex- 
pended in the purchase of extra 
medical ‘and hospital. supplies’ for 
the militia in the service of the 


United States. ciiccacccusececees 826 74 
Leaving a balance, which was replaced | 
-in the Treasury, of.....seecceees __ $173 26 | 


EO E 

From the appropriation for erecting hospitals at | 

the military posts ....eeseeeeeeee $11,078 68 
Of this amount, there has been ex- 
pended in the erection of an bos- i 

pital at Fort McHenry ........-. 7,532 12! 


i 


Leaving a balance in the bands of 
“disbursing agents of... setees sees. 83,546 50 


And from the appropriation ‘for the purchase of 
sites for marine hospitals on the western waters, 


eee eee reac evieeneenersdeewe 82,168 75 
Of this amount, there has been ex. ~ 
pended in the payment of the ac- f 
counts of the agents employed in 
selecting and contractiog for sites 
upon which to erect the hospitals.. 2,168 75 


em | 
The whole amount of money received, then, during | 


the last fiscal year, being on account of the ap- | 


propriation for the medical and hospital depart- || 
MEN. eee e ee tesrnessoseee $70,951 OL 


OET 


preventing and suppressing Indian 
hostilities.. ee ssneseornserersesee 
On account of the appropriation for 
the protection of the northern froni- 
tiers wees seneree 
On account of the appropriation for 
erecting hospitals at military posts, 
On account of the appropriation for 
the purchase of sites for marine hos- 


Pltal®..csceseccevavevecdenecece 


10,900 00 | 


1,000 00 | 
11,078 62 | 


Pe ae en neers s.es 


2,168 75 | 
-——_—-— | 
Total. cs sessececsesservence $101,098 38 | 
And the sum of all expenditures, to- 
gether with the money replaced in 
the Treasury, during the same pe- 
riod, being— 
Under the appropriation for medical 
and hospital depart’t.. $31,874 77 
Under the appropriation 
for preventing and sup- 
pressing Indian hostili- 
HOS one scer cae cwetes 
Under the appropriation 
for the protection: of the 
northern frontier...... 
Under the appropriation 
for the erection of hos¢ 
pitals at military posts. 


9,629 54 


1,000 00 


|| into service of new levies of militis:and-éf 


| pirants alone are willing to meet the trial, 


for the purchase of sites === 
for marine hospitals òg o oe) 
‘the western waters: ii 2,168750 


Totals esei. cse iian a AS 


There remained, on the 30th Septeiti= > | 
ber, 1838, in the hands of disburs<® : 
~ ing agents and in the ‘Freasuty‘of . * 
the United States, applicable to fa- ` 
ture disbursementa,the unexpended’ © i4 
sum of, 3" G48 893: 90 


Thenumber of cases of indisposition which have 
been under treatment by the officers of thé meditál 
staff of the army, during the last twelve monthe} 
was 26,053; 24,618 of which occurred within the 
past year; 1,434 being cases that remained of the 
preceding year. me ASAE a 

Of the whole-number of persons reported Bick, 
24,212 have been restored to duty; 473 have been 
discharged the service; 49 have deserted; 311 have 
died; leaving, on the 30th of September,. 1898; 
1,023 stil} on the sick report. oe 7 

The accompanying ‘statement, marked: 
ever, being an abstract of the detailed reports 
the different surgeons in each: quarter; will 
better understanding of this subject that Tea: 
by description. “ RE en Se ; 

The proportion'of sick to the numberof pérsoria 
in. the-military service cannot ‘be ‘ascertained, a8 
that number varied so frequently in thée-yéar by the 
discharge of one body of troops, and thé admission 


tans 


borane Vee eee beree 


teers; nor is the proportion of deaths to tl 
ber of sick soabsdlutely known as might bé desired; 
for the reason, that during active operations in the 
field many of the cases of indisposition were not 
recorded, while it is to be presumed that the deaths 
have been accurately stated.. Enough, however, 
has been ascertained from the returns to show that 
not more than one in eighty-three of ‘thé ‘cases 
reported (a fraction less than one and @ quarter 
per cent.) terminated fatally; and thus to prove 
that the success of the military surgeons; in the 
treatmentof diseases, bears a favorable comparison 
with the results of the practice of medicine i 
civil life, : pices 

The law requiring an examination .of-all can» 
didates for appointment in the medical staff, before 
admission into the Army, has been rigidly carried 
out, and the same useful results as heretoforé have 
been realized. During the current year forty-three 
persons, who had: been strongly recommended for 
appointment, were invited to present: themselves 
for examination before the army médical board, 
lately in session in this city; twenty-one of Whom 
declined or failed to attend, and twenty-two were 
examined; and of these last twelve'were rejected, 
and ten passed with credit. . From this: it--will 
appear that the proportion of successful candidates 
was larger than formerly; and as it.is known that 
the standard of merit reared by the medical board 
has not been lowered, but perhaps of late: some- 
what elevated, we cannot but attribute the com» 
parative increased number of approyed candidates 
to the fact that of late more highly qualified. as- 


The present organization of the medical staff is 
well calculated to insure efficiency, and, under 
ordinary circumstances, the number. of officers 
would be sufficient to meet all the requirements of 
the service: While a portion of the army is in 
the field, however, and the remainder distributed 
among the posts along a vast extent of country, 
we must continue to call into requisition the ser- 
vices of many private physicians. 

Delicacy, perhaps, forbids my saying much in 
commendation of the members of the medical staff 
of the army; yet I may be permitted to express 
the confident belief that (with two or three excép- 
tions) no officers of the Government, whéetherin 
the civil or military departments, are more'zenl- 
ous in the cause of their country, more prothpt to 
obey orders, or more faithful in the discharge of 
their various duties. ‘This opinion, T at’ happy 
to state, is in accordance with that very generally 
expressed by their associates in arms of the line 
of the army. In truth, we have now an efficiënt 


7,582 12- 
Under the appropriation p514 5 


corps of talented and experienced medical officers; 
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Defalcation of Samuel Swartwout. 


Senate & Ho. or Reps. 


vidual. 
clerk awarded to it, we had asmallarmy, with the 
troops. more concentrated than now, a few medical 
officers, and astill less number of hired physicians. | 
Now, our army is larger, and the troops are much 
more dispersed. over the country; a great accession 
has been made to the strength of the medical staff; 
and: from the necessities of the service, growing 
out of the state of war, a still greater increase of | 
hired physicians is required. The correspondence, | 
simply,.of the Department with those numerous 
physicians, and with the officers of the line of the 


army, not to mention that on public business with || 


many persons in civil life, will give ample employ- 
ment to the force now in the office. And if we} 


; required for the public. security against similar 
defalcations. 


collector on the 25th of April, 1829, during the 
recess of Congress. On the 29th day of March, 
1830, he was reappointed for four years, by a 
nomination to the Senate, which wag confirmed. 

About the time his term expired, in 1834, he 
| was appointed again for a like term, which ended 
on the 29th of March, 1838; and he was not re- 
nominated, and has not since been in office. 

Whilst Mr. Swartwout remained collector sus- 
| picions do not seem to have been excited at the 
Department that he was guilty of any default, 
| unless it may be that the balance of money in his 
| hands, when he was renominated to the Senate in 
| 1834, appeared to be too large, and caused some 
| 


inquiry in relation to the subject. 

At that time, not having been myself connected 
with this Department, and the present accounting 
officers of the customs also, viz: the First Comp- 
troller and the First Auditor, not having been in 
office, 1 am unable to state with accuracy what 
| then occurred, or what examinations were then 
| made; but itis represented that Mr. Swartwout 


take into consideration the various reports re- | 


quired from the office, and also the numerous || 


returns, reports, dc., from the surgeons, assistant | 
surgeons, and other physicians employed at the | 
military» posts, arsenals, recruiting rendezvous, | 
&c,; extended. all over the land, which have to be } 
examined and prepared for further action; and 
superadd to these duties the labor of scrutinizing, | 
adjusting, and finally settling the multiplicity of | 
complex and perplex accounts which are con- | 
stantly coming in upon the department, it will be 

evident that, with the present force the business 

of the office cannot be well done, if it is done at 

all, $ am willing, and so is the clerk, to do all 

that other men can do. Iam ready to undertake 

whatever man can accomplish; but I cannot per- 

form impracticabilities, and one of these is, to keep 
pace, with: one clerk, with the continuously in- 

creasing business of the Medical Department of 
the Army. 

ALL of which is respectfully submitted. 
: TH, LAWSON, Surgeon General. 


fon, J. R. Powsurr, 
Secretary of War, Washington. 


DEFALCATION OF SAMUEL SWARTWOUT. 


MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
In re'ation to the recently-discovered default of | 


SAMUEL Swarrwoor, late Collector of the Cus- | 
toms for the port of New York. 


To the Sen 


| 
i 
| 
j 


ate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

T herewith transmit a special report made to me 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, for your con- ; 
sideration, in relation to the recently-discovered | 
default of Samuel Swartwout, late Collector of the 
Customs at the port of New York. 

`E would respectfully invite the early attention of | 
Congress to the adoption of the legal provisions | 
therein suggested, or such other measures as may | 
appear ‘more expedient, for increasing the public | 
security against similar defalcations heareafter, 


M. VAN BUREN. | 
-Wasnmeron, December 8, 1838. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
December 6, 1838. 


Sra: J consider it the duty of this Department | 
to present for your consideration a special report 
upon the recently-discoveréd default of Samuel f 
Swartwout, who had been collector of the customs | 
at the port of New York. f 

The first object will be to exhibit all the import- | 
ant. facts connected with the case, so far as they | 
have. been ascertained; then to explain the. means | 
for detecting such defaults which are provided by | 
the present laws; and, before closing, I shall take || 
the liberty respectfully to offer some suggestions 
concerning the new legislation which seems to be 


| 


| 


‘and one of his clerks came to this city on that oc- 

casion, and submitted explanations toa committee 

of the Senate, which obviated any objections to 
| his reappointment. 

During his continuance in office, the statements 

| of his accounts, in a condensed form, were made 

weekly to this Department, with punctuality, and 


from a mere nominal sum, or nothing, to one hun- 
| dred thousand dollars. The balance varied ac- 
cording to the season of the year, and the circum- 
stances, which might require large drawbacks to 


ceived under, protest to be refunded. These 
claims have always been considered as constitut- 
ing an adequate reason for retaining on hand a 
sufficient amount to discharge them promptly. 
The amount so required at the port of New York 
is generally very heavy; being, on an average, 
| each quarter, over a third of a million of dollars. 
The last return made before he left office exhibited 


| than the amount of his official bond. 


j only the last three days of his term, showed 
$201,096 of money in his possession. When 
these returns were received at the Department, it 
was supposed that, the period of his service 
having expired, he would have but asmall balance 


|| of custom-house expenses to defray, no more de- 
bentures to pay, and no great amount of duties to | 


i refund; and he was forthwith requested by me to 


of the.sum represented to be on hand, 
in reply, he claimed that certain custom-house 
expenses remained to bedischarged, and that suits 
had been instituted against him for return duties, 
which, with numerous protests that had been filed 
against payments, would be sufficient in amount 
| united with those expenses, to cover the whole 
balance. 


those liabilities until the questions in controversy 
received a judicial decision; and he professed to 
regard that balance as not too large for the pur- 
H pose. 

Copies of the correspondence which took place 
on the subject between him and the Department 
are annexed. 

A further inquiry into the case was, however, 
immediately instituted by me, through the First 
Comptroller and the Solicitor of the Treasury. It 


| delay in the adjustment. 
But the Comptroller was, notwithstanding, di- 


made of whatever amount should appear to be not 
in doubt or controversy. 

Subsequent disclosures madeto the Department 
in November, excited suspicions not. only as to 
that balance, but a much larger indebtedness; and 
measures were thereupon taken to-havethe whole 


deposit to the credit of the Treasurer at least half | 


J He therefore insisted, as a right, on | 
| being allowed to retain money sufficient to satisfy | 


terminated in an impression that the facts and the | 
law, as to suits and protests, might justify ashort jj 


rected to bring Mr. Swartwout’s accounts to an | 
early settlement, and to havea prompt payment í 


j 


Ist. Mr. Swartwout was originally appointed | 


usually exhibited a balance in his hands, ranging | 


| be paid, quarterly settlements to be closed with | 
his subordinates, or a great amount of duties re- | 


| $122,977 on hand, which was near $30,000 less | 
T'he return | 
|| sent after his going out of office, which included 


| 
| 


i 


subject thoroughly investigated by the law officer 
of the Department and the Comptroller, calling to 
their aid, in the absence of Mr. Swartwout abroad, 
and under his neglect to offer vouchers for a final 
settlement, all the lights and assistance which 
could be obtained, not only here but at NewYork, 
and from the books and papers of the collector’s 
office, as well as from those persons who had been 
associated with him in it, and from his successor. 

The circumstances which led to most of those 
disclosures transpired in the course of preparing 
the first quarterly accounts of that successor for 
settlement; and the Department was first indebted 
for them, in a great measure, to his care and vig- 
lance. : 

After full investigation, the particulars of Mr. 
Swartwout’s. defalcation were ascertained, and a 
report of the state of his accounts was: made by 
the Comptroller to the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
and proper legal proceedings instituted to collect 
the balance appearing to be due.. The amount of 
it as computed on the best data obtainable, was 
$1,374,119. The legal proceedings were -com- 
menced against the principal on the account, and 
against both the principal and sureties onthe last 
bond, the parties to which are also parties to the 
former one. For the portion of the outstanding 
defalcation which accrued during the period em- 
braced by the first bond, but which is compara- 
tively small, another suit will be brought as soon 
as the proper accounts can be adjusted. Each 


| bond is for $150,000. Thesum of $30,000 in money 


has been paid by his agents since the discovery of 
the default, and large amounts of property have 
been taken by the marshal, and likewise: mort- 
gaged, as collateral security. How much this 
balance will be reduced by. vouchers hereafter 
presented and allowed, and hew far any final in- 
debtedness may be considered secure, itis now 
difficult, and indeed impossible, to compute with 
any great degree of accuracy, 

So far, however, as the facts could be ascer- 
tained by the Solicitor and the accounting officers, 
it is feared that the whole amount of the defatca- 
tion will not prove to have been less than a mil- 
lion and a quarter of dollars. The security of 
different kinds which has been. obtained is esti- 
mated very highly by Mr. Swartwout and some 
others, so as to be considered by them, with his 
additional estate in other countries, an ample in- 
demnity against any eventual loss by the Govern- 
ment. But they cannot be regarded by the. Depart- 
ment, with the limited information possessed at 
this time concerning their situation, as equal in 
value to more than half the claim of the United 
States. But even this ig a mere estimate. The 
first misuse of the public money by Mr. Swart- 
wout, as collector, appears to have commenced in 
1830. A series of defalcations, in various items 
of his accounts, seem to have followed, and con- 
tinued through each successive year, increasing 
constantly in amount, till near the close of his 
official term, They consisted in withholding a 
part of the tounage duties, and a portion of the for- 
feitures.and fines; in not accounting for all the 
bonds collected, nor all the moneys on hand, held 
either for office expenses, return duties, or in ad- 
vance of the adjustment of unascertained duties; 
and in procuring from the Treasury, under the 
act of 1834, and similar ones, larger sums for the 
balance of office salaries than the facts warranted. 

These results, so unexpected and painful, have 
been reached by the Solicitor and accounting oii- 
cers, only after the most careful examination that 
was practicable, in the absence of Mr. Swartwout, 
and after full communication from several. of his 
former clerks, most intimately acquainted: with the 
official course of his business and thé reat condi-. 
tion of his accounts, and one of whom fs- under- 
stood to be his attorney,- : : 

Farther particulars are forborne to be detailed, 
as they are embodied in the reports of theSolicitor 
of the Treasury and the Comptrolier, which were 
made in the course of their recent examination, 
and areannexed, It is-true that this inquiry has, 
from necessity, been in some degree ex parte. in its 
character, and that some of: the results are liable 
to be disproved or explained away hereafter. 

This Department would be highly gratified if 
Mr. Swartwout should, in the end, be able:to 
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show that the money for Which he is aéeountable 
does riot exceed the $201,096 40 reported by him 
in the last official abstract of his account as the 
true balance. It would, also, be much pleased if 
it should happen, as promised in his letter of the 
13th of April last, that “on the adjustment of my 
[his] accounts, the amount due to the. Govern- 
ment will be immediately paid.” _ 

But it is an unpleasant duty to add, that the 
examination into his supposed defalcations was 
not instituted on slight grounds, nor legal pro- 
ceedings commenced ‘for so large an amount till 
sufficient facts were developed to produce a clear 
conviction with the accounting officers that the 
default was of the aggravated character already 
described 

2: I would next submit a few remarks on the 
modes that exist, under the present laws, for de- 
tecting faults of collecting officers, in order that 
you may judge whether they are sufficient, or re- 
quire additional legislation, The first one is mere- 
ly by a regulation which requires the weekly 
returns before alluded to, and which was volun- 
tarily introduced by the Department nearly forty 
years ago. This regulation provides that a sum- 
mary statement of accounts shall be transmitted 
each week from the large ports, and by subse- 
quent modifications, each month from the smaller 
ones, It is made to thé head of the Department, 
and'should exhibit a true abstract of the condition 
of the receipts’ and payments by. the: collector 
during the preceding week. Originally, it-is pre- 
sumed ‘that this return was required more for cor- 


rect information, and to enable the Department to || 


draw at times for the money on hand, than as a 
check on peculation; but if the statements in it do 
not agree with each other, or do not, on their 
face, exhibit facts that appear probable, or do not 
balance, then suspicion is excited, and a defalca- 
tion, if one exist, can, by further and full exam- 
ination, be detected. So if the sum retained on 
hand appears too large for meeting the engage- 
ments of the office, a draft can be issued for the 
amount, ‘or an order given for its deposit, as has 
frequently been done. If either is not complied 
with, nor sufficient reasons assigned for delay, the 
default may then be discovered But-if none of 
these circumstances happen, suspicion is not ex- 
cited through those weekly statements. It will be 
seen, however, that, generally, it is not possible 
for a default to occur without its appearing on 
them, unless they are made incorrect through de- 
liberate fraud and falsehood. In the case of Mr. 
Swartwout, none of these statements since 1830, 
when his delinquencies are supposed to have com- 
menced, are known to have disclosed any fact 
tending to excite suspicion of his misconduct; and 
if money was collected or expended in amounts 
differing from the face of the abstracts, (as is now 
believed to have been the case,) it must have been 
concealed by a series of false returns during the 
whole period of seven or eight years. Some of 
those returns; under Secretaries Ingham and Mc- 
Lane, may have been destroyed by the conflagra- 
tion of the Treasury building in 1833; but none of 
them now found, whether made under them or 
Secretaries Duane, Taney, or myself, appear to 
evince anything calculated to cause distrust of his 
integrity. 

The other modë now in use for detecting de- 
faults in collecting’ officers, and which is the only 
one- provided. by Congress, (except the revising 
power,-in some respects, ahd at some ports, by 
the naval ‘officer, hereafter to be considered, ) is, 
through the quarterly séttlements that are required 
to be made by collectors with the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury. Those officers are the First 
Auditor and the First Comptroller. These settle- 
ments ate devolved on them alone by Congress, 


without requiring the-vouchers and aceoants to be | 


submitted’ to the head of the Department, or any 
other officer, either for revision, approbation, or 
rejection: ae 

In that bratich’of their official business which 
relates: to- the adjustnient of accounts, you are 
aware that it has beeh long since settled that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or even the President, 
does not posséss any legal authority to aid in 
making the adjustment, or to overrule their dë- 


cisions. 
No. 2 


| cers, for the time being, did not discover the de- 


i 


|i delay of three months, which is alowed by law 


|| seems apparent, however, from the official reports | 


“Pheracts of Congress on this subject first’ pro: 
vidé that if a collector neglects to present his ac- 
count# and ‘vouchers for settlement quarterly, the 
balance against him, so far as it can be ascer- 
tained, shall be reported by the Coniptroller to the 
law agent, or the Solicitor of the Treasury, for 
suit; and the neglect be also reported to the Pres- 
i ident, in order that he may remove the incumbent, 
if still in office. It is also directed, that if a bal- 
| ance exists on a settlement, and is not paid, the: 
| Comptroller shall cause a suit to be instituted for 
| its: recovery. Whenever a default of the latter 
| kind occurs, it is therefore considered. not only 
ithe ‘duty of the Comptroller to proceed with the 
suit, but it is expected, though omitted to be re- 
quired in the acts of Congress, that he will apprise 
the head of the Department or the President of 
the delinquency which has occurred, in order that 
the case of such collector, if still in office, may 
be examined by the President, and a decision 
į made upon the propriety of continuing him longer 
in office. $ 

It is understood that the Comptroller has always 
exercised some discretion in rešpéct tò bringing 
actions for balances on hand, by not forthwith-| 
instituting’ suits if. the balances be small, or the 
| reasons for retaining them fora time appear to’ be" 
satisfactory. But if those:balances be large, and 
sufticient reasons are not offered to justify delay, 
orit the collector’s term: of.office has expired ,:the 
Comptroller should deem it a duty to proceed at 
once, under the law, to enforce’ the. collection of | 
the money due. 

Several reasons exist why the accounting offi- 


| falcation in this case, or report it sooner to the | 
| law officer, and to the head of the Department or 

| the President. Most of them are detailed in the 

| two annexed reports on that subject from the 

present First Auditor and First Comptroller, in 

reply to inquiries made by this Department. In 

some of the reasons assigned there is great weight. 

The customs collected at New York equal nearly 

two thirds of the whole amount in all the United 

States. Difficulties doubtless exist in detecting 

defaults under the present laws at ports where the 

business is so large, the accounts are so compli- | 
| cated, and the necessary delays in settlement so || 

reat, 

The difficulties in making an earlier discovery 

in this case would seem to have been increased by 

the custom, which it ig understodd has long ex- 

| isted in the Auditor’s Office, not to make detailéd 

examinations of the bond accounts at large ports, 

unless it may be when doubts arose in relation to 

| their correctness. 

| _The bonds on hand at one time at New York | 
jalone exceeded ten thousand in number. The 


| to collectors in preparing for settlements, and the | 
| false returns which appear to have been resorted || 


it 
i 
jj 


augmented still further the obstacles to a prompt | 


A 
oO 
o 
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The death of one of the clerks in the Auditor’s |! 
Office, who has had the immediate charge of set- 
| tling the accounts for that port, and the recent jj 
| change in the head of the bureau, as well as the 


eXamine and: certify 


| So would it happen in: the First: Comptroié 


| death of the Comptroller who was in office during || 
| most.of the period of the default, render it imprac- j 
ticable to ascertain with accuracy all the circum- j; 
stances and reasons why suspicion was not there i 
sooner excited; but those already enumerateđ are ji 
| supposed. to have been the principal ones. Iti 


fi 
i 
i 


f 
t 


before referred to, that many of the defalcations 4 
in this case happened under such circumstances, || 
and were so concealed as to render it difficult, ifj 
not impossible, to detect them sooner by the ac- |! 
counting officers under the existing laws; and it | 
is supposed that they could not all have been}, 
eventually discovered and exposed, except by the! 
aid of those persons in the custom-housée at New 
York, who were aware of the deceptions practiced’. 

In respect to the remaining legal check on the I 
collector, and through which his defaults may at || 
times be detected, it consists of a naval officer, || 
authorized at a few ports; and required by law ‘to | 


tó the vatious’ expendi 
made, as well-as the ddseasment of the duties co. 
lected. > SASL BGG SCG ES a gg 

Bat: it a 


York, 


tin’ portions óf thèm; ani 
correct assessment of the duties, (0 

That circalar, uhfortunately, tended“to'¥ 
a check on the collector, in some particulai 
essential, and has been ‘rep 
Comptroller. - Pet 

It must also be-apparent that thé real’au 
the custom-house should: be‘ attached 'to'th 


ery” 
ealed by the present: 


naval” 


| Office, rather than that of the’ collector ds héis’ 


how a nominee of the lattét,'and subject to be’ 
neither appointed or removed’ bythe Departme 
or the President, EES ES 
Thus situated, his statements and acts dre liable 
to correspond with the collector’s Wishes, & 
by fraud almost invariably conceal ‘default 
not to be detected’ by the actounting officers 
even the naval offigers: o c a 0 Bog tas 
Somme of the new instructions given 
partment to theaccounting officers when 
was suspected,-and of the vatious ste 
were required’ to be taken to’ prévedt,’a 
possible, similar ‘occtirrences: héreaftars: 


seen in the copies of letters annexed. > 


Í dò nòt flatter myself, however, tha’ 
structions, ever if able to be strictly’ 
the accounting officers,’ will prove's 
wholly preventing the occtirrende of défabilts 
it is hoped that they will tend to an’ earlier des? 
tection of some’ of them, should any hërë 
happen. : . nd 

“3. A few new provisions. made by Coiigtéig 
would add much to their efficacy: Thus ita fire? 
ther clerical force were authorized by law: to bè 
placed in the First Auditor’s Office, more ‘Bens * 
able and thorough examination: of thé bond ac- 
counts would be practicable, and’ would, : to’ all! 
appearance, prove beneficial in discovering: defal=’ 
cations. The same result would apparently hap 
pen, also, if the naval officer at such:a portas’ 
New York weré enabled, under” the increased 
labor it would devolve on him, to ‘employ suth 
additional clerks as may bë nécessaty to perfort 
the duties tequired by law in examining critically, 
and certifying conéerning’all the paymentsat that’ 
large port,'as well as the asseasiient’ of ‘ditt 


-i 


Office, if the nevessary force were giyen by Con 
gress to investigate carefully the’ balahcës on" get 
tlement, whenever large; arid wheù those balanced- 
are, on such an investigation, not satisfactorily: 
explained, if they should be required’ by law net 
only to be immediately reported for suit: to the” 
solicitor, but the sispicious cireumstances, anid 
even the amount considered due, be, in all cases; 
communicated to the President, or thé head of the: 
Department. ae 
But by none of these steps would the public, in’ 
my opinion, be sufficiently secured, without still: 
other legislation of a general character, most of 
which has been explained in the last three reports 
from this Department on the finances. ‘The pro- 
vision in the act of 12th October, 1837, allowing’ 
the collector, instead of the district attorney, to 
extend the payment of bonds falling due, removed 
one important check which before existed, in res 
quiring the former to deliver forthwith all unpaid 
bonds to the latter for collection. On this, as well 
as other accounts, some new and some rigorous 
provisions by Congress became still more indis- 
pensable, and have been earnestly recommended: © 
But, before considering them in detail, it may be 
proper to observe that, in point of fact, only a 
small part of Mr. Swartwout’s defaults 
originated subsequent to the suspension of specie ` 


not one of the officers permitted to retain money” 
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on which it was customary for the Treasurer to 
place frequent Grafts in favor of public creditors, 
though, since Mr. Swartwout’s term expired, and 
since specie payments have been resumed by the 
banks, large sums have been collected there in 
money; and it hag been customary, and has been 
found convenient, to place such drafts very often 
on his successor. The first new general enact- 
ment, not already enumerated, which might, under 
existing circumstances, be found useful, is the 
entire separation of all disbursements from the 
collections at a port of such extensive business as 
New York. 

- The.attention of Congress was invited to such 
a measure by this Department in September, 1837, 
in. the following words: ‘At points like New York, 
“and a few others, where a likelihood existed that 
‘the sums would permanently belarge, but which, 
‘under a reduced revenue and expenditure, would 
‘seldom occur, authority might be given to ap- 
‘point the clerks, now acting as cashiers or tellers 
Sunder the collectors and receivers, or other more 


‘suitable persons, to act as keepers and pay-| 


t masters of the public money. But they should 
‘be made independent of the collectors and receiv- 
“ers, and placed under the like tenure of office and 
t under suitable bonds.” As some further check 
on the accounts of the collectors, it might be pru- 
dent to require, by law, the certificate of the naval 
officer to the correctness of each weekly return, 
and to the possession of the balance in money, 
after a careful inspection of the whole subject. 
The provision requiring all balances not imme- 


diately adjusted to be reported forthwith to heads | 


of Departments or the President, in order that real 
defaulters may be ascertained and seasonably 
removed, has been before alluded to, and would 
be likely, in all classes of officers, whether collect- 
ing or disbursing, to increase the public safety. 
Such reports are now required of the Second 
Comptroller in respect to certain accounts of war 
and navy officers, but should be also of both comp- 
trollers, and as to all kinds of balances and officers. 
The heads of the Departments could then, by com- 
parison with the weekly returns, and other in- 
quiries, sometimes discover delinquencies, which 
now might escape detection, in the accounting 
officers. The entire separation of the duties of 
vontrolling the settlement of accounts from those 
of superintending the customs, and making one of 
the comptrollers a commissioner of the customs, 
would be likely, as suggested to Congress as long 
ago as 1835, to render more effective both of these 
important branches of business. 
check on defalcations would be the requisition of 
cash in payment of all duties. ‘The largest item 
of deficiency in the case under consideration grew 
out of the bond accounts; and future defaults 
could be much better guarded against if the laws 
required only cash duties. But, after all such 
enactments to insure checks, and a closer and 
wider supervision, this Department is satisfied that 


the most effectual remedies must be thoge oper- | 


ating directly on offenders themselves. The se- 
verest penalties against false returns, and against 


the loan or embezzlement of the public money by | 
collectors, as well as all classes of officers, and the | 


strictest prohibition against its use in any way for 
private purposes, with the occasional and rigorous 
examination of their funds and vouchers by agents 
or-by committees of Congress, in a manner simi- 
lar to what was recommended by this Department 
at the special session in 1837, would, without 
doubt, have the most salutary effect on the secu- 
rity of the Government. By the influence of these 
measures in preventing wrong, they would also, 
in the end, often prove acts of kindness, rather 
than hardship, to the officers themselves and their 
unfortunate sureties. 

„Such transactions as that which it has been my 
disagreeable task on this occasion to report for 


your consideration, being flagrant breaches of | 


morality, as well as great civil injuries, cannot, in 
my: opinion, be too strongly branded by penal 
legislation. This could bring no reproach on any 
of those upright, scrupulous, and faithful citizens 
who fill stations of public trust. It will prove 
fortunate, also, for the security of the ‘Treasury, 
if public opinion should, in relation to such delin- 
quencies, hereafter indicate a much higher tone of 


Another useful | 


honor than have, unhappily, to some extent here- 


| not be correctly explained in this case without the 
use of some language which may appear harsh, 
but which the circumstances and a due discharge 
of duty seemed imperatively to require. 


Respectfully, LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


i| To the Preswent or tue Uniten States. 


| P.S, Two copies of recent letters from Mr. 
Swartwout to some of his friends in New York, 
|in relation to this subject, protesting against the 
| supposed amount of his default, and insisting on 
| his ability to meet any deficiency, are submitted 
| for the President’s perusal, but are not made a 
| part of this report, as some of the matters con- 
| tained in them seem to be of a private character. 
Since this report was prepared, I understand 
that the office of district attorney for the southern 
|| district of New York has become vacated, under 
circumstances which create a suspicion of some 
' connection between the recent incumbent and Mr. 
Swartwout in the default above-mentioned. [have 
| requested the Solicitor of the Treasury to take all 
|| suitable steps to examine thoroughly the state of 
the accounts of the late attorney, and, if anything 
should appear to be due, to procure security there- 
for as far as practicable. As soon as any import- 
ant results on this subject are ascertained with 


L.W. 


sideration. 


Reports of the First Comptroller and Solicitor of the 
Treasury relative to the defalcation of SAMUEL 
Swartwout, late Collector of Customs at New 
York. 

New Yoru, November 8, 1838. 


Sır: On the receipt of your letter to the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, of the 5th instant, we conferred 
together on the course most expedient to be taken 
in regard to the defalcation of Mr. Swartwout, the 
late collector at New York. 

It appeared that the last settlement of his ac- 
counts at the Treasury was up to the 31st Decem- 
ber last, and that, although he was called upon by 
the First Auditor, and notice subsequently given 
to his sureties by the Comptroller, his accounts and 
vouchers, from that time till the 28:h of March, 
when his term of office expired, had never been 
furnished. The stated balance against him on 
the 31st December, 1837, was $9,678,984 56; this, 
however, was known to include all the uncollected 
bonds not due, bonds in suit, and various items 
to which he would be entitled to a credit ona final 
adjustment, This made it necessary, as the 
accounts and vouchers were not furnished, that 
immediate steps should be taken to ascertain the 
sum really due, as accurately as possible. With 


has been charged with the examination, in the 
| office of the First Auditor, of the accounts of Mr. 
i Swartwout, to proceed at once to New York, and 
| from the documents at the custom-house obtain 


has been, so far, to ascertain that the defalcation 
exceeds $1,200,000. He will continue his labors 
until he has every fact necessary for making a true 
account, when he will proceed at once to Wash- 
ington, and have it duly stated and passed by the 
accounting officers; which is a necessary step, 
; preliminary to further proceedings. We expect 
Mr. Underwood will leave here this afternoon. 

We have every reason to believe that the se- 
curity in Mr. Swartwout’s official bond is fully 
sufficient for its amount. 

The examination requisite to ascertain the man- 
ner in which the money was abstracted, and the 


| All that we know in regard to it at present, is de- 
| rived from a voluntary communication made to us 


morals and a stronger sense of official fidelity and | 


tofore prevailed. I regret, sir, that the facts could | 


accuracy, { will communicate them for your con- | 


i 
i 
i 


last evening by Mr. Henry Ogden, the cashier of 
the custom-house during Mr. Swartwout’s term. 

Having been informed that the large defalcation 
was known to the public officers, and that we had 
come to New York for the purpose of investigating 
it, he called on us, and atonce, in the presence of 
Mr. Price, the district attorney, who was with us, 
entered frankly into a conversation on the subject. 
He commenced by saying that the circumstances 
of the case had troubled him exceedingly for some 
time, and that he had strongly urged Mr. Swart- 
wout not to leave the United States in August last; 
that he had told him it was scarcely possible the 
defalcation could remain much longer concealed, 
especially since the accounts for the last quarter 
had been called for and not furnished; that he had 
advised him, instead of going to Europe, to go at 
once to Washington, submit a statement of. the 
whole matter to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
surrender his property, and make the best arrange- 
ments he could; that Mr. Swartwout told him 
in reply, he was confident of. being able to raise 
| money in England, by which he could. pay his 
whole debt to the United States as soon as he re- 
turned; and he did not think the business would 
be known before that time. 

In veply to our inquiry ag to the time when the 
abstraction of the public money commenced, he 
stated that it was about nine months after Mr. 
Swartwout was appointed collector, He after- 
wards said he supposed it might have been a year 
after—that is, in 1830; that, as the amount of 
defalcation increased, he frequently spoke to Mr. 
Swartwout on the subject; and that, about four 
years since, it had become so large that he told 
Mr. Swartwout that unless measures were taken 
to reduce it, he could not consent to continue in 
the situation he held. Mr. Swartwout was, how- 
ever, confident that the operations in which he 
was engaged would be so profitable as to make it 
easy for him to pay off the whole deficiency. 
This mode of treating the subject Mr. Swartwout 
continued to persist in to the last, always ex- 
pressing his belief that he could set matters right. 

In reply to our inquiry as to the mode in which 
the affair had been conducted, and the amount, 
Mr. Ogden stated that Mr. Phillips, the assistant 
cashier, was more fully acquainted with the par- 
ticulars than himself, but that it commenced by Mr. 
Swartwout not passing to the credit of the Treas- 
urer the whole sums received; that the bonds, 
| being placed in bank, were there collected and 
passed to the credit of Mr. Swartwout himself; and 
that the weekly transfers to the ‘Treasurer by Mr. 
Swartwout were usually made on Monday, but 
did not include the moneys received later than 
Saturday morning at ten o’clock; by which means 
the receipts on bonds due on Saturday and Sun- 
day were embraced in the succeeding week; and 
thus that amount, which often was $100,000 or 
$200,000, could be kept and used by him; the 
receipts of the last two days of each week enabling 
him to make up the previous deficiency, so as to 
transfer the requisite sum to the Treasurer. The 
next mode adopted by Mr. Swartwout was the 
use of the fund deposited to meet unliquidated 
duties, which was a large one, amounting fre- 
quently to $150,000 or $200,000, and was entirely 
under his control, the deposits being made to Mr. 
Swartwout’s own credit, and subject to his check. 
To these he added the use of the moneys paid to 
him on account of the share of the United States 
in penalties and forfeitures; and he also overdrew 
the account for fees and emoluments payable to 
him for himself and the officers of the customs. 
These were, Mr. Ogden stated, in his opinion, 
the sources from which Mr. Swartwout retained 
the moneys, and the mode by which he was able 
to keep his transfer to the Treasurer apparently 
correct; but about the years 1836 and 1837, the 
deficiency had amounted so high that it became 
necessary, in order to prevent its detection, to use 
the bonds which were deposited with him for col- 
lection; a large amount of them was withdrawn 
from the usual course, and the amount collected 
by Mr. Swartwout. From this arises the princi- 
pal deficiency in the bond account. 

In regard to the amount of defalcation, Mr. Og- 
den stated that in one of his conversations with 
| Mr. Swartwout last summer, he (Mr. Ogden) told 
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him that it could not be less than $900,000, but | 
Mr. Swartwout said he did not think it exceeded 
$600,000. 4 

In reply to our. inquiry as to what had become 
of the money, Mr, Ogden said that he was totally 
ata loss to conceive how such a sum could have 
been exhausted; that Mr. Swartwout had been a | 
large speculator in stocks for several years, and i 
that he bad known his operations in them to | 
amount to some hundred shares a day; that he had 
been a.loser. fora large sum by the failure of the 
Josephs, to whom he knew of his actually loaning | 
$25,000,a day or two before their failure; that he | 
had made immense purchases of lands in Texas; 
and.that he also had heavy interests in the Cum- 
berland coal lands, It did not appear, however, | 
that Mr. Ogden could account for an expenditure 
so large ag the ascertained defalcation. 

In reply to our inquiry as to Mr. Swartwout’s 
property, Mr. Ogden stated his inability to give a 
particular account of ite He said that the funds | 
In, bank, known to him, did not exceed $29,000; 
that there was a house. in this city; land at Hobo- 
ken, on which there was anincumbrance of about 
$50,000, but which he thought worth $100,000 
more; that. there was, besides, some land in Ili- 
nois, the Cumberland property, and the property 
in Texas... s ae 

_Mr. Ogden then stated that he had a full power 
of attorney: from Me. Swartwout, under which he 
was desirous.to act, as, under the circumstances 
of the, cage,.he thought his duty required, and Mr. 
Swartwout himself could not object to. Hestated 
that probably Mr. Swartwout would return in the 
steamship expected next week; that he had written 
urging him to do so, especially on his being ap- 
prised that the sureties had received notice from 
the Comptroller that the accounts had not been | 
rendered; that, although he had no direct account 
of his intention to return, he thought it most prob- 
able-he would do so. He assured us that, in the 
mean, time, no measures should be taken under his 
power. of, attorney to interfere with the claims of 
the United States; and he finally agreed to trans- 
fer-to.them, under that instrument, the property 
of :Mr..Swartwout, and offered to meet us on the 
following day for. that purpose, at the office of the 
district. attorney. . 

Very respeetfully, yours, 


J.N. BARKER, 
H. D. GILPIN. 
Hon. Levi Woopsury, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


New Yoru, November 10, 1838. 

Sim: Since th joint report of the Comptroller | 
and myself, on the 8th instant, the investigations 
into the defaleation of Mr. Swartwout, and the 
steps which seemed expedient in relation to it, 
have been continued without intermission. They | 
have proved very laborious, and in no degree 
tended to lessen'the amount of the deficiency, or 
chatige the character of the transaction. 

All the abstracts, vouchers, and other docu- 
ments, relating to the collector’s account for the 
first quarter of 1838, (being the last of Mr. Swart- 
wout’s term,) which had never been furnished, 
have been now transmitted to the First Auditor. 
These documenis, however, want the signature of | 
Mr. Swartwout, though prepared by the officer 
who.transacted that branch of his official business. 
The cause of their being thus incomplete appears 
to have been the desire of Mr. Swartwout that 
they. should not. be furnished to the accounting 
officers until his return from abroad. By that 
ume, according to the statements of Mr. Ogden, 
he hoped to be able to make arrangements for the | 
settlement of the whole defalcation. The want of 
them, however, delayed the present collector in i 
the completion. of his own accounts, as it was | 
necessary. to include therein an accurate statement 
of. the balances. in cash.and uncollected bonds, 
handed over by Mr. Swartwout, and that the same | 
should agree: with the final accounts of the latter, 
as rendered to the Treasury Department? The 
urgent. demand. for this, made by the present col- 
lector upon the officer having charge of these ac- 
counts, and the dificulty of obtaining it, first led 
to the suspicions communicated by him to the 


tuted, í 

Mr. Underwood completed, on Thursday even- 
ing, the examination of the books and documents 
at the custom-house, so far asto enable him, with 
the addition of the information already possessed 
at the Treasury, to state the account of Mr. Swart- 


| wout so as to exhibit truly the amount due to the 


United States. He then proceeded to Washington 
| for the purpose of having the account finally ad- 
justed and passed by the accounting officers, as 
the act of Congress requires, and expected to re- 
turn it to me, at this place, duly certified, by the 
12th instant. When it is received, we shall be 
able to adopt the summary proceedings by distress 
warrant, authorized by the act of May 15, 1820, 
should the interests of the United States make that 
| course most advisable, i 

| It appeared proper, however, without waiting 
| for this, to take whatever measures were possible 
for the immediate security of the United States, 
On examining the letter of attorney from Mr. 
Swartwout to Mr, Ogden, I found thatit conferred 


such measures for the security of the United States 
as were in his power. He has paid over to me the 
sum of $30,000 in cash, being the. déposit in bank 
referred to in the last report. This sum I have 
placed to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States, on special deposit, in the Bank of America, 
and herewith inclose you duplicate receipts of the 
cashier therefor. Mr. Ogden has also executed, 


| as the attorney of Mr. Swartwout, three mortgages 


ofall his property in the States of New York, New 
Jersey, and Maryland. The specific portions of 
property belonging to Mr. Swartwout in those 
States were not all known to Mr. Ogden, but they 
are described ag fully as his information permitted; 
and the mortgages embrace, generally, all Mr. 
Swartwoat’s estate. Neither Mr. Price nor myself 
have been able to learn. that there is any other 
property, real or personal, unless it be the house- 
hold furniture. The mortgages have been placed 
for record in the register’s office. of this city, and 
of Bergen county, New Jersey; and 1 have for- 
warded that embracing the property in Maryland, 
to the district attorney there, with a request to have 
it recorded in the proper office without delay. 
These mortgages include the house and lots in this 
city; the large and valuable meadow property at 
Hoboken; and the interest in the coal lands at 
Cumberland. As to their value, I have no means 
of forming an opinion, but it is rated by Mr. Ogden 
ata very large amount. 

The investigation into the details of this defal- 
cation is necessarily very difficult and tedious. 
Eight or nine years have elapsed since it com- 
menced. The books and accounts through which 
it is to be traced are numerous, as it was carried 
on through the various periods when the public 
| moneys were collected and kept in the branch 
Bank of the United States, the selected deposit 
banks, and by the collector himself. The different 


|! classes of revenue received, which, as was stated 


iin our last report, were successively resorted to 
at different periods, multiply the researches into 
the general accounts, which are of vast complex- 
ity and amount; and the false statements and 
| other entries in regard to these transactions, made 
with a view to give the appearance of correctness 
to the official returns, and prevent discovery, in- 
crease the present difficulty. From Mr. Phillips, 
the assistant cashier during Mr. Swartwout’s of- 
ficial term, we received a verbal statement, con- 
firming that previously made to us by Mr. Ogden; 
and, in a written communication, he has given a 


|| general view of the course of proceeding, to which 


he has offered to add such a particular account of 
the details of the transactions as he can gather 
from the books and accounts, When Mr. Under- 
wood returns here, I hope that his knowledge of 
| such accounts and his great industry and accuracy 
may enable him to trace out the whole of this 
complicated proceeding, step by step, from the 
beginning to the close. aie 

I will forward to you, as soon as they can be 
prepared, copies of the written statements of Mr. 
Ogden and Mr. Phillips; of the letter of attorney 


on the latter the fullest agency. “He was entirely 
impressed with the propriety of adopting under it 


Hon. Levi Woovzsrry, 000a 
Secretary of the Treasury, ~ : 
New Yoru, November 13; 189 
Sm: Yesterday I received a‘duly certified tra 


script of the account of Mr. Swartwout, as final} 
showing a bale 
of the revenue 
for the port of New York, of $1,344,119 65.007" 
of the ‘act’ of 


a wat 


t of 


official bond of Mr. Swartwout, which ‘was 
warded from the office of the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury. The warrant of distress, with 
a copy of the account, was delivered to. the ma 
shal, and he proceéded without delay tom 
levy on the estate of Mr. Swartwout andhia 
ties in this district. eo : 
“In order to perfect the lien in th : 
act requires, the marshal haa already cau 
levies he has made, with the dates, to be fi 
in the office of the clerk of the. distri¢ 
this district, and will continue. 8o. to do 
tional property may be ascertained, => 
Although the parties are resident in t 
trict, yet as the act of Cofgress contemp 
issue of different warrants wheré. the 
tended to be taken and sold is situate in 
districts, I have issued one to the ‘marshal 
Maryland, and another to the marshal of Néw 
Jersey, and J have directed the most rigid serut y. 
to ascertain the property that can be levied’ on. 
The only account of any in either State that. I 
have been able to obtain is that embraced in the 
two mortgages to the United States, referred to’ in 
my last report; but it is supposed there may b 
other property or interests in some compan 
incorporated or unincorporated. At all events, 
more full description of that and all other will be, 
obtained and embraced in the return’ and record 
of the levy, so as to make the security of the 
United States more complete than under the mort- 


gage. $ q 
Under the distress warrant here, thé marshal is 
causing the most careful search tò be made for 
purpose of discovering whether there aye an 
moneys or stocks belonging to Mr. Swartw: 
which we have not been heretofore informed. So. 
far, it does not appear that there are; and. the 
general impression seems to be, that héis not posa 
sessed of any such property. It is among ‘the 
most remarkable circumstances in this case that 
so little should, apparently, remain out of auch. a 
vast amount of money. * ee 
The return of Mr. Swartwout by the steamship 
is still looked for. She has not arrived, bat’ is 
hourly expected. ee 
In my last report I stated to you the. circum: 
stances which rendered it a work of extreme difi- 
culty and delay to trace the details of this lone- 
continued defalcation.: Since the return of Mr. 
Underwood yesterday, and his ability (now that 
the statement of the account is completed) to devote 
his attention exclusively to this branch of the case; 
considerable progress has been made, The gen- 
eral system by which the money was abstracted, 
and the deficiency concealed, has been already, 
stated to you, as derived from the information of 
Mr. Ogden and Mr. Phillips, confirmed by the 
examinations of the Comptroller and myself. I 
now, however, feel satisfied that we shall be able 
to trace out the whole proceedings, so as to show 
exactly the times, amounts, and modes, in which’ 
the various sums of money were respectively 
taken. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


H. D, GILPIN. 
Hon. Levi Woopnury, ae 
Secretary of the Treasury.’ | 


New Yorx, Movember 15; 1898. 5 : 
Sia: We have completed, with the aid of Mr. 
Underwood, the examination of the records of the 


| $39,923 12. 
3 > 1” Of this there occurred— 
rectly, the sams withdrawn by Mr. Swartwout |i In the year 1832, the sum of...» e. e e $29,632 46 
from the public moneys under his charge, during i In the year 1833, the sum of... 3,674 04 
-each successive quarter of his official term, and || In the year 1834, the sum of.....+..- 1,173 09 
never replaced, A summary statement, exhibiting h In the year 1835, the sum of.......+. 5,343 53 
this in detail, has been drawn out by Mr. Under- | ae 
- wood, and is among the documents transmitted to | 


you herewith. | 


t 8 t H . . 
ULL Gist, banibUie a belence fun E ere borane of Whe oath italien chinace! 
Swartwout, exclusive of interest, of $1,344,119 65. | of 2d Mareh; 1799y tHe coletor 1s lo fecais e Tam 
lt iş supposed that a further adjustment of his | 
accounts, and the production of the formal and | 
necessary vouchers for sums for 
be entitled to credit, will authorize a further allow- ij 
ance of $148,413 96. This will make the sum 
with which he is chargeable $1,225,705 69, exclu- | 


Heenan This ie th i Swartwout under the above provision. 
sive of interest. This is the amount that he appears '| not however, debited in his own cash account; 
to have withdrawn and never replaced. Hi 


DERE i| and though admitted in his accounts rendered t 
(According to the statement of Mr. Ogden and | the Treasury, it has never been paid over. 


Mr. ‘Phillips, heretofore mentioned to you, and 


subsequently confirmed by them in writing as well | aggregate to $39,240 05, were received by Mr 
as verbally, the use of the public money com- | Swartwout during the years 1834 and 1835. They 
menced as early as the close of 1829, or the begin- | were for the following sums, respectively: 


ning of 1830; the practice being to transfer at the 1834, August 23, No. 9,677... « «+ «47,637 21 
commencement of the week, to the Treasurer of j 1835, May 2 No. 837. Y nee "91 895 15 
the United States, no more than the amount re- | 1835, June 39 No. 993..... eee 9707 69 
ceived previous to Saturday morning; and thus to | : Mees pice ee? 
$39,240 05 


ORTE 


to the United States, as their portion of various 


réplace successively from the subsequent receipts | 
the-sums withdrawn, so that the deficiency might 
not appear. Though the sums thus replaced after } 
they were taken, can form no part of the balance | 
now charged against Mr. Swartwout, which con- 
sists only of sums never returned, yet we endeav- 
dred to obtain from Mr. Phillips the items of this 
gort from the commencement. We were unable 
todo so. The original check-book of Mr. Swart- : 
wout from June, 1830, to December, 1831, through | 
which, perhaps, they might have been traced, was 
not, after diligent search, to be found; and although 
Mr, Phillipe commenced, as he stated, in the year | 
1834, when the deficit began to be large, to make | 
a memorandum by which he can now designate | 
the sums withdrawn subsequent to that period ii 
by Mr. Swartwout, from the cash fund for his | 
own use, yet he declared his inability to do so any || A is official ter 
earlier. The evidence, therefore, in regard to the || sha of his o ucla te m; 
moneys that were withdrawn and replaced, is || ee ee ia o a : 
found in the verbal communications made tous || *" cae tie ENCER DICCASR WIIS iT o a 
by Mr. Ogden and Mr. Phillips, which were given | 1 ‘ 836. WO A aeaa ite eels" E e $6,368 ne 
in our previous reports to you, and in their letters | la 1 36, M WANs eserse eesererees 30,788 29 
and written statements, of which copies will be | n ABST, it WAG ee cesereeeeeees 23,134 88 
found among the documents transmitted to you i : T 
herewith. j A i $60,291 42 
We have ascertained that the $1,925,705 69 | Se 
taken by Mr. Swartwout and not replaced, in- | 
éreased gradually, from the first quarter of 1830 | 
to the end of the first quarter of 1838, when his | 
official term expired, and that it was drawn from 
various funds. 
< The deficit of Mr. Swartwout, at the end of each 
successive year, was as follows: 


Mr. Swartwout received these warrants under 
the authority of. the 2d section of the act of 27th 
June, 1834, to make up an alleged deficiency in 
the fees and emoluments of: his office to meet the 
compensation due to his clerks. Their receipt 
appears by his.books, but the proceeds have never 
been debited in his cash account, and their whole 
amount still remains entirely unaccounted for. 

Cash was withdrawn forthe alleged purpose of 
paying the expenses of the office, beyond the actual 
amount of these expenses, as exhibited by Mr. 
Swartwout’s own accounts and vouchers. The 
aggregate of this excess is $60,291 42. The 
application of this fund commenced in the third 


| quarter of 1836. 


i; the custom-house is, that there were various im- 
| porters who were entitled to the extension afforded 


On the 31st December, 1830........¢ $622 34 || by the great fire in the winter of 1835—36, but who 
On the $lst December, 1831......4¢ 1,168 87 | had actually paid their bonds. This sum Mr. 
On the 31st December, 1832....... 30,801 33.) Swartwout withdrew from the cash fund, in order, | 
On the 31st December, 1833........ 35,298 54 i as was alleged, to refund to these importers the | 
On the 31st. December, 1034...... e. (50,370 04 | amount of their bonds so paid, and to give them |! 


On the 31st December, 1835. ..... 
On the 3let December, 1836........ 


137,061 69 


i the benefits of the extension. It never was, how- 
336,718 69 


On the 3lst December, 1837....... 1,016,955 32 | debit of cash. It still remains unaccounted for. 
On the 28th March, 1838........ «1,225,705 69: H will thus be seen that the sums withdrawn | 


The’ tonnage duty” is the first fund in which 
the deficit exists. lt amounts in the aggregate to || feitures, Treasury warrants, office expenses, and 
$2,271 39. Of this there occurred in the year | cash to be refunded to merchants, amounted, alto- 
1830, $622 34; in the year 1831, $546 33; in the í gether, to $221,907 36. All these were fands that 

ear 1833, $823 17; in the year 1835, $279 35. 
None of these sums are found to be debited in the | placed in the Treasury of the United States, or 
cash account of Mr. Swartwout. In the year | appropriated to the specific purposes for which 
1836, however, there is a debt to that account of || they came into the collector’s hands. 
$488 15, for correction of errors, leaving the whole | The next fund in which we trace the deficit is 
amount of tonnage duty receivedand unaccounted | 
for, $1,783 24: It- may be that this deficit has | ceding; it consists of cash received by the collector, 
arisen from errors which have crept into the '| but which, according to the usage of the custom- 
account during: the five years through which it || house, that officer has been in the habit of retain- 
extends. The amount is so small as to give color i| ing in his own hands, under the designation of 
to this supposition. . i. protests’? and “ deposits for unascertained dirties,™ 

The t forfeitures and penalties’? belonging to the || instead of paying it into the Treasury. The for- 
United States constitute the second fund in which || mer consists of sams supposed to- be necessary to 


$39,823 12 | 


the court all sums received on account of fines, . 
| penalties, and forfeitures, for a breach of the rev- | 
: | enne laws, and he is to account for them quarterly : 
which he may || to the Treasury. The sum above stated belonged | 


penalties and forfeitures, and was received by Mr. | 
It was | 


i. Three “Treasury warrants,” amounting in the | 


quarter of 1835, and extended down to the last ii 
It is thus distributed |j 


A single item, under the name of ** cash retained ; 
Jor refunding merchants,” appears in the first | 
It amounts to’ $80,769 52. The! 
|| explanation given of this item by the auditor of | 


ii by the act of Congress to those who had suffered | 


i ever, applied to that purpose, or restored to the | 


i| from these five funds, viz: tonnage duties, for- || 


i| ought, immediately on their receipt, to have been | 


; mush larger in amount than either of the pre- | 


| han that which is authorized by law, and where, 
| at the time of paying the duty, the importer hag 
| fled with the collector a ‘protest’? against the 
| duty charged. The latter consists of sums de- 
‘| posited by the importer at the time of making his 
entry, in cases where the necessary calculations 
and examinations to ascertain the exact amount 
of duty require considerable time; and the deposit 
| remains in the hands of the collector until it is so 
l ascertained, when the proper amount of duty is 
| paid by him into the Treasury, and the balance 
returned to the importer. It is evident that these 
l; funds must, from their nature, constantly leave in 
il the hands of the collector a very large sum, the 
|| amount received or retained by him always sup- 
plying whatever may be withdrawn to meet the 
necessary payments, either of protests or ascer- 
tained duties. 

When Mr. Swartwout’s term expired, on the 
28th March, 1838, it appears, by his own account, 
that he was chargeable with $201,096 40 of cash 
retained to meet ‘protests, and with $164,010 60° 
| of cash ‘*deposited with him to meet unascer- 
| tained duties.” The only portion of this which 
| he paid over to his successor was $8,229 94 to 
|| meet “ protests;’’ leaving the amount of that fund 
i| retained by him, $192,866 46. In the deposits to 
+ 


| meet ‘unascertained’ duties,” Mr. Underwood 
| notes a small error of $166 44, making it, in 
| fact, $164,177 04, and thus exhibiting the whole 
amount of cash retained out of these two funds of 
“protests” and ‘deposits,’ $357,043 50. None 
of this is now to be found in any bank deposit to 
the credit of the late collector, nor hag any pro~ 
vision been made for it. The whole appears to 

| have been appropriated by him, from time to'time, 
to his private use. We endeavored to ascertain 

exactly the amounts of cash which had been suc- 
cessively withdrawn, so as to make up the whole 
of these funds. Mr. Phillips, the assistant cashier, 

who kept the check-books, from which: only this 
| can be traced, has given us a statement of such of 
‘ithe suma thas drawn out by Mr. Startwout for 

; his private use as he was able to obtain from the 


| 
E 


‘old check-books in the office and his own memo- 
|i randams. It embraces only the interval between 
November, 1834, and June, 1837, and amounts’in 
i the aggregate to $193,602 20. Of this sum, the 
ii cash noted by Mr. Phillips as being withdrawn, 
was— 


enone 


i In the year 1834. .esossnene ene 86,261 20 
j In the year 1835. .ssersueess. e 43,700 00 
| Inthe year 1836...+e..¢6e068 97,841 00 


Inthe year 1837. 45,800 00 


evoreoo 


$193,602 20 


In the earlier period of these transactions, (that 
is, from 1829 until the close of 1834,) Mr. Phillips 
was not in the habit of noting the checks thug 
used by Mr. Swartwout, and he states that from 
| this circumstance, and from the loss of the check- 
i} book of 1830 and 1831, (to which we have ad- 


| verted,) he is unable to trace out the particular 
items which constitute the residue of the cash thus 
withdrawn, The statement of Mr. Phillips, 
giving the amount of each check so drawn, will 
be found among the documents transmitted to you 
| herewith, ; 

It may be proper here to add a remark in regard 
to the fund alleged to be retained to meet * pro- 
| tests.” No such fund, as we have observed, exists 
| in fact; it has been entirely used and absorbed. 
‘| But, in addition to this, we were informed by the 


|; present collector that such is the situation in which 
| the papers and documents connected with this 
| business have been left, that it is quite impossible 
for him to present anything like an estimate of 
| the sum that may be required to meet the protests, 
i should any damages be ultimately recovered. On 
| an application from the Treasury Department to 
| the district attorney, made some time since, he 
| gave the same reply, accompanied with the fact 
| that the whole amount of packages of goods on 
| which the duties had been protested, and which 


| then formed the subject of suit, was but six hun- 
dred and sixty, 


1638.) t 
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by Mr. Ogden, of $30,008, ‘to the Solicitor: of ‘the 
Treasury, as being a deduction to be made from 
-the amount due from Mr. Swartwout. It was-not, 
-however, a sum standing in the name of the latter 
as collector, or forming ‘any portion of either -of 
these funds; it Was money in the possession of 


It is also proper to-reféer to the payment made: 


Mr. Ogden, but admitted by him to have been re- | 


ceived from Mr.:Swartwout, and which he volun- 
tarily paid-ever to the United States. 


“Theremaining fund, the deficiency which makes | 


up thewhole debt of Mr. Swartwout, is the “bond 
‘account. By Mr. Swartwout’s returns to the 
Department, it appears that when his 
„Office expired he was chargeable with 
8,994,656 59 of bonds for duties not paid into 


‘the Treasury. Of these, he transferred to his | 


accessor, the present ‘collector, $6,045,386 13, 
“constituting the portion of these bonds not yet 
due, or unpaid. Healso accounted for a further 
‘portion, amounting to $2,302,525 63, as having 
been sent to the district attorney for suit.. This 
leaves the sum of $646,754 83, being the aggregate 
of the deficit in Mr. Swartwout’s bond account. 
On examination, we ascertained that, of this aggre- 
gate the amounts that became due were.as follows: 
in the year 1837, the sum of... «+ «$611,299 93 
And in the first quarter of 1838...... | 2,504 28 


“Maltigg-tagether.. sos cavaecs'ee «cess 613,804 21 
Of the:remaining sum of.. esws ees. 32,950 62 


whith:is necessary to make up the.. $646,754 83 
we were unable to ascertain the particulars. It 
may consist of bonds not accounted for at earlier 
periods; and though it may ultimately be traced 
out, this cannot be done without a thorough ex- 
atnination ‘of the bond account, from the com- 
mencement of Mr. Swartwout’s term. 

dt will bè seen that this deficit in the bond ac- 
count first occurs in the year 1837. Shortly after 
‘its ccommencement, Mr. Phillips, the assistant 
cashier, kept.a.list for his own satisfaction (as he 
stated) of a large number of these bonds, which 
‘had been: paid, and the money received by Mr. 
Swartwout. iit amounts altogether to $597,331 63. 
‘When the.bond'account came to be finally adjusted, 
in the summer of 1838, by Mr. Fleming, the aud- 
itor:of the custom-house during the latter part of 
Mr. Swartwout’s term, he received from Mr. Phil- 
lips the original list thus made out and kept, and 
found it to agree, as far as it went, with the defi- 
ciency in the bonds which he had ascertained him- 
self, and to which he had called Mr. Swartwout’s 
attention. Et fell short, however, of the whole 
amount of the deficiency in the bond account of 
the year 1837, and the first quarter of 1838, by 
$16,472 58; but the particulars of this latter sum 
Mr. Fleming obtained, so as to make the whole 
amount of the bond account chargeable to Mr. 
Swartwout during that period, $613,804 21, as 
before stated. An explanatory communication 
of Mr. Fleming, relative to the bond account, to- 
gether with the list made by Mr. Phillips, will be 
found among the documents transmitted to you. 

It will thug be seen that the deficit of Mr. Swart- 
wout exists in the following different funds: 


Tonnage duties...... EEEE $1,783 24 
Forfeitures..cacssceccsseccneeess 39,833 12 
Treasury warrants........ ee «= 39,240 05 
Office expenses.......... sesssense 60,291 42 
Cash to be refunded to merchants... 80,769 53 
Cash to meet “protests s.s.s...» 192,866 46 
Cash deposited to meet unascertained 

ULES. eses ossenesuoreosesseso 164,177 04 


Bond account... cesseseeseecees 646,754 83 
$1,225,705 69 


~ "The length and laborious nature of this investi- 
gation, added to the steps which have been neces. 
sary to sectire for the United States, ag far as 
could be done, the property of Mr. Swartwout 
and his sureties, has left us but little opportunity 
to offer for yout consideration any suggestioris-as 
to the best mode of preventing for the future’ sim- 
ilar defalcations. Such suggestions, ‘too, must 
mainly depénd upon ‘the general’ plan tat it may 
be deemed: expedient to adopt, and wilt essentially 
vary, as that may be the formation of a new sys- 


| 


| exists. : 


| collector, as funds under his exclusive control; 


tem forthe collection and safe-keeping of the rev- ff 
‘enue derived from customs, or thé mere substitu- 


tion of certain changes in that which at present 


It will, however, be perceived at once, from the 
facts communicated, that the success which has 
attended the present defateation, and its long 
concealment, may be attributed in a considerable 
degree to defects incident to the present system. 
These defects are, mainly, that the same officer 
(the collector) ascertains the sums due to the 
Government for duties, reports them himself to |! 
the Treasury, collects the money for them, re- 
ports the sums collected, and makes and reports 
all the expenditures charged upon them before 
they go into the Treasury; that large sums of |} 
public money are retained for long periods by the 


and that there are no inspections, regular or occa- || 
sional, into the books and proceedings of the sev- 
eral custom-houses, now directed by law. 

` These defects readily suggest the following 
remedies: 

1. That the system for the collection of revenue 
from customs should resemble that adopted in 
regard to the revenue from lands; that the officer 
who ascertains the amount dué to the Govern- 
ment, admits vessels to entry, and performs the 
various functions connectéd with those parts of 
a collector’s duty, should be distinct from, and 
independent of, the officer who receives and is 
accountable for the moneys accruing on thosé 
duties. Each making his separate reports, and 
held to a separate responsibility, would prove a 
complete check upon the other, and lead to an 
immediate detection of error, neglect, or defalca- 
tion. 

2. That all sums of money should be paid into 
the Treasury; that no officer should be permitted 
to retain funds, under any pretext, or make pay- 
ments, except on estimates previously made to the 
Treasury, or on accounts properly submitted and 
examined. There would be no difficulty in so 
arranging this plan as to give quite as much fa- 
cility as exists at presen: in the payment of de- 
bentures, and all other charges now deducted from 
the accruing revenue, while it would obviate the 
disadvantages that are inseparable from the pres- 
ent mode. 

3. That actual inspections by competent officers 
from the Treasury Department should be made 
from time to time, at every principal custom-house. 
Had such inspections been made at New York, 
this defalcation could have been easily detected 
before it had long existed, or reached any very 
considerable amount. 

4. That the use of the public money by any ofti- 
cer intrusted with its collection, safe-lteeping, or || 
disbursement, should be made a criminal offense, 
severely punishable. 

Weare, very respectfully, yours, 

H. D. GILPIN, 
J. N. BARKER. |i 
| 


Hon. Levr WoopguRY., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


DEFENSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION, i 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In Senate, December 21, 1838, 


In reply to Mr. Davis’s charge of Extravagance || 
against the friends of the Administration. i 


Mr. STRANGE said: | 

I was very unfortunate, Mr. President, in not |} 
being in my seat when the Senator from Massa- || 
chusetts commenced his remarks in reply to a || 
few words which fell from me the other day; but | 
having heard a part only of those remarks, I must |; 
endeavor to make the best replication to them that, | 
under the circumstances, may be in my power. ‘It | 
cannot be expected that I should do justice either || 
to the subject or myself, in thas promptly answer- || 
ing what, it is evident, has-been prepared’ with |! 
hours of labor and: premeditation; and the only ii 
support and sourcé of confidence I possess ig, that || 
I have truth and justice on my side. i 


| were; and assuming, further, that Pmi 


‘proper places in the political ranks. 
| true, are obviously and confessedly the friends of 
| the Administration, and others as palpably its 
| opponents; but there are others whose position 


responsible for the expenditures of the Go 
ment; attributing. to me the assertion ‘that they 
jade that 
assertion in the character of an assailant; whereas 
the truth is, the attitude in which I-stood 
of a defendant, denying ‘the truth of thi 
tion coming from the other side, that th 
Administration was chargeable wit! 
travagance of public expenditure. My 
was, that there had been, and still was; a'la 
expenditure of the public money, but ‘that: 
Administration, and the friends of the A dini 
tration in this House, could’ not justly bech 
with the guilt of ‘these expenditures; for’ 
propriations were generally carried by 
friends of the Administration (who, as: 
were in favor of low taxation and moderat 
penditure) joining themselves to the mass’ 
Opposition, (who were, on the contrat’ 
body, in favor of high taxation and lavish ex. 
penditure.) I protested against the Opposition 
charging the Administration with extravagance, 
while almost every expenditure was voted for by 
the mass of their own body, opposed by the 
friends of the Administration as a class, and car- 
ried by a few of them in almost every instance, 
who, under some peculiarity of opinion in rela- 
tion to the particular subject, the wishes or’sup- 
posed interests of their constitdents, or some 
other consideration, supported the appropriation 
with the mass of the Opposition, and thus effected 
its passage. I read some passages from the Jour- 
nal of the Senate of the tast session, in proof of 
my position, and left it to. the country to é 
whether my conclusion was just or’ érrone 
did nothing more. But’ one who has héard 
long series of remarks made by ‘the Senato 


0 


P) 


| reply, and his frequent allusions to what T said, 


might justly suppose that I had delivered to the 
Senate a long harangue; whereas I can’ safely 
appeal to those who heard me, whether I detained 
the Senate beyond a few moments, er 

I am not ignorant that there is some ‘little difft- 
culty in assigning to gentlemen inthis body their 
Some, it is 


is not so well defined. The other day I felt so 


j! strongly the delicacy of saying of some gentlemen 
| whether they were the friends of the Administra- 


| REMARKS OF HON. R. STRANGE, | 


tion or its opponents, that I forbore the under- 
taking. If I said they were opponents of the 
Administration, I was fearful of giving offense by 
what would probably be considered as denuncia- 
tion; and if l should say they were friends of the 
Administration, I was equally fearful of firing 
their independent souls with indignation at the 
supposed injustice of ranking them among “ the 
vassals of the President.” There are gentlemén 
in this body claiming, I believe, to constitute “an 
armed neutrality.” Of what number it consists, 
is a question of very delicate decision, and when 
that decision is made, it is still more difficult’ to 
define their position. Judging by their conduct, 
however, they ought not to complain if they are 
ranked with the Opposition, for although a party 
may assume a neutral flag, if it is found continually 
pouring a hot fire into the ranks of one belligerent, 
and never leveling a hostile gun in’ the direction 
of the other, it would not be thought unreasonable 
in those thus constantly assailed to look upon it 


22 
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as having taken side with the enemy.. In th 
present matter, however, T believe it will make but 
little difference in the calculation on which side the 
s armed neutrality”? may chance to be counted. 


My object, Mr. President, in calling the atten- i 
tion of the Senate to the votés on appropriations, į 


is to bring the gentlemen in the Opposition from 
vague and general denunciation to specific and 
intelligible charges. I wish them to toc the mark. 
Iam not ignorant of the prejadice produced through 
the country by this charge of extravagance upon 
the Administration. 


it is just, let its justice be established, and all right- 
ful consequences follow its establishment; but if it 


is unjust, (as I verily believe,) let not innocence | 


be borne down With the burden of guilt. 


It amazes me that the Democratic party has || 


been able to sustain itself with all the disadvantages 
under which it labors. 


intelligence. of the people. ntly 
slain with our own weapons, and our own princi- 


pies are ùsed by our adversaries for our overthrow. |! 
early all the newspapers throughout the country | 


are in the hands of the Opposition, through which 


falsehoods arè circulated, and seen by many whom | 
their contradictions or exposure never reach, The | 


leading principles of Democracy are dear to the 
mass of our people who understand them, and 
they cannot be drawn away from their support by 
fair means. The art which has been most success- 
ful, is the production of a confusion of tongues— 
an obscuration of the marks by which the advo- 
cates of those principles may be known from those 


who oppose them; fastening the imputation of! 
wanting those principles upon those who are most | 
zealously struggling for their maintenance. Thus | 


the people are assured that an Administration 
which has gone furthest. in the rescue of Demo- 
cratic principles, from being overthrown and tram- 
pled under foot, is wanting in economy and ex- 
travagant in its expenditures. All know that 
economy is a cardinal feature in the Democratic 
faith, and the Administration which wants it, is 
wanting in its own principles if it professes to be 
Democratic. When, then, the charge of extrav- 
agance is made and believed, it shakes the confi- 


dence of him who hears and believes it in the jj 


Democracy of that Administration. The conse- 
quence is,an ardent, uncalculating man, who hears 


and believes the charge, is apt, in al! the disgust | 


and indignation of one who conceives himself de- 
ceived or betrayed, to denounce the Administra- 


tion, and withdraw from it his support, without | 
stopping to inquire into the motives of those who || 
profess to point out the supposed abuses, and | 
whether a change of Administration is likely to: 
Itis by a process such as this ; 


produce a reform. S 
that Opposition recruits are constantly supplied. 
Upon the same principle a recent arufice is 
being played off. 
tled in the minds of the Democracy of the country 


that the Pennsylvania Bank of the United States 
had been actively engaged iu the warfare upon ii 


The Administration bas been for 


free principles. 
During all 


years engaged in so denouncing it. 


that time, the Opposition has been at work to | 
countervail these denunciations by representing |. 


them as altogether false and groundless. But, in 
spite of their efforts, a large majority of the people 


of the United States have received these denun- |; 
ciations as speaking forth the words of truth and | 


soberness, and a current is now setting against 
the Bank which can no longer be stemmed. That 


institution having failed, through its hostility, to |! 
overthrow the Administration, an attempt is now : 


made to render its supposed attachment more effect- 
ual. 
country for some months past that an alliance 
had been formed between the Government and the 
Bank. In this state of things, Mr. Biddle, the 
president of that institution, comes out with a 


letter, and much astonighmentisfeltand expressed ;. 
at the dissimilarity of its tone from that of those | 


which have preceded it from the same source, and 
many wonder for what purpose it was written. 


a 
a 


It is done to a great extent | 
in my own State. I wish it thoroughly sifted, If: 


That it has so far done it, |! 
is a cogent argument in favot of the honesty and 
We are constantly ; 


Jt has been for some time set- | 


A rumor. has been running through the || 


o this latter. question there seems to. me to be’ 


of the alliance. The president of the bank could 
not come out and say that such an alliance had 


| 
i been formed, but he could write such a letter as 
|| would leave those who chose to draw inferences 


to do so without blushing. Ostensibly his letter 
is merely for the purpose of announcing his abdi- 


i 
t 


| important matter is the inference to be drawn 
from that abdication, and to give support to that 
| inference was the letter written. As an abdica- 
| tion it must forcibly remind one, who has read 
Goldsmith’s play of the Good-natured Man, of 
Lord Lofty’s renunciation of the control of affairs 
of State. Having pretended that he had vast in- 
| fluence at court, and could dispose of place and 
preferment at his pleasure, he was at last detected, 
i| and all his pretensions found to be utterly ground- 
less—when he philosophically exclaims: * I am 
|i f resolved upon a reformation. So now if any 
‘one has a mind for preferment, he may take my 
‘place. I’m determined to resign.” 

The Bank of the United States has hitherto 
claimed to have the currency of the country under 
its control, and that nothing but its power and 
skill could countervail the mischievous measures 
of the Government; but finding that this delusion 
was fast passing away, and that events were has- 


its ill-gotten power, to the great promotion of the 
j general welfare, that bank makes a merit of neces- 
sity, and professes the resignation of a power it 
never in truth possessed. Listen to the tone in 
which its president speaks: 

‘Of the future it is difficult to speak; but in 
‘that future the Bank of the United States will 
“no longer occupy its past position. 


‘its new place as a State bank, when the troubles 
: ‘of 1837 forced it in some degree back into its old 
‘position; and it then devoted all its power to 
‘assist in carrying the country unhurt through 
i; Sits recent troubles. Flaving done this, its ex- 
‘traordinary duties ceased. For the future it ab- 
‘dicates this involuntary power. It hasno longer 
‘any responsibility to the Union; it hagno longer 
‘| “any controversies with the Government of the 
‘Union. It now desires only repose, and it will 


‘concerns. 


‘the last two years, it has been my lot to be more 
‘prominent than my own inclination prompted, 
‘and often to assume a station which would have 
‘better fitted others. But public calamities justify 
‘the apparent forwardness they require, as great 
‘dangers are best met by defying them. My task 
‘is now ended, and L gladly withdraw from these 


i * res iliti ing wi e the only satis- |! De aa An 
responsibilities, carrying with m only satis- | proposition is disproved. 


‘faction I ever sought in them—the consciousness 
: fof having done my duty to the country as a good 
i‘ citizen.” 

But in its expiring throes, as the antagonist of 
the Government, the bank yet seeks to wound, 


cation of the autocracy of this Republic, but the | 


tening on the disclosure, that the movements of | 
the Government had been in fact stripping it ofi 


The Bank | 
‘of the United States had ceased to be a national || 
“institution in 1836, and was preparing to occupy | 


e I rejoice, too, that this new position of the | 
li ‘bank absolves me from many cares and duties. || 


‘In the general confusion of public affairs, during || Voted This 
. ’ 


and by giving color to a report that a reconcilia- | 


| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
l 


| 

i “take its rank hereafter, as a simple State insti- ‘| f foe 

eat Oe 2 -q || public Treasury, and who for keeping it open that 
tution, devoted exclusively to its own special || this record was produced. 


tion had taken place between them, cause many | 


i to withdraw from the support of an Administra- | 
tion which had given the hand of fellowship, ag | 
might be supposed, to one of the deadliest enemies || 
| of Democracy. See in what terms of inuendo its | 


; president expresses himself: 


‘ernment, In my letter to you of the 5th of April 
last, I stated my ‘ conviction that there could be 
no safe or permanent resumption of specie pay- 
ments by the banks until the policy of the Gov- 
ernment towards them was changed.’ This 
change was soon and happily made. On the 
30th of May the specie circulars, requiring pay- 
“ments in coin in the land offices, was repealed 
oby Congress. 


‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
£ 


“ During these movements it became important | 


‘to understand distinctly the course of the Gov- | ; F $ 
yY ii © Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, 


On the 25th of June, the bill: 


= t galled the Sub-Treasury, requiring coin in all | 


; ‘payments to the Government, was negatived, 


but one response—it is a partof the system—it | ‘In the month of July, the Government agreed to | 
was to give color and confrmation to the rumor i|‘ receive an anticipated payment of the bonds of | 


‘the bank to the amount of between four or five 
‘millions of dollars, in a credit to the Treasurer 
‘on the books of the bank, and arrangements 
‘ were made for the more distant public disburse- 
“ments in the notes of the bank. These arrange- 
‘ments, as honorable to the executive officers as 
‘ they were beneficial to the public service, brought 
t the Government into efficient coöperation for the 
t reéstablishment of the currency, and opened the 
‘ way to a resumption of specie payments. That 
‘resumption accordingly took place throughout the 
s middle States on the 13th of August, and in many 
‘of the southern and western States soon after.” 


{ 
| 


But to return to the subject of extravagance, 
which has been, as I have said, similarly used, and 
for similar purposes. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts charges me with reading the Senate a 
homily on economy, and speaks of my censuring 
the Senate for its votes. Now, this all rests en- 
tirely in the imagination of the Senator. I read 
no homilies to the Senate, neither did I undertake 
to censure ahy Senator for his vote. I only com- 
plained, as 1 still do, against gentlemen voting for 
measures themselves, and then censuring others 
for the extravagance of them. It was to show the 
injustice of this complaint, coming from gentlemen 
in the Opposition, and that expenditures were 
made principally by their votes, that I read the 
record, which he has taken up and endeavored to 
explain, so as to do away the force of my infer- 
ences. He takes up, in the first place, the record 


1 at page 328 of the Senate Journal, and inquires 


“what there is to complain of here? Again: I say 
I made no complaint against gentlemen for their 
votes. I only said that this was a bill for, the ap- 
propriation of money for laying out a road in the 
Wisconsin Territory; and, judging by past ex- 
perience, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Watxer] moved to amend it by inserting, ‘* Pro- 
‘ vided always, That nothing contained in this act 
‘ shall be so construed as to imply that the United 
t States are pledged, or in any manner bound, to 
‘make any appropriations in future to make.or 
‘construct said roads, or any part or portion of 
‘ them,” lest it might be used as a plea for further 
appropriations; that Government, having com- 
menced the work, was bound to go on, and thug 
entail upon us endless expenditures. lt was to 
see who was willing to stop this leak from the 


The Senator from 
Massachusetts, in recalling our attention to it and, 
i to show that my inference is unwarranted, selects 
for reading only. a few of the names of those who 
| insist, is not the fair way of pro- 
| ceeding. ‘The Senator well knows that his speech 
| will be read by many who will never look inte 
| the Journal to see what, upon the whole, is the 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


complexion of the votes on each side, He singles 
| out a few conspicuous individuals on the Admin- 
| istration side, who voted against the amendment, 

and from thence would have it inferred that my 
But my proposition 
was not that none of the friends of the Adminis- 
i tration voted against economical measures, but, 


i with the mass of the Opposition, from local or 
| other considerations, voting against them; and 
thus these measures failed, and the contrary ones 
prevailed. In fairness, the whole record should 
be submitted, by which, as I insist, my proposi- 
tion would be fully sustained. The vote really 
stood thus: 

| Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
| * Messrs. Allen, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
‘Grundy, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, 


| 
| on the contrary, that a few were always found 
i 
| 
| 


€ Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Swift, 
t Trotter, Walker, White, and Williams. 

‘Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs. 
‘ Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Kentucky, 
< Clayton, Davis, Fulton, Hubbard, Knight, Linn, 
‘Prentiss, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, 
t Tipton, Webster, and Young.” 

On the. motion to postpone the special order of 
the day for the purpose of considering the bill 
; CS. 86) for the continuation of the Cumberland 
l road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Ulinois, 
i it iş recorded in Senate Journal, p. 244: 
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i The yeas were: Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Clay | ‘The bill (S. 241) to encourage the introduc- || are,) but am thoroughly opposed 40 tha ugger- 


* of Kentucky, Crittenden, Davis, Fulton, Knight, 
< Merrick, Morris, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Rob- 
€ inson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Swift,Tallmadge, 
‘Tipton, Webster, White, and Young. 
‘ Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs. 
€ Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Clayton, Cuthbert, | 
< Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nich- 
tolas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Roane, Strange, | 
*Trotter, Walker, Wall, Williams, and Wright.” 
So that although the votes in favor of taking up 
the bill, and thereby indicating a friendly feeling || 
towards it, were mixed, yet of those opposed to it, 
twenty-onein number, there was but a single Op- 
position vote.. 
Again, on motion by Mr. Norverz, to lay this | 


bill on the table, it was decided in the negative— ! 
yeas 18, nays 19. 

“The yeas were: Messrs. Bayard, Brown, 
* Buchanan, Cuthbert, Fulton, Hubbard, King, 
“Lumpkin, Lyon, McKean, Mouton, Nicholas, | 
© Norvell, Rives, Roane, Walker, Wall, and Wil- 
“Jiarns. 

‘ The nays were: Messrs. Allen, Benton, Clay 
t of Kentucky, Crittenden, Grundy, Knight, Mer- 
“rick, Morris, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Indi- 
“ana, Spence, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Trotter, 
s Webster, White, and Young.” 

In page 414 of the Journal will be found the 
passage of the Cumberland road bill, which wad 
passed by the following vote. 

“Those who vated in the affirmative were: || 
t Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, |; 
“Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Da- 
‘vis, Fulton, Grundy, Knight, Linn, McKean, 
‘Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, | 
‘Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Spence, Swift, Tip- | 
‘ton, Webster, Wright, and Young. 

“Those who voted in the negative were: 
‘Messrs. Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Clayton, | 
t Hubbard, King, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, Norvell, 
$ Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Smith of Con- 
* necticut, Strange, Trotter, and Williams.” 

Only three Opposition men voting in the nega- 
tive: and again, upon its being returned from the 
House with an amendment, it is found as follows 
on page 417 of the Senate Journal: 

t On the question ‘Shall this bill pass with an 
‘amendment?’ it was determined in the affirma- 
* tive—yeas 23, nays 18. 


“On motion of Mr. Lumpkin, the yeas and 
‘nays being desired by one fifth of the Senators |! 
* present, 

“Those who voted in the affirmative were: | 
£ Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Ken- | 
‘tucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Grundy, 
* Knight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Rob- 
*bins, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, 
“Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wright, and Young. 

“Those who voted in the negative, were: |j 
* Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
‘Clayton, Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
* Mouton, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Pres- ' 
t ton, Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Trotter, and 
* Wiliams.” 

The next vote to which I adverted, was the bill 
explanatory of the act regulating the pay and | 
emoluments of the brevet officers. | 

On the question “ Shall this bill be engrossed and | 
read a third time?’’ it was determined in the afirm- 
ative—yeas 20, nays 18. 

‘¢ Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
‘t Messrs; Allen, Bayard, Benton, Clay of Ala- | 
t bama, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Crittenden, 
“Cuthbert, Fulton, Knight, Merrick, Nicholas, 
t Norvell, Preston, Rives, Roane, Ruggles, Tall- 
s madge, Trotter, and Wall. 

“Those who. voted in the negative were: || 
* Messrs. Brown, Grundy, Hubbard, King, |! 
“Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Niles, Pierce, Pren- || 
* tiss, Robinson, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
‘Indiana; Strange, White, Williams, Wright, ii 


‘and Young.” | 
- How many of the Opposition voted against this 
bill?—a bill: proposing to increase the compensa- 
tion of a class of officers without any ¢orrespond- 
ent benefit to the public. : 

In the Senate Journal, 


page 466, it is found thus | 
recorded: - 


‘tion, and promote the cultivation of, tropical 
‘plants in the United States, having been reported 
‘by the committee correctly engrossed, was read a 
i third time. 

‘On the question, ‘Shall this bill pass?’ 

“It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 26, 
‘nays 11. 

“On motion by Mr. Tipton, 

«The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth 
t of the Senators present, 

«¢ Those who voted in the affirmative are: Messra. 
‘Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clay of Kentucky, 
‘Clayton, Fulton, Grundy, Linn, Lumpkin, Me- 
‘Kean, Merrick, Mouton, Nicholas, Norvell, 
‘Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of 


| *Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Tall- 


‘madge, Trotter, Wall, Webster, and Young. 

« Those who voted in the negative are: Messrs. 
‘Allen, Clay of Alabama, Hubbard, King, Mor- 
‘ris, Niles, Pierce, Strange, Tipton, White, and 
* Williams.” 

A small minority, only one of whom is an 
Opposition man. 

On the bill to purchase the right to use Dr. Boyd 
Reilly’s vapor bath, 


“ On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
‘and read a third time?”’ 

“Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 15, 
‘nays 20. 

« Those who voted inthe affirmative are: Messrs. 
‘ Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Fulton, 
t Grundy, Knight, Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, Me- 
t Kean, Merrick, Prentiss, Robinson, Sevier, and 
‘Swift. 

“ Those who voted in the negative are: Messrs. 
‘Allen, Buchanan, Clay of Alabama, Clayton, 
‘t Hubbard, King, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Nor- 
‘vell, Roane, Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, 
‘ Strange, Trotter, Wall, White, Williams, Wright, 
“and Young.” 

How many of the Opposition were found voting 
against this expenditure? 

In page 519 will be found that, the bill making 
appropriations for building light-houses, light- 
boats, beacon-lights, buoys, and for making sur- 
veys, being under consideration, the question on 


‘taking up the bill was decided—yeas 23, nays 14: 


“The yeas were: Messrs. Bayard, Clay of 
‘Kentucky, Clayton, Cuthbert, Davis, Hubbard, 
‘King, Knight, Lyon, McKean, Mouton, Nich- 
tolas, Niles, Norvell, Prentiss, Rives, Ruggles, 
‘Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Tall- 
“madge, Wall, Williams, and Wright. 

«Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs. 


i‘ Allen, Benton, Clay of Alabama, Crittenden, 


‘Fulton, Lumpkin, Merrick, Pierce, Preston, | 
‘Roane, Robinson, Sevier, White, and Young.” | 


How many of the Opposition were found voting | 
against this measure? At avery late period of | 
the last night of the session, I rose for the pur- 
pose of stopping this bill, but it being found that 
a quorum was not present, I was prevailed upon ; 
not to persist in calling for the yeas and nays, as 
it would have put a stop to all the other business | 


| of the Senate. 


The Senator asks why Iam so much opposed | 
to light-houses and harbors, to those important | 
assistants to commerce? I have never expressed | 
hostility to either the one or the other. I admit 
that commerce has been a great benefactress to 
mankind. I did denounce the system or principle 
of the light-house and harbor bills, which, in my 
opinion, has done much to corrupt the legislation | 
of this country. They are carried through upon | 
the log-rolling principle, a principle, in my estima- 
tion, so corrupting in its tendency, that with all | 
the inconveniences that might attend it, I would | 
willingly see the Constitution so amended as to 
prohibit the introduction of more than one subject 
into the same bill, even by way of amendment. 


| But I have no objection to light-houses when 


necessary and proper, and with those limitations, | 
would not even oppose their being located “‘ in the | 
skies.” To light, in every form, and from every | 
source, I am friendly. Iam not one of those who | 
prefer darkness to light, (1 will not say “ because | 


their deeds are evil,” but because it does not suit 


Il their purposes to have things seen as they really 


mugger mode of proceeding by which truth is 
stifled or hid, and advantages unjustly obtained. 
I next called the attention of the Senate to. the 
appropriation for the suppression of Indian hos- 
lilities, and reminded the Senate what frequentand 
loud complaints were then made of extravagance, 
and how often the expenses of the Seminole war 
were calculated and spoken of, and yet, when it 
came to the vote, upon a call for the -yeas-and 
nays, not a Senator on either side could bring 
himself to vote against the bill. In proceeding 
with the record, I came to the harbor bill, and 
referred to, page 538 of the Senate Journal: 


“On motion of Mr. Davis, that the Senate pro- 
‘ceed to the consideration of the bill to provide for 
‘certain harbors, and for the removal of obstruc- 
‘tions in, and at the mouths of certain rivers,;and 
‘for other purposes, during the year 1838, it was 
‘determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 11. 

“Those who voted in the affirmative: were: 
‘Messrs. Bayard, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, 
‘ Hubbard, Lyon, Merrick, Niles, Norvell, Rob- 
‘bins, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Tall- 
‘madge, Tipton, Webster, Williams, and Wright. 

« Those who “voted in the negative were: 


£ Messrs. Brown, Clay of Alabama, Fulton, King, 


‘Lumpkin, Nicholas, Pierce,. Preston, Trotter, 
“Wall, and White.” ; ne 
How many of the Opposition voted’ against 
taking up this bill, which involved such’ heavy 
expenditures? ; Toe 
“On a motion made indefinitely tò postpone 
‘this bill, those who voted in the affirmative were: 
‘Messrs. Benton, Brown, Clay of Alabama, 
‘Crittenden, King, Lumpkin, Mouton, Nicholas, 
t Niles, Pierce, Presion, Rives, Roane, Smith of 
t Connecticut, Strange, Trotter, Wall, and White. 
“Those who voted in the negative were: 
‘ Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Buchanan Clay, of Ken- 
‘tucky, Clayton, Davis, Fulton, Hubbard, Mer- 
‘rick, Norvell, Robbins, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith 
‘ of Indiana, Southard, Tallmadge, Tipton, Web- 
‘ster, Williams, Wright, and Young.” ; 
Ona motion to amend by inserting an addi- 
tional appropriation of $48,000, ; oa 
‘ Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
t Messrs. Bayard, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
‘ Davis, Lyon, Merrick, Norvell, Robbins, Rug- 
“gles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Tall- 
‘madge, Tipton, Wall, Webster, and Wright. : 
*« Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs. 
“Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay of Ala- 
‘ bama, Crittenden, Elubbard, King, Lumpkin, 
* Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Pierce, Preston, Rives, 
t Roane, Strange, Trotter, Williams, White, and 
t Young.” 
On a motion to amend by striking out an appro- 
priation of $20,000, i 
“The votes were, in the affirmative: Messrs. 
‘ Allen, Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay of Ala» 
t bama, Hubbard, King, Lyon, Nicholas, Niles, 
‘ Norvell, Pierce, Rives, Roane, Strange, Trotter, 
‘Wall, White, Williams, and Wright. 
“ Those in the negative were: Messrs. Bayard, 
* Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Crittenden, Davia, 
‘Fulton, Merrick, Preston, Robbins, Sevier, 
‘ Smith of Indiana, Southard, Tipton; Webster, 
“and Young.” 


On the Indian appropriation bill, to which 
Mr. Waite offered an amendment appropriating 
$150,000 -for subsistence and expenses of such 
Indians west of the Mississippi, who, by reason 
of the recent emigration, &c., were unable to sub- 
sist. themselves, 

« Those who voted in the afirmative were: 
t Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, 
£ Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Fulton, King, Linn, 
t Mouton, Nicholas, Preston, Rives, Roane, Rob- 
fingon, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Southard; Fall- 
€ madge, Tipton, Webster, and White. 

‘ Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs. 
t Allen, Brown, Clay of Alabama, Clay of Ken- 
‘tucky, Hubbard, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Rob- 
‘bins, Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, 
< Wall, and Williams.”? ri 


How many of the Opposition were found voting 
against this bill? Ihave no doubt of-the fxtt, that 
1 could go through'the whole Journal, and produce 
similar results. In truth, almost any proposition 


e 
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meets the views of some few friends of the Admin- 
istration, supported by the mass of the Opposition. 
But let the facts go before the country; I wish to 
produce no false impression. ' 
But the Senator from Massachusetts says that 
all these appropriations amount to between onl 
two and three millions of dollars, and asks why Í 
have not thought proper to go into the extrava- 
gances of other years. The Senator hus been dis- 
tinctly informed that it was only in the sudden- 


ness of reply to a challenge made by himself that | 
I spoke at all, and was obliged to take only such | 


facts as I could readily lay my hand upon. The 


Journals of the last session furnished the most | 
ready source of supply, and to that I accordingly | 


resorted. But to oblige the Senator, i will take 


one instance from the Journal of a former session, i 
in which $5,000,000 are proposed to be voted | 


away at a single dash, in payment of what are 
called French spoliations anterior to 1800. 


By turning to the Senate Journal for the second | 


‘session of the T'wenty-Third Congress, page 125, 


-upon'the question, ‘Shall the bill be engrossed | 


and read a third time?” it will be seen that the 
vote was as follows: 


“In the affirmative: Messes. Bell, Buchanan, | 


* Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Golds- 
t borough, Kent, Knight, McKean, Moore, Nau- 
“dain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rob- 
‘bins, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, 


‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, and Webster”—only H 


two friends of the Administration, 
“Those who voted in the negative were: Messrs, 


‘Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, Calhoun, Cuth- 1 
‘* bert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of! 
t Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Man- | 


‘gum, Morris, Robinson, Talimadge, Tyler, 


‘ White, and Wright’’—not more than four or || 


five Opposition Senators, 


But the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. | 


Pruston,] in reply to my colleague the other 
day, remarked, in justification of his course upon 
this measure, that there was a vast difference be- 
tween voting new expenditures and appropria- 
tions for the payment of the existing debis of the 
Government. 


case, ldo not see how this claim for indemnity 
can be placed upon the footing of a debt. And 


again: party Spirit must rage toan extent even | 
greater than it does at present, when it shall be | 


settled that the votes above reierred to were dic- 


tated solely by a differing sense of justice. Does |! 
any gentleman believe that, however we may |} 
differ in politics, a higher sense of justice prevails i 
No: 
When, then, nearly all of | 


on one side of this Cnamber than the other? 
man can believe it. 
one side are found voting for a proposition, and 


the other against it, some other mode of account: | 
ing for it must be found than the comparative | 


sense of justice of the two parties. 1 insist it 


arises from the diferent sense entertained by the | 
two parties of the nature and character of this | 
Government, and its obligations in relation to! 
revenue: one considering the trust special and: 
for very limited purposes; the other giving it an | 


almost limitless range. 

But I will show, tor the satisfaction of the Sen- 
ator, another fact or two. li the session of 
1833-34, when there was a decided Opposition 


majority in this body, and when the amount | 


called for by the estimates of the ‘Treasury De- 
partment, was ser aeree e 918,057,488 73 
Fhe amount appropriated was.. .. 20,968,992 49 
Exceeding the amount called for 

2,911,503 76 


ppropriations amounting 


Besides this, further a 
to $5,607,488 passed th 


for French spoliations. “Again: 
‘The annual estimates for 1835 were $15,610,232 73 
‘The annual appropriations for 1835 
WEEE ve eeeeeeetescursesensees 18,347,014 36 
The latter exceeding the former... 2,736,781 63 
In the same session, to wit: the 
2d session of the Twenty-Third ` 
Congress, appropriations passed 
an Opposition Senate, which did 
not become a law for want of the 
concurrence of the other branches 


e l admit the correctness of the dis- | 
tinction, but deny its application to the present | 


is body, which did not: 
pass the other, including the famous $5,000,000 | 


| 
HL tO. seen ercecesreccerrecessees 6,031,400 00 
|} So that it appears, in the Twenty-Third Con- 
| gress, when there was a decided Opposition ma- 
jority in this body, appropriations passed it 
| amounting tom 
ist session, actual appropriations $20,968,992 49 
ss projected i 5,607,488 00 
2d session, actual appropriations 18,347,014 36 
i projected s 6,031,400 00 


i 


Total..csssesesceeees cee $50,954,894 85 
While the estimates for the same 
period were— 
Ist session $18,057,488 73 
j Qd seasion......+. 15,610,932 73 


Exceeding the estimates by the 

| small SUM OF 6... eee eee eee o $17,287,173 39 
i, But the Opposition are, whatever may be said of 
|; the particular votes on questions of expenditure, 
|| mainly responsible for the extravagance of the 
Government, in that, through their instrument- 


height. The same principles which contro! men 
as individuals, control them as masses. Give a 
|! man money, and he will be profuse. 
| it ig true, are misers. But the instances are rare. 


| were common, 
|| command of money will render a man extrava- 
l gant, and very frequently profligate. Those, then, 
i 


|! tariffs, &c., are the true authors of extravagance 
| and corruption. When the fiscal channels are filled 
'| to bursting, the fluid will find vent, and pour itself 
| forth in all directions, corrupting individuals and 
i} stimulating the Government to extravagance in all 
|| its forms. Those, therefore, who refuse to bring 
|| down the revenue to the economical wants of the 
|| Government, are, and ought to be, alone respon- 
sible for its extravagance; and upon this ground, 
if no other, it is extremely unfair for the Opposition 
to charge the Administration with excessive ex- 
penditures. 

But it is useless to spend more time in the pro- 
duction of facts in support of what must necessa- 


principles of the Democratic party are in favor of 
an economical administration of the affairs of this 
Government; and when a Democratic administra- 
tion falls into extravagance, itis the effect of human 
weakness, that unfortunate principle of our na- 
ture by which good men are often forced to do by 
temptation what their consciences condemn; and, 
like them, a Democratic administration is always 
striving to make head against temptation, and get 
back again to the path of rectitude. Not so with 


necessarily be vast. 
| protection of manufactures, and to carry out the 


consequences upon which it were tedious at pres- 
ent to enter. 


: but, disguise it as they will, it is not the extrava- 
gance, but the parsimony of this Administration 
which raises up most of its adversaries against it. 
| It is the well-grounded belief that another admin- 
‘istration will scatter, with more profuse hands, 


| gaping to receive, while their throats are roaring 
forth extravagance and corruption. The office-hold- 
ers under this Administration, of which I have 
| often had occasion to remark that a large majority 
of them are hostile to it, are mainly so from the 


| expectation that more liberal provisions will be 


i| extravagancies and corruptions held with a slacker 
_ hand, should the Opposition get into power. 


But the Senator uses the specious argument 
that we of course must be alone responsible for the 
expenditures of the Government, because we are 
the majority, and pass or refuse to pass just what 


i 
E 
i 


i 
| 
| 
‘ful, and can do nothing but what we choose to 


33,667,721 46 | 


ality the revenue has been raised to an inordinate ‘a 
q 

Dome men, | 
i! The miser is a monster, and would not be so if he | 


But in the general, the unlimited |: 


who inordinately enrich the Government by high | 


rily be true from established principles. The || 


the Opposition: a strong, energetic, and splendid | 
central Government is, with them, the first desid- | 
eratum; and to render itso, the expenditures must | 
High tariffs are laid for the |, 
great principles of the American system. By this, | 


| large revenues are raised, which must, in their |: 
turn, be expended within the States, producing | 


Sir, Ladmit our expenditures should be reduced; | 


! those crumbs which so many mouths are eagerly |: 


made for them, and the rein of control over their | 


we please; that the Opposition are a mere hand. / 


allow them. Sir, isthis a fair representation of 
| the case? Is this the way the gentlemen talk upon 

the eve of an election. Do they not then cry. ouz 
that theirs is, in truth, the strong party? that they 
have, and will have, majorities everywhere, and 
let him who wishes to be on the strong side join 
them? But whenever measures are to be investi- 
gated in which they have been the main actors, 
with a view to censure, why then they dwindle 
into a mere handful. Poor innocent creatures! 
| What could such a miserably reduced party do, 
| if they were ever so much disposed? Let thé pub- 
| lic mind be no longer abused by a misconception 
of facts. The Administration’ party is not that 
' drilled and united phalanx which many suppose, 
| On the contrary, it is, as I have said, prone to di- 
i vide on almost every question. Neither isit true 
| that the Opposition is powerless; but, joined as it 

frequently is by the armed neutrality,” is able 
_.to control, as it often does, the action of the Gov- 
ernment. In both ends of the Capitol, measures 
fail which the mass of the friends of the Adminis- 
tion wish to prevail, and e converso. Why, if the 
Administration party is so united, and the Oppo- 
sition so weak, has not the Independent Treasury 
|, bill long since become a law ? 

The Senator from Massachusetts, somewhat 
tired of the journal record, turns to the last annual 
‘report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 

proceeds to complain of him, also, for reading 


homilies, as the Senator chooses to style them, on 
; economy, as if it had not been the practice of the 

Secretary of the Treasury, from the foundation of 

the Government, to offer to Congress through the 
| President his views in relation to the finances of 
; the country, Mr. Hamilton set the example in 

an eminent degree, and has been followed to a 
` greater or less extent by all his successors. The 

Senator then calls our attention with solemn earn- 
| estness to the fact, that the expenditures of the 
Government for the year 1838 are $40,427,218 68, 
and comments on it asa very important discovery. 
Now for what purpose is this done? The Senator 
; knows very well that to the plain men of this coun- 
i try, forty millions is a startling sum, and thatitia 
| dificult for them to imagine any fair mode by 
i, which such a sum can be disposed of; and that in 
į their amazement at the sum they will very probably 
conclude that a large portion of such an expendi- 
| ture was unauthorized, and of course be seized 
with horror at the Administration who made it. 
|, But the Senator from Massachusetts knew how all 
| this was, of what items the expenditures con- 
| sisted, and under what authority it was made. 
: Why, then, did he not, in all fairness, come out and 
| tell us that all these expenditures were under ap- 
propriations by Congress, and that the ap propria» 
tions thus made by Congress exceeded by nearly 
|| twenty millions the sum asked for by the depart- 
| ments of the Government? Why did he notinform 
p us that upwards of eight millions of this forty were 
| in payment of the public debt, including the re- 
ji demption of Treasury notes; that your Indian 
|| treaties and Indian wars have absorbed about ten 
t 
i; 
T 


millions more; and that your pension list, which 
benefits mainly the northern end of this continent, 
took upwards of two millions more. 
| The Senator asks why,in my zeal for retrench- 
p ment, did not turn to the expenses of our foreign 
| relations. 1 answer, simply because I do not 
know of any unnecessary expenditures in that 
; department, It may be, and i think it highly 
probable there are, and if so, I would gladly see 
them corrected. But I should think our foreign 
relations a most unfavorable ground for the gen- 
tleman and his party, and am rather surprised at 
| his invitation to meet him there. Has he forgot- 
| ten the constructive journeys and the unauthorized 
| missions under some by-gone Administrations ? 
| And does he not remember that, not long ago, a 
|; man whom the people of this nation have since 
t thought fit to dignify with the highest honor, was 
f recalled from a foreign mission, and the country 
|, necessarily subjected to the expense of sending 
[| another in his place? And has he forgotten by 
|) whose votes this was done? If any similar faults 
|| are chargeable to this Administration, the Senator 
is doubtless prepared to point them out. 

He next turns his attention to the collection of 
the revenue, and wonders that I have not made 
the expenses incident to that a subject of com- 
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make the investigation, and I presume it is not |} and make no provision for the protection of their ; tt resin ace chant diac ae 
expected that any member-of this body should be || homes.or the honor of their flag? No man can || SPEECH OF HON: THOMAS MORRIS 
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ject. If there are any competent, I certainly am 
not one; but I may safely venture to say that 
most of those expenditures arè made in the Sen- 
ator’s own region of country. He well knows 
they are regulated by law; and I doubt not, like 
most of the other expenditures, are made mainly 
by the votes of gentlemen of his own political 
complexion.’ But he states it as a fact, and then 
professes some difficulty in its explanation, that 

_ while, during a part of General Jackson’s admin- 
istration, the revenue was declining, the expense 
of collection rather increased. The Senator I 
think has himself supplied us with an answer by 
informing us that in many places the revenue had 
go fallen off as not to cover the expenses of collec- 
tion; while, therefore, the aggregate revenue fell 
off, and became more concentrated at particular 
points, where the expenses were consequently 
“increased, the expenses at the other places could 
not be materially diminished. 

The Senator next comes round to the Post Office 
Department, and without specifying any particu- 
lar extravagance, inquires why | have not directed 
my attention to that? J believe the present head 
of that Department is anxious to subject it to the 
most rigid economy, and only regret that he has 
not been allowed to administer its affairs more 
according to his truly Democratic notions. With 
respect to the box money, I think it, with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, an abuse. I believeita 
mere Yankee trick, by which the northern post- 
masters first contrived to swell the profits of their 
office, from whom those further South have un- 
fortunately caught it. 

But the Senator says I have forgotten other 
small matters, and first alludes to the branch mints, 
Whether the mints are conducted upon the most 
economical principles, I am not prepared to say; 
perhaps there may be some extravagance in their 
administration, yet [am not aware that there is. 
But if. the Senator means to say that those insti- 
tutions are either useless or improper, [ am direct- 
Iy ät issue with him. Perhaps it is not to be | 
wondered at that an advocate for the paper system 
should have some aversion to coining even the 
gold of his own land, and that he who holds the 
coinage power of Congress to extend its jurisdic- 
tion to the regulation by law of the paper money 
of the States, should see no necessity for exer- 
cising the direct power of coinage. Neither is it | 
strange that those whose iron soil drives them to 
exercise their wits in transmuting baser substances | 
to gold, and inviting it from foreign parts, should | 
feel some envy of those to whom God has given | 
that precious metal as the spontaneous product of | 
their soil, or yielded it to them, by the simplest | 
labor, from the bowels of the harmless earth. Yes, 
sir, Providence has made the region which Lin part 
represent, rich in its mineral resources; and | hold 
it but right that when the Constitution has con- 
ferred upon this Government solely the power of | 
making and regulating coin, that she should ex- 
tend her hand to us, who furnish her the materials 
to relieve them; and that she should not require 
us to traverse half the continent to find a market 
for that of which she claims the monopoly. 

The obligation to coin is one of the most im- 
perative in the Constitution, and every principle 
of justice and propriety conjoin in approving the 
location of the mints where the bullion can be 
furnished. Few indeed are the crambs which 
fall to our share from the public table, and those | 
few ought not to excite the envy or displeasure 
of our brethren who partake so largely of its dain- 
ties. 

He next alludes to the Army as an item of ex- 
travagance, An army is proverbially an expen- | 
sive thing, It is difficult for any Government to 
administer its affairs economically; and least of | 
alla republic. So many agents must necessarily 
expose to a great deal of waste, and it is impossi- 
ble that the supervision which a monarchy would | 
afford can. be placed over them. An army must 
needs be expensive. But does the Senator pro- | 
pose that we should go without one? Is every: | 
thing to be done for commerce and nothing for safe- 


i 


| No, sir; no. 


| But does the Senator from Massachusetts believe | 
| the territory in contest theirs or ours? 


i 


ty and honor? . Is the American people indeed go |! 


excessive in magnitude, it is,in my estimation, 
inadequate to the present necessities of the coun- 
try—to the protection of our vast extent of fron- 
tier, along which so many causes are in agitation, 
threatening us with war. 

In conclusion, the Senator from Massachusetts 
demands of me whether I hold the Opposition re- 
sponsible for having carried on the Seminole war. 

Far be it from me to tear the laurel | 
from the proper brow and bestow it where it is so 
little coveted. I hold the Seminole Indians alone 
responsible in any odious sense for the origin and 
continuance of that war. On their part it is one of 
aggression, on ours merely defensive; and for the 
maintenance of that defensive war, with all the 
disadvantages under which it is waged, I appro- 
priate the credit to no party or section of the coun- 
try. Iam surprised to hear the intimation from 
the Senator that the prosecution of that war is of 
doubtful propriety. Sir, it should bethe first maxim 
of every gallant nation not to Jet a hostile footstep 
rest upon her soil. Like the ancient Romans, 
never to think of making terms with a foe until he 
relinquishes the attitude ofan invader. For one, 
I would sooner ingulf the whole Treasury of the 
nation than suffer the foot of an invader, civil. or 
savage, to rest upon our sacred soil. The Semi- 
nole Indians may possibly suppose they are en- | 
gaged in the vindication of a just cause. Be it so. 


If the 
former, then he is right in condemning the war; || 
but if, as I entertain no doubt it is, the property 
of these United States, it should be defended with 
our last cent of treasure and our last drop of 
blood. Perhaps there are reasons for some differ- 
ence of feeling upon this subject between the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and myself. The scene 
of the Seminole war is in the southern end of this 
continent, and not in the northern; it is nearer 
to my home and my fireside than to his; and the 
sufferers by savage violence are more nearly. my 
neighbors. The appeal, therefore, is more direct 
to my sympathies and my patriotism. “Again, in 
process of time this disputed land is destined to 
give a wider spread to the institution peculiarly 
southern—an institution against which all the feel- 
ings and prejudices of the Senator are arrayed. 
My prejudices and feelings are all the other way; 
hay, my judgment, too, for 1 most confidently be- 
lieve that this institution is favorable to the highest 
moral development of the freemen who live within 
its influence; that it promotes the growth of all 
the nobler and generous qualities of our nature in 
every bosom, except, perhaps, that of the slave 
himself, But, with all these allowances, ] am 
certain the Senator from Massachusetts does in- |! 
justice to himself in intimating that he would be || 
willing to relinquish that war, with anything short | 
of the conquest of the country; he is not, | am 
persuaded, thatcraven wretch who would tamely 
surrender any portion of the sacred soil of free- 
dom to any foe, whether savage or civil. 

In conclusion, Mr. President—that the expenses 
of this Government ought to be diminished, and | 
its revenues kept low, Í most confidently believe. 
Such is the opinion of the head of this Adminis- 
tration, as he had assured us in his annual message | 
at this very session; and such is the judgment of | 
the bulk of his friends; and if the Opposition gen- 
tlemen will join us in sincere efforts to limit 
expenditure, instead of making it a subject of 
electioneering declamation, the evil will very soon 
be greatly diminished. That any administration 
can make the machinery of Government move in 
perfection—that there shall be no errors of judg- 
ment—no infidelity of agents, it would be madness 
to expect. All that I ask for the present Admin- 
istration is, that its acts shall be judged with 
candor, and proper allowances. made for human 
imperfection and the difficulties by which it has | 
been environed; and, above all, that the faults of 
its opponents shall not rest upon its shoulders; 
and I confidently assert it will prove an Adminis- 
tration well entitled to the respect and confidence 
of the American people. 


1 


i 
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In Senate, December 31, 1838; 

On his motion to rescind the order te print thirty 

thousand copies of certain documents relativeto 
the duties on Salt. i pg 

In the Senate of.the United States, Friday; 28th 
December, Mr. Bewrow made the following'mo- 
tion, which was agreed to without a division-that 
| thirty thousand copies of the following papers be 
printed for the use of the Senate: f 

lst. Copies of written evidence, as: required by 
an order of the British House of Commons; dated 
24th June, 1817, which was laid before the Board 
of Trade, the right honorable Nicholas Vansittert 
being president, in an inquiry recently made at 
the instance of Lord Kenyan and Sir Thomas 
Bernard, as to the supposed operation of the galt 
| duty, and restrictions on the fisheries, agriculture, 
and laboring classes of the Kingdom of Géeat 
| Britain. Ordered by the House of Commons to 
be printed, 4th of July, 1817, (35 folio pages.) °* 

2d. The report of the select comimittee-of the 
British House of Commons, appointed in'the:yéar 
1818, to take. into consideration the laws’relating 
to the salt.duties, and the means of remedying the 
inconveniences arising therefrom, and to report 
thereon, with their observations and opinions, to 
the House, together with the minutes of evidence 
taken before them. Ordered by the Houseof Com- 
mons to be printed, June Ist, 1818, (8 folio’pages.) 

3d. Minutes of evidence taken before thé same 
committee from the 18th of March, 1818; to the 
7th of May of the same year; presented to the 
House of Commons with the report, June’ Ist, 
1818, and ordered by the House to be printed, 
(204 folio pages.) : ois 

On the Monday following Mr. Morris sab- 
mitted to the Senate a resolution rescinding the 
order of Friday, for the printing of the above 
named documents. 

In support of his resolution Mr. M. said: That 
not being in his seat at the time the order was 
made, he had, on submitting his resolution, the 
first opportunity which presented, made ‘a few:re~ 
marks in support of his motion; but. at the wng- 
gestion of a Senator, that the mover of the original 
resolution was not then in his seat, he azreed that 
his resolution should. lie on the. table untilthat 
honorable Senator [Mr. Benrow] should be pres- 
ent. Fe now felt it his duty, with the indulgenee 
of the Senate, to state the whole of his:reasons, 
that the Senator from Missouri might fully ünder- 
stand his objections. 

His first objection was the printing of foreign 
documents by the order of this body: He thought 


| the printing of papers connected with. the policy 


of our own country, and essentially necessary 
for the legislation of Congress, could alone justify 
the expenditure of public money for ‘such pur- 
poses, and Congress had adopted the practice of 
printing an extra number of such documents: for 
distribution, until such practice had grown a seri- 
ous evil, and proved one of the many extravagant 
uses of the public money; bat we are now about to 
| enlarge this job work by printing a book of fòr- 
| eign matter, the proceedings of the board of trade 
in England, the report of a select committee of 
the British House of Commons, and the minutea 
of evidence on which that report was founded, 
making a folio volume of two hundred and forty- 
seven pages as printed in London. He thought 
the printing of books by the order of Congress a 
very unjustifiable use of the public money, and if 
Congress took but a few steps more in this busi- 
ness—indeed if they persisted in the order for 


| printing thirty thousand copies of this book—it 


might well be said that instead of a legislative 
body, Congress would soon convert themselves 
into a great national book concern. He had.no 
objections to concerns of this kind, but. he con- 


| sidered them as properly belonging to individuals, 


and not to the Government. A Methodist book 
concern, a Presbyterian book concern, or that of 
any other religious or political association, he 
thought a commendable thing; but it was.a pris 
vate affair by which individuals et their own £x- 
pense undertook to promulgate through the coun- 
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try and amongst the people, their own peculiar | 
tenets, opinions, and doctrines; and all they asked į 
of the Government in the exercise of this, their |i 
undoubted right, was protection and safety for || 
their persons and property, from mobs and un- | 

i 


lawful violence. 

But-he-had seen with regret and alarm, Con- | 
gress, as a public: body, ordering the printing of 
documents and papers calculated to promote the 
“particular political views and doctrines of individ- ji 
uals or parties in Congress. lt was true he had || 
gone with the practice and the tide in this matter, | 
When the documents to be printed were those | 
emanating from some part of the Government, or | 
froma committee of Congress, and were designed f 
as the foundation of legislative action. But hel 
thought even a practice of that kind was better |! 
followed in its breach than its observance; but 
when we are called upon to print a foreign docu- 
ment, he thought it time to pause and reflect on 
the nature and extentof this business. Not being 
in. his seat at the time it was moved, in the news- 
paper in which he first heard of this order the 
mover was made to say that “large as the num- 
t ber was he proposed to have printed, he thought 
‘he might venture to say in advance that every 
t Senator would have applications for more copies || 
‘than would fail to his share.” ‘Whig might be || 
true; butaf those who would apply tor the book |! 
really thought it useful and valuable, they would 
purchase itif in their power, at the price of a dollar i 
or two; and if this was tne case, private Interest, |; 
which was always on the look oat, and was eagle- | 
eyed, would at once induce some bookseller to | 
publish an edition of this work, though a far less | 
number than thirty thousand should be demanded. | 
The fact was, and he well knew 
documents printed by order | 
and he would venture to Say On the present occa- | 
sion, that if the thirty thousand of these salt doc- | 
umenis should be printed, not one third of the 
members of Congress themselves would ever read 
one, and they would be read by a far less propor- 
tion of the community at large. 

There was another view of this subject which | 
struck his mind as very objectionable to the prints i 
ing of this document, as well as many others which | 
had been ordered by both Houses of Cougress. | 
‘These orders are always made with the professed | 
view of circulating intormation among the people. | 
And how was this done? We tax the people at 
large, say $200,000, though he believed the books || 
and printing ordered by the two Houses at the |! 
last session of Congress would amount to a much f 
larger sum; yet these documents and books, when f 
printed, became, ipso fucto, the private property of | 
the members. A fair division of the plander, he |: 
adinitted, was always made. ‘Che members could i 
either sell them or send them to their friends, as; 
each one thought best, or leave them in the 
boarding-rooms in this city, to be used for all pos 
sible purposes. ‘hat these documents were fre- 
quently ordered to be printed with an eve to polit- 
ical effect, he had no d i 
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, oubt; he meant for the: 
purpose of advancing the private political view 


of individaals; and he did not believe, for himself, 
that the people would sustain any gentleman who 
would not only teil them the truth, but the whole 
trath, on this subject. Let any gentleman, in his 
view, collect together one hundred thousand of his |: 
constituents, and inferm them that he would jay 
and collect a tax, to which each should contribute i 
fifty cents, and that with this sam of $50,000 hes: 
would cause to be printed thirty thousand docu- |) 
menls—yes, even these British documents—and 1i 
that he would select thirty thousand from among | 
the number, to whom, should it suit his pleasure, | 
he would bestow as a gratuity, and under his own | 
frank, t00, one Copy each, to become the private 
property of such individual. He did not believe. 
that any portion of the American people would |, 
consent to be taxed in thig mannerand for sucha E 
purpose as this; yet such were the facts of the: 
case, and such the results of voting booksand doc- || 
uments to ourselves. We tax the whole peonle. 

and then pat our hands into the publi : ; 
apply the tax to the purchase of books to distrib- 
vur friends, which may e e them to 
in all future elections, by farnishin 
sy or at least indu ents for them to ds 
eemsas if we had exhausted the strength |! 


I 
te Treasury; 


Pp 


eem 


i of the country. 


| have set, any number of documents favorable to | 
| such a scheme, to prepare the people to submit ta | 


i 
| $90,000 which he apprehended this printing would | 
i cost, remain in the pockets of the people, to pur- | 
| 
i 


p and in these piping times of talking about economy 


| this sum of $3,274 92 cents for horse-hire, and 


; greater part of t 


| part of the Cham 


“not wisn now to! 


ip 


; ganee, corruption, and fraud whie 


of our own policy, and ate compelled to draw upon 
foreign sources, asa foundation for the legislation 
It may all beright enough in this 
case, and at this time, but the example, he feared, | 
might lead to very improper results. Suppose a 
majority should happen in Congress, or even in | 
this branch, who desired to introduce into the coun- 
try a foreign system, or the practice of foreign | 
Governments, hereditary succession, or titles of 
nobility; and to enlighten the people as to the great, 
benefiis which imagination might suppose would 
result from such measures, they might order the 
printing for distribution, from the example we | 


a bil which was afterwards to be brought in fo 
such purpose. He would much rather let the | 


chase such books as their judgment or their fancy | 
should suggest, He did not believe this Govern 
ment ought to expend money for any such purpose 
‘There is (said Mr. M.) another and still mo 
pressing objection to this order for printing, be 
cause it comes home directly to the Treasury itself, 
and to the means we have for the discharge of | 
existing just demands against the Government. | 
The extravagances of the Government had become , 
a by-word and a song, and the corruptions which 
such a system was intveducing through the coun- , 
try was alarming. The astounding defaleations 
which had lately taken place amongst collecting | 
and disbursing agents, which met us at every turn, | 
was, he considered, a part and parcel of this sys- | 
tem of extravagant and improper appropriations; 


and reform, he considered that our declarations 
were but in mockery of our doings. What, sir, | 
was the amount of the contingent expenses of the 
other House of Congress for the last session?— 
$272,245 84! Yes, sir, only two hundred and seven- 
ty-two thousand two hundred and forty-five dollars and 
eighty four cenis! You see, sir, how exact and 
economical we are; we go down to the matter of 
cents, The contingent expenses of the Senate, f 
for the same session, was $112,992 20. One hun- 
dred and twelve thousand nine hundred and ninety- 

two dollars and twenty cents! A man of common | 
sense and prudent habits, in looking over the items 
to make up this enormous amount of expenditure ; 
for the mere contingencies of Congress, for one ! 
session, must feel amazed at the ingenuity of man | 
in devising means to spend public money. Three | 
hundred and eighty-five thousand two hundred | 
and thirty-eight dollars and four cents, the con- | 
tingent expenses of one sessiononly! Hesaid he | 
had locked hastily over the items, and he found 
$152 for making pens; $39 50 for snuff; and $1,641 
for horse-hire for the House of Representatives; 
and $314 for an hostler. In the Senate, for the same | 
hire, $1,633, and upwards. Fle would not say || 
that he had stated the above amounts with perfect 
accuracy, but the documents were before every | 
genueman, and he might examine for himself, tt |; 
would seem,to a plain and upright man, who sus- 
pected no evil, that were you to inform him that : 


$314 for an hoger, was expended during one ses- ` 
sion, that this Congress actually legislated for the» 
ieir time, at least, upon borse- | 
back. ! 
Sir, itis mockery, crue! mockery, to talk here i 
about favoring the laboring class—the agricultu- 
rists; those from whom you draw, or extort 
would not be a phrase too hard, all the means for | 
the extravagances around us; some thousands of ; 
dollars, Mr. President, for the very drapery over | 
and around your chair, while the floor and every 
er presents equal extravagance. : 
The money expended yearly within your iron- | 
bound inclosure which surrounds your Capitol, - 
he had not a doubt, was more than the yearly 
expenses of the government of the State in which 
he lived; he meant the proper charges for the goy- 
ernment paid out of the Sate treasury. Ele did 
ook into the expenditures of the 
ie money in the different departments of the 


m 


j 
, Government; that stupendous mass of extrava- 


h he feared ex- 
isted, ne left for others to examine; that there was : 
Something wrong somewhere all seemed now to ii 
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` rectly, 


admit; and, in his opinion, the fault was mainly, 
if not altogether, tobe found in the legislation and 
acts of Congress, He had confined his views to 
the household economy of the body, to theif far- 


| niture, the dress of their chambers, and their pin 


money alone; and he hoped they would begin the 
work of reformation and retrenchment at home; 
he thought they had “salted” the people quite 
sufficient in this branch of the public expenditures 
without adding to the amount $50,000 more or less 
for printing this salt document. He hoped the 
motion to rescind the order would prevail, and that 
the Senate would sustain him in a call forthe yeas 
and nays on the vote; for, should he vote alone, 
he wished his name to appear against this extrav- 
agant and extraodinary expenditure of the public 
money. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. M., in reply to Mr. Bewron, said that he 
had not attended very closely to the observations 
of the gentleman at the commencement of his 
argument. After explaining his views, he should 
feel disposed to be satisfied with the decision of the 
Senate; and it was not his habit to again trouble the 
[louse, except new matter was brought forward, 
or his remarks were misunderstood, so as to pro- 
duce a misrepregentation of them. But he now 
understood the gentleman to charge those opposed 
to this printing as being inimical to a repeal of the 
duty on salt, and thus ogainst the interests of the 
agricultural classes; and that the people needed 
information to judge of the propriety of this repeal. 
Mr. M. said the people he represented understood 
very well their interests on this subject; they were 
in favor of a repeal of all duties on articles of 
necessity used by the great mass of the people— 
the laboring classes—such as salt, sugar, coal, and 
breadstuffs; but they did not consider the price of 
salt as onerous or oppressive. No one, he trusted, 
who examined this subject, not even a school-boy, 
could be made to believe that the duty of five or 
six cents on a bushel of imported salt increased 
the price of the domestic article. ‘The western 
country could manufacture a sufficient quantity 
for their entire consumption; and the article was 
sold at as low a price as any one could desire. 
He thought—he could not speak with perfect cer- 
tainty—-that a bushel of domestic salt (fifty pounds) 
had been purchased, for years past, at an average 
price of forty to sixty cents; and those who used 
the foreign article, used it from choice, not neces- 
sity; and he did not think that it was generally 
understood that fifty pounds of the foreign article 
was more valuable to the agricultural class than 
the same quantity of the domestic. The farming 
interest of the West, he thought, would never 
complain of the price of salt while they could 
purchase three pounds of salt for one pound of 
flour. This had been the case in the West for 
some time past. For himself, he repelled the 
charge that this, or any act of his in this body or 
elsewhere, was done with a view, either directly 
or indirectly, to oppress, or affect injuriously, the 
agricultural class—a class amongst which he had 
been raised, and to whom he belonged. He was 


i ready at once, with the Senator from Missouri, to 
+ repeal the duty on salt without the expense of thi 


printing—=an amount which the daty on al! the 
salt used in the western country which paid duty, 
would not probably pay in many years to come. 


_ He would go further, and repeal the daty on 


sugar, coal, and breadstuffs, at once, and all other 
articles, even coarse woolens, which were used by 
the poor and laboring class. He considered some 
of these duties almost as unjust as to tax those 
classes for the air and sunshine which fell to their 
Jot; and if the revenue would suffer in consequence 
of this report, he would increase it by an additional 
duty on articles of luxury, taste, and fashion— 
articles which produced extravagance, and not 
economy in this country—and he would lay duties 
only to meet the proper and necessary wants of 
the Government, but never for protection. 

lt was, however, said that these British docu- 
ments, (the gentleman said that he had called 
em books when they were only documents, a 
distinction, he thought, without much difference) 
bat these documents would throw such light on 
the subject as to enable Conger to proceed cor- 

Hie did not believe that we needed such 
The gentleman himself (Mr. Barros] is 
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fully competent to afford us sufficient information 
to enable us to judge correctly and justly, on. this 
subject of repeal. Why, then, pay.$50,000 to 
printers for information we do not need? It had 
been hinted that the compromise. act, so called, 
with regard to the tariff, ought not now to he dis- 
turbed. ` He did not feel that his hands were tied by 
by thatact, so asto prevent him doing justice now. 
No! ‘let justice be done, though the heavens 
should fall.” 

Mr. M. begged of gentlemen to pause, and look | 
back at what they had done. The amount paid || 
for printing had been enormous. The post office | 
reports—thirty thousand or more of that docu- | 
ment’ had‘ been’ printed, at some forty or fifty 
thousand dollars cost, with the view of enlighten- 
ing the people as to the corruptions, as was said, 
in that departiment—what had this printing done? | 
Furnished-a job fora printer, and the whole story | 
is told. They were so distributed; he had heard | 
of their being used as wadding for cannon fired to | 
celebrate Democratic victories! Hethonght itan | 
effectual mode of distribution, and commended | 
the inventor for his wit; but, in his part of the 
country, this document, with others, under which | 
the mail coaches literally groaned, franked by | 
members of Congress, were distributed. in the 
country stores, and used as wrapping paper for 
tea dnd other articles sold in small quantities. | 
Avother chargé for printing had been made some 
years ago of $20,000 or upwards, on a motion of 
a Senator from Alabama, to print the correspond- | 
ence and papers of the Indian Bureau. A Sena- | 
tor near me says, name him; he said he had no 
objection—the Hon. Mr. Moore. He believed 
that the Senator who made the motion did not, 
nor had any other at the time, have an idea of the | 
extent and cost of this work; it consisted, he be- 
lieved, of many volumes; he had seen a Senator 
present his arms full of them to the Senate, and 
assert that the expense was larceny of the public 
money, a fraud upon the Treasury; and he 
thought the expression not too severe for the 
occasion. Thus we had gone on printing and | 
distributing documents. until the practice had 
become a serious drain upon the Treasury, and | 
almost a nuisance to the country; they were used 
mostly, not for information, but as weapons of 
political warfare by contending parties, and having 
exhausted our own store, we are now to supply 
the vacuum from a foreign country. He hoped that | 
gentlemen, if they did not intend to pull down this 
Administration, would not only make professions 
of economy and retrenchment, but would actually | 
reduce it to practice, by beginning at home, herein 
Congress, the very fountain-head from whence all 
these streams of wasteful extravagance flow. He 
had been reminded that the farmers of his own 
neighborhood had suffered logs in the sale of their |) 
pork on account of the scarcity and price of salt the | 
past fall. Headmitted he had understood that the 
purchasers of pork were somewhat checked, and | 
dealers in the article stood off for a while, under 
apprehension that it would be difficult to obtain a | 
sufficient quantity of salt; but no one ever dreamed | 
that this state of things was produced by the duty | 
on imported salt. No, sir; we had abundance of | 
salt in the country, and nothing but the lowness | 
of the waters in our rivers prevented a full supply 
in the market. He said he would admit that pork 
was at a lower price now than it had been the last 
year, or was when the market first opened; but he 
would inform the gentleman of the cause of this 
change. It was not because we had not ordered a 
sufficient number of documents to be printed at the | 
public expense; no such thing: it was to the labor 
of the gentleman here, and in which good work he 
has afforded all the aid in his power; it was by 
checking the banks in their wild career of specula- 
tion, and bringing back the inflated currency of the 
country to something likea reality. The value of 
money had risen, because the article had appeared 
something like it was of old, and genuine currency 
had taken the place ofa fictitious one; and what 
the farmer could obtain for his pork now, had the 
hame at least of being substantial, not quite so 
doubtful.as formerly, which like Jonah’s gourd, |i 
was liable to wither and die ina night. Now, sir, || 
the farmer, with a good horse, common industry, 
and the distance not too great, might hope to re- 
ceive his pay by obtaining at the. bank the money 
for the paper he had received for his pork... He 


| 


| ing resolution of the Committee of Elections: 


Wisconsin Contested. Election Mr. Thomas. 


had no doubt but the.country was much benefited, 
instead.of being injured, by this change... He had 
conversed with sensible farmers.and dealers, who 
both concurred in opinion with him.on this subject; | 
who were ready to tender their thanks to the Sen- 
ator. from Missouri, for the noblestand he had made 
in their favor, and he could assure the gentleman 
that he most cordially tendered his; but he could 
not join the gentleman now in printing documents | 
to raise the price of pork, because he did not see | 
any connection whateyer between the two objects; | 
and he remained still of opinion that the order for | 
printing ought to be rescinded. 


WISCONSIN CONTESTED BLECTION, 


REMARKS OF HON. F. THOMAS, 
OF MARYLAND, : 
In rug House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 3, 1839, 
On the Wisconsin Contested Election. 
The question was on the adoption of the follow- 


** Resolved, That Jamey Duane Doty is entitled | 
‘to a seat in this House as a Delegate from, Wis- | 
‘consin Territory, and that George W. Jones is 
“not so entitled.” 

Mr. THOMAS moved to amend the resolution 
by transposing the names, so as to declare Mr. 
Jones entitled to the seat; and proceeded at length 
to oppose the conclusions of the report. | 

Mr. T. said that, as a member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, he had been compelled at a 
former session to examine very generally the laws | 
relating to the Territories. Knowing this, the 
sitting Delegate from Wisconsin had requested 
him to participate in this discussion. Ido so, sir, | 
foreseeing that the opinion I entertain will not 
be sanctioned by a vote of the majority of the 
House, The Committee of Elections, with great 
unanimity, has reported in favor of the petitioner, 
and against the sitting. member; and there is, we 
all know, a predisposition in many members to 
acquiesce in the decision of a committee. In this 
case, too, we who oppose the ‘report of the com- 
mittee labor under another serious disadvantage. 
There is nothing to be gained. by either political 
party in the issue of this question. And hence || 
a very strong inducement felt in most cases for || 
attending to.a discussion ‘* designed’ to reverse | 
a report of a committee does not exist in this 
instance. Notwithstanding I have these reasons 
to fear that my remarks will not be very patiently | 
listened to by the majority, and although I foresee 
that defeat awaits us, I shall stand up for what I 
think the right cause. 


| 
| 


{ 


‘the seatof the Delegate from that: Territery ia 
“vacant.” No. objection. was urged:on that:dcea- 
sion to. the right claimed. by Mey Seott pon: the 
ground now taken by the sitting Delègate from 
isconsin, The lawainder which the Delegates 
from Missouri had been elected, contained no pror 
vision -like-that-in the law to -which: Lshalloprea- 
ently refer. There was nothing to be found:as that 
time, either in the Constitution of the United States, 
or the laws defining the term ofa Delegatefioma 
Territory. The Constitution had-conferred-upon 
Congress the power to-‘ make. all needful rules 
jand regulations respecting the territory. .or- other 
| property belonging to thè United States. ? Andin 
| pursuance of this authority, Congress:had estab- 
| lished a government for the T'erritory of Missouri, 
| and given to the citizens therein/a right to’elect’a 
| Delegate; but Congress had notdeclared when:the 
time of service of such Delegate should: either. com- 
mence or-terminate, There was nothing in thelaw 
| or the Constitution authorizing. a Delegate.to:sit 
more than one year, or forbidding -bim to-sit mare 
than two years, or five years, under one and:the 
same election.. Upon this: point, the degislation 
| of Congress. was manifestly defective; The-con- 
test for a seat from Missouri directed attention tt 
| this imperfection; anda law. was passed to gani 
against the inconveniericesand irregularities which, 
without it would be unavoidable. hold that act 
now in my hand. ; I invite..the attention: of the 
House-to. its provisions.. It is: not referred to in 
the report of the: Committee of Electiona:in this 
case, and may have escaped attention. «Jt. was 
approved by the President. on the 3d.of. March, 
1817, fifty days after the Missouri contest bad 
been disposed of. The first section, which-alone 
relates to the question now before the House;-de- 
clares: ‘That in every Territory of the United 
‘States in which a temporary government ‘has 
‘ been, or hereafter shall be, establishedyand-which, 
‘by virtue of the ordinance of Congress of-the 
‘ thirteenth of July, one thousand seven hundred 
‘ and eighty-seven, or of any subsequent act of Con- 
‘gress, passed or to be passed, now. hath, or here- 
‘after shall have, the right to send a.Delegate:to 
‘ Congress, such Delegate shall be elected every 
‘second year, for the same term of two years, for 
‘which members of the House of Representatives of 
‘ the United States are elected,” This-languageiis 


explicit, unequivocal, All delegates.from:the Ler- 
ritories then. existing, or to be established, areto 
hold their seats for the same term of two.years for 
bat 
hen 
be: 


which members of this House are elected: » W. 
is that term? When. does it commence? 4 
does it terminate? These questions:are settled:h 
yond controversy... The term of a memberwf this 
House commences on the 4th of March; ‘and 
terminates on the 3d of March two years:.next 


The committee in this case have failed to per- g 
form one of the most important objects for which || 
this subject was referred. They have not informed | 
the House whether there has been heretofore a | 
contest for a seat as a Delegate froma Territory, | 
that we might profit by the opinions of our pre- | 
decessors. I propose to supply this omission. I|! 
will call the attention of the House to a contested |! 
election which gave rise to an act of Congress 


i 


succeeding. Within those periods, whenever.the 
Congress assembles of which an individual. ig a 
duty elected member, he takes his seatin. the body. 
By the act of 1817, these privileges are extended 
to the Delegates from all the Territories then exist- 
ing, or to be established. They have a-rightto 
sit in the Congress of which they are duly elected 
members whenever it assembles between: the-4th 
of March, when its term commences, and the: 3d 


applicable to the Territory of Wisconsin, and de- || of that March, when its term ends. 


signed, in my opinion, to guard against the occur- | 
rence of a contest like this now under considera- | 
tion. 
On the 4th of June, 1812, an act of Congress | 
passed, authorizing the citizens of Missouri Ter- 
ritory to elect one Delegate to the Congress of the | 
United States. Nothing was said in the act as to | 
the time when the service of such Delegate should | 
commence or terminate. The power given to the 
people of Missouri under this law. was exercised, 
and Rafus Easton, having been duly elected, took | 
his seat at the second session of the Thirteenth 
Congress, and continued to act as a Delegate | 
during that and the first session of the Fourteenth 
Congress. At the second session of the Fourteenth 
Congress, John Scott appeared and claimed the 
seat as a Delegate from Missouri, he having a cer- 
tificate of. election from the Governor of the Ter- |! 
ritory. His right was contested by Mr. Easton, || 
his competitor at the election, who maintained that || 
the election had been illegally conducted. The | 
House, after a full-examination ofthe whole mat- |; 
ter, “f Resolved, That. the election in the Territory 
‘of Missouri has been illegelly conducted, and 
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| { am aware, sir, that. there is another. act of 
| Congress, concerning the Delegate from Wiscon- 
i sin, to be taken into consideration, . But: upon an 
| examination of its provisions, it will be found that 
| they. do not conflict with those of the act of 1817. 
| It still stands upon the statute-book unaltered, not 
l repealed by subsequent legislation, so far as Wis- 
' consin. is concerned; and must be considered, asit 
was. obviously intended to be, as a fundamental 
law for all the Territories. That the House may 
judge of the accuracy of this opinion, I will read 
that part of the law to which I allude.. [tis anset 
passed on the 20th of April, 1836, * establishing 
the territorial government of Wisconsin.” ‘Lhe 
fourteenth section of the act alone relates to:the 
Delegate to this House, and declares, “t That a 
‘ Delegate to the House of Representatives of the 
‘ United States, to serve for the term of two years, 
‘ may be elected by the voters qualified to ‘elect 
‘ members of the Legislative Assembly, who shall 


i 
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; é be entitled to the same rights and privileges as 


‘ have been granted to the Delegates from the sev- 
‘ eral Territories of the. United: States. tö-the said 
‘ House of Representatives.” eae 
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SENATE. 


i There doesnot appearto be anything here re- 
pealing or:modifying the act of 4817. On the con- 
trary, this section seems to have been framed with 
a knowledge of the existence of that fundamental 
law: otherwise, the member who drafted this see- 
tion-would be chargeable with gross negligence. 
-Ft does'not attempt to define the term for which the 
‘Delegate shall be chosen. He is to servi for the 
term of two years; but it is not said when that 
term isto begin and end, We must look elsewhere ; 
for that; and to aid us in the search, this law of | 
1836, in the section 1 have just read, declares that | 
the Delegates ** shall be entitled to the same rights | 
cand privileges as have been granted to the Dele- 
gates from the several Territories,” Now, what || 
are those tights and privileges? Where are they 
to be found? ‘We must not lock for them in the || 
act creating the Michigan Territory, nor to the act | 
-establishing Iowa.: ‘Those are special acts, con- 
fined to those Territories respectively; and as we | 
-are in'search of rights and privileges which have | 
‘been granted to the Delegates from the several Ter- | 
ritories of the United States, we must look to some 
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a rightin the present Congress, commences and 
‘terminates at the same periods with the terms of 
the members from the several States, I will next 
inquire whether General Jones is entitled to hold 
the seat he now occupies to the close of the present 
session. He was elected by the people of Wis- 


the members of this House from Ohio and Penn- 
sylvania were chosen, 


no right because the election was held in Wiscon- 


consin; butthis was done in effect. He was called 
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general fundamental law applicable to all the Ter- 
ritories. ‘That law we find in the act of the 3d of 
March, 1817, passed to correct an inconvenience 
and irregularity growing out of careless legislation 
in the case of the Missouri Territory, and intended | 
to guard against the possibility of a contest such | 
as that the House is now considering. 
There is language to be found in another section | 
of the act of 1836, establishing a territorial gov- | 
ernment for Wisconsin, that may be relied on in 
maintenance of the opinion that the provisions of 
the act of 1817, which we have been considering, 
‘are notapplicable to that Territory. In the twelfth 
section of that law, it is declared that ‘the said 
“inhabitants shall also be entitled to all the rights, 
t privileges, and immunities, heretofore granted and 
‘secured to the Territory of Michigan, and to its 
“inhabitants; and the existing laws of the Terri- 
“tory of Michigan shall be extended over said Ter- 
‘ritory, so far as the same shall not be incompatible 
“with the provisions of this act.” In one of the laws | 
‘of Michigan, (act 16th February, 1819,) there is a 
section directing the Governor of that ‘Territory 
to furnish to the Delegate elect a certificate of his 
election, and declaring that such Delegate shall be 
entitled to a seat in Congress ‘ for the term of two 
years from the date of said certificates’? and it is 
contended that this law of Michigan has, by the 
provisions of the twelfth section of the act of 1836, 
been extended over Wisconsin. A moment’s ex- 
amination must show the fallacy of such an opin- 
ion. The twelfth section of the act of 1836, relates 
to the inhabitants of the Territory. In it their 
tights and privileges are defined; but in the four- 
teenth section of the same law, we are to look for 
the rights and privileges of the Delegate, and we 
there find that they are as great, and not greater, 
shan those granted, not to the Delegate from Michi- 
gan, but ‘to the Delegates from the several Ter- 
ritories of the United States.” Moreover, in the 
twelfth section of the act of 1836, we have these 
words: Speaking of the laws of Michigan, it is 
said that they shall be extended over Wisconsin | 
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“so far as the same shall not be incompatible |: 


with the provisions of this act.”? Take, then, both 
these sections of the act of 1836 into consideration, 
adopting a well-established rule of construction, 
and let us see what is the conclusion to be neces- 
sarily reached. The law of Michigan gave to the | 
Delegate from that Territory a right to a term in | 
Congress for two years frora the date of the Gov 
ernor’s certificate. The fourteenth section of the 
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act of 1836 confers expressly upon the Delegate || 


from Wisconsin the right to a term in Congress | 
like that secured to the Delegates from the several | 
‘Territories of the United States, The twelfth sec- i 
tion of the act of 1836 extends over Wisconsin all i 
thelaws of Michigan, “not incompatible with the pro- | 
vistons” of that act. The duration of the term in | 
the law of Michigan differs from, and is “ incom- 
patible’? with the duration of the term in the twelfth 
section of the act relating to Wisconsin, and is not, 
therefore, extended over said Territory. 
Having assigned these reasons for helievi 
the act of 1817 is a fundamental law applicable to | 
the Territory of Wisconsin; that it has not been | 
repealed or altered by the ect of 1836; and having | 
stated why l believe that the two years’ term of | 
service, to which the Delegate from W isconsin has |‘ 
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ji now, if he be entitled to this seat? 
| entitled, we have already decided at the first ses- | 
We said that heis duly | 
, elected a member of the T'wenty-Fifth Congress, | 
and this decision gave him a title to be in his seat ` 
whenever the Twenty-Fifth Congress is in ses.’ 
But, sir, I maintain that he was not doly ` 
qualified as a Delegate to the Twenty-lourth : 


‘construe laws. 
_ whether the last Congress acted right or not, isa 
| question which we need not now debate, Instead 


high power derived from the ‘fifth section and 
first article of the Constitution,” 
ing of “ the elections, returns, and qualifications 
oi the members, 


us to take his seat as such. 


he was duly qualified. 


Constitution, in what law, or in what usage is to 
be found the power to adopt a resolution declaring 
that James B. Doty is entitled to a seat in this 
Elouse as a Delegate from Wisconsin, There 
cannot be two Delegates from one Territory in 
Congress at the same time. For the power to 
admit Mr. Doty, | have examined the report of 
the Committee of Elections, but I find nothing 
there to satisfy my mind. In that report I find 
much to prejudice and bewilder the judgment, 
which ought not to have been introduced. It 
serves not to enlighten, but to confuse. We are 


| there told that if General Jones is permitted to 
| occupy this seat until the present session closes, |; 
| he will have been a member of Congress for | 
If: 


| three regular sessions under one election. 
| this were true what possible influence should it 


l have upon the judgments of men sitting here as a 
i| judicial tribunal. 


|General Jones sat in the last Congress with or 
| without legal authority. Each Congress is to 
‘judge of the election and qualification of its own 
; members. If the last Congress decided that Gen- 
_ eral Jones was entitled to take his seat therein as 
a Delegate, and erred in that decision, can we cor- 
rect that error by usurping a power to dismiss him 
That he is so 


i sion of this Congress. 


sion. 


Congress from Wisconsin. He had been elected 
as a Delegate to the Twenty-Fourth Congress 
| from Michigan, 


i 
| 
| gress. 
General Jones took the oath asa Delegate from 


‘Wisconsin, 
void. 


without resigning that office, legally qualify and 
take another. 


to be decided? 
We are acting judicially; and 


of attempting to rectify the errors cf our prede- 


cessors, we should be guarding against error in| 


ourselves. We have tue laws, we have the Con- 
stitution before us. We are acting as sworn judges 
in the premises, and have simply to décide this 
question according to the dictates of an unbiased 


consin in October, 1836. About “the same time | 


Astheir rights to seats are , 
not contested, it will not be pretended that he has |! 


sin before the term of service was to commence. jj 
He appeared here at the first session of the pres- || 
ent Congress, was qualified according to the estab- || 
lished forms of our proceedings, and took his seat. |! 
The House did not adopt a formal resolution de- || 
claring that he was entitled to sit therein as aj! 
Delegate to the Twenty-Fifth Congress from Wis- |! 


upon by the Presiding Officer, as the other mem- | 


We were judg- || 
” 

And we decided that George |! 
W. Jones was duly elected a Delegate from Wis- | 
consin, and acquiesced in his appearance amongst | 
We adjudged that |; 
Such being the facts, I: 
am at some loss to conjecture in what part of the ii 


We are not to decide whether | 


Under that election, heappeared | 
; and was qualified at the first session of that Con- 

g Michigan did not come into the Union 
until January, 1837, subsequent to the time when | 


The oath of office was therefore : 
He could not be a representative fromtwo || 
| Territories at one and the same moment; and | 
being a qualified Delegate from Michigan at the | 
second session of the last Congress, he could not, f 


But, I again ask, what have these | 
irregular proceedings to do with the question now | 
We are now called upon to | 


|! reason. I know well that I and those who concur 
|) with me in these views are to be found in a mi- 
li nority. But minorities have no terrors for me. 
|| Those acts of my political life to which I recur 
| with most pride and pleasure, were when I had 
| few, very few, indeed, to countenance heartily the 
| proceeding. I belong not to that class of men 
who are “preserved from shame” only “by 
numbers on their side.”? 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 


In SENATE, January 4, 1839, 


On the Graduation bill, and in reply to Mr. Cuay’s 
attacks upon General Jackson. 


Mr. BENTON rose, in consequence of the 
endless attacks made upon an eminent citizen, 
now retired from public life, and seeking repose 
under his own vine, and by the side of his own 
i fire, but for whom, it would seem, there was to 
| be no peace on this side of the grave. He alluded 
to the late President of the United States, General 
Jackson, and to the repeated instances in which 
his name had been dragged into this debate, and 
tyranny and mischief attributed to him for his 
i conduct in relation to the act for the distribution 
of the proceeds of the public lands. That conduct 
| had been denounced as tyrannical and unconsti- 
tutional, and to it had been attributed all the late 
moneyed embarrassments of the country. The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] is the author 
of these denunciations, and also the author of the 
bills, for there were two of them, the loss of which 
he so much deplores, and for the want of which 
he has seen so much evil arise. I (said Mr. B.) 
was the contemporary of these bills. I knew their 
character and their fate; I saw their birth and their 
death, and great and numerous as are the acts 
which stamp the character of a hero-statesman 
on General Jackson, there are none which exalt 
him more than his conduct in relation to these 
very bills. It was wise, patriotic, constitutional, 
and heroic conduct. He had the wisdom to see 
the pernicious nature of these bills; he had the 
: constitutional right to arrest them; and he had the 
“heroism to exercise that right. The bills were 


i 


i 
l 
f 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
f 
i 
| 
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| 
| 
{ 
| 
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of the most seductive character; they were cal- 
; culated to seduce all unreflecting minds; for they 
; proposed a distribution, among the people, of near 
i sixty or seventy millions of dollars, The dis- 
tribution would have left the Treasury bare; it 
would have bankrupted the deposit banks; it 
might have debauched the States; it wouid have 
compelled a resort to loans or a new tariff; and it 
would have set the fatal example of lavishing 
the public money, and also the public property, 
upon the people on the eve of the presidential 
i elections. T'he first bill passed the two Houses 
in 1833, just before the presidential election, and 
; so near the end of the session of Congress that 
the President had but a few hours, instead of the 
i ten days which the Constitution allowed him, to 
examine its provisions,to make up his mind upon 
: it, and to return it to the Senate with bis objec- 
tions in writing, if disapproved by him. It was 
retained by him the ten days, as be had a clear 
‘constitutional right to do. Congress did not think 
proper to prolong its session to cover those ten 
_ days, as it might have done; for it was the session 
whose duration was not limited by the Constitu- 
tion; and the two Tlouses having adjourned, he 
retained the bill until the next session, and then 
| returned it to the House in which it originated 
with his objections to it. This was the regular 
course prescribed by the Constitution;and, thanks 
to the spirit and intelligence of the people, it was 
the course sanctioned and approved by them. In- 
stead of being excited against the patriot Presi- 
dent by an affected outcry against pocketing 
bilis,” and by a per capita caleulation of the morey 
‘each voter had lost, so ostentaliously paraded be- 
fore their eyes—instead of being excited against 
|General Jackson by those means, and made to 
east their votes against him, the high-minded 
; people of our America approved his conduct, and 
| testified their approbation in the distinguished 
‘honor of his second election. This was the fate 


1839}... 
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ofthe:first bill. It was to have taken the whole 
proceeds: of the sales. of. the public lands for five 
years—the: years 1833-~°34-'35-’36-'37—and dis 
vided: them among. tlie States; leaving the Treas: 
ury entirely dependent. upon- the. custom-house.: 
duties for its support, which many then saw, and 
experience has since proved, would be wholly. in- 
adequate, without.a resort to a new tariff, loans, 
or ‘Treasury notes, to defray. the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government. 
The aecond biil: was a duplicate of the first, but 
four years its. junior in» point of time; it did not 
come on-tinuil the: approach of the presidential 
electioxi in; 1836, but. was made to cover the same 
nuniber of years, ahd the same identical years, 
which -were:covered by the first one. To do this, 
it was:necessary to make this second bill retroact, 
make it'reach back, and exact from the Treasury 
as:much money as the first bill would have taken 
out.of it up to that time, and then for as many 
more years as would complete the original five: 
In fact, it was the same bill, in every particular, 
with the superaddition of the signal aggravation | 
of being retroactive, and getting hold of three 
years’ revenvie from the lands for a grand distri- | 
bution on: the:eve of the approaching presidential 
election; This was the character of the second 
bill; and: this character is too important and.too 
necessary:to be understood by the people for their 
knowledge-of it to rest upon description. They 
must-see it. They must see the thing itself and 
know..of their own. knowledge what it was that 
fell-or. fall it did—before the stern resolve of 
General. Jackson, and the loss of which is now 
deplored as a national calamity. The people must 
see it; and here it is in the book of the bills of the | 
Senate, which. I have this moment sent a messen- 
ger to bring me from the office of the Secretary. 
It is-entitled ‘* An act to divide among the States, 
for a limited lime, the proceeds of the sales of the | 
wtblic..lands,?? e.z and the signature of the then 
Recraane of.the Senate; Walter Lowrie, Esq., that 
it passed this body on the 12th day of May, 1836. 
Tread. from the third. and fourth sections, which 
show: the. parts, which are material to the present 


MGUY : 

c Beo And be it furtker enacted, That the 
“several sums of money received in the Treasury 
“ag. the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
‘for the: years eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 
‘eighteen hundred and thirty-four, and eighteen 
t hundred and thirty-five, shall be paid and distrib- 
‘uted as aforesaid, at the Treasury of the United 
€ States, one-fourth part on the first day of July, 
‘eighteen hundred and thirty-six, and one fourth 
‘part at the end of each ninety days thereafter, 
“until the whole is paid; and those which shall be 
‘received for the years eighteen hundred and thir- 
‘ty-six and eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
‘shall also be paidat the Treasury half yearly, on 
* the first day of July and January, in each of those 
t years, to such person or persons as the respect- 
* ive Legislatures of the said States shall author- | 
¢ ize and direct to receive the same. 

Suc. 4, And be it further enacted, That this act | 
t shall continue and be in force until the thirty- 
‘ first day of December, one thousand eight hun- 
t dred and thirty-seven, unless the United States 
s shall become involved in war with any foreign 
t Power, in which event, from the commencement 
“of hostilities, this act shall cease, and be no longer 
‘in force.” 

These are. the sections of the act of 1836—the 
act-which sunk before the firm resolve of President 
Jackson—sunk before his resolve; for. it died under 
his. known opinion in respect to it, and without 
having reached his hand. It was the copy of the 
one which he had retained, and which he had 
returned ‘with his objections. . It was known to be 
uselessito send -it-to-him. unless.there was a ma- 
jority. of two. thirds for it ineach House, Such a 
majority could.not..be.conciliated; and the bill, 
after: becoming an-act. of the Senate, died out in the 
House of. Representatives, and was succeeded by 
another. actin. the Senate to accomplish a -part of 
its purpose; namely; the bill to distribute, under the 
name of a deposit,-thirty-six: millions of public 
moneys among: the States... This. latter became a 


law; 1t was only about one half. the magnitude.of | 


its predecessor and progenitor—the five years’ land 
revenue distribution bill. It was-only half the 


magnitudeof that bill; but the one half of it, even, 

was. erougitto crush: the great deposit banks: 
Iwas: one ofa few who opposed ali threé of 

these bill; and especially l opposed the:one from 


the loss of which General Jackson has beén-so 
| incontinently: denounced on this floor, and for the 
want of which so many evils have been asserted 
to have arisen. I join issue upon: these asser- 
tions. I denounce. this bill now, as I did when it 
was on its passage, as a bill that: would have 
bankrupted the deposit banks, and bankrupted 
the Treasury, and laid the Government: under the 


money to defray its. ordinary daily: and current 
expenses. 
when the. bill was on its passage in May, 1836; 


respect to the danger to the banks and the ‘Treas- 
ury, that a member of the Senate:and a friend 
now present, suggested that they would alarm the 
country if published as delivered; and, in conse- 
quence, the speech was but partially and imper- 
fectly reported. The bill died in the House of 
Representatives; it never became a law; 1 was. 
satisfied, and should never have troubled theSen- 
ate and the country with a revival of. the subject, 
had it not been now revived by the author of the 
bill, for the purpose of attributing. to it a-vast 
merit, and for the purpose of. reiterating upon: 
General Jackson an oft-repeated denunciation. 


resuscitated to. claim our sympathies, as a meas: 
ure of beneficence to the country, and to- excite’ 
our resentment against General Jackson, as the 
destroyer of so fine a measure! Revived, resusci- 
tated, dug up from its grave in this manner, and 
for these purposes, it becomes a legitimate sub- 
ject for parliamentary animadversion; andl mèan 
to advert upon it freely, closely, and truly, that 
the country may not only see what it is they are 
called upon to regret, and to censure General 
Jackson for destroying, but also to enable all men 
who are of “ sound mind and memory,” to judge 
for themselves what this country would: come to 
if its destinies were in the hands of the friends and 
supporters of such a bill! > ` 

I now. address myse: 
ligence of all parties in this. Chamber and out of 
it, and invoke their attention and.the decision of 
their. minds on the case which. will be presented. 
The bill, in its third section, provides first for the 
distribution of the money which had been received 
from. the sales of the public lands for the three 
preceding years, and which money had already, 
in great part, been expended by the Government. 
It ordered the amounts received from the Jands in 


the division to commence on the Ist day of July 
next ensuing, and to be accomplished in four in- 
stallments, at ninety days apart. This was. one 
clause of the bill, and the amount on which it 
would have operated was $23,582,882; that is to 
say, the sum of $3,967,682 for 1833; the sum of 
$4,857,600 for 1834; and the sum of $14,757,460 
for 1835. This would have madethe sum of nearly 
six millions, in round numbers, payable out of the 
Treasury at intervals of ninety days, to wit: on 
the first days of July, October, January, and 
April. The whole sum of $23,500,000 would 
have been payable in the short space of about nine 
months, and that in addition to the $31,000,000 
which would be required for the service of the 
Government during the same year. So. much for 
one branch of the distribution clause. The second 
branch of it ordered the proceeds of the land sales 
for the years 1836 and 1837 to be also divided out, 
but by a half yearly instead of quarterly process. 
The first payment was to be made on the Ist-of 
July ensuing, being the same day on which the 
quarterly payments began; the second was to.be 
made on the lst of January, 1837, being. the same: 
day on which the third quarterly payment-became’ 
due; the third half payment. wasto be made on 
the Ist of July, 1837; and the fourth on. the. dst 
of January, 1838.. Now,.what.is the amount 
which this second branch.of the distribution clause 
would have diverted. from the Treasury, and in 
what time? Sir, the amount-would have been 
$31,653,380,'and thetime would have been eighteen 
| months. Such would havebeen the amount pay- 


which. two-sections have just. been read, and fór. 


necessity of reviving the tariff, or borrowing: 
These were my declarations. then, | 


and I expressed myself with such earnesthess with | 


The defunct bill is resuscitated by its author— || 


the years 1833, 1834, and 1835, to be divided out; 


If to the candor and intel- || 


| sums will show thé amount and” dis 


| Government; in all $110,000,000! ; 


able in-that-shortitinve;:for the satas lendi 
in 1836 were $24,877,179? and for 1837 they were: 
$6;776,236, and this in addition to thestim required: 
for the service ofthe Government in 1837; which : 
was $39,000,000. The whole amount which would: 
have been required:for distribution:between the det. 
of July, 1636, and the-1st-of January; 1838; would” 
have: been: $55,336,360; and: the: service: of the: 
Government for the same time would‘havérequired : 
just about as much more. A. table off dates and® 

tribution of: 


these enormous:calls-fot money: 
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This table: exhibits the detail andthe ‘gross of: 


the amounts which would have been taken from: 
the Treasury in eighteen months, df theJdand: biik: 
of 1836 had passed, with the detail and-the grogs: 
also of what was actually required for the! service 
of the Government for the same time... They 
amount, in round numbers, to: $55,000,000: for 
distribution, and 455,000,000 for the support. of: 


Now, sir, how was the Treasury: to stand. this 
enormous cali? It could-not have stood it atal! 


| It could not have stood the. first: pull—thé first 
| $17,250,000 for distribution, and $7,750,000: for 
| the public service; which. would: have been re~: 


quired on the first day of July, 1836. It would 
have failed at that payment; and so I-declared, 
and, in my own. opinion, demonstrated at that 
time; and so the event proved, when the deposit 
act passed, and substituted a smaller and later 
distribution. This deposit act passed in June of 
1836; it began to:take effect in. January, 1837; it 
proposed to divide'out but $36,000,000, and that 
by $9,000,000. at a time, and to commence:the dis- 
tribution stx: months later than the land bill pro» 
posed; and yet what was the result? The result 
was the stoppage of the principal deposit banks, 
and all the rest of the banks within five months 
after the distribution began to take effectt The 
deposit banks made the first distribution. in Jan- 
uary; they nearly sunk under the second install- 
ment in April; they were unable to meet the third 
one in July, and closed their doors in May; and, 
while several causes contributed to the result, yet 
it must never be forgotten. that the committee of 
the New York banks, where the stoppage. began, 
in enumerating the four principal causes-for that 
event, placed at the head of those:caitses, the op- 
eration of the DEPOSIT on DISTRIBUTON ACE of 
June, 1836. Thus, experience -proved that the 
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deposit banks could. not stand 'a distribution of 
$36,000,000, commencing: six months later than 
the proposed land bill distribution, and made in 
quarterly installments of only $9,000,000 ata time. 
How then could they have stood a distribution of 
$55,000,000, commencing six months earlier, and 
the first installment amounting to $17,250,000? 
The thing was impossible; it could not be done; 
and that was so evident to me that I proclaimed 
it, and.reiterated my opinion on this floor in lan- 
guage too strong, in the judgment of some of my 
friends, to be allowed to go to the country; and 
what was that opinion bottomed upon? Upon 
the fact known to us all, and by me repeated a 
thousand times, that what was called a surplus of 
$40,000,000 in the Treasury was a mere delusion; 
that the money, in point of fact, was not in the 
deposit banks; that it had been lent out; that Con- 
gress had sanctioned and instigated the lending, 
by requiring interest from the banks for its use; 
that, instead of being in the banks, it was in the 
hands of merchants, traders, dealers, manufactur- 
ers, mechanics, speculators, and others; that the 
bankshad used it with the knowledge of Congress, 
and with theimplied contract and fairunderstand- 
ing of having the use of it till gradually called for 
on account of the public service; and that, to call 
for all this money in masses, and almost without 
“notice (for the first payment would have begun 
as soon as the bill could have been passed) was to 
COMPEL THE LARGE DEPOSIT BANKS T0 CHOOSE BE- 
TWEEN STOPPING PAYMENT THEMSELVES, OR DE- 
STROYING THEIR DEBTORS. All this was so plain | 
to me that it was amazing, incomprehensible, and 
almost incredible that any person could avoid 
seeing the same. Yet this is the measure, the loss 
of which we are called upon to deplore. This is 
the measure, the patriotic resistance of which, 
by General Jackson, is denounced as an act of 
tyranny. This is the measure, then believed to 
be irresistibly popular, now known to be heartily 
condemned by every considerate man. ‘This is 
the measure before which General Jackson, and 
all its opponents, were expected to be prostrated, 
and before which they were willing to have been 
prostrated if such had been the penalty of ad- 
herence to their principles; this is the measure 
which, like the consular distributions of grain and 
money, and public lands, among the voters in the 
degenerate days of the Roman Republic, was ex- 
pected to purchase the suffrages of all the people. 
General Jackson and his friends, myself one of 
them, did what they believed was right, in resist- 
ing this measure, without regard to consequences 
personal to themselves. They resisted the colos- 
sal distribution of $55,000,000 of money. ‘They 
threw themselves upon the intelligence, the pa- 
triotism, and the candor of their fellow-country- 
men; and the event has proved that they were not 
mistaken in their estimate of that candor, that in- 
telligence, and that patriotism. It has proved 
that the American people are not yet ready to be 
seduced and debauched with the spoils and pil- 
lage of their own country. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I pursue this bill of May, 
1836, one step further; I pursue it into the fourth 
section, and see that nothing but a war with a for- 
cign Power could have arrested the distribution of 
the $55,000,000, and given the Treasury a right 
to retain the $24,877,179 received from the public 
lands in 1836, and the $6,776,236 received from 
them in 1837. By the terms of the act, the dis- 
tribution was to go on without regard to anything 
buta foreign war, and the $32,000,000 received 
from the lands in 1836 and 1837 were to belong 
to the States, and to be 
least regard to the condition of the public Treas- | 
ary.. it wasa specific appropriation of the pro- | 
ceeds of the lands, and as such would have been | 

aid over to the States on the da 
act. The “shutting up” 
have made no differences the stoppage of the 
banks would have made no difference; there was | 
no foreign war—the appropriation was specific 
and absolute—and the delivery of the money to 
the States would have been compulsory and in- 
evitable. Whatthen? Why, that notwithstand- 
ing the retroactive disbursements frora the Treas- 
ury of the before received revenues from the landa 


of the freasury would | 


of 1933, 1834, and 1935-—notwithstanding the at- || 


tempt to disburse these old expended. revenues 


paid to them without the || 


ys named in the | 


might have bankrupted the deposit banke-—-yet 
| the current receipts from the lands for 1836 and 
1837 would have been turned over to: the States 
as they came in. The $25,000,000 (nearly) of 
Į 
| (nearly) of 1837 would have gone to them also; 
and thus, with the banks all stopped--with the 


| Government in motion—with the duties from cus- 
toms sinking down to nothing—merchants’ duty- 
bonds postponed—balances from banks delayed 
| for many months; with all these we should have 
| been paying out to the States the $7,000,000 of 
hard money received from the lands in 1887, and 
which $7,000,000 in specie was the sheet-anchor 
of the Government in that disastrous year, and 
the only thing which saved it from the degrada- 
tion and ruin of using depreciated paper money 
and shinplasters. 

Mr. President, we hear much of the incapacity, 
the ignorance, the incompetency, and the reck- 
lessness of the Jackson administration; we hear 
much of all this from the Opposition, without their 
being able to specify a measure to which these 
| epithets will apply; but here is an act of the Op- 
position itself, which places the leaders in a posi- 
| tion to choose between a confession of absolute 
incapacity to manage the public affairs, or of a 
Geliberate design to bankrupt the Treasury and 
| the banks. 


competent; and to hurl such epithets at that Admin- 
istration is to hurl them at the people, by whom 
that Administration was created and has been 
sustained. To attack that Administration, ap- 
proved as it was in the triumphant second election 
of General Jackson,and in the triumphant election 
of his successor, is to attack the capacity of the 
people for self-government! It is to attack the 
elective principle of our Constitution, and to say 
that that principle ought to be abolished, and a 
hereditary ruler given as a guardian to these who 
were so Incompetent to choose their own Chief 
Magistrate. 

No, sir! Great are the services which General 
Jackson has rendered to his country—ereat in the 
field—still greater in the Cabinet. 


exertions, the emanation no less of a heroic soul 
than of a sagacious head and a patriot heart. 
i None but a hero could have acted the part, in 
civil affairs, which he did. Above all men who 


| perhaps, alone accepted, he will be stamped the 
| hero-statesman of the age. I have heretofore 
| endeavored to do some justice to his various, 
| transcendent, and victorious policy. I have en- 
| deavored to present some views of his numerous, 
, brilliant, and successful ameliorations at home, 
and negotiations abroad. I have endeavored to 
| present him as posterity will view him, covered, 
illustrated, irradiated with every species of glory, 
and above all, with the glory of usefulness—with 
the glory of havingimproved the condition, bettered 
the circumstances, advanced the fortune, and 
personally benefited every industrious inhabitant 
which the country contains. I have endeavored to 
do this; and I appeal to the present unparalleled, 
unrivaled, unprecedented, unexampled, universal, 
pervading, and exulting prosperity of the country 
for the truth and fidelity of the pictures which I 
have endeavored to draw. 

it is not my intention to repeat, on the present 
occasion, what I have heretofore delivered on this 
| Subject; but there is one point which, though 
| heretofore mentioned, has never been presented 
| with the fullness, individuality, and development 
which its importance and magnitude deserves: 1 
| allude to our cotton production, and its infiuence 


|| upon the wealth and industry of every portion of 


i this extended Union, and the part which General 
| Jackson has acted in bringing that production to 
! what it now is, and to what it must be. What 
was the extent of our cotton-growing territory 
before the victorious arms of General Jackson 
acquired for us the vast region of the South and 
i Southwest? It was a part of South Carolina, a 
part of Georgia, some slips in North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, and Louisiana. What 


1 
| 


1836 would have gone to the States; the $7,000,000 | 


Treasury shut up—with Congress called together | 
to provide the ways and means of keeping the | 


No, Mr. President, the Jackson administration |! 
was not ignorant, was not reckless, was not in- | 


His civil ad- | 
ministration was a continued series of patriotic | 


have lived in our eventful times, a single individual, | 


| isitnow? It is all Florida; all Georgia, all Ala- 
| bama, all Mississippi; all Louisiana, all Arkansas, 
| South Carolina, a part of North Carolina, a third 
of Tennessee, and a slip in Missouri. In. terri- 
torial extent our cotton-growing region has been 
increased more than ten fold by the victorious 
arms of General Jackson over the southern In- 
dians, and by his still more victorious policy over 
the political allies of those Indians—their Federal 
allies—whose struggle it was to retain them in the 
southern States to diminish their political import- 
ance,and to cripple their advance. What was 
the value of our cotton export before these great 
operations of General Jackson began? It was 
$14,000,000. Whatisitnow? Fris $80,000,000. 
| And what ia its capacity of augmentation? Al- 
most limitless and boundless, or only limited by 
the wants of Europe, Asia, Africa, and the two 
Americas; for to all these countries, even to the 
Ganges and the Black Sea, to the Cape of Good 
Hope, and to Terra del Fuego do our American 
cottons now go. And what isthe influence of 
this vast production, so amazingly augmented 
under the victorious arms,.and still more victo- 
rious policy, of ong MAN; what is its influence 
upon the industry, the pursuits, and the wealth 
of every part of this extended Confederacy? To 
answer this question, let the mind’s eye figure to 
| itself a map of this Union, and then contemplate 
every species of industry which is carried on upon 
i the vast diversified domain which it represents. 
Let him look at our shipping interest from the 
Chesapeake to Passamaquoddy bay, all finding 
its greatest and richest employment in carrying 
| our cotton abroad, and bringing back the produc- 
tions of so many nations received in exchange for 
it. Let him see our most opulent merchants 
| throughout the whole extent of our coast, from 
New Orleans to New York, all bottoming théir 
į largest operations upon the cotton of the South. 
Look to the manufacturing industry of the whole 
northeast, of which Massachusetts may be taken 
as an example, and as the highest pattern; man- 
ufactures of leather, cotton, wool, iron, brass, tin, 
wood, glass, stone, &c., the grand aggregate of 
which, in all the northeast, may be judged of from 
the annual product of near ninety million dollars 
for Massachusetts alone; and a goodly proportion 
of the whole of which finds its market in the same 
|| cotton-growing region. Crossing the Alleghany 
i mountains, and descending upon the western 
| waters, see twelve millions of manufactured arti- 
cles, the product of the industry of three or four 
miles square at the confluence of the Alleghany 
and Monongahela; see these twelve millions an- 
nually going off from Pittsburg, and the largest part 
going to the cotton planters of the South; while 
many other towns and villages of the West, on a 
smaller scale, emulate the meritorious example of 
‘the Birmingham of the West.” Then, see the 
agricultural States of the great valley. See Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, with 
i their vast productions of grain, and their innu-" 
merable herds and flocks, all finding their richest 
| market in the same region. ‘Turning to the middle 
States, where the value of labor, for a long time, 
has been so much reduced, we see that value in 
Virginia, Maryland, North Carolina, and Tennes- 
see has found a vast augmentation from the culti- 
vation of cotton. So that, in every part of this 
extended Confederacy, and over every species of 
creative industry, the augmented cultivation of cot- 
ton, the fruit of General Jackson’s military achieve- 
ments and civil policy, has extended its benefits, 
and shed its benign influences. The North, the 
East, the West, and the Middle States; the cities 
and the country; agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce; all, all find employment for theit indus- 
try, and rich rewards for their skill and labor- in 
that perennial fountain of national wealth—the 
cotton-growing region of the South—which, while 
it showers gold upon all others, is itself largely 
deprived of its own advantages by illusive systems 
of political economy, a system which leads it to 
purchase everything by the paper money standard 
of the United States, while it sells the only article 
it produces by the hard-money standard of Eu- 
rope! Every part of this Union feels the benefi- 
cent effects of the cotton crops; and no part feels 
it more than the agricultural region of Kentucky, 
and the manufacturing districts of Massachusetts. 
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Ihave lately traveled.in Kentucky, and speak. 


from. the knowledge of my own senses... I have 


lately received an authentic. return of. the annual, 


manufactures of Massachusetts, and speak upon 
unimpeachable authority., -Kentucky.and Massa- 
chusetts are the two States of this Union which 
have profited most by the. military victories and 
the civil administration of General Jackson; they 
are the two States of this. Union which owe most 


to his arms and to.his policy; they are the two | 


States of this Union which should be bound to 
him by the strongest ties of gratitude and affec- 
tion.. The agriculturist of Kentucky is now on 
the high road to wealth; his prosperity reposes 
upon a solid.and imperishable basis. His cattle, 
his.mules, his horses, his hemp, all wanted in the 
South, command the highest price, fill his coffers 
with vast sums of money, and reflect upon his 
lands an unprecedented value. It is no longer the 


illusions of the high tariff; it is no longer the illu- | 


sions of the ‘golden fleece,” two thousand dol- 
lars for a.sheep, intrinsically worth twenty shil- 
lings, and now sunk to that price; it is no longer 
the deceptive dream of these ephemeral illusions 
which tickled and beguiled the Kentuckian before 
Jackson’s administration, but it is now the solid 
basis of the cotton cultivation in the South, and 
free, trade in Europe, upon which his prosperity 
reposes. ; Let, him cultivate the cotton-grower, and 


cherish. free trade abroad, and never again fall into, 


the illusions of high tariff and national bank, and 
never.again will he see his crops rotting on his 
hands, his. property sinking to no price, his cur- 
rency depreciated one half, and piles of property 
laws, tender laws, relief laws, and stay laws in- 
terposed between the hapless debtor and the mer- 
ciless creditor. So much for Kentucky; and equal 
with hers, and resting, in good part, upon the 
same basis, is the prosperity of Massachusetts. 
The cotton-grower of the South takes a part of all 
that she has to spare, From “brushes, brooms, 
and baskets, and buttons of all kinds,” up to her 
eighteen millions of dollars worth of manufactures 
in shoes, boots, and leather; her seventeen mil- 
lions ‘of manufactures of cotton; her ten millions 
of manufactures of wool; her nine millions and a 
half-of fish. and oil; her two millions of ready-made 
clothing, stocks, and suspenders; her two millions 
and a-half of nails, brads, and tacks; her million 
and a half of soap and candles; her million and a 
half of paper; her million and a quarter of rum; 
her million of refined sugar; her two millions of 
straw bonnets and palm leaf hats; and many other 
articles ‘ too tedious to enumerate,” but amounting, 
in conjunction with those enumerated, to EIGHTY- 
six millions of dollars per annum. Fromall these 
she sends a part to the cotton-grower, and doubt- 
lesa gets a better part of the crop than the grower 
himself receives; an advantage which is the fair 
and legitimate fruit of industry, conducted by 
skill, guarded by economy, and diversified by 
enterprise. It was the last year of President 
Jackson’s. administration—the year ending the 
31st day of March, 1837—which presented this 
magnificent result of Massachusetts manufactur- 
ing industry; I say manufacturing, for the pro- 
ceeds of her commerce and agriculture are not in- 
cluded; and this grand result will forever stand as 
a proof of the prosperity of the country under the 
sagacious policy of that illustrious statesman. 
Sir, it was no part of my intention to make a 
eulogy upon General Jackson. The time is coming 
when history, and poetry, and sculpture, and 
painting, and the living voices of endless genera- 
tions will.do him that service. I make no general 
eulogy. I have spoken to a single point, to show 
from one example the beneficent nature of his 
policy, and the universality of its happy influence 
upon all parts of our. country, and upon all the 
pursuits of its industry.. I have spoken to a single 
point, and have not exhausted that one, for to this 
same cotton region we are indebted for the hundred 
millions. of gold and silver which. has sustained 
the country and.the Government:in the lateshock, 
and which hereafter are to render the people inde- 
pendent. of. the. rise ‘and fall of. banks, and: safe 
from, the shocks.and explosions of the paper sys- 
tem. . What I have said has been forced out of me 
by. attacks, as wanton. as. they are incessant, upon 
the hero-patriot who. is entitled to repose, now 
that he has withdrawn from the.world. and: given 


| a notorious Conservative—a uniform and bitter 


| large amount, near a million and a-half, had ever 


an example.of the manner in which an ex-Pregi- 
dent-of the United States should. spend the evening 
of-his:‘days, and close up the career of his life, 


-o PHE SWARTWOUT DEFALCATION, ` 


DEBATE IN THE HOUSE, 
January 8, 1838. , 


The resolution of Mr. CAMBRELENG, for a Select | 
Committee.to investigate the defaication of Samuel | 
Swartwout, having come up as the unfinished 
business, together with the amendment thereto | 
proposed by Mr, Wiss— 

Mr. Wise modified his amendment by adopting 
a resolution offered some days since by Mr. GAR- | 
LAND, of Virginia, in the following words: 


‘Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, | 
t to consist of nine members, to be appointed by 
‘ballot, whose duty it shali be to inquire into the 
‘causes and extent of the late defalcations of the 
‘custom-house at New York and other places; | 
t the length of time they have existed; the correct- 
‘ness of the returns which have been made by 
‘the collectors, and naval and other officers, arid 
‘the deposit banks respectively; and all such facts 
‘connected with said defalcations as. may be 
“deemed material to develop their true character. 

© Be it further resolved, That said committee be 
‘required to inquire into, and make report of, any 
‘ defalcations among the collectors, receivers, and 
< disbursers of the public money,.which may now 
‘exist; who are the defaulters; the amount of de- 
‘falcations; the length of time they have existed, | 
‘and the causes which led to them; and that said | 
‘committee have power to send for persons and | 
t papers,” 

Mr. EVERETT said that, asit would be neces- į 
sary, if any investigation was to take place this | 
session, that it should be entered on without delay, | 
he hoped the resolution would be voted on at once; | 
and he demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG accepted the modification 
proposed by Mr. Garrano, except so much as 
related to the mode of appointing the’ committee. 
While. up he would, take the opportunity to notice | 
some remarks of the gentleman: from Virginia, | 
(Mr: Wisz.] That gentleman expressed surprise 
that he (Mr. C.) had not included the defalcations | 
of Mr. Price and General. Gratiot in his. motion | 
for inquiry.. He-did not for the obvious reason; 
that he was not aware of them. . If the gentleman | 
from Virginia had consulted his colleague, [Mr. 


j| traced to speculations in the Morris .Ca: 


Mercer,] he could have informed him. that he, 
(Mr. C.) had subsequently, proposed to him to | 
include both these cases. The gentleman might | 
make the inquiry as broad as he pleased; he was | 
himself disposed to give latitude for the most ex- | 
tensive examination. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia had also ascribed to the motion he had of- 

fered a design to ‘‘ whitewash” the Secretary of | 
the Treasury., He was surprised at this charge, | 
when he had expressly declared, in submitting | 
the motion, that he had no desire whatever to serve | 
as a member of the committee, and that nothing | 
short of an order of the House would compel him 

to doso.. If there was any ‘whitewashing ” to 
be done, he should have no share init. The gen 
tleman had further imputed to the Speaker a de 
sign to pack the committee for the purpose of pro 
tecting the Secretary of the Treasury. If (said | 
Mr. C.) there is any weight in such suspicions, | 
what is the attitude of the gentleman’s colleague? | 
(Mr. Garuanp.] He moves that a committee be 
appointed by ballot, to inquire into the most stu- 
pendous fraud that has ever been committed, and 
that, too, by one of his own political friends~ 


enemy of the present Chief Magistrate before and 
since his original -appointment. Before he was | 
appointed I remonstrated against it, in a letter to | 
the President, and then predicted his defalcation. 
But, sir, Mr. Swartwout is not the only Conserv- 
ative friend whom the gentleman from. Virginia, 
as I apprehend, will find involved in this defalca~ 
tion. One of the most important: duties tobe per- | 
formed by this committee willbe to ascertain | 
whether other Conservatives did not: participate in | 
the fruits of this fraud. He did-not believe that this | 


been taken for his own.use exclusively. He was: 
much mistaken if some portion. of it would é 


Banking GCompany—that. vortex. into wh 
much capital had ‘been drawn. It. woul 
duty of. the commitiee to look.into these.matte 


f PES 
and to ascertain whether some portion of. this 


opinion that the Conservatives in that Hoüse 
were, he would not say to be deterred, but to be 
in the least affected in their course by the opinion 
of that gentleman, or of the public press, that the 
defaulters were Conservatives? For one, acting 
as he did with a small party, known at home as 
Democratic Republicans, whatever name they 
might bear here or elsewhere, he would. say to 
that gentleman that they should be satisfied with 
nothing short of an exact, minute, elaborate in- 
quiry, not into the political opinions of: the delin- 
quents—~though others might drag in.that, consid- 
eration in order to serve a purpose—but ,into ‘the 
extent and nature of the peculations which had 
taken place, and into the insufficiency of that 
Treasury machinery, which, ought long ago tö 
have detected the fraud; as well as into those 
legislative provisions. which. it was. prop 
adopt, in order to guard against a ‘like’oceur 
in future. If the gentleman had ‘the informat 
and he alone could possess it~that ‘there Were 
others connected with the Morris Canal and 
Banking Company, who participated in the pecu- 
lation or in its fruits, all that would, by the inqui- 
ry, be brought fully to light, Let the FYouse, Te% 
the country, have the facts. Nothing. less:would 
satisfy them. cae mainitagi 

The gentleman from New York had insinuated 
that it was a very remarkable thing that a Con- 
servative should desire to be placedvat the-head.of. 
an investigating committee to look into these de~ 
falcations, Thus. the gentleman attempted «to, 
parry the attack of one of his colleagues, {Mr. 
Wiseg,].by throwing out insinuations against.an- 
other of his colleagues, who had not yet opened 
his mouth., The gentleman was assailed bya 
gentleman sitting on.one:side of the House, and, 
by way of a reply, he made an attack upon an=- 
other gentleman in quite a differentquarter.. How- 
ever, his colleague [Mr. Garrano] was well able. 
to take his own part.. As one who-should..vote 
for the appointment of a committee by ballot; Mri 
M. cared not of what political complexion. the 
peculators might be; the American people. dis 
claimed the idea that public trusts were onlyto.be 
confided to those who were of one particular way 
of thinking in politics. He had said: he. should 
vote for a committee appointed by ballot. dt was 
not needful that he should disclaim: the. belief 
that a proper committee would. not-be-appointed. 
by the presiding officer of the House, if he should 
be intrusted with that duty, for he-entertal 
such belief; but he would vouch-for ityth 
partisan press in opposition.tothe Aami 
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tion would not fail, be the complexion of the comi- 
mittee what it might, to attribute its appointment 
tó wrong motives. Let the committee, then, be 
appointed in such a way that no suspicions could 
be- entertained with any color of reason. It wasa 
great subject. 
treagare of the country from dilapidation. Ithad 
been most shamefully squandered for nine years 
in“ succession, and yet the Treasury machinery 
had proved wholly inadequate to detect the rob- 
bery. This was not a vague assertion: it rested 
on the authority of the highest fiscal officer of the 
Government, the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self. -If such were the case, it called for the im- 
mediate interposition of the House. For one, he 
was desirous of a committee appointed by ballot, 
in order that the American people might feel as- 
sured thatit would be such a committee, and con- 
duct the inquiry in such a manner as should se- 
cure to them the efficient protection of this Mouse. 
The gentleman had asked if the committee should 
be appointed by ballot, who would be responsible 
for it. A most extraordinary question! Who 
would be responsible? What! did the gentleman 
mean to throw out the imputation that any com- 
mittee of this House reposed itself on the respon- 
sibility of the Speaker who appointed it? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. What he 
had asked was, who would be responsible for the 


appointment of the committee, if it was appointed || 


in the dark? 

Mr. MASON. Who would be responsible? 
The committee itself would be responsible, let who 
would appoint them, i . 

[Elere some gentleman, speaking across, said, 
let them be appointed viva voce.} 


Yes, sir, (said Mr. M.,) let them be appointed | 


viva voce, if you will; I am ready for such a vote; 
but howeverappointed, I say the committee, when 
appointed, wilt be responsible for its own acts. 

Fle had deemed it proper that a committee should 
be raised in such a manner as to protect the in- 

uiry confided to them from all suspicion of a 
design to whitewash anybody. Let their report 
go to the American people stamped with the im- 
press of a bona fide intention to redress a great 
public evil, He went for such a report as should 
bear the broad seal of truth on its front, and 
should be wholly freed from a partisan character. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he would accept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Wise,] as now modified, save so much of 
it ag proposed that the committee be appointed by 
ballot. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether the gentleman had 
a right to accept of the amendment with a reser- 
vation of any part of it? Musthe not accept it as 
a whole? 

The CHAIR said the gentleman had a perfect 
right to modify his own resolution by the addition 
to it of whatever words he pleased. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, said the gentleman 
from New York had undertaken to answer argu- 
ments as his which he had never made. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. Ie had been 
answering the gentleman’s colleague, (Mr. Wisg, ] 
who had talked about a stocked pack, and about 
a whitewashing committee, &c. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir, the gentleman’s 
answer was to my colleague, but all the thunder 
of it fellon my poor head. And what has been 
my sin in this matter? I, it seems, am answer- 
able for the défalcation of Swartwout, because he 
isa Conservative, Sir, I believe he was a Con- 
servative, and the result was, that he conserved 
more than a million of the public money, and 


conserved himself to boot, and got off safe to || momentous emergencies, it should appointits own || 


London, Is that my fauli? 

The gentleman made another suggestion, by 
which he attempted to put me in an awkward 
position; he says it did not look well in me to 
want to be at the head of an investigating com- 
mittee on the defalcation of a Conservative friend. 
Sir, I flatly deny the charge. I might appeal to 
gentlemen on this floor who know that when I 
offered the resolution which my colleague has 
adopted, I expressly disclaimed all wish or pur- 
pose to be on the committee. But how does the 
gentleman’s doctrine apply to himself? Does he 
not know that, by the same rule of courtesy, he 
would himself be placed at the head of the com- 


The end in view was to protect the | 


mittee? Fle moved it in the first instance. But 
he says he asked to be excused from serving on 
it. ell, sir, and are there no other gentlemen 
who could prefer the same request? I have had 
enough, Heaven knows, of the chairmanship of 
investigating committees. I want no more of it, 
I assure you. The gentleman wants to know | 


yet the gentleman, after admitting that my resolu- 
| tion was more comprehensive than his own, ac- 
cepted it as a modification. If I offered it with a 
view to cover up my friend’s defalcation, how 


him? His only objection to my proposition is, 
that it proposes a committee appointed by ballot; 
the rest he adopts as his own. Sir, was it I 
who first moved in this*matter? Was it not the 
gentleman himself? Did not the President sug- 
gest the measure in his message? Did not the 
Secretary do the same thing in his report? And 
| was it not, again I ask, the gentleman himself 
who commenced the affair? I might retort upon 
the gentleman by asking why he did not include 
Mr. Price’s case, and whether he omitted it be- 
| cause that gentleman is a political friend of his? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG. I thought I had ex- 
| plained that matter already. The case of Mr. | 
f rice was not then heard of. 

| Mr. GARLAND, If the gentleman made that 
j explanation, I did not hear it. But, sir, I here | 
| tell the gentleman from New York that denuncia- 
|| tions of this kind will never drive me from my 
| course in this House or elsewhere. In the dis- 
| charge of my duty Iam responsible to my Creator, 
| to my country, and to my constituents; and I 
never have asked any man, and I never will, in 
what manner I shall discharge it. 

But, sir, was there not some reason that I should 
have moved in this business. The gentleman from 
New York and his friends advocate one plan for 
managing the moneyed concerns of the country; I 
and my friends advocate another. The gentleman 
and his associates declare that this great defalca- 
tion of Swartwoutis to be traced to the system we 
advocate. Was it to be expected that I should 
| sit coldly by, and let any course be taken that he | 
| and his friends might choose to point out? Sir, 

These defalcations 


i this is not a solitary case. 
| have been multiplying with an awful rapidity. | 


| them. They 
| $80,000 and $40,000, and they have gone on till 
|| they have grown to upwards of a million at a blow. 
| And all this, forsooth, is to be attributed to the 
| State bank system; and yet we are not to ask a 
| full investigation, for fear of being charged with a 
| design to cover up the iniquities of our political 
friends! Task any man to look at the resolution 
I offered, and see how it covers up the default? 
| Are not the committee to examine everywhere? 
|| May they not examine the banks too? The powers, 
| as L supposed, were full enough to cover the most 
| ample investigation; but, if not, I here tell the gen- 
iteman from New York, that if he wants any 
| further powers, let him put the resolution in his 
own words, and I will vote for it. I seek to screen 
nobody. 

As toa committee by ballot, those who know 
my past history know that that is no new idea 
|| with me. In the Legislature of my own State, it 
|| was ever a favorite with me. Not that I distrust 


how it is that I should seek to examine into the || 
defalcation of Mr. Swartwout, a political friend; || 


comes it that he accepted it who wants to expose | 


Scarce do our ears recover from the sound of one || 
| explosion, before another still louder bursts upon | 
i commenced with little accounts of || 


| in the history of the times. 
iin contrast with what occurred only two years 


i the Speaker. I know that he does ordinarily ap- 
[i point committees; but while, on ordinary oc- | 


|i casions, the House, by its acquiesence, may suf- | 


|| fer him to exercise this power, yet, in great and 


if committees for itself. Sir, whose committee ig 
‘| this to be? The Speaker’s? or the House’s com- | 
ij mittee? The argument of the gentleman comes to | 
‘| just this: the House can trust the Speaker, but it | 
f can’t trust itself. That’s it, sir. If we appoint by | 
lj ballot, we act “in the dark;’’ there is no respon- 
il sibility. Sir, it is a reflection on the character of | 
U this House. But is not this a question on which | 
|| the House should assume the responsibility, and | 
|| not cast it on the Speaker? If he appoints the | 
|| committee, and their report bears hard on one } 
f party, we shall immediately hear some gentleman 
| get up and talk about a stocked pack; and, if it 

bears hard on the other side, we shall hear the 


same complaints and insinuations from that quar- 
ter; party feeling will have its influence, and the 
appointment of the committee is sure to dissatisfy 
somebody.. I propose that the House take its 
own responsibility, and then let the report bear on 
whom it may. ‘There can be no complaints of a 
“stocked pack.” But no, sir; this won’t do. 
The House cannot trust itself; there will be no 
responsibility. Sir, 1 tell the gentleman I am 
ready for a viva voce vote. Iam prepared to tell 
the gentleman from New York, and every other 
gentleman, who they are! vote for. I will give 
the gentleman a copy of my ticket, and he may 
put it in the papers, if he will. And if the gen- 
tleman is still haunted with the idea that I am 
seeking the chair of the committee, 1 will here 
make a bargain with him; and we will both agree 
to stay off the committee altogether. There are 
others fitter for the place than either of us. Let 
the House take the vote in any form, I, for one, 
request not to be put on the committee. Have I 
asked any gentleman to vote forme? IHE have, 
let them say so. Besides, if the committee is 
chosen by ballot, you, Mr. Speaker, will not ap- 
point the chairman of it, so the usual obligation 
of courtesy would not put me at the head of it; the 
chairman would be appointed by the House, or 
chosen by the committee itself. How could I 
know that I should be made chairman? The gen- 
tleman’s charge falls to theground. No, sir, I am 
actuated, I trust, by higher motives than the poor, 
pitiful, contemptible hope of being placed in the 
chair of a committee. 1 tell the gentleman from 
New York that, not for the honor of his good 
opinion, nor for the sake of avoiding his bad opin- 
ion, would I accept such a distinction. 1 don’t 
want such another task; once is quite enough. 
But I also say that if, notwithstanding my request 
to the contrary, I shall be placed on that commit- 
tee, I shall endeavor to do my duty faithfully and 
fearlessly. But l hope to remain here on the floor, 
where I am ready to meet the gentleman from 
New York on his fine financial scheme of keeping 
the public money in the hands of individuals. On 
that plan I mean to be heard in this House. 

Sir, itis due to the little party of which I am a 
member, that a full and fair investigation be had, 
to see whether the State-banks are accountable for 
this money. If he will prove that they are, 1 will 
abandon the State bank scheme to-morrow morn- 
ing. The gentleman’s grand political rule of pol- 
icy in the matter is this: if an individual keeps the 
public money for a week, he will rob the nation; 
but if he keeps it fora month or a year, he will 
not touch a cent of it. That is not my creed. 
Why, sir, in this case of Swartwout, the money 
was all plundered before ever it reached the banks. 
1 here ask the gentleman from New York; in his 
place, do the banks owe to the Government, at 
this moment, one single cent of this money? Have 
they not paid every dollar that was intrusted te 


| them? Yet they are to be held responsible; the 


default is chargeable on the State-bank system, 
and not on the Sub-Treasury ! 

Mr. CUSHING said that the aspect of the 
question before the House was materially changed 
since the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] came forward to move an inquiry into 
the peculations of the collector of New York. That 
motion he (Mr. C.) regarded as an event, an epoch 
It stood strikingly 


ago, At that time the President of the United 
States undertook to certify to the integrity of the 
departments and officers of the Government. The 
Administration claimed to be spotless; it seemed 
to challenge scrutiny of its acts; it held itself up as 
immaculate; as if there was no taint of its intact 
purity, no blot on the whiteness of its ermine. 
Nay, when committees of investigation were ap- 
pointed by the House, the Administration assumed 
the lofty tone of indignant innocence, and repelled 
with all the force of its power the accusation then 
made by the gentleman from Virginia. The same 
contrast was yet more glaring, when it was con- 
sidered that the Administration of his colleague 
(Mr. Apams] had been assailed with every species 
of imputation by those now in power, and the most 
trivial acts of that period were dealt with as the 
greatest political enormities. This Administra- 
tion had come in over the ruins of that; upon the 
profession, loud and confident, of the high-spirited 
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purity of its purposes and spirit. What aspectacle | 
was now presented, when the particular organ of i 
the Administration himself, (Mr, Camagetenc] | 
came to the House to ask fòr a committee to in- | 
vestigate facts of, extraordinary official .corrup-.; 
tion happening under that Administration... Its | 
friends it would seem, were driven, by the irre- f 
sistible impulse of circumstances, no longer to | 
resist investigation. They could not withstand | 
the astounding exposures which had risen up ia | 
judgment against them. Accordingly they put | 
on the attitude of fairness, and proposed inquiry. | 
But. what inguiry? It was of secondary conse- 
quence -what were the defaults of individuals. 
here, was nothing to examine in the specific case | 

artwout. . All the facts were proved and | 
tablished, There they were, authenticated upon | 
the oficial papers of the Treasury! All that re- | 
mained of that cage was trivial in itself, and little 
worthy. of the special agency of a select commit- 
tee of the House. It was material to inquire what 
other defaulters there were, not yet detected, that | 
the Treasury might be saved from further losses. | 
it was material to look into the dishoner which 
such acts brought on the country. And it was 
material to.see whether the defalcations, of which 
this one, was but a specimen, and which reflected 
so mùch discredit on the country, did not devolve 
indelible disgrace upon the Administration under 
which they happened. These were the pinching 
points.in.the relations of a case of official enormity 
unheard of. in the annals of the nation. 

-But did the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CamparLenc] himself propose investigation of 
these the true objects of such investigations? Not 
at all, But now, since such further inquiry had 
been proposed to the friends of the Administration, | 


a change had come over the spirit of their dream. |i 


They begin to shrink from the consequences of | 
the. ascertained facts, and of a due inquiry into 
all the relations of those facts. But here the facts 
are, gross as a mountain, open, palpable. And 
‘what trick, what device, what starting hole is 
he: -to.escape from this open and apparent 
hame?”?” ‘The House now begins to see what 
adeviveis, Itis clear what the train of thought 
agsing. through the mind of the gentleman 
. New, York. It has been hinted before. 
Swartwout, we are told, is a Conservative, and: 
opposed to the Administration; and thus gentle- 
men seek to shift from their shoulders the pres- 
ent load of ignominy. The answer ‘is obvious. | 
Whether he be a Conservative or not, his default 
happened by the fault of the Administration, its | 
gross neglect to make due examination, its want | 
li 


of ordinary care, if nothing worse, by reason of | 
which these peculations had run through a space | 
of years, and had swollen from hundreds to hun- 

dreds of thousands. It mattered not, therefore, | 
what party Swartwout belonged to, Whig or 
Tory; Conservative or Destructive; still, for his 
pecilation the Administration was responsible be- 
fore. God and man. But was it not amusing 
enough to Hear the gentleman from New York | 
throwing off this Swartwout case upon the Oppo- 
sition? Wag it not notorious that that individual 
was one of the special pets of Andrew Jackson— 
appointed as his particular friend—appointed as a 
memorial of their ancient association in Burr’s 
conspiracy-—appointed -because of his distin- 
guished services as an electioneering partisan, 
actively instrumental in behalf of the late Presi- 
dent? And had not his defalcations gone on for 
seven or eight years before Swartwout wavered 
in-his allegiance to the powers that be? Under 
these circumstances, it was absurd—it was more, 
it was superlatively ridiculous—to say that the 
Whigs; the wicked Whigs, the cunning Whies, 
were laboring to.screen one of themselves. No 
such thing. This device, will not avail the Ad- 
ministration... Vainly will they say, with Lady 
Macbeth, ‘Ont, damned spot!” It will not out. 
‘They are steeped. in. guilt to the very. elbows. 
There is not water enough in the deep.sea to wash 
them. clean of the. indelible proofs of their cor- 


ruption. i ede 
And again: Is Swartwout the. only peculator 
before.the House? | To pasa over the Jester names | 
of .Boyd and the. rest, is there. not William M. 
Price, the crack orator of Tammany Hall, the pe- 
culiar party adviser of Mr, Van Buren in the aty 
0.3 aa 


|| tion, wish the résolution to. pass in that form. I 


EN ew York, the special friend there of the gen 


‘tleman ‘himself, [Mr. Camsre.ene,] the man to 
bring.up to the polls the thousand of the faithful 
of New York in solid columns in his behalf?. Do 
these artful Whigs desire to screen him? They. 


cannot screen Swartwout without screening Price, || 


They are par nobile fratrum—<rcades ambo. They 
have risen together, and fallen. together, and to- 
gether they are linked for good and for evil. 
But the gentleman from New York. seems to 
think that the appointment of a. committee, by 
ballot, is to screen the guilty. Was there ever 
anything more absurd? 
guilty? Why, such a mode of appointment is 
working in the dark, forsooth. In the dark! 
What? Here, in the face of Heaven, and of 
this bright sun, and these assembled crowds 
of spectators gazing upon us, is a vote herean 
act performed in the dark? | Preposterous ! 
Whether by ballot or vive voce, (and Mr. C. said 


he was indifferent which,) such a mode of ap- 


pointment was not in the dark. An appointment 
by the Speaker, in his private apartment, alone, 
with no eye on him but God’s, that, and that 
alone, was an appointment in the dark. But 
again: Early in the session, when this defalcation 
was first discussed, here or elsewhere; we. heard 
something of a ‘*President’s committee,” The 
Richmond Enquirer told. us.there.was to be a 
s President’ committee.” ‘This is what the 
country does not want. 
committee, but a people’s committee; and such a 
committee the House means to have; one to do 
its duty, not to the President, but to the country. 
Strike where it may, such a committee there 
ought to be; one to probe corruption to the very 
bottom; to penetrate the very vitals of guilt; to 


denounce punishment on the wrongdoer, whoever || 


he be, high or low, friend or foe, and wherever a 
blow may be advantageously struck. It can be 
done. It will be done. Such a committee must 
do its duty to the nation, whose eyes would be 
upon it with sleepless jealousy. “Its members 
will have to take heed to themselves, and explore 
all the crooked ways of corruption, and unearth 
the guilty, without fear, favor, or affection. He 


that flinches in the hour of trial will be lashed into | 


the path of duty by the, whips of general: indigna- 
tion, and, if he fails, will become a mark for the 
finger of scorn to the end of time. . Therefore it 
is that there should be a choice of the committee 
by the House; not (said Mr. ©.) that. I mean any 
imputation on the integrity of the Speaker, but 
because the influences of party should be excluded 
from the question, and ample regard be had to | 
the appointment of a committee of investigation, 
in the most solemn form recognized by the Fouse, | 
with the stamp of its immediate power and au- 
thority upon it, that it may so far as possible 
have the confidence of the country, and its report 
go forth to the world as the voice of the people’s 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. PICKENS inquired of the Chair whether 
it was à rule of the House, as lately established, | 
that the election viva voce applied to committees of 
the House. 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. It ap- 
plied to officers of the House alone. 

Mr. PICKENS. I am in favor of the most 
unlimited and unrestricted investigation the case | 
demands. My only objection is to a change in l 
the mode of choosing committees. It is the! 
established practice of the House for the Chair to | 
appoint them. The reason of this, I suppose, | 
has been to enable the House to act with energy 
and decision. It is impossible, in practice, to | 
bring so numerous a body to act, otherwise, with i 
any decision. Especially is this the case in the | 
short session. Yet, although I am opposed to | 
the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, on | 
principles of expediency and policy, and though 
I believe the difficulty of the inquiry to be so 
great that it cannot be gotten through with this | 
session, yet I will vote for the resoliition, because 
gentlemen who are clamorous for an investiga- 


will give them all they ask. Let them probe cors 
ruption to the very bottom, “I will not shield the 

ullty. I will hold up defaulters to the sun in the | 
Feavend. andlet the fies blow. on them, ahd let) 
thè world.gaze at the corruption that covers them. 


How to screen the || 


It wants no President’s || 


ii tigation as they seek, verily they will 


i| be appointed by Mr. Speaker, or by this House: 
ii Whether it shall be appointed here by ballot, ori 


The gentlemen shall have justice done, 
my Vote can go AT N DR 
{ should ‘not how 


| tution, my mouth is to be shut when 
tion is to be exposed? If they do, the 
greatly mistaken me. Neither the smiled of p 
favor, nor the pitiful déenune: : $ 
| lignity, shall ever deter me from. treading the path’ 
of honor and virtue. Ido believe that the 
existed most shameful corruption in the Sou 
Take your committee, and go and Search it*out, 
and purge the country from the contami p 
But when you attribute this defalcatic 
defalcation to this or that’ peculiar systein ’ 
managing the public finances, I enter’ to 
against all such deductions. As well make y 
attempt to make God responsible for in becau 
he has breathed life into human beings. N6 sirs 


neiations of party 


and t 


of, at his discretion, in the pu ce 
specifying a single object’ to which it 
applied. Thank God, no-man'é 
T 


think that a committee, if appointed by the.( 
ought to have upon it a majority ‘of those w 
heartily in favor of the inquiry: Bu 
desire another mode of raising the D 
| they shall have'it, Asto the poor, 
tactics, about whether the defaulte 
Whig, or a Conservative, or a fr 
ministration, it is to me not a matte 
| est interest. I would not turn on my 
j the President himself, if he is justly ch 
Again, I say, take my vote. ae 
Mr, WISE next rose and said he wa 
had got the floor at last. He wanted i 
might reply to the remarks of the gentleman’ fro 
New York over the way, [Mr. CAMBRELEN 4 
first he would say a few words in answer to’ 
had just fallen from the gentleman’ fro 
Carolina. yee oie 
The question now is only whether this’ inve 
gation shall be made bona fide. An investigation 
is proposed; the Administration itself proposes it; 
| and if you will give them only such a sot of inves- 
i go forit. 
| But the question now is, and it is emphatically the 
| question, whether the investigating committee shal 


| the secresy of the Speaker's chamber. And wh 
iis the rule? © Does its spirit and letter contemp 
| that committees shall be appointed by the 
| alone? No; it says, indeed, that they shall 
appointed by. the Speaker, unless the House déterm 
| ine otherwise, “in which case they shall be & 
pointed by ballot.” The rule obviously cont 
plates and provides for the occurrence of ca 
which there will be a necessit 
| take the matter into their own 


this country, when we have a -corrd’ 
| in the "White House, anda gentleman 
| over this House to which orders from 8 
i tive are law.” We may st 


34 APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. [January 8, 
oon CoNG....8D SESS. Defalcation of Samuel Swartwout—Mr. Cushing. Ho. or Reps. 
same and auppoee further, that through the thou- House had nothing to do with it. They were jlimputations! Aftertheexperience } have had,my 


sands of post offices and the hundreds of land 
offices the Executive has exerted a powerful pat- 
ronage, and given office to his partisans who are | 
wastefully and shamelessly squandering and plun- | 
dering the public money, and that, when inquiry | 
is moved into these abuses, the Executive has a | 
tool there, (pointing to the Chair,) there may still | 
perhaps be honest men enough on this floor to be 
disposed to probe the corruption of the Govern- | 
ment, 

Mr. PICKENS here inquired whether the gen- 
tleman intended to allude to him. 

Mr. WISE. Wot at all; the supposed case had 
no reference to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina; the case referred to a state of things when 
the Administration had its devoted friend in the 
chair of this House. Mr. Speaker, is not such a | 
case supposable? Would it be so very strange 
a thing in these times? Is it not at least a pos- 
sible case? Sir, E will not go back to the commit- 


tees of 1836 and 1837, nor remind you and this |} 


House in what manner you appointed them. 
There is now a minority of this House in opposi- 


| 


custom-house bonds and other securities, stolen 
in transitu, before they ever got into the Treasury. 
So far from being appropriated, they were never 
even deposited. How, then, can my honorable 
friend say that our appropriations are to blame for 
the theft? 

But E come now, Mr. Speaker, to reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 


not include the case of Price in his motion for in- 
| quiry; and he now tells me, in reply, that it would 
have been wonderful if he had, because the depart- 
ure of Mr. Price was not then heard of. Indeed, 
sir! Mr. Price embarked on the 6th; the news 
immediately reached the Treasury by his letter; 
| and the gentleman’s resolution was offered on the 
10th. 

i Mr. CAMBRELENG here explained. The 
case of Swartwout had been mentioned in the 
President’s message. The moment it was an- 
nounced, he had offered his resolution. Price’s 
letter was published in the newspapers. 

Mr. WISE. I refer the gentleman to the Jour- 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


tion to the Administration; but at the same time, 


there isa majority opposed to your fine Adminis- || 


tration scheme of a Sub-Treasury, and who are 
for probing the corruptions which have grown up 


I 
| 
i 


under a system which, though thrice rejected, the |} 


President is determined to force on the country. | 
Js the Speaker with that majority? And if not, | 
what sort of probing shall we have from a com- | 
mittee of his naming ? 


Again: My friend from South Carolina tells | 


rer . P il 
ug, in tone and spirit of past time, that you will | 


1 


not catch him screening plunderers; no, sir, not 
fly-blowing can harden him to their distress. | 
Well, sir, this is the tone I was wont to hear | 
echoing through this Hall when the gentleman | 
stood side by side with me, and went heart and 
hand for a bona fide investigation of abuses. Yet 
the honorable gentleman will allow me to say that | 
he seems to grant the investigation somewhat | 
grudgingly. He says, “take your committee !?? 


nal. There isthe entry. Hisresolution was moved 
on the 10th. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG,. Was it not on the 8th 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; it was on the 10th, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG,. 1 thought it nod been | 
earlier, 

Mr. WISE. No, sir, no earlier. 
Price, the codrator of the gentleman from New 
York, who preceded him at Tammany—-—~ 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. TI refer the gentleman 
to his colleague who sits near me, [Mr. Mercer,] 
whether l did not suggest to him te include the 
case of Price. 

Mr. WISE. Oh ho! You did!—ah !—well! 
Then the gentleman did know of Price’s case, eise 
how could he have suggested to my colleague to 
include it? 

Mr. MERCER said it was very true that the 
honorable gentleman had made to him sucha sug- 
, gestion. Intending himself to offer a resolution in 


“take my vote,” ‘tale it,” if you will have it— 
t take it.” Sir, I should rather have expected | 
him to ask that vote from others, than thus to | 
grant it as if extorted. ‘Take it,” is language I | 
should rather have expected from the gentleman | 
from New York, (Mr. Camurenenc.] Bat, sir, | 
all this is easily explained. It all arises from the 
peculiar position my friend occupies. He de- 
nounces the Whigs as a pitiful, disappointed fac- 
tion; yet, permit me to say, he stands with those 
who seem to be very much like a disappointed 
faction themselves. Iam glad, however, thatthe 
gentleman and his friends are at least not with the | 
Administration. He cares not a farthing on what 

arty the blow shall fall; he would not turn on | 
fis heel to save the President. Indeed! Hasa 
change come over the spirit of his dream? Does 
he begin to distrust the sincerity of that party for 
whose embrace he left his old friends? I expected 
it would be so. 
and the country that it is so. ; 

Again: My friend from South Carolina says, 
and says truly, that the defalcations are not to be 
attributed to this system orto that. No, sir, itis 
neither to a Bank of the United States, nor to the 
State banks, nor to the Sub-Treasury, that you 
are to attribute these enormous corruptions. No. 
Have what system you may, if you put its admin- | 
istration into the hands of wickad and incompetent | 
rulers, the plan must fail of doing any good. That 
has been proved by the course of this Administra- 
tion. The defalcation of Swaritwout commenced 
under the United States Bank system; it went on į 
under the system of pet banks; and it reached ita! 


| 
i 


t 
li 
f 
ji 


consummation under the Sub-Treasury system, | 


which is now in full operation “ notwithstanding | 
any lamentations, here or elsewhere,” Is there, | 
then, no remedy? Yes, there is one, and only one: | 
the remedy is a GENERAL TURN ouT: that, and that | 
alone, is our only hope of salvation, | 

Again: My friend and myself differ materially | 
in another point. THe blames the appropriations 
of Congress for this corruption. To that there is 


| 


| 
which Swariwout stole, ever in the Treasury? | 


Never. Then they were not appropriated out of 
the Treasury. No, sir. Appropriations by this | 


an answer, pat and plain, Were these moneys, || 


And ÍI congratulate my friend |; 


i 


almost the same words with that which had sub- 
sequently been offered by his honorable colleague 
on the other side, (Mr. Garuann,] Mr. M. had | 
submitted it to the gentleman from New York, 

who said he was willing to accept all of it but the | 
| clause providing for the appointment of the inves- 
| tigating committee by ballot. 

Mr. WISE. Well, sir. The matter stands pre- 
cisely in statu guo. ‘The gentleman did know of 
Price’s defalcation, though he has just said, for the 
| second time, that he didnot. There is no escaping. 
| The gentleman knew it, but did not include it in 
his resolution. Why? Mr. Price is agood, gen- 
i uine, full-blooded Locofoco. Swartwout was a 
Conservative. Swartwout’s case must be ex- 


| 


Campreiena.] I asked him before, why he did | 


William || 


iH 
i 
Ji 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


colleague would not talk in such holiday terms 
about avoiding imputations on the impartiality of 
the Cuamm. We had two investigating commits 
tees in 1837—38. I wasat the head of one, and my 
colleague, who sits on this side of the House, [Mr. 
Gar_anp,]} was at the head of the other. Well, 
sir, and how were they constituted? As I said 
| lately, the committee was size-tres. Every throw 
of the dice was still size-ives. Sir, not only had I 
to play with a stocked pack, but the dice were 
| loaded. Sir, can the people play against this Ad- 
| ministration with fatse cards and false dice? No, 
sir. If [play again, it must be with gentlemen, 
and at an honorable game. Further: if I catch a 
rogue cheating me of my money, I will punish 
him; and never will I play with that man again. 
The gentleman from New York goes for the 
| ordinary course.’ Ay, for the ordinary course. 
And so does the Secretary of the Treasury, who, 
| through his agent here, the gentleman from New 
| Hampshire, [Mr. Cusuman,] told the House that 
| he was very willing for an investigation provided 
| the cormmittee was appointed in the usual mode. 

|| Mr. CUSHMAN rose to explain amidst cries 
[of No! No!” He had stated that, in regard 
‘to the mode of appointing the committee, the 
Secretary had made no allusion at all. 

Mr. WISE. Oh, no,sir; none at all. But his 
| friend, the honorable gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (without, of course, the least conference or 
understanding with the Secretary) is willing an 
‘investigation should take place, provided the com- 
| mittee is appointed in the usual mode. Well, sir, 
and what is the ‘* usual mode?” I may say, the 
universal mode? Why, sir, it is size-tres. 

The gentleman from New York said, or insinu- 
ated, that the Conservatives here wished to white- 
wash their friend, Mr, Swartwout. Why,sir, who 
is Samuel Swartwout? Whoappointed him? Sir, 
it was the Greatest and Best. 1 would inquire of 
the honorable gentleman whether this was his cer- 
tificate of recommendation, (pointing to a book in 
his hand.) ‘There is a book in the Library which 
bears the title of * Burr’s Trial, and the man who 
appointed Mr. Swartwout collector of New York 
was a witness on that trial, and knew all the facts 
as well if not better, than any other man. Per- 
haps he knew, too, that Aaron Burr gave Samuel 
Swartwout a letter of introduction to General Wil- 
kinson. f will read it: 


“PHILADELPHIA, July 25, 1806. 

‘Dear Sir: Mr. Swartwout, the brother of 
t Colonel S., of New York, being on his way down 
‘the Mississippi, and presuming that he may pass 
‘you at some post on the river, has requested of 
‘me a letter of introduction, which I gave with 
t pleasure, as he is a most amiable young man, and 
‘highly respectable from his character and con- 


| amined—nothing said about Price’s. Sir, Mr. 
| Price followed the honorable chairman ofthe Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. CAMBRELENG,] 
; upon the hustings at Tammany, and harangued 
| the mob there assembled to convince them that | 
| the Sub-Treasury was the best scheme in the 
world for keeping the public money, in which I 
doubt not he was very sincere. Sir, they were 
coörators, co-plotters; but, as God would have it, 
both of them—doubling teams as they did—both 
of them were defeated—ay, sir, put to the rout. 
But, sir, the honorable gentleman is very indig- 
nant about this charge of whitewashing; and, to 
prove that the committee was not to be a white- 
washing committee, he reminds me that he desired 
not to be put upon it. Sir, I know he did not 
desire to be put on that committee. No, sir; the 
Administration has other uses for that gentleman. 
He is worked sufficiently by being put at the head 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
gentleman well knew that, though he was not to | 
be at the head of the whitewashing, there were 
other gentlemen strong in spirit and ardent in zeal 
who stood ready to serve the party in any way. 
I did say, and I here repeat, that, judging of the 
future from the past, if this committee of inquiry 
shall be appointed by that Speaker, (pointing tothe 
Chair,) it will be a wHITEWASHING COMMITTEE. 
| My colleague (Mr. Mason] wants the commit- 
i tee appointed by ballot, in order to avoid impu- 
| tations on the Speaker; I want it appointed by 
| ballot, to avoid the Speaker himself. To avoid 


But the || 


‘nections. I pray you to afford him any friendly 
‘ offices which his situation may require, and beg 
‘you to pardon the trouble which this may give 
‘t you, ° 

‘With entire respect, your friend and obedient 
* servant, A. BURR. 
‘THis Excellency General Witaivson.”” 


Ay, sir, the same Swartwout, that ‘amiable 
young man,’ was the bearer in the same envelope 
of allof Burr’s treasonable plots. Swartwout was 
saved from prosecution himself only by coming out 
in a manly manner as a witness against the con- 
spirators. This man—thus tainted—thus marked 
with the plague spot of treason—this Levi the 
son of Alpheus, was appointed to sit at the receipt 
of customs in the great commercial metropolis; and 
the party approved it. Yet they themselves now 
come forward and tell us that this traitor to his 


Sir, I will put to the gentleman and to the 
| House a case in simple equations—in the rule of 
| three: If Samuel Swartwout, who was a Conserva- 
| tive, and so but half a genuine Locofoco, stole a 
| million and a quarter, how much would he have 

stolen had he been full-blooded? 1 suppose at 
| least two millions and a half. It seems, however, 
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And'we aye to'be told, in the full sunlight of 
heaven, that what we do here is done “in the 
dark!” What does the gentleman mean? Does 
he méan that if we'vote by ballot, the President 
will not know how each man professing to be a 
friend of the party voted? Is that what he means? 
IFit is, (and it is what he means,) Í tell him that, 
ina case like this, darkness,” in his sense of 
tHe'term, suits the interests of the people better 
than'light. If to vote for this searching committee 
viva voce, oY leave it to be nominated by the Chair, 
the purposes of those in power, then 
it that we be descended into the tomb 
neath this Capitol for the ashes of the 
is Country. “Ay; sir, better that we 
t, than be called’to stand and vote 
ears of power. If the people 
of the ballot-box, give them the 


“The gentleman ‘asks, what has: become of the 
millions which have been stolen?’ What has 
Swartwout done with the money? knowing (as 
he might know) that it was given for speculation 
to the Morris Canal and Banking Company. 
Now, sir, it so happens that I, too, know some- 
thing about that Morris Canal Company, as well 
as the honorable gentleman. In 1837, I received 
a letter stating that the public money had been 
abstracted from the Girard Bank and other banks, 
to be employed in purposes of speculation; and 
that the Josephs, of New York, and Mr. Lewis, 
were privy to the facts. I thereupon issued sum- 
monses calling Lewis and the Josephs to the city 
of Washington, to testify before a committee. 
But when Lewis came before us, not one of the 
various questions which I put to him to elicit the 
truth ofthe case, would that famous and pure 
size-ires committee suffer to be put! And, after 
this; would you suppose that any friend of the 
Administration would rise here and dare to talk 
tome about this Morris, Canal and Banking Com- 
pany? When I wrote to the Josephs, I got, in 
reply, one of the most pitiable letters you ever 
‘saw, stating that he had some bodily ailment 
‘which would prevent him from coming on. So 
much for thè gentleman's ‘Morris Canal and 
Banking Company.” 
But Task you, sir, and I ask the country, and I 
ask the gentleman. himself, what Were the officers 
f this Government doing while thése abductions 
publie” sure, for purposes of private 
speculation, were going on? [Here Mr. Wiss 
sunk his voice so Tow as to bë totally inaudible to 
the ‘ter.] Sir, thé answer will be found in 
| Tetter of Mr. Senator Hendricks 
tary; about the casé of Spencer 
, Sir, we are told: that the light-houses, 
è, are to be put Hut, and 
e to stop, by 
8° Administri- 


the very eyes of cotmiérce, 
river and harbor improvene 
reasdn of these defalewtions oft 


tioni’s favorités; while thousands upon thousands 
are to go’to buy votes, and, to retain power. most 
ignominious y got, and which you have dishon- 
ored, =. > : 

Mr. BOON said, after the display of. eloquence 
which had just been witnessed. by all present, he 
had risen to address the House under some'em- 
barrassment. But, inasmuch as what he had to 
say was not intended for those in the galleries of 
the House, or for the House itself, he presumed 
it would be permitted to pass for what it might 
be worth to those for whose ear it was intended. 
I (said Mr. B.) wish to speak afew words for Bun- 
combe. I intend my: remarks for my constituents; 
if what I say should chance to reach them; in 
order to let them:-know why itis that Iwill not 
vote to appoint-a committee of the House’ by 
ballot—-by the members of the House. I'am op- 
posed to the proposition, because it would bea 
total deparwre, not only from the usual mode of 
appointing committees of this House, but it would 


which has prevailed in the House of Represen- 
tatives from its first organization to’ the present 
time. And, furthermore, it would be, as had | 
been very traly remarked by the gentleman from 
New: York, {Mr. CamMBrReELENG,] a dark traneac: 
| tion, and avoiding altogether any individual re- 
sponsibility to the country, in the appointment of 
important committees, thus to be raised in the dark, 
by ballot. T again repeat the fact, that the appoint~ 
ment of acommittee of this House by ballot would 
bea dark transaction; for it’ would bė utterly im- 
possible for the country to know how, or for 
whom, any member of the House voted. If the 
long-established practice in the appointment: of 
committees of this House is to be departed ‘from 
in this particular case, let it be by a viva voce vote, 
in order that responsibility to the country may at- 
tach where of right it should do. 

Mr. B. was in favor of the freest and fullest 
investigations into frauds and defalcations of pub- 
lic officers of every déscription, and he was ‘also 
in favor of the appointment of committees for any 
and for all purposes by the Speaker of the House, 
believing that a fairer committee for all parties. 
would. be obtained’ by‘ appointment’ made ‘by ‘the 
presiding officer‘of the House’ than'by the House 
itself, Should ‘the committee bé appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, he woild, no ‘déubt;“ap= 
point some Conservativés, some Whigs, and some 
Administration men. -This (Mr. B. said) would 
be right. But should the committee be appointed 
by the House by ballot, it would most likely be 
composed of members of one party only. ‘This 
would not be right or proper, Butit is‘both right 
and proper that there should be a majority of Ad- 
ministration men on all committees, “It was (he 
said) the parliamentary usage to appoint, on all 
committees, a majority of members composing 
such committees who were known to be friendly 
to the Administration. 

Mr. B. said some gentlemen seem to think that | 
it is no ‘matter whether a public defaulter be a 
Whig, or a Conservative, or an Administration 
man, Sir, I think differently from gentlemen | 
entertaining these views. [t has been the con- | 
stant policy of the Opposition, by every possible 
means, to make the people at a distance from this 
city believe that there was not in the whole coun- | 
try a Government officer ora public defaulter that 
was not an Administration man, and that all the 


mitted by friends of the late and present Chief 
Magistrates. This (said Mr. B.) is untrue; and | 
it was but right that the truth should go forth to | 
thé people, and the country should know whether | 
the Whigs, or the Conservatives, or the Dem- 
ocrats, had committed the greatest public frauds, | 
or stolen most from the ‘public Treasury.” This 
was a very important fact to be known and prop- 
erly understood by the American people. ‘If, at, 
any time, an office-holdet of the Opposition’ was | 
removed from office for any cause whatever, the 
yelp of “proscription for ‘opinion’s sake” was 
immediately raised by the-Federal press through- 
| out the country; and if certain of thé late'public 
| defaulters had been earlier detected’ in theit pec- 
ulations ‘upon the- Treasury, and removed: from | 


i 


also be & departure from the. universal: practice | 


frauds upon the public Treasury have been ‘com: || 


Office, the country would have heard “the old cry | 


i 


i Of *proscriptionfor opinions sake” 


The gentleman from’ Virginia: [Mi Wise} pros 
‘pounded: to the Chaira question of arithmetic; to 
be answered by the rule of three, and which was: 
“If a Conservative office-holder had; in_a given, 
period, stolen from.the public Treasury a millién 
and-a'quarter of dollars, how much would a falls 
blooded Locofoco have stolen in the same length of 
time??? Now (said Mr.: B;)-E ropose that: the. 
question’ be put inthis way: ‘If ia Conservative 
office-holder has, in.a given period of time, stolen 
from the public Treasury a million and a quarter 
of dollars, how much more would a full-blooded, 
wiggle-tait Whig have stolen in the same length of 
time? Š pele ae as "Ss 

Mr. BOND obtained the floor, and, haviiig. 
proceeded for some time; ‘moved: an adjournment.’ 

And thereupon the House ajoaine ER 


DRY-DOCKS. oes 
E IN THE HOUSE, 
January 10, 1839.00 2 att agi 
The House having resolved itself into the Comittee Gf 


DEBAT 


the'Wholeon the’staté of the Union (Mr: Banks of vn 
ginia, in the chair) on certain bills reported from the Co, 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and which had-bedn’ tiads 
special order for this day, the committee took! up for:<o; i 
sideration ‘the bill for ‘extending and improving: thë Navys 
Yard at Brooklyn, New: York, and ‘for-constricting a 
Dock at the same.. g ee en eS : 
` A motion was made by Mr. Patwrir to äthend: 
the bill by inserting: a. new section xpproptiating: 
$100,000 for the construction of a:dry-dotleat the 
navy-yard in. Philadelphia, | 29) ong: : 
Mr. PAYNTER said that the tinie had 
when every navy yard of any magnitüde: in out 
country ought to have a dry-dock. In ‘the year 
1835, one of the largest, and probably best, chips: 
in our navy was launched from the navy-yard in 
Philadelphia. That ship had been taken to-Gos«: 
port to be finished. What would have been the. 
consequence if this were to be the case in time of 
war? The ship would be captured béfore ‘she. 
got'out of the capes. This was a bad condition. 
to be in. He hoped his amendment would prës 
vail.” ‘He believed ‘that a dry-dock ‘could not be 
built under one-or two'years, and heasked this 
appropriation. for the purpose `of commencin 
upon ‘it. one: aoii UR nels hA bets 
Mr. PICKENS said he had sisen‘simply.to.res 
mark thatthe bill,as it came from the Committee 
oi Naval Affairs, was ‘such ag could receive, his: 
support most cordially. It provided for the‘exec 
tion of a dry-dock neaithe city ‘of New. Yor 
measure which was admitted in all. quarter, 
absolutely essential 'for our ships; and’: j; 
remarkable fact that a work of. this kind: would 
more than pay back the cost/of its construction in 
a- very few years, in. the preservation:and ‘repair 
of our vessels. But if the gentleman from Penns 
sylvania {Mr; Paynter] persisted in his effort ta 
append this new appropriation for another object, 
other gentlemen in different parts of the Housé 
would offer their amendments, ‘and would thug 
create an interest in:the House in favor of Jocal 
appropriations which would be the méans of des 
feating the'bill. If the bill was to:be loaded down 
with. such amendments, it could “not «receive 
his (Mr. P.’s) sanction. This was a branch of 
that system which had been introduced here; and. 
which had given birth to unsound legislation -by 
combining local interests:on particular measures, 
| and thus uniting a majority which ‘would pass a 
bill amounting to a million of dollars; when, prob- 
ably, not a single isolated measure contained in 
it could, oftitself, and'on its own merits, have ree 
i ceived the Vote of a majority. He protested 
against this system, and hoped the amendment 
would not prevail. Let the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania bring in a bill at the next session of Con- 
gress'to gain his object; let it stand. on its own 
Separate merits. . But let it not interfere with the 
object of the present bill. Mr. P; believed thata 
dry-dock was absolutely required at New Yorks: 
more so, probably, than in any other part of the 
country. ; : We RO § 
Mr. INGHAM said; that although the:pentle: 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Pay 
offered this amendment; was a’ memi 
Committee’ oi Naval Affairs, yet he “Had 
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offered the amendment tothe consideration of 
committee.. He appealed to the gentleman toj 
withdraw it, and not to embarrass a bill which | 
provided for the erection of a dry-dock in’a place | 
where it was needéd,and.which had from time to J 
timë received the approbation of the Department, 
The site at Philadelphia had never been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. NAYLOR. Did I understand the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. IneHam] to say that 
the {site of the navy-yard at Philadelphia had | 
never been examined with a-view to the estab- | 
lishment of a dry-dock there? There waa a very 
elaborate report made by the Committee on Naval 
Affaira at the last session of Congress in favor of || 
such-an.establishment there? | 

Mr. INGHAM admitted it. What he intended 
to say was, that the site had never been examined 
by any of the proper officers of the Department, 
with a view to establish a dry-dock there, and that 
it had never been recommended by the Secretary 
of the Navy. - 

Mr. NAYLOR, It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, 
that, the site of Philadelphia is strongly recom- 
mended by the necessities of the case. And Iwill 
point tọ. a fact which, of itself, speaks volumes. 
One of the finest ships ever built here, or probably 
in-the world—the ship of the line Pennsylvania— 
was taken from Philadelphia to Norfolk for the 
purpose of being there coppered and finished. | 
And why? Because we had not the materials and 
theskill? No! But because there was no dry-dock | 
at Philadelphia. The finest ships that have been 
built inthe. country—the President, the Franklin, | 
North Carolina, the Guerriere, the Pennsylvania 
~every one of them has been taken from that port. 
We have from time to time been building the best 
and the finest ships, by the best mechanica in the 
country, and yet they are taken from Philadelphia 
to be finished: Uf such be the fact, why: not have 
a dry-dock?: leit not peeded? It strikes me that 
Philadelphia dnd New York are both places where 
dvy-docks are. required more than anywhere else. 
In Philadelphia there is a great mercantile com- 
munity.: Sailors are raised there, and if you will 
extend to them the same encouragement that they 
find in the merchant service, there would be a suffi- 
cient number to'man your whole Navy. You have 
there skillful and enterprising mechanics, able to 
build your best ships, and who do build them, 
You have all the materials for building, and all the 
meansof equipping, supplying, and manning them; |! 
and, in addition to this, you have good sound fresh 
water, which is not injurious to the bottoms of the 
ghips. I appeal to the candor of the gentleman | 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Picxens,] whether 
these facts do not show a strong necessity for a 
dry-dock at Philadelphia. We build as many || 
vessels, and we build them as well, as the people | 
of any other port in the Union. Our country is | 
proud of them, and yet we cannot have the satis- || 
faction of completing them because we have no | 
dry-dock, In time of war, Philadelphia is beyond || 
the reach of an enemy, and yet, by the aid of || 
steam-vessels, you can take a ship from the capes || 
of the Delaware to the city in twelve or fifteen || 
hours, and place her beyond the thunders of an || 
enemy. The distance of Philadelphia from the | 
ocean is, therefore, a recommendation in its favor, || 
instead of being an objection. Under all these | 
circumstances, { ask if this is not a reasonable 
amendment? Is there not as much necessity fora | 
dry-dock in Philadelphia as in New York? 

Philadelphia is a great building station, and is || 
one of the oldest and most celebrated in the coun- | 
try. A navy can be there built, supplied, equipped, | 
manned, and fitted out for all the purposes of | 
war or peace, at least as speedily and as well as || 
in-any other place in the country, and ata much ! 

more economical rate. These are advantages | 
which every naval station should have; and no |! 
naval station can be complete without them 
Philadelphia possesses them all in an eminent de- 
gree. In adopting this amendment, therefore, and 
establishing a dry-dock there, you give to her and 
her mechanics the opportunity to put forth all |i 
their genius and skill to the increase and improve- i 
ment of our navy, and to the elevation of our | 
naval character, Why should it not, therefore, || 
be sustained? You have established a navy-yard || 
there at a great cost to the Government; why not I 
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| opposition to it might cease. 


said that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. NavLor] seemed to mistake 
the main object of a dry-dock. It was not so 
much to finish vessels which were built, as to re- 
pair them. One great objection to Philadelphia 
was the ice in the winter season. In the next 
place, there was not a sufficient draught of water 
for a vessel of war, with all her armament and 
stores, to go there. Now, in New York there was 
the requisite draught of water, and also in other 
places. When the North Carolina was carried 
round to Boston, there was not a dry-dock in the 
United States. She was carried there simply be- 
cause it was safer than any where else. The great 
object of a dry-dock was, that when a ship of 
war, with her crew, armament, and munitions 
aboard, needed overhauling in her bottom, she 
could be carried into any one of these docks and 
repaired without moving anything. The dry-dock 
at Boston had saved to the country more money 
than the cost of its construction. He had no 
hostility to Philadelphia, but he did not regard it 
as a proper place for a dry-dock. If a bill were 
brought forward in a proper shape, probably his 
i But, at present, he 
saw no reason to favor the project. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had almost made 
up his mind, after the course which the present, 
or, he should more properly say, the late Admin- 
istration had pursued towards the South on the 
subject of navy-yards, never to vote for another 
appropriation for a northern navy-yard, even if 
the alternative presented to him should be the rot- 
ting of the whole navy. He intended, however, 
to vote for this appropriation for a dry-dock at 
New York. There were two or three line-of-battle- 
ships now in that port which were absolutely 
rotting for want of it; and, though he could not, 
under such circumstances, withhold his assent to: 
the appropriation, yet he confessed he yielded it 
most reluctantly. And when he made this dec- 
laration, he trusted that his course in this House, 
and more especially in reference to the section of 
country from which he came, would exempt him 
from the imputation of being influenced by any 
unworthy spirit of jealousy; or by any desire to 
enter into the miserable scramble for tne public 
money or the public offices. “This was almost the 
only branch of the public service in which the 
South could receive any appropriations, Deeply 


| solicitous as the whole South is for the success of 


our great enterprise—the Charleston and Cincin- 
nati railroad—we do not ask, and cannot even 


| receive, an appropriation from this Government. 


Look at the situation of your southern coast. 
There is not a place from Norfolk to the Gulf of 
Mexico, where even a long-boat can be repaired. 
And, although, three years since, I succeeded in 
extorting from the House, by rallying southern 
and western gentlemen, and by putting them upon 
their metal, an appropriation for the naval estab- 
lishment at Pensacola, yet none of that money 
has been laid out. It was grudgingly given, and 
has not yet been expended. Under these circum- 
stances, I shall vote in favor of this appropriation; 
but I will not vote for it if it is connected with any 
rider whatsoever. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said. that as this was the 
first appropriation during the present session for 
a new object, it might be proper to say a word in 
relation to it. Properly speaking, however, this 
was nota new appropriation. It was merely re- 
appropriating that which had been carried to the 
surplus fund—an appropriation which had been 
made three years ago, but the expenditure of which 
had been defeated, owing to the difficulties arising 
with speculators and proprietors of lands in the 
neighborhood of New York. The only appropria- 
tion, therefore, now made, was to reappropriate 
he amount which had been carried to the surplus 
und. He should vote in favor of it, but he hoped 


_ no other appropriation would be added toit. And 


he hoped, also, that no appropriations for new 
objects of any kind would be made during the 
present session, except such as were indispens- 
ably requisite for public purposes. ‘The amount 

f appropriations which would be charged upon 
the revenue of 1839, would probably not be less 


would be difficult to devise the ways and means to 
meet this charge, without suspending some of the 
appropriations. He repeated the hope, therefore, 
that no appropriations for new objects would re- 
ceive the sanction of the House, unless they were 
of a character not to be dispensed with. 

Mr. PARMENTER called the attention of the 

House to the expenses attending the construction 
of a dry-dock, which he believed would amount 
to some five or six hundred thousand dollars. A 
number of years ago, various sites in the Union 
had been examined, witha view to ascertain which 
would be the most proper. A report was made in 
favor of Charlestown and Gosport, but there were 
serious objections. urged against the establishment 
of a dry-dock at Brooklyn. In the first place, it 
was highly important that a dry-dock should be 
placed in a navy-yard which was accessible at all 
seasons of the year, so as not to be exposed tothe 
blockade of an enemy. During the Jast war with 
Great Britain, the port of New York was entirely 
| blockaded, and it was almost impossible for vessels 
| to get in. 
Although it is true (continued Mr. P.Y that the 
| Secretary of the Navy has been. in favor of the 
| construction of a dry-dock at Brooklyn, yet the 
Commissioners of the Navy have expressed the 
opinion that two dry-docks are ample for the 
| wants of the naval service of the United States, 
We have two already, and no advantage can result 
from increasing their number, except for use in 
time of war. If a dry-dock cannot be used in 
time of war, it seems to me that it is improper to 
go to the expense of its construction. 

The bar of New York prevents the largest sized 
vessels from entering that port at all times. It 
has been said that the average draught of ships of 
the first class is twenty-six feet; of the second 
class twenty-five feet; of frigates of the first class 
twenty-two and a half feet; of frigates of the 
second class twenty-one feet. This bill isaccom~ 
panied with no report or estimates. "The average 
depth of water on the bar of New York harbor 
has been estimated at twenty-two feet. It appears. 
to me that the subject ought to be deferred until a 
future Congress, and, if it be thought necessary 
to have a new dry-dock, a full examination of the 
whole subject, and reports and estimates presented, 
before a system is recommended which would in- 
volve the expenditure of so large amounts. 

My impression is that the matter should be 
deferred, There is no necessity existing for the 
establishment of a dry-dock in Brooklyn. Let 
an examination be made into the subject, and let 
| us wait till we have such a report as will satisfy 
| the House of the expediency of the project. For 
my own part, taking into consideration the objec- 
tions which exist against this particular location, 
and believing also that if you intend to establish 
dry-docks upon a general system, you ought to 
establish one at Philadelphia, I hope the matter 
will be deferred, atleast until the necessity of con-. 
structing one at Brooklyn is clearly demonstrated. 

Mr. REED would not enter into any debate on 
this subject, for he hoped that this would turn out 
to be a business session. He had nothing to say 
against the construction of a dry-dock at New 
York. He took it for granted that only one such 
dock was now about to be provided for, and that 
one ought to be at New York. 

As to the examination spoken of by the gentle- 
man who last addressed the House, [Mr. Par- 
MENTER,] he (Mr. R.) would say that there had 
been no one question relating to the navy which 
i had been more closely examined than this very 
| question of the construction of a dry-dock at 
| Brooklyn. Three years ago an appropriation had 
| been made for this object, but had been strangely 
| defeated. It was not for him to complain of spec- 
|ulators. He would only say that petitions had 
| been got up to show that some place in the vicin- 
ity of New York offered greater advantages for the 
location of a dry-dock than New York did, and 
j thus its construction had been improperly post- 
poned. The construction of the dock was recom- 
mended by the Navy Department. The appro- 
| priation was supported by the gentleman from 
| South Carolina, [Mr. Tuompson,] although re- 
\Juctantly, because the necessity of the case was 
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too strong to be resisted.. He (Mr. R) had noth- 
ing to say. in relation to. the. South at: this time. 
It-was sufficient for him to. know that this appro- 
priation was exceedingly. needed, The project:had 
been postponed tod long already, And. ai to. the 
objection which one gentleman [Mr; Panmenrer] 
had made in regard to the depth of the water, did 
he not know thata ship- of. the line had just left 
that port, with her crew, her armament, and her 
munitions and stores. on board, and that she had 
water enough.and to spare?’ There had been nu- 
merous.reports.made on the subject, but the gen- 


tleman did not. seem fully acquainted with them. | 


The House, however, it was to be presumed, was 
in possession of the requisite information, . 

Astoa dry-dock at Philadelphia, he (Mr. R.) 
would say nothing now. He would speak of it 
at the.proper time. It was obvious that only one 
appropriation would be made for a dry-dock now. 
Let it, therefore, be placed where the Department 
and the just sense of the country have decided that 
it ought to be: placed. 

Mr. HOFFMAN said he did not rise to debate 
this question, but merely to answer a statement 
made: by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Parmenrcar.]... But, in the first instance, he (Mr. 
Fi.) wished to:correct.an error which pervaded the 
committee, that’ this was an appropriation fora 
dry-dock.at, New York, . Such-was not the fact. 
It,was an appropriation fora dry-dock at.the city 
of Brooklyn,.on:Long Island. 

The. great purposes of a dry-dock were not to 
copper and finish vessels. The main object was 
to place them in a situation where, from the read- 
iness of access to. the sea, and the provision of the 
requisite. material, vessels might enter and be 
promptly repaired in time of service. It was not 
necessary, however, to dwell on this point. ; 

Nor was he opposed to a dry-dock at Philadel- 
phia.. He should cheerfully vote in favor of an 
appropriation for that purpose, whenever it might 
be brought, before the House. But (continued 
Mr. £.)from the tone and temper of the House 
at.the présent.time, I will ask gentlemen whether 


jitisnight: that a bill, which might otherwise pass 
with unanimity; should beincumbered by amend- 
ments for objects, which will defeat, their wishes 


andsovpr.own, whether we are. hostile. to them or 
not? Liet them assist us, and F, for one, will give 
them my support in favor of a dry-dock at Phila- 
delphia, whenever the question shall be fairly pre- 
sented. 

In reply to.the argument of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Parmenter, ]1 will ask him 
if he has forgotten that one of the largest ships in 
the service entered the harbor of New York, and 
went out with all her guns, crew, and provisions 
on board? Has he forgotten that Lieutenant Ged- 
ney had told the country that he would undertake 
to beat her out with a head wind; that there was 
room for her in stays, and. that she could enter 
almost at half-tide? And then I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts whether the objections 
to. this appropriation, even if fortified by reasons 
and argument, would not come better from any 
other quarter than from the Representative of a 
Btate enjoying the advantages of one of the two 
dry-docks which the munificence of Congress had 
erected? The objection would have come with 
more delicacy from the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Tuompson;] but even he had assented 
tothe appropriation, though believing himself to 


have good cause of dissatisfaction at the course of | 


policy adopted in these matters towards the south- 
ern region-of our country. : 
Mr: SERGEANT said he would not vote in 


favor.of the amendment of his colleague, if he | 


thought it, would injure the appropriation for a dry- 
dock at: New York. But he could not think it 
would.bé so;.if the members. were satisfied of the 
propriety. of: making a deck at Philadelphia, they 
would sapport itin- the shape of an amendment; 
and if they were not, they: could not vote for it in 
this or in any form... The question was notas to 
the mode, but as to the thing itself. : 

A great many. things had-been assumed in rela- 
tion to Philadelphia, and the navigation of -the 
Delaware ‘river, which stood contradicted by a 
report made to this Housé:at: the last session; 
and, if there were time, he should: probably ask 
the reading of certain portions of it. ‘This was 


| Why, that that vessel went safely down the river, 


j on the other side of the question? F will not reca- | 


| is, however, one feature in the case of the Phila- 


| sylvania? Deeply mortifying it was to those who 


not anew question. There was ample testimoñy 
before the House. It appeared, clearly, that there 
had.already.been carried.out of Philadelphia man 

ships. of the. largest classes, which had. been bui t 
there, and amongst them some of the finest in 
the service. And he must here be permitted to 
say that the navy-yard in Philadelphia was con- 
nected, in the most interesting manner, with the 
history of the navy ofthe United States—in a 
manner which entitled. it to be cherished, E 

The first communication (continued Mr. S.) in 
relation to the building of ships of war that ever 
passed between our Government and any man or 
men, was addressed to the Naval Constructor of 
the city of Philadelphia, the late Joshua Hum- 
phreys, father of Samuel Humphreys, United 
States Naval Constructor. 

The first ship of war built in the United States 
(and it was before the Navy Department was 
established) was built under the immediate direc- 
tion of the War Department; and the correspond- 
ence, of which L spoke, passed between General 
Knox, then Secretary of War, and Joshua Hum- 
phreys. The latter gentleman built the frigate 
* United States; and the same man furnished 
plans and models, and directed the molds of all 
the vessels built.at that.time. . From. that period 
to this, the Government of the United: States has 
always. thought. proper to. keep the:navy-yard at 
Philadelphia, and the Government is still of. that 
opinion. The art of ‘ship-building -has been: pre- 
served there; the industry necessary to preserve 
that art in useful exercise is still to be found there; 
and experience shows that naval conatruction can 
be carried on as well there as in any part of the 
United States, if not better. The time has come 
when one of two things is to happen : Philadel- 
phia mast either have a dry-dock, or the navy- 
yard will be abandoned. If other yards have 
such docks—and not Philadelphia—if they become 
the ordinary accompaniments of navy-yards, it 
will be made a standing argument against the 
yard at Philadelphia, and will finally lead to its 
destruction.. I therefore consider this question 
neither more nor less than whether the navy-yard 
there shall be maintained at-all.. ‘Why should not 
Philadelphia have a navy-yard, when. experience 
has. shown that there are facilities. to do.the work 
economically, and hands that will do it faithfully 
and well? 

Here is a report, made-from. the Naval Com- 
mittee. at the last session of Congress, with a cóm- 
munication from Commodore Stewart to Captain 
Henry, together with a plan and. estimates for a 
dry-dock, furnished by Mr. Strickland, the engi- 
neer. In page 8 of this document is a statement 
of the vessels of war that have passed over the 
Delaware river, including the Pennsylvania,” 
the first ship in the United States. And what is it? 


drawing twenty-three feet of water—two feet of 
the tide were already lost—and there were, not- 
withstanding, from four to five feet under her. 
The result ascertained—not doubtful, but certain 
~is, that the largest ships can descend our river 
with ease and safety. This, then, being the only 
difficulty, and this being disposed of, what is there | 


pitulate the arguments of my colleague. There 


delphia station which cannot be too much pressed, 
and that is the abundance of sweet fresh water | 
there, where the worm cannot live, and a ship can 
lie forever without danger from its ravages, 80 
destructive in salt water. When we have got 
such a dock, we can finish our own ships. 

What was the course pursued with the Penn: 


had laid her keel, and who had seen her grow | 
until she became the beautiful and gigantic thing 
she now is, and who were then told that they 


could not finish her, Why not? Because we had f 


no dry-dock. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Horrman] says that a dry-dock is not the 
place for building ships; but this proves that, in 
the opinion of the Navy Department, a dry-dock 
is the place for finishing the- building of a ship. 
Well, she was sent away, the allegation (whether | 
true-or not I will not say) being that it was | 


yard at Philadelphia.: ‘This is as- sùre a8 
denial of a dry-dock, « L refer gentlemen to: thë 
report made at the last session’ of Congréss; and 
| to the documents accompanying it. ` This subject, 
| as I have before said, is notia new one Tt ‘has 
i been anxiously examined;.and let më Say that in 
| these documents you have the pleilge of thée-highest 
| professional reputation, that the construction óf 
|a dry-dock at Philadelphia ‘holds out -so many 
| advantages as to justify a claim on the Govarne 
| ment of the United States} authority which places 
| it on high ground, not only as a fit place; but ay 
holding out peculiar advantages of a very decided 
| character. ae: 
Against the dry-dock at Brooklyn T have nota 
word to. say. Common justicé requires that there 
should be one also at Philadelphia, in ‘that navy» 
| yard where your Navy was cradled—-where" the 
| young Hercules received his first nourishment: 
Mr. FRY said he had but little to’say in ‘nddi- 
| tion to what. had. already’ béen said: Lyon” the 
subject; he must, however, be ‘permitted tö way 
that his colleague, (Mr. Paywren,] in offer e 
amendment under consideration; cöuld fot tly: 
be charged with a desire to-load down this- bill, 
‘as was intimated bythe gentleman trom: South 
Carolina, page aes ae aes, eee 
Sir, wefrom Penns 


hold it a questionable matter whether Philadelphia 
be not equally entitled to a dry-dock at thè“favy- 
yard there. Sir, permit mie here to call the atte 
tion of the committee to the words of the bill 
reported, and now before us. ‘It. appropiidtes 
anne to the improvement of the navyyatd'at 
rooklyn, and for building a dry-dock. Now, 
sir, | understand that that portion of the appro- 
priation which is to be applied to the improverneiit 
of the navy-yard, is to purchase the groupfid for 
the location of the dock... hens aR 
Mr. INGHAM (chairman of 
Naval Affairs) explained. cae 
Mr. FRY. Bethat as it’ may; or be it so; 
the very words of the-bill, ‘a part of the’aj 
ation was for the improvément of thé nay 
and thé question was, how much: ofthis $100,000 
was to be expended upon the navy-yard 
mach for the dock? Is.eighty'o èt 
dollars of this appropriation to beexp 
| navy-yard, and the remaining tèir or tw’ 
sand dollars for the dock?, How are weto judge 
upon this point? The committee are left entirely 
in the dark in this matter. But, sit, if we pase 
theamendment of my colleagiié, and give $100,000 
| to the construction of a dry-dock at Philadelphia; 
then you have no dispute ab@ut the ‘ground, nö 
rights to buy out, and you have an assurance that 
the money will be appropriated: to no other pur- 
| pose than the building of a dry-dock. ce 
| Sir, in what particular does ‘the claims of 
| yard at Brooklyn stand preéminent to thosé “of 
i the yard at Philadelphia? We are told that itis 
; admitted by all, that there is a necessity for a dry- 
| dock at Brooklyn, New York. Well, what arë 
| the reasons assigned? We have this bill, to`bé 
sure, but Ihave seen no report, no argument to 
! give'it a preference, or show-its peculiar advant- 
| ages over Philadelphia. On the other hand, ac- 
| companying the bill for the erection of a dry-dock 
jat Philadelphia, we have a report from the coms 
| mittee, going into the matter fully, and showing 
| clearly, to my mind, that the site there is inferior 
to none. Bee e 
| Mr. F.said he would call the attention of the 
committee to one fact that had been alluded t6 in 
the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, fox 
| a dock at the Philadelphia yard.’ He did not 
| recollect the words, but the substance was, that 
some years ago, perhaps in 1814, a report to the 
House of Representatives, from. some branch of 
| the Navy Department, suggested some. place 
a dry-dock on the North tiver, as being ou 
the reach of approach by: foreign vesse 


the Comm’ 


the 


unsafe to copper her before launching, and that 
she could not be coppered after she was launched | 


idea is a strong one, and let us took for 
i at the site at Philadelphia in thie view; 


while the 


APPEN 
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Dawson. 


Mr. F. said he was induced to throw out these 

suggestions withoutany antagonist feeling towards 
the claim of New York, or any other place, for a 
dry-dock; but, if the subjects of dry-docks raust 
now be examined, he thought his colleague had 
done well to offer the amendment, in order that 
weë may show that the claims of the Philadelphia 
yard are entitled to the consideration and respect 
of this House. 
: ` Rir, my notion, long since, has been that there 
„should bea dock at each of the principal yards; 
„but if we are to have but one at this time, where 
is the argument, where is the reason, where is the 
‘report from any source, or which shows the 
advantages of Brooklyn over Philadelphia? The 
Secretary of the Navy leaves that matter open. 
He says: “At some point,” without designating 
either, particularly. Sir, it is not sufficient to give 
one yard preference over another, to say that it 
is admitted by all that a dry-dock is wanting at 
Brooklyn; we want the reasons that shall show || 
this House and the country that any havy-yard 
hag claims over that at Philadelphia. 

Considering the course which this debate seems | 
likely to take, 1 feel much inclined to the idea sug- |) 

ested by my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Bannerer that the whole matter should be 
postponed until a critical examination be made as 
to the sites, and necessity of more docks than we 
have at. present; we could then meet the subject 
more fully, and decide more correctly. I shall, 
however, cheerfully vote for the amendment of. 
fered by my colleague, and fee] under obligations 
to him for his having so comptly brought the 

subject to the notice of the House, 

Mr. POTTER said the amendment of his col- 
league was direct and positive, aud expressed, in 
plain language, what he desired to beat. The bill 
to which it was desired to be attached appropriated 
$100,000 to improve the navy-yard at Brooklyn, 
and for the erection of a dry-dock. A few thousand 
dollars would improve and enlarge the navy-yard; 
but all are aware that it would cost five hundred 
thousand to build a ¢ 
takes the first place in the position for appropria- 
tion, and the major comes in by way of appendix 
to its. He would respectfully ask the honorable 
gentleman from New York {Mr. CANBRELENG] 
whether the erection of a dry-dock at Brooklyn 
was or was not anew work, or had there ever 
been one dollar expended in preparation for the 
work? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that this was re- 
storing an appropriation made two years ago, and 
which had been applied to other purposes. 

_ Mr. POTTER. The reply does not meet my | 
inquiry, I have bee 
the Naval Committee that this dry-dock is a new 
work, The reason assigned by the honorable gen- 
tileman from New York against the amendment | 
offered by my colleague would seem to me to 
apply with equal force against the bill. He dep- | 
recates, in strong terms, the appropriation of a 

single dollar out: of the ‘Treasury, in its present 
dilapidated and depressed state, for any new pro- 
ject. Fhe logic of the gentleman is singular to 

me. For the erection of a dry-dock at Brooklyn— | 
a new work—the appropriation is all very right and 
proper. For one at Philadelphia, it is destraction 
to the Treasury. Unless Pennsylvania is inferior 
in her rights and claims to New York, adistinction 

which no Pennsylvanian will ever admit, then, | 
sir, Philadelphia stands on an equality with Brook- 
lyn or New York. The memory of the Philadel- 
phia navy-yard is identified with the glory of the 
Navy. The vessels built there equal in models of 
beauty, and in superiority of sailing, any vessels 
built in this or sny other portion of the world. 


| 


| The mechanics in that city equal. in skill and 


Iry-dock. The minor project |; 


n informed by the chairman of |i 


, ises, but at the natural workings of the human 


ithe gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Par- 


; Because he felt the pride of his State interested 


; on them, why not now, at once, do equal justice 


In cheapness of building and economy in labor no | 
point on the sea-board can successfully compete 
with Philadelphia. In advantages in obtaining | 
materials for the construction of vessels of war 
the port of Philadelphia is admirably situated. 
Why, then, should there not be a dry-dock con- 
nected with the navy-yard at that city? The 
great ship Pennsylvania was built at the navy- 
yard in that city, and was removed from the point 
where built to be finished, because there was no 
dry-dock. I recollect the burst of dissatisfaction 
throughout Pennsylvania. at the circumstance, and 
the anxiety expressed that this noble ship should | 
be perfected, and ready to sail on her element, in 
the State from whence she derived her name. The 
question is one vital to the existence of the navy- 
yard at Philadelphia—a navy-yard at which the 
first ship of war was built in this Union. Mark 
the prediction! If vessels cannot be finished at 
Philadelphia, the United States will cease to build 
at that port, What Pennsylvanian could stand 
silently by and see the navy-yard at Philadelphia 
abandoned ? that navy-yard, so identified with the 
į naval glory of the nation and the pride of Penn- 
sylvania. At no point on the sea-board could a 
dry-dock be situated where it would be safer from 
the aggression of a maritimeincursion. ‘The pav- 
igation of the Delaware, aided as it is by steam- 
towing ships, can be ascended with ease. Why, 
then, should not an appropriation be made for the 
erection of a dry-dock, connected with the navy- 
yard at Philadelphia? | 

Mr. BIDDLE would say one word on a point 

of fact, The gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. | 
Parmenter] had said that one dry-dock was 
sufficient, and that we had more than one already. 
That was his argument against the bill and the 
amendment, 

Mr. PARMENTER explained. He had said 
that the chairman of the Board of Navy Commis- 
sioners had given it as his opinion that, in time of | 
peace, one dry-dock would be suficient. 

Mr. REED. In what year had he said so? 

Mr. PARMENTER. ‘In 1825. 

Mr. BIDDLE resumed. We had two dry- 
docks now, and they were not told how many 
more would be needed. The bill proposed a dry- | 
dock at Brooklyn, as an extension of that yard— 
as a convenient appendage to it. 
not one be an equally convenient appendage to | 
the navy-yard at Philadelphia? As that yard 


science the ship-builders in any portin the Union. | 


| 
{ 
{ 
| 
| 


But why would || 


bate with attention, and had watched the workings 
of interest on the different gentlemen who had 
taken part in it. It was with reluctance he wae 
compelled to see how these things were managed, 
We of the South (said Mr. D.,) remain silent at 
our seats when questions of great interest to the 
country are agitated; and why? Because when- 
ever we have asked our equal share with the rest 
of the Union, we have always failed. I have, from 
time to time, applied here even for a navy-yard 
at any portsouth of Norfolk; and how often have 
I failed? Just as often as I have asked. And 
why is this? Because we have not the talent at 
getting up the necessary arrangements, Is that it? 
We are told the objects we desire are proper, but 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means tells us there is not a dollar in the Treag- 
ury. Thus I find that those who are more modest 
getnothing. Here there isa navy-yard anda dry- 
dock at Gosport; a navy-yard here at Washing- 
ton; another at Portsmouth; anotherat New York; 
a navy-yard and dry-dock at. Boston. “Well, sir, 
now look at the South; ay, sir, along the whole 
coast of the Atlantic and round into the Gulf of 
Mexico, and where is the protection for our com- 
merce from any establishment of the United States? 
They will send us ships, says the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, whenever we need them. Yes, sir, 
| anå when we need aid and ask for it, perhaps that 
? will be the moment when none can be sent. When 
we want any repairs done, the vessels must be 
sent round to Norfolk or to Boston. What other 
Government in the civilized world ever pursued 
such a policy? Go to England; how many dry- 
docks has she? More, by one, than we have 
But the gentleman says she has two or three dry 
docks at the same navy-yard. Well, sir, if thai 
į is necessary, we cando- the same; and then the 
mechanics and all the conveniences will be together 
on the spot, and there will not be the difficulty 
now complained of. But this is not thepoint, You 
are now asked to appropriate for New York and 
Philadelphia $100,000 apiece. How mach do you 
usually appropriate for the increase of the navy 
in one year? and how many new vessela do you 

I will venture to predict 


need in the same time? 
that if we are to have four dry-docks, as proposed, 
piece in any one year. 


they will not have a vessel a 

I shall oppose both the bill and amendment. - Not 
because | am opposed to either eity; I would vote 
the money with great pleasure, if I honestly be- 
lieved it was required; but I cannot believe these 
dry-docks necessary. Ifa new one is necessary, 


now stood, after a ship had been built there she 
| must be sent to Norfolk or to Boston to be fin- 
ished; and this would hereafter be used as an 
argument against building Government ships at 
Philadelphia at all. It would be said, why take 
two ports to complete your ship when one will 
answer? Why not lay the keel where the vessel 
can be fitted for sea? That was the argument 
and the feeling in behalf of New York, a 
Philadelphia was to be deprived of the advani- 
age—merely to furnish an argument against build- 
‘ing ships there. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hlorrman] bad promised the friends of the 
amendment that, if they would withdraw it now, | 
and not incumber the present bill, when another | 
should t 
Philadelphia, he would lend them his voice and 


pat. But let not gentlemen look at vague prom- 


heart when the object sought had been attained. 
Why had the gentleman from New York rebuked 


MENTER,] and accused him of selfish motives? 


that the public ships should be built there. And 
would not the same pride operate in behalf of New 
York when Pennsylvania shall hereafter come 
and ask that she may be put on an equal footing? 
Before any such feeling should have time to grow | 
up, instead of taking vague promises and relying | 


to Pennsylvania? This was the time—the fit and | 
proper time; nor could he see why it should be 
postponed, unless for some sinister purpose not 
avowed, 

Mr. DAWSON said he had listened to the de- 


nd why}: 


be introduced for a like improvement at !! 


aid. This wag the very sort of argament that | 
| the purest gentlemen of the South were startled 


it must be south of the Chesapeake Bay. 

I call upon this House, (said Mr. D.,) instead 
of establishing all the navy-yards and building all 
the dry-docks at the North, to do an act of justice 
to the South, and give us an appropriation for our 
protection. Suppose an enemy should attack us, 
where are we to look for aid? '** Government will 
send us vessels.” Ay! but where isa navy-yard ? 
There is none south of Norfolk. Yet we are to 
| givethe North new navy-yardsand new dry-docks. 
Before you pour out your money from the Treas- 
~ury—but 1 forget, the gentleman from New York 
"tells us there is none there to pour out—well, sir, 
when you pledge the country to further appropria- 
tions of money for objects of this kind, do it for 
the South; not because it is the South, but because 
it is a defenseless portion of this Union. Last 
session, my friend [Mr. Leeann] asked for the 
establishment of only a navy-yard at Charleston, 
the great commercial emporium of the South, but 
he could get none. I asked one for the whole 
coast of Georgia, and the reply I got was: ** We 
will send you help whenever you need it.” Sir, 
this language is becoming unpleasant in our ears. 
If we belong to the Government, we have our 
rights, and they should be respected; but they 
never will be, so long as we lend our aid to puta 
navy-yard and a dry-dock in every port of the 
North. More dry-docks are unnecessary, but, if 
any are built, they should be at the South. Let 
us treat all justly, before we do over-much for any 
one port, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Horr- 
man] Seems to manifest an extraordinary solici- 
tude to get the foor-—for what? Not for a navy- 
yard, sir; no! that she has got; but fora dry-dock 
in addition to a navy-yard. We ask only fora 
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~ Dry Docks-—-Mr. Dawson, Mr.. Wise, Mr. Petrikin, 


got, and we have not. He says that if we vote 
this boon to New. York, he will hereafter vote 
something of the kind for others. 1f we will vote 
for New York, then he will vote for the South. 
But, sir, the claims. of the South rest on Ho sach 
bargain; they depend not on what price shall be 
paid, but en what has been paid already; and the 
way for us to get our rights is to keep any more 
from being given to New York, and to the North, 
until we get them. _ So 

Mr. WISE: I want to get clear of this bill; 
andif this debate goes ón any further, I shall move 
to. lay it on the table.. A word only in reply to 
the gentleman from Georgia who has just resumed 
his seat... Iwill answer his question, why we 
cannot get anavy-yard and dry-dock at the South. 
Heasked whether it was for the want of talent? 
I will teli him it is for the want of that sort of talent 
which is required to get boons out of this Govern- 
ment. ‘There is not aman in all the southern 
delegation on this floor that has the sort of talent 
for that business. It is not owing to any want of 
disposition on the part of the House, nor on that 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that the three 
contending ports of the South have not, long ere 
this, got what they claim, The committee have 
been waiting for the friends of the several claims 
of Charleston, Brunswick, and Beaufort, to come 
forward with authentic reports and the necessary 
surveys and estimates to show that there is the 
necessary depth of water, and the other concomit- 
ants which go to render any spot a fit location for 
a navy-yard. In regard to Charleston, the com- 
mittee has had a number of reports, but though 
there has been a member from Georgia on the 
Naval Committee ever since I was there, yet noth- 
ing has yet been done. 
` Mr. DAWSON reminded the gentleman from 
Virginia that Commodore Woolsey and Captain 
Shubrick had made reports in favor of Brunswick, 
pnd had recommended it as a proper place fora 
naval depot. 
Mr. WISE admitted this; but there were not 


reporta from the Department like those in favor of 
Charles je C 


pe When the committee were urged to do 
something for the South, particularly for Charles- 
ton, he would tell his friend from South Carolina 


IM , LEGARE]. how the proposal had been met: 
A gentleman. from, North Carolina had come to 
‘the committee, and asked that they would delay 
the selection of a depot till reports should be re- 
ceived in regard to all the. ports claiming the ben- 
efit; and he would tell the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Dawson] that all the committee ever got in 
relation to Brunswick was from a northern man 
and a speculating company. 

Mr. DAWSON said there had been a report 
from the Navy Commissioners in its favor, which 
had been printed by order of the House. 

Mr. WISE. But none from the Department. I 
have, myself, no opposition to Brunswick; on the 
contrary; I believe it to be the best of the three; 
‘and if proper reports shall be furnished to us, I 
am.ready to vote for it.’ But 1 will tell my friend 
how these things are obtained. At the North 
private individuals interest themselves in the im- 
provement of the country as means of raising the 
value of property; they are more watchful, more 
vigilant, more active, more pushing than we. 


Georgia has the only proper site for a depot be- | 


tween Norfolk and the Capes of Florida, and yet 
nothing was done in its favor till a Boston company 
purchaged land there, and erected on it houses, 
which had been framed and fitted and made, 
all ready to put up, in New England; and their 
object now is to get anavy-yard established there, 
that they may improve the value of their lands; 
they are. active; on the alert; and they will soon 
jaye ä fine Yankee town there. Now, this is an 
enterprise which’ a Georgia Legislature would 
never once have thought of. “It would never have 
entered into their dreams. And the honest truth 
is just this: we are not so active, not so watchful, 
not so énterprising as they are; and that is the rea- 
son they get what wë cannot. The moment they 
get hold of a proper site, they beset and besiege 
the engineers and the Department till, by hook or 
by crook, they get a report in its favor. If the 
gentleman from Georgia will go to work in‘the 
same way, I suppose he can get as large an amotint 
of Government appropriations as they can. *” 


. 1 say this in no spirit of reproach. I. consider 
itas a compliment to the northern people. It 
forms the characteristic difference between the 
population of the North and the South. : We in 
the South claim to be high-minded, gentlemanly, 
lordly fellows, who think nothing of money;and, 
therefore, we are poor. : 

Sir, I hope we shall get the question. For my- 
self, I shall vote against both the dry-docks. `I 
think we have as many as we need; and J doubt if 
we have now the money to pay forthem. I again 
give notice that if the debate is continued, I shall 
move to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. PETRIKIN said, that in early life he had | 


been taught that men were elected to Congress by 
their respective parties, to support and carry out 


certain fixed principles which the successful party |} 
| professed to advocate, and that members so chosen 


were bound to vote for the measures of their re- 
spective parties; that until very lately, he had con- 
tinued in that belief, but he found he was much 
mistaken in hisimpressions. His mistake was not 
confined to any one of the political parties, whether 
Democratic or Federal; for recent experience had 
shown, that when money was the question, that 
many of each party were ready to abandon all 
their party pledges and principles, and associate 
together for the purpose of consummating any 
scheme to filch and trick the people out. of their 
money. When aspeculation was inthe way; many 
members of Congress forget whether they were 


| Democrats, Federalists, or Whigs, and associated 


together in a scramble for'the public purse with a 
view of getting as much of the money of the coun- 
try, each delegation for its own particular section 


l of the Union, and if not directly for their own in- 


dividual use, for that of their constituents, regard- 
‘less of all other considerations than those of self- 
interest, trampling under foot all constitutional 
obligations or regard for the general interest and 


| prosperity of the country. 


Mr. P. was opposed to all partial legislation, or 
making laws for the benefit of particular sections 
of the country, to the manifest injury and preju- 
dice of the rest of the Union. He had observed, 
day after day, and week after week, the time of 
Congress consumed bymembers declaiming against 
‘the extravagance of the Government, and the iù- 
crease of the expenses of the present Administra- 
tion; and yet, on alloccasions, he found those men 
ready to advocate and vote for all appropriations, 


| regardless of whether the monéy thus votèd was 


foruseful and necessary purposes or not. He had 
listened to members on all sides of the House, 
making speeches for home consumption, inculca- 
ting economy and retrenchment, but the momenta 
bill was brought into the House, granting thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of the public treasure 
in the shape of pensions to generals, colonels, 


| captains, or commodores, or the widows of some 


of the aristocracy, without the color of right, either 
in law or equit; , or millions to be expended in the 
erection of dry-docks, fortifications, artificial har- 
bors, useless light-houses, or vessels of war, to rot 
‘in the harbors, those noisy preachers of economy, 


both Democrats and Federalists, were found, al- | 


most to a man, in the support of what they wished 
to be thought by the people they were opposing. 
He said he could not have patience with such sel- 
fish inconsistency. Let a meritorious but poor 
old soldier apply for relief, or an honest claim be 
brought forward, which does not go to enrich their 
constituents, then we are told by these men that 
the Government has no money, and that we must 
not make any new appropriations, or a national 
debt must be created; yet these very men, almost 
in the same breath, when it suited their purposes, | 
would vote for the most extravagant sums to con- 
tribute to their own local interests or further their 
He could 


grounds that the public service did fot require at 
present the erection of a dry-dock, either at New 
York or Philadelphia. If a dry-dock was: neces- 
sary at these places, it was necessary at every 
navy-yard. Money ought not to be appropriated 
at any time for purposes which were not of a gen- 
eral benefit, or for services yendered tå the coun- 
try, especially at a time whet it is- more than 


make a good market of, ora stone quarry, 6 
prospect of an office for themselves or some r 
tive to superintend the erection of thé work y 
immediately laid their heads together, and formed 
a plan for the erection of a dry-dock, a light-house, 
a fortification, a harbor, or anything élse- by which 
they could make a good speculation, by getting a 
law passed authorizing the work, and compelling 
the Government to buy their land, give t he 
stone’contract, or, by matiagement, 
‘the office of superintendent 1 
denied that the sum asked 
for the interest of the pub 
floor could conscientiously d 
dry-docks enough ‘for ‘all’ thi 
‘navy; and why lay the foutidation fo 
iture of two or three millions: of d 
the public service does not require it? 
Members who advocated this bill ‘talk 
the necessity of providing for ship-buil 
the protection and welfare of our navy. “J 
recent history of the country had ‘taught’ him‘ a 
lesson about ship-building which he could not 
forget. Was it not a fact that most of our arge 
ships had been built, at an immense cost, forthe 
sole purpose of putting the money of the country 
‘raised off the honest yeomanry into the pockéts 
of, comparatively speaking, a few speculators and 
contractors, and keeping in idleness and Juxury.a 
set of sinecure officers? He would name some of 
those vessels to refresh the apparently, shor 
‘ories of some gentlemen, ‘The Ohio. 
line made one voyage, and then was | 
rot, and ‘had just been ‘rebuilt, scar 
plank, spike, or bolt of tha ‘old vess 
of her first construction, and” nothing e 
the name. Again? there was the Inde 
which shared a worse ‘fate; she 
suffered to rot, but when rebuilt reduc 
| and the apology was that those. nuisance 
| Commissioners of the Navy, or some ore of them, 
had interfered in the first place, and’ spoilt her so 
| that she could not be used. He also named other 
instances of ships having been built and suffered 
to remain in harbor and rot, because there was no 
use for them, and not for want of a dry-dock to 
repair them in. pee pees: TEES 
Mr. P. said that our navy had degenerated ever 
since it had fallen under the special care of specu- 
| lators and jobbers; our ships were not so. good in 
their construction, nor was there that character 
| attached to the officers. It had ceased’ to ‘be the 
object of emulation among a large proportion of 
our officers who should ‘excel ‘the other in disci- 
| pline, but the great object now was who should 
‘get the most money and do the least. service. 
There were some few honorable exceptions among 
| the officers of the Navy, but a reference to the pen- 
sion list would exhibit a deplorable falling off in 
| that pride of character which stimulated the offi- 
| cers of the Navy to deeds of glory, which aston- 
lished the world during the late war with England. 
| Where, (said Mr. P.) must we look-for the cause 
of all this? T'o the improper legislation of Con- 
gress. It is the fault of the representatives of the 
people, who forget their duty and vote away the 
money of the country with a. prodigality which 
indicates not only a want of political: principle, 
but also a want of moral honesty. Mr. P. said he 
could not find fault with the conductof the nié 
| of Congress who were Federalista. They, in 
| for this bill, and all others of the ke: 


| 
| 
| 
l 
| 


[ probablethe money will have to beraised by taxes, din accordance with their : avowed doctrines and 
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principles, High taxes, a national debt, a large 
navy, and a standing army, are among the old 
and favorite themes of the Federal party. But 
those professing Democrats who, when at home, 
wish their constituents to believe that they are 
opposed to Federal doctrines and measures, will 
find some trouble to reconcile their votes in this H 
House for measures, the inevitable consequences 
of which are to increase the taxes, create a na- 
tional debt in time of peace, build up a navy and 
army, and all the necessary appurtenances be- 
longing to them, with Democratic doctrines and 
their own professions. Mr. P. said he came to 
Congress the representative of Democrats who 
were the uncompromising advocates of “equal 
rights,’? were willing to be taxed when it was 
necessary for the support of Government, the 
protection of the country’s rights, or the aveng- 
ing of its wrongs. But his constituents were op- 
‘posed to the extravagant expenditure of the reve- 
nue in useless and expensive works. They were 
opposed to raising money by taxing unnecessarily 
the many for the use of the few. In fact, their 
maxim was the old Democratic creed of equal and 
exact justice to every part of the nation; and they 


character of the present one, yet he confessed | 
himself totally at a loss how to account for the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pickews] 
advocating so useless and extravagant an appro- 
ptiation, whose constituents were opposed to the 
i Whole system of legalized swindling that had 
been practiced by Congress for several years past. 
He thought the gentleman might see that a con- 
| tinvance of that course must eventuate in an in- 
| crease of the tariff, or a national debt, which, like 
all other encroachments on the constitutional rights 
of the citizen, was odious in the sight of every 
Democrat. 

Mr. P. said he would ask the attention of mem- 
bers to the millions that had been expended in 
and about New York within the last few years 
for the erection of forts, light-houges, navy-yards, 
&c. A custom-house is about being built in that 
city which will cost $3,000,000 before it ig fin- 
| ished, although the first estimated cost was not 
| much over a fourth part of that sum. This build- 
ing, he was told, will look more fit for the palace 
of an eastern Satrap than for store-houses of a 
| plain Republican Government. 

As to the statement made of the probable cost 


did not wish to take their neighbors’ property 
illegally, nor invade his rights; nor were they 
willing to have their property illegally taken, nor 
their constitutional rights invaded. 

: Mr. P. said that he had endeavored, during the 
two last sessions of Congress, to adhere to and 
support the true Democratic principles. That, on 
a late occasion, his conduct had been canvassed 
before his constituents, and he felt proud of their 
verdict of approval of his political course. He had 
uniformly voted against all appropriations of the 
nature of those contained in the bill now before the 
committee. He should willingly vote for money 
to keep up as many vessels of war as the service 
of the country required, and for navy-yards and 
dry-docks enough for all the purposes of keeping 
our present navy in good repair. 

Mr. P, said he was not a little amused to wit- 
‘ness with what avidity and zeal members from a 
particular section, whose constituents were to re- 
ceive the benefit of those appropriations, pressed 
the passage of billa to raise money for their own 
particular districts. They forget all their profes- 
sions of Democracy, and their principles, when- 
ever money was held up to their view, and they 
sprung at it like a mackerel ata red rag. Gente- 
men might clamor and laugh at his language, but 
he would tell them that he spoke the language of 
sincerity and truth, as he had been taught to do 
from his cradle. He had always been taught to 


advocate his principles fearlessly, in all places, | 


and on all occasions, and he would do so now in 
apite of the clamor of any man, or set of men. 
He was the representative of freemen, and, ag 
such, would express, in his own language, and in | 
his own way, the opinions of those who had 
elected him, caring not who approved or disap- 
proved of what he said. 
only to God and his constituents. 

As for the proposed dry-dock at Pensacola, 
(Mr. P. said,) there appeared to be some plausi- | 
bility in it from the geographical situation of that | 
city: He had not seen any recommendation of it 


i 


by the Department; but in the present state of the | 


finances, he could not vote for any increase of | 
expenditure that could possibly be avoided. He 
said that he felt much pleased with the disclosure 
made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. | 
Wisx,] as to the manner in which most of those | 
projects were gotten up. The gentleman had let | 
the cat out of the bag, and the friends of the bill 
did not attempt to contradict it, 
when a few designing men wished for a public | 
work for their own interest, they would come on | 
to Washington, and commence operations by 
teazing and importuning, night and day, officers | 
of the engineer department and members of Con- 
gress for the furtherance of their views. They | 
would intrigue at noonday and at night, when 
they ought to be in their beds, to gain their ends 
and it was generally found that, by “ hook or by i 
crook,” they succeeded. This wag the way the | 
public money got filched from the people. 

Mr. P. said, that although he could easily ac- 
count for some members of Congress from the 
northern and middle States voting for bills of the 


Ele was accountable || 


i| fended the honorable gentleman, his friend from 


The plan was, | 


l so? 


|| the Gulf stream, always towards the Northern 


of the proposed dry-dock, Mr. P. said it was all 
| fallacious; for, from his experience of estimates 
made for the erection of public works by engi- 
neers, there was no dependence to be placed on 
them, and all safe calculators would add fourfold 
to the estimated cost of the work as being much | 
| nearer the truth than the estimate made by the 
engineers. Efe said he would repeat that he op- 
posed the passage of the bill because there was 
no necessity for the work, in his opinion, at any 
| time, but especially at a time when he was told 
| the Treasury was empty. He hoped every con- 
| sistent Democrat would be found recording his 
name against not only this bill, but all of a like 
kind, during this session. 
Mr. THOMPSON moved to amend the amend- 


a navy-yard at Pensacola. 

Mr. ELMORE obtained the floor, but, on so~ 
licitation, yielded it to 

Mr. HOFFMAN, who observed that a remark 
he had accidentally let fall when last up had ex- 
| cited the rebuke of some of the puritans of the 
| House, who looked with maidenly abhorrence on 
| everything like bargains and log-rolling in this 
| House. He would remind his friends from Penn- 
| sylvania and Georgia (Mr. Biore and Mr, Daw- 
|| SON] that the companionship of which they com- 
| plained had been no secret collusion, but a union | 
| In views proclaimed openly on that floor. Nor did 
| he see how any principle was violated when a 
li man who was a friend to two measures advised 
ithe friends of the latter one proposed that they 
had better take one at a time, lest they should 
lose both. If he had been opposed to the second 
i measure, and, for the sake of carrying the first, 
| had promised to compromit his views of propri- 


i 


| ety and vote for the second when it should come 
| up, then there might be some room forthe charge 


| had professed himself friendly to a dry-dock at | 
| Philadelphia. He was friendly to it; and he did 
| not see how he had been guilty of any the least | 
violation of the dignity of legislation, or of the 
| purity of the Tlouse, by pledging himself to vote | 


| 


ment by adding an appropriation of $100,000 for |) 


| Indians? and the millions more that had gone to 

consummate the Georgia lottery, and enable the 
| gentleman’s constituents to draw some of the 
| highest prizes? His friend over the way [Mr. 
| Boore] was afraid that, after the bargain was 
made by which New York was to gèt her dry- 
| dock, when it came to giving Philadelphia hers, 
i the bargain would not be consummated, and the 
rights of Pennsylvania would be forgotten in the 
overweening jealousy of New York, and her fear 
of the aggrandizement of Philadelphia. Now,he 
would say to that honorable gentleman, that New 
| York was proud of Pennsylvania for many things; 
she was proud of her on account of her talented 
delegation on this floor; she was proud of her for 
her noble projects of internal improvement; she 
had not been so proud of her on account of 
last winter’s proceedings; but for New York, as 
a State, to be jealous of Pennsylvania, or for New 
York city to be afraid of the aggrandizement of 
Philadelphia, he could only say that New York 
felt herself too big to be jealous of anybody. He 
acknowledged that Philadelphia was one of the 
brightest jewels in the fair crown of this Confed- 
| eracy; he admired the beauty and cleanliness of 
her streets; her abundance of fresh and whole- 
some water; and owned that New York could 
boast of nothing equal to her Fairmount. But 
New York never could be jealous of her. Phila- 
delphia should have his aid, and he doubted not 
the aid of every New Yorker, when her project 
| for a dry-dock came up as a distinct measure 
| here. New York loved and respected her as a 
younger sister, and, he would add, a weaker sis- 
ter; for, in point of natural advantages of situa- 
| tion, she was so. 

Mr. H. coneluded by saying that he had no 
personal interest in the present bill whatever; and 
his sole reason for opposing the amendment, was 
that it might lead to the defeat of both objects de- 

sired, 
|; Mr. ELMORE said, that until within a few 

minutes past, he had not intended to say a word 
1 on this question. 1 seldom trouble this body with 
any remarks--on mere party questions, | might 
say never—believing its time would, generally, be 
far better employed in the business of the country. 
I rise now, sir, because in want of information on 
a measure of great importance, which I conceive 
that the part of the country which 1 in part repre- 
gent, is much interested in. I have looked in vain 
for the information which was necessary to direct 
me in the discharge of my duty on this question. 
I find no report of the committee, nor of competent 
engineers, showing either that the dry-dock asked 
for is necessary, or what is the scale or plan of its 
construction, or what it will cost, or if it is neces- 
sary, whether there is not a location for it which 
will be more useful and proper. It was more with 
a view to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs for information on these heads, 
than with any view of entering into the discussion. 
| that I have taken the floor. 


f 
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| The first question presented, sir, to my mind by 
[of bargaining and of sacrificing principle, He! 


this bill was, is another dry-dock necessary to the 
navy? And if it be necessary, then the next ques- 
tions are, what would be its best location? What 
willitcost? Where are the surveys and estimates? 
And when were they made? There are already 
two dry-docks, one at Charlestown, in Massachu- 


| for it in a separate bill hereafter. But he had of- | 


| Georgia, (Mr. Dawson,] because that gentleman 
had not been successful in obtaining his favorite 
| object for the benefit of the South. A part of the 
| reasons, if it were so, might perhaps have been | 
stated with some truth by the gentleman from | 
| Virginia, (Mr. Wisz.] But was the fact really 
| Had the South been thus neglected in favor 
of the North? He remembered a certain chart 
! referred to ona former occasion by the venerable 


ithe public money, which was said to flow, like 


[and Eastern States, and, following it, he had i 


i when he had set out from Massachusetts; and | 
i when he got to New Orleans, he had found himself i 
jat the North Pole. Whence had the milions 
Í flowed that were spent in driving out the southern 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams] in |: 
| which he had undertaken to pursue the course of || 
j, work is completed; and if the amendment for the 
© one at Philadelphia prevails, a like sum may be 


| found that in Georgia he was further North than || 


setts, and one at Gosport, in Virginia. They cost, 
it is said, nearly $1,000,000 a piece. Is another 
necessary? Most especially is it our duty to make 
that inquiry now, and before we go into this work, 
because our Treasury is well nigh beggared, and no 
works not absolutely necessary should be begun. 
Thereis no report of this committee accompanying 
the bill showing the necessity for this dock, no sut- 
| veys, no estimates of cost, no plan of the works. 
| Are we to go blindfold into this business? The bill 
| asks for $100,00U; but who does not know that 
this is but a drop in the bucket? T'wo million dol- 
lars will more probably be expended before the 


i added for that. 

| If there be another dry-dock necessary for the 
security or efficiency of the navy and the honor 
and welfare of the country, which is intimately 
blended with it, Lam ready and willing to go all 
Í lengths for it, even to the taxing my constituents 
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to the division of their last dollar. | Butitis pre” 
cisely because I cannot see either its necessity or 
what it is to cost, or that itis proposed to give-it 
ihe most proper location, that I have risen to ask’ 
for information from the chaitman of the. com: 
mittee, and I now hope the chairman will ‘put me 
right before L proceed further in my remarks. ` 

Mr. INGHAM (chairman’ of the Committee 
on Naval Aftairs) stated that there were reports 
showing the necessity.of another dry-dock, and 
read from the last report of the Secretary of the 
Navy in favor of one at New York. That the 
one at Charlestown; that at Gosport, and the one | 
at Brooklyn, were all projected on the same plan, 
and estimates made for them, by an engineer of 
high reputation, (Mr. Baldwin,) in 1825. That 
he estimated they would cost each $300,000, but 
the one at Charlestown cost $677,089, and that 
at Gosport $977,356, the average being about 
$827,000, and he supposed the one at Brooklyn | 
would cost about that sum. The committee had 
no other estimates. 

Mr. ELMORE resumed. I have not had my 
doubts removed, Mr. Chairman, by the honorable 
gentlemian’s statements. The necessity of this 
additional dry-dock. is not unquestionable—they 
arë required only for repairs of á certain character. 
We never had one before those at Charlestown: 
and Gosport were built, which has been but a very 
few years past. When, in 1824, Congress first 
entertained the scheme for making dry-docks, a 
call was made on the Commissioners of the Navy 
for information on the subject; that able, faithful, 
and gallant veteran, Commodore Rodgers, as their 
organ, replied, that during peace “a single dry- 
‘dock might be made to answer the wants of our 
t present force; but under other circumstances, 
t when the disposition of our vessels may be con» || 
t trolled by a variety of events, it will be found 
‘essentially necessary to have at least two of our 
‘yards provided with this accommodation—one 
‘upon the waters of the Chesapeake, and another 
“upon the eastern coast.’’—[1st Sess. 19th Cong., 
Ex. Doc. No..143.] Now, sir, those two here 

ë mended have been constructed, and located, 
iw my judgment, wisely—one at the eastern ex- 
tremity, of the Union, and one near the center of 
the Atlantic coast; and I now, sir, insist, that if 
a third be built, it should be beyond the dangerous 
capes of Florida, giving-to each extremity, as well |) 
asthe center of the coast, this necessary appendage 
to the navy. But, sir, has the chairman of the 
Naval Committee shown the necessity to exist for 
a third dry-dock, especially now? Has he shown 
the plans and estimates for its construction? what 
itis to cost? He tells us, sir, that the plan is the 
same as that at Gosport and that at Charlestown, 
and that the estimates for this at Brooklyn were || 
madé by the same engineer, at the same time, and || 
that each of the three was to cost only $300,000, 
while the two which have been constructed cost 
an average of $820,000, nearly three times the 
estimate. And, sir, I am satisfied that before 
this work is finished, on the scale which will be i 
insisted on by those who urge it, as required by 
the great commercial emporium it is intended to 
benefit, it.will have cost nearer $2,000,000 than 
$1,000,000. 

Sir, I must say with my friend from Georgia, 
[Mr. Dawson,] if another is necessary, that every | 
principle of equity and sound policy dictates that 
it should be placed towards the other extremity | 
of the Union. From Norfolk to Texas—more 
than two thirds of your coast—where is there any || 
adequate means of building, repairing, or fitting 
out your ships? Why is it that all this section of 
country at the South, which contributes so much 
to your commerce and revenue, is to be overlooked 
and neglected? From it, sir, comes five sixths of 
all the domestic exports of your whole country, | 
which’ are the main source and support of that | 
stupendons commerce which you carry on with | 
all the world, enriching every section, and filling 
the public coffers with its revenues; and yet, sir, || 
you never think of establishing navy-yards along 
this coast, nor a dry-dock at any part of it. 

Sir, I am glad that my friend and colleague has | 
offered his amendment for Pensacola. It is the || 
great harbor of the Gulf of Mexico, through which || 
passes the immense commerce of the West and || 


i 


poured dut o 


| quests upon our borders; while England, who 


| contiguity? 


i which can easily be increased to thirty or forty if 


| South by your unequal and unjust taxation, and 


Dry Docks—Mr. Ingham, Mr: Elmore, Mr. Shepard, etc. 


Southwest. “Every dictate of common’ prudence 
and common justice requires thatthe'rich products 

f the bosom of these immense coun: 
tries upon that gulf should Have full and adequate 
protection from your Navy. It'is the scene of 
frequent piracy and shipwrecks innumerable. At | 
this moment, sir, you havethe highest admoni- 
tions of this; when France, by her fleets, is carry- | 
ing on war with our neighbors in these very | 
waters, winning strongholds, and. making con- 


never sleeps when the interests of the people are 
at stake, we are informed, has a strong fleet either 
there or on its way to the scene of operations. 
Has the House calculated the immense interests | 
we have at stake there? And can any statesman | 
who does estimate them properly, hesitate in sup- 
porting the establishment not only of an extensive 
navy-yard and depot there, but of a dry-dock also, 
if another is to be added to those we already have? 
In what, sir, are the local claims of Pensacola 
behind those of Brooklyn? Why crowd all the 
naval conveniences in one section, and in such 
There is no dry-dock within a thou- 
sand miles of it, and there are two within one fourth 
of that from Brooklyn. Why should your ships, 
injured and disabled as they frequently must be, 
and requiring the repairs to be had in dty-docks, 
be forced to double the dangerous capes of Florida, 
and make a voyage to Gosport or Charleston for 
repairs—~a voyage often dangerous in peace, and 
often impossible in war? The depth of its harbor, 
which is one of the most capacious and safe in the 
United States, is abundantly great for any ship. 
Its bar at low tides affords twenty-two feet water, 


required. ‘The titles rise but little; the water is 
quiescent; no rivers of any size empty into it; and 
there is no danger to be apprehended that the 
channel, which can be easily opened to any depth, 
will again fill up. The surveys made more than 
a hundred years ago by the French, those after- 
wards by the English, and still later by our own 
officers, show, sir, that the depth of water remains 
the same, wholly unchanged. It has a temperate 
and healthy climate, and abundance of pure water; 
and the live oak and other naval stores are the 
natural and abundant products of the surrounding 
country. By a safe inland navigation, which a 
trifling expense will make complete, as well as by 
its railroads now in progress, communications will 
be opened to all parts of that boundless country 
watered by the Mississippi, from whence can be 
poured down to it everything needed for subsist- 
ence or defense. I repeat, sir, that if another dry- 
dock is required, it is for this neglected portion of | 
the country. Flere, sir, it is needed; here it 
would be useful in peace, and in war indispensa- 
ble; and here, sir, I will vote for it most cheerfully. 
You have wrung millions on millions from the 


it is time, high time, she should begin to know | 
this Government by its blessings rather than its | 
oppressions, | 

i have, Mr. Chairman, a word to say upon the | 


cost which it is proposed by this bill and the |; 
| Mr. WISE. The remark was general.’ 11 


amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Paynter] to incur. The bill proposes 
$100,000 for the dry-dock at Brooklyn; the amend- 
ment $100,000 more for Philadelphia. But, sir, 
this is but the beginning; that at Brooklyn will 
not cost short of $1,000,000, and will probably go 
considerably beyond it. We have estimates for 
that at Philadelphia, from the Department. They 


are as follows: 
For a water-locK...ceceeeseee $824,071 00 
635,980 00 


For dry-dock 
And if constructed on best plan 

150,000 00 
$1,610,051 00 
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Three millions will, I am satisfied, be nearer the | 
mark. 
pledge itself and the country to these works, un- 


| necessary as they are in this section of the Union, | 
H 


where two already exist, in the present condition 
of your Treasury? Are you not now struggling 
with infinite difficulty to keep up the ordinary ex- | 


penses of this Government? Are not your neces- | 


it T h 
|| the southern States was, that their Representa 
i 


Now, sir, is this committee prepared to f 


sary, indispensable: expenditurdd 
creasing?’ “Arid does not your revent 
periodically, every two years; by the ri 
yourtariff, fixed by law?’ How, ; 
expenses rise above, and yout révendd sink 
low, the point of equality, will you have ti ans: 
to continue useless and wasteful appropri hs? 
Sir, 1 beg leave to say one word of warning to 
gentlemen before they plunge their hands-into the 
public purse so freely, to seize onthe treastives of 
the people, and scatter them abroad on unneces- 
sary undertakings. If they expect to’ find the 
means of supplying waste and extravagance in 
the increase of the tariff, which is theit duly: 
source, they will be mistaken: The Soiith’ 
submitted its last; wronged ‘arid’ oppressed ai 
has been, it never will be again. Deeply Has ft 
dearest interests been wounded; ‘and ‘resolutely 
and determinedly will it oppose “an unyielding 
resistance to every attempt for the refiewal of er 
forcement of that system of unequal, unjust, and 
oppressive taxation, under which it was, forso 
long a time, plundered for the ‘benefit of 
sections, : TE 
Mr: C. SHEPARD, of North Carolina 
had not éxpected to be dragged into this'dé 
the remarks of the gentleman from Vitgi 
Wiss] called for some notice on ‘his*part: 
gentleman had said that it was owing: « 
of industry and attention in a gènti 
North Carolina, representing’ the N 


è 
trict, that had prevented the’ ëstablis) 
navy-yard at the South. After this; 
justified in troubling the House’ wi 
planation. Fifteen months ‘ago hè 
resolution for an inquiry into thë fi 
fort for a naval station. Finding, ön re 
Congress, that nothing had been done, ‘he ad: 
dressed a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, 
inquiring into the reason, and had been inforined 
that the officer charged with the examination had 
been taken off to be united to the exploring ex- 
pedition. He bad inquired at the last'session of the 
present Secretary whether such a survey would 
not be made during the summer, and -he had been 
assured it should be done. « Since thei hè had 
written another letter, informing: hime Ret, 
and inquiring into the reason. ‘He sai 
his constituents-might beable to judge whe 
had ‘neglected his‘duty. ` Whatever the gent! 
from’ Virginia might think, Mr. S. was 
sponsible for the failure, ° 0 Socie Ss 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman has gone of 
as if I had made a persovial attack up 
stated, and stated truly, that’the Naval Coi 
had been waiting for a report, at the reques 
| gentleman, before they decided between Bea 
Charleston, and Brunswick; that, in my 
| some injustice had been done to Charlesto 
delay. ; 
| Mr., SHEPARD resumed. The gentleman-had 
said that the reason why more was not done for 


b 
opinion, 
n by ge 


were notso active and diligent, and, th plain words, 
not go cunning at getting appropriations, as those 
from some other sections of the country, © 2%"? 


| a full share of it to myself. I amsorry Thai 
| a little more of that cunning myself. - $ 

| Mr. SHEPARD. As to the bill, the trueqies- 
‘tion is this: whether an additional dry-dock is 
necessary for the servicé, and whether New York 
| is the proper location for it. We had now: one 
in New England, and one in Virginia; and where 
ought the other to be? The documerits read de- 
clared that at least one more dock was required; 


ji if so, it ought to be in some section of the Union 


where a large and valuable commerce ‘stood ‘in 
need of protection. Was New York the proper 
place? He thought not. The’ gentleman fror 
New York [Mr. Horrman] had réferred to the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ‘Apams] äs 
having formerly shown that more money Had been 
appropriated for the South than: for thé North; 
| that when he got to Georgia he foutid himself far- 
| ther north than in Massachusetts; and when he 
| came to Louisiana, he found himself at the tiorth, 
| pole. Mr. S, well remembered the speech e 
| honorable gentleman; it. was nat in ‘relation to: 
| appropriations, but to thë “money lent on ‘deposit 
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with the State.banks. It was in reference to this 
that. the. gentleman endeavored to show-that. the 
South. was. more favored than the North... He 
would leave it to the committee to say whether 
this was logic or sophistry. If any one wanted 


to know which got the most of the public money, | 


let them look atthe annual appropriation bills and 
he would soon find that for every thousand dollars 
appropriated for objects at the South, one hundred 
thousand was appropriated for those at the North. 
He did not complain of this when it was really 
necessary; but could no more equal plan be pur- 
sued? As to the money given for the Florida 
war, he asked, was the money appropriated for 
the support of that war expended in Florida? No. 
Where were the supplies obtained? where were 
the contracts made? In Florida? No; the ap- 
propriations went somewhere else. North Car- 
olina got nothing. But could it indeed be neces- 
sary. that. we should have a dry-dock at New 
York, and another at Philadelphia too? while we 
hada third so near as Norfolk? while there was 
none all. the way from Norfolk to New Orleans? 

There was one thing he had seen here long, and 
that was, that whenever an appropriation was 


asked for a particular region, all the Representa. | 


tives from that quarter went for it in solid column, 
while at the same time they professed to care 
nothing about getting the public money; but this 


unity .of action said more than many speeches. | 
If we must have another dry-dock, let it be placed || 


atsome point near the mouth of the Mississippi. 
They of the South might, perhaps, not be so sed- 
ulous and importunate ag northern gentlemen; but 
was that a good reason why the South should not 
get her full share? Because they were unwilling | 
to come cringing and crawling and playing the 
sycophant. He thought it was a reason the | 
other way; the Government ought rather to be 
magnanimous, and give more to those who ask 
less. 
would notice: he had said that the North, by 
being more industrious and persevering, would go 
on to.take everything from their southern neigh- 
bors; they came and speculated on our lands under 
our, very eyes, and were building up Yankee 
towns on southern soil. If the gentleman wished 
to lecture the South for its good by such remarks 
as these, the proper place to do it was at the 
South, not here; this was not a fitting place for 
southern men to tell the faults of their own parent. 
But all this was out of thetrack. ‘he question 
was whether the dock was needed, and whether 


New York was the proper place were both the || 


proposed docks necessary? He thought neither 
was needed, but if any was built it ought to be at 
the South. 


The gentleman made another remark he | 


arm. of national defense in a free republic; and 
some of the very gentlemen. who will now vote 
against. this appropriation, you. will find, at the 
close of the session, voting what they have there~ 
by saved, and millions more, to dig out harbors 
upon your inland seas, where God and nature 
| never intended that any should be. Many gen- 
|! tlemen who will now. vote down such appropria- 
|| tions as the present, will combine hereafter ina 
i; Scheme of legislation under appropriations for 
|| your Cumberland road, your light-house and har- 
|| bor bills, and your other thousand miserable local 
|| appropriations, by which private speculators have 
l| been enabled to swindle the country out of mil- 
i! lions, and yet all this is sound economy! 

| The true and only questions before the com- 
| mittee are, is a dry-dock needed at New York, 
| 

| 

| 


and is this appropriation fit and proper? Upon 
these points there is a concurrence of sentiment 
in those who have considered the matter. Where 
can such an establishment with more propriety 
|i be located than in New York, the center of com- 


i of the Republic? We now lose more, for want 
of a dry-dock at that point, in two years, by the 
decay and injury of our vessels of war, than would 
be required to construct the dock. From the ex- 


treme northern point on the coast of Maine to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


from Cape FJatteras to Cape Florida, and from 
thence to the Sabine, by examination of the map 
| you will find between each of these prominent 
| points great bays or indentures in the coast of the 
i United States; and there ought to be in the center 
| of each navy-yards on the most liberal and sub- 
stantial basis—-one at Boston, one at New York, 
one at Charleston, and one at Pensacola. With 
| more than two thousand miles of sea-coast, and a 
; comparatively sparse population, it is vain and 
idle to think of any other efficient system of for- 
tification or national defense except by a navy. 
in thenext great conflict, your land fortifications, 
|| which have been copied from the French system, 
will be as impotent and useless (except at isolated 

points) as are the castles in ruins that now frown 
, over Europe, transmitting to us nothing bat the 
|| recollection of the barbarian nobility who once 
i| inhabited them. No, sir; ifwardoes come, (which 
j may God in his mercy avert,) it will be upon 


| Your armies upon land will be of litde or no 
ji Service, Under the great changes in modern 
| times, the true system of defense and power is to 


|, ments (particularly in steam) of the day, and give 


Mr, PICKENS said that as, when up before, 
he sustained this appropriation in the original bill 
of $100,000 for a dry-dock at New York, he now 
felt, from the range of discussion, disposed to 
make a few more remarks in addition to what he 
had already said. He would first notice what had 
fallen from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Perrizun.] That gentleman bad given usa 


very good lecture on economy and Democratic |! 
principles, and had thought proper to extend a | 


portion of it to him, (Mr. P.) He was surprised 
to find gentlemen from the South, who had here- 


tofore been good economists, ranged in support | 


of this appropriation! All this was good doc 


trine, and (Mr. P.) only regretted that the gentle- |, 


man’s practice had not entirely corresponded with 
his precept. He (Mr. P.) had taken that gentle- 
man last session as his file leader on economy. 
The gentleman had even set his cue to the tune of 
economy, that we might follow in his wake; but, 
sir, when wecame to voting appropriations for 
the Cumberland road, what was my astonishment 
when I found my file leader wheeling to the right 
about, and voting ay! And is thie the gentle- 
men to rise here now, and read mea lecture on 
economy, because | choose to support an appro- 
priation of $100,000 fora brane | 
service, while he supported an 
near a million for t} 
I will not condescend to institute a co 
between the two objects. 
ing liberal appropriations for everything connected | 
wiih your navy. It is the only safe and efficient | 


h of your naval |: 
appropriation of |: 

ne Cumberland road ? i 
mparison | 
Sir, I glory in support- |: 


i Such efliciency to your navy as will enable us to 
i| meet any contingency that may arise. I confess 
i that Lam proud of being the supporter of that 
glorious and noble arm of our national defense. 
It has borne our stars and our stripes in honor to 
the most distant seas of the habitable globe; and 
i| the votaries of freedom in every land have been 
| cheered by the broad folds of our national banner, 
as it has swept along the remotest coasts of this 
earth, 


| 
|| take advantage of all the inventions and improve- 
| 
| 


this subject have heretofore been sectional; that, 


received more than their share. 
| extent this has been true; but I contend that ex- 
penditures on this branch, more than everything 
| else connected with Government, have shed a 
| common benefit and a common blessing upon our 
| united country. What can protect the immense 
| productions of the South, floating over every sea 
i to foreign lands, as they do, but a vigilant and 
efficient navy ? If the ships are madeat the North, 
and if they are manned by northern men, (but 
i we have our full proportion of officers,) yet if they 
i protect and defend our rich productions from the 
plunder and oppression of foreign Powers, we have 
deep stake in supporting them. It is the only 


which we have a peculiar and deep interest. And 


sentative from an Atlantic ar Gulf State to hesitate 
in voting appropriations that may be proper to put 
our navy in spanking order. Look at the move- 
i ments of the Freach in the Gulf and on the coast 


i merce and navigation, and, notwithstanding all 
her sins, in a commercial point of view, the pride | 


Cape Cod, from Cape Cod to Cape Hatteras, and | 


|| water; the fate of empire will there be decided. | 


But, sir, it has been said that appropriations on || 


| while we have not received our share, others have |} 
Sir, to a certain || 


branch of public defense and public expenditure in | 


allow me to say, that this is no time for a Repre- |! 


of Mexico. Withoutpretending to censure them, 
or at present to question their rights, yet I will 
say that their position upon a defenseless coast, 
and amongst rich and defenseless islands, is tempt- 
ing to their power; and if they withstand it they 
have less ambition than the world attributes to 
them. Sir, what I mean to insinuate is, that in 
the progress of events such a point may be oecu- 
pied, and such a position assumed, that the inde- 
pendence of our commerce from the Mississippi 
valley and through the Gulf may be rendered 
doubtful in the future, And if such should be the 
case, I do not hesitate to say it might raise the 
question of peace or war. 

The independence of ten of the richest States of 
this Union rests upon the freedom of the Gulf com- 
merce being placed beyond the possible reach of any 
foreign Power. ls thisthe time for us to stint ap- 
propriations for anything connected with your 
navy? Sir, I abhor that cruel economy, which, to 
save a few thousand dollars now, would sacrifice 
| the blood of freemen hereafter. 

Tam in favor of the appropriation for Pensa- 
cola, too, because | believe efficient protection and 
support to our navy on that extensive coast, its 
remote position, and the sparse population bor- 
dering upon the Gulf of Mexico, all demand 
from this Government its guardian care and mili- 
tary protection. I believe, also, that all the States 
in the valley of the Mississippi and the Ohio are 
deeply interested in sustaining the power and effi- 
ciency of our navy in the Gulf, particularly at this 
juncture of affairs in that quarter. I go for appro- 
priations of this kind, not because they may be 
of local benefit to this section or that section, but 
because of their common benefit to my common 
country, True, our finances may be low, and let 
us go for an enlightened retrenchment and econ- 
omy. Yes, sir, strike at your light-houses and 
harbor bills—your Cumberland road bill—your 
new fortification bills—and all such like loose and 
unnecessary appropriations, But, in God’s name, 
do not strike at the navy, the pride and the orna- 
ment of the country; and particularly at this 
period of the world, when every other maritime 
Power seems to be concentrating their national 
energies upon that arm of defense. 

Mark the progress of these things, and I pre- 
|! diet, when you refuse such appropriations as this, 
that in the last three days of this very session, 
the 16th joint rule of this House willbe suspended, 
in order to let in bills embracing all kinds of ap- 
propriations, which singly and alone, upon their 
own independent merits, could never receive the 
sanction of the majority of this House, upon full 
or fair discussion. 

I will here say that I cannotagree to the propo- 
sition, or, asit has been called, a bargain, proposed 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Horr- 
MAN,| in relation to the Philadelphia dock. It is 
due to candor to say that I am opposed to that 
amendment. I do not think itat all needed, if the 
one at New York is established. The sentiments 
I have now avowed are the same I have uttered 
nere before, four years since. I am opposed, 
generally, to appropriations upon land, or for land 
service, but in favor of strengthening our national 
| defense upon water. 

Mr. PETRIKIN rose amidst cries of “ Ques- 
tion !” “Question!” The gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Prexzns] said he had voted for the 
Cumberland road. It was true that he had; and 
he believed, at the time, it was right, and that he 
was voting for the general good. He had done it 
partly on grounds of expediency, because the Gov- 
ernment was under a pledge; but he found he had 
been deceived. He had been in the wrong; he had 
found this out in a very few days after his vote 
had been given; but if God and his constituents 
would forgive him for this once, he never would 
vote another dollar in the same way as long ag he 


lived. 
| Mr. STANLY. 


1 


i 


i 
l 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


} 
j 
| 
j 


I do not rise, Mr. Chairman, 
to enter into this discussion, Although I feel 
some interest that the amendment offered should 
meet with favorable consideration, I have waited 
| for my colleague, who is more immediately inter- 
| ested in the establishinent of a navy-yard at the 
i Place alluded to by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Wise.] If it should be in order, during this 
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debate; and if there is. the slightest.ground.for-hope 
thatthe proposition can succeed, I shall. move to 
amend the bill by makifig-an appropriation for a 
navy-yard at Beaufort, North Carolina,. uk 

My principal object is to..call attention. to the 
confessions of my colleague, [Mr, C: SHEPARD, ] 
who is now emphatically ‘Son the other. side,” 
He said, sir, among other. things,:that-when ap- 
propriations were made for the North, all parties 
went. “in mass, in ‘solid column.’ Now, sir, the 
politicians in my part of the world, who belong to 
the Administration, charge the Whigs with all the 
extrayagantexpenditures. I hope that charge will 
nolonger:be. made, as one of their own party now 
confesses the contrary. 

A vegret, Mr. Chairman, that I heard other re- 
marks from. my colleague, which I must be al- 

lowed to say, arein bad taste from a member of 
Congress from North Carolina. They sound 

strangely in my ears, coming from my colleague, 

who has’ heretofore, I thought, entertained more 

liberal views. I disapprove of this eternal thun- 

dering, on this floor, from certain southern mem- 

bers, against what they are pleased to call the 

“ miserable local appropriations” of one section. 

We. have, other: causes which, if not removed, 

must inevitably tead to.array one portion of the 

Confederacy: against the other, : It may be, and 

probably is, true that our northern brethren are 

moře attentive to their interests than weare; that 

they understand better than we what Sam Slick 

calla. ‘*ciphering;”’ but, sir, let.us do them jus- 

tice upon. this. subject of appropriating money. 

Asfar as my experience goes, I have never known 

any northern man oppose an appropriation for 

the southern country, because it was the south- 

ern country. Unquestionably, too, millions of | 
public money may have been wasted in building 
harbors, clearing out creeks, and improving 
streams, which nature never intended to be navi- 
gable. Much of this has been done in the last 
eight, years. A large portion of this may have 
been spent at.the North; but why was it spent 
there? Why have we of the South had so little 
public. money expended for.our advantage? My 
gollea knows. the reason. It has been the 
policy of many. of our ‘* economical Democrats,” 
as they call themselyes, not only to refuse to ask 
for. remand, any appropriations, but to refuse 
to: take. them: when they were: offered. If we 
please, we can admire the consistency of this class 
of politicians, who, no doubt, were honest in the 
constitutional opinions they entertained in de- 
clining to allow the General Government to make 
improvements within their States. But then it 
comes with an ill grace from us to censure others 
for the consequences of our own conduct. 

My. Chairman, I am a southern man. I thank | 
my God that 1am. Next to learning the Lord’s 
Prayer and the Ten Commandments, I was taught 
to venerate.the character, protect the interests, 
and defend the, honor of North Carolina. I still 
cherish the recollections of these early lessons. 
They “grow with my growth, and strengthen 
with my. strength.” And, sir, I regard it as a 
duty Lowe to my State and my country to avoid 
creating sectional feelings. In doing so, we for- | 
get the advice of the Father of his Country, and 


the dignity which becomes the representatives of | 


sovereign States. 
The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. | 


Picxexs,] who has just taken his seat, habitually || 


indulges in declamation of this kind. He has 
just put forth a shower of denunciatory epithets 
against. what he calls ‘¢ miserable local appropria- | 
tions,”? .. I would ask the gentleman what kind of 
appropriations he sanctions. If 1 am not mis- 
taken, we made an appropriation last session for 
some. work near Charleston. This was sustained, | 
and properly, by the arguments of gentlemen 
fromthat State. : Does he call this ‘* local appro- 
priation?” And what ‘appropriations will that 
gentleman approve of if he objects to local appro- | 
priations? >. ae 

I regret, sir, to have been forced to object tothe 
opinions.of my colleague, But I have been uñ- 


accustomed to. hearing from North Carolina the |! 


avowal of feelings and. opinions which inevitably | 
tend to alienate one portion of our country from | 
„the other. : 


i 


i 


| or, if necessary at all, that the points proposed 


| ing vessels should be located where they are most 


| Not at Liverpool or London, but at Portsmouth | 


‘neighborhood) can any foreign nation congregate 
their fleets previous to an attack? Besides, the 


i makes that the most important theater of naval 
| considerations he would say that, cost what it 


| might, Pensacola, or some other point on thegulf, 
should be made an important naval station. If |! 


Mr. THOMPSON. said that there could be. no 
more just exponent. of the times we dive:in, and 
the mode of doing business in this body, than the 
extreme anxiety of gentlemen. to. rush,,this. bill 
through the House after an hour’s discussion, and 
with an almost total ignorance of every important 
fact involved. We are asked to. make a beginning 
in an appropriation which will requiretwo millions 
to complete the work, without estimates of any 
sort, without any reasons showing its necessity, 


are the most advantageous. Why this ‘indecent 
haste’? to expend millions, and, what makes it 
worse, with a bankrupt Treasury? He.had not 
offered his amendment for the paltry purpose of 
defeating the measure. Fe disdained to resort to 
such tricks. Bathe believed, nay, he did not hesi- 
tate to say that he would prove, beyond the possi- 
bility of refutation, that the interests of the country 
demanded a dry-dock at Pensacola more than at 
New York and Philadelphia both put together. 
W hat, sir, is the chief use of a dry-dock ? Not for 
building, but for repairing vessels. We have now 
a dry-dock at Norfolk and one at Boston, and itis 
proposed to have another at New York, to which 
he did not object. But what earthly use can there 
be for another at. Philadelphia, when there.is one 
on either side of, that place within one hundred 
miles? Is not that enough, in all conscience, and 
more.especially when there is not, from the capes 
of the Chesapeake to the Sabine, a single point at 
which even a long-boat can be repaired? As to 
building ships, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Sencrant] tells you that the largest ship 
ever built in America, the Pennsylvania, was built 
at Philadelphia, as a proof of the ship-building 
capabilities of that place, and as an argument for 
the establishment of a dry-dock there. To his 
mind (Mr. T. said) it proved precisely the reverse 
of the latter proposition. If such a ship as the 
Pennsylvania was built without a dry-dock, it 
was the must conclusive proof that one was 
not necessary for the employment of the ship- 
building talents of Philadelphia. A dry-dock is 
not needed for building ships; and surely, when 
there are two within a hundred miles of. Philadel- 
phia, another is not needed for. repairing them. 
But at Pensacola the case is different, for the 
slightest injury to a-ship on the southern Atlantic 
coast, or on the Gulf, cannot be repaired nearer 
than Norfolk. This in time of peace; but, in the 
event of war, what would be our condition? Why, 
sir, that, at the very point which must inevitably 
be the seat of that war, and where our ships must 
be required, there is no place to repair them in 
fifteen hundred miles. Naval stations for repair- 


likely to be required. Where, for example, are 
the dry-docks of France? Not at Bordeaux, the 
great commercial metropolis, but at Brest, Toulon, 
and Cherbourg. Where are those of England? | 


and Chatham. 

At what point would an enemy be most apt to | 
strike? Most certainly at the Gulf of Mexico. 
If for no other reason, because the possession of | 


the debouch of the Mississippi would give the || 


command of the commerce of five sixths of the | 
Union—more important than the possession of | 
New York and Philadelphia both. 
else but in the West Indies (in that immediate 


immense value of the commerce of those islands 


conflicts. With a view to these most important 


nature had not done all that was necessary, let | 
art assist at whatever cost. Butis such the case? | 
No, sir; far from it. He did not hesitate to say | 
that no place on our whole coast presented such 
advantages; and that in favor of no single point 


And where || 


was there such an accumulation of testimony as || 


A late Sec- 


« whatever nation we may be.at.w. 
«theater. will be. the. Gulf, of: Mexico, and the 
“object. of attack the commerce ofthe i 
< sippi.” $ ae Spee a ; 
_ The board of engiheers, with. the. uni d 
authority of that body, say, "situated as: Pensar 
‘cola is, with. respect to the country ön; either 
‘hand, the immense regions behind. it,, are 
‘ properties as a harbor become of inappreciable 
‘value. First.. It is accessible to the largest class 
‘ of sloops and frigates, Second. Its bar is near 
‘the coast.. Third.. It is perfectly land. locked. 
‘Fourth. It has excellent facilities for building, 
‘ repairing, and launching, and for docks and dock- 
‘yards. Fifth. Abundance of good water.. Sixth. 
‘It is perfectly defensible.” Commodore. Dallas 
says: “The baris twenty-three feet at low, water, 
‘and only twenty-seven is required for the largest 
‘ships. There will be no difficulty in deepening 
“to any required extent.. But. to the seven depth 
‘of feet nothing can be. more practicable.”? . Com- 
modore Ridgely uses almost the very, same lan- 
uage, to which. is added the testimony of Rogers, 
ainbridge, Warrington, Kearney, Bide W - 
sey, Ballard, Clarkson, Slidell—of alm 
officer who has given glory, to our Nay 
one of a very different sort, the illustriou 
Charleston harbor. Every officer of both, t 
and, the naval service, without:one exceptio 
curs in its importance as a, station, as well. 
perfect practicability.of making it one... Wh 
gentlemen then continue to. say,, 
tion and we will vote the appropri À I 
do they want? What can be added to W we 
already have? What else can be furnished? Do 
gentlemen, not relying upon the opinion of these 
able men, skilled in this department, desire the data 
upon which to judge themselves? Let them look 
into the reports of the late Secretary Southard, 
and of the various naval officers who haye been 
on that station, and they will find them. ‘They 
will find a bar now twenty-three feet deep, at low 
water, and, what is of more consequence,, 
that has not changed half an inch in one hu 
and twenty years, By a survey. m j 
French Government in 1720, the depth 
whatitnow is, A. cannon sunk on the | 
years ago has been recently found notin’ 
est degree irabedded.. The bar is howd 
for all vessels except of the very: e 
may be, with perfect ‘ease, dredge: 
depth—-to sixty feet, if needed. 
The valley of the Mississippi, 
every single article that is needed in 


h 2 $ fas na » 
| iron, copper, lead, zinc, hemp, live-oak, every- 
| thing necessary in ship-building—and, I might 
add, everything (in the remarkable language of 
Talleyrand to Bonaparte, when yemonstratin: 
against the cession of Louisiana) that is needet 


by civilized man. And are we to be to 
these materials for ship-building must all” 
round to northern navy-yards, to be wor 
by northern mechanics, and not. only that, 
we are to have no naval station on our ‘whole ex- 
tended southern atid Gulf coast, no place in time 
of war for a naval station; none in less than fifteen 
hundred miles, where the ships, so absolutely 
necessary for our protection, may be repaired? 
And this, too, is refused us at the very moment 
that gentlemen ask us to add two more to the 
dry-docks already accessible in the North. That 
Philadelphia, with two already within a hundred 


‘mileg, is too remote; but that fifteen hutidred 


‘that 
pent 


miles is not too far for southern fleets to be taken 
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has not that title been quieted by compromise or 
otherwise? Or why has not some new site been 
selected? If the people of the South and West 
submit to these things, they deserve no better, 
Mr. T. did not hold the présent head of the Navy 
Department responsible for those things. It would 
be unjust to charge that gentleman with any want 
of a just regard to the interests of the South. 
And, sir, am Ito be taken up and lectured here, 
hot only by northern bat by southern men, too, 
as involving improperly sectional topics, because 
Í allude to these things? 1 should be recreant to 
the South and its interests if I forbore to do so 
from any sickly and mawkish sentimentality, or 
the poor vanity of making fine sentences about 
our glorious Union, and that broad patriotism 
that “looks to the interest of the whole country, 
disregarding all sectional injustice, however gross. 
If this bė narrow and sectional, be it so. Let 
gentlemen wake the most of it, and pursue, if 
they choose, a different. course. That they will 
gain much ‘reputation for a large and enlightened 
patriotism elsewhere than‘at home, I do not doubt. 
‘Whether they will promote the interests of their 
constituents or the country is another question. 
L know the generous and confiding nature of my 
friend from North Carolina, (Mr.Sranzy.] Con- 
scious of a superiority to all narrow feelings, he 


attuned, beat fervently forthe peace of the coun- 
try, and prayed that the bitter eup might pass 
from us; when good men and- patriots sought 
more the olive branch than the bayonet; when 
that.olive branch was magnanimously and gen- 
erously tendered, and in the same spirit received, 
this gallant regiment thought only of the spirit- 
stirring drum and the strife of battle. ‘What has 
become of those gallant fellows? Dead, I sup- 
pose, sir, all dead, or surely their trenchant blades 
| would have leaped from their scabbards at the 
| first note of this Florida war; all dead, I sup- 
| pose~—killed in foreign wars, no doubt; in Texas, 
or perhaps in the civil wars of Spain, as it seems 
to be a civil broil for which they have a special 
| fancy. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the committee then 
| rose, reported progress, and the House adjourned. 


GRADUATION BILL, 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE. 
January 2, 1839. 


The Senate took up for consideration, as in 
| Committee of the Whole, the bill to provide for 
the reduction and graduation of the price of the 


suspects none in others. Let him stay here as 


long as I have, and I rather think he will find these || 


notions going out at the palms of his hands. 

Bat my friend from New York (Mr. Horr- 
MAN] has first brought up this topic, and repeats 
indorsingly some remarks at the last session by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Avams.] 
That distinguished gentleman, in reply to’ some 
remarks of mine made two years before as to the 
inequality of disbursements, with the trick, or 
rather I should say the skill (as that is more re- 
spectful) of a practiced dialectician, relied upon 
the fact that the largest amount of the public 
money on deposit was in the southern States. 
There was much more of wit than truth in the 
views which he presented. What was my posi- 
tion? That much the largest arnount of appro- 

riations went North. How does he reply to it? 
Why, by showing that whilst on deposit, be- 
tween the time of collection and disbursement, 
large sums were found in the South. For exam- 
ple, Alabama paid to the Government, in 1834, 
about $1,250,000, and received back in appropri- 
ations $250,000; whilst Vermont, which paid $179, 
received $185,000; Mississippiand Louisiana paid 


$1,000,000 each, and each received in appropri- || 


ations less than $250,000; whilst New Hamp- 
shire paid $16,000, and received $334,000. But 
while this money was in transitu from these 
southern States, which it depleted to skeletons, 
to these northern States, which it fed to reple- 
tion and plethora, it did stop a little while in 
southern banks until it could be removed to its 
ultimate and legitimate home in the North. Our 
own money abided with us three months, “three 
little months,” and that is madean item of charge 
against us. 

Bat, says the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Horrsan,] there is the Florida war, and its large 
appropriations. Indeed, and has it come to that? 
Are we to be charged, as for a sectional purpose, 
with money expended in defending our wives 
and children from the savage tomahawk? Most 
beneficent Government! most generous and mag- 
nanimovs people! who are capable of the unex- 
ampled generosity of appropriating money for 
these purposes! Why, sir, that is the single ben- 
efit that we of the South receive from this connec- 
tion—and that is enjoyed in at least an equal 
degree by the North—united strength and mutual 
aid in war; a great matter, itis true, but not to be 
put down as of a sectional character. But, sir, if 
the gentleman's constituents have given us money 
to carry on this war, I believe it is all they have 
given. I have heard of no volunteers from that | 
quarter, I wonder what has become of that zal- 
lant regiment of New York, which, on a Yate 
memorable occasion, tendered its services to Gen. | 
eral Jackson to go and cut the throats of the Nul 


li 


l remember it well, for I was alarmed no : 
was a great erisis everywhere, but espe- | 
th us; and when every heart, rightly 


| settlers. 


|| submitting the measure to the judgment of the 


l 


Publie Lands. 

Mr. Cray, of Kentucky, had offered a resolu- 
tion to refet the bill back to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, with instructions to that committee 
so to amend it as to restrict its benefits to actual 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, deemed it only neces- 
sary to remark, on this occasion, that the bill was 
now in the same shape as that in which it passed 
the Senate at the last session. ‘The bill had, in its 
original shape, provided for a further reduction to 
| fifty cents per acre, but that clause having been 
| stricken out, the lowest reduction was now sev- 
enty-five cents, extending to lands that had been 
offered for fifteen years and upwards. The bill 
contained no new principle—it was well under- 
stood; and was regarded as a measure of justice 
by the new States, who asked it of the National 
Legislature, principally, on that ground. With 
these observations, he would content himself with 


| Senate. 

| Mr. NILES offered an amendmentto strike out 

| all after the proviso in the 19ch line; which was j 
agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, wag sure that the 
Senate would agree with him in thinking that this 
bill was one of great importance, and that the 
most deliberate consideration should be bestowed | 
| on it before taking the vote. He was aware that 
i the Senate, at the last session, passed a bill some- 
what like this, containing its essential provisions. 
But the Senate was then constituted somewhat | 
| differently from what it now was. Many members | 
; might have changed their opinions; and the coun- | 
| try itself, judging from an expression of opinion 
| by a large and respectable portion of it in one of 
the southern States, was getting more alive to the | 
| importance of this great portion of our national | 
wealth. He did hope, therefore, that this import- 
| ant question would not be hurried through without 
ja thorough discussion. He had so recenily ad- 
dressed the Senate on this subject, that he should, 
f with extreme reluctance, again engage in the dis- 
| cussion; but the magnitude of the interests in- 
| volved would not permit him to continue silent, 
| The bill, as it now stands, operated on seventy 
i one millions of acres of public land, ag large as 
| two of the States of this Union, and which, under 


{ 
f 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
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‘reduced in price from $1 25 to 75 cents. The 
| diference in point of value of these lands, between 
i the prices under the existing law and those they 
| would be reduced to under the operations of this 
i bill, was $35,000,000. Now, a sum of this mag- 
| nitude, at any time, and especially at a moment | 
| when the Government was pressed for want of | 
,revenue-—-when gentlemen on all sides of the | 


| ouse seemed to think it their duty to retrench— | 


ought not to be voted away without the most im- i 


| perative considerations. ft was not his purpose | 
| at this moment to offer all theconsiderations which | 


| its provisions, were almost instantaneously to be ij 


pressed upon him; he had:risen only for the pur- 
pose of making a motion, tò which he invited the 
serious attention of the Senate. It was not ne- 
cessary for him to repeat that he was. radically 
opposed to any change of the land system, and 
the motion he was compelled to make was to limit 
the waste of this public treasure. The motion 
was to confer the right to purchase public lands 
ata reduced price upon actual settlers, to exclude 
speculation, which he believed would be the in- 
evitable consequence of this immense reduction. 
At the very moment (said Mr. C.) that we are 
casting from us this valuable treasure, immense 
fortunes are making by individuals, who are pur- 
chasing these lands at the minimum price, and 
selling them at a large profit to actual settlers. 
| Ele believed that if the sales had been confined to 
actual settlers, the population of the new States 
would have increased much more rapidly than it 
had done. His object was to confine the boon to 
actual settlers only; and with this view he offered 
his present motion, and asked for the yeas and 
nays on it. 

Mr. C. then moved that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, with in- 
structions to amend it so as to restrict the sales 
ata reduced price to actual settlers only, and to 
limit each sale in quantity to one hundred and 
| Sixty acres, 

Mr. WALKER said the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Cray] has given us no reason to sup- 
pose that if the bill were recommitted and amended, 
as he proposes, by limiting the sales to actual set- 
tlers at the reduced prices, he would then support 
the measure. Mr. W. would now inquire, would 
the Senator from Kentucky support the bill if his 
amendment were adopted? The Senator from 
Kentucky would not and could not answer in the 
affirmative; he had always opposed graduation in 
every form, and he(Mr. W.) hee no doubt would 
continue to oppose it. The amendment, then, 
was not offered to aid the passage of the bill, but 
by one who would oppose the measure, however 
amended or modified. And, now, is it not most 
extraordinary that the Senator from Kentucky 
should be found proposing this limitation of the 
j sales at the reduced prices to actual settlers—a 
measure which he had denounced as odious, unjust, 
j and unconstitutional. Had the Senator forgotten 
| his course on this subject in 1836, 1837, and 1838? 
Fie had forgotten that when, in the spring of 1836, 
he (Mr. W.) had first introduced a bill confining 
the sales of the public lands to actual settlers, he 
(Mr. Cray] had risen to prevent even the second 
reading of the bill. He denounced the limitation 
of the sales to actual settlers as a gross violation 
of the Constitution, and declared that the bill ought 
to be instantly rejected. Atthat session (Mr. W. 
said) he had been defeated, but the next year (1837) 
he brought forward the same measure, Again the 
Senator from Kentucky was its ardent and per- 
severing opponent; but, nevertheless, the measure 
passed the Senate, but failed in the House. And 
now, is it not surprising, is not the Senator him- 
selfastonished, is not the Senate and country as- 
tounded to hear the Senator from Kentucky pro- 
posing tè incorporate into this bill a principle 
which he has so recently and repeatedly denounced 
as unjust and unconstitutional? Ought not the 
Senator to have permitted a little more time to 
have elapsed before he astonished his friends and 
the country by this most extraordinary change of 
position. But, sir, it is a change of position only, 
not of principle. The Senator from Kentucky 
has not changed his principles; he is still the un- 
į compromising opponent of the actual settler; he 
| is only assailing from behind a breastwork the 
| interest of the new States, and he will vote against 
| the bill, whether his amendment is adopted or 
i rejected. Ffit is otherwise, let. the Senator from 
| Kentucky now say, that with the amendment he 
| will support the bill, and thus insure its passage 
i in both Houses, and he (Mr. W.) would support 
| the amendment. The bill, as it now stands, limits 
| the right of entry at the reduced price to one sec- 
| tion, thus preventing all danger of monopoly or 
speculation. The bill was confined to the lands 
j that had been long in market, and which your 
| official reports demonstrate, will not sell within 
| any reasonable time, if ever, at the present price. 
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lands have been ini market nearly 
halfa century, and no one would give for them 
the minimum. price per. acre.’ Lo; you intend to 
hold on to them another half century, by demand- 
ing prices they willineyer bring, odo you intend 
never to ‘change the price of these lands? Do you’ 
intend thus to condemn: to: perpetual desolation 
vast regions of the valley of ‘the West, because, 
in the opinion of. the Senator. from Kentucky; as 
exhibited inchis table, some:portions of this great | 
valley may: be too-rapidly augmenting in popula- 
tion. Et:has heretofore been considered by polit- 
ical econotnists; thatthatstatesman was most wise, 
useful;:‘and patriotic, who. encouraged -the culti- 
vation of the soil of the country; but now this 
maxi seems to-be- reversed, and he is to be re- 
garded as the most useful individual who will 
withhold from cultivation the largest portion of 
the’ soil of the country, by demanding prices for 
it which it will never bring—by holding on to it 
from century to century; losing by this wise 
scheme of finance, by interest alone, in every six- 
teen years, one half the limited-price. But why 
move to recommit the bill? The bill was open to 
amendment without recommitment, and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky could new move his proposi- 
tion, and:take ‘the: sense ofthe Senate upon it; 
without seridingthe bill back to: thecommittee. 
Asrecommitment.-could produce no other effect 
thanto-endanger. the passage.of the bill by the 
delay which it- would occasion, one-third of the 
short session having already passed; and Mr: W: 
hoped that. no friend of the bill, in any shape; 
would: vote for the recommitment. i 
Mor, CLAY of Alabama, expressed his surprise 
that: this motion for recommitment, made by the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,} had not 
been made-at-an-earlier day. The bill under con- 
sidération, he said, as its number indicated, was 
thefirst one introduced at the present session. lt 
hadbeen introduced on his (Mr. C.’s) motion at 
‘the earli¢at-possible moment. After having been 
twice-fead, it. had- been, in the usual. course, re- 
the Committee on: the Public Lands, by 
chad-:been reported, without the least 
form and: substance, as. it had passed 
natë al last wession. When, the-bill-first 


Many of these 


‘the 
‘eainesup' for consideration, the honorable Senator 
from Kentuelty roseyand. said he had. not expected 
if to.aokae upat that time, and. that, consequently, 
she wite-not then prepared: for its discussion. He 
moved: the postponement of its consideration tll 
the following Monday, and his motion-was sus- 
tained, . In the mean time, the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benron,] availing himself of this 
delay, moved its reference to the Committee on 
Finance, with a view to have it considered, and 
reported upon in reference to the probable effect 
of its. paésage upon the revenue, That committee 
feported it back on the day appointed for its con- 
‘pideration, but other business occupied the atten- 
tien-of the Senate that day, and for several days 
-afterwards and; in the mean time, the report of 
theCommittee on Finance was printed. The bill 
came- up again'a week ago; and what course did 
the Senator from Kentucky then think proper to 
pursue? He seemed to be then as much taken 
at-surprise as in-the first instance; he was not still 
réady for its discussion, and again moved its post- 
_ponement, and it was further postponed till Mon- 
day last. ‘Che attention of the Senate was, how- 
ever, occupied: throughout that day with. other 
aubjecta, and it had not come up until now. 

: Now,- (said-Mr. C.,) why did not the Senator 
from Kentucky offer his proposition for recom- 
mitment-at one of those periods? He said all 
“knew: this-wag. the ‘short session, limited by the 
“Constitution to: the 3d day of March; and one 
“third: ofthe period allotted to it had elapsed. He 
“asked; did not ‘the.course pursued have the- ap- 
speatance of: a wish to defeat the bill, by procras- 
‘tinating. ite-passage to so late.a period of the ses- 
“stonthat there would -not-be time left sufficient. for 
the consideration and action of the other House? 
Could-it- be considered fair and honorable; in the 
enemies of the measure, thus to attempt to defeat 
-it by indirection? Mr. C: said he would not 
charge this tobe thé intention of the Senator from 
Kentucky, but: certainly that would-be the effect, 
"whatever might be the ‘motive, The: friends of 
the measure had fall coniidence-in. its-:merits, in 


"ite justice.and its expediency; all they desired was 
that its opponents.should meet it-fairlys Let them 
bring forward whatever objections they believed 
to‘exist, and urge all their arguments.against its 
principle orits policy; and its friends would under- 
take to meet all those objections and arguments. 
We only ask (said Mr..C.) time for investigation, 
and time for action; a dispassionate consideration, 
and a calm decision... : oe 

Sir, (said Mr. C.) if there were anything novel 
in the measure before us, there would-be. some 
plausibility, and, perhaps, propriety, in seeking 
to delay its progress; but there is no new feature 
in it, As the bill-now stands, it was not only 
fully debated, but passed the Senate by a decided 
majority at the last session, and within the last 
seven or eight months. Nor, indeed, (said: Mr: 
G.,) waa it then new.. It had been.‘a:subject of 
deep and exciting interest, not. only in the new. 
States, where the lands-embraced by its provisions 
lie, but throughout the Union, for the last twelve 
or fifteen years, but more especially during the 
last six or seven. Within the latter period, he 
gaid, it would be recollected, the bill for the dis- 
tribution. of the net proceeds of the public lands, 
amongst the several States, had been repeatedly 
agitated-in both Houses of Congreas, That meas- 
ure had been: just cause of alarm amongst -the 


attention of all. It. had, been freely: discussed 
everywhere; not. only: here, -but in most of. the 
State Legislature, and in primary: assemblies-of 
the people. Then why recommit ‘the:bill, which 
must result in inevitable delay? Why not meet 
the question at once, and determine its fate in one 
way or the other—either favorably or adversely? 

Bat, sir, for what purpose are we called upon 
to recommit the bill? For the purpose of so 
amending it as to restrict the sales to actual setilers, 
and in quantities not exceeding one quarter sec- 
tion; and this motion comes from the Senator 
from Kentucky. I confess, I heard his proposi- 
tion with astonishment! It is surely.a novel 
movement on his-part. Itisthe first time, we have 
ever heard his voice raised in favor of the oveu- 
pant or pioneer, Why, sir, have we not, within 
jess.than twelvemonths, within these same walls, 
heard the Senator from Kentucky denouncing this 
worthy class of citizens as lawless:intruders, tres- 
passers, and violators of thelaw, utterly unworthy 
of any favor from the Government? What strange 
magic has wrought this. change in that Senator’s 
feelings towards those who were so recently des- 
titute, in his opinion, of all meritorious claims? 
Heasked for the evidence of the sincerity of the 
Senator from Kentucky in this extraordinary, 
unexpected, and questionable movement in their 
favor. His apparent zeal in behalf of the settlers 
might well be questioned, when his whole course, 
heretofore, had been that of unyielding opposition 
and unsparing denunciation. 

Sir, I am not opposed, on this, or any other 
occasion, to giving the right of preemption to the 
occupant of this,‘or any other class of the public 
lands. It is true there is not the same inducement 
to extend: such protection in reference to the lands 
embraced by this bill, as in the case of lands sub- 
ject to sale at auction. The right-of preémption 
was mainly intended to protect the humble-setiler 
against the overwhelming power of capitalists and 
speculators at public sales. At those sales the 
price was not limited, the highest bidder became 
the purchaser, and any man whose purse contained 
a few more dollars than that of the occupant, 


sion and enjoyment of a tract made desirable and 
valuable by his labor and industry.. The lands 
embraced. by this bill are not subject to be sold at 
auction, but they are to be open to -private entry, 
at fixed prices; and, however poor a man-may 
be, if he-can command one dollar or seventy-five 
cents per acre, he can compete with the most 
wealthy purchaser. Diligence and.promptitude-in 
his application will give the poorest-man. who can 
command the reduced price, the preference-over 
the richest, who may be miore-tardy. .-. 

But, sir, there is no need of the proposed amend- 
ment.-to protect the occupants of these inferior | 
lands; they are already entitled to the right of 


| session, & 


people ‘of the new States, and: had attracted the | 


might oust him and his family from the posses- | 


preémption till. the 224 .of June,-1840, under- the 
-provision of the preémption law. passed at the last | 


encourage speculation:in any partvof:.the pw 
domain. - Our objecty:seid: hes ia-te bring these 


nd which the: Senator from Kentucky: 
opposed, in: every stagze,co vehemently: «Every: 
settler -on public land: subject to-private enteyy: 
knows-that, under the preëmption law referret thy 
and the construction placed uponitby- the -Seere- 
tarry of the Treasury, he has the undisputed right 
to enter it, iñ preference. to/-allvothers,. fer the 
period of two. years, from. and afierthe-passage- of 
that act. The reduction of the price cannot affect 

this right. 4f a law-were to pase: reducit 
price of all lands, whether subject to.cqleatasiction 
or by private. entry,.évery occupant woul Stih 
retain his right of preémption.at.the reduced price, 
It is, not, then, the preference: proposed: by the 
instructions, to be given.-to actual gettlers,;that 
constitutes the objection we : entertains xit-de the 
restriction of sales to-settlers alone,.and- suffering 
no one who is not an occupant, dhoughvhe-may: 
own adjoining lands, to. which portions: ef these 
refuse’ lands may. bea desirable -addition’.ob 
account-of timber or pasture; or though -hecmey 
be entirely destitute of achomie for-his family.:to 
become:a purchaser at the prices fixed by the-bill: 
Still, however, (said Mr..C.,) she recommitmens 
of the bill ig. not necessary to the atfainmentof the 
object:in view, even if a majority. of the Senate _ 
should concur in the views:of-the Senatarsfrom ` 
Kentucky. ‘Why notrpove theamendment here? 
The bilbis before the Senate; agin Committecof the 
endnyent, or-modifion- 


Whole, and open to any ameni 

tion, which may meèt the: views..0f'n majority. 
Such an amendment can easily be drawn: upraid 
now- submitted, .and decided: Wecare: ready: to 
meet the quéstion;:it isthe delay, andthe eomae- 
quences of delay, to. which:-we objec: it 
enemies may attain one object, bythe i 
the bill under. considerations Lt-may: cootimigtp 
retard the growth and prosperity-of the; States 
west of the Alleghany Mountaing,,and,..conse- 
quently, lessen their political. importance, iia 
said, Keeping up the prices.of those inferior dands 
would compel thousands of the humble clags.to 
remain in the older States, either in your. crowded 
cities, or force them to go into youngreat manufac- 
turing establishments, to obtain: the means: of va 
scanty. subsistence. Myr. O; alluded to the view 
heretofore urged by him, and. maintained thatthe 
laboring poor; on this side..of the: mountains, 
well as-on the.other, were. interested alike am » 
success of this measure. Eie urged,.in apbsmnce, 
that, by.xeducing the price of these vefusedants:to 
their fair relative value, it would :be:place X 
power of the humble.cultivator of theold. Stat 
to-obtain a home:.which -he-could.cally his: 
and, by honest industry rear- his family: in: 
fort:and independerice: : The bill yhesekdy wis net 
confined in its operation to. special localities; but, 
if passed, its benefits, would -be diffused, through- 
out our country. ay tg ieee E 
But, sir, the Senator from Kentucky dengunees 
the bill as tending to enceurage monopoly. And 
what is this frightful monopoly, against:whieh the 
Senator, for the first. time, raises bis: warning 
voice? Under its. provisions, nojone individaal 
can enter a quantity exceeding six hundred: and 
forty acres; yet the Senator would alarm us-by:the 
portentous ery of ‘monopoly—s monopoly of six 
hundred and forty aeres of refuse land-—-of land, 
much of which has been twenty years,or upwards, 
in market, and cannot be sold-for the: minimum 
price of-one dollar and twenty-five cents peracre.! 
Much. of thisland was ofthe third, fourth, or-even 
fifth quality situated inthe oldest. parts of the new 
States, and interspersed through the most dense 
and populous districts, attended by every facility 
for knowing its value, or making settlements upon 
it; yet it would net command, because. nobody 
thought-it worth, the minimum- price. .Is.the pur- 
chase of a section of such land as thisamonopely, 
with which we, or the people of: this. country:can 
be frightened? Mr. C. said he would-be rejoiced 
to. hear the honorable Senator’s distinguishedelo- 
quence employed in denouncing other-monopolies 
which, in his opinion, ought to: be. regarded: ae 
really enormous, and dangerous:to the. liberties of 


the country, He said it was under. the avetion 


system, assisted by our expanded bank-paper.sys~ 
tem, that the public lands had ‘been -mopopolized. 
Jt was not the object of the -frietids ofthe: bito 
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lands into’ market at a price proportionate to their | 
value—at a price’-which will induce purchasers to: 


eritet them for cultivation—to fill up the population 
of the new States—to develop their resources, and 
mature their strength. 


- Would-the Senator from Kentucky (asked Mr. | 


C:) cut off those who may own adjoining lands, 
from the privilege of entering a limited quantity to 
complete their settlements? Te said many individ- 
uals, poor, as wellas rich, had purchased and settled 
of: tracts not more than sufficient for cultivation; 
would it be fair or just.to deny them the privilege 
ofextending those tracts, by adding others at the 
graduated: prices, to supply them with timber and 
pasture lands? This class would not purchase for 
speculation, yet they would be wholly denied the 
benefits of the act, if the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky prevailed. 

ooSir, we learn from the documents on our tables, 
that'there were about seventy-one millions of acres, 
which have been 'subject:to entry five years, and 
upwards, on the 30th September, 1837; and the 
Senator from Kentucky exclaims, in reference to 
this ‘quantity, that the bill will operate on land 
enough to make two large States; and that it will 
make a ‘difference of $35,000,000, in the amount 
of money to be obtained for it! Now, sir, is this 
afair mode of treating the subject? Why, sir, 
weall know,or ought to know, that it is shown 


by the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- | 
eral Land Office, made in January last, in obe- | 


dience to a resolution of the Senate, that the gen- 
eral average price, under the entire cash system, 
(which begun in July, 1820,) was only $1 27 4-5 
cents’per acre. The same document tells us that 
the-average price of all the land, sold in 1828 and 
1829, each, was only $1 26 per acre—one cent gross 
above the minimum: We all know, too, that the 
much-abused preemption laws had nothing to do 
with producing this result. No general preémp- 
‘thon law: was'then in existence, or ever had existed 
‘before; the first general preémption law having 
passed on the 29th May, 1830. Such are the facts 
<w regard to the prices obtained for your most fer- 
dleand valuable lands, as shown by undeniable 
evidence derived from the most authentic source. 
“Yet the Senator from Kentucky declares that the 
bill, which only proposes a reduction to seventy- 
five cents per acre, will make a difference in the re- 
ceipts from these refuse lands, equal to $35,000 000. 

Sir, here is an assumption that the lands em- 
braced by the bill would command as much ag 
the best lands which have been sold by the Gov- 
ernment under the cash system. Can any one 
seriously entertain this opinion? Why, sir, 
14,276,156 acres of this land had been in market, 
and subject to private entry, atthe minimum price 
of $1 25, for twenty years and upwards; on the 
30th of September last, 21,929,673 acres of it had 
then been in market from fifteen years to twenty 
years, and remained unsold at the minimum; 
16,280,673 acres had then been in market from 


ten to fifteen years, and remained unsold, at the | 


minimum; and 18,517,802 acres had then been in 
market from five to ten years, and remained un- 
sold atthe minimum. Fs it fair, then, to assume 
that this immense quantity of refuse land, em- 
bracing barren mountains and sterile pine barrens, 
will ever command the Government price? No, 
sir; much of it never will command any price, 


and ‘the one half, nay the one third, would not | 


sell at the present minimum in twenty years. If 
it would, it is better for the Government to receive 
seventy-five-cents per acre now. If we compute 
the interest on that price, even for twelve pears, 


we shall find itequal to the reduction of fifty cents | 


per acre, the lowest:contemplated by this bill. 
Sir, it-is due to the future strength, resources, 
and prosperity of the new States that these lands 
should become-the property of individuals. The 
law does not prevent the use of the timber which 


is upon them; it may be cut down and carried off | 
ers may go upon | 


with impunity. Transient sett] 


them, cultivate them for a season, and remove to 


others. Having no permanent interest in the soil, | 
they will cultivate it without regard to iis preser- i 


vation. In this manner it will be stripped of tim- 
ber, worn out, and exhansted, and deprived of all 
its value to this Government or to theStates. The 
new States will thua be denied the benefit of the 
increase of population to which they are entitled, 


|, from other sources were not only limited at pres- 


| we should be compelled to resort to other loans to 


| interests of the new States, or those of the Union, 


every tract of land sold by the United States, 
after the admission of such new States, shouldbe 
exempt from taxation of every sort for the term 
of five years from the date of such sale. 
with the right to tax the lands of the United States 
within their limits, and various other rights of sov- 
ereignty, were required to be surrendered; but the 
terms speak of, and contemplate a sale by, the 
United States; they clearly imply an obligation 
to sell. Then, is it a fulfillment of that obligation 
to refuse to sell those lands for a price equal to 
their value—to refuse to sell them for what they 
are worth? Certainly not. If the obligation 
could be discharged by fixing a price, it might be 
done by establishing five or ten dollars as the min- 
imum. This could not be vegarded, however, as 
a performance of the compact in good faith, for 
the lands would not sell at all; it would be tanta- | 
mount to declaring that. none of this land should 
thereafter be sold, which all would pronounce a 
palpable and flagrant breach of faith. Sir, the 
only way for this Government to perform its obli- 
gation in good faith is, to offer those lands at their 
fair relative value; such as are of any value will 
then sell; but to hold all the different qualities at 
one fixed price is just as absurd as to require the 
same price for all domestic animals of the same 


| species, or to hold all fabrics, manufactured of 


the same material, whether fine or coarse, to be of | 
equal value. 

Mr. ©. said, as a financial measure, also, the 
bill was now entitled to the favorable consideration 
of the Senate. It would be recollected (he said) 
that the bill had been, on the motion of his honor- 
able friend from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] referred 
to the Committee on Finance, to consider and re- 
port upon its probable effects upon the receipts of | 
the Treasury. The result (he said) was known; 
the report of that committee, sustained by the | 
opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, was 
upon our tables, and established that its operation | 
would be altogether favorable. It would enhance | 
the receipts of the Treasury, when those derived | 


ent, but diminishing every year, under the opera- 
tion.of the compromise tariff law. Without the 
aid of this measure, it was apparent (he said) that 


sustain the Government. He asked, could it be | 
sound policy to borrow money at any rate of in- 
terest, rather than supply the wants of the Treas- 
ury by a sale of these inferior lands at a fair 
price? 

Taking the measure in every point of view, 
under the provisions of the several compacts, in 
reference to the claims of the new States, or the 
obligations of this Government in reference to the | 


it was of beneficial tendency. He did not desire 
to consume more of the time of the Senate; indeed, 


| 
| session, 
| 


These, | 


he had not intended to consume any portion of it 
on this occasion, as the bill had not changed in its 
provision since the last session, when it had un- 
dergone a thorough discussion, and was passed by | 
a decided majority. He had hoped, and some- : 
what expected, it would have passed at the pres- | 
ent session by a silent vote. Nor could he now | 
suppose—as no new objection had been stated, 
and no new argument against its justice or expe- | 
diency had been presented, which had not before | 
been considered—that the vote of any honorable 


Senator would be changed. Mr. C. confidently 
anticipated its passage now, by a majority as 
large as that by which it had passed at the last 


Mr. BENTON was glad that the motion had 


| been made—that was to say, coming from the 
| quarter it did; and the yeas and nays having been 
| ordered on it, would, after having been taken, do 


away every objection to the new preémption law 
which would be brought forward at the next ses- 
‘sion. It would do away all objections as to the 
constitutionality and justice of the measure, in 
giving a preference to one class of citizens over 
another, while it would also be an abandonment 
of all objections that had been taken to the char- 
i acter of the settlers. And again: he would say 
| with a great deal of sincerity, that:he rejoiced at 
| the motion having been made, coming from the 
quarter it did, and that the yeas and nays had 
been ordered on it, as he should expect at the next 
session every yea recorded in favor of this motion 
to be recorded also in favor of a preemption law. 
So much forthe good of this motion; now for the 
evil of it. The farmers who are cultivating their 
farms in all the new States, from the borders: of the 
| northern lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, would be 
| cut off by this amegdment from the right ‘of ac- 
quiring from the refuse lands atthe reduced prices, 
which lie contiguous to their farms, such additions 
to them as they need, for the various supplies of 
wood, water, quarries of stone, pasturage, outlet 
for stock, &c., as well as for making a provision 
for their children. Now, how many of this class 
of persons were to be cut off?. The old’ settlers 
who had been in the new States these ten and 
twenty years, who had made roads and built mills 
and churches, and had, by these means, made 
these refuse lands of. some value, were to be cut 
off from the benefits of this bill. Yes, sir, by these 
means the entire population of the new States were 
to be cut off—to be outlawed, so far as the acqui- 
sition of the public domain is concerned—~cut. off 
| from the rights which they now enjoy by:thelaws 
of the land, of acquiring a small portion of the 
| refuse land contiguous to, their farms, and which 
| may be essential for the perfection of their im- 
provements. Are we asked to inflict this injury 
| on four or five millions of people? Were they 
not even to be allowed to acquire the waste Jand 
contiguous to them, even to keep off a bad neigh- 
bor? No, he felt the utmost confidence in referring 
this matter to the Senate, that no such species: of 
outlawry would be enacted against half a million 
of heads of families in the West. What argument 
was offered in favor it? Why, forsooth, to pre- 
vent speculations, as if the bill, as it now stood, 
did not limit the acquisition at the graduated price 
to six hundred and forty acres, and that, too, to 
be gathered up in different parcels? If six hun- 
dred and forty acres of land, which has been left 
without a purchaser for five or ten or fifteen or 
twenty years, and which would not be accepted 
as a gift from the sovereignties from whom we 
acquired this territory, are to be regarded as a 
speculation, and the people are to rush upon it, 
he apprehended that such aman as John Jacob 
Astor had proved himself to be by his conduct in 
business was not the man to engage in such specu- 
lations. He apprehended that the fifty years Mr. 
Astor had been engaged successfully in business, 
| gave a sufficient contradiction to any such idea. 
The fears of the Senator from Kentucky were 
vain. Show me (said Mr. B.) the exception in 
the West where the man who extensively specu- 
lated in these lands did not become bankrupt; 
where even his own hereditary fortune was not 
eaten up by the continued losses, by taxes, by 
the infidelity of agents, and by a thousand other 
drawbacks to which such large speculators: are 
inevitably subjected. Six hundred and forty acres 
to each purchaser was the quantity to which the 
bill now limited the sales, and we hear the loud 
i appeal—the appeal forever made against touching 
| the land system whenever any measure of the 
| kind is brought forward to encourge the agricul- 
| tural industry of the new States. 

| utterly deny (said Mr. B.) that we are touch- 
: ing the land system. I utterly deny that we are 
| touching any part of the system of surveying, or 
of giving title to the public lands. {tis the price 
i alone thatisto be touched, and that has been oper~ 
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Graduation Bir. 


atedon from the commencement of the Govern- 
ment to this time. The'system was to continue 
thé same, and the price of the refused lands alone 
was to be affected. Speculation’! speculation !: 
This is the raw-head and .bloody-bones forever 
held up. Happily; we have got some examples to’ 
give, and ‘happily the system of ‘graduation has 
been tried—tried In-thé most delightful part of the 
United States—tried on an extensive-scale, and 
with the most happy résults..In-all that part of 
the State of Mississippi acquired by treaty from 
the: Chickasaw‘ Indians; the system was estab- 
listied: ‘by the Indians themselves, and experience 
Had shown thatit- had- operated in the most bene- 
fi fi rj both for the Indians and for the 
State: ‘These lands were'to be sold by the Indians 
for théir‘own benefit. 

Mr. B. here read from the treaty of 1831 with 
the Choctaws, the scale of graduation, as follows: 
- ©The lands, as surveyed, shall be offered at 
‘:publi¢'sale, at a price not less than one dollar and 
* twenty-five’ cents per acre; and thereafter for one 
‘year, those which are unsold,and which shall 
s have been-previously offered at public sale, shall 
t be liable to private entry and sale at that price. 
¢ Thereafter, andi for one year’ longer, they shall 
tbe stbjectito entry-snd private sale at:one dollar 

er de? ‘hereafter and during the third year, 

e Bubjéct ‘to sale and entry at fifty 
acre. ‘Thereafter, and during the fourth 
 hoenity-five cents per acre; and afterwards 
: elie ant a half cents ver acre.” : 
ond toreover: these Indians had provided for 
the'abanddnment of their refuse lands after four 

‘year's, while the United States have been hanging 

on to these lands, which were subject to gratuitous 

gift by the Spanish Government. And now what 
was the effect of thissystem? The objection made 
to-this- bill is that nobody will buy the lands at the 
present minimum price because they will prefer to 
wait ‘until the next year, when they will come 
down to the first graduation of one dollar, and then 
that nobody will buy at the graduated price of one 
dollar, betause they will prefer waiting another 
yearfor them to come down to the’ lowest. price 
of seventy-five Cents: “By this argument, futile 
Sweak ae itowas, and'which no one ever gave 
aimomerit*s*consideration: to; nobody would buy 
the Chickasaw lands‘till they fell-to'twelve and a 
‘halficents:’ Buchan argument was contradicted 
by reason And experience: Who ever believed 
‘that'a man would risk the loss of the lands he 
wanted by waiting a whole year for the sake of 
saving twenty-five or fifty cents an acre? Mr. B. 
then went on to show the progress of the sales 
made of the Chickasaw lands, by which it ap- 
peared that at three different prices they sold much 
faster than the lands of the United States. The 
sales were now going on rapidly at fifty cents, with- 
out waiting till the next year, when they would be 
at Wenty-five cents. In short (said Mr. B.) all the 
Jand that was worth $1 25 sold at that price, with- 
out: the purchasers waiting another year for. it to 
fall.’ “Al the land that. was worth one dollar, also 
sold at that price; without waiting for it to fall to 
fifty cents; and so, also, was the case with the 
laid that was worth fifty and twenty-five cents. 
Now did not this show the wisdom of these Chick- 
asaws? and ought we not to profit by their ex- 
ample and experience? Are we not daily taunted 
with the wants of the Treasury? Hlave we not 
‘Been compelled to issue Treasury notes, which 
are, so far as creditors are concerned, nothing but 
a forded loan? Can we not (said he) avail our- 
selves ‘of the wisdom of these Chickasaws, and 
“sellout refuse lands for what they are worth, and 
“by this-mheans replenish our exhausted Treasury? 
“Liowas in‘this view that the Committee on Finance 
had made a report, recommending the passage of 
“this Billas acrevenue measure, and he deemed it 
fortiinate for the country that they had these re- 
fuse lands.’ “Mr. B. ‘referred to the ‘operations of 
the compformise bill, and the rate at which it was 
bringing down ‘the receipts from the customs. 
And what, he-asked; had the scheme for prevent- 
ing the salés of the refuse lands for its object? = It 
was to cripple the Freasury, so that by the year 
1842, when the compromise bill-had ‘been worked 
out, there would be a triumphant argumentin favor 
of an increase of the tariff. We are for supplying 
the waits of the Treasury from the proceeds: of 


these waste lands, thereby preventing the necessity: 


| of reourring again to a high tariff. -What did the 
‘gentlemen: propose, 


who wish to prevent us: from 


selling ‘theae lands? Did they mreat-that the 


| Treasury shall go down to ten or twelve millions, 


and:‘make this the first step in ‘the march in the 
return to the old tariff? He considered this move- 
ment as step number one, in the system heretofore 
to be developed forthe revival of the tariff, and he 
wished all those gentlemen who come from that 
quarter of the Union, which for all the purposes 
of exaction, is the Asia of America, and where the 
great land holders are not-nabobs, but the Zemin- 
dars, who merely hold the title to the land, but 
yield up the proceeds to lords paramount. Upon 
our conduct with regard to these lands depends 
what will be their conduct with regard to the 
unjust duties, The Treasury will be thrown upon 
the cotton, the rice, and the tobacco of the South; 
and he asked the gentlemen who came from that 
portion ofthe country which grows these products, 
to consider well what they do, when they come to 


i record their votes. 


This question presented itselfin several aspects, 
several of which he had briefly touched: on; 
another view of the subject was, that it was but an 
act.of mere justice to the new States that the re- 
fuse lands:lying in them should-bée converted into 
private property, that they may ‘be subject to tax- 
ation, and thus contribute to the support of the 
State governments, instead of their-being,as now, 
undér the’barren scepter of the Federal Govern- 
ment. Here were seventy-one millions of acres, 
enough, if united, to form two new: States, and 
yet the States, in which it is dispersed, are not 
allowed to tax them. Was not this an act of 
injustice to the new States, and in violation of 
the compact entered into with them? Was it not 
plainly, in the fair construction of the compact, 
that these lands were to be sold, and not held up 
by keeping on them an arbitrary price, for all of 
them, good, bad, and indifferent?’ Was it not, in 
the fair construction of the compact, that the 
Federal Government shall sell these lands, and, 
in order to sell them, must they not offer them at 
a priceat which they will sell? The new States 
were unjustly treated, in being obliged to lose the 
amount they ought to be receiving from the taxa- 
tion of them, without taking into consideration the 
great loss to their agricultural industry, by keep- 
ing them waste'and unproductive. 

Mr. B. referred to the emigration to Missouri. 
The largest emigration that had ever taken place 
to his State, was that of the last year; and all the 
emigrants went on to the new lands, where they 
could get first choices at $1 25 per acre, because 
they could not give that sum for picked-over lands 


j in the old counties. 


Mr. B., after describing the manner in which 


| very small portions of good land is mixed up with 


large portions of indifferent land in the old coun- 
ties, recapitulated his argument in favor of selling 
these waste lands for the supply of the Treasury, 
inorder to avoid a recurrence to a high tariff, 
loans, or, what was worse, to a new issue of 
Treasury notes. ; 

Mr, CLAY, of Kentucky, would make a few 
remarks in reply to the Senators from Mississippi 
[Mr. Waker] and from Alabama, (Mr. Cray.] 
From the course of the Senator from Alabama, in 
directing remarks against him personally, rather 
than to the subject before the Senate, it might be 
thought that he was actuated by some secret grief, 
some private animosity. Heasks, why was this 
amendment not proposed at an earlier stage of this 
bill? Did it not occur to that Senator that this 


| was the first opportunity that he (Mr. C.) had of 


presenting it? This bill was brought up suddenly 
and unexpectedly to him at the beginning of the 
session, and the Senate agreed to postpone it at 
his request. It again came up during the Christ- 
mas holidays, and was postponed until Monday 
last. Atsome personal inconvenience to ‘myself 
I attended the Senate on that day, prepared to dis- 
cuss the measure, but it was not called up by its 
friends; so that the Senate will see‘that this is the 


| first opportunity. which has-been presented of 


offering the amendment. “But the Senator-from 
Alabama, not content with the charge of endea- 
voring to defeat the bill by procrastination, says I 


| have always shown myself the enemy of the new 


NDI THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLO BE. | 
‘Benton, Mr. Clay; of Kentucky. a 


States: The Senator is-morevenxious to imp 
this idea:on:the new States,:than:he is -convi. 


regs, 
of the truth of it. The charge is not only wholly 
unfounded-ia réferencé:tomyscelf; but is alee 
respect.to.the action. of. this. Governments: wh 
so far as. regards the new! States,:has» beens 
nently.paternal. . book: at.thecmunificeat grants 
to.several of: these States, and -to:Alabama=one« 
thirty-sixth of the public:lands: granted for: the. 
purposes of education, and-other-Jarge and liber 


al 
grants for.roads and other. purposes;and. yet we 
are to be taunted with the illiberality. of our policy: 
towards.the new States.) os ocsee epi BS nega 
Mr. C. said. his language: respecting sthe: pres 
emptioners had been distorted or misrepresented: 
He had. been charged with having.indalged.in-op=: 
probrious terms towards this. class,:-which:he 
never used.; He was opposed now as then tot 
preémption law, not because. he wag; opposed: 
the settlement-and occupancy ofthe public domain, 
but because it was an appropriation to.these:indi+ 
viduals of a public and general property... aod 
The Senator from. Mississippi proposes: comis 
romise; he asks me, will I vete.in faver-of the 
illin case the.-amendment: 1. propose will: be 
adopted... The Senator has «no. right to:-ask this 
uestion.. ‘The bill is. open to amendment,by-any, 


take the billias offered by: the..committeey:1 
bill with. the. proposedamendment, $: woul à 
finitely prefer the amended bill. TheSenatorsays 
there will:be- no necessity for this restrictions that 
the bill already limits the amount to ones 
foreach applicant: Why,.‘sir, there are 
land. offices; a:man: has: twelve-children or tw 
friends, and he can enter. a. section: for,:ea 
them. Itis also said that the restriction istop: 
ressive and unjust; that the owner of contiguous 
ands who may want.more land for timber or for 
stone, cannot acquire it. Not so; he.can-purchase 
it, but not at the reduced price—he-can..get it:for 
$1 25 per acre. Weare told that it is. necessary 
these lands should be forced into market to supply 
the wants of the Government. He thought.it sur: 
prising that gentlemen friendly to the Administra- 
tion should place the. Government in the position 
of a spendthrift or prodigal heir, who, after having 
squandered away all his ready meang, was forced 
to dissipate his: patrimony. to supply his wants or 
his extravagance. Spal et gapa dien fe they 
But we havea document on ouf table which -has 
been quoted to prove the propriety:of this measure; 
but really he could not see anything in:it which 
was of much consequence; for-there was-aboutas 
much against the. measure as-in: favor of i 
he would call the attention: of the Sena j 
manner in which-this document was placed:befora 
us. A Senator goes to a clerk. in:the:Treasury 
Department, and makes a verbal requisition for so 
much information, to be:furnished at a certain 
hour; and when the ..information. is ready, ‘he 
desires it may be sent to another Senator. Well, 
the result is the document before: us, which: -par« 
takes of the perspicuity and lucidness which chare 
acterizes all the papers that proceed from the de 
partment of the modern Turge. . How:-different.as 
this procedure from the course which .the Senate 
formerly took, when they were-governed. by: con- 
siderations of correctness, order, and;:he would 
add, if he thought it was properly appreciated, ‘of 
dignity. i : eia estes 
e have also held up to us for imitation a 
graduation Scheme in: operation. in Mississippi, 
which somebody, three-or: four years ago, intro- 
duced into an Indian treaty for the purpose, he 
supposed, of making an “experiment,” and 
probably asa precursor to the plan, ona grander 
scale, which we have now before us. -:-{Mr. 
C. here went into an examination of the results of 
the sales of lands under the treaty with the:Chick- 
asaws, and contended thatthey were unfavorable.] 
It will be seen that these lands are liable. toba 
graduated down to twelve and a half eents:per 
acre; and there is no doubt, if the bill, before us 
this. entering wedge—is successful, that the pub- 
lic lands of the United: States will be eventually 
reduced to the same price. - : ; pria 
In conclusion, Mr. C. would again say, that: df 
compelled to vote for-a bill unrestricted or one 
restricted. in- its provisions, he.would infinitely 
prefer the latter... He had already: disclaimed 
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any intention of defeating the: bill by delay, and 
this:ought to be deemed sufficient: among: men. of 
HONGE oes : 
£ Now-we:see-(continued Mr..B.) that the grad- 
witioa: system has been put in fall forée, with re- 
gard tothe Chickasaw lands, and that in the space 
of five years it descended from one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre, even down as.low as 
twelve and a-half cents.: . 

Mri CLAY, of Alabama, 
felt reluctant:to consume.any portion.of the time 
ofthe Seuate at this late period of theday, yet the 
course of the remarks ofthe Senator from Ken- 
tucky-{Mr.:Crax} rendered it incumbent on him 
tosay a few words in reply: The Senator setout 
by charging him. (Mr. C.) with having directed 
his rermerks against. him personally, rather than to 
the subject. Now, he was unconscious of having 

indulged in any personality incompatible with par- | 
liamentary. usage, and did not believe he had said 
anything that would justify that imputation. True | 
it was, (he said;) that he had complained of the 
unfairoessof the time and manner in which the | 
Sénator.from Kentucky had moved the recommit- i 
menit.of the bill; and, in relation to that view of | 
the.subject; he would take issue with the. Senator 

as tothe facts. The Senator from Kentucky un- 

dertook.now-to say that this bill had not before | 
come up for consideration. What did the Senator 

mean by such an assertion? Did he really mean 

to say that the bill. had not before been presented, | 
$0:.ag to: authorize the present motion for recom- 

mitment, or any motion to amend or modify it? 

L'he did so intend, his assertion was whally 

founded in error, and at variance with the facta. 

Phis bill, as he had before stated, was the first one 

introduced at. the present session—it was brought | 
in at the earliest moment consistent with the prac- 

tice of the Senate—it had. been twice read, and 

referred to:the Committee on the Public Lands, by 

whom it-was-reported back at their first meeting: 

Acfewdaysafterwards it came up in its order upon 

the Calendar, and was announced as the order of 
the day from the Chair, and was then open for dis- 
cussion, or for.any proposition for amendment or 
recommitment. Did the Senator then think proper 
to make any motion foramendment or recommit- 
ment? No: on the contrary, instead of moving 
to recommit, or amend, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky thought proper to move to postpone ita con- 
sideration to a further day; and it was postponed. 
When it again came up, the Senator still withheld 
his:motion for recommitment, and again moved its 
postpenement for one week; but, finally, upon my 
suggestion, he agreed, and it was postponed till 
last Monday. It was.not called up on that day, 
because another subject was before the Senate, 
occupying the whole day, and no friend of the 
bill, while that. subject was pending, had a right 
toveallitup. Mr.. C. said the bill had now come 
up for the third time, and after all the previous 
delay which had. taken place at his instance, the 
Senator made his motion for recommitment. Now 
it did seem to him that it would have been easy 
for the Senator to have drawn up his proposition, 
and to have moved the recommitment of the bill, 

on either. of those occasions, instead of its post- | 
ponement, If he had done so, the motion, even 
had it prevailed, would have occasioned no loss of 
time, as the committee could have made up their 
report in-less time than had been consumed by 
either postponement. But the Senator from Ken- 
tucky thought proper to pursue a different course; 
one-only calculated to produce delay after delay, 


said, that although he 


F 


|| at the last session, 


record-of his own votes. inthis body, the Journals 
of our debates, and his own- political history, will 
be sufficient to.give him his.true position. ` Yes, 
sir, through. those mediums: they may: find. his 
hostility manifested. by his opposition. to every 
measure most closely identified. with their pros- | 
perity.and welfare. The people of the new States. 
have seen. his hostility in a continued and perse- 
vering. opposition to. every bill intended to give 
them the right of preémption; to secure them in 
the privilege of buying, at the same price which 
is received from others, the small tracts of land 
improved and made valuable by their own labor, 
and to protect and place them above the power of 
heartless speculators. They have seen his hos- 
tility manifested by the same ersevering and 
determined opposition to every bill, like the one 
now under consideration, to reduce and graduate 
the price of the inferior and refuse lands within 
their limits—a measure no less just than eminently 
calculated to subserve their interests. Yes, sir, 
the people of the new States have not only wit- 
nessed and felt the hostility of the Senator from 
Kentucky, in his opposition to. measures whose 
success was identified with their highest interests, 
but they have also seen. his hostility evinced in 
his continued and persevering advocacy of a 
course of measures here which were at war with 
the best interests of. the South and West. Mr. 
C. said he alluded more especially to the protect- 
ive tariff and its kindred measures, miscalled the 
American system, the effect of which had been to | 
take money out of their pockets and put it into 
those of other people. It would be necessary for 
the Senator to give other and better evidence of 
his friendly feelings toward them than was to be 
found in his asseverations here, before he-could 
remove impressions resulting from his long course 
of opposition to the interests and feelings of the 
new States. 

‘The Senator from Kentucky had taken occasion 
to speak of other charges, imputing to him un- 
friendly feelings towards the settlers; and he un- 
derstood him to complain that epithets had been 
ascribed to him, which he had never used. Now, 
sir, I donot understand to what particular epithets 
the Senator refers; he has not thought proper to 
name them. But does he now undertake to say 
he did not denounce the settlers? He certainly | 
cannot. Itmust be recollected by all that he spoke 
of them during the debate on the preémption bill, 
with the utmost scorn and 
contempt; that he sneeringly denounced them as 
“squatters,” as lawless depredators on the public | 
property, as trespassers on the public domain; | 
and alleged that they might as well seize upon the 
public treasure, or upon our vessels of war, or 
our forts and arsenals. Such were the denuncia- 
ations uttered by the Senator from Kentucky 
against the settlers on the public lands, those hardy | 
| and industrious pioneers, whose labor and enter- 
prise had contributed so largely to the growth, 
| Prosperity, and respectability ofthe West. Stand- 
ing in the relation he did to the people of the new 
States, Mr. C. could not forget such denuncia- | 
tions. He had been willing to rest these charges, 
with the reports that had been made of the Sen. | 


able as well as unfavorable to him. Mr. C. 
recollected some correction attempted to be made 


of the Senator from. Indiana, but it was not, in | 
his opinion, of a character to render his impvta- 
tions less offensive than he ( 


and, in the end, to defeat the bill, as he had before 
said, by indirection, He said he did complain, as 
‘he had -a-right:to do, of this kind of opposition to 
a measure he had so much at heart, and which i 
was.so closely connected with the best interests of 
his State and his constituents. 

¿But the Senator from Kentucky, in alluding to | 
his alleged: hostility. to. the interests of the new i 
States, intimates that it is rather my desire that | 
he should seem to occupy. that position than the 
necessary. result of his conduct. towards them. | 
Sir, whilst I.deem it unnecessary to reply to such | 
an insinuation, I will take occasion to say that no | 
wish ‘or effort of mine is necess 
Senator from Kentucky to the people of the new | 
States in an attitude of hostility to all their most | 
valued interests and most cherished rights. The 


H 
f 


ary to exhibit the i 


|| Kentucky that his own acts, long continued and 
i| persevered in, his own language used on this floor, 


ii 
| 


| 


sented them. He assured the Senator from 


| had created impressions towards him in the West | 
| and Southwest not easily to be eradicated. 

Mr. C. said he always stood ready to vindicate 
the rightgand honor of the people he represented; 
and to defend them here or elsewhere, against all 
| aspersions upon their intelligence or their moral 
worth. -If he did not, he said, he would be un- 
worthy of the station he occupied.. He never 
| Should forget what he owed to.those people, He 


ator’s speeches, in the Journals, which were favor- |! 


by the Senator from Kentucky, during the remarks || 


| Went among them, he said, when a very young 
man, without the adventitious aids of fortune or | 
friends—relying upon his integrity and his indus- 
try for success. He had found them intelligent, | 
hospitable, and generous. 


They had stood by | 


him, and sustained. him, when he most needed 
friends. They had honored him-with their confi- 
dence, and conferred upon him more favors, doubt- 
less, than he merited. This generous confidence 
had inspired him with feelings-of gratitude toward 
them, never to be effaced. He would never be 
recreant to his duty, nor desert their interests, nor 
be unmindful of their honor. Mr. C. believed the 
Senator from Kentucky, too, had gone amongst 
the people of the West a youthful stranger; and 
‘fas a stranger, they bade him welcome,” They 
had extended toward him, too, the hand of friend- 
ship,and had bestowed upon him all the manifest- 
ations of kindness and confidence. If the honor- 
able Senator should think proper to pursue a dif. 
ferent course toward the people of the great West, 
from that which he (Mr. C.) had indicated for him- 
self, it was for that Senator to judge.: 
_ Mr. C. had said before, that the course pursued 
by the gentleman, was not only immediately inju- 
rious to the new States, in the present..instance, 
but calculated to restrain the- current..of emigra» 
tion, to fill up their population, and develop their 
resources. Every measure like the one taken by 
him on the present occasion, must be regarded. by 
them as unfriendly to their welfare, so long.as they 
retain their present intelligence. They knew. that 
there were vast bodies of waste lands within their 
several limits, which their Legislatures were pre~ 
vented from taxing, and thereby were compelled 
to lay heavier burdens on themselves. Maust they 
not, therefore, view.as hostile to their interests any 
opposition-to a measure which would bring these 
lands into the market, at a price at which they 
might reasonably be expected to be sold? In con- 
clusion, Mr. ©., trusted the Senate would consider 
the delay already unnecessarily occasioned to this 
bill, and not bya recommitment risk the total loss 
of it at this session—especially as they had heard 
no new argument, no new objections that had.not 
been fully and forcibly urged in a previous .and 
ample discussion of it. : mata ee 
Mr. WALKER said he was not desirous. that 
the Senator from Kentucky should be regarded in 
the West as an enemy of their interests. He. had 
no feelings of personal animosity to gratify, and 
he could sincerely say, that regarding in this mat- 
ter the interest of his State as paramount to all 
other considerations, he would rejoice if the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky would lay down his opposi» 
tion to this bill, if he would give it the sanction of 
his vote, and thus permit it to pass triumphantly 
through both Houses of Congress, which we all 
know it would do, but for the opposition of that 
Senator. The Senator from Kentucky had spoken 
of demagogues as connected with the support of 
this bill; but might there not be demagogues who 
opposed this bill, who addressed themselves to the 
Supposed avarice of the old. States, by proposing 
to distribute money among them? Who are the 
demagogues? Did the Senator mean to apply the 
| epithet to the supporters of this. bill upon this 
floor? [Here.Mr. Cuay said, certainly not, he 
| had. expressly -disclaimed any. such allusion. ] 
Then who are the demagogues supporting this 
measure?. Are they the Legislative Assemblies of 
eight of the new States who have asked Congress 
to adopt the measure, or are they the people of 
the new States, who so-anxiously desire its adop- 
tion? The Senator from Kentucky has again 
read, as he always does in the debate upon thia 
| bill, his tables of the comparative advance of pop- 


| ulation of the old and new-States. from 1890. to 
Mr. C.) now repre- i| 


1830. Why was this. done? Was not its evident 
| tendency to produce zealousy and animosity on the 
part of the old to the new States? But ought it 
not to bea subject of exultation to every Amer- 
ican patriot that the mighty Westis filling up with 
population; that within fifty years, a region .of 
; vast extent has been reclaimed from the wilder- 
ness; that State after State has been added to this 
great Confederacy; that star after star has been 
planted in our glorious banner, and the greatness 
and glory of our whole country almost immeas- 
urably increased? But the Senator from Kentucky 
seems to think that the new States are increasing 


{| too rapidly, else why this invidious comparison 


| between the relative growth of the old and the 
| new States? 

|: : But the Senator tells us of the great results 
‘which would haye followed from the passage of 
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tr 
and confer more lasting benefits upon his country, | 


ol 

which ‘he’ did A ; 
Tf any Senator desired this information, which is 
now kaid ‘to be-important for’ correct legislation 
on‘ this subject; why did he not call forit? He 
could have‘ got ‘it'Wwithout any’ difficulty many 
days ago. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury was 
arraigitied—and he had ‘been the subject of many 
arraignments lately—for not furnishing the de- 
tailed staterments and tables on which‘ his opinion 
was formed—te was blamed for not putting on 
one’ page of this document, what the Commit- 
- tde on Finance'had already placed on the other. 
Now, sir; we all know the Secretary is- hard- 


working man; but I hope the Senate will excise 
hini for Pot performing this unnecessary labor. 
Mr: President; you have ‘beer in Congress a quar- 
të ry; atid I woald ask you is there any 
eubj on which We’have more printed inform- 


ation than this subject of the public lands? Why, 
sir, we have entire volumes of figures on the sub- 
ject. The Finance Committee*had all the desired 
information before them, without calling on ‘the 
Secretary fora single item of information. We 
had it ‘all before us. i 


ter Bo ‘from Mr. MERRICK,- 
- Mi. WALEER observed that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr Méxiicx] had offered a resolation 
ito call for the quantity of land sold since the-30th 
of September, 1837, which ‘had, inJanuary last, 
betn‘‘returned by’ the Seoretary of the Treasury 
as’ having ‘beet in’ market five, ten, fifteen,-and 
‘twenty years’ prior to the--1st of January, 1833. 
INT thait foriuation: was ‘Hot 
ee Ng gO ts tL PLAN Son on 


now before the Senate, for he was convinced that 
the returns of sale would show'that in very many 
of the land districts ‘these lands, if sold in-the: 
time to come, af the samè rate at which thèy had 
bern disposed ‘of during the last year; would-not 
‘be sold at ‘the présent minimum price ina périod: 


ation of the world: - And/in rélation to the entire’ 
aggregate of these lands, Mr. W - was persuaded 


|| that the returns would show that a present sale 


of all these lands, évén at twenty-five cents ‘per: 


li acre, would be a better financial operation than 


to sell them within the-time designated by these 


per acre. S . 7 
can produce some document which will show that 
these lands will sell in sixtéen years at the “pres 
ent price, he ought not, as a financier, to oppose 
this measure. nner ; 


, January 3, 1839. , 

TheSenate resumed thecónsideration of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, observed: that: the 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky was the 
first that hé:had ever made in‘favor of actual set- 
tlers on the public lands, : [t’eaine unfortunately, 
however, at the present: moment; as the existing 
laws gave the preéipption-right tothe actual set- 
tlér till the-22d June, 1840. °°" This fact would-be 
ascértained ‘by looking at the actitself, which was 
approved 22d Jtine, 1838; declaring in’ the very 
first clause, ‘*“Fhat‘every actual séttler of the pub- 
“lic lands, being: the head’ of a: family, or over 
‘twenty-one years of age, who wasin possession 
‘and a housekeeper, by personal residence thereon, 
‘at the time of the passage of the act, and forfour 
“months next preceding, shall be: entitled to all 
‘the benefits and privileges of-an act entitled «An 
“act to grant préémption rights to settlers on the 
t public lands,’ approved 29th May, 1830.” 

But, as he said yesterday, where wasthe neces- 
sity for recommitting ‘this bill, when it was open 
foramendment?. Would this recommittal have 
any ‘other effect than ‘that of defeating the bill: by 
delay? The gentleman hat spoken of the immense 
qaantitiés of public lands subjéctto the operations 
of this'bill. But the gentleman omitted:to mention 
the length of time’ that vast portion‘of them had 
been in the market: without finding purchasers. ~. 
i M/C. thought the provisions of the bill; in-all 
its bearings, ‘were well understood, and, therefore, 
it would be much better toamend itin the Senate 
than to send it back tothe committee. As, hepre- 
sumed, the-question ‘on’ the gentleman?s motion 
was divisible, he moved that the question. onthe 


ing the committee, be taken separately, 
they be taken by yeas and nays. ¢ 
The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 

- Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, asked if the Senator 
from Alabama inténded to say thatthe preémption 
law of last session gave the actual settler the right 
of entry at ore dollar, or at seventy-five cents -per 
acre; as his remarks would bear that‘construction. 
lf s0, the Senator was certainly mistaken. Mr. 
GC. said he thought it much better-to recommit the 
bill with instructions; as the tommittee-room was 
much the best place for remodeling it so as to make 
its details conform to the principle contained in the 
instractions. = < : oy i ut 

‘Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said he did not wish to 
be misunderstood. - He certainly agreed with the 
Senator-from Kentucky, that ‘the preémption act 
did hot, without a further: provision, give. to: the 
settlers the right. to purchase, at the-reduced 
prices; but what he meant to be understood: as 
saying was this: the law of-the last-session’ did 
give the right of preémption to every settler onthe 
public-lands, whether the lands occupied by: him 
had been offered at public auction ornoty and if, 


arid ‘that 


by-this bill, the individual: occupant. would have 
the right to purchase at such reduced price. This 
law, then, ‘would operate tovgive' the ‘settler: not 
only the right of preémption ‘but that right at-the 
teduced pricey “He had=no objection toJiniitthe 


right of preémption: at -periods‘after the reduction. 
Bat he wished that; for acéertain number of months 
after the reduction, theoccapant should have the 


(right of preemption: 


i 


t 


exceeding that which had élapsed sincé the form- || 


returns, (calculating the loss of interést;)-at $1 25 || 
Unless the Senatof from’ Maryland. 


several branches of recommitment; ‘and of instruct- |i 


said he; we reduce the ptice of the public lands | 


iH 


t 


i 


Hiscobject waw to`protect || 


_ the occupants; but nöt to limir the right of pur- 


| this same report of the Secretatty<of thes! 


| yér: i 


chasing ‘these. inferior-lands tò occùpanis alone: 
His object -was:to let all the latids embraced by 
the bill be subject to sale*at.the seduced’ prices, 
Whether occupied or'not; always however; giving 
the right of preémptiori-to the occupant: for atimes 
-- Mr. WILLIAMS, of Missiesippiygaids that he 
did not rise to entér at large into the discussiéx of 
this subject, already so ably elucidated by Senators 
in fayor of the pagsage ‘of: the bill,: but merely to 
reply to that-portion’of the speech of the honorable 


i Senator from Kentucky, based-on the report of the 
| Secretary of the: Treasury, exhibiting the sales 


of land ander atreaty: made with the Chickasaw 
Indians in 1832, which treaty containsa ‘provision 
for the ‘graduation: of the:price-of the dand-on 
principles: precisely ‘similar tothe provisions eof 
the bill now under discussion s but mach: morë 
rapidly than the provisions iof- the: present’ bills 
Sir, (said Mri W) the provisions of :that-treat 

are, thatal lands offered: for-sale, and not wold, 
shall be ay bk to private sale or entry for/oné 
year thétedfter; at $125 per acre; after which time 
the balance remaining unsold shall: beisubject to 


sale or entry atone:dollar pee acre fort 
of-one year,’ and that :for: and ‘duriag ‘th 


year, the ‘remainder! shat 
entry at fifty cents per-acr. aul 

o By’ this treaty the: Chickasaw: Indians: ceded, 
country containing a fraction less than sixmilliona 
of acres; ‘thé treaty!also:contaitied’s provision for 
allowing the Indianscliberal reserves, which waré 
séttled “by the ‘constituted authorities ag aboit 
three ‘thousand three hundréd -sebtions,/équal ‘te 
two millions onè: hundred amd: twelve thousand 
atres, (he spolre from memory,) being more:that 
one third part of the whole: territory ceded by: the 
Indians to the Government. The coithtry was 
then, for’ all practical, purposes, a country of. ree 
fase land at the date of the President's first proc- 
lamation of a sale. » But the -honorable Senator, 
finding: from ‘the: report of the:Secrétary ofthe 
Treasury that ‘less land: had been sold on'the-third 


able Senator tothe subject.  Onthecorrectndss of 
this position he would fearlessly risk, the fate of 
the bill now under consideration. ftappears: by 


‘Treasury 
from which the gentleman read, that.the-first-eale 


| of the Chickasaw lawd- ip. Mississippi: wascbm- 
| menced: on the’4th day of January; 1836, at whith 
| pale 960,023 ucrés were offered, and ‘at the close 


of the sale there‘remained-uneold and subjece to 
sale at“ private: entry 576;892 ‘acres at $125 per 
acre for-twelve months ‘thereafter, during which 
time 2075545 acres were-sold; and'that daring ‘the 


| second year, when the land.was. subject to entry 


‘at $1 per-acre, 37,016 acres were sold; amounting 
to an: average sale of 10k acres per day; after 


_ which time the land remaining unsold wag subject 
|| to-waleor entry at fifty cents per acre, kind ‘sd con- 

i tinued to the date of this report, the 30th of Sep- 
| tember, 1838, sembracinga periodof near ten 
i months, during’ which time 58,565 acres were 


sold; being at the average: rate :of 197 acres per 
day, nearly doubling the sale of the previous 


And now, Mr. Presid ent, (said Mr: W..) let as 


| examine:thesecond sale-began ‘on the Sth Septem- 
| ber, 1836; there was then offered 2;601;130 acres, 


and at the close of the sale there remained: of the 
dand then offered and unseld:2;026,197 acres; sab- 
ject to private sale for one yenr thereafter, during 
‘which tire 189,500 acres were soldat $1.25! per 


i acre, being atthe-average rate of: 519:acrescper 


day, and that of the Balance: remaitiing-ansvld, 
and subjectto- entry during’ the ‘second year, at 
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$l per acre; 37,280 acres were sold, being at.the i 
average rate of 102 acres per:day; and théreafter |! 
the land remaining unsold was subject to sale.at |) 
fifty cents:per acre; but the report. of the Secretary: | 
of the Treasury covers only a period of twenty- | 
five days, from the 5th to the 30th September, | 


1838, during which time 26,080 acres were sold, || this great question?. Mr. W. said,.not only was || 


being at the average rate of 1,049 acres per day, 
and yielding $524 50 per day; while during the 
preceding year only $1 02 per: day was received 
when the land was sold at ¢1 per acre. Here, 
then, is an exemplification of the operation of the 
graduation system, producing just the result the 
friends of ‘the measure have always contended it 
would produce—enrich your: Treasury, and pro- 


‘mote the sale of refusen aand. Mr..W. trusted | 


the opinion of.the Secretary of the Treasury, and 


of .the Committee on Finance, so lightly treated | 


on yesterday, are fully sustained by the practical 
Operation of this great. measure -in one of the 
States. +. š : . 
euMn- CLAY, of Kentucky, thought that the 
data given by the Senator from Mississippi did 
not: controvert the proposition he had heretofore 
suggested; and he thought that his views were 
eustained ‘by the returns embraced in the report, 
that the sales of the land were limited to the de- 
mand, and were not increased. by the reduction of | 
the price. . 
Mr. WALKER regretted that the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] whose position ought to 
identify him in feeling and interest with the people | 
of the West, should persevere in his hostility to 
this-great measure, when other statesmen, even of | 
his own-party. from the far distant Hast, were 
found to:be our friends and advocates, Mr. W. | 
regretted that the distinguished Senator from- Mas» 
sachusetts (Mr. Wessrer] was not hereto speak 
chis.own ‘sentiments on the subject of graduation; 
bat as he was absent, Mr. W.-would ‘read an.ex- 
tract from the speech of that Senator, delivered at 
Niblo’a Saloon, inthe city of New York, on the 
5th of April, 1837. - : 
4: The main: object in regard to.the public landa 
tis; undoubtedly, to. settle them. as fast as. the 
4 growth of our population, and its augmentation 
ioy emigration, may enable us to settle them. | 
‘The lands, therefore; should be sold at a low | 
* price; and, for one, L have never doubted the | 
“rightor expediency of granting portions of the 
‘lands themselves, or of making grants of money 
‘for objects of internal improvements connected 
‘with them. l have always supported liberal 
“appropriations for the purpose of opening com- 
‘munications to and through these lands by com- 
‘mon roads, canals, and railroads; and when 
“lands of little value have been long in market, 


“and,:on account of their indifferent quality, are || 


‘not likely to command the common price, I 
“know no objection to a reduction of price as to 
“such lands, so that they may pass into private 
< ownership.” = > 

These (said Mr. W.) were the expanded, lib- | 
eral, and patriotic views of the great statesman of 
‘the East in regard to the reduction of the price of | 
the public lands. These were the opinions of a! 
Senator remote from us in‘position; and how did | 


{| but not so dreary but what a.poor man might find 


| Senator from Mississippi, by way of sustaining | 


but by.statesmen: of liberal and expanded views, | 
remote from usin position.. Whilst, then, the 
two'great statesmen of both parties from the North. | 
were thus.friendly to the policy. of reduction, was | 
| it not extraordinary that a western.man should be || 
| found opposing the interest.of the whole. West on li 


| the Senator from Kentucky the ardent and untiring j 
opponent of this great measure, but he felt bound. |} 
to declare that the opposition of that Senator con- 
| stituted the sole obstacle to triumphant passage of į 
| this. bill through both Houses of Congress, and | 
that, if the bill were defeated, that defeat must be | 
justly attributed to the course pursued by the Sen- 
ii ator. from. Kentucky... Whilst, then, the. note of | 
praise was heard in. favor of that honorable Sen- 
i| tor in those sections of the Union.that desire 
to restrain emigration to the West, let the new 
States hear what he (Mr. W.) and the whole Sen- | 
ate well knew to be the fact, that, if this measure, 


j 


| point to the Senator from Kentucky and exclaim, 
t“ thou art the man.” : 

Mr. MORRIS rose to make a single remark. 
He-would not have done so but for the allusion of ; 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALKER] to 
himself. He had always been the friend of a 
graduation of the price of the public lands. The 
first act of his, after entering into this body, was || 
to bring ina bill to graduate the price of the public į; 
lands to theactual settler:-. Fie thought that, to be |! 
consistent with: his whole course heretofore on | 
this subject, he ought to sustain the proposition || 
of the Senator from Kentucky. The Senator from 
Missouri {Mr. Benton] says that the owner of.a 
contiguous farm. may wish, among other reasons, | 
to enter a portion of these lands for the purpose of | 
keeping off a bad neighbor... Mr. M. feared that | 
the operations of this bill, if it should pass, would | 
enable the rich man, who had selected.a fertile || 
spot in the midst of comparatively a dreary waste, 


| 
‘a home on it, to drive off and. preclude the poor i 
| man from his settlement, because he might choose |! 
to deem him a bad neighbor. Mr. M. would give |; 
the privilege of entry at the reduced price to no || 
man who was not on the land at the present time, 
or who would not go on it and settle it. 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Warrer] |, 
says the Senator from Kentucky will not vote for 
this bill, even if amended. in accordance with his || 
instructions. Sir, (said. Mr. M.,) is it not the 
right, nay, the bounden duty of the Senator from 
Kentucky to makea proposition, even if opposed || 
to it, as little objectionable as possible? It was 
his duty, and he thought it very strange that-he | 
should be censured for doing so. For-his own } 
part, if a proposition met. the approval of his | 
i judgment, he should not:look at the quarter it į 
| came from, nor what political party. sustained it; 
i it should have his support. f 
| Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, observed that the || 


| his views on this occasion, had thought proper to || 
| state opinions of two distinguished. citizens from H 
| different parts.of the country. - The opinions of ʻi 


they contrast with the narrow, anti-western policy | 
of the Senator ftom Kentucky. Nor was the Sen- | 
ator from Massachusetts unsupported by othe 
distinguished citizens of the northern States, The | 
President.of the United States [Mr. Van Buren] | 
had distinetly recommended graduation. i 

[Here Mr. W. quoted from the last message of | 
-President Van Buren, as follows:] 


“Our experience under the act passed at the |, 


i 
E 


This, then, (said: Mr. W.,) isnot merely a pol- | 


icy advocated by the new States and their citizens, 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i| selves with acting in conformity to his recom- | 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| the Senator from Massachusetts had been. referred | 
to, and with-regard to his opinions he had nothing : 
to say; they were well known to the Senator not | 
to be the sentiments that he (Mr. C.) enter- 
! tained; but he.rose to. do justice to another indi- 
' vidual, the present Chief Magistrate of the United 
| States; and if the gentlemen would content. them- 


i 
i 
l 
i 


i 
} 


| bill. ae ji 
| [Here Mr. C. read some extracts from the || 
| President’s message. ] ‘ a 5 |! 

Mr. C. continued. So that it would be seen |: 


| principle on which the President recommended a 


| reduction of the price of the public lands. The || 


so important to the West, was defeated, in looking || 
| fox him who struck the fatal blow, we might all j| 


dent decidedly condemned. Mr. ©. said it was 
well known to be one of the established laws of 
political econémy, that if the market was glutted, 
there would be a languor in the sales, whereas, if 
the supply was limited, prices would advance to a 
ruinous extent. The President had seen this, and 
the conclusion to which he had reached, was that 
the mere efflux of time afforded no criterion by 
which we can measure value. 

Mr. C. felt very reluctant to legisiate on this 
important subject at the present session. He felt 
most.anxious that it should be left to the ensuing 
Congress; that they should remit it to their suc- 
cessors, and not seitle itnow. Were there not 
profound considerations which should induce them 
to refer it tothe next Congress? In the first place, 
the Président had recommended to them to pro- 
vide at this session for taking the enumeration of 
the population ‘and resources of the country, as 
required by the Constitution. The results of this 
census, would. show the amount.of increase in the 
population and wealth of the new States, and 
whether a measure of the kind. was needed for. 
their further advancement. As to the proposition 
to increase the population of the new States by 
the seitlement of their lands, there was no neces- 
sity for the passing of this bill. These new mem- 
bers of the Confederacy had already increased in 
population and wealth with a celerity unexam- 
pled in the history of the world. But there was 
another consideration. Greatas was the quantity 
of the public domain in any one of the new States, 


į it was not worth a baubee in comparison with the 


seven hundred and fifty millions of acres exterior 


| to their limits, and to the millions yet to be hrought 


into the market. Would it be right, in conse- 
quence of any presumed financial difficulties, to 
throw away this domain, which we should trans- 
mit to oar posterity for ages to come, to supply 
the present exigencies of the exchequer? There 
was another reason why they.should not. act on 
this matter at this session, He did not. believe 


| that either of the two. Houses of Congress re- 
ij flected the genuine sentiments of the American 


people. It was known that the elections which 


i had taken place had very much changed the com- 
| plexion of the two bodies, and that in one of them 


the changes that had taken place would reverse 
the majority on the present question. Convulsed 
as the country was by experiments.and financial 
projects, was it right, in advance of that enumer- 
ation of the population it was recommended by 
the President now to provide for——was it right, in 
the view of. the charges made by the recent. elec- 
tions, and, in short, under ail the circumstances 
to which he had adverted, to make this great rad- 
ical change in the disposition of the public lands 
which was not limited to the new States only, but 
extended to the shores which were washed by. the 

Ocean at theextremities of this continent?.. 

Mr. BENTON rose in consequence of the end- 
less attacks made upon an eminent citizen, now 
retired from public life, and seeking repose under 
his own vine, and.by the-side of his own fire, but 
for whom, it would seem, there was to be no peace 
on this side of the grave... He alluded to the late 
President of the. United States, General Jackson, 
and to the repeated: instances in which. his name 
had been dragged into this debate, and tyranny 
and mischief attributed to him for his conduct in 
relation to the act for the distribution of the pro- 
eeeds of the public lands., That conduct had been 


| denounced as tyrannical and unconstitutional, and 
| to it had been.attributed all the late moneyed em- 


barrassments of the country. The Senator from 


: Kentucky (Mr. Cray] is the author of these de- 


nunciations, and also the author of the bills—for 
there were two of them—the loss. of -which he so 
much deplores, and for the want of which, he has 


| seen so much evil arise. -I (said Mr. B.).was the 


cotemporary of these bills. I knew their char- 
acter and their fate; I saw their birth. and their 
death, and great and numerous’ as are the acts 
which stamp the character of a bero-statesman. on 
General Jackson, there are none which exalt him 
more than his conduct. in relation to these very 


i h A = Hea. E nie othe 
‘|that it-was actual valuation, and not conjectural |; bills. -It was wise, patriotic, constitutional, and 
!! valuation, founded on the lapse of time, was the |i 


heroic conduct: He had the wisdom to see the 


|| pernicious nature of ‘these bills; he had the con- 


stitutional right to arrest them; and he had the 


| principle in this bill was the one that the Presi- j| heroism to exercise that right. The bills were of 


1839400. 
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the most seductive character; they were calculated 
to seduce all unreflecting minds, for. they proposed 
a distribution among the people ofrneBr sixty:or 
seventy millions of dollars. ‘The distribution would, 
have: left the Treasury: bare; would: have bank- 
rupted the deposit banks; might have debauched 
the States; would have: compelled a.resort:to loans 
or a new: tariff; and would have set the fatal. ex- 
ample of lavishing the public money-and.the pub- 
lic property upon ‘the:people on ‘the eve of the 
presidential elections.: The: first bill passed. the 
two Houses in 1832,just. before the presidential 
election, and so near the end of the session. of 
Congress: that the-President had but.a few hours, 
inatead: of theten days which the Constitutional- 
lowed-him,to examine its provisions, to. makeup 
his mind-upon it, and to return: it: to: the Senate 
with ‘his:objections in writing, if disapproved by 
him. - It was retained by him the ten days, as he 
had a clear constitutional right to do; :Congress 
did not think proper to prolong its. session’ to 
cover those ten days, as it might have done; for 
it was the-session whose duration was not limited 
by the Constitution; and:thetwo Houses having 
adjourned; he retained the bill-until the next ses- 
sion, and .thensreturned: it to the House-in. which 
it originated: withi his objections to its This was 
the regulas courge prescribed by: the Constitution, 
and,thanke:to'the spirit and intelligence/of: the 
people; it was the coursesanctioned andtapproved 

y them. Instead: of being:-éxcited against: the 
patriot. President" by an affected -outery against 
“pocketing bills,” and by a per capita calculation 
of the’money each voter had lost, so ostentatiously 
paraded. before their eyes; instead of being excited 


against General Jackson by ‘those means; and | 


madé to cast their votes against him, the high- 
minded people of our America approved his con- 
duct, ‘and: testified their approbation iù the dis- 
tinguished honor of his second election. This was 
the fate of the first bill.. It was to have taken the 
whole proceeds of the sales of the public lands for 
five years—the years 1833-’34~’35-’36-'37—~and 
divided them among the States, leaving the‘Treas- 
ury-éntirely’ dependent. upon:the custom-house 
duties: forits support, which many then saw, and 
experience has sincé: proved, ‘would .be: wholl 
inadequate;:-without a tesort:to a new tariff, loans, 
or Preasury notes’ to ‘defray the ordinary.expensées 
of the-Government!:? Yoo." want snd fears 
The second bill was a duplicate ofthe first, but 
four years.its junior in point of time: it. didnot 
come on until the approach of the. presidential 
election in 1836, but was made to cover.the same 
number of years, and ‘the same .identical years, 
which ‘were covered by: the first one.. To do this, 
it was necessary to: make this second bill retroact— 
make it reach back, and exact from the Treasury 
as much money asthe first bill would have taken 
out of it-up: to that’ time,and:then for:as many 
more years as‘would complete: the original. five. 
Infact, it-was the: same -biulb im-every particular, 
withthe superadditioniof the signabaggravation:of 
being-retroactive, and getting hold:of three ‘years’ 
revenue fromthe lands fora grand.distribution on 
the eve of the approaching presidential election. 
This was the chatactér of the second bill; and this 
character is too important and too necessary to be 
understood by the people: for their knowledge of 
it to-rest:-upon description. . They: must-see: it! 
They, must see the thing:itself, and know-of their 
‘ow knowledge-what it:was that:-fell—for. fall: it 
did-before the stern resolve of Gereral Jackson; 
and thelossiof which is now deplored asa national 
x the people must-seedt; and here itis 
in theobook ‘ofthe bills of the Senate, which I 
have this: mothent sent a-messenger to bring me 
foun: the office: of the Secretary: Itvisventitled, 
dividé among the States; for a: limited 
i the proceeds ofthe valewof the:public lands,” 
&éjand the-signature-of théthen Secretary of the 
Senats, Walter Lowtie; Esg., attests that it passed 
this ‘body ‘onthe 12th day of May;:1836: 1 read 
from the third ‘and:fourth: sections; which show 
the parts which are niaterial to the present inquiry. 
SS Eel 8s) Mad beit further enacted; That the 
< several sums of money: received:in-the Freasury 
‘a8 ‘the net proceeds of the sales-of the public 
‘lands ‘for the years sighteetr hundred-and thirty- 
‘three; eighteen hundred and: thirty-four; : and 
< eighteen‘ hundred and “thirty-fivey shál bé paid 


| five:years’ land revenue: distribution. bill. 
| only half the magnitude of that'bill; but the one E 
i lands in 1836 were $24,877,179; and-for 1887 they 


| its;passagey:as a bill that, would have-bankrupted | 


gence: ofall parties, im-this Chamber'and out-ofit, i 
‘and: invoke their-atteution, and: he-decision of |j. 


‘and: distributed :as aforesaid; at the-Treasury of 
‘the United States, one-fourth part on the firstday | 
‘of July eighteen hundred and. thirty-six, andiene 
‘fourth part at the:end of each ninety. days there- 
‘after, until.the whole is paid; and those which 
“shall be received for-the years eighteen: hundred 
‘and thirty-six and eighteen hundred and,-thirty- 
‘seven, shall:also: be. paid-at the Treasury-half | 
‘yearly, on the first:day of July.and January, in | 
‘each of these years, to such person or persons | 
‘as the respective Legislatures: of the said States | 
“shall authorize and direct to receive the same. = 
“Sec. 4. And beit further. enacted; That this-act | 
“shall continueiand bein force untilthe thirty-first 
‘day of December, one thousand eight: hundred | 
‘and thirty-seven, unless the United States: shali | 
‘become involved in:war with any foreign power, | 
‘in which event, from the commencement: of hos- | 
‘ tilities; this act shall cease, and be no. longer in | 
t force.?” : : ist 
-- These are the sections: of the act-of .1836—the | 
act which sunk before the firm resolve of: Presi- 
dent. Jackson—sunk.before his resolve !-for it died 
under his known opinion in. respect -to it, and 
without: having: reached: his: hand.: ft: was: the 
copy’of. the one-which:he had retained; and which 
he).had» returned :with « his-:objections:: idtiwas 
known. to:be: useless to send-it te: him ,unlessthere 
was-a majority of-two thirds for itin éach: House. 
Such a majority:could: not be conciliated; and thé 


in the. House: of ‘Representatives, and was: sucs 
ceeded by another actin ithe Senate to accomplish 
a part of its purpose; ‘namely, the bill-to dis- 
tribute, under the name'of'a deposit, $36,000,000 | 
of public moneys among the States. 
became -a law;.it- was only about one-half the 
magnitude of its predecessor ind De 
t was 


half of it, eveny was enough cto crush the. great 
deposit banks: +` et aes 
Iwas one of a few who opposed all three of 
these bills; and especially. L opposed thé one from 
which:two.sections:have just. been read,:.and: for 
the loss-of which General: Jackson has «been: ‘so | 
incentinently. denounced on ‘this:floor, and:for the 
want.of which so many evils: have been asserted 
‘to have:arisen. ..I-join issue upon:theseassertions: 
Ldenounce this bul now; as-t.did when it:was ob | 


the deposit -banks,.and-bankrupted the Treasury, | 


and laid theyGovernment under. the. necéssity ‘of im 
reviving the tariff, or borrowing money: to:defray ||«: 
These i|, 


its ordinary daily and current expenses. i 
were my declarations then, when: the ‘bill was-on | 


its passage'in May;1836; and Ll expressed myself ||: : 
with such earnestness with respect to the danger i-si 


to-the banks: and the Treasury, thata. member of | 


the Senate. and a friend now present, suggested || 


that they. would alarm the.country, if published 
asdelivered; and, in consequence, the speech wa 
buti partially. and: imperfectly reported.:.The bill | 


died-in the House of Representatives; it never |: 
Iwas satisfied, and should never ||- 
have troubled the Senate and the country witha i| 


became-a law. 


l 
j 
revival of the subject, hadit not been nowrevived 


by the author of the bill, for the purpose- of at- || 
tributing to-it-a vast merit, and for the purpose of |! 


reiterating-upon General Jackson'an oft-repeated | 
denunciation. « The defunct bill is resuscitated by | 
its author—resuscitated to:claim our sympathies, | 


ag a:measure of beneficence to the country, and | 


tovexcite our resentment against General Jackson, 
as the destroyer of so fine a: measure. Revived, 
resuscitated, dug up from its grave:in-this man- || 
ner, ant: for: these: purposes, it becomes a-legiti- 
mate subject for: parliamentary animadversion; || 
and, bk meaw to advert upon it freely; closely sand |! 


iruly, thatthe country may not only see whateit | - 
| is they are-called upon to’ regret, and:to censure 
-General Jackson for:destroying, butalso to enable | 


ail men 2who-are of §* sound mind and memory? cto 
judge Yor: themselves: what this’ country- would 


friends and supporters: of suck æ bills i ee 
=<-Dnow: address myself to the-¢ander and: intelli- 


their: minds; on.the-Gase which: wilkbe presénted. 


| 
| 
4 
i 
| 
| 
F 
| 
‘come to if its destinies:were: in-the hands-of the | ; 
Hi 
$ 
t 
| 
| 


“Lhe-bill, invite: third section, provides, first, for the | 


i July ensuing, being. the sameiday:o 


if made on,the Ist-of 
bill, after becoming :an:act:ofithe Senate; died out || 


This latter |) : y 
i what time? Sir, the amount would have:been 


i months! 


distribution of the. money.which:had-been-recel¥ed 
fromthe sales: of the -publie landg-for. the,three 
preceding. yeats,:and. which -money, had already, 
in great part, heen expended by the Gayernment? 
It. ordered the.amounts received-from the lands in 
the years, 1833—34, and 85, to be divided outs 
| the division: to:commence.on. the. ist. day:of July 
| next ensuing, and- to be accomplished in. fou 
i installments, at. ninety, days aparts: T, 
| one-clause of the bill sand the amount-on-which:it 
| would haye operated was, $23,582,882; tbat iste 
| say, the sum of $3,967,682: for 4833; the -aum..of 
$4,857,600; for 1834;.and the sum. of $145757,460 


i| for 1835... This: would have made, thei sum of 


| nearly-$6.,000,000, in round numbers, payable out 
' of. the. ‘Treasury at intervals of ninety, days, to 
| wit: on. the Ist days of July; October; January, 
: and Aprile. The whole sum. of $23,500,000 would 
| have been payable in the short.space of about ning 
: months, and that in addition to $31,000,000: which 
would, be required for the-service of the Govern 
ment during the same year. -So much for one 
i branch of .the distribution clause.. The second 
| branch of it.ordered the proceeds of the, land sales 
| forthe years,1836.and:1837: to be also,divided.out, 


| but bysa half-yearly :instead:of, quattenly.-provesa, 


The-first payment Wasto. be; made ans thedstof 
ich: fh 


the 
p of January, 1837xbting:thename 
day. on which the third quatterly:-payment became 
due; the third -half payment was:toibe made’ on 
the Ist .of July, 1837;,and; the -fourthr onthe dat 
of January; 1838. Now;: what: isthe: amount 
which this second branch:of the distribution-elause 
would have diverted: from the Treasury; and:ia 


quarterly payments begans thessecond 


$31,653,380, and the time would haye-bheen eighteen 
Such would.. have been the amount 
payable-in that short:time; for the sales ‘of the 


were $6,776,236, and this in, addition.4o the sam 


| required for! the service of: the: Government: in 


| 1837, which was $39,000,000:. ‘The whole amount 
| which would have -been required. foridistribution 
between'the Ist of July» 1836, and the-Ist-of Jan» 


| mary «1838; would -have been: $55;336,360s -and 


the-service-of the Government for the sameévtime 
„would: haxe- required ;jugt-about: ag. much more. 
A: table of dates aud sums. will: showrthe‘ambupt 
and distribution: ‘ofthese: enormons calls:<for 
MONEYS So he 
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SENATE. 


-Thig table exhibits the detaitand the gross of the | 
ariéunts which would have been. taken from the 
Treasury in eighteen months, if the land bill of 
1836 had passed, with the detail and the’gross also || 
of what was actually required for thé service ofthe | 
Government for the same time. They amount, || 
in round numbers, to $55,000,000 for distribution, | 
and $55,000,000 for the support of Government; | 
in all $110,000,000! Now, sir, how was the Treas- | 


ury to stand thisenormouscall? It couldrot have | 
stood it-all!. It could not have stood the-first pull, jj 
thefirst seventeen and a quarter millions for dis- || 


tributión; and seven and three quarters for the pub- 
fic service; which would have been required on 
the Ast day of July, 1836. It would have failed | 
at that payment; and so I declared, and in my own | 
opinion, demonstrated at that time; ‘and so the 
event proved; when*the deposit act passed, and 
substituted a smälter and later distribution. This | 
deposit act passed in June of 1836; it began to take 

effect in January, 1837; it proposed to divide out | 
but $36,000,000, and that by $9,000,000 ata time, 
and to commence the distribution six months later ; 
thar the land bill proposed; and yet what wasthe | 
result?” The result was the stoppage of the prin- | 
cipal deposit banks, and all the rest of the banks 
‘within five months after the distribution began to |i 
take effect! The deposit banks made the first dis- | 
tribution in January; they nearly sunk under the 
second installment in April; they were unable to || 
meet the third one in Juty, and closed their doors | 
in May; and, while several causes contributed to |! 
the result, yet it must never be forgotten that the |! 
‘committee of the New York banks, where. the || 
‘stoppage began, in enumerating the four principal 

causes for that event, placed at the head of those 

causes, the operation of the’ DEPOSIT OR DISTRIBU- 

mion act of June, 1836? Thus.experience proved | 
that the deposit banks could not stand a distribu- 

dion of thirty-six millions, commencing six months 

Jater than the proposed land bill distribution, and 

madein quarterly installments of only nine millions 
at atime. How, then, could they: have stood a 
distribution of fifty-five millions, commencing six 

months earlier, and the first installment amounting 
to. seventeen and a quarter millions? The thing | 
was impossible; itcould not be done; and that was | 
‘so evident to me that I proclaimed it, and reiterated | 
my opinion on this floor in language too strong, 
in the judgment of some of my friends, to be al- 
towed ‘to zo to the country; and what was that 
opinion bottomed upon? Upon the fact known to 
us all, and by me repeated a thousand times, that 
what was called a surplus of forty millions in the 
Treasury, was a mere DELUSION; that the money, 
in point of fact, was NoT in the deposit banks; 
that it had been Lent out; that Congress had 
sanctioned and instigated the LENDING, by requir- 
ing interest from the banks for its usm; that, in- 
stead of being in the banks it was in the hands of 
merchants, traders, dealers, manufacturers, me- 
chanics, speculators, and: others; that the banks || 
had usen it with the-knowledge of Congress, and 

with the implied contract and fair understanding | 
of having the use of it till gradually called for on 
account of the public service; and that to call for 
all this money in masses, and almost without no- 
tice (for the first payment would have begun as | 
goon as the bill could have „been passed) was to 
COMPEL THE LARGE DEPOSIT BANKS TO CHOOSE BE- 
TWEEN STOPPING PAYMENT THEMSELVES, OR DE- 
STROYING THEIR DEBTORS. 


1 


{i 


All this was so plain | 


did what they believed was right. im resisting this 
measure, without regard to consequences personal 
to themselves. They resisted the colossal distri- 
bution of fifty-five millions of money. They threw 
themselves upon the intelligence, the patriotism, 
and the candor of their fellow-countrymen; and 
the event has proved that they were not mistaken | 
in their estimate of that candor, that intelligence, 
and that patriotism !. It has proved that the Ameri- 
can people are not yet ready to. be seduced and 
debauched with the spoils and pillage. of their own 
country. ; 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I pursue this bill of May, 
1836, one step further; | pursue it into the fourth 
section, and seé that nothing but a war. witha 
FOREIGN POWER could have arrested the distribu- 
tion of the $55,000,000, and given the Treasury a 
right to retain the $24,877,179 received from the 
public lands in. 1836, and. the 6,776,236 received 
from them in 1837. By the terms of the act, the 
distribution was to go on without regard to any- 
thing. but a foreign war, and the $32,000,000 re- 
ceived from the lands in 1836 and. ’87 were to be- 
long to the States, and to be paid to them, without 
the least regard to the condition of the public Treas- 
ury. It was a specific appropriation of the:pro- 
ceeds of the lands, and as such would have been 
paid over to the States on the days named in the 
act. The ‘shutting up” of the Treasury would 
have made no difference; the stoppage of the banks 
would have made no difference; there was no for- 
eign war—the appropriation was specificand abso- 
lute—and the delivery of.the money to the States 
would have been compulsory and inevitable. What 
then? Why, that notwithstanding the retroactive 
disbursements from the. Treasury of the before re- 
ceived revenues from the lands of: 1833,-’34, and 
35—notwithstanding the attempt to disburse these 
old expended revenues:might have. bankrupted the 
deposit banks—yet the current receipts from the 
landsfor 1636 and 737 would have been turned over 
to the States as they came in! The $25,000,000 
| (nearly) of 1836 would-have gone to theStates; the 
$7,000,000 (nearly) of 1837 would have gone to 
| them also! and thus, with the banks all stopped; 
| with the Treasury shut up, with Congress called 
together to provide the ways and means of keep- 
ing the Government in motion; with the duties 
from customs sinking down to nothing; merchants’ 
duty-bonds postponed; balances from banks de- 
layed for many months; with all this we should 
have been paying out to the States the $7,000,000 
of hard money received from the lands in 1837, | 
and which $7,000,000 in specie was the sheet-an- 
chor of the Government in that disastrous year, 
and the only thing which saved it from thedegrada- 
tion and ruin of using depreciated paper money 
and shinplasters! 

Mr. President, we hear much of the incapacity, 
| the ignorance, the incompetency, and the reck- 
lessness of the Jackson administration; we hear 
much of all this from the Opposition, without | 
their being able to specify a measure to which 
these epithets will apply; but here is an act-of the 
Opposition itself, which places the leaders.in a | 
position to choose between. a confession of abso- | 
lute incapacity to manage. the public affairs, or of 
a deliberate design to bankrupt the Treasury and 
the banks. No, Mr. President, the Jackson Ad- 
ministration was not ignorant, was not reckless, 
was not incompetent; and to hurl such epithets.at 
that Administration, is to hurl them atthe people, 


to ine that it was amazing, incomprehensible, and i 
almost incredible that any person could avoid see- 
ingthe same. Yet this is the measure, the loss of | 
which we are called upon to deplore! This isthe | 
measure, the patriotic resistance of which, by 
General Jackson, is denounced as an act of tyran- 
ny! This is the measure, then believed to be irre- 
sistibly popular, now known to be heartily con- 
demned by every considerate man! This is the 
measure before which General Jackson, and all its 
opponents were expected to be prostrated; (and 
before which they were willing to have been pros- 
trated if such had been the penalty of adherence 
to their principles;) this ia the measure which, like | 
the consular distributions of grain, and money, 
and public lands, among the voters. in the degen- 
erate days of the Roman Republic, was expected 
to purchase the suffrages- of all the people? Gen- 
eral Jackson and his friends, mysel 


è 
i 
f one of them, ii 


by whom that Administration was created and-has 
been sustained. To attack that. Administration, 
| approved as it was in the triumphant second elec- 
ition of General Jackson, and in the triumphant 


y of the people for self-government! It is to at- 
tack the elective principle of our Constitution, and ! 
to say that that principle ought to be abolished, 
and an hereditary ruler given as a guardian to 
those who were so incompetent to choose their 
own Chief Magistrate. No,sir! Great are the 
services which General Jackson has rendered to 
his country—great in the field—still greater in the 
Cabinet. His civil administration was a contin- 
ued series of patriotic exertions, the emanation 
no less of a heroic soul, than of a sagacious head, 
and a patriot heart, None but a hero could have 


(| 


lection of his successor, Is to attack the capaci- į; 


acted the part, in civil affairs, which he did. 
Above all men who have lived in cur eventful 


| policy. 
| of his numerous, brilliant, and successful amelio- 


times, a single individual, perhaps, alone ex- 
cepted, he will be stamped the hero-statesman of 
theage. Ihave heretofore endeavored to do some 
justice to his various, transcendant, and victorious 
i have endeavored to present some views 


Jations at home, and negotiations abroad. | have 
endeavored to present him as posterity will view 
him, covered, illustrated, irradiated with every 
species of glory, and above all with the glory of 


| usefulness—with the glory of having improved 


the condition, bettered the circumstances, ad- 
vanced the fortune, and personally benefited 
every industrious inhabitant which. the country 
contains: : E have endeavored to do-this; and 4 
appeal. to the present unparalleled, unrivaled, un- 


| precedented, unexampled, universal, pervading, 


and. exulting prosperity of the country for the 
truth and fidelity of the pictures which I have 


| endeavored to draw. 


It is not my intention to repeat, on the present 
occasion, what | have heretofore delivered on this 
subject; but there is one point which, though here- 
tofore mentioned, has never been presented with 
the fulness, individuality, and development which 
its importance and magnitude deserves. I allude 
to our cotton production and. its influence upon 
the wealth and industry of every portion of thig 
extended Union, and thepartwhich General. Jack- 
son has acted in bringing. that production to what 
it nowis,and to what it must be. What was the 
extent of our cotton-growing territory before the 
victorious arms of General Jackson acquired for 
us the vast region of the South and Southwest ? 
it wasa part of South Carolina, a part of Geor- 
ia, some slips. in North ‘Carolina, Tennessee, 
ississippi, and Louisiana. What:is it now? It 


| is all Florida, all Georgia, all Alabama, all Missis- 


sippi, ail Louisiana, all Arkansas, ‘South Carolina, 
apart of North. Carolina, a third of Tennessee, 
and a slip in Missouri.: In territorial extent our 
cotton-growing region has been increased more 
than tenfold by the victorious arma of General 
Jackson over the southern Indians, and by his 
still more victorious policy over the political allies 
of those Indians, their federal allies, whose struggle 
it was to retain them in-the southern States to 


merchants, throughout the whole extent. of our 
coast, from New. Orleans to New York, all bot- 
toming their largest. operations upon the cotton of 
the South. Look tothe manufacturing industry 
of the whole northeast, of which Massachusetts 
may betaken as an example; and as the highest 
pattern; manufactures of leather, cotton, wool, 
iron, brass, tin, wood, glass, stone, &c., the grand 
aggregate of which, in all-the northeast, may be 
judged of ‘from the annual product of near ninety 
milhons of dollars for Massachusetts alone; and a 
goodly proportion of the whole of which finds its 
market in the same cotton-growing region. Cross- 
ing the Alleghany mountains, and descending 
upon the western waters, see twelve millions of 
manufactured articles, the product of the industry 
of three or four miles square at the confluence of 
the Alleghany and Monongahela; see these twelve 


1839.) 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


53 


25¢H Cone....3p SESS 


millions annually going off from Pittsburg, and 
the largest part going to the cotton planters of the 
South; while many other towns and villages of the 
West, on a smaller scale, emulate the meritorious 
example of “ the Birmingham of tke West.” Then 
see the agricultural States of the Great Valley. 
See Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Missouri, 
with their vast productions of grain, and their in- 
numerable herds and flock, all finding their richest 
market in the sameregion. Turning to the Middle 
States, where the value of labor, fór a long time, 


has been sò much reduced, we see that value in | 


Virginia, Maryland, North Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee, has found a vast augmentation from the 
cultivation: 6f cotton. So that in every part of 
this‘extended Confederacy,and over every species 
of créative industry, the augmented cultivation of 
cotton, the fruit of General Jackson’s military 
achievements and civil policy has extended its 
benefits and shed its benign influences. The 
North, the East, the West, and the middle States 
-the cities and the country—agriculture, manu- 
factures, and commerce—all, all find employment 
for their industry, and rich rewards for their skill 
and labor in that perennial fountain of national 
wealth—the cotton-growing region of the South— 
which, while it showers. gold upon all others, is 
itself largely deprived of its own advantages by 
illugive systems of political eeonomy—a system 
which léadsit to purchase everything by the paper- 
money standard of the United States, while it 
selis the only article it produces by the hard-money 
standard of Europe! Every part. of this Union 
feels the beneficent effects of the cotton crops; and 


no part feels it more than the agricultural region | 


of Kentucky, and the manufacturing districts of 
Massachusetts. I have lately traveled in Ken- 
tucky, and speak from the knowledge of my own 
senses. I have lately received an authentic re- 
tún ofthe annual manufactures of Massachusetts, 
and speak upon unimpeachable authority. 
tucky and Massactiusetts are the two States of 
this Union which have profited most by the mili- 
tary. Victories and thecivil administration of Gen- 


eral Jackson; they. are the two States of this | 


Union which Owe most to his arms and to his 
policy; ‘they are the two States of this Union 
which‘should be bound to him by the strongest 


ties of gratitude and ‘affection, The agriculturist | 


of Kentucky is now on the high road to wealth; 
his prosperity reposes upon a solid and impérish- 
able basis. His cattle; his mules; his horses, his 


Ken- |! 
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in conjunction with those enumerated: to -EIGHTY- 
six millions of dollars per annum. From all these 
she sends a part to the cotton grower, and doubt- 
less gets a better part of the crop than the grower 
himself receives; an adyantage which tis- the fair 
and legitimate fruit of industry, conducted by, 
skill, guarded by economy, and diversified by en- 
terprise. It was the last year of President Jack- 
son’s administration—the year ending the 31st 
day of March, 1837—which presented this mag- 
nificent result of Massachusetts manufacturing 
‘industry. I say manufacturing—for the proceeds 
i: of her commerce and agriculture are not included 
| —and this grand result will. forever stand as a 
proof of the prosperity of the country under the 
sagacious policy of that illustrious statesman. 


eulogy upon General Jackson. The time is com- 
ing when history, and poetry, and sculpture, and 
painting, and the living voices of endless genèra- 
tions will do him that service. I make no general 


from, one example, the beneficent nature of his 
policy, and the universality of its happy influence 
| upon all parts-of our country, and upon all the 
| pursuits of its industry. I have spoken to a single 
point, arid have not exhausted that one, for to this 
samie cottoh region we- sre indebted for. thé hun- 
dred’ millions of gold and -silver which- has sus- 
tained the country and the Government in the late 
shock, and which hereafter are to render the peo- 
ple independent of the rise and fall. of. banks, and 
safe from the’ shocks and explosions of the paper 
system. What I have said has been forced out of 
ii me by attacks, as wanton as they are incessant, 
il upon the hero-patriot who is entitled to repose, 
ji now that he has withdrawn from the world and 
given an example of the manner in which an ex- 
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life. 
| On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, the ques- 


|| to take it first on the recommittal, and secondly on 
the instructions. 


nays were as follows: ‘ 


¥YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of 
Kentucky, Clayton,..Crittenden, Daxis,..Foster, 
; Knight; McKean, Merrick, Morris, Niles, Pierce, 
| Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Rug- 
; gles, Smith of Indiana, Strange, Swift, and Wil- 
| lams. of. Maine—23. i 

` NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Clay 
of Alabama, Fulton, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lump- 
kin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Norvell, Robinson, 
: Smith of Connecticut, Tipton, Walker, Williams 
of Mississippi, Wright, and Young—20, 
Previous to the vote being taken on the question 


i —26. 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Fulton,. King, Linn, 
li Lumpkin, Mouton, Norvell, Robinson, Smith-of 


‘| Connecticut, Tipton, Williams of Mississippi, 
i Wright, and Young—17... - : : 


| And the Senate adjourned.” 


The question being on the following amend- 
ent, reported by the Committee on the Public 
| Lands, in conformity the instructions of the 
l Senate, when the bill was recommitted: 


Sir, it was no part of my intention to make aj 


eulogy. I have spoken toa single point, to show | 


| President of the United States should spend the jj 
i, evening of his days, and close up the career of his | 


tion on Mr. CLay’s proposition was divided, so as | 


| On the question of recommitment, the yeas and 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Cal- | 


“Sec. 2. ind be it further. enacted, That: the 
‘right of entry at the:prices veduced by the fore- 
‘ going section, shall. be. limited to thece-wha-are 
‘now, or who may hereafter become, actual set- 
t tlers; and the person applying to make any.such 
| f entry, under this act, shall file an affidavit, uider 
‘such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
t may prescribe, that such applicantis, at the time; 
tor intends; in .good faith, to-become, an actual 
‘settler on the land proposed te be. entered, oF 
‘ some part thereof, [or that heowns and cultivates 
‘adjoining lands;] and that such applicant makes 
‘the entry in his own name, for hig own benefity 
‘and not in trust for another.” | ; 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
amendment, by inserting the worås-or tt who may 
own contiguovs adjoining land;’’.so as to extend 
i the benefits of the bill to persons who arè now 
|i settled on and are cultivating farma of their-own, 
| Mr C. said that the object of this amendment 
f 
i 


| was so apparent that he would. not occupy any 
more of the time of the Senate in explaining it. 
The amendment reported by the committee, under 
‘| the instruction of the Senate, went to. limit the 
li operations of the act to: actual settlers..only, ,or 
| those who might give evidence of their Intention 
to become so... The committee thought it, proper 
that the benefits of it should.be extended to. those 
who are cultivating farms of their own, and whe 
| might wish to purchase tracts adjoining to them, 
it was well known to all the gentlemen.of,tha new 
States that, in a variety of instances, there were 
settlers who. had entered not more land than.was 
barely sufficient for their cultivations intending at 
a future period to purchase more for. the various 
uses of a farm, such as. timber, -pasturage, uc. 
Now the. question was, shall. persons. thug; situs 
| ated be cut off from the benefits of this bill, even 
where they owned so small a quantity of land as 
forty acres, while every individual: in the, old 
States had the privilege of purchasing. at the re- 
duced price six hundred and forty acres, with the 
|! condition only of settling on it. And inasmuch 
as the provisions of this bill limited the.quantity 
to be entered, the committee could see no such 
danger from monopoly or speculation .as-bad been 
intimated on that floor. : bg, HE eh 
Mr. CLAY,.of Kentucky, without intending 
any disrespect to the committee, thought. their re- 
port was not in conformity with the instructions 
of the Senate. The jnstructions. contained. two 
specific restrictions: the first was.to.limit the pro- 
| visiona. of the bill to the. actual settler, and the 
second was to, limit the quantity. hough, the 
number of acres was Jeft. blank in the: instruc: 
tions, he expecied that the committee. would, have 
filled it. .Now,,.when-a.bill.is.eent.to a committee 
with specific instructions, he thought. they: were 
bound to conform ‘strictly to them, and. so to: re- 
model the bill as that the intention of the instruc- 
tions shall be fulfilled; but, in. the present instance, 
the committee have not confined. themselves to this 
: duty, but have recommended an extension of the 
| benefits to another class. Now he had no objec- 
ition to any individual member of the committee 
' offering this amendment, but. he did object,to ite 
| being. brought before: the body. with the official 
‘| weight and sanction of the..committee in favor of 
‘its adoption. Fe said that much.as.tothe man- 
|! ner in which. the. proposition was brought for- 
ward, and he would.. now say a few. words. in 
| relation. to its merits, i g 
|. Mr.C. thought there was no difficulty to pre- 
| vent the owner of a farm to purchase the waste 
i lands contiguous to it at $1 25 per acre; and he 
|| thought if any rich landed proprietors wished to 
|| add section. after section to their almost unbounded 
; possessions, let. them do it, but let it be at the 
| Government price. Now what is to be the effect 
| of the amendment proposed by the committee?..It 
jis that, any farmer or planter in the new. States 
i will be enabled. to purchase land at the reduced 
: prices; while the. citizens of the old States would 
| be precluded from doing so. How: can. the Sen- 
| ators from the old States support this. invidious 
| discrimination?. Eiow can the. Senators from 


| Pennsylvania and. Virginia do so—he alluded 
li more particularly to Virginia, as she. had be- 
|| stowed the most princely gift: that. was ever be- 
|| stowed by one Government upon anothers, Where 
itis the authority in law, constitution, justice, or 
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noné, ahd he thought that none ‘existed. 
“Mr. C. said if we werecompelled to act on this 
subject at the present time, he was for restricting | 
the operations of the bill as much as possible. But | 
he thought it very unwise at this session to legis- 
late at all upon this subject, for reasons he had 
given ata former day; but if we are to-act, let us 
conform to the sense of the Senate as expressed 
iù their instructions, ‘The Senate, by their vote | 
on that question, declared its intention to be to 
miit the advantages of the bill to actual settlers. 
He was for sustaining'‘that declaration, and trusted 
there would be no enlargement of its provisions. 
"After the question was taken on the recommit- 
ment, and decided in the affirmative, an appeal was 
made by ‘different Senators to the mover [Mr. 
Cirat, of Kentucky} to withdraw the call for the 
Yeas and pays on the instructions to confine ‘the ; 


‘Mr. C concluded with some ‘remarks in’ reply 


the settlem 
lands: ers . we 

Mr. ROANE said, that throughout the whole 
discussion of this interesting ‘subject, during the 
last session of Congress, he had. contented him- 
self with giving a silent vote against a bill similar 
to that now under consideration. “Heshould have 
pursued the samie course on the present occasion, 
but for the remarks which have’ fallen from 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Waker.) He rose to repel the idea that Vir 
| ginia, in any part of her conduct, past or present, 
| has ever manifested the slightest jealousy towards 
| the new States, or the possibility that such a feel- 
| ing can exist. He would furthermore inform that 
i Senator, that whatever he might think of the de- 
| sire of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] to 
‘excite the jealousy of the old States, especially 
| Pirginia, against the new ones, that it is far above 


ent enhanced the value of the remaining 


—v 


ee ‘the ‘bill to actual settlers, to which 
ie asselited. ae : 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, objected; he said he | 
Had ` voted to‘recommit the bill, but it was with a | 
knowledge that the question upon the instructions | 
was’ stih pending; without the instructions he | 
could not have given that vote. He nowrequired | 
that the yeaa and nays shall be put upon the Jour- | 
nals that it may be seen who are the friends of the 
uctual settler in preference to the speculator. His | 
Previous vote would then be fully explained. He 
went for graduation; but he wished the benefit of 
the reduced price to inure to the actual settler. 
Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, was not aware that 


he exhibited’ this morning anything like the bold: || 
i 


pess: which bad: been attributed to him by’ the 
Senator from Mississippi. It was a‘ quality of 
which he never boasted, and of which he did not | 


believe he was particularly deficient. The" bold- || 


ness which he exhibited, according to the Senator 
from, Mississippi, was an attempt to array the old 
States against the new, and to contrast their pop- | 
ulation. Now, if there had been an. attempt to | 
discriminate between the old and new States, it | 
was the ‘amendment brought in by the Senator | 
from Mississippi and his colléague on the com- 
mittee; and even admitting that there had been 
an’ extraordinary degree of boldness, it was not | 
exhibited till it was necessary to speak the truth. | 
What was the proposition of the Senator from 
Mississippi? It was to disfranchise the old States; 


| the power of that eloquent Senator, even if he dè- 
| sired so to do, (which I am sure he does not,). or 


| of any mortal man, to excite such a feeling. Vir- | 
| ginia jealous of the new States! Why, sir, they | 


| are the flesh of her flesh, and blood ‘of her blood. 
| There has been no earthly cause for jealousy; 
| there never can be any. ‘It has always been her 
| high pride to have contributed as much as she 
| has done towards their birth and their growth. 
| As long as the hardy and enterprising sons of 
Virginia left her barren or her exhausted soil, 
and for a moderate price purchased public land as 
rich as the banks of the Nile, their mother State 
had no other feeling than that of the gratification 


j and pleasure at knowing, that whilst in the far! 


| West they had greatly bettered their own condition, 
| they had, at the same time, contributed largely to 

the productive labor of the nation, and the best 
i interests of all the States, for which she had made 
| so many generous sacrifices, and for which only 
was the land ceded by her to the United States. 
She has had cause,sir, to enjoy more than this 
ordinary share of parental pleasure. Whilst 
| looking through your legislative, executive, and 
| judicial hails, in all time past and present, she 
i has felt her bosom throb with pride and joy, at 


and Territories to which they had migrated, sit 
| ting on their benches, and distinguished for their 
talents and their patriotism. Away, then, with 


to cut off from the privileges of thig bill the thirteen 
old States who established our ‘independence, in | 
favor of the occupants in the new States. The | 
object of the Senate, on a former occasion, was'to | 
restrict the settlements to emigrants from all the i! 
States; but, not content with that restriction, it | 
was proposed to extend the privilege to owners || 
of lands in the large States, who have been settled || 
for years; to make grants to them at the expense : 
of the freeholders of Virginia, Pennsylvania, and | 
the other old States. eee | 
“Myr. C. denied that he had attempted to array l 
the old States against the new. 


It was the gentle- || 
men who repelled every attempt to make this 
common property conducive to the common benefit f 

t 


Ji 
~—-who ‘seek, in the way of graduation and pre- |! 
emption laws, to secure exclusive privileges for 
their own States; and the moment a proposition 
Was made to render the benefits from this common | 
property common, the answer was: ‘Oh, no! that |: 
is injurious to the new States.” Mr. C. said that | 
ho part of his policy ever looked to a single sec- |; 
thon. His-object had been to seek the good of the |! 
whole, ` ji 

But the Senator from Mississippi tells us that if || 
there has been a discrimination, it was made by 
me in the proposition to limit the right to pur- |: 
chase to actual settlers, at the reduced price. This | 
he denied. His proposition: applied to all the 
johabitants of all the States who chose to emigrate || 
‘and seule down on the public lands. His propo- į 
sition was not limited to any part of the Union. | 
it was offered to all the poor ‘and indigent in all |! 
quarters of the Union. In regard to the resident |’ 
proprietors in the new States, in ninety-nine cases | 
out of a hundred, they had made enough out of 
the Government. In Ilinois, Indiana, and Ohio, 
immense fortunes had been made by the entry of 
lands after they had been five years in the market, | 
and their suusequent sale. 


i] 


i benefit of all the States. 


| common fund” been disposed of? I wil 


| As Jong 


the idea of the jealousy of Virginia of the growth 


West. As well might you talk about the jealousy 
of the home bee, of the sedulous laborers who 
range abroad, and return loaded with honey ex- 
tracted from every flower of the forest, for the 
common benefit of the whole hive. As well might 
you talk of a jealousy of our hardy tars, who 


drive our noble merchantmen into every sea, and | 


return to our ports freighted with the rich products 
of every clime, Sir, I oppose this bill, not from 
any feeling of jealousy, but because I do most 
conscientiously think it illegal and unjust. The 
Jand to which it relates was ceded for the common 
Here, sir, are the very 
words of the grant made by Virginia; and if the 


draughtsman of those articles of cession could have | 
|| foreseen a purpose to divert these lands from the | 


objects in contemplation, he could not have used 
stronger language. After making certain reser- 
vations, the articles of cession say, that all the 
remaining land ‘* shall be considered as a common 
‘fund for the use and benefit of such of the United 
€ States as have become or shall become members of the 
‘ Confederation or Federal alliance of the said States, 
‘ Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respect- 
‘ ive proportions in the general charge and expend- 
‘iture, and shall be faithfully and bone fide disposed 

of for that purpose; and for no other use or pur- 
‘nose whatsoever.” These, sir, are the terms of 
the cession. . Can words be stronger?—can lan- 
guage be plainer than this? But, sir, how has this 
l not 


now dwell upon the millions of acres which have 


| been diverted from it to private and local purposes. | 


g, sir, as people would cross the Atlantic 


ocean, and buy the public lands at the very low ` 
price always demanded for them, the public good | 
i was greatly advanced, because we were, by that 
i process, supplied with one of our 


greatest wants— 


| to the argument of Mr. Smita, of Indiana, that |! 


| seeing her enterprising sons, from all the States |; 


| and prosperity of her daughters and sisters of the | 


free and voluntary emigration to the fertile lands 
| of the West conunue ull Virginia should become 
a deserted wilderness, there could be no just cause 
of complaint. What I do complain of is this, that 
a sponge should be applied to her surface, to take 
up from it every remaining soul, and to squeeze 
them out upon the ‘refuse lands,” the pine bar- 
rens, and sand hills of the new States. That when 
there is no more public land worth cultivating left 
in the new States, a bounty should be offered-to 
the inhabitants of the old ones to come and settle on 
their. ‘refuse jands.” But, Mr. President, 1 see 
that this bill takes care to permit all persons own- 
ing lands adjacent to the public lands, as well as 
the actual settler, to purchase a section (six hun- 
dred and forty acres) at the reduced price of seven- 
ty-five cents an acre, and goes on most carefully 
to provide, that after having purchased those six 
i hundred and forty acres at that price, they may 
i| be at liberty to putchase as much more’as they 
| may choose, at the present Government price of 
| $L 25 per acre; and, sir, it is not hazarding much 
| to say that land that is not worth $1 25, is not 
worth seventy-five cents. The effect of this bill, 
if it passes, will be to enable the landholders con- 
į uguous to the public lands, to enlarge greatly 
|| their domains, at a very reduced price. It is an 
old saying, that poor land is nota safe friend, but 
an excellent neighbor. Sir, who that has a fertile 
tract of land which he wishes to, bring into fult 
cultivation, does not know the value of poor ĉon- 
tiguous lands? He can well afford to pay a good 
price for them, whether his object be to keep off 
bad neighbors, to obtain water, fuel, timber,range, 
: minerals, or anything else; even, sir, to swell hig 
acres, and gratify his pride by enlarging his do- 
main. In every possible view which I can take 
| of this subject, not omitting that contained in thé 
report of the Committee on Finance, and the ac- 
companying letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury, which I have carefully read, Y am constrained 
to vote against the amendment, and against the 
bill; and in so doing, I declare again, that I have 
no other interest or feeling than a settled convic- 
tion that they are in violation of law, justice, and 
| equity. : he : 
i Mr. Presi 
t 

i 


dent, I cannot resume my seat without 
expressing my sincere wish that this whole sub- 
| ject could, in some manner satisfactory and just to 
| all, be withdrawn from the scope of our legisla- 

tion. It is a delicate, intricate, and important 
| subject. lt is every day becoming more and more 
; unpleasant; and sooner than that, which was in- 
|| tended by our forefathers as a bond of cement, 
i and a fund of wealth to us all, should becomea 
|| bitter apple of discord among friendsand brethren, 
|| I for oneam willing to vote for any measure which 
H the united wisdom, justice, and patriotism of Con- 
i; gress may devise, to dispose, finally and forever of 
|| this subject, as one of national legislation. I would 
| do this not because I have any material objection 
ʻi to our land system, but, sir, E would do it for 
ii peace, harmony, and friendship. But, Mr. Presi- 
| dent, until some such measure shall be adopted, I 
_never will, whilst I retain a seat here, vote for 
‘Jaws in regard to this subject which neither my 
i understanding nor my conscience can sanction. 


| 
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On motion of Mr. Grit 
adjourned. f 


Tonspar, January 8 1839. >. ; 

‘Phe bill for the graduation and’ reduction of the 
rice of the publie lands came up as the special | 
order, the ‘question being of the amendment of 
Mr. Cray, of Alabama; proposing to extend the | 
privilege of purchasing at the reduced prices to | 


contiguous landholders, to the’ amendment pro- 


posed by the Committee on the Public Lands, | 
under the instructions óf the Senate when the re- 
commitment was ordered, ` 7 : 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, who was entitled to. the | 
floor, addressed the Senate at length in opposition | 
to the.bill. - Fle thought that it. was a- premature | 
measure. It proposed. to reduce the, price of | 
refuse lands, but it would operate on all the pub- 
lic lands in market. There are upwards of sev- 
enty-one millions of acres now in market, and it 
is computed that not more than. three millions of 
acres are annually required.for setement, How. 
can these be called refuse lands, when there is 
twenty, times.the quantity. brought into. market 
Abat there is a demand for, He. thought that its 
principal tendency would be, to, excitespeculation 
m, the. public lands: A few. years since, there 
were, $20,000,000. invested, when. the lands were 
held.at $1 25 per.acre,and this ampunt would be 
greatly exceeded were. they reduced,.to seventy- 
five. cents. . By. the provisions of. the. bill, the 
richest landholder would be placed upon an equal 
footing with the: poorest. occupant, which he 
could not. assent to. He was also opposed to the | 
bill on account of the discrimination made be- | 
tween citizens of the dfferent States; he thought | 
it invidious and unjust. ‘Phe public lands are | 
as much the property of Kentucky or Massa- | 
chusetts as of the States in. which they. are | 
situated, They are the common property of all | 
the States, of this Union, and we are merely trus- | 
tees to manage it for the public benefit. : He | 
knew.of no reason why a landholder in Alabama 
or Arkansas should have an exclusive privilege of | 

yurchasing at a reduced rate. more than. a land- 
Polder ‘in. Kentucky or. Virginia, „Mr. ©. went 


to contradict the assertion, On, the contrary, he | 


States should ask Congress. for a donation of five | 


internal improvement, and that. a bill for that par- | 


and enlarge on the many advantages that would | 


generous.and ‘just with the course pursued by the 
advocates of the measure before the Senate.. We 
have-already-dealt, liberally, very liberally, with 
the. new States, and, haye.made large. donations to 
them for educational and. other purposes, He 
trusted. that the. proposition of giving these lands 
away to citizens of the new States. at twenty-five 
or fifty cents per acre Jess than to citizens of other 
portions of the Union would not be acceded to. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Illinois, said,.(in-repiy to Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, of Kentucky-:) [ rise not, Mr, Presi- 
dent,: for any purpose of crimination or recrim- 


| 


|| gether, “ solitary 


| ination, or to impugn the motives of any,.on this 


or the other side of the Chamber, much less inten- 
tionally: to misrepresent. what may have been said 
by honorable. Senators. here, in relation to this all- 


absorbing subject of the public lands, of, which | 


we have heard so much at the past and present 
session of Congress. f have no, feelings of ill. will 
to gratify—no. personal dislikes to induce an un- 
kind expression towards any Senator who may 
have taken part in these discussions; but | desire, 
as a.duty I oweto the people I represent, to defend 
them. against unjust animadversion, and to. put 
some things right in relation to the debate of the 
last and the present session, that they may know 


and judge for. themselves who has, and who has |, 
not been misrepresented in respect to these de- | 
bates, and the course which has been adopted and |' 
acted upon by hénorable Senators here in .oppo- |! 
sition to the leading measures, which, whether |; 


well or ill directed, have from time to -time been 


| brought forward to facilitate the settlement, and 
expedite the growth of that interesting section of | 
the country which stretches along the immense 


valley.of the West. Much has. been. said, Mr: 


President, in the progress of the debate now going | 


on, relative.to the attitude assumed by ‘the able 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr..Cray,} in reference 
to. the. inhabitants .of the new, States, who have 
settled-upon the public lands; and as his honor- 
able colleague {Mr. CrirrenpeNn} has undertaken 
his defence against. the charge of hostility.to the 
West, denies that there is proof-to. sustain the ac- 
clisation, and says that his colleague has,been 
misrepresented by those who are determined to 
have him, nolens volens an enemy to the newStates, 
I will attempt to show, that although language 
may have been attributed to him which he did not 
use, someof which | have myself seen in the pub- 
lic prints, that still enough and more than enough 
remains to sustain all the material allegations that 
have been urged against him. : 

The Senator [Mr. Crirrenpen] asks, why it is 
that. his. colleague. [Mr. Cray} has, alone-of all 
others, been singled out as the object of vitupera- 
tion by the-friends of this measure; why.the whole 
fountain of Bitter waters bas been poured out upon 
his devated head; and why itis: that he alone-is 


to. be offered. up asa sacrifice upon -the altar.of 


western interests, for having done what he. con- 
ceived. to. be his duty in respect. to the greater in- 
terests of the whole Union. Sir, if the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr.:Ciay] stands conspicuous 
ag the object of attack in this debate, I would ask 
his honorable colleague, (Mr. Crirrenpens] who 


placed him in that.condition? Has he not, above ; 
all others, at all times, and upon. all occasions, i 


when the subject of the public lands has been the 
topic of discussion, taken the lead in denouncing 
these lawless intrusions upon the public domain, as 
he is pleased to term them? 
to use his own expression, battled it for days to- 

> if not “Salone,” against our 
preémption and graduation bills, when scarcely a 


man of his party would venture to the rescue? | 
These things considered, Mr. President, and how || i ate Wa re GEN ý 
li States, who arè, perhaps, justly obnoxious. to the 
i 


can. it.be matter cf wonder or surprise to the Sen- 
ator [Mr. CRITTENDEN] that his colleague should 
be. met by the Senators from, the new Siates, upon 
the ground he himself has seen fit to occupy,.so 
far. in advance of his-associates, as to have. left 
them almost entirely. out of sight. behind him. 


Mr. President, during the progress of the debate | 


on the preémption bill at -the last session of Cons 
gress, the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mrs 
Cuar] indulged. in expressions towards the settlers 
of the new States who had.gone uponythe pubiic 


lands forthe purpose of procuring homes for them- |; 


selves and families, which,.in my opinion, they 


did not, deserve; and as- they. were repeated on j 
more.than one occasion during the:course of that |! p 


protracted debate with the utmost deliberation, i 
took note of some of them at the -time that they 
were uttered, in. the. precise terms employed by 


the speaker as J-understood him; and as 1 wish | 
to recur to. these expressions, for. the. purpose of; 
showing. how far, in this respect, the honorable || 
Senator (Mr. Cray] may or-may not-have been | 


misrepresented, as is supposed bybis honorable |: 


‘| sales in the manner. prescribed by. law, 


Has he not, in fact, | 


| judge whether we of the new. States, or the, hone 
|| orable Senator’s colleague, has had, the most cause 
to complain of misrepresentation, “The honorable 
Senator [Mr. Cray] said, when discussing the 
merits of the preémption bill, and, of those whe 
were to be benefited by its provisions, in the de- 
bate of the 27ih of January last, according to my 
memorandum, that he knew df no law or principle 
of propriety, which authorized us to give away 
the public Jands asa bounty to the poor; as a 
bounty fora violation of the law; that he viewed 
'it(the preémption bill) as. a license toa set of 
i lawless intruders to go upon the publie,domain, 
| and prevent its sale in the manner prescribéd, by 
law; that he looked upon the whole. system of 
preémptions as a system of boundless, heart! 
scandalous, fraudulent speculation; that it w 
Tull of fraud, abominable, execrable fraud; a sya- 


ernment. f T Ae eas Po Gk 
Such, Mr. President, are some öf the e 

i sions in which the Senator from Kent 

Ċuay] indulged ‘at ‘the Jate session < 
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| the terms supposed to have been employed; but 
the inferences drawn were, nevertheless, in most 
instances, correct logical deductions from’ the 
premises, as admitted to have been stated in, the 
debate. AS, for example, the Senator did not say _ 
in so many, words that the settlers. upon the pub- 
| lic lands were pirates, but he did say that they 
| might, with equal propriety, have seized, upon 
f our-ships upon the ocean, and hold them against 
i thé lawful ‘right of thé nation, as thus to seize 
| upon the public lands, and defeat, by unlawful 
| combinations, a, just competition at the public 
| And 
hat 


| what is this but a charge of piracy? Ang 
: else isa man who commits an overt act o 
| Sdch_as the Senator has. described, but apt ? 
He did not, say that they were robbers, but he 
; characterized them as, robbers, by assimilating 
i their supposed offenses to a seizure of the public 
! foris and arsenals—to a plundering of the publie 
| Treasury; and what is this but robbery or. lar» 
ceny, according to the circumstance of force or no 
force, in despoiling the Govern: wnt of its prope 
erty? f i hh, ARY 
Mr. President, we have a class of speculators I 
could mention, who are well known in. the new 


| Senator’s charge of piracy. but they are not the 
| preémptioners, or the-squatters on: the public 
‘lands, who have gone there. without. injury. to 
| any one, for the purpose of providing homes-for 
‘| themselves and children, and who expect to pay 
|! a reasonable. price for them as.soon as they are 
| brought.into the market. : No, siry itis an antag- 
onist: interest. “he, land pirates { speak of are 
certain gentlemen. who make. it their trade ‘to go 
‘about the country seeking whom they, may de- 
: your—-whio, visit this city,;.and the other cities of 
i the Union, purchasing up adverse claims to land 
i at a cheap rate, long since abandoned, ahd sup- 
josed to. be-warthless by their holdera—buying 
| up old, musty patents, for ten or twenty dollars 
: each, to lands that have been sold for taxes many 
years ago, and long since passed redemption; ay, 
dealing in all sorts of claims, which. have color 
enough to alarm the fears of the bona. fide settler, 
and force him, however reluctantly, to the alter- 
native of an unjust compromise, or. that which is 
infinitely worse,-a course. of ryindus_Htigation. 


colleague, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] Iwill refer to them |, Yes, Mr. President, in this way stripping the 


as. 


È took them down, and leave the. Senate to || honest settler of his hard earnings, ax 
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iheir deformities to the Senate and the peoplé. On 


the 97th of January, 1838, the Svnate resumed; às 
5 mmittee of the Whole, the bill'to grant pre- 


tion rightsto settlers on the publiclands. The 
Hoporable Senator from Maryland [Mr. Mennicx] 
Proposed, ag an ameéndment.to the bill, the follow- 
ing proviso: ‘Provided, That the right of pré- 
‘emption granted by this act, or the act hereby 
‘yevived, shall not accrue’ to any other persons 
‘than those who were, on the Ist day of Decem- 
“ber, 1837, ‘citizens’ of the United States; and 


‘such citizenship shall in all cases be established | 


“by Tegal and competent testimony, to the’ satis- 
‘faction of the register and receiver of ‘the land 
“district in which the lands may lie, prior to any 
« entry thereof by virtue’ of the provisions of this 
fact. : 

` “On the yeas‘and nays being demanded by the 
Senator from ‘Missouri, (Mr. Beyron,] the fol- 
Towing’ was the vote: : 
“For the amendment: Messrs. Bayard, Clay 
‘of Kentucky, Clayton, Crittenden, Knight, Mer 
i Pres 


‘rick, Prentiss, Preston, Rives,” Robbins, Smith 
“of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Tallmadge, and 
#Tipton I5 0 O noo 5 si 7 ei 


te Against it: Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, 
‘Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Cuth- 
“Bert, Fulton, Grundy, Hubbard, King, Linn, 
* Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Nor- 
“vell, Piekce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Walker; 
“Webster, White, Williams, Wright, and 
«Young—28.9 7 

_, Here, Mr, President, was à proposition to limit 
the benéfits of the bill to native and naturalized 


citizens, to the exclusion’ of those who were for- | 


signers but Not naturalized; an attempt at a lim- 
itation in out land sales “hitherto unknown under 
the different pretmption laws passed for the benefit 
of the citizens of the riew States, which, in my 
judgment, was’ both ‘invidious and unjust. And 
for thia the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Crary] 
voted.” Is this not hostility to the West 2 I, sir, 
Will never consent to this distinction, Foreigners, 
Mr. “Président, are required by the constitution 


| it met with-a signal rebuke in the 


f 


1i ©Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robbins, Rug- 


i| settled upon lands, which afterwards, on investi: 


‘the | 
t agsignées, by ‘will -or otherwise, and; 
after six “months residence, (having become in- 
habitants’ of the State,) to vote at ‘all ‘elections; 
and this, bir, before-naturalization: - Thé digcrim- 
ination’ attempted, so’ far, at least, as ‘THinois ig 
| concerned, was odious and unjust; and being wn- 
just, I, as an‘Illinoian, could not have doné other- 
| wise than to have opposed it as I did.“ Ahd; sit, 
finale, in thë 


i Heavy vote that was cast against it. ; 
| Fhe Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray} then 
|| proposed “himself to’ amend the ‘bill, ‘by adding 
théréto the folowing section: © 8) 8) OE 
| See. 2. nd be tt further enacted, That all sët 
| tleménts:upon the public Jands subsequent to the 
| ¢18e-day of December;' 1837; shall be, and arë 
| thereby, strictly prohibited; and _the‘Presidént 
| “shall be, and hereby is, authorized and required 
‘to cause all persons who may settle‘on the pub- 
‘lic lands subsequent to the day aforesaid’ to-be 
‘removed therefrom.” -: 2 oe a eee 

On the yeas and nays being ordered on the de- 
mand of the Senator from Kentucky, [{Mr, Cuar;} 
| the following was the vote: -` 
i For the honorable Senator’s amendment: 
“Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay: of Kentucky, 
‘Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Knight; Merrick; 


t gles, Smith of ‘Inidiatia, Southard, Spence, Taht- 
| §madge; Tipton, Webster, and W hite—21, 

‘Against “it: Messrs. Allen, Benton; ‘Brown; 
‘Buchanan; Clay of Alabama,’ Cuthbert, Palton; 
Grundy; Hubbard, Linn, Lumpkin; Lyon; Mou: 
ston} Nicholas, Nités; Norvell, Pierce, Robinson, 
‘ Sevier, Walker, Williams, Wright;and Young- 
es ta PBN gs Rem R ES EE Pepe ee 


Fere; ‘sit, was a distinct propoaition; not only 
strictly ‘prohibiting all settlements apon the public 
| lands after the Ist day of Decem er; 1837, ‘but 
fequiring the President to cause such persons-as 
might go upon’ them, to be forthwith removed, by 
amilitary force, I prestime, if necessary: — Is thie 
not‘hostility tothe West?. Sir, shall it be said to 
the hew States, now rine in number, in this great 
Confederacy of twenty-six-independent sovereign- 
į ties, that the lands within their limits shall not be | 
settled until the pleasure of the old: States, how= 

ever long withheld} and that if our citizens should 

chance to go upon them, they are‘to be seized 

upon and removed ‘by the strong arm of’ the 

Federal Government? “No, èir; I'deny this: right 

of making the public domain, ag it is called, Sub- 

| ject-matter of revenue, to ‘the prejudice -of the 

settlement of the States in whith it may be-sit: |! 
| uated. : - à 
‘And ‘here, sir, permit me to avail mysélf of the 
‘authority of an extract from’ the able and con: 
clusive speech, delivered before the: General As- 
| sembly of Virginia, by the honorable Senator, 
[Mr. Cray,] on opening the Kentucky mission 
on the 14th of February; 1822, ima case in'point. 
| Theextract is taken from the Richmond Enquirer, 
and relates to a difficulty ‘at that ‘time existing 
between’ the States of Virginia and'-Kenticky, 
| growing out of-the'early settlements in Kentucky, 
li Peowhich many-of°the citizens of the latter State 
ii had, either through wiistake-or ‘defect of: title, 


gation, turned out to’belong to-citizens of Virginia, 
and from which suits had been instituted in many 
instances to eject them.“ In relation to the right 
| and duty of a State not to’ permit large tracts of || 
| Tand to lie waste and urcultivated within its limits, 
the honorable Senator-[Mr, Cray] said, that * of 
‘all the attributes of sovereignty, scarcely any can 
| “be deemed: more essential than ‘that of adopting 


nites? 


| a policy to redeem a wilderness and render it | 
‘productive.. That it was not merely the right 
t but the duty of a State to advance its own pros- 
: ©perity by the enactment of wholesome and equi- 
‘table laws, demanded by its peculiar condition.” 
Had it not been forthe settlement and improve- 
ment of the country, he contended ‘* that the landa 
‘which: composed the rich virgin earth of Kens |: 


“tacky” would Pave been unturned, Ker’ fields 
‘unplowed, the theater.of a yet doubtful and 
‘ dreadful war, waged between civilized and savage 
‘man; the silence) of- her luxuriant forests dis- 
‘.tyrbed. by no.other. sound than the horrible war- 
t whoop, and the shriek of innocent females, and 
‘the. cries of, helpless. children, expiring, ydder 
‘the.agonies of the tomahawk andthe scalping- 


__Such, sir, was the eloquent appeal of the hon- 
orable Senator [Mr. Cray] in behalf of the suffer- 
ing squatters of Kentucky, in that day of trial 


priated land’in 
long as ‘any oft 


ha 
road’ which is opening up: before ‘them: to vein 


| and political distinction, havë a just right to dė: 
; mand ‘admittance into the Union apén: a footing 


in all respects equal’to the’ other States of the Con- 
federaty: ` No, sir, it is not merely the right, but 
it is the duty of the net Slates to see that such a 
system of restrictive policy ia’ not’ fastened upd 
them, under any pretext, by the old States; to see 
that the '‘setilement and ditprovement’ of the lands 
within théir limits‘enter into tlie consideration of 
adjustment, ‘as well as. the matter of: -reveniie, 
whether: collected for ‘the ordinary purposes of 
the Government,or distribution among the States, 
as proposed by the Senator from Kentucky: Mr, 
President, the reasons why the people of the Wess 
object to the proposed plan of distribution, so far 
as F know them, are, because it creates an invid- 
ious distinction between ‘the: dld“and the new 
States; they are-wnwilline ‘that the iew States 
should bécome'as so many -plantations to the old 
States, rendering an annual rent“or otter period- 
ical return’ of the-money arising from the sales of 
the Jands' within’ their limits, and ‘which is. taken 
from their pockets for purposes not ¢ontemplated 
in the cessions of these lands to the General Gov- 
ernment; and lastly for the stronger and more 
important consideration, that they do not desire 
to see a Separate moneyed interest in this way; 
created ‘for the benefit of the old States; having ‘no 
public lands-within their limits,which must-inevi 
ltably tend to excite the cupidity of their citizens; 
and make this great question ás to the proper diss 
position of thé publie:domain, à question purely 
of revenue, and of incréaséd‘pricés, for the purposes 
of distribution, so long a8 ati acte shall retain: in 
the market unsold, ‘In opposition to the higher 
interest of the new States, in reference to the settle- 
ment and improvement of the country by making 
donations, when: proper, in aid of great works of 
internal iniprovement; such as the improvement 


|| of our navigable rivers; the construction of roads 
i and canals; the draining of swamp lands, só as to 


render them healthy-and fit for settlement. and 


= 
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tutions of learning for the education’ of our youth; 
by giving the right of preémption to actual settlers; 
by reducing the price from time to time,-as the 
best lands are taken up; and in the end, aud in a 
reasonable time, by a surrender of the unvalable 
iands unconditionally to the States in which they 
lie. es f 

These, Mr. President, are some ofthe reasons, 
apart from*the power to tax, these lands, which 
induce most of us from the West to oppose the 
gilded scheme of distributions among the States, 
which has been presented to the Senate under such 
an alluring aspect, that scarcely the new States 
themselves ‘could resist the ternptation. 
judgment, sir, it is far better for the new States 


thatthe avails of the public lands should come | 


into the common fund, and be applied to the com- 
mon purposes of the whole Union; and if we must 
continue to beg for favors and indulgences to our 


citizens, let us rather apply to Congress, as we | 


have done, than be thrown upon either the charity 
or liberality of the Legislatures of the States. 

But, sir, I have one more matter in relation ‘to 
the preémption bill of the last session, of which I 
intended to speak, and I shall bedone with that 
part of the subject. Towards the close of the de- 
bate, and just before the vote upon’ the engross- 
ient for the third and last reading wa taken, the 
honorable Senator from Vermont (Mr: Prentiss] 
proposed the following ameridment by way of 
addition to the bill: f fete 
“ «Nor shall any person have any right, or be 
“entitled to a patent, under, of by vittue of this 
tact, without paying, in addition to the statute 
‘ minimum price, at least one half of theréal value 
tof the land above that price, not including im- 
‘provements, to be ascertained by three judicious 
“and disinterested appraisers, under ‘oath, to be 
‘appointed by the register of the land office in the 
* district where the land is situated.” 


On the yeas.and nays being demanded, the fol- 
lowing was the vote: Pat 
.. For the-amendment:. Messrs. Clay of Ken- 
ttucky;: Claytons.. Crittenden, Davis, Merrick, 
$ Frontina, Preston, Roane, Southard, and Spence 
+ Against it: Messrs, Allen, -Benton, Brown, 
t Buchanan, Clay: of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
t Hubbard, King, Linn, Lampkin, Lyon, Mou- 
‘ton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Robingon, 
t Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Tipton, Walker, W eb- 
on White, Williams, Wright, and Young— 
‘ 

Here, Mr. President, was a direct proposition 
to compel the settler to pay an increased price 
over and above the price of $1 25 per acre as the 
price of his preémption, according to a value to 
be aësessed at the time of entry, or to submit to 
‘the ‘alternative of being turned away from his 
home, for the benefit of some fortunate speculator 
who might be willing to pay an increased price 
for his improvement; and for this proposition, also, 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr.Crax] 
voted. Is this not hostility to western ‘interests? 
1 would ask the’ lionorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
{Mr. Prenriss,] who brought it forward, as well 
as those by whom it was advocated, if these 
lands are valuable, who made theñy so? Were 


or have they been made so by the labor and en- 
terprise of those who went upon them and incor- 
porated their labor with the soil? And, sir, upon 
this subject, again allow me to recur to the hon- 
orable Senator’s Richmond speech, for arguments 
“much better; and conveyed in language far more 
eloquent and’ eonvineing--than any: at my com- 
mand: The honorable Senator, (Mr. -Cray,] 
when: speaking of the difference between land in 
its wild andimproved ‘state, said: : : 

‘Land, béfore ‘it’ is improved, may. be com- 
t pared to thé raw material, with its improvements, 
‘toa fabricated article. A farm with all its fields, 
‘its houses, orchards, gardens, lawns, and shrub- 
‘beries, no more resembles the same land in its 
“native state, before these various improvements 
‘are put upon. it, than a piece of Brussels lace 
‘does the flax out of which “it is‘wrought: And 


In my’ 


cultivation; the erection of colleges and other insti |) wouid'it not be monstrous tö- say to the innovent: 


| 
| 
i 
| 


| 
| 


: of the Colony of Virginia, passed nearly two cen- |} 


i reference to the bill under discussion. 


| settle our whole land system. 


e 7 _ ma i || encouraging the manufacture of salt. 
they thus valuable in their wild uncultivated state, 


| the grant. 


‘possessor and manufacturer ofa raw material; 
“that he should surrender the article, uncompen- 
t sated for his labor and expense?’ 3 : 
fn respect to thé File which he contended should |i 
prevail as to the value ofthe land, he further said: | 
“Not fò go into‘other codes, what is the pro- 
“vision made by the laws.of our common ances: | 
“tors in thé Colony of Virginia, whem its condi- |; 
“tion bore a faint Yesemblance to that of Ken- | 
Stucky??? Here Mr. Cray quoted several ‘laws || 


} 
i 
| 


i 


turies ago, providing that the trie owner should |! 
compensate the seator of land. He contended that |) 
they were more unfavorable to. the true owner 
than the laws of Kentucky, because the first-of 
them compensated even the squatter; none of them’: 
gave rents; and, although all of them ‘secured to | 
the true owner the election to take the Jand and | 
improvements, upon paying the value of seating, 
to bė'assessed by a jury, or the value-of the land | 
without the improvements; the land to be valued 
at the time of seating, not that of assessment. | 

: Here, then, Mr. President, we have a practical | 
iNustration-of the true rele of assessment,- fur- 
nished bythe experience of the honorable Senator 
from Kentacky, and backed by the high authority 
of the colonial laws of Virginia, from whom we 
derive thé greater part of this vast public-domain, 
some of which were passed near two centuries 
ago. And yet the Senator-votes for the proposi- 
tió tö compel the settlers-of the new States: to 
pay according toan assessment to be made at the: 
time of the entry, and not according to the value 
at the time they first wént upon the land. ‘So 
much, sir, for the preémption bill of the last ses- 
sion, and of the misrepresentation of the honor- 
able Senator’s course in regard to it, and other 
kindred measures. f 

I come now, sir, to submit a few remarks in |i 
Ithas been 
said that the provisions of the bill propose to un- | 
What does it pro- |) 
pose, sir? Simply to reduce the price of such lands 
as‘have been in market at private entry for five 
years, and’ remain unsold, to one dollar per acre; 
and such as have been ia market for ten years'and 
upwards, under the like circumstances, to:severity- 
five'cents per acre; and the operation: òf the- bill 
limited to-five years. . How does this-unscttle the 
land system? Was not the price: of the public 
lands reduced from two dollars to. one dollar and 
twenty-five cents, the present minimum: price of | 
the Government in 1820; and has this reduction 
tended to weaken and destroy the system? Surely 
not. On the contrary, it has been found, upon 
experience, beneficial, in a high degree, to all the 
parties concerned—both the Government here, and 


i 
| 


| their prosperity, if that: 


the people who have purchased at the reduced 

price. How, then, does the proposition now sub- | 
mitted, for a still further reduction, differ in-princi- |! 
ple from the reduction which took place at the || 
time that I have mentioned? Sir, such has been ji 
the policy of all the States, as far as I-have under- || 
stood, having waste lands within their limits, and |i 
such, in my opinion, is the just policy of the Gen- 
eral Government towards the new States. As, for |. 
example, in the State of Illinois, a large tract of |: 
land, known as the “ Gallatin county Saline Re- || 
serve,” was ceded -to the State for the purpose of |: 
In process 
of ‘time many of the works were abandoned by | 
the lessees of the State as unprofitable, and much 

of the land became unnecessary for the purpose of 
i In this condition of things the Legis- 
lature of the State applied to Congress for its as- 
sent to the sale of-a large portion of these lands, 
(fifty thousand:acres,) and consent waè given with- 
out any restriction às to the price for which. they 
should be'sold. - Some of them were good, none I 
believe first rate, but by far the greater proportion 
was of inferior quality... Well, sir; what is the 
result? -ft was in the first instance, I believe, of- 
fered at a dollar per acre, and a part of it wentoff; 
then at seventy-five cents, when the next best por- 
tions were sold, and thè residue again became 
unsslable; and now by the law of 1833-the price is 
réduced to fifty cents per acre, and still a consider- 
able part remains undisposed of, and must await 
another reduction: How is. itin Kentucky, the 


Senator’s [Mr. Cuirrenpan’s} own State? Some 
years ago, Mr. President, I had occasion: to visit 
that part of Kentucky which-lies south of. the Ten 
nessée river, where the Stateat that time.owned a: 
considerable quantity of theunsettléd lands, which: 
were then in market, as-I was: informed ; at -Gfty: 
cents per acre, and that in Commonwealth ‘paper, 


i, Which was ‘depreciated so“as only tọ be. worth: 


about two for one; making the:cash valué of ‘the 
land but twenty-five cents per: acre;.and:to-day-L 
was:informed:by a gentleman from that part of the 
country that the present minimum. piice'was buat 
twelve and a half cents. peracre-xreduced in afew. 
years, Mr, President, from: fifty cents to bur ona 
fourth of that sum. mention these cases to. show, 
sir, what the policy of the States. has been in-re+ 
spect to their waste lands that’ have been: some 
time in market. Sir, itis their policy to well thenr 
that ‘they may be settled; that they may be taxed: 
to support the Government; and that the county: 


| may be cultivated and. improved; for; im propor 


tion to private wealth is the wealth of a State, and 
its condition as to revenue. improved and benefited, 
Of all the attributes of sovereignty, Mr. President; 
none-is so essential to the well-being of a Stateas 
the taxing power; for, without: money, sir, :the 
wheels. of Government must’: stop; the Governa 
ment itself would stop aid come to.an ends: Ts:it 
right, therefore, that largetractsof:land in theinew 


| States should be either kept out of market of held 


up at prices which they could not command, imia 
reasonable time,:purely'.as-a matter of revenue? 
No, sir, itis the right of the new States and thre 
duty of the old, to see that: these‘landy’are settled, 
to see that no impediment is: thrown in theavay of 
be the tendency, under any 


E 


pretext whatever: sor 

Sir, much has been said of the parental care of 
the old States in providing and maintaining, this 
excellent land system for the benefit of the «new 


' States, and of the immense emigration to the W eat, 


within a recent period, under its: benign influences 
Sir, I have nothing to object to the system; Fagre 
that-it is a very good one, as good a.one, perhaps, 
ag:could have been devised; but that was not-all 
that’ created: this immense rush to. our borders, 
No, sir, the panics have done:much within afew 
years-past to add to that emigration. ` What-waa 
the process, sir? Why, Mr: President, I have 
either read it in the newspapers, or have been in 
formed in some other way, that.during some. of 
these panics at the East and North, thousetids:of 
laborers have been ‘dismissed: from employment 
by thé wealthy manufactarers: in a «week, some: 
times in a'day—turned out of house:and home to 
beg for bread’ for themselves: and their anffering 
families. Yes; sir, hardy, industriouslaborers, who 
were in the habit of working day-by day. for their 
bread, were in this way suddenly made beggars, 
Well, Mr. President, they must do something; 
they turn their eyes to the West; the next you 
hear of them is at Buffalo, crowding your steams: 
boats to overflowing, and bound for Detroit, and 
from thence many of them to: Chicago, in Hlinois, 
Yes, sir,-in this way thousands find their way to 


i| our borders, and the next thing you hear of your 


manufacturer of the East, he is an independent 
squatter of the West, comfortably settled down 
upon the public lands, and talking about preémp- 
tions.: = SRF 

it has been said, Mr. President, that the quan 
tity of refuse and unsalable lands: in: the new 
States has-been greatly. exaggerated, It. may be 
| so, sir. will only speak for [linois what I know, 
li Mr. President, from long experience and personal 
| observation. Many of the lands intended to be 
il embraced by this bill, Mr. President, (L admit 
| there are exceptions,) are either too poor and un- 
| productive to be desirable for cultivation, orate, 
| from other causes, unfit for present use, and.there- 
| fore unsalable at the present :minimum -price. of 
the Government. Such, sir, arelarge waste tracts 
of prairie land, remote from timber, wand lands 
| that are subject to occasional inundations, or are 
otherwise too wet for successful cultivation, « 1 
| will give you an instance, sir. One. of my eot- 
, leagues of the other House [Mr. Casey] told me 
| this morning that a case had been brought before 
i the Illinois Assembly, now.sitting, to induce action 
. here, for sectionizing a township of land.on the 
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Embarrassriveryaroung which the exterior town= 
ship linesobiy:hat:been ran -by-the Government: 
surveyor, and .the lahd-réturned as-subjectto ins: 
undation,-and consequently unfit. for cultivations: 
so: that, it«might be-occupied;:and-in- some way: 
reidered productive. . Now,sir, will any man says 
althoughithis:may berich bottom land;;that itis 
worth: the price, for-whichsthe -public:-lands -are 
ordinarily ‘sold? Surely not, :sir;. for although: it. 
thay be reclaimed: toa considerable extent fora 
variéty: of purposes, still money arid labor. must, 
be: expended. to: render. it thus.valuable.for any 
purpose whatever- So:it.is: with prairie lands:in: 
general: that are distant:from timber.: If you-ex- 
pect: to: sell them, you! must: reduce the prices so. 
amte afford the inducement to purchase ta auch .aa. 
are nowable to buy the better lands, and’ would.be 
willing:te encounter. the inconveniences, attending: 
these: remoteisituations: on: aecount.of the differ 
ence inthe price... And ,.sir,one reduction.should: 
follgw anotherwithin reasonable periods until-the. 
whole. is:disposéd of; HOES Bo gis BY oe at 
<. Büt we iare told; Mr. President, that- we have. 
had ample. donations. for. the establishment and: 
maintenance of ‘institutions of learning, colleges,: 
setninaries,:and:common.schools, for.the purpose: 
ef constructing roads and canals,.for‘our seats of | 
govérnment,and many other purposes; and: we are | 
emphatically asked: what we have given:in return 


fox all these:ad vantages: : vI will anwer, Mr. Pres- || 


ident,iaste-some things, that Illinois; atleast, has | 
fivensin réturn.: dn the first place she exempted: | 
trom taxation, for three years, sevetal millions -of 
atres w hich had been patented. as bounties tothe | 
soldiersvof the late wary: and inthe second, all. the 
lands forsfive years, amouhting ‘ta wany millions 
more than have been sold since: the:dst day.of 
January #1819. Out tax won: a quarter section®of 
lard pincbihinois; Mr: President, is-two. dollars and: 
forty cents: for ordinary purposes;.and.one dollan 
and ‘twenty:cents for the apening and répairing of 
roads; making three dollars and:sixty cents. in'the 
whole :orseach-one hundred: and ‘sixty-acreg of 
lands Now, sir, let any man makethecalculation j 
dndshe will find that this:wouldiamount to. no ìn- 
considerable sum.  But,. sicy appeal: have; been 
made: to the old States, to: the Senators-from. Vir 
ginia and: Pennsylvania, here in their places, to 
resist the monstrous pretensions of the new States, 
that:+*we ofthe old States are required to. submit 
to. SirgeL trust that these appeals will not-have 
the effect ofiarraying the-old States against us; but 
thatthey willagree with ous, that it is the right of 
the new States, as well as it ig the duty ofthe old, 
tó see'that these lands are disposed of, and settled 
in a’réasonable time, and that uo impediment. is 
thrown inthe way.of the occupation of the lands 
within our limits; and the eultivatian:and improve- 
ment, by our hardy! and enterprising citizens, of 
the whole country, good, bad, aud indifferent, 
upon such terms as shall be just, liberal, and 
equitable, to all the parties:concerneds =. 
Sull Mri President, L'am willing to do the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. [Mr. Cuar] the justice to 
gay, that with all his opposition-to our land meas- 
ures, and- harsh expressions towards our. citizens, 
to-say the least of them, that-he has rendered im- 
portant services to the West. ‘Yes, sir, he has 
for many-years stood forward.a prominent advo- 
cate for that great western measure, (the Cumber- 
land:road ;).in which-we of the West are so much 
interested, and [give him full credit for it. Ihave 
seen the monument on-this side of Wheeling, said 
to have been erected in commemoration of these 
services, and I-hope it-may-long stand. there, I, | 
at least, will not be among those to pull it down. 
only: regret, sir, that: some of. our southern 
friends, agreeing with.us:on most other questions 
of-national. policy; ‘cannot -find it within their 
constitutional competency so to;act on. this all- | 
“important:question to-many..of:the States, as- to | 


‘build up similar monuments-to their memory and | 
their fame, that should endure as long. as -this || 


‘memory: of those 
‘mentioned,.and:-t se. whe 
by it-4o-the endy in: thesday. of. i 
difficulty. s : z 
_ i Phese, Mr. President, are: my-yiews. in: regard 
to the feelings and-interests, of the people] yepre- 
sent; in respeet: to this important measure of. the 
reduction.of.-the price of.-the public lands. ~: And: 
ay: to: their. patriotism. under- all circumstances,’ 
whether we shall succeed or not, I will only add, 
in-the language of .a-werthy: ‘predecessor, who 
once occupied this: seat, [the lamented Kane,] that 
‘Sif that time shall ever come, which God.forbid,. 
twhen-the: sun-ọf your liberty must set, it wili, 
“set in the West, ansullied -by-a single act..upon. 
t your borders.to sever.this great and happy Con- 
t federacys? 20 osai erie age 

: Mr. GRAY, of Alabama, said he must beg the 
indulgence of :the:Senate to enable him to. place 
himpelf reetus:in cyria. 


distinguished. personages I haye 
; those: whe -shall. stand. firmly- 
trial.and. its 


(he said,) had -entirely misconceived him, as: he 
hostility:on: the part of the, people of: Kentucky 
towards those.of. the new States. Nothing could 
be further from-him. He said he had never im- 
puted, nor intended. tọ be understood as imputing,. 
any uokind feeling. whatever on, the part of, the, 
Senator’s constituents. towards his. own, or, the 
inhabitants of any of the other States interested 
in the passage of this-bill: On the contrary, (Mr. 
©, said,)-he had the best feelings towards the mass. 
of the people of Kentucky; whom- he-had eyer 
regarded as distinguished., for their. intelligence,. 
patrigtism, courage, and. jiberality.;: Nor- have L, 
imputed -hostility to. she Senator ‘from Kentucky 
[Mr,-Gritreyven] who.last addressed. us, nor to. 
any: other, Senator, merely. because he.may. have. 
opposed or voted against this and. other measures 
af interest:tq the new States. , No, sir, far-be it 
froni cmė:to regard as ani enemy any honorable 
member of either House, merely: because he may 
differ. in opinion’ with. me on any subject, or vote 
against..and.. oppose, by any. fair and -ordinary 
means, such measures as I may approve-and sup- 
port. Nor do, J regard the honorable Senator’s 


hamani generis.” -L know-his colleague iş not an 


endny ‘of’ the whole human race.. 1 know full well 
hé is friendly to.some classes of. men, and. that 
however unfriendly he may be to the-settlers on 
the public. land, orto the humble cultivator of the 
‘soil; however opposed to this meagure,.and, so 
far as Lam, able to ‘judge, to all -other measures 
favorable to the new States, he is, nevertheless; 
the friend of certain privileged classes, the friend 
of banks and banking-corporationg, and the friend 
of manafacturersy.monopolists, and speculators. 
While other Senators had opposed this'and some 
other measures interesting. to. the new States, the 
honorable. Senator's colleague, [Mr. Crax, of 
| Kentuclky,] so:far ag: he recollected, had opposed 
| all such measures-indiscriminately.. His Cpposi- 
tion had been universal, active, persevering, and 
untiring. . He knew. no measure. desirable to-the 
| new States which he had not.opposed... . 

“< But, sir, (said Mr. C.,)-let us. go back to the 
real question involved in the motion to amend— 
it is simply whether you will ‘permit. the settler 
‘now.in the new States; who owns and: cultivates 
d 
braced by the. bill, at- the reduced. prices? .. In-ref- 
erence to. this question; : the-shonorable. Senator 


i giving such a. preference to a man living. in. the 
new States, anymore than to those in-the old 


| pray, Mr. President, whose faultisitthatany such 
: discrimination. -whatever-is-to be made?: “There 


| was. no such feature-in ‘the: original bill: Under 


prices. was open to all-the eitizens of the United 


“GREAT BiGHWAY OF THE. West,” which was || 
commenced under the: auspices.of Mr. Jefferson, || 
and continued down to the present day; under the || 
successive administrations of: Madison,,Monroe, | 
Adams, Jackson, and the present incumbent, Mr. i| 
-Van Buren, shall stand. itself as a monument, in || 
‘the estimation of the admiring beholder, to the || 


stated, over and over again, the friends-of -the bill | 


sought not only to give homes on reasonableternis 
to all who-stood ia need of them, bat to fill up. 
new States with an bonest, hardy, and industrious 


population. . The provisions of the bill, as origin- ï gS í t it, & 
4, we hope and believe they, will, they will. give it 


ally brought forward, were calculated to effectuate 


seemed to.suppose that he (Mr..C.).had imputed | 


colleague [Mr, Cray, of. Kentucky] as ‘hostis | 


adjoining. lands, to enter the inferior lands-em- | 


[Mr. Crirrenpen] says, agdid his honorablecol- 1 
league yesterday, that he can see no reason for | 


States, and that_he-will never agree toit. And, 


States;.nay, sir, open toall the world.. As we have | 


Lup the | ? : 
| amendment they propose is a fair subject for, the 
i 


‘he Senator from Kens ||. 
tacky- who-last addresged us, {[ Mr. CRIRTENDEN,)}: | 


its provisions, the right of entry at the; reduced || je cor 
; repeating, in the amendment reported, the precise 


j 
f 
| 
i 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
i 
f 


joia h sisting. and 
tion! . It,will dovery. well 
pose and urge a.distinctign d 
but itis monstrous, for the, 

embrace another. class £. ; 


scalping Knife? Yes, C 
this, and, they: hado ( 
erected churches, and,scho« 
facilitated and accelerated the sal 
domain; and could the geniléman see ni 

these services; and no ‘redsoh to'éxtend th . 
ilege of entering a limited quantity’ óf the ‘reftise 
lands to: complete: the settlements they‘had ‘begun? 
But, sir; the Senator says it ‘willbe extending a 
privilege to the- wealthy. planter ofthe: South west=— 
the man of large possessions. Although, in some 
instances, meñ of’ this description: might. profit 
under the provision, he would: beg the:gentlenian 
to recollect that it was not the good fortune-of all 
to be wealthy in that quarteri There were. poor 
men, and: those! of: moderate property’ there,:as 
well as elsewhere.: FFe wished-it were otherwise, 
and that every one of his constituents possessed, 
atleast, a: competency, . He said. there'weremtany 
menin the new States. whose means bad been too 
limited to. purchase’ more- than a quarter: section, 
or in:some instances eighty acresy thatthe i 
lies: of:such-settlers had increase:i 


Venator 
eof. éx- 


But, sic;(said Mr. C.) the Senator from Ken- 
tucky farthest. from mes{[Mr. Cray} complains 
that thecommittee did: not'eonform tp the instruc- 
tions, by reporting a limit to the:.quantity: to -be 
entered under: the bill. This,-sir, is a strange 
objection. ` Although the Senator: proposed.a.lim- 
itation, in- the first. instance; ‘did. -+he. not agree't0 
strike it out, and leave-a blank? -And:-is, there 
not- a restriction.in the original, bill je Section? 
Certainly there -is; -and--the commis ee, deeming 
that the proper. limitation, reportéd..the bilk back 
without .changing..it, Would the Senator, haye 
had the committee to perpetrate. a tautology, by 


limitation which was already in the bill? If he 
would, he was certainly very unreasonable. Then, 
sir, after all, there is nothing so monstrous. or 
inconsistent in the report of the committee. The 


deliberation of the Senate. If they approve it, as 
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the sanction of their votes; if they disapprove-it, 
they can but reject it; and we must sabmit. -~ - 
Buty sir, the Senator..from Kentucky. [Mr. 


ty; too much go to be resisted by some of them 
at léast. : Why, sir, if’ 1 am: not very: much mis 


this exhibition was very. alluring to State cupidi- ll 
|: The-proceedsareto be a “common fund,” f 


! which the faith of this Government is, pledged. 
forthe 


|; use and-benefit of the whole Union—not for each, 


Cray] has referred: us triumphantly to -his bil, 
introduced some years ago,‘ to-appropriate,for a 
limited time, the proceeds of, the sales of the.public 
lands of the United States more: familiarly 


nor any of the States separately... Nor. could, this 
fund be legitimately expended, except upon objects 
within the constitutional power of ihis Government. 

. Now, sir, where do you, fnd in the Constitution 


i 
li 


several of the Statés, would have amounted to as 
much, or more than-the total amount of their ex- 
penditures for the support of their respective State 


i 
j 
j 
f 
i 
i 
fi 
H 
| 
1 
i 
i 
i 


| 
taken, the dividend which would. have fallen to 
t 
| 
} 


| 
i 
i 


called his distribution: pillas cenclusive evidence 
of his friendly-regard: for the -interest. and pros- 
perity of the:new States, 
deplore the failure ofthat measure, and.to feel no 


litde astonishment that it did not conciliate our. :: 
Ta ; | comeaccustomed to it, how unwilling would they 

Sir, | can assure the honorable Senator that, so. |: 
farasi have the means of judgingy:it was more | 
universally, condemned by ‘the citizens of the jj 
States in which: the public lands lie, than, any | 


approbation. 


other measure affecting their interest which was 
ever proposed. 1 
estimation ia which it was held, might be formed. 


when the fact was known, (ashe believed. it to || 
exist,):that on the passage. of that bill through the | 
House of Representatives, in March, 1833; there | 


were but three votes given. in its. favor from all 
the new States. Jt. mast: be presumed (he-said) 
that:the immediate representatives. of the people 
of those States. knew.'public, sentiment. in. their 
respective districts, and that they voted in accord- 
unce. with it; generally; and; if: so, how strong 
was this evidence of théic: reprobation! Yet the 


Senator: from : Kentucky .[Ma. Crax]: not-only || 
persisted in” maintaining thatthat. measure, was | 
favorable to their intenést-and welfare, but perti- |: 
naciously. endeavored, session’ after session, to |, 
| haps, have first had it offered at five or ten dol- 


force.it upon them:by the. votes ‘of the representa- 


tives of the old States.- The massiof every intelli- | 
‘ and at corresponding rates for those of the second 


gent community is generally competent to form a 


correctopinion upon matters which concern their {| 
own interests; but the ‘Senator from Kentucky |: 
would not admit ‘the capacity of the citizens of the |, 


new States to judge of the probable effects of the 
measure he proposed, but assumed the. right to 
judge for them.. i K ; : 


it Gy its.author. The: bill was reported by. the 


than that of agriculturists, 


into the manufacturing establishments of large 


capitalists) in the States east of the Alleghany | 


mountains, to obtain. the slender means of sub- 


sisting’ their families. Yes, sir, its tendency was | 
to enhance ‘the’ price.of ithe: public lands, and to ! 


‘Keep it up, so that they would have been. attain- 
able‘only bythe rich, to- whom: the: poor would 
necessarily have: become an humbleand dependent 
tenantry.: ole St eed Sieg * ‘= 

“Why, ‘sir, instead: of a: common. interest inia 
commion fund to bederived from the sale of the 
public lands, and paid into the general treasury, 
to be disbursed for the general benefit, each State 
was to be allotted a separate and ‘distinct share 


and interest: To- render the plan more imposing | 


and seductive, 4 table was appended to the report 


with this caption: “Statement showing the div- | 
‘“idend of each State (according ‘to its Federal | 


population) in: the proceeds of the: public lands, 
‘after deducting. therefrom fifteen per cent. as. an 
‘additional dividend for the: several: States in 


“whieh the public land-is’situated..’As-the basis i 


:“talenlation, the proceeds: were ‘estimated 
-at'-$3 600,000 ‘arntallythen about. the highest 
amoune thatshad ever been réceived.in anyone 
years This table exbibited: to seach State, at a 
glance, the aviouNt she: was- to receive from. this 
source anntally. For: éxample, (omitting. frac- 
tions,) it showed to New. York that she’ would be 


that she would receive $130,000; &c., &c. Sir, 


The Senater seems to `i f; ) 
i! would they have learnéd to rely on this Govern- 


He said some opinion of the}, 


‘Sir; regarding the probable effects of that meas- | 
ure; itunight have been much more property given į 
thetithe.of a bill to: divide: out-the new States į 
amongst the old ones; than that which was given | 


governments. They -would:have had-no.need of | 
taxation for any State purpose, if Feft to the free 
appropriation..of. thesmoney.. How naturally 


ment: for the means of support; and, having be- 


new ones the highest possible prices, and. every. 
dollar they could raise: Would the older, States 
have been willing ‘to have extended any liberality 
to the new. ones, under ‘such 


of. preémption to:settlers, who had improved the 
value of..new lands? Or, would they -not rather 
have. raised. the -price, in: order..to, increase the 
amount of -their dividends? For the answers:to 
these questiqns, | need.only refer you to. the ordi- 
nary impulses of.human nature. , No, sir; so far 
from reducing: the .price.of inferior. lands, we 
should, more probably, have had the. price of un- 


offered lands ‘increased by graduation. to higher | 


rates than the existing minimum; we should, per- 
lars asthe minimum, for those of the best quality, 


or third quality. ‘The population of the new States 
would thus have been retarded, and when their 
numbers had increased beyond the capacity of the 
lands owned by individuals to support them, they 


: would have been compelled to purchase at the in- 


creased and exorbitant-prices, or driven to seek 
new homes in other regions. ie f 

Sir, we have heard something said recently 
about subsidizing the States and bringing. them to 
thé footstool of Federal power. 'W hbar more effect- 


i ual mode of bringing; about this-result, than to 
Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crax,] not from || 
the Committee-of the Pablic Lands, but.feom-the | 
Committee on’ Manufactures; and: it was. much || 
better adapted to the interest. of manufacturers | 
Its tendency was. to | 
render. the acquisition of land by the: laboring ii 
classes more dificult, and consequently to force ii 
them. into other employment than agriculture— ! 


have accustomed the States.to look-to the. Federal 
Treasury for money to supply their wants? Would 
not the tendency -have been inevitably to.make 
the General Government the tax-gatherer for those 
of the State? Would not the State governments 
have leaned insensibly upon this to fill their treas- 
uries? And would. not such a system, beyond any 


| other that could be devised, have led to render the 
| States insignificant, and to concentrate all power 


in this Government? Yes, sir, in my opinion, no 
other plan of consolidation, which has ever been 
suggested, or deprecated, would be more insidious, 
more dangerous; or ultimately more. fatal to our 
free institutions, than for this Government to be 
allowed to collect and distribute revenne amongst 
the States. If the States could be induced to become 
dependent on the General Government, by any 
system:of policy, this would most assuredly have 
brought.it about. 

But, sir, this ig. ndtail. 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] involved 
a violation.of the compacts under which the pub- 


Jic domain was ceded by the States to the General 


Government. Congress had repeatedly urged upon 
the States having western territory to cede itto the 
General Government, as well:to promote the.har- 
mony-of the Union, as to aid. in the payment of 


|-the national debt which had grown out of the war 
| of the Revolution. The. several States having 
western lands finally yielded to.these appeals; but 
upon: express conditions, : 


hich were assented to 
by the:General Government... No State'ceded so 
large.a-tepritory.as Virginia; and she expressly 


| stipulated.that the proceeds should be ‘a common 
| fund for the use and benefit of such. -of the States 
| as had become, or should become, ms í 
: ||. Confedration,” &c. + Georgia used substantially 
eitided to $410,000; fo. Pennsylvania, that she | the same language; and a clanse followed, in each 
would be entitled to $288 000; to. Virginia:that-she |i 
would be entitled to. $218,000; to North:Carolina, ‘|. 
that she would receive $136,000; tó. Massachusetts, || 


members of the 


act of cession, that the lands ceded should be 
“faithfully disposed of: for that purpose, and for 
novother use. or- purpose whatever.’’. These are 


the terms of the compacts; for the performance of 


circumstances ? 
Would they. have been willing to grant the right 


The distribution bill of 


: the power of Congress to.appropriate money from 


j: the common Treasury, to, such “objects as. were 


i, contemplated by the Senator’s distribution bill? 
| It provided that.the distributive shares of the sev- 
i eral States should be, applied, by their respective 
i; Legislatures, to. “f objects of education, internal 
| improvement, colonization of free persons of color, 
ior the reimbursement of any existing debt con- 
| tracted for internal improvement” before the pas- 

| sage of the bil, 00 0 S a a a 

| The question arises, could Congress’ make 

| appropriations for such objects directly out of the 

i Treasury? . Where will you. find the power to 

| appropriate. money for, purposes of education? 
Where is the.power.of Congress to appropriate 
| money to build. a national university, or colleges, 
or academies? If ‘any opinion in favor of ihe 

| exercise of: such a power waseyer entertained, it 

| has been long since abandoned, The only clause 

i jn the. Constitution thatzhas the remotest relation | 
to the subject is that $: To promote the, progress 
| £ of science and useful arts, by. securing, for limited 
| times, to authors. and inventors the exclusive 
| t right to.their respective writings and discoveries.” 
i And here the manner of promoting. the progress 
of science.and useful arts is specifically laid down, 
not by appropriating or granting: money, but by 
| giving to authors and inventors, for limited times, 
| the exclusive benefit of their labors... It cannot be 
| pretended, even with plausibility, that Congress 
| can constitutionally make.a direct appropriation 
out of the Treasury of the United States for the 
| purposes of education. 1a there any distinction 
| to be found in the Constitution. between that por- 
į tion of the treasure of the nation derived fram 
i taxes or customs, and that derived from the public 
| lands as to the power of appropriation? [sit not 
| all one common fund, intended for common and 
| general purposes? On what, ground can it be 
| denied?. ~ ee 
j In regard to int 


| 


i| tion was constitutional in thia point of: view. 
|; But to make the objection stil more conclusi 
|| the latter part of the clause authorized the an 


de 
| cation of the money by the State Degislatares to 
li the.* reimbursement of any-eristing debt contracted 
| sor internal improvement.’? Whai kind of internal 
l improvement? Any kiod; that which was merely 
|i local, as well as any other... hy g 
But, sir, the most objectionable of. all the objects 
contemplated for the application of the funds, to 
| be distributed remains to. be noticed: it was for 
| the ‘colonization of free persons.of color.’ This 


60 
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from Kentucky. Could they do it indirectly with 
ny more propriety? Would it be more allow- 
able or excusable for Congress to cause the money: 
to be handéd' over’ to the State authorities, under 
n éxpress injiiietion tó apply itto the same un- 
nistitutional objects? or would it “alter the case 
anticipate or intercept the ‘receipt. of the money 
into the Treasury: of the United States, by a law 
for its transfer to the States:in'advance? ‘No, sit; 
certainly no’ man will be'so disingenuous as to 
attempt to escape or evade the restraints of the 
‘Constitution by any such quibble. If Congress 
‘could not appropriate the money directly to the 
purposed of education, of internal improvement, 
or thë colorization of free persons of color, they 
could not‘do it indirectly, through the agency of 
the States; the one would be an infraction of the 
‘Covistitution as’ palpable ag the other.” Nor does 
the Constitution make any distinction: between 
the revenue derived ‘from the sale of the’ public 
Jands'and ‘that derived from other sources. It is 
alt jinmon fund, a common ‘treasure, for na- 
and general purposes, and for State and 
local purposes: LA 
‘ 1 wul here take occasion to say, (said Mr. C.;) 
that I am ‘opposed to’ a distribution of the funds of 
- the nation amongst the States in every form yet 
proposed; or of which I can conceive. Hence, (he 
Said,) he would be opposed toa distribution of the 
‘proceeds of the public lands amongst the States, 
with or without the specification of the objects to 
‘which they were to be applied, because he believed 
‘Congress possessed no power to make such a dis- 
tribution, and because. the tendency of such a 
‘policy would be to- destroy the independent char- 
‘acter of the States, and to concentrate all power in 


‘this Government. 
Undet'such views as he had expressed, Mr. C. 
waid he could never agieé that the bill, which was 
'intetided ‘to distribute the net proceeds of the pub- 
Heland amongst the several States, was favorable 
Ti ita ‘bearings upon the interests of the new States 
(or invite probable effects upon the Government of 
ithe Union, “Whilst it would have been mosthighly 
‘injurious to thé’ peculiar interests of the new States, 
‘ita inevitable tendency was to corrupt and degrade 
all the States, and through the unrestrained distri- 
‘bution of money amongst them, by this Govern- 
“ment, to augment its already great powers to an 
“iimitabfe and ruinous extent. i 
“Mr. TIPTON observed that he'did not rise to 
“prolovg the debate; but as his position on a 
‘former ‘occasion did not seem to be understood, he 
Ahought it right to make a brief explanation. He 
‘would just state how it happened that he made 
any remarks with regard to the speech of the Sena- 
‘tor from Kentucky, which he did not hear. When 
‘the preémption bill was under discussion at the 
last session, he was absent for a short time ina 
“committee room, preparing a bill, and when he re-, 
turned to his seat in the Senate, the Senator from 
Kentucky. was‘reading from a newspaper. He 
(My. T.) inquired of a friend what was going on, 
‘and was told'the Senator from Kentucky was read- 
ing'a newspaper published in Indiana, and he has 
‘been saying harsh’ things of your constituents. 
The next day he took an opportunity to reply to 
the remarks made by the Senator from Kentucky; 
defending the squatters on the public lands, and 
‘quoted the words which he was informed the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky had used. A few days after 


‘this the Senator from Kentucky called his atten- | 


‘tion to a report of his (Mr. T.’s) speech, as pub- 
Jished in the newspapers, and stated that he did 
not use the words there attributed to him. He 
‘tepeated words ‘which he said he used on the ocea- 
‘Bion referred to: I adopted his own words, and 
they were published in the pamphlet copy of my 
speech. “If these are the words now quoted by 
the Benator froma [Ninois—and I believe they | 
.are-—they ‘are the very words furnished by the 
‘member fiom Kentucky, He surely has no just 
grounds to complain of these words being now re- 
peated. Now, from what had been said to-day, it | 
might be inferred that I used words in my speech 
which I retracted next day; but the fact-is, that I 
had nothing to do with the correction, ‘but to tell 
the truth. When a thing was said or done here, 
1 have no other object than to let the truth go to 
the people concerning it. Ses 


|| public land which had been-in the market and re- 
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GRADUATION BILL. 2 
REMARKS OF HON: JAMES BUCHANAN; 

AAI OF PENNSYLVANIA, `“ AN 

<a ov Iy Senate, January. 1, 1839, . 

On the: amendment: proposed by Mr. Cuay, of 

Kentucky;:,to: reduce the price of. the Public 

Lands which had been subject to-private. entry 

for fifteen- years, in favor of actual settlers, in: 

limited quantities, at fifty, seventy-five, and one 
hundred cents per acre, and to distribute the pro- 
ceeds of all the Public Lands among: the several 

States, after the Ist-day. of July, 1840. r 

Mr. BUCHANAN said it was very far from his 
intention, on the présent occasion, to follow the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Ciay] throughout 
the whole course of his argument.: He had risen 
more for thé purpose of defining his own position 
in‘relation to this question, than of attempting to 
enlighten the opinions of other Senators, 

He could’ nòt ‘help: congratulating the country: 
and the Senate that the Senator from Kentucky 
had just expressed his concurrence in opinion-with 
the illustrious individual at the Hermitage, in re- 
gard to the propriety of selling small tracts of the 
public lands to actual settlers at reduced prices. 
‘When two such high authorities united, he sup- 
posed the question might almost be considered as 
settled. ‘I'he extremes had. met in favor of this 
principle; and, in his opinion, a wiser, more just, 
or more politic principle in regard to the disposi- 
tion. of the public lands could not be established, 
provided it were confined within safe and proper 
limits. From his very first entrance into public 
life up till the present moment, he:had ever enter- 
tained’ the ‘opinion, that the. man-who first went 
into the wilderness and felled the forest ought to 
be regarded with peculiar favor.: Such.a man, 
who, by the sweat of his brow, had provided a 
home for himself‘and his family, would rear up 
children endowed with the‘frank and manly virtues 
which were the firmest support of republican insti- 
tutions. Whilst encouraging such actual settlers, 
we were acting in the best manner to promote our 
interests as proprietors of the public land. Every 
improvement made by an actual settler added value 
to all the surrounding lands, and enabled the Gov- 
‘ernment to sell them the more speedily at the 
standard price. 

Peculiar reasons now existed why we should 
| encourage the settlement of the country on the ex- 
treme western limits of the States and Territory 
beyond the Mississippi. It had been our policy to 
remove all the Indians from the States, and settle 
them immediately beyond our extreme western 
frontier. There these-warlike, restless, and discon- 
tented savages were brought together in great num- 
bers. Now what stronger barrier could we raise 
against their hostilé incursions, than to people this 
frontier with a bold and hardy: race of actnal set- 
ers, accustomed to-the toils and perils of the re- 
|! mote wilderness? Such'a population might prevent 
war, and if war should come, would save us ‘the 
| effusion of much human- ‘blood, and: millions of 
! money, in conducting it. The. wisest nations of 
|| antiquity had always acted upon the same' princi- 
‘ple. It was the policy of the Romans to send mili- 
i taty colonies to their frontiers, to be a barrier 
| against the ineursions of the barbarians. 
| Whilst these were his fixed convictions, he could 
not forget the interest of his own immediate con- 
| stituents in the public lands; and if this bill pro- 
| posed, as the bill of the last session had done, to 
graduate the price of the public lands in favor :of 
all persons, it should again have encountered his 
opposition. But it was now strictly confined to 
actual settlers; andino actual settler could acquire 
a patent under it to-more than half a section of 
land, and not even to-that, until he had established, 
| by clear proof, that he had settled, improved, and 
| cultivated it, according to the terms and: spirit. of 
the law, although he was obliged to pay the pur- 
| chase-money in advance. In favor of sucha settler, 
| the bill reduced the price of that portion of the 


| mained unsold for more than five years, from $1 25 
to $1 per acre; and such of this-land as had re- 
| mained unsold for more than:ten years, to seventy- 


five cents peracre. Inorder that we might fairly test | 


the practital operation of this: measure before we 
made it'a:permanent:law of the land, the bill had 
been amended, on his motion; sò as- to limit it: to 
theperiod of five years, : Before-the:expiration of 
this term the subject would again be “brought. be- 
fore Congress, and we could then ‘act-with all the 
lights of experience. He-could not vote-for: the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, because he'thought that it:went too far in 
reducing the price of any-portion of the public 
lands to fifty cents per acre, although it might have 
been ‘fifteen years in-market without finding.a pur- 
chaser. It was too long a stride to go down at 
once from $k 25 to fifty cenis: per acre. TE 
“The bill, amended as it- has been, will prevent 
fraud. in the: most:effectual. manner, because self- 
interest will present:no: temptation: to: the:commis- 
sion of fraud. It had often. been surged; as: an 
argument: against the preémption system, that 
speculatots under it hired’ individuals to become 
settlers upon lands before: they were offered at 
public sale; that the choicest-and. most::valuable 
tracts were sranted to those individuals as -actual 
settlers'at' the minimum price, instead ‘of being 
exposed to public sale, and were then immediately 
conveyed to the speculators. He did not doubt 
that, in some cases, such had been the fact. In 
regard to the actual settlers for whom this bill 
provides, no such objection could exist. No spec: 
ulator would be such a fool as to incur the ex- 
pense .of employing an individual to make an 
actual settlement on a tract of three hundred and 
twenty acres of land, for the purpose of procuring 
it at. one dollar: per acre, and then wait for the 
title until the settlement had. actually been made, 
when he vould: go at-any. moment to the land 
office, and: obtain a title-for it immediately. at 
$E 25: periacre. The difference of price would 
only be $80 .on’a half section which had:remained 
unsold for five years, and $160 if it: had-remained 
unsold for ten years.: The-cost of employing an 
individual to make a settlement. would: be greater, 
in either case, than the reduction of: price. Be- 
sides, the speculator. always pounces: upon. the 
best portions of the land immediately after it is 
brought into market. He seeks not the lands for 
whom no person was found as:a purchaser during 
periods of five and teniyears. This provision, 
then, will be almost exclusively confined to: poor 
men, who are not able to pay the-present prices 
for a quarter or a half quarter section of land, and 
who are willing to provide themselves..a home 
upon-the less valuable. public landa;-at a: small, re- 
duction:from the present. prices: It opens no door 
for speculation and fraud: Taia apace AA 

Now, siry:if we were.toijudge from the discus- 
sion upon this:question, we might consider it one 
of vast importarice, calculated in its consequences 
to shake the whole land: system ofthe country; 
but view it as. truth presenta it, and: we find 
it to be a very small. affair... What.is. this land 
system as it at present exists?. The public lands 
are surveyed, aud are then.exposed to- publie 
‘sale; but these sales have ever .been..so managed 
that they have brought but a fraction more than 
-the minimum price-of $1 25:peracre. After these 
public sales, all the residue ‘of the land is.subject 
to be entered at any time, by, ány. individual, at 
$1 25 per.acre; and there are now: more than 
seventy millions of acres in tbis condition... The 
‘best. lands are always thefirst selected; whilst 
their-settlemént and. improvement give additional 
value to those which remain of an inferior quality. 
These inferior lands, in. succession: come: into; de- 
mand, and are.sold at..the same rate. - This:prog- 
ress, however, has been so slow, that, notwith- 
standing the -rage for speculation which existed 
for some years previous to the late, suspension of 
specie payments, we still have on hand morethan 
‘seventy millions of acres-subject to:private entry. 
This bill will only operate upon such of these 
lands as have been in-market for five .or for ten 
years, without finding. a. purchaser; and, in. its 
‘present form, can produce but little effect, one 
way or the other, upon the public.revenue. 

On this land system, for a number. of years 
past, the. principle of- preémption has .been in- 
grafted, which means nothing more than that the 
pioneers of civilization, who go into the wilder- 
ness in advance of the public sales, shall be per- 
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mitted to purchase, in exclusion of-all other peo- 
ple, the small tracts of land on which they have || 
‘pettled, at $1 25 per acre. In other words, that || 
the speculators who attend the publie sales shall || 
not be permitted to purchase these poor men out |; 
of house and home, and thusconvert te theirown 1 
benefit the toil and the danger:which they-have | 
endured, in erecting cabins and cultivating spots 
of ground beyond the limits -of civilization, to | 
shelter and support themselves:and their families. | 
This bill proposes to ingraft: another, though | 
a similar, principleupon theland system. It pro- į 
poses'to sell to the poor settler, in small quanti- | 
ties, such of:the public lands as have remained 
cansold for more than five or:ten years, at a reduc- 
tion ‘of price, in the first case, of twenty-five cents, |: 
and, in the last, of-fifty cents peracre. This tri- |! 
fling boon, ifsuch “it may be considered, will not | 
affect the general system. lt isa small departure 
“from it, in favor'of a meritorious class, which time 
and circumstances, and the condition of the new 
States, have rendered necessary. It is one which 
we should most cheerfully grant; and he felt per- 
fectly convinced that his constituents would never | 
condemn him -for:giving. such-a vote. . Whilst 
these were his séhtiments:in regard to this. partic- 
ular matter; he was by no means:prepared at.the 
“present ‘moment.to wnsettle the settled policy of 
‘the Government in regard. to the. general disposi- 
‘tion’and:saleof the public lands. > 
_ «Mr. Bu:should:now proceed. to. make some. re- 
omarks’in'regard to-that- portion of the Senator’s 
amendment which proposed to distribute the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands, after the Ist day of July, | 
1840, among theseverai States. Atan early period | 
of his congressional career, he had. been friendly | 
toa similarmeasure. When the Senator had last | 
brought forward his distribution bill, he (Mr. B.) 
had voted for it, though he was then acting under | 
instructions fromthe Legislature of Pennsylvania. 
-Jt was; however, proper, to say that he never would 
have been the-agent in giving such æ vyote, had he 
‘deemed the measure to be unconstitutional. Such 
-had not:then been his opinion, nor:was it s0 now. 
Should this measure hereafter be. pressed;.at a 
period-when our-finances were:in a condition to 
«render the revenue derived from. the. publicdands 
vunnecessary forthe: support of the Government, 
-he: would decide upon the question, as it might 
-theni be presented, under all, the existing circum- 
ostances, : At:the present. moment, he was decidedly 
opposed to the Senator’s amendment. Our reve- 
nue was now scarcely sufficient, with the utmost |; 
‘economy, to meet our expenditures. There were 
stilbeight millions of outstanding ‘Treasury notes, 
which must shortly be redeemed. . The Florida 
war, which was such a fruitful source of expend- 
iture,.had not yet been terminated. He might | 
enumerate:other causes of extraordinary expend- |: 
iture.: Eleasked, was:thisa moment to pass a bill 
which would deprive the Government of the reve- 
‘hue derived fromthe public lands? Ele would 
: never consent to place the Administration and the 
country in Sucha. dilemma. . The Senator seemed 
to be aware of this difficulty; and, in order to over- | 
come ity had expressed the opinion that before | 
Jtily, 1840, the-revenue derived from customs | 
would be sufficient of itself for our expenditures, | 
| 
| 
| 


without the aid of the publi¢lands. He wassorry | 
: that he could not entertain the same opinion. We |; 
sall know: that,-under the compromise act, the rate 
of duties imposed. on foreign imports was sinking | 
every two years, Was this a moment, then, when | 
-our expenses must be necessarily great, to.lop off | 
. ‘the ‘revenue derived from the public lands, .and | 
give itaway to the'States? He-thought not... He |! 
firmly- believed: that, if this. measure should be | 
adopted; we'must either create a national debt or || 
increase the: tariff... But.the Senator says, let us 
+ pass the bill now, and-if, at the first session of the | 
next Congress, it should -be found necessary, We | 
ean then suspend or repeal: the act,.-.Now,.for 
himself, -he-believed-it to be the part of wisdom to | 
wait until the: finances-of thecountry were in such | 
a condition-as' to. justify. the. withdrawal of the 
proceeds of the public lands from the public Treas- 


-ury, before we should take the questicn into seri- || 


ous consideration.. It would-be- miserable policy 
to spend time in enacting-a law at this session, 
which we had reason to believe we might be com- 


more especially, as the Senator. did not. propose ; 


| time, and prevent us from passing other laws of : 


| commencement of the present session. 


and is there any man in the country who.would 


for the sake of saving money? 


| strange as it may seem, actually included as an | 
| item of their extravagance the millions of indem 
i nities which the late Administration had procured 


| ous and successful diplomacy of General Jackson, 


| ada to the Gulf. of Mexico, and thence to the Sa- 
bine, with the Florida war on hand to the South, 
i and Indian hostilities threatened along our whole 


‘| our neutral relations throughout the whole extent 


sary for their pres 


pelled to repeal at the very next session;.and that, 


that his distribution should take effect until the Ist: 
day of July, 1840.: In any view of the case, there | 
was-no propriety in acting upon the subject at the 

present session of Congress; and if the attempt 
were persisted in, it would only consume important | 


pressing necessity. 

The Senaior says that the expenditures of this 
Government have increased enormousiy, and un- 
lessthe Administration should use more economy, 
an increase of the tariff would be inevitable. He 
had heard the same deciaration over and over again 
on this floor, from Opposition Senators, since the į 
It wasthe | 
easiest thing in the world to make general charges | 
of wasteful expenditure, and by comparing the 
aggregate amount of expenditures for the last few | 
years with that of former times, to present a plau- | 
sible statement- for the purpose of alarming the | 
fears of the people. But, do we not all know the 
causes of this increased expenditure? We have | 
had to prosecute a most expensive war in Florida; | 


| 
i 
i 


say that this war ought.to be arrested; that the 
United States ought to cower before the prowess 
of the Seminole-Indians, and that. the frontier 
should be exposed to their merciless depredations 
This war, then, | 
has been one source of increased expense. An- | 
other cause which greatly increased the aggregate | 
amount of our expenditure for the jast few years : 
was the vast sums of money which, in our- liberal 
policy, we had paid for the extinguishmentof the 
Indian title to lands within the different States. 
Who regrets this? 
the same course under the same circumstances? 
And yet all this expenditure has been charged to | 
the extravagance of the present Administration. | 
He had seen estimates of the gross amountannu- | 
ally expended by this Administration, which, 


from. foreign. nations for American merchants. 
These had first.been paid into the Treasury, and 
were afterwards paid out to.those-entitled to re- 
ceive them under the different.treaties; and these 
very disbursements were one, item to swell the 
apparent aggregate of the account current against | 
the Administration, and to. prove that it was a 
most extravagant Administration. The money 
collected from foreign Governments, by the vigor- 


was thus used for the purpose of proving a charge 
of profligate extravagance against his successor. 
If the Senator desires to test the question whether 
he or I are the most economical, l am ready for | 
thetrial. Let him point to any single expenditare 
which can, with justice to the country, be reduced; 
andif I shall not go as far as he will, then hemay | 
brand me with the charge of wasteful extrava- 
gance. Will he reduce the Army? Are twelve 
thousand men too great an army for a nation of 
fifteen millions of people? 
[Here Mr. Cuay said it was, and that he would 
reduce it.] 
Mr. B. resumed. Twelve thousand men too 
numerous, with a sea-coast stretching from Can- 


western border, and with the task of preserving 


of our Canada frontier! Reduce the Army, with 
an inland boundary of thousands and thousands 
of miles, and without any certainty that war may | 
not rage along its, whole extent before the end.of | 
another year! Why, sir, a sufficient number of 
men.are scarcely left on the sea-board, I will not | 
say to garrison our fortifications, but merely.to 
take care.of them, and keep up the police neces- 
f preservation. . Why, it is a subject 
of astonishment for the whole world that our Army 
isso smail.. Now, sir, Ido not believe that.the 
Senator himself, after a moment’s reflection, would 
reduce the Army below twelve thousand men; and 
if he did, I feel confident that, great as is his in- 


Who would not now. pursue i; 


io 
fluence here, he could not find four Senators of the ;| tion bill had passed this body at the last session, 


.the Senator in exposing and. correcting. every, ex 
| travagance in. the administration. of the Govern- 


whole body to sustain him in theattempt. . Then, 
“if. the expenditures forthe Army cannot -be less- 


ened, would the Senator wish to reduce the Navy, 
which iş the pride and the-best defense of the pa- 
tion from foreign aggression? Have we toomany 
vessels of war, or are there too many of them in 
commission for the protection of our commerce ? 
J think the Senator will not answer in. tne afirm- 
ative. The Army and Navy are notoriously the 
chief causes of our, permanent expenditare; and if 
they cannot be reduced, is it not unjust to charge 
the Administration with extravagance.in main- 
taining them? But the Senator complains that the 
expenses of our civil list at the origin, of the Gov- 
ernment did not exceed $600,000; and now. they 
have greatly increased... tle might as well com- 
plain that the coat, which was.sufficient to cover 
a-child in its infancy, was not large enough for 
the same purpose after it had grown to the dimen- 
sions of.a giant. Since then we have doubled the 
number of States of the Union, and quadrupled 
our population, and extended in every form our 
foreign and domestic relations; and yet. the Sen- 
ator would have us expend no more money on the 
civil list than in the days.of our infancy. Now, 
economy. was a homely virtue, . It did not, deal in 
generals, but in particulars. It saved. wherever it 
could. , One of the most extravagant men he had 
ever known was one of the most powerful preach- 
ers of economy in the general. If the Senator.can 
neither reduce the Army, nor the Navy, nor: the 
number of. those employed in eivil service, then I 
would ask him. to lay his hand upon any abuses 
which may existin either service. Let.him: (said 
Mr. B.) descend from generals to particulars, and 
I shall go with him. Let him point.to.any ingi- 
vidual instance of extravagance, with which the 
Administration is fairly chargeable, and J. will 
unite with him in condemning and correcting it. 
Till this shall be done, these general charges 
amount to nothing. i * 
Mr. B. said that in regard to the allowance of pri- 
vate claims, he was one of those who had subjected 
himself to the charge of illiberality for having 
scrutinized them with too. much severity, Asan 
individual, he might be, and he trusted jhe was, 
sufficiently liberal with his own money; but he did 


|| not feel that he hada right to giveaway that of the 


people. He was, therefore, prepared.to, unite with 
ex- 


ment. All he wanted was 
this extravagance... bes ats Shek i 

To return to the subject, he did not- think. this 
was a propitious moment to make, any general and 


the ability to discover 


radical change in. our. land system, such a8 ibe 
l|. Senator proposed. We .were now approaching 


the close of the last session of a long and stormy 
Congress; and its few remaining weeks, could be 
better, much better, employed than in discussing 
the amendment, whichit was morally certain could 
not become a law before its termination. ‘The bill 
proposed no change in the system, but merely, that 
of giving to actual settlers the right. of purchasing, 
in limited quantities, ata, small reduction, of price, 
lands which had been refused by other purchasers 
for periods of five and ten years; and to the resi- 
dent owners of jands in the new States, the same 
limited right of purchasing such vacant lands, 
provided any such. adjoined their present tracts. 
Whilst he should cheerfully vote for, the bill, he 
would vote with equal cheerfulness against the 
Senator’s amendment. i 


; GRADUATION BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. W. S. FULTON, 


OF ARKANSAS, | 
Ix Sesare, January 9, 1839, 
On the bill to reduce and graduate the privé of the 
Public Lands, the question being on theamend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on the Public 
Lands, granting the right of purchase at the re- 
duced prices tö owners of contiguous lands. 
Mr. FULTON observed that the discussion 
which the bill had undergone, had been a matter 
f great surprise to him, particularly as a gradua- 
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caftér the most ample examination and considera- 
tion.” Ht was'not to have been ‘anticipated by thoge 
owho'then 80 ardently and ‘feélingly supported ‘the 
‘vighite‘and faterésts of the'settlers inthe new States, 
that they should again, at this session, havé to en- 
counter such determined opposition. “This-discis- 
sion had’ shed much light upon the subject, but he 
thought, instead of proving that the measure was 
inexpedient, it had p¥oved ‘it to be one of great 
national importance. He did not, however, pretend 
to blame Senators ‘for the edurse which: they felt it 
‘to be their duty to pursue. "He feared that man 
‘Senators believed that those who represented the 
niew States on that floor, were éonstantly endeav- 
oring to: impose upon Congress, and toget hold of 
‘the pablic lands, without being willing to pay a 
just‘and adeguate consideration for them. ` The 
‘violent oppésition which: all measures having for 
i cta relaxation of the rigid terme imposed 
hg laws ùpow the enterprising portion of 
ilution; Who‘are seeking homesin the new 
‘States, and Which had greatly retarded the sale and 
“sétilement' of the public lands; had convinced him 
that the true situation of ‘those lands’ which’ have 
‘been offered for sale is’not understood by the peo- 
ple öf the old States, and that the Senators from 
‘thé hew Statés are suspected of attempting to prac- 
‘tice Geception upon Congress in all the measures 
which it is their duty to bring forward upon this 
‘subject. ek m 
“My: EY did not believe that a single Senator | 
‘could be fod’ who would be willing to oppose 
‘the bill-under consideration, if he really believed 
that its provisions would operate exclusively upon 
refuse lands, such lands as were in-reality not 
“worth; in their wild state, the minimum price of 
the public lands; and yet such was the true state 
ofthe case, at least in the: southwest, in regard to 
‘lands Which had been for sorne yeara in the mar- 
“ket. He'would nov deny that millions of acres of 
lands, which had been offered for sale for a num- 
ber of'years, had sold within the last’ three years 
at thé minimum price. “The document, so conclu- 
“give äs “it was thought to be in refutation of the 
‘argument that thé lands in market ought to'be re- 
ee price, after ‘having failed to find a par- 
‘chaser forca number of yéars, ‘presented this 
morhing by the Sefator from’ Maryland, and 
‘which ‘wert to prove that, even within the last 
“yeak, three fourths of the land that had been gold 
S tiud’ which had‘ been some ‘time in ‘maricet 
could, as he thought, be very easily explained. 
Jt waa the result of the land mania of 1835~'36. 
During those years, such was the spirit of spec- 
ulation in the public lands that all the new’States 
were’ thoroughly’ exploted and: examined; indi- 
“viduals were employed, who went in companies 
through’ ail the public lands that were open to 
entry; and every foot of land of any value was 
“marked arid noted, and scarcely an acre which the 
. Speculators supposed would, even in some years | 
to come, bring over $1 25, was permitted to re- 
thain unentered. So generally was this the case 
throughout the southwest, and particularly in the 
‘ebtton ‘région, that he’ felt confident that of the 
lands already in the market ‘in all that region, a 
vety few hundred acres indeed could now’ be 
“found that’ would be considered worth $1 25 per 
‘acre, "This universal sweep of all the valuable 
“lands. in the southwestern States had extended 
(he said)’ also over the northwestern States; and 
the only difference was, that the remaining lands 
in those States were, perhaps, not so entirely 
sterile and valueless as those remaining in the 
southwestern States. All our valuable cotton 
lands have been taken up, and all that now re- 
mained were such lands as would be valuable only 
for timber or fuel, or for range. The provision of 
the bill then under Consideration, and which was 
intended t6 authorize the present landholders of 
the new. States to enter lands adjoining. their 
‘plantations, would be highly valuable to- the cit- 
zens -of the. State from-which he came. There |; 
Were vast prairies, fit only. for. grazing purposes, 
and uplands covered: with timber, but without fer- 
tility, and vast tracts of mountainous and broken 
country, with here and there afew acres of second 


i 


; Such, he thought, could not fail to be the case in 


> market, is what has caused so many millions of 
| acres of lands that were subject to sale tobe put- 


‘up, and Was now in the hands of speculators. Ele 


i bereally and truly refuse lands: for the apparently 


į lands which had just come into market. He would || 


| for sale, unless, indeed, 


| bought when first brought into market; Head- 


| be doomed to suffer; or 


| He, therefore, thoug 


“settlements for themselves, or who wish to acquire 


‘throughout the year, with -water!*: These Jands 
‘could never be settledsthey would never sell at 
‘any privéy atleast the great body of them. When, 
“however, they” adjoined ‘good lands; aa’-was. in 
Bonie instahces the case, thé owners of improve- 
ments: would be-willing to: purchasé, at-a reduced 
price, such portións of themi as‘ they might-fiad 
useful: för various purposes ‘connected with their 
agricultural pursuits. oa ge 
“It was'from a hopé of making a portion ofthese 
‘lands subject’ to taxation, and ‘in: that way aid: in 
the support of our State government, that -he was 
anxious to have the inducement held out-to' the 
citizens of his State to become the owners: ofa 
portion of such lands ás he had deseri 


bed.’ He 
felt convinced that in the State: of Arkansas, of 
the lands that had beén fora: time in market, all 
the cotton lands had been appropriated... Indeed, 
he knew that many of the speculators in land had 
purchased up, ‘in their eagerness to- appropriate 
all the good lands, hundreds of sections. of very 
inferior quality; and he ‘had heard that: man yof 
them’ were how anxious to sell, even for less than 
they had themselves paid for thé land. He.was 
sure that those speculators who had purchased 
hundreds of thousands: of acres—as many had 
done since 1834, and who, in some instances, 
entered many sections lying together—must have 
bought a fair proportion of inferior lands; at least f 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Missouri, and | 
Arkansas. ‘This attempt of the land speculators |! 
to purchase up all the valuable public lands in the 


chased; and it is owing to the same circumstatice 
that, even during thelast year, a larger proportion |! 
of the public lands already in market Were sold, 
than of those then just offered for sale. He 
honestly believed that throughout: the southwest || 
nearly every acte of good land had been purchased | 


thought he’ had fairly accouñted, and in away, 
too, which was: calculated - to satisfy the Senate, 
that of the lands now in market, nearly all mast 


strange circumstance which the document exhibited 
that morning had presented, namely, that a greater 
portion of lands which had remained unnoticed 
for years, had been’ recently sold, than of those || 


‘add another view. ‘The speculators and their ex- 
plorers were the only persons who hada knowledge 
of the whole country; and they cared not'to make 
their purchases when the lands: were first offered 
they were‘then filling up 
and settling: It was only. when they began to || 
setile rapidly that the speculators come forward 
and make their entriés; founded upon ‘the knowl- 
‘edge they obtained of the quality of whole tracts 
of country.. In this way, sometimes, valuable | 
lands were permitted to remain wnenteréd for’ a 
few years.’ This, however, was not the case to 
„any extent in the cotton region. Their good lands 
‘were so much sought for, and’ there was so large 
a proportion of the lands that were unfit for culti- 
vation, that nearly every acre of good landi was 


i 
! 


mitted that this might not be the case to thé same 
extent in the ‘northwestern States and Territotiés; 
but if it were true that some good'lands alréady in 
‘market in that quarter yet remainéd unsold; was 
that a reason why the southwestern‘ States should 
be deprived’ of a ‘popula- 
duced to remain-or remove 
if their'inferior or refuse lands 
urchased ata reduced abd'proper price? 
ht that time was now a fair | 
test of the valué of the lands in market. 

The limitation as to quantity proposed by the 
bill, completely cut off all inducement to specula- | 
tion. No’ man would avail‘ himself of ‘the pro- - 
visions of this act as a. means ‘of investing his |! 
capital. It will be confined in its operation almost |! 
exclusively to individuals who are making new 


tion who might be in 
into those States, 
could bė p 


a title to lands adjoining their present possessions. 


_ or third-rate soil; and then, again, extensive sandy 
pine barrens, or impenetrable swamps, all of them 
covered a portion of the year, and many of them 


| considered of little value, will be, in tihe, from 


Ítis argued that a portion of the wild-landg now 


| yet to come into market within o 


minimum price. -Admit this may be true to some 
extent, yet is it fair for- this Government to:keep 
down the prosperity'of the new: Stated, by holding 
up‘ her. public:lands until :the citizens ofthe new 
States,: by: their ‘labor ‘and: expenditures, have ` 


| added to their value, so.as.to bring up to:theny the 


| price at which alone she ia willing to sell them? 
‘Why will this policy be persisted: in, when;..if 
these very lands were now sold at reduced prices, 
the interest on the amount obtained for them would 
bring them: up. nearly to the minimum price, pro- 
‘vided they were not ‘sold in ten or fifteen years? 
He said that without. great. expense, and. the 
employment.of a:host of agents, it: would be diffi- 
cult:to-ascertain:the ‘true: value of each tract of the 
public lands; and although: he: length-of-time,that 
a'tract:had. been -in-marketimnightnot. be:in all 
-instanees a certain test of its valire; yet he.thought 
itas. fair a one as a just Government,:anxious ‘for 
the welfare of her. people, ought-:to: desire: Lfit 
| failed. in some instances; it would prove correet:in 
hundreds: of others;. and; considering the serions 
~objections which exigted tothe establishmentof 
lany other criterion, he could not:but:think thatit 
was as satisfactory as: we.ought to desire... 
It was said ‘that not more than: two or three 
| millions of acres were required annually for agri- 
| cultural purposes; that we have seventy millions 
already in market, and over two hundred millians 
ur organized 
States and Territories; and that the reason ‘why 
the lands offered have not been ‘sold, :is because 
they are not:needed by. our population, + ‘This ar- 
gument is altogether :delusive. If. the valuable 
lands in the new. States could have been acquired 
upon the-sathe. terms as they are obtained for in 
“othér-countries, the present population’of the new 
‘States would have been doubled atleast;: Who (he 
tasked) would be willing to‘remain upon worn:odt 
lands, if he could possess: himself of fresh land, at 
Such a rate as to: justify: the expense of: removing 
some hundreds of miles to a new country@ «The 
flourishing republic now springing. “upancthe 
southern border of Arkansas would. “not; haye 
drawn off such a population of native Americans, 
‘if ‘the public lands could have been obtained upon 


| the’ same terms in their own: country: «The very 


fact that so many ‘American citizens had-sought a 
home in that country, proved that the policy main- 
tained so rigidly by this :(Goyernment: had pře- 
vented the settlement'of:air equal number of acres 
within the ‘States: “of ‘the Confederacy. `: It:-had 
forced thousands of-valuable‘ citizens to expatriate 
themselves, At:ledst‘as:mach more land as those 
citizens: ‘required, and: are now: the owners of in 
Tegas, could hava:béen disposed. of, if. the: terms 
of sale had been‘such as to have induced them to 
‘settle in their own’ country, instead ofsseeking a 
‘home ince foreign land. “The populations te the 
south and southwest had reached their limits; and, 
unless some inducement is held oùt: to ‘American 
citizens, who find it necessary to leave theirold 
homes to séttle ‘in those States; they will.continue 
to seek homes in foreign.countries: ‘Solong, also, 
as the best lands‘aré to be purcliaged: at $1 25 
per’ acre, the inferior: lands will hot’ sell :at: all 
at that price, ‘The effect, therefore,’ of. holding 
them up at the-same price is; in ‘fact, to prevent 
théir’ being: sold, and made: subject: ta taxation; 
it prevents. thèm * from: being ‘settled > upom ‘at 
all; deprives the new States ofa population which 
they would otherwise obtain, calculated:to aidin 
advancing -their prosperity, adding to stheirre- 
sources, and increasing their means of carrying‘on 
‘improvemehts, and ‘leading directly to ‘the devel- 
opment of their riches. and glory.) vevrr i i> 

` From the stfeiuous opposition: which ‘has been 
made to this bill, it would. be considered byomost 
persons who were unacquainted with the subject, 
that the objéct:of the Senators from the new States 
‘Wasto obtain the public lands for nothing; whereas 
the ultimate reduction to seventy-five cents per 
Acre wás not 80 great as that made upon. the sales 
of all thé ‘public lands when the: minimum: price 
was fixed at-twodollarg. What isthe present cri- 
terion by which ‘all the pablic lands ‘are‘et down 
to be worth only $1° 25 ‘wer acre? “Simply the fact 
of ‘their failing to’ sell for morethan that sum at 


the progress of improvement, worth at least the 


į public auction, “May not all-the arguments used 


against the graduation: of: the*price of the refuse 
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This bill was’ emphatically the poor man’s bill; 
and although the individual who now owned lands 
would be enabled to add to them‘a half section at 
the reduced prices if the provision then under con- 
sideration was adopted, yet the great object and 


‘purpose of the bill was to enable those who could 


not afford to purchase the publicland at the present 
minimum, to buy a home at such a price, or upon 
such terms, as their limited means justified. The 
members of the Committee on the Public Lands 
who supported this bill, had been ‘extremely anx- 
ious to bring down the lands which had been ‘fif- 
teen years in the market to fifty cents per acre. 
He had desired thé adoption of this provision more 
than. any other. But the Senators from, the old 
States, who were willing to reduce the price of the 
public lands gradually, had objected most posi- 
tively to a reduction below seventy-five’ cents at 


‘this time; ‘and ‘although these Senators would go 


‘with the Senators from the new States'to that point, 
they were prepared to vote against the whole bill 
if this reduction was at this time insisted on. He 
had, therefore, with the other Senators from the 
new States, consented to give up that provision of 
the bill, hoping, however, that when the effect of 
the present bill was ascertained, and, as he be- 
lieved it would be found to do, to enable the Gov- 
ernment to sell much of the public lands that could 


‘not otherwise be sold, that then he hoped Congress 


price of land’ thro 


would consent to reduce the price still farther, and 
would be willing to bring down. the lands remain- 
ing unsold for a number of years, to fifty, twenty- 
five, and even twelve and a half cents per acre. 

-.. It is objected that this measure will unsettle the 
: ughout the country. This was 
a great mistake, The first cost of wild lands had 
no influence upon the price of improved lands or 
of lands in a settled country.: It has been said 
here, that all the public Jands, after they are im- 
proved, run up to ten, fifteen, and twenty dollars 
an acre. If this is true, what effect, he would ask, 
would a reduction of twenty-five or fifty cents 
in first cost of the land, have upon lands selling 
at those prices? None whatever. The Gov- 
ernment has no desire to speculate in lands, and 


ought not to wish to avail itself of the proceeds of | 


the labor and expenditures of her citizens, after 
they have done so much towards clearing and 


cultivating their lands, and opening the country. 


‘It should have a fixed price ‘for wild land of first 


‘quality, and lower prices for her second, third, 


and fourth-rate lańds. No better plan than that 
now proposed can be adopted for attaining this 
object. “This principle should be ingrafted upon 
our system; and now that our population had ex- 
tended nearly in all directiofis to our limits, (for 
he did not take into view the unoccupied country 
towardsand beyond the Rocky mountains, at pres- 
ent given up to the Indian tribes,) he thought this 
was the proper time to make this change inthe 


iland system, unless, indeed, we wish to drive the 


“the new States, 
and reason 
‘Senate. 


péople to: seek homes in foreign‘countries. “The 
objections to the bill had been already so “ably 


answered, and its details so fully discussed, that 


he would not go into the subject further. He hoped 
that as this was à measure of vital importance to 
and was at the same timé’so just 
able, it would meéeét the sanction of ‘the 


DEES 


o0 WISCONSIN CONTESTED ELECTION. he 
DEBATE IN THE HOUSE. 
January 5, 1839. - b 


Mr. MASON; of Ohio, asked leave to present 
a resolution, which was read as follows: 


f some 
‘importance, he would move that the rules be sus- 
| pended; and upon which motion, he called forthe 
| yeas and nays. ; 

'” The SPEAKER stated that he had received a 
| communication upon the subject from Mr. Jones, 
i and would prefer that the Flouse would come to 


.gome decision upon it. 
| House the following letters, which were read: 
House or Reeresenrarives, 


. . January 4, 1839. } 
Sir: I take this mode of informing you that a 
į resolution will, at the earliest opportunity, be in- 
| troduced to this House, denying your right to re- 
| ceive any compensation as Delégate to the present 
session of Congress. ii 

I am, sir, with respect, your obedient servant, 
| : J. R. GIDDINGS. 
| Hon. Georce W. Jones, Washington City. — 


i W asuineton. City, D.C., 

í R January 5, 1839. 

Sie: Considering. myself entitled, under the 
|.usages of the House, and the laws.of the United 
States, to receive my mileage and-per diem com- 
| pensation asthe sitting Delegate from the Territory 
| of Wisconsin, I received from the Sergeant-at- 
| Arms, on the 20th ultimo; a check on the Bank of 
; Washington for my mileage and per diem allow- 
| ance up to that date. 

Having received last evening the accompanying 
communication from a member of the House, 
Hon. J. R. Gropines, of Ohio, and not feeling 
willing to retain in my hands the compensation 
alluded to unless most clearly so entiiled, I respect- 
fully return to the House, through you, the ori- 
ginal check, to be canceled by the House, if in 
| their judgment I am not.entitled to it. 


was the rightful Delegate of the people of Wiscon- 
sin, to.serye them here as such until the 4th of 
March next. 
i the advice of able counsel, before and since my 
‘arrival here.. F entertain the same opinion, still, 
but will submit to the decision of the House in 
both cases without a murmur. j 
Very respectfaliy, your obedient servant, 
GEO. W. JONES. 


Hon. James Ky Pork; 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER, with the permission of the 


the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Presiding Officer of 
the Elouse. 

By the Journal of the extra session, atthe open- 
ing of the present Congress, in September, 1837, 
itappeared that ‘t George Wallace Jones appeared 
‘as the Delegate from the Territory of Wiscon- 
tsin, was sworn to support the Constitution of 
t the United States, and took a seat in the House. ”? 
No certificates of election of members or Delegates 
were presented at the time of qualification, and 
the Speaker could not know under what authority 
they took their seats. Mr. Jones was sworn, and 
took a seat.‘ ae 

At the commencement of the present session, 
Mr. Jones appeared in his seat, claiming to-be the 
rightful sitting Delegate from Wisconsin. When 
the claim of Mr. Doty was presented, Mr. Jones 
| rose in his place and asserted his right. The 
‘House by its acquiescence, recognized him as the 
sitting Delegate; ahd took order in the case, by 
referring the claim to a seat as the Delegate from 
“Wisconsin to the Committee of Elections. Mr. 
Jones continued in his seat as the sitting Delegate. 

He, at various times, as the Journal shows, pre- 
sented petitions and resolutions, and participated 
in the business of the House as the sitting Delegate. 
This was permitted by the acquiescence of the 
‘House, until the right to the seat was decided by 
the House. Whilst Mr. Jones was thus the sit- 
| ting Delegate, in his seat, in discharge:of his du- 
. tiesias such, the Sergeant-at-Arms or the Presiding 
Officer had no right or power to inquire whether 
he was rightfully there. That wasaquestion which 


“ Resolved, That the Hon. Gores W. Jones, 1 the House alone-could-decide: . The law regulat- 


He then laid before the |! 


l came here under the solemn conviction that I | 


This opinion was strengthened by |) 


House, made a brief explanation of the course of |i 


| 
i 
H 


iscretion to- refuse itunder the 


laid on his table. And row the question of com- 
pensation, under the resolution before the House, 
was ah open one. The House alone-can, by its 
order, refuse the compensation.. Under-the law, 
i the Sergeant-at-Arms and Speaker cannot: "The 
Speaker expresséd the hope thatthe House would 
decide the question, and ‘thus relieve the subject 
| from’ all.doubt and embarrassméit.. ege ro 
Mr. MASON, after gome introductory ré 
-marks, proceeded to review thecircumstances un- 
der which Mr. Jones claimed his compensation. 
He stated that Mti J. had returned:to Wisconsin, 
and had: thrown himself upon the suffrages of the 
-people at the Jate election, when he was defeated 
by thé election of Mr. Doty;:whd,'as a.matter of 
course, came on and -¢laimed ‘his seat... But, not- 
withstanding that; Mr. Jones had also ‘come'on, 
claiming to serve for the present session; although 
he knew that Mr. Doty had'the cert ficate of élec- 
tion from the Governor. of the Térritorys i 
Mr. M: then. referred ‘to: former: caves of: con- 
tested elections, and rote: particularly to: those.of 
Moore and Newland, to show that the :compensa- 
tion to unsuccessful claimants had. been, allowed 
on entirely different grounds; there béing, if those 
| instances, a dispute as to who had beerlegally 
! elected; whereas, in the present. case, there was 


|i no demur to the fact of Mr. Doty having’ been 


elected by the people of ‘Wisconsin at>the recent 
election. He contended that Mr. Jones had: not 
the slightest ground td claim a seat for a third 
| Session; arid that to allow him his mileage and 
| per diem allowance would. be establishing a bad 
precedent.. He hoped the House would not allow 
| the claim, especially as the sitting Delegate “must 
| be alowed the same. He maintained that there 
| was no more ground for Mr. Jones to ‘claim the 
| compensation than there would ‘be for’ ex-mem 
| 


| bers of Oongress to demand pay-for the ensuing 
| session after their ‘terta of service ad expired, 
After’ some remarks’ from- Mr.: BOULDIN 
against the resolution, = 8). aa 
Mr. BRONSON said he: believed it had- been 
‘the invariable practice of the ‘House, inal cases 
; of contested elections, to pay the'ex penses ‘of: both 
|-claimants, He asked ‘the ‘House to consider: tha 
i effect of disallowing such‘claims, intil: the ques- 
| tion was. settled ds to which: was legally entitled 
| to the seat. Mr. Jones had come on underan 
| honest conviction, supported: by high legal’ ad- 
| vice, that he had a right to'sit during the present 
| session; the House had received and: recognized 
him as such; and until it was decided otherwisé, 
i he was constitutionally: entitled. to’ his compensa- 
tion as such, the Presiding Oficer having no right 
to call in question the claim. He (Mr. 'B.) denied 
| that this was a clear case, and that Mr.: Jones had 
ino right'to come. ‘The case was. far from being 
| clear, 50 much so-that for some time the commit- 
| tee was much: perplexed about the-pioper :con- 
struction ‘ofthe law relating; to the elections of 
Wisconsin,” He considered that; under: the :cir- 
cumstances; Mr, Jones, or any other géntleman, 
was perfectly justifiable in‘asserting his’ claim to 
# seat for the present session. He was sure that 
i no-good lawyer could be found who would say 
that it was a clear case;'and, as in his opinion, 
| Mr. Jones had strong grounds -for making:this 
| claim, “he felt bound to vote forvhis conipensa- 
tion. s es f 
Mr. WISE said he should votein favor ofallow- 
ing to Mr. Jones his pay, as it was the dutpofthe 
“House so todo. That gentleman was- the: prima 
facie Delegate from Wisconsiny andsunder: those 
| circumstances, neither. the Sergeant-at-Arms, the 
; Speaker, nor any one else, had’ d right to: deny 
| that Mr. Jones was entitled:to his: money. Until 
| the House decided otherwise, he was the constitu- 
| tional representative of that Territory, aidas such 


| entitled to the usual remuneration forhis services, 
The Speaker and Sergeant-at-Arms had properly 
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performed.their. duty, under the cireumstances, in 
granting to Mr. Jones the.check-for.his per diem 
and mileage. He (Mr. Wa) was sure that all par- 
ties wonld be gratified at the very honorable, man- 
ner in whichMr..,Jones had acted.on the occasion. 
Had he. chosen to retain the money, there was no 
law by. which. the House:could compet: him. to 
return: it; but, Mr. Jones, actuated by that honor- 
able feeling which influenced his. other actions, 
promptly xeturned the check-on the first intima- 
dion that..his right to it would be questioned, and 
submitted -his claim.to the decision of the House. 
Et was . impossible .for-the House to refuse the 
money without a violation of former. precedents, 
and deciding, also,.that Mr. Jones had. madea 
wanton: 1, without color er. reason... And 
should it decide that Mr.. Jones had made a:wan- 
tod claim, in what, condition would. it place.the 
-ewenty-five honorable members, who voted in. favor 
-of; the claim of Mr. Jonesto his seat. Mr. W. 
then, went onto show. that, so far from the claim 
„being wanton, it.was.founded upon a strong.case; 
86 much so, that previous to the remarks, from 
tke- chairman. of. the. Judiciary Committee, . [Mr. 
iTuomas,| he himself had been in doubt gs to 
-whethey Mr. Jones ‘was-not legally and constitu- 
tionally entitled to a- seat for the present session. 
He adverted.to former cases of contested elections, 
and especially the case of Messrs. Prentiss and 
Word, at-the late session, to show that it had been 
-the invariable rule to allow the unsuccessful claim- 
ents -their mileage and. per diem allowance up to 
the time the decision of the House was given. He 
:drew'a glowing picture of thé publie abuses which 
«would be the result of a refusal of the House- to 
spay the expenses-of unsuccessful competitors for 
seats; and showed, in that case, how. very. easy it 
:woald be.for x rich nabob to-triumph overa peor 
‘batleanthy eleoted member, as few men ofthe latter 
‘class, would venture to press even arightful claim, 
iifithey knew. that, in case they were ousted by. the 
‘Elouse,: they would: have:to bear:their own ex- 
upenges.:, Mri W. .coricluded:by again urging, that 
vag'the Elouse had received and recognized Mr. 
Jones :ag.the: sitting Delegate, until, its recent.de- 
cision, he hada right to demand: and receive his 
„mileage and perdiem allowance, and that no officer 
of-the House had:any right to withhold it from 
him, er-to:question his right to receive it. 
„Mr: THOMAS was.sure the Houge would de- 
ide that. Mr, Jones. was entitled to the money, if 
they would but reflect on the circumstances under 
which that gentleman claimed his seat Mr. T. 
„then reespitulatell the” reasonga -which ‘had, on‘a 
former. day, induced him to support a claim of 
: Mr, Jones: to: his. seat; and maintained that, in 
every view of the ease; the House was hound: to 
remunerate: him: for the time of his service at the 
pest- bession. ooon L aver 
Mr GIDDINGS. said-that as his name had 
: been. mentioned- in the communication read by the 
/Glerk, he: would explain the manner in which-he 
_ became connected with the subject now under dis- 
cussion. After the ‘vote: of the House on the right 
of Mr. Jones toa seat, made upon.a former day, 
‘Efeltit important that a precedent should not be 
get of allowhig any gentleman for travel and. per 
‘diem compensation, who.should attempt to hold 
-an:office:beyond the term allowed by the Constitu- 
tion antdslawss: It. was ‘rumored that Mr. Jones 
‘hadsdrawn his pay, and I conversed with older 
-andomonre experteticed members upon. the subject 
, ofintroducing a-resolution declarative of the views 
cwhich the House entertains. All felt delicate; and 
-eichvappenved: Willing to be excused. I felt un- 
swillbigethat. Mr.:Jones should take nearly. two | 
_ thousand dollars from. the Treasury without the | 
cdlomof éhaimyais I believed; and I then concluded | 
» £o; bringin a tegglution myself, I felt it was due 
to General Jones that he should be informed in | 
- regard o my'determination, and thereforesent him 
otheinate: which has produced, the response just 
pead from: the :Speaker’s table. I am, however, | 
-bappyeto:find the subject. i abler hands—in the | 
care. of éne-who- will: do it justice. (Mr. Mason 
‘had introduced the resolution.) : 
‘The overwhelming vote given by the House on 
-the-right of Mr. Jones to: hold his séat,. will save 
me the: trouble ‘ef. going into the. merits. of the 
question then pending. - [t.is sufficient to say that 
that decision was on. solemn. argument, witha fall 


|j of the chair 


| tions. ‘They derange my course of argument, and 


man of the Judici 
Homa. Mr. Jones, then, must rest his claim 
for compensation, either upon legal right, or some 
equitable and meritorious consideration. As to his 
legal right,.we have passed upon that question, 
and have solemnly decided that he had none, But 
‘before I go further, I ought perhaps to answer the 
arguments of the gentleman from Virginia, who 
sits in front of me, [Mr. Bouipiy.] | He as well 
as his colleague over'the way, [Mr. Wisz,} and 
the gentleman from: Maryland, [Mr. Tuomas, ] all 
rely upon precedent. They say we have practiced 
spaying gentlemen who, have appeared here-and 
| contested seats upon this floor. I know not. how 
far gentlemen would carry this idea of. precedent. 
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Mr. WISE said he woul 
| the gentleman to the Mississippi case. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said ‘ha intended to notice that 
case as soon as he could get.to it, . I say, sir, this 
case is distinguishable from all other cases that | 
have occurred since the formation‘of the.Govern- 
ment, in this respect. ` That General Jones, under 
his election in 1836, had served two full years, prior 
to the present session, and was now endeavoring 
to-hold: the office three years under. one, election. 
There is not a case of this description on record. 


when different personsclaimed:to have been elected, 
except the one from. Mississippi; and. then ‘the 
question was whether the, sitting members could | 
hold for the full. term of two years, or for the 
special session only. But.here Mr. Jones had 
served his full term of two years, and attempts to 
hold over one year longer. No one contested his 
-right for the whole time provided by. the Consti- 
tution. and law-under which he was elected. That 
time having fully expired, he presents himself 
„here; sin. my opinion,as destitute.of right, or of 
-color-of right, as though he had never been here; 
nor do the precedents apply. to his case with any 
more power,.in my opinion, than they would if 
he had never been. elected; or held.a seat here. . 
Mr. BOULDIN and Mr. WISE both Tose to 
explain; and Mr. Guwpinas yielded. the floor for 
some time. : F k r 
When Mr. GIDDINGS resumed, he said, Mr. 
Speaker, I protest against these frequent interrup- 


I shall surely charge it all to the gentlemen from 
Virginia. : y : 
I think no one will urge that there has-been a 
parallel case in this House, and of: course-we.are 
not bound to.grant to Mr. Jones $1,900-from any 
precedent established by this Houge.-- But Lob- 
ject to it on the important principle, that by.giving 
him a compensation we shall establish «precedent in 


| Michigan. 


„that. his: time, did 


They-all occurred at the beginning of the service, ||. 


this case—a precedent by which any of us, aftér || 
one term of service shall expire, may. return-here, || 


yet he was, i 
Mr. WISE desired the floor to explain. Mr. G. 
yielded, and Mr. W. explained. ¢ Kane 
Mr..GIDDINGS proceeded. I say that Mr. 
Jones, then, by his words, his ‘acts, his oath, de- 
clared to this House, to the nation, and to ‘ike 


‘world, that. he was then, in December, 1836, a 


Delegate from Wisconsin. This Honse, in sol- 
emn argument and. full deliberation, here said, by 
a majority of, more than five to. one, that he wag 
right: ; Suppose, he now says he was wrong, and 
time. did not commence till December, 
1837,.qught, we. to pay him. for thus stultifying 
himself?. for contradicting his former. acts, words, 


and oath of office? Having served the full term, 
and received full pay, if he. now. seeks to make, a 
speculation by coming here, he ought not to.do | 
at the expense of the people., But I ask the gen- 
tleman to point out the meritorious or equitable con- 
sideration. for which we are to allow him nearly 
two thousand dollars of the public treasure. Will 
gentlemen say that he has promoted the 
of the House? I’ answer, he. haa detained ‘th 
House, and occupied the time oft wo hundred and 
forty members, with. our. clerks, ergy 
tendants, more than one enti 


he has 


‘here represented the people or the interests of 


haye considered itan insult. J.ask, does hecome 
how ‘with, stronger claims than. he would.,in:th 
case supposed ò- He has retarded the busine 
the House, increased. the national , expenditure, 
kept the. rightful Delegate of his Territory from 
his seat here, disappointed the expectations of his 
people, opposed their wishes and retarded. their 
business. But-do these circumstances add to the 
real merits of his claim?. If there be-equity, if 
there be justice in the claim, surely the able chair- 
man: of the Judiciary. Committee, Mr. Tuomas] 
with his legal acumen, ‘is able to point it out; and 
demonstrate the principleon which it rests. I de- 
sire to hear which act, or which acts of Mr. Jones 
entitles him. to the. compensation? .;On. what 
particular: principles of. equity ox:common “justice 
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does this claim rest? I dislike this keeping at a 
distance from the subject, this firing at long shets, 
this dealing in generals. It was the saying of a 
very eminent jurist that ‘fraud lurks in general- 
ilies’? When our public treasure is to be dealt 
out, I desire to see some definite, some obvious rea- 
son assigned for it. 

Bat, if I understood the Speaker at the com- 
mencement of this debate, he thought that the 
“ House had recognized Mr. Jones as the sitting 
member.” If this be fact, we ought not now 
to refuse compensation to him. We should be 
estopped new from denying that which we admitted 
at the commencement of the session. {n other 
words, we are bound by the same principles by 
which Mr. Jones is bound—the principle alluded 
to some time since, in which I stated that Mr. 
Jones, having asserted himself to be the Delegate 
in 1836, should not, in 1838, say he was not a 
Delegate in 1836. I would apply the same rule 
to ourselves. itis not merely a rule of law, but 
itis a rule of consistency, of common justice, and 
common sense. If we have expressly recognized 
Mr. Jones as the Delegate, by such recognition 
we must have induced him to remain here and 
spend his time, and we ought not now to turn 
round and say he is not entitled to compensation 
for his time. If this House have, in fact, led Mr. 
Jones into error, the loss ought not to fall on him. 
If the nation induced him to come here and spend 
his time, nothing can be more plain than that dic- 
tate of justice which says the nation shall pay 
him. But how stands the case? Mr. Jones’s 
time had fully expired. The office was vacant. 
Mr. Doty was here, had selected his seat, and at 
the proper time presented his credentials for the 
purpose of taking the oath as the Delegate from 
Wisconsin: To this Mr. Jones objected, deny- 
ing the right of Mr. Doty. On this objection the 
administration of the oath was delayed. The ob- | 
jection was the act of Mr, Jones; by it he gained |! 
nothing. The delay in receiving Mr. Doty was || 
the act of the House, in courtesy to Mr. Jones’s | 
objection. But it is difficult for me to see how 
we recognized Mr. Jones by delaying the reception 
of Mr. Doty. I think no one will say that thus | 
far we had recognized Mr. Jones. By what act, 
then, did he become the sitting member? Was 
it by sitting in the hall instead of the gallery? | 
Tie had been a member here, and by the rules of 
the House had the privilege of the Hall. Then 
he gained nothing by his seat. But I apprehend 
that no gentleman will claim any recognition by 
this House except by the vote of the House. A 
legislative body can only speak, can only act by 
their vote. The rule is too plain to be misunder- 
stood. It requires a majority of the House to do 
any act. That majority is ascertained by vote. 
Tence arises the rule that ‘a legislative body 
can only act or speak by vote.” Having laid 
down the rules by which we could have recog- | 
nized Mr. Jones as the Delegate, we will proceed 
to inquire whether we have, by vote of the House 
thus recognized him as the Delegate. The firs 
vote of the House was to refer Mr. Doty’s righ 
to a seat here to the Committee of Elections. 
This, I think, will not be urged as a recognition 
of Mr. Jones. The next vote of the House de- 
clared that Mr. Doty had the right to a seat as 
Delegate, and that Mr. Jones had no such right. 
‘This, then, is the only recognition of Mr. Jones 
by the House. It is an expressdenial. The only 
vote on the subject given by the House, in words 
as plain as language permits, denies his right 
here; and yet it is urged that we have recognized 
him as the sitting Delegate. I ask gentlemen to 
point us to the vote, to the act of this House, by 
which we recognized him as a Delegate. Let 
them no longer keep at a distance, but let them- 
refer the Flouse to the specific, the particular recog- 
nition. Let them give time, place, and circum- 
stances. And now, Mr. Speaker, I will only add 
that having assigned the views which will govern 
me in my vote, I rest the subject with the House. | 
In doing this, I have spoken freely and unre- 
servedly. Of Mr. Jones, as a man 
man, | know nothing exce 
the case before us. From that I speak, and on 
that I must act. I know thatit is a delicate gub- |i 
ject to combat the granting of money to one who [; 
has mingled with members in this Hall—one who |! 
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and a gentle- | 
pt what appears from | 


i 
i 
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! 
E 


i the committee over which the gentleman from 
ii Kentucky [Mr. Cuamzers] presides with so 
| much zeal and devotion to the national interests. 


i! like the one under consideration? 


_ disputing the seat. Had Mr. Doty been the un- | 


| and all classes of voters on a footing. 
| date, In case of contest, could not come on to urge 
| his claim (and we all know that, in practice, his 


i 
Í 
l 
1 
| 


f 
1 
Sir, the widow and the orphan, rendered destitute | 
and penniless by Indian barbarities, are denied, 
sternly denied, indemnity for their loss of houses, 
furniture, and property, sustained by conflagra- 


tions kindled with savage hands; and shall we j| 


bestow the money withheld from them on claims 
Shall we, sir, 
guard and defend the public treasure with one | 
hand, while with the other we scatter it tothe four 
winds of heaven? 

“Mr. CALHLOUN considered that Mr. Jones 
had been elected for the whole Congress, and not | 
for a fraction only. He considered him entitled | 
to the money, as he had come on with a strong | 
case. Mr. Jones had now been here six weeks, 
awaiting the decision of the House; and if he was 
not entitled to any remuneration for such time, 
why had not the House taken the matter up and | 
decided it at once? 

Mr. POPE advocated the claim, on the ground 
that there were good and substantial reasons for 


successful competitor, he would have voted for ! 
the payment of his expenses on the same ground. 
He hoped the resolution would not be adopted. 

Mr. BIDDLE said that he had been deprived, 
b 


original question; and he felt, therefore, the more | 
earnest in resisting the present motion. The prac- | 
tice of the House was admitted to be, in the ex- 
ercise of a sound discretion, to make the allowance 
when satisfied that the contest had not been idly 
raised, but that the question presented was one fit 
to invoke its grave and deliberate judgment. 

The practice was a salutary one. The House 
had never stultified itself by holding that it was 
incompetent to discriminate, and to guard against 
abuses. It was calculated to place all candidates 
If a candi- | 


| 


i 
if 
| 


| 


i 


| 
| 


i 


presence is indispensable) without danger of pe- 


ment. In the poorer agricultural districts, voters 
will not be inclined, or able, to raise a purse by 
individual contribution to send on their champion, 
and the result would be an incalculable advantage 
to the man of affluence, or to him who had wealthy 
backers. 

The position in which Mr. Jones stood claimed 
for his case the most candid consideration. He 
had received the money from the Speaker; it was 
beyond recall; but on an intimation from a single 
member that a question would be raised, he in- 
stantly places it at our disposal, with an expres- | 
sion of his cheerful acquiescence in whatever decis- | 
ion we may make. Mr. B. would not say of our | 
departing associate, “ nothing in life became him | 
like the leaving of it,” but he would say that his 
course conformed to the frank, ingenuous, and 
honorable spirit by which that gentleman had ever 
been characterized. Mr. B. said it was not his 
intention to go at large into the argument as to 
Mr. Jones’s right to the seat, Yet an outline 
would not be misplaced. i 

The earliest act which had a distinet bearing on | 
the question was that of March 3, 1817, entitled | 
“An act further to regulate the Territories of the | 
United States, and their electing Delegates to Con- 

TESS. 
i This act is not of a temporary, occasional char- 
acter; itis a well-matured and far-sighted supple- | 
ment to the great ordinance of 1787; calculated to | 


i 


i 


j 
| 
| 
| 
i 


i 
i 


| 


meet a pew aspect in the affairs of the Territories. | 


It provides as follows: a f 
“In every Territory of the United States in; 


y accident, of the opportunity of voting on the || 


: cuniary sacrifice in the event of a failure, only the |! 


; man of ample means will venture on the experi- 


i! 


which a temporary government ha 
hereafter shall be established 


people shall become familiarized to the usages 


| which are finally to prevail; that its habits shall 


| become fixed in harmony with those of the Union. 

It must be apparent to every one how widely 
the decision which has been made by the House, 
in reference to Wisconsin, violates this polity, 
The Delegate isto serve a moiety of his term in 
the present Congress, and a moiety in the next. | 

Instead of duly attaching the Territory to the 


i 


|| train of cars which has preceded her, she is placed 


| with one wheel in the middle 'of the track and the 
other outside of it, and; in the end, we shall be 
obliged to lift her, by main bodily force, from this 
| false and awkward position, in order to place her 
| upon the track into which she ought to have been 
| wheeled at the outset. See another strange result: 
The validity of each election has to be passed upon 
by two distinct and independent bodies. We de- 
cide as to that portion which falls within our polit-. 


| ical existence; and the remainder is in abeyance. 
j until our successors shall assemble a year hence ! 


The necessity for this course, on our part, is’ 
those who insist on it.’ “An act, 
| of Congress of the third of February, 1819, in ye- 
i lation to the Territory of Michigan, provides that 
| ‘* the citizens of Michigan Territory be, and they 
| fare hereby, authorized to elect one Delegate to 
‘the Congress of the United States; and the per- 
son thus elected ‘* shall be furnished, by the Gov-' 
“ernor of said Territory, with a certificate, under’ 
‘his official seal, setting forth that he is duly 
if elected, by the qualified electors, the Delezate 
| ‘ from said Territory to the Congress of the United 
‘States, for the term of two years front the date. of 
“said certificate.” i 
Doubtless this is explicit, and overrules the act 
of 1817. Not only does it violate the policy of 
that act, but it contains, moreover, a most aoma- 


i thus made out b 


| 
| 


i 


|| lous and alarming provision. The Governor of 


| a Territory ig the creaturé of the President. of the 
, United States. Yet his will shall determine. the 
| term of office of a Representative in the popular 
| branch of Congress! No time is provided within 
, which he shall give the certificate. He may post- 
i pone it if he desire that a political favorite shall 
i reach an anticipated crisis in the affairs of the 
| country, or he may antedate it, or give to it the 
; earliest possible date, in order that a political ad- 
versary may be cut short of reaching the same 


i 
i crisis, 
t 


i| he question is whether these extraordinary 


| provisions have passed into the act of 1836, ‘es~ 
tablishing the territorial government. of Wiscon- 
isin.” That act bears date 20th April, 1836, and 
; provides that “ a Delegate to the House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States, to serve forthe term 
| of two years, may be elected.” Ft provides further, 
: thatthe person having the greatest number of votes 
; shall be declared by the Governor to be duly elected, ` 
i and a certificate thereof shall be given to the person 
_ so elected.” : 
Thus it wiil be seen that whilst the provisions, 
of the two acts are, to a certain degree, coincident, 
the act of 1336 omits the very words which, in re- 
lation to the act of 1819, compels us reluctantly to 
give a construction at variance with obvious poli- 
cy, and rendering the term of office of a member 
of this House contingent on the accidental date of 
the Governor’s certificate. How, then, are we to 
render definite what is thus left open in the act of 
1836? Shall we, with a sort of mother’s fondness 
for the most deformed and perverse of our off- 
spring, reinstate the obnoxious words thus dis- 


of phraseology, and in apparently abandoning the 
i commencement of the term of service, so expressly 
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insisted on by the act of 1819, meant to leave its 
commencement and duration to the quiet operation 
of the standing law of 1817? Can any one doubt 
that the established rules of construction; as well 
as common sense, call for the latter interpreta- 
tion ? ` 

It is true, the act of 1836 declares that “ the ex- 
‘ isting laws of the Territory of Michigan shall be 
‘extended over said Territory, so far as the same 
‘shall not be incompatible with the provisions of 
‘ this act; subject, nevertheless, to be altered, modified, 
“or repealed, by the Governor and Legislative Assem- 
* bly of the said Territory of Wisconsin.” 

But, aside from many other considerations, is 
it'not plain, from the very terms of this. clause, 
that it applies to the details of jurieprudence, and 
not to points of organic political structure, which 
are, of course, beyond the reach of territorial 
legislation? Theact of 1836 says, too, ‘ the laws 
“of the United States are hereby extended over, 
‘and shall be in force in said Territory, so far as 
‘ the same, or any provisions thereof, may be ap- 
‘ plicable.” Ifany bearing can be ascribed to this 
provision on the present question, it is in bringing 
into direct application the fundamental act of 1817 
and not the act of 1819, which, on its face, is 
special to Michigan, and was exhausted in that 
function. 

It is asserted, however, that Mr. Jones has him- 
self put a construction on the act of 1836, by 
taking his seat a session in advance of that which 
would be the first under the interpretation now 
contended for. In point of fact he denies this, al- 
leging that he relied on his antecedent election as 
a Delegate from the Territory of Michigan, and 
that, in any event, he is curtailed of the full benefit 
of the popular favor extended to him. But I will 
not confuse the subject by any such inquiry; we 
have nothing to do with it. This is not a case in 
which to talk of estoppel, or of the argumentum ad 
hominem. The only question before us is as to 
the efficacy of the popular action of Wisconsin in 
1836. We are to look to the rights of the people 
of that Territory, and not of the individual who 
chances to be the instrument through whom they 
are enjoyed. This would be so even in private 
transactions where the rights of the people are not 
concerned. Suppose a power of attorney given to 
act for two years, but the power not to be exer- 
cised until a year from the date of the instrument; 
the agent enters at once upon his attorneyship, 
and people deal with him accordingly, not looking 
beyond the seal and the accustomed forms of au- 
thentication, Will it be pretended that this pre- 
mature action is to abridge the term fixed in the 
power? Would a judge say that the term must 
be narrowed to one year, because the agent com- 
menced a twelvemonth too soon? Surely such a 
notion would be scouted; and yet the cry might 
weli be raised that here was a man acting, in fact, 
for three years, under a power limited to two. No, 


sir; it is our business, in the exercise of a high: 


judicial function, to ascertain which are the “two 
years” meant by the act of 1836. We are not to 
hunt upand adopt the misconstruction or blunders 
of others, but to be right ourselves. Fix truly the 
construction of the power asserted by the people 
of Wisconsin in 1836, and then give it effect as a 
high duty to that people. 

Mr. B. said he would not pursue the subject 
further; and very far was he from asserting, in 
the face of the recent vote, that the positions he 
had hastily taken were impregnable. But he did 
feel that the question was a grave and arduous one, 
that had properly been raised for decision. It was 
a case touching the rights of Wisconsin, and the 
regular course of her political action, in which 
judgment ought not to have been suffered to go by 
default from the omission of the only individual 
who could present the case for adjudication. On 
the whole, he believed that no occasion had oc- 
curred in which the practice of the House in 
making this allowance could with greater propriety 
be followed. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
resolution, Mr. GRIFFIN demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS inquired of the Speaker whether 
in case the resolution should be rejected, he would 
consider it as authority to pay Mr. Jones his per 
diem and mileage. 


The SPEAKER said he should so consider it. | 

The question was then put on the adoption of 
the resolution; and decided in the negative—yeas 
89, nays 96; as follows: : 


YEAS. 
Alexander, Gallup, Packer, 
Allen, Heman, Giddings, Peck, 
Banks, Goode, Petriken, 
Bell, Griffin, Phelps, 
Bicknell, ‘Hall, Potts, 
Birdsall, Halsted, Pratt, 
Bond; Hawkins, Prentiss, J. H., 
Boon, Haynes, Rariden, 
Borden, Henry, Reed, 
Buchanan, Herod, Rencher, 
Calhoun, W. B. Hoffman, . Ridgway, 
Campbell, Jackson, T. B., Rives, 
Chaney, Johnson, J., Robinson, È., 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Russell, 
Clowney, Lewis, Saltonstall, 
Connor, Loomis, Sheffer, 
Corwin, Marvin, Shepperd,A.H., 
Craig, Mason, S., Shepard, Chas., 
Crary, ay, Sibley, 
Cranston, Maxwell, Stanly, 
Curtis, McClellan, R., Swearigen, 
Cushman, ‘McClellan, A., Taliaferro, 
Darlington, Mitchell, Toland, 
Dawson, Morris, S. W., Underwood, 
Davee, Morris, C., Vanderveer, 
Davies, Naylor, White, A.S., 
Dunn, Noble, Whittlesey, T.T 
Elmore, Noyes, Williams, L., 
Evans, Ogle, Williams, S., 
Fletcher, R., Owens, Wiiliams,J.W. 
Fry, 

NAYS. 
Adams, Haley, Paynter, 
Andrews, Hammond, Pearce, 
Atherton, Hamer, Pickens, 
Beatty, Harrison, Plumer, 
Beirne, Hastings, Pope, 
Biddle, Hawes, Potter, 
Bouldin, Holsey, Putnam, 
Briggs, Holt, Randolph, 
Bronson, Hubley, Robertson, J., 
Calhoon, John, Hunter, Rumsey, 
Cambreleng, Jenifer, Shields, 
Campbell, J., Johnson, H., Sheplor, 
Carter, Johnson, W.C., Slade, 
Casey, Jones, N., Snyder, 
Chambers, Keim, Southgate, 
Cleveland, Kemble, Spencer, 
Coles, Klingensmith, Stuart, 
Crabb, Leadbetter, Stone, 
Crockett, Logan, Thomas, 
Cushing, Lyon, Toucey, 
Deberry, ason, J. M., Towns, 
DeGraff, Martin, Vail, 
Dromgoole, Maury, Wagener, 
Edwards, McClure, Webster, 
Everett, McKennan, Weeks, 
Ewing, Mercer, White, J., 
Farrington, Milligan, Wiliams, J.L., 


Fletcher, Isaac, Miller, Williams, C.H., 


Garland, J., Moore, ise, 
Graham, W., Morgan, Word, 
Grantland, Parmenter, Yell, 

Gray, Parris, Yorke. 


SWARTWOUT’S DEFALCATION. 


REMARKS OF HON. W. TAYLOR, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In true House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 9, 1839, 
On the Resolution to appoint a Committee to inves- 
tigate the Swartwout Defalcation. 


The question being on the motion to appoint a 
committee by ballot, 

Mr. TAYLOR rose and said: 

Mr. Speaker: I shall not attempt to follow the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bonn,] in his com- | 
ments upon the enormous fraud upon the Treas- | 
ury, in the case of the late collector of the port of | 
New York, for the reason that we are about to 


appoint a committee to investigate that case, and 
I prefer waiting for the action of the committee, 


and such additional information as the investiga- 
tion may furnish; and on this point I will at pres- 
ent only say that I must wait for farther develop- 
ments, and have other and better réasons, before 
I can see any justification whatever in the course 
gentlemen have pursued in their invectives against 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and censure of 
the Administration. Iam not aware of any ob- 
jections to the appointment of the committee, and 
hope and trust that, when appointed, they will 
perform their duty with a most rigid scrutiny, that 
all the facts and circumstances in the case may be 
exposed, so that we may fully understand how 
this fraud has been committed, whether others are 
implicated, and to what extent; and whether there 
has been any want of faithfulness in any public 
officer intrusted with the management of any part 
of the financial operations of the Government; 
and then, sir, let the blame rest where it justly 
belongs. : 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusu- 
Inc] charges upon the friends of the Administra- 
tion a change of conduct, from that which they 
exhibited two years since when it was proposed 
to appoint a committee to investigate abuses, and 


-says they are now forced to come out in favor of 


a committee of investigation. The gentleman is 
mistaken if he imagines there is any change in 
this respect. What was the proposition at the 
time alluded to? After gentlemen, as usual, had 
freely indulged in broad and general charges of 
corruption on the part of the Administration, a 
resolution was offered to appoint a select commit- 
tee, without any definite or specific object, but for 
the general purpose of endeavoring to hunt up 
something, somewhere and somehow, to justify 
the charge. Fhe committee was not to be con- 
fined even to public officers, but to extend their 
inquiries to any one ‘directly or indirectly con- 
nected with them in any manner, officially or un- 
officially.” lt was to be a sort of general ‘ cor- 
ruption” hugting committee. To the appointment 
of a committee for such general and indefinite 
objects, and with such unlimited powers, there 
were objections, and those objections were urged 
upon this floor. 

And, sir, we saw enough on that occasion con- 
nected with sending committees in search of unde- 
fined abuses, whether official or unofficial, resulting 
in no public good, to strengthen all objections to 
such a measure, But, even then, the resolution 
was sustained by the vote of almost every friend 
of the Administration; and I would ask when, on 
what occasion have they manifested any unwilling- 
ness to investigate any and every alleged case of 
fraud or defalcation, any specific charge against 
any public officer? Never, since I have been hon- 
ored with a seat in this House. 

I am opposed, sir, to the amendment which pro- 
poses to appoint the committee by ballot, and if 
there wasno other reasons than those which have 
been assigned in favor of the proposition, these 
would be, to my mind, conclusive against it. The 
rule requires the Speaker to appoint all commit- 
tees, “ unless otherwise specially directed by the 
House.” This rule has seldom been departed 
from, and in no instance, to my recollection, 
within the last six years. Why, then, is it pro- 
posed to change the mode on this occasion? The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] tells us 
that the Speaker will be subject to the charge of 
unfairness, of partiality, of having selected a packed 
committee, and he desires to relieve him from the 
responsibility. And because the Opposition may 
cast upon the Speaker unjust and unworthy impu- 
tations, is that any reason why we should take 
from him any of his ordinary official duties, and 
relieve him from responsibility ? 

When, sir, has the time been, since the present 
incumbent has occupied that chair, that these 
charges have not been made? And I have yet to 
learn that the duties have not been well performed, 
or that the Speaker shrinks from the responsibili- 
ties of his station, and desires us to relieve him. 
But another gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisz} 
comes more boldly to the point, and assigns an- 
other and a very different reason. He tells us 
plainly that he wishes to avoid the Speaker; heis 
unwilling to trust him. He doubtless has his 
object in view, and while gentlemen talk about a 
whitewashing committee, we may with not less 
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will not, of course, expect my vote for any such 
object, and neither shall I sanction the unjust im- 
putations cast upon the Speaker, by voting with 
them to take from him, on this occasion, the ap- 
pointing power. I have no want of confidence in 
the Speaker, believing that a committee selected 
in the usual mode will be composed of men who 
will faithfully and impartially investigate the sub- 
ject referred to them, having in view the protection 
of the public interest and ‘the promotion of the 
public good. 

But, sir, investigation of particular frauds upon 
the Treasury will avail but little, unless we turn 
our attention to the remedy for these evils. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] tells 
us there is no remedy butin a change of the Ad- 
ministration; turn out the present incumbents of 
office, and put in anew set. Why, sir, this has 
been the object and unremitting effort of the party 
to which that gentleman belongs, for these many 
years. It is to get into power by any available 
means; and they would fain make the people be- 
lieve that if the pure, immaculate Whig party 
should succeed, then all would be right. But I can 
tell gentlemen you may turn out, and put in, until 
doomsday, and unless you change the system of 
collecting and keeping the public money, and 
remedy the defects of law, defalcations will hap- 
pen, so long as man is depraved, and subject to 
temptation. And, in the language of the message 
of the President, the recent defalcations ‘furnish 
‘the strongest motive for the establishment of a 
t more severe and secure system for the safekeeping 


‘and disbursement of the public moneys than any jj 


‘that has heretofore existed.’’ Sir, it seemsto bea 
prominent part of the policy of the Whig party to 
charge upon the administration of General Jack- 
son and Mr. Van Buren, all the defalcations that 
have happened since the organization of the Gov- 
ernment. And { was somewhat surprised to hear 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] speak 
of the alarming defalcations of the last-nine years, 
confining himself to that period,as though little or 
nothing of the kind had occurred before. Sir, 1 
have turned my attention to the celebrated docu- 
ment (No. 111) which has been so freely, and I 
may say unfairly, used to convey this impression, 
and it is from this that I will show how unfounded 
and unjust isthe charge. This documentcontains 
a statement of amounts due from collectors of cus- 
toms and receivers of public moneys, who were 
out of office on the 12th October, 1837. None 
of these, therefore, are chargeable to the present 
Administration. Theaggregate amount due from 
collectors of the customs, since the organization of 
the Government to the 12th October, 1837, as ap- 
pears by this document, is about $1,445,000. Of 
this amount, I find about $211,324 standing against 
dates within the period of General Jackson’s ad- 
ministration, excluding those cases ascertained to 
be defaulters within the month of his first inaugu- 
ration, and therefore not justly chargeable to his 
Administration. Ofthis amount, the indebtedness 
of Mr. Ingersoll, the district attorney of the east- 
ern district of Pennsylvania, and that of Mr. 
McCulloch, collector of Baltimore, known to be 
balanced, make in the aggregate $91,244; and 
should therefore be deducted, leaving $120,080. 
Indeed, it appears, from this same document, that 
a suit was ordered againt Mr. Ingersoll for the 
amount stated in the table, but that judgment was 
obtained for only $3,985 78, which has been paid; 
and Mr. McCulloch never was a defaulter to any 
amount. There are several others of this class 
whose indebtedness has been reduced in whole or 
in part, or have offsets to the claims against them 
and others, against whom the security is consid- 
ered ample. We have not, at present, the means 
of knowing precisely the amount paid and secured, 
but it would not- be too high an estimate to rate it 
at fifty or sixty thousand dollars, leaving the esti- 
mate of loss by collectors, during the eight years 
of General Jackson’s administration, at sixty or 
seventy thousand dollars. It is to. be presumed 
that the balances which have stood on the books 
of the Department, uncanceled for the past ten 
years, (from the time General Jackson came 
into office,) constituting an aggregate of about 
#1,233,000, are not, to any considerable amount, 


i 


and we find the aggregate of receipts from cus- 


toms, during the first four years of General Jack- | 
son’s administration, was about eleven millions | 
more than during the term of his immediate prede- į 


cessor. It then, sir, appears by this celebrated 
document, when carefully examined, that the 


amount of loss from collectors of customs, during |} 
the eight years when General Jackson adminis- ; 


tered the Government, will not much exceed one 


third of the average amount for the same number | 
| of years in all the preceding Administrations since | 


the organization of the Government! And it may 


not be unworthy of remark that,as I understand, | 
not more than two or threeof these collectors who | 


are defaulters were originally appointed by him, 
and the balances against them are small. 
As to the balances which appear in this docu- 


more than two hundred thousand dollars may be 
considered doubtful, being much less in amount 


than the loss sustained under previous adminis- ; 


trations. The whole amount of receipts from the 
sale of lands since they were first brought into mar- 


ket, is $94,737,943; of this sum about sixty millions || 


were sold under General Jackson’s administration, 


and in one year a larger amount than the aggre» | 


gate of any twelve years preceding. Here, then, 
the comparison again results most decidedly in 


favor of General Jackson’s administration; and | 


if defalcations are to be considered as authorizing 
the charge of “corruption,” gentlemen would do 
well to consider on whose head the charge might 
fall with greatest weight. Certainly not upon the 
Head of the venerable Jackson. 

So much, sir, for this celebrated document, 
which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] 
moved to have reprinted in an extra number, to be 
again sent out to the public; a document which, 


all now admit, does great injustice to many | 


worthy and honorable men, who never have been 


in reality defaulters to the Government, but whose || 


accounts, not having yet been balanced at the De- 
partment, they were reported as they stood upon 
the books, in conformity to a call of this House. 
And, sir, this list of defaulters, without any dates 
showing when the defalcations occurred—calcn- 
lated, nay, designed, to give a false impression— 
was, during the late political contest in the State 
of New York paraded in every Whig newspaper 
throughout the State, and posted up in every bar- 
room in the country, under the head ‘* sub-treas- 
urers.”’ Mr. Speaker, if these are sub-treasurers, 
I would ask, to what system is the term applica- 
ble by way of reproach? Why, sir, they belong 
exclusively to your bank-deposit system; for these 
defalcations are all connected with that system, 
have all occurred under it, and I had almost said 
grown out of it; they have all happened while the 
public deposits were made either in the Bank of 


| the United States or the State banks, and under 


those laws and regulations for collecting and keep- 
ing the public money which have long existed. 
And it isa question of the highest moment, and 
worthy the deepest consideration, whether the 
bank-deposit system, and present defects of law, 
have not essentially contributed to a deterioration 
of public morals, in the strong inducements which 
are offered to speculation, and the temptations 


which are presented to. the eye of avarice, without | 


any adequate counteracting influence; and it is 
question of no less importance to determine, 
whether theindulgence heretofore given to any of 
the depositories of the public money, to use it for 
banking or any other purpose, is not a violation of 
that article of the Constitution which declares 
that “no money shail be drawn from the Treas- 
nes except in consequence of appropriations by 
aw. 


The suspension of specie payments by the banks, | 


their refusal or inability to pay over the vast 
amount of public deposits which they held, and 
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| for any purpose whatever, except those objects 
| for which it had been collected from the people, 


|| may say, most important points at issue, between 


nents. 
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‘| tion, and to leave them, as you leave other inter- 


| 
| 
! 
f banks,” and the Opposition are found rallying to 
| aman against the measure ! 


‘| purposes,” was under consideration, a member 
from South Carolina [Mr: Campsect] moved an 
amendment in these words: “ And provided, also; 
‘ That nothing in this act shall be so construed ag 
|| € to authorize the use of the Government deposits for 
|| $ banking purposes.” Upon this question every 

Whig member present voted against the propo- 
|| sition, and every Democratic member in its favor¢ 
i| and I remember well, sir, that you had the honor 
| Of giving the casting vote in favor of the amend- 
| ment. 


H 
out to merchants, speculators, and favorites, or 
| whether it should be regarded as a fund belonging 
i| to the people, and to be used only for those pur- 
i| poses for which it had been collected and appropri- 
i| ated by law. The position of parties on this ques- 
|; tion made it quite evident on which side that power, 
which-consults chiefly its own pecuniary-advant- 
ages, would throw, in the main, the weight of its 
i| influence. It was not expected that the class of men 
| who are most benefited by the use of the public 
| money, would yield to a principle which was to 
ii deprive them of go great an advantage, without a 
desperate effort. And, accordingly, we have wit 
| nessed one of the most violent and bitter political 
| contests which this country has ever experienced; 
| a contest in which the power of money, the infla- 
|| ence of associated wealth, and the combined efforts 
ij Of that class of men whose selfish and exclusive 
| interests were to be subserved in this matter by 
; the success of the Whig party, operating with ac- 
|| Knowledged ingenuity and skill upon all the ele- 
| ments of opposition, were too apparent to escape 
‘| the notice of the most careless and indifferent 
,, observer. Doubtless, sir, it may have been good 
| party policy to keep out of view as much as 
i| possible this important question, and to thrust for- 
‘| ward other topics more available for electioneering 
| purposes; such as ‘the dangers of the purse and. 
| the sword in the hands of one man,” “ the alarm- 
‘| ing increase of executive patronage and power;’" 
ij terms that may do very well as catchwords to be 
| played upon at an election, but which, in reality, 
| have no. meaning whatever when applied to the 
|| System proposed for collecting and keeping the 
‘i public money. Let this question be well under- 
4 stood, divested of the rubbish thrown around it to 
| keep out of view the true point at issue; let the 
people see what motive could have moved to such 
an unwonted zeal a certain class in the present 
} political contest—what could have induced that 
|| extraordinary and profuse liberality which has 
|| poured its thousand and tens of thousands into the 
|| Party treasury, constituting what has been most 
aptly termed “a corruption fand,” to carry an 
|| election; and let gentlemen meet this question fairly 
|| upon its true merits, upon the broad’ question 
|| whether the use of the public money, by corpora- 
tions or individuals, for any purpose whatever ex- 
cept as it shall be appropriated by law, can be 
longer permitted without endangering the public 
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interest, inducing a laxity- of public morals, and 
violating at-least the spirit of a constitational pro- 
hibition; let this leading- point. at issue between 
the parties be fairly met, and the result isnot, and 
cannot, be doubtful. 

Do gentlemen expect to subserve party purposes 
by this onset, this effort to. charge upon the pres- 
ent Administration. all defalcations that have ever 
happened under our Government, and by a dis- 
play of declamatory invective and wholesale 
charges of *‘corruption,’’ to. divert public atten- 
tion- from the trueissue? There may be in all this 
some, political skill,some party tact, but I can tell 
gentlemen that the plan will not succeed, either in 
battering down the Administration, or in diverting 
public attention from those reform measures rec- 
ommended in the message, and necessary to pre- 
yent those evils which belong to the system to 
which. the gentlemen adhere. They cannot, by 
playing the old game of proposing nothing and 
endeavoring to defeat-everything, avoid responsi- 
bility to. the, people, or prevent them from per- 
ceiving the obvious and palpable necessity of ‘an 
“early enactment, similar to that of other coun- 
‘tries, by which the application of public money 
t by an officer of the Government to private uses, 
‘should be made a felony and visited with severe | 
‘and ignominious punishment,” asrecommended 
by the President. This measure they will not, 
they dare not, directly oppose. And, sir, this 
point gained, this principle established, and gen- 
tlemen will find it extremely difficult to convince 
the people, the farmers, the laboring class, those 
who have no selfish purpose to subserve in this 
maiter, but look only to the general good, that the 
same rule in this respect should notapply to banks 
that you apply to individuals; that these should 
be the special favorites of Government, privileged 
more than others and especially after the lament- 
able consequences so recently experienced by em- 

loying them ag depositories, and giving them for 
Parking purposes, the use and control of the pub- 
lic money. It will be difficult to persuade the 
honest, intelligent yeomanry of the country why 
corporations should be privileged to do that, for, 
their own profit and advantage, which you declare 
to be a felony if done by an individual, subjecting 
him to a severe and ignominious punishment. 

To prevent banks as well as individuals from 
using the public money for their own benefit, is, 
then, but the second step which naturally and ne- 
cessarily follows in this financial reform, a reform 
which distinguishes the policy of the present Ad- 
ministration. And this principle, carried out and 
made applicable alike to all who may be intrusted 
with the keeping of the public money, as it must 
and will be, and you have but one step further in 
the procegs of restoring the financial system of the | 
Government to its original constitutional track; 
you have but to confine the custody of the public | 
money to such officers of the Government as shall | 
be constitutionally appointed and responsible to | 
the people. And, to settle this latter point, [| 
apprehend there would be less difficulty, because || 
patriotism would occupy the place of self-interest, | 
which would be excluded, and it would be chiefly 
a question of safety and constitutional principle. 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding what may have 
been said in favor of the superior advantages, in 
point of safety, of employing banks as deposito- 
ries of the public money, | believe it is susceptible 
of the clearest proof that the public loss has been 
far greater from this source than from individual 
defalcations. At the last session of Congress we 
had a statement from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, giving comparative estimate, by which it 
appears that the loss sustained by bank failures 
exceeded $1,000,000, while that from individuals 
fell short of that amount,.and this without any 


j 


| is it, sir, since the deposit banks, ** pet banks,” || 


of those safeguards and securities which it is now |: 
proposed to supply; and let it be remembered |! 
that this estimate was independent of the loss of || 
$95,580,000, by taking depreciated bank paper in |! 


the years 1814, 1815, 1816, and 1817. What}! 
amount, if any, will be finally lost of the deposits 
in the banks at the time of the suspension of 
specie payments remains to be seen. But inde- |; 
pendent of that, when you take into account the |! 
expense incurred by the necessity of an extra | 


session of Congress, and the interest to be paid |i 
on Treasury notes, the issue of which was rendered |! 


necessary by the failure of the banks to fulfill their | 


obligations to the Government, and the amount | 
will swell to a vast sum chargeable to the loss | 
account, by the use of banks as depositories of | 
the public moneys. Why, sir, I would inguire, 
are gentlemien so silent upon bank defaulters, which 
have inflicted so great evils upon the country, 
while they are so loud. and eloquent in their de- 
punciation of individual defalcations? How long 


the ‘corrupt and corrupting system,’? was the | 
theme of eloquent and bitter invective and denun- 

ciation? But now, since the system has exploded, ; 
and inflicted the most severe injuries upon the || 
Government and the people, when there is some- | 
thing tangible of which we may justly complain, 
all with them is silent; not a word of complaint is 
uttered. Why is this, sir? Is it because the | 
t pet. banks” have taken refuge in the ranks of || 
their pursuers? Is it because they are found, in | 
the main, efficient auxiliaries in the war upon the 

Administration? Is it because the system is found 
a pretty good half-way house, in which they hope 
to recruit their strength for their final destination— 
the marble palace? 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, the question of loss sustained 
by the bank deposit system dwindles into com- 
parative insignificance when compared with its 
evils in other respects. The influence it has in | 
deranging the currency, by contributing to exces- 
sive bank issues and sudden contractions, the 
stimulus it gives to speculation and extravagance, 
with all their demoralizing influences, its effects 
upon legislation, encouraging high duties and ex- 
travagant appropriations, and the natural conse- 
quence of bringing the money power into our 
political contests, and to bear upon the purity of 
our elections, with all its corrupting tendencies. 
These, sir, are evils of a character that admit of 
no estimate. by mere dollars and cents, and should 
awaken the attention of every friend to the per- 
manent prosperity of the country, and the purity 
of its institutions, 

The defalcations and frauds upon the Treasury, 
now so justly complained of, have doubtless, 
some of them at least, had their origin in the spec- 
ulating mania, encouraged to its wildest extent by } 
the bank-depositsystem. Look attheSwartwout | 
case, and at what period do you find his indebted- 
ness to the Government swelling with the greatest 
rapidity to the largest amount? Why, sir, it was 
in those years when your surplus money in the 
banks was increasing to some thirty or forty mil- 
lions of dollars, ministering to and urging on the 
speculating mania, which swept over the land with 
the contagion of a desolating pestilence. Perhaps 
nothing can more forcibly exhibit the extent to | 
which this excitement was carried than the aston- 
ishing fact that, during the years 1835 and 1836, | 
there were sold of your public lands more than į 

| 
| 


two fifths of the entire amount of sales since the į 
organization of the Government. From a report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
it appears that the whole amount paid into. the 
Treasury from sales of the public lands, since the 
land sales first commenced to the 30th September, 
1837, was $94,496,543; and of this amount there 
was paid in the years 1835 and 1836, $39,399,580; | 
whereas, previous to that time, the amountseldom 
exceeded $2,000,000 a year, and generally fell || 
much short of that sum. That the use made of | 
the public money by the banks was mainly instru- 
mental in producing these results, was charged , 
upon this floor by those gentlemen who are now in 
favor of continuing to the banks this privilege. It 
was justly complained that the money was loaned | 
out to speculators to buy up the public domain, and ! 
thus returned into the Treasury again, to perform 
the same office; and to prevent this, the Secretary 
of the Treasury issued the much-abused specie 
circular. : i 
Mr. BOND here called the attention of Mr. T. 
to a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury [Mr. | 


| 


Mr. TAYLOR von iniii Sir, I well remem- | 
ber that letter, and the circumstances under which | 
it was written, for it isa period in the history of ; 
this country not soon to be forgotten. It was 
after the deposits were removed from the Bank | 
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of the United States, and when the effort was i; 


making to produce a panic and pressure in the 


‘money market, when the bank commenced the 


curtailment of its discounts, and predictions of 
distress and ruin, from the scarcity of money, 
was heard from the Opposition in every quarter, 


-that the Secretary, to prevent, as far as possible, 
i the fulfillment of these predictions, and the 


de- 
signs of the bank party, encouraged the banks to 
more liberal discounts upon the public deposits; 
and surely, if anything could justify such a 
course, it was the circumstances under which the 
advice was issued. But, sir, I was about to show 
how the Swartwout defalcation appeared con- 
nected with the speculating excitement, and pro- 
gressed with it. From a report laid upon our 
table, it appears that this defalcation commenced 


| from a small beginning in 1830, and gradually in- 


creased until, in 1834, it had reached the amount 
of $50,370; in 1835, when your surplus deposits 
in the banks were essentially aiding and contribu- 
ting to. the excessive expansion of. bank circula- 
tion, and kindling up the wild spirit of speculation, 
it increased to $86,000; in 1836, about $200,000, 
and in 1837 more than $680,000! thus keeping 
pace with the speculations and extravagance of 
the times. Perhaps this case, like many others, 
in its incipient stage, might plead the excuse of 
honest intention, the design of replacing what had 
been withdrawn; but as it advanced, and the 


i golden harvest from imagined profitable invest- 


ment dazzled before the eye of the collector, re- 
course was had to artfully-contrived deception 
and fraudulent concealment, and he was swept 
along in the broad current of extravagance and 
speculation which was bearing rapidly along its 
thousands to misery and ruin. He may, perhaps, 
have consoled himself under the turpitude of hig 
official perjury by the reflection that he was vio- 
lating no law that regarded his offense as a crime, 
subjecting him to an ignominious punishment; 
that, at most, it was legally but an indebtedness 
to the Government; and that, in using some por- 


‘| tion of the public money for the benefit of himself 


and friends, he was but doing that which was per- 
mitted the banks to do, if paid over to them. 
But, Mr. Speaker, however defective the sys- 
tem may be under which this defalcation haa hap- 
pened, nothing can excuse or palliate the moral 
turpitude of so gross a fraud upon the Treasury, 
and so base and ungrateful abuse of public trust 
and confidence. And while I will raise my voice 
as loud as the loudest in condemning this and all 
similar cases, and give my aid to raise a commit- 
tee for a thorough investigation, I should deem 
myself unfaithful to the trust reposed in me, if E 
did not turn my attention to some remedy for 
those defects of law, which have enabled public 
agents to perpetrate these frauds with impunity, 
and lend my feeble efforts to change a system 
which has inflicted upon the country evils of a far 
more aggravated character, and resulted, not only 
in direct heavy losses by bank defaulters, but in 
one grand explosion, involving both Government 
and people in the most serious embarrassment 
and difficulty; and to my mind.the remedy is plain 
and simple. Apply the knife to the root of the 
disease, to that cancer which is poisoning the 
body-politic; cut entirely the connection between 
the banks and the financial operations of the Gov- 
ernment, so as to remove all necessity for any 
dependence upon them onthe part of the Govern- 
ment, and all inducement to political influence on 
their part; take away the temptation for honest 
men to become rogues, and putit out of the power 
of rogues tocheat the public, and escape unwhipped 
of justice; make it a penal offense, criminal legally 
as It is morally, for any one to convert the public 
money to his own use for any purpose whatever, 
and establish such guards and checks as shall 
make it secure, and frauds of easy detection, and 
you will have discharged an important duty and 
rendered the country an essential service. These 
are measures that are identified with the policy of 
the present Administration, and which recom- 
mend themselves to our immediate action from the 
highest consideration of public duty. But if gen- 
tlemen of the Opposition, who appear to have in this 
House a majority, at least upon some of the most 
important questions connected with the finances, 
shall refuse their aid in the establishment of a 
more safe and secure system for the collection and 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


69 


1839.] 


ushman. 


“Ho. ‘OF Reps. 


ge—Mr. 


keeping the public money, and in remedying the 


palpable defects of law, and prefer to leave things i 
as they are, and to endeavor, by the indulgence of 


uniust and unfounded charges upon the Adminis- 
tration, to convert every public calamity into polit- 
ical capital for party purposes, an intelligent com- 
munity will know on whom the responsibility 
should rest, and will held them to a just and rigid 
accountability. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


SPEECH OF HON. SAM. CUSHMAN, 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Iw rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 2, 1839. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, on the motion to 
refer the various topics embraced in the annual 
message of the President— 

Mr. CUSHMAN addressed the committee as 
follows: 
Mr. Cramman: Ít is with extreme regret that 

Í take the floor to address the House upon the 

subject now under consideration. When I call 

to mind the shortness of the session, together 
with the great amount of public business new gn 
the Calendar of this House, which ought to re- 
ceive the immediate action of Congress, nothing, 
sir, but the harsh and unjust attack which has 


been made upon the Administration, and particu- |! 


larly upon the character of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, could induce me to trespass upon the 
time of the Elouse for a single moment. Mr. 
Woodbury is my neighbor, my townsman, my 
personal and political friend, and one of the favor- 
ite sons of the State of New Hampshire. 
thus connected with that gentleman, and know- 
ing, as Í do, the purity of his character, and how 
highly he is esteemed by the people of his native 


State, whom I have the honor, in part, to repre- į 


sent, | should be faithless to my duty did I not 
repel the charges which have so wantonly been 
made against that distinguished public officer. 
The very extraordinary attempt which has re- 
cently been made to injure the character of Mr. 
Woodbury, will, | presume, prove wholly abor- 
tive. [ cannot believe that the reputation of any 
man, whose whole course of life has been one of 
uninterrupted brilliancy, is to be destroyed by a 
single breath of air. Fora long series of years 
his works have stood forth in bold relief, to tes- 
tify to the world that Mr. Woodbury is a man of 
unuring industry, of distinguished talents, and of 
incorruptible integrity; that fidelity hath marked 
his footsteps in every situation of life. The high 
intellectual and moral qualities of this gentleman 


have spoken in tones of eloquence, far more im- | 


pressive than anything which I, or any other 
man, can utter. During the time he was engaged 
in his profession, as a lawyer in the New Hamp- 
shire courts, he very soon acquired a reputation 
which gave him a rank among the first of the 
many eminent men then at the bar in that State. 
For indastry, ability, and fidelity, he was second 
to no one. And in consequence of the high rep- 
utation which he had so readily acquired in that 
learned profession, he was honored with the ap- 
pointment of an associate justice of the highest 


court of judicature in that State, and this, too, |! 


before he had reached the age of thirty years. 
For several years he continued to discharge the 
duties of that highly important and responsible 


i 

l 

trust with great ability and fidelity, by which he || 

i| Woodbury cannot, therefore, have connived at 
ji 


acquired for himself a reputation which will re- 
main among those things which never perish—a 
reputation which his assailants may envy, but can 
never equal. Since Mr. Woodbury left the bench 
of the superior court, he has been principally 
engaged in political life. His term of service as 
Chief Magistrate of his native State was short; 
but soon after leaving that elevated situation, he 
was elected by the Legislature of that State toa 
seat in the north wing of this Capitol, where for 
six years, he sustained a very prominent rank 


men of the country. Soon after his term of ser- 
vice expired in the Senate of the United States, 
he was appointed Secretary of the Navy, in which 


Being |! 


Treasury Department. 
_ tleman has overcome obstacle after obstacle, which 
i has been thrown in his way by the Opposition, 
| and has managed the financial affairs of the Gov 
| ernment, as I think, with great skill, prudence, and 
: fidelity; yet those who are opposed to Mr. Wood 


judging from the declamation which we have re- 
cently heard upon this floor, for a few days past, 
we must know that there is an attempt, at least, 
| to create an impression upon the public mind that 
| Mr. Woodbury has not managed the affairs of the 
| Treasury Department with fidelity, but, on the 
| contrary, that he has not only been grossly negli- 
| gent in the discharge of his official duties, but that 
‘he has connived at the frauds which have been 
; committed by other officers of the Government. 
From such charges his previous life, however pure 


i 
| 
| and spotless, cannot shield him, provided they | 
| are founded in truth. For this I do not contend; | 
li 


but [ do.contend that the good name which he had 
| previously acquired ought to shield him from all 
| such aspersions, until they are proved by the most 
| clear and unequivocal testimony. 

Now, sir, permit me to ask, whether any such 
evidence has been produced? In reply to this in- 
quiry, the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Wise,] 
as well as the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
i Prenriss,| and others, would refer meto the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, made to this 
House in March last, ‘‘ relative to defaulting col- 
lectors,” &c.,and say, there is the evidence which 


i 


| induced them to prefer these charges against that |; 
|| distinguished officer of the Government. 


gentlemen have declared, in the hearing of this 
House, and of the country, that that document 
contains evidence to prove that Mr. Woodbury 
has, in divers instances, neglected not only to 
| enforce the payment of moneys due the Govern- 
| ment from receivers and disbursers of the public 
revenue, but that he has actually connived at their 
frauds and peculations upon the revenue of the 
Government. 


| to the case of John Spencer, a receiver of public 
imoneys at Fort Wayne, in Indiana; William 

Linn, of Illinois; W. P. Harris and G. S. Boyd, 
| both of Mississippi; and Mr. Reckless, a late 


|: collector of the revenue at Perth Amboy, New 
‘| Jersey; Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the 
| customs at New York; and to General Gratiot, |! 
All these cases, except the | 


i the chief engineer. 
| last two, are mentioned in the above-mentioned 


| document, and to those cases I will now ask the! i 0 erati 
i| ceivers of public moneys in Illinois and Missis- 


; attention of the House, 

The first case which is offered in evidence, on 
which the Secretary of the Treasury is to be im- 
| peached, is thatof Mr. Spencer. ‘This gentleman 
| is still in office, and the only one among those that 
i have been named by the gentleman from Virginia 
| [Mr. Wise] as defaulters, who is in the service 
| of the Government. But this gentleman has been 
| very much misrepresented. Mr. Spencer has not 
| been a public defaulter. He has always, fairly 
: and honestly, paid into the Treasury of the United 
| States all moneys which have come into his hands, 
| and the Government never has, by any default on 
the part of Mr. Spencer, lost one dollar. Mr, 


| any fraud or peculation in this case, because no}; men would, 


bury in political opinion may think otherwise; and 


These | 


And to prove these facts, those | 
gentlemen have called the attention of the House | 


ji 


It 
Pl 
li 


: 
i! 
i 

1 
id 
ji 
ji 
H 

i 
{! 
i 

i 
i} 
st 

| 
H 
H 
i 
i 
1 
i 
| 
| 


i 


li 


| officer. 
: position which Mr. Woodbury’s accusers have 


cations replies were returned by Mr. Reckless; 
and, sir, had the Secretary of the Treasury been 
permitted to have furnished this House with those 
replies, they would have satisfied every candid 


| mind of the entire emptiness of all this vituperation 


against all those who were connected with these 
transactions. But such was the peculiar phrase- 


| ology of the resolution upon which this report was 


founded, that the Secretary was denied the oppor- 
tunity to give the answers made to his inquiries 
by any of the public officers whose names are men- 
tioned in that report. Mr. Reckless, however, 
never was a defaulter—never had any intention of 
defrauding the Government; neither does the Gov- 
ernment pretend to have any claim upon thatgen- 
tleman, either in law or equity, for one cent. So 
far, therefore, the allegations made against the 
Secretary of the Treasury are wholly unfounded. 
As to the charge made by Mr. Reckless for boat 
hire, although it was not conformable to law, yet 
it is very clear that he had no wish or intent to 
defraud the Government; and, on being informed 
by the Department that such charges could not be 
allowed, the money was paid into the Treasury. 
As I before stated, therefore, the Government has 
not suffered a loss of one cent by Mr. Reckless. 
Let us, in the next place, examine the defalca- 
tions of the Chief Engineer, General Gratiot. E 
admit that this public functionary has committed 
fraud upon the Government, and for which he 


i has been promptly dismissed from office by the 


Chief Magistrate of the United States. The most 


| prompt and efficient measures have been adopted, 


also, to save the Government from suffering any 
loss in consequence of the unfaithfulness of that 
But for the purpose of establishing the 


assumed, the case of General Gratiot is quite as 
unfortunate as those which have already been 
mentioned. The House will please to recollect 
that the above-named defaulter belonged to the 
War Department, and was wholly accountable to 
that. Department for any misdemeanors which he 
may havecommitted. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury cannot be held responsible for thé conduct of 
that officer with any more propriety than he can 
for the conduct of every military officer of the 
Army of the United States, It would be extremely 
ridiculous, therefore, for any one to pretend that 
there has been any neglect or connivance on the 
part of Mr. Woodbury relative to the defalcation 
of General Gratiot. i 

This brings me to the consideration of the re- 


sippi. No one will pretend to deny that Mr. 
Linn, Mr. Boyd, and Mr. Farris are defaulters, 
and that, in consequence, they have long since left 
the public service. But, for one, I do deny that 
ither of those cases furnishes any evidence which 
an, in the slightest degree, implicate the charac- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury. These 
entlemen were recommended to the Executive of 
he United States as men of punctuality, honesty, 
nd fidelity, and upon these testimonials, General 
ackson gave them the appointments which they 
and their friends solicited; and even now, although 
these men are in default to the Government, there 
is no one who will pretend that either of these 
with a corrupt intent, defraud the 


| fraud has ever been committed. Itis-true that, || Government. During the years of 1835 and ’36, 


‘had received. 


| tleman of unimpeachable integrity. 


on one or two occasions, the Secretary of the |! thousands broke away from the sober, every-day 
Treasury wrote to Mr. Spencer requesting him to || business of life, and went headlong into the most 
‘inform that Department why it was that he had |; wild and hazardous speculations. | 
! not deposited the whole of the money which he |; individuals were swept along with this strong and 
To these inquiries satisfactory || impetuous current, until they, as well as thou- 
| answers were received. And, if I am correctly |! sands of others as heedless as themselves, were 
| informed, Mr. Spencer always has been, and now |; overwhelmed in debts which they could not dis- 
tained || is, esteemed in Indiana, his native State, as a gen- || charge. 

among the most distinguished and patriotic states- |) l 


These three 


The sin that lies at the door of these three 


The next case to which } will ask the attention |! officers of the Government, is, in entering lands 
of the House is that of Mr. Reckless, the late col- |i for themselves, for which they had no means of 
lector ofthe customs at Perth Amboy,New Jersey. i! making payment. In my opinion, to this may be 


~ 
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traced all their delinquencies to the Government, 
and it isin that way that they. now are indebted 
to the United States..But, sir, there is not the 
least particle of evidence to show that the Secre- 
tary.of the Treasury had any reason to suspect 
that these men were engaged in hazardous spec- 
ulations. He very. well knew that they were at 
times delinquent in making the publie deposits, 
and for. this neglect they as often received from 
him the most unqualified disapprobation and re- 
proof.. Asevidence of Mr. Woodbury’s vigilance, 
perseverance, and fidelity in the discharge of his 
daty in relation to this branch of the public ser- 
vice, I will call the attention of the House to some 
extracts of letters written by that gentleman to the 
above:named delinquents. Ina letter to Mr. Linn 
of .1834, Mr, Woodbury says, that, unless he 
should exhibit to the Department satisfactory evi- 
dence of his having made the deposits prior to the 
first day of December following, accompanied by a 
statement showing his receipts and disbursements, 
‘and the balance with which he was chargeable at 
the time of such deposit, “it will be my painful 
“duty to submit the case for the action of the Execu- 
t tive, and to. recommend the appointment of another 
t person as your successor.’? 

Again, in the year 1835, the Secretary of the 
Treasury writes to Mr. Harris as follows: “I re- 
* gret that there should be occasion to call your 
“attention to the omission to render your monthly 
* duplicate returns to this office, for the months of 
* November and December, and to remind you 
* that punctuality in this respect is indispensable, ”?’ | 
Again, in the year 1837, the Secretary writes to 
Mr. Boyd in the following language: ‘*I have to 
‘inform you that your resignation is accepted, to 
* take effect on the first day of the present month, 
t and a successor will be appointed. The district 
‘attorney will be instructed to exercise as much 
‘indulgence as the public interest will permit, in 
‘ relation to the adjustment of your concerns.” | 
Here we see the language of a man, who has, him- 
self, during the whole course of bis life, been re- 
markable for punctuality and close attention to 
business, offering advice, admonition, and reproof 
to those who had disregarded these estimable 
qualifications, There we find no neglect on the 
part. of the Secretary—no conniving or winking at 
fraud or corruption in any officer of the Govern- 
ment; but a firm determination that those default- 
ers should either be faithful in the performance of 


their duties to the Government, or leave the pub- ; 


lic service, 


The public service they haveleft, but not with- | 


out being required to settle the clainas which the 
United States had against them, and to give that 
security which, it is hoped, will insure the ulti- 
mate payment of those claims. But whether this 
will be the case or not, there may be an honest 
difference of opinion. Tt has been said by some 
gentlemen, not, however, in public debate, that ag | 
fast as men became defaulters and are dismissed 
from office, they join the Pederal party. 
the fact with the above-mentioned cases, 1 should 

think thatit might be somewhat doubtful whether 

those debts would be paid; butif these men still | 
hold to their political integrity, that fact would go | 
very far towards convincing me that those claims 


would finally be extinguished by an bonest pay- ‘| 


ment. But whether these debts shall ever be paid 
to the Government, is immaterial as to the issue 
which. is now. before the country. That is, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury was, in 
any way or manner, instrumental in producing 
the results which have been mentioned? This is 
the question, and [am fully persuaded that any 
man who knows Mr. Woodbury will answer in 
the negative. 

I am confirmed in this opinion by a recent eX- į 
pression of a portion of the people of New Hamp- | 
i 


shire, relative to this distinguished statesman. i 


More than eight months after this document rela- 


tive to defaulting collectors, &c., was published i 


| 
to the world, and after the sovereign people had | 
had time to ‘t read and reflect ” upon the subject, | 
at a large Democratic convention, held in the | 
county of Strafford, a county containing a popu- 
Jation of nearly sixty thousand inhabitants, on the | 
19th December last, the following resolution was | 
adopted: ‘That the Hon. Levi Woodbury, the | 
Sabie financier and statesman, merits the warmest | 


|| conducted, 
If this be |, 


‘approval of his countrymen, especially those of 
‘his native State, for the distinguished, unfaulter- 
‘ing, and efficient aid he has rendered the national 
‘ Executive in those trying exigencies which have 
f ‘occurred during the preceding and present Ad- 
í ministration.” Here, sir, is a testimonial from 
a portion of the intelligent and virtuous yeomanry 
of New Hampshire, who are as competent to 
decide upon a question of this sort as ourselves, 
| approving of the conduct of Mr. Woodbury in 
the strongest and most comprehensive manner. 
Against testimony like this, a few unsupported 
denunciations can have no influence. Such a 
course must injure the assailant more than him 
who is assailed. : 

Sir, | ask those gentlemen who have conducted 
this assault upon the Administration, why it is 
that they make at this time-such a boisterous out- 
cry against Mr. Woodbury, for giving a little in- 
| dalgence to a few receivers of money for the sales 
of public lands? Let me remind those gentlemen, 
as well as this House and the country, of what 
took place in 1837. J ask those gentlemen to rec- 
oncile, if they can, their conduct on that occasion 
with the course they have thought proper to pur- 
sue at the present time. Beside the indulgence 
then given before suit, to near eighty banks, as 
deposit agents, from May to October of the year 
above mentioned, for twenty millions of dollars at 
first, and then for five or six millions, the Treasury 
Department gave lime and indulgence to numerous 
merchants, on duty bonds, during the same period, for 
nearly five millions more, THOUGH ALL WERB IN DE- 
FAULT TO THE GovernMENT. This wasthe exer- 
| cise of a sound and legal discretion, and proved, 
in the end, beneficial to the United States. Con- 
gress sanctioned all this in September of the same 
year, and extended the indulgence still further. 
Both of these happened, also, after real defaults had 
been ascertained, and were not previously, like the 
short time taken by the Departmentand the Presi- 
dent, exercising the same sound and Jegal discre- 
tion, in the case of the receivers, to inquire if a 
real default had occurred, and the money would 
not, without suit, be deposited as ordered. Yet 
the hue and cry is, that the last is impeachable, but 
the first was right! What glaring inconsistency 
and miserable caviling ! 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said, also, that this 
same document proves forty other cases of defal- 
cation, as gross as those which have been named. 
This, I presume, must have been intended as a 
mere figure of speech, for I can find nothing in that 
document to warrant me in coming to any such 
conclusion. My impression is, that the great body 
of evidence is the other way. If gentlemen will 
examine the reports made to the Department by 
Mr. West and Mr. Ganesche, they will be satis- 


| fied that there are but few other cases of neglect 


| on the part of receivers of public moneys, and 
that most of the land offices were extremely well 
In proof of this fact, I will refer the 
House to the following extracts from the reports 
| of those gentlemen, merely as a sample. Mr. 
Ganesche, in speaking of the officers in Louisiana, 
says: ** The two officers bear very good characters. 
They are both intelligent and, as far as I could 
judge, disposed to do justice, and to accommodate 
every one.” Mr. West, in his report upon the 
office at Mineral Point, Wisconsin, says: ‘* As to 
| the state of the office, it is now, upon the whole, 
satisfactory, and all the books appear to be well 
i kept.” The receiver states the reason why he did 
| not take to St. Louis, in December, 1835, all the 
; money to deposit, was that the bank would not 


| at Detroit, when he should make a deposit there. 


‘| L could continue my quotations to a much greater | 
| extent, to show that the land offices in other States | 
are kept to the entire satisfaction, both of the Gov- | 
; ernment and the people, but I think it wholly un- | 
Enough has been adduced, } trust, | 
| to prove that the above document is not what it |: 
has been represented to be by the enemies of the | 


necessary. 


Administration. 

The last case which has been produced, for the 
purpose of following up the attack upon Mr. 
Woodbury, and, through him, upon the Adminis- 


|| tration and its friends, is that of Samuel Swart- 
i wout, the late collector of New York. It is true ! 


| receive some of the New England paper which he | 
had taken for land, and which would be received 


| 
i 
i 


: that soon after General Jackson came into office, 
; he appointed the above-named individual collector 
| of the customs at the great commercial emporium 
of the country. This was done, however, con- 
i trary to the wishes of many distinguished mem- 
' bers of the Democratic party, who were better 
acquainted with that individual than that enlight- 
i ened, upright, honest, and single-minded states 
man. Butso strongly were his pretensions urged 
upon the consideration of the Executive, that the 
appointment was given to him. It seems, from 
what has been said here, as well as elsewhere, 
that Mr. Swartwout rendered himself so acceptable 
to the merchants of New York during the first four 
| years that he filled that station, that they, with 
one accord, recommended his reappointment to 
that office; and, as extraordinary as may be the 
fact, from the time of his appointment to Novem- 
ber last, there was nothing known, or overt, upon 
which to rest a suspicion against the fidelity of Mr. 
Swartwout. At this time, a report was made to 
: the Treasury Department that Mr. Swartwouthad 
defrauded the Government out of one million and 
a quarter of the public revenues of the country. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. W1sx] and 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Prenriss,} 
and other leaders of the Opposition in this House, 
have commented upon this case with great sever- 
ity, but I think with very trifling effect. They 
say that, admitting that no peculations upon the 
| Government funds were discovered while Mr. 
Swartwout continued in office, yet he left the office 
on the 28th day of March last, and of course that 
this enormous fraud must have been discovered 
prior to November, the time mentioned in the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury. Thisat first 
view may seem to be plausible; but when we come 
to take into consideration the requirements of law, 
and the magnitude of the business which comes 
from this one office, it might be quite as surpris- 
ing that the defalcation was detected so soon as it 
was. I admitthat Mr. Swartwout went out of 
office on the 28th day of March last. But the law 
gave him three months to make out and transmit 
his quarterly accounts to the Department; and, as 
i heretofore observed, such has been the magnitude 
| of business at that office, that the collector has 
' generally been indulged with some weeks, and oc- 
easionally with a month of time, more than that 
allowed by law; all of which was taken in the 
present instance, so that these accounts were not 
received at the First Comptroller’s office until the 
middle of July or the first of August fast. 

Well, sir, before Mr. Woodbury could know 
anything relative to the accounts between Mr, 
Swartwout and the Government, they must be 
; examined by the proper accounting officer of the 
| Treasury. Will any gentleman pretend that the 
: quarterly accounts of the collector of New York-—- 
a place where three fourths of the revenue of the 
_ country, on imports, is collected—can be exam- 
_ ined, audited, or settled, in a day, a week, or a 
: month? No, sir, there is nota gentleman here, or 
‘elsewhere, whose mind can embrace the magni- 
‘tude of the business of that office, who will not 

willingly allow to any accounting officer three 
months, at least, to accomplish such a Herculean 
i task. Well, sir, grant this fact, which is one that 
‘must, as Í think, be granted by every candid man, 
L then ask how was Mr. Woodbury to be ap- 
prised of the defalcation of Mr. Swartwout on the 
‘first of August, not more than fifteen days, at 
: most, after the accounts reached the First Comp- 
i troller’s office, so as to have prevented his escape 
‘to England in the Great Western? This was im- 
‘possible. On the first of August, when Mr. 
: Swartwout left the country, the First Auditor of 
: the Treasury could not have given to those ac- 
counts even a cursory reading. Mauch less could 
he have audited the accounts, so that a statement 
could have been reported to the Secretary of the 
: Treasury; and until such a report is made, no 
orders whatever can issue from that Department. 
If i am right, sir,.in this estimate, as | most truly 
believe that 1 am, then the charge of negligence in 


: duty, and connivance at fraud, falls to the ground 


in this case, as well as in all those which have 
been previously disposed of, Yes, sir, truly may. 
it be said that Mr. Woodbury hath come out of 
_this war of words and of calumny without re- 
ceiving the least possible injury. 
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have just been considering, the foundation of much 
invective against the Executive of the United 
States, as well us the whole Democratic party. 


Sir, it may be that the Chief Magistrate of the | 
United States is often maltreated by this depart- 


ment of the Government from the want of consid- 
eration. 


divided into three important branches, the Legis- 


lative, the Executive, and the Judicial, and that ; 
these several branches of the Government are en- | 


titled to great respect and decorum, one from the 
other. We ought to remember that the President 
of the United States stands in as near a relation 
to the people as ourselves, save that he is elected 
for four years, and we for two years only. Bat 
while each of us stand here as the representative 
of fifty thousand iahabitants, the Chief Magistrate 
is the representative of more than fifteen millions. 
Although this House is the grand inquest of the 
nation, and as such, is bound to inquire into the 
misconduct of public officers, yet I think we ought 
not to be reduced to such a state of degradation 
as to mouse about the Executive Departments, to 


see whether there be anything or not worthy of | 


reprehension. Inacommunity like ours, so intel- 
ligent and watchful, and at the same time pos- 


sessed of so many sources of information, fraud, | 


in a public servant, cannot, for any great length of 
time, lie concealed. And although I will not yield 
up my right as a Representative, to ferret out fraud 
wherever and whenever it may exist, yet I will 
never degrade myself by bestowing unmerited 
abuse upon a coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

Sir, the same principles and the same motives 
which elevated a Jefferson, a Madison, and a 
Monroe to the Chief Magistracy, raised up the 


present enlightened and distinguished Chief Mag- | 


istrate of the United States, as well as his illas- 
trious predecessor. And, sir, although honest 
principles are an indispensable requisite for men 
who fill this exalted station, yet thisis not enough. 
We must have men of talents, men of uncompro- 


mising integrity, men of high intellectual and | 
moral culture. Such must be the qualifications of | 
those who would wish to preside over the desti- | 


nies of the American people. In my humble 
judgment, such are the men who have, for the 
fast ten years, and who do now, compose the 
American Cabinet. Men who have been so edu- 


cated that they would not, for a moment, tolerate | 
g, either in themselves į 


anything which was wrong, 


or in others over whom they possessed control. | | 
ij HUES. ees ane eee eee eves 14,477,549 46 |! 


Men whose feelings, motives, and conduct, are in 
g8, 

perfect accordance with the pure principles of the 

whole Democratic party, of which they are mem- 


bers; that everything appertaining to the affairsof , 
the people, should be done openly, as in the clear 


light of the meridian sun. I will sustain no man, 
or body of men, who would conceal a single act 


in the administration of the Government, from | 


the sovereignty of the nation—the people. 


That was the character of the past, and is the | 
Their || 


character of the present Administration. 
desire is that every public act should be pro- 
claimed, as it were, upon the house top, so as to 


1 i il 
keep themselves continually before the tribunal of || 


an enlightened, virtuous, and magnanimous peo- 
pie. When I utter these sentiments, I feel weil 
persuaded that I utter the sentiments of the whole 
Democratic party of the country. And, sir, could 
the voice of the people of this wide-spread coun- 
try be united as the voice of one man, and as it 
will be united in the year eighteen hundred and 
forty, in the reélection of the present enlightened 
and patriotic statesman who is now so ably, 
wisely, and judiciously administering the Govern- 


ment, that voice would utter, in the honest pride ! 
of a grateful people, that the Executive of the | 


United States, for talents, for fidelity, and for high 


moral and intellectual culture, is not surpassed by f 
any cabinet council upon the face of the earth. | 
moment, that such i| 
men cau themselves practice fraud, or tolerate | 


Can any one believe, for a 
such a base and infamous crime in others? 


t nd infa No 
sir; such a thing is impossible, 


Every act of th 


Administration has repelled, and is continuing to 


repel, every supposition of that character. 


12,382,867 78 


Ordinary expenditures..... $12,726,403 55 


i times, obliged to sit here, day after day, and hear || 
| the character of those public servants, who have || 
been elevated to office, in part, through the instru-!! 
mentality of my constituents, assailed in language | 


Whole expenditures......, 


Ii would be well for us, probably, to | 
be more often reminded, that our Government is | 


highly unbecoming, as I think, to any gentleman 
who has been honored with a seat in an Ameri- 
can Congress. A day or two since, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Prentiss} observed, “that 


course “ had been marked by corruption, extrav- 
agance, and profligacy.” These are bold charges 
upon the people who elect, as well as upon those 
who are elected to office. Sir, I repel those 


profligacy is an unnecessary expenditure of money. 


charged with such expenditures. It 1s very true, 
that the question has repeatedly been asked by 
gentlemen upon this floor, why it was that the 
expenditures of the Government should have in- 
| creased from $13,000,000, as they were under 
Mr. Adams’s administration, up to $35,000,000 
or $40,000,000. 

l well remember that a question of this kind 
was asked at the early part of the last session of 
| Congress, by a gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Cusaine.} I remember, too, that that ques- 
tion was published in all the Federal papers in 
New Hampshire, previous to the last annual elec- 
tion, in glaring capitals, so that the wayfaring 
man might read and understand. Read and un- 
| derstand what, sir! The truth? No, sir; but 
read and understand that which would best sub- 
serve the interests of the demagogue. This is de- 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
f 
| 
| 
i 
i 
t 
f 
| 


never made. There was no year of Mr. Adams’s 
administration in which the 
tures did not exceed $22,000,000, instead of only 
$13,000,000, as was asserted by implication, or 
directly, by that gentleman. And, sir, in order 
to place this subject in its true light before the 


lowing table, tuking the first four years of Mr. 


|| of General Jackson’s administration, by which it 
appears that,in . 
1817 The wholeexpenditures were $39,900,585 58 
Of which there was paid on 
the public debt.......... 25,423,036 12 


Leaving forardinary expend- 


1818 Whole expenditures....... 


Paid on the public debt.... 21,296,201 62 


Ordinary expenditures, ..... $15,852,524 10 
Whole expenditures.. . eee. $23,818,004 13 


Ordinary expenditures...... $16,114,077 84 


| 
| 
| 
| Paid on the public debt .... 
| 
| 
| 


Whole expenditures....... $22,332,739 83 
8,628,494 28 


Paid on the public debt..... 


Hi 
| 
| 
| 


1) 1825 


i 


j 
fi 


Whole expenditures.. . eee. $23,585,804 72 
Paid on the publie debt..... 12,095,344 78 


' 1906 
f Paid on the public debt. .... 11,041,082 19 


Ordinary expenditures. .. .. $13,062,226 27 


Whole expenditures. ..+--++ $25,459,479 52 


the twolast Administrations were conceived in sin, į 
and brought forth in iniquity.” That their whole }: 


charges. They are unfounded. Extravagance or | 


Neither the Administration of General Jackson, | 
or Mr. Van Buren, can with any propriety be | 


ception, for a more unfounded insinuation was , 


whole expendi- | 


people, that they may have the whole truth, and | 
nothing but the truth, I have prepared the fol- ! 


Monroe’s administration, the four years of Mr. | 
Adams’s administration, and the first four years | 


$37,148,725 72 | 


7,703,926 29 : 


| Ordinary expenditures..... $11,490,459 94 | 


Whole expenditures. ...... $24,103,308 46 | 


Whole expenditures. ...... $22,636,764 04 | 
Paid onthe public debt..... 16,003,668 39 


Ordinary expenditures... $12,633,095 65 | 


Paid on the public debt... .. 12,163,438 07 H 


| 1830 


n 


I $24,594,707 21 
Paid on the public debt..... 11,355,748 22 


Ordinary expenditures..... $13,238,958 99 


| 1831 Whole expenditures....... $30,182,424 23 
Paid on the public debt..... 16,174,378 22 


Ordinary expenditures. ..., $14,008,046 01 


1832 Whole expenditures....... $34,357,689 46 
Paid on the public debt..... 17,840,309 29 


| tee ns 
| Ordinary expenditures..... $16,517,380 17 
| Since the period last mentioned, the ordinary 
t expenses of the Government have been increased, 
|, and, together with the extraordinary expenditures, 
have made the whole amount of the disburse- 
į ments of the Government, for a few years past, 
i| what they were in 1817, nearly forty millions. 
| But in all this there is no mystery, excepting to 
| bhim who has no desire to understand the truth. 
| Let us take into consideration the permanent 
| increase which has been made to the army of the 
(| United States—the extraordinary increase of the 
| pension roll—the building of light-houses, custom- 
i houses, and improvement of harbors—the rebuild- 
ing of ‘the Treasury Department and the. Patent 
Office—the payment of Indian annuities, and the 
i extinguishment of titles to Indian lands—the re- 
‘moval of the Indians west of the Mississippi—to all 
which are to be added the large appropriations 
which have been made in consequence of the 
f! Black Hawk war, the Seminole, and other Indian 
|| hostilities. Elere is the plain and incontrovertible 
| answer to the question, not why the whole ex- 
penditures of the Government have increased from 
thirteen millions to thirty-five millions or forty 
millions, but why they have been increased from 
twenty-four millions, as they were under Mr. 
Adams’s administration, to thirty-nine millions, 
as they were under Mr. Monroe’s administration. 
The Federalists have seized upon the great 
amount of the public expenditures as a fruitful 
theme of detraction, and of wanton attack upon 
the whole Democratic party. We often hear it 
| said that we came into power in 1829, bearing 
| upon our lips the promise of retrenchment and 
i reform, but that we have been entirely faithless 
| to that promise. But bold assertions can deceive 
| 
| 
I 


no one, unless he is very much predisposed to 
self-deception. I could show, had I time so to 
‘| do, that the above-mentioned promise has been 
| kept, so far as the Executive of the United States 
| or its friends had the power, to the very letter, I 
hall stop here, however, to give only one illus- 
ration of this truth; that is, the reform which 
ught never to be forgotten, a reform in the sys- 
item of internal improvements by the General 
! Government, whereby more than one hundred and 
, sizty millions of the people’s money has been saved 
i by atimely and judicious interposition of the veto 
` power. Other reforms could be mentioned, but 
: thatis enough to answer for all the clamor upon 
‘that subject. The causes of the extraordinary 
i expenditures of the Government have all been 
spread before the American people; and they have 
seen, with deep regret, the large but unavoidable 
appropriations which have been made to meet the 
expenses of the Indian wars. But these expend- 
| itures have been, and will continue to be, met by 
|| the Democracy of the country with as much cheer- 


» fulness as were the expenses of the war by which 
| our independence was achieved, or those attend- 
|; ant upon the war of 1812, to preserve and per- 
) petuate that independence. 

| “fhe residue of these extraordinary expenditures 
ave been for objects in which the people have felt 
avery deep interest. Therefore, all the appropria- 
i tions for those objects have met with their. cordial 
_ approbation. We have, to be sure, paid out large 
< sums of money for the extinguishment of tities to 
; Indian lands, but that money is not lost. There 
we have our money’s worth in lands. And I feel 
| perfectly persuaded that all the expenses which 
ti have heretofore attended, or which may hereafter 
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attend, the colonization of the Indians will be met 
without a murmur: — That heaven-inspired™benev- 
olence which projected and executed the removal 
of the red man to the west side of the Mississippi, 
will reflect a glory upon the administrations of 
Andrew Jackson and Martin Van Buren, the efful- 
gence of which will continue to increase so long as 
true wisdom and philanthropy shall be held in es- 
teem among men. This is a measure to which all 
the true friends of the red man have looked for- 
ward with great solicitude. This was their last 
fond hope for the preservation of those native sons 
of the forest. But, sir, when the extinguishment 
of Indian titles shall have been completed, and the | 
sword shall again return to its scabbard, or be 
beaten into the plowshare, our annual expendi- 
tures will at'once come down to sixteen or seven- 
teen millions.” 

Mr. Chairman, during the debate upon the sub- 
ject now before the House, the old tune of pro- 
scription has been again revived. But, sir, upon 
this subject, I would not utter one word, were it 
not for the mean and contemptible hypocrisy of 
the Opposition upon this subject, It reminds me. 
of the ery of fire from the incendiary, or the cry 
of thief from the midnight robber—first commit 
the offense, and then give the alarm with the hope 
of escaping detection. . One article in the Dem- 
ocratic creed is that, under a Government like 
ours, there is no such thing as a vested right to 
an office. That occasional changes are productive 
of great good to the country, and that whether the 
* spoils belong to the victors’’ or not, it is the 
imperious duty of every administration to sur- 
round itself with trustworthy and confidential po- 
litical friends. This the Democratic party openly 
avow. to be just and right, and not only just and 
proper, but just as natural as it is for the house- 
holder. to bring into his family circle his personal 
friends, and his personal friends only, those who 
will render the most efficient aid in the preserva- 
tion of peace and harmony around the domestic 
firéside. For all this the master of the house is 
held responsible. In like manner the President 
of the United States is held responsible for the 
efficient and faithful manner in which all the af- 
fairs of his administration are to be executed. 
Who are the most likely to conduct the subordi- 
nate affairs of the Government with the most effi- 
ciency and fidelity, his friends or his foes? Elis | 
reliance must be upon his political friends, and not | 
his political enemies, The interest, happiness, | 
prosperity, honor, and glory of the country will, | 
m that case, be identified with the Chief Magis- 
trate and his political friends. On the other hand, 
his political enemies, should they be continued in 
office, might be faithless for the sole purpose of | 
bringing him and the administration into disre- || 
pute or disgrace. 

Notwithstanding we avow this to be a sound | 


Democratic principle, yet we are not disposed to || 
carry it so fully into practice as the F'ederalists, | 
who pretend to deny any such right. In proof of | 
this fact, } will call the attention of the House to | 
the present state of things in this District. It is 
believed that three fourths of the subaltern officers 
and clerks in the public offices in this city are | 
Federalists. Look, sir, through the civil list | 
throughout the country; many who are opposed | 
to the Administration will be found holding office | 
under the Government. ‘This was the case with | 
the late collector at New York, as well ag his | 
cashier and his assistant cashier, Other cases 
might be adduced to show, even in that Depart- į 
ment, that many are holding offices who are op- | 
posed to the Administration. Cast your eye, sir, 
through the Army and the Navy of the United ; 
States. There it will be found thata large majority | 
of the officers are Federalists; against this influ- | 
ence, as well as against the combined influence of: 
all the corporate power in the several States, the | 
Democracy of the country has been compelled to | 
contend.. And, sir, let gentlemen say what they | 
please relative to executive patronage, and exec- | 
utive influence, through the medium of Democratic | 
office-holders of the General Government, except- ; 
ing so far as that influence is connected with truth, || 
it has not the weight of a feather, when compared | 
to the all-pervading influence of the corporate | 
money power of the country, wielded generally i 
by a vindictive Opposition. | 
But, sir, for the Federalists to talk about pro- |! 


| 
t 
i 


, such a course, and to impugn the motives of others 


scription, or removal from office for opinions’ sake, 
is to charge themselves with the basest hypocrisy. 
Although they pretend to deny the propriety of 


for carrying such a principle into practice, yet, 
sir, when they happen to rise into power, upon a 
delusive panic of their own creation, not a single 
Democrat is permitted to remain in office so long 
as that dynasty continues. In proof of this fact, 
T need only refer the House to the clean sweep 
which was made in the State of Maine during the 
past year. There every Democrat who could be 
reached by executive power was at once removed 
from office; and it is a well known fact that such 
is their practice whenever and wherever they have 
the ascendency; and their moral sensibilities must 
be greatly blunted for them to talk about proscrip- 
tion on our part, without suffusing their cheeks | 
with a crimson blush. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people are too 
enlightened to receive declamation for argument, 
or harsh epithets as evidence of unworthiness of 
character. Arraign any man who has uniformly 
sustained a good character before the great tribu- 
nal of public opinion, he may be as sure of an 
honorable acquittal as that the light of day will 
succeed the darkness of night, unless the allega- 
tions are supported by conclusive testimony. It 
is upon this ground that I support the men now 
in power. I have heard them charged with high 
crimes and misdemeanors, but no proof has been 
exhibited to substantiate those charges; and as 
they agree with the great body of the American 
people in the true principles of self-government, E 
ought to render them my cordial support; and the 
present Executive of the United States, as well ag 
all future Executives of like principles, and of like 
character, will be cordially, zealously, and perse- 
veringly sustained by the whole Democracy of the 
country. Neither they, nor their successors, have 
anything to fear so long as they continue as they 
have in good works. 

It must be admitted by every American citizen 
whose mind is not perverted by prejudice, that 
more has been done during the last ten years to 
promote the great mercantile interests of the coun- 
try, than has been done ih any other like period 
since the establishment of the Government. Divers 
compacts and arrangements, during the above- 
mentioned period, have been made, which have 
opened new channels of commercial enterprise and | 
national prosperity. During the same period, also, | 
the Government has demanded, and in pursuance | 
of such demand, has received more than ten mil- 
lions of money as indemnities for depredations 
upon our commerce by foreign nations. This 
sum has not only been received, but has also been 
paid out by the Government, to the several claim- 
ants, without the loss of a single dollar. This 
shows a care and fidelity, in conducting the finan- | 
cial affairs of the Government, which is worthy of 
all praise. Furthermore, the people of the United | 
States may rest assured that, since the Independ- 
ent Treasury system has been in operation, the | 
Government has not suffered loss to the amouiit of | 
one dollar, excepting by the defalcation of Samuel 
Swartwout, a fraud which that man has been per- 
petrating for the last seven or eight years, 

If the Executive of the United States has been 
able to accomplish such wonders without legisla- 
tive ard, what may it not accomplish when that 
important system shall be regulated by law. Then 
may we have a reasonable expectation that losses 
will not occur for the future; but we may also ex- 
pect to witness greater stability in all our com- 
mercial operations, and consequently experience | 
a much greater degree of national prosperity and 
happiness than we hitherto have done. 


DEFALCATION OF SAMUEL SWARTWOUT. 


REMARKS OF HON. ELI MOORE, 
OF NEW YORK, 
Ix rus Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 19, 1839, 


On the Resolution to appoint a Committee to in- | 
vestigate the Swartwout Defalcation. 

Mr. MOORE rose, and remarked that this was | 

a strange stateof things. Gentlemen on the other | 

side (said he) have suddenly assumed a new and | 


strange position in regard to this matter. But g 
few days ago they told us that there could be rio 
satisfactory investigation without a fair and impar- 
tial committee. A committee in which the parties 
stood six to three would neither act impartially 
according to their declaration, nor secure the con- 
fidence of the public. They must, they said, 
wrest from the Chair the power of choosing the 
committee, for the reason that he would pack a 
committee so as to suitthe purposes of his friends. 
They desired no unfair advantage for themselves. 
Oh ! no; all they wanted was an impartial com- 
mittee. They wanted fair play, and nothing 
more. Well, sir, we assuréd them that they 
should have what they asked for, and that we 
were as desirous as they could be of a satisfactory 
investigation. How have they carried out their 
professions by their acts? Inthe first place, we 
agreed that the committee should be chosen by 
the House; and, in order that the whole country 
might see and know how and by whom they were 
chosen, we proposed to choose them openly, and 
vivavoce. Inthis way, everything would be done 
fairly, openly, and in the face of the country. 
But, no; gentlemen would not assent to this, 
They insisted that the committee must be chosen 
by a secret ballot. They must be sheltered, se- 
ereted, hidden, or they could not give an honest 
vote or make a fair choice. Well, sir, they got 
their secret ballot, and, according to their profes- 
sions, they were then ready and enabled to select 
a fair committee. But what have they done? 
Why, sir, they have been guilty of the very un- 
fairness which they apprehended from the Chair, 
if the choice were left to him. They have packed 
a committee upon us. They will not even allow 
us the three to six, which they complained was 
the proportion that the Speaker allowed to them. 
Have they given us three members of our own 
choice; men whom we would select to represent 
the character and interests of the Administration? 
No, sir. The Speaker, upon whom they charged 
such gross partiality, allowed them three mem- 
bers, who, of all others, were most acceptable to 
the Opposition, and would have been selected by 
the Opposition. But the gentlemen, in packing 
their committee, manifest an unwillingness to al- 
low asingle Democratic member of our own choice 
to serve upon it. Notoneof the members whom 
they have chosen for us was voted for by a single 
Democratic member on this floor. In a word, the 
committee is, out and out, one of their own choice, 
and we have no part in it. 

In order, sir, to bring this matter to a close, and 
to prevent any misunderstanding, I deem it my 
duty to announce in my place that no Democrat, 
who is elected in opposition to the wishes of the 
Democratic party on this floor, will consent to serve 
on the committee, unless compelled by a vote of 
the House; and, sir, any one who will voluntarily 
serve on the committee, under such circumstances, 
į denounce as a traitor to the party, and a conspir- 
ator with the Opposition. Now, sir, I propose to 
the House, in order to save time, and bring this 
matter to a close, that gentlemen carry their plan 
a little further. I propose that they select a Whig 
committee, out and out. Let them do that, and 
we shall be satisfied. We are willing that they 
should take their own men, and make their own 
report: we will be perfectly well satisfied with such 
a committee and such a report: we court investi- 
gation, and an investigation made by Whig mem- 
bers. But gentlemen will not accede to this; and 
why? Why will they not take the whole charge 
and responsibility of the investigation? Why 
should they wish to give us a nominal part in it? 
Is it because they apprehend that their Whig re- 
port will be distrusted by the country? Is it so, 
sir? Do they, indeed, entertain such an opinion 
of their own integrity and fairness, as to doubt 
whether their statements will obtain credence with 
the American people? Are they convinced, from 
their own knowledge of the estimation in which 
their frankness and magnanimity is held, that their 
report, as a Whig report, will be received with 
distrust and suspicion? What, sir? Shall this 
party, that lays claim to so much ability and in- 
tegrity, ay, and exclusive piety, and which is 
t‘ manifested daily in their lives and conversation,” 
shall this party have doubts whether their report 
will be believed? Yes, sir, that is the case; that 
is the secret of the operations going on around us; 
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his accounts for the strange state of things that we 

now witness. How have gentlemen arrived at this 
result? Not by reasoning, for that is not their 
habit, but by instinct. They know instinctively, 
sir, that the stomach of the public sense will revolt 
at any report coming from such a source; and 
hence their anxiety to have some Democrats of |! 
their own election on the committee, to indorse 
their statements on this floor, and thereby give 
them credence with the public. : 

I warn gentlemen that they cannot pack this com- 
mittee so as to deceive the people. We have | 
shown them our ticket. They know the names of 
the three out of nine whom the friends of the Ad- 
ministration on this floor wish to choose. They 
have refused to select these men. It is not my 
intention to impugn the character of the Demo- 
cratic gentlemen who have been elected. 1 know 
them to be capable and honest; and I further know, 
sir, that they will not serve unless compelled by 
a vote of the House. 

Mr. PRENTISS here rose, and interrupted the 
gentleman from New York. | | 

Mr. MOORE refused to yield the floor. 

Mr. PRENTISS said he wished to make a 
point of order. 

Mr. MOORE. I debate no questions of order; it 
is not my habit. Gentlemen are welcome to the 
floor. 
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SALT DUTIES,FISHING BOUNTIES AND ALLOW- | 
ANCES. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. WILLIAMS, 


OF MAINE, 
In Seware, January 29, 1839, 

On the motion of Mr. Benron for leave to intro- | 
duce a bill for the repeal of the Salt duty and | 
Fishing bounties. H 
Mr. WILLIAMS said: i 
Mr. Present: The bill which the Senator | 

from Missouri proposes to introduce, has for its || 

object the repeal of the duty now imposed upon | 
salt, and the abolition of the bounty granted to | 
vessels employed in the cod and mackerel fishery; | 
and I regret that the Senator has desired that the | 
vote upon granting leave to bring in this bill shall 
be considered as a test vote; that those voting for | 
granting the leave shall be considered as friendly | 
to the passage of the bill, when introduced, and | 
that those voting against it shall be considered as | 
opposed to its passage. By this course the Sen- 

ator has the advantage of appearing before the | 
nation as the mover and advocate of a proposition | 
to relieve the people from a tax upon salt, while | 
others, willing to go further than this bill proposes |; 
to go, may be represented as unwilling to do any- 
thing toward removing any of the burdens im- | 
posed upon the community. For myself, I would | 
gladly vote to grant the leave to bring in this bill, | 


| 
| 
i 


in the hope that, in its progress, other articles 
might be included, the tax upon which is more 
oppressive, and more unequal in its operation | 
upon the different portions of the Union, than is 
the tax proposed to be repealed by this bill. If 
the honorable Senator had included in his bill the 
articles of coal, breadstuff, beef and pork, iron, 
sugar, Molasses, and lead, and proposed to repeal 
or modify the duties upon them as well as upon 
salt, he should have my vote; but as he chooses 
to confine his bill to one article, viz: salt, and has 
coupled the repeal of the fishing bounty with the 
repeal of the duty upon salt, | must vote against 
it for reasons which | intend briefly to state. 

And here let me ask, Mr. President, why it is | 
that, at this short session, and at this advanced | 
stage of it, we should be presented with a bill to | 
repeal the duty on the single article of salt, and |! 
leave the duty upon all other articles untouched ? I 
and why the Senator from Missouri should feel | 
himself called upon, not only to introduce the bill || 
now, but to announce his determination to devote | 
himself, from this time forth, to the abolition of | 
this execrable tax,as he calls it? Have we heard | 
from the people any complaints of the tax upon | 
salt? Are there any petitions asking for its re- | 
peal? Hlave the Legislatures of any of the States | 
asked for its abolition? Not one. “Does this tax | 


i 
I 


honorable Senator so ably represents, or upon | 
the entire West, than upon other portions of the | 
Union? So far from this being the fact, the re- | 
verse of it is true; and why? Because the west- 

ern country is blessed with salt springs, from‘! 
which most of the salt consumed in that portion | 
of the Union is manufactured at home, and the i 
domestic article is cheaper than the foreign salt |! 
can be transported to them, even if there was no |; 
duty upon the article, and probably cheaper than |! 
the cost of transportation from New Orleans, if |. 
salt could be had there for nothing. It may be, |, 
and probably is, true that foreign salt is required | 
and used in the West to cure their beef and pork |! 
intended for exportation, but this constitutes but 


i 
HH 
ti 


a very small part of the whole consumption of the |: 


vast West. It is not so with the Atlantic States; į; 
they have no salt springs near the sea-board, and, `! 
although they manufacture some salt, it is still H 
true that most of the salt imported from abroad |! 
is consumed in the Atlantic States and in the |! 


| 

ii 
fisheries. If this be so, and I submit to the Senate |! 
if it be not so, why, Í ask, should the West be i! 
first to move in the business of abolishing the || 
duty upon salt? If they regard the duty upon | 
salt asa burden upon them, should they not be |; 
willing to consider that other portions of the | 


Union bear equal and greater burdens? Nay, | 


| 


| proposed. 


proposes no such thing: it provides simply for the 
repeal of the salt duty and fishing bounty, for the 
benefit of his constituents, and thereby taking from 
mine thé only item in your whole legislation which 
goes, in any degree, to compensate my section of 
country for the most grievous and unequal opera- 
tion of the present tariff; and here, as in the decla- 
ration of the honorable Senator, that the fishing 
bounty went to the benefit of a particular section, 
and that he looked for opposition to his bill from 
that section, must be found the motive for bringing 
forward this bill at this time, and pressing it with 
so much power and perseverance. With this im- 
pression, it becomes my duty to resist the attempt 


i to produce such great injustice to my constituents 


as would follow from the passage of the bill now 
2 In a country go extended asis ours, 
embracing almost every climate, and engaged in 
such a variety of pursuits, it is not to be expected 
that duties upon articles will operate equally upon 
the pursuits and business of our citizens in dif- 
ferent sections of the Union; and while a tax upon 
one article may, as it often does, be borne princi- 
pally by the men and business of the East, and 
have Jittle or no practical operation in the West, 
a tax upon some other article may be borne prin- 
cipaliy by the West, and have very little influence 
on the business and prosperity of the East. Hence 


more; should they not remember that they have || it is that the business of forming a tariff is and 
an equivalent, and more than an equivalent, in || ought to be the result of comparison, equalization, 
the tax upon breadstuffs, upon beef and pork, jj and compromise, in which the various interests 
and upon lead, all which articles they produce |! and pursuits of all parts of the Union shall be duly 
in abundance, and sell to other portions of the |! respected, and the necessary burdens for the sup- 
Union at an enhanced price in consequence of the |! port of the General Government be so distributed 
duty upon them? If they wish to have their salt || upon the various sections of the country, as to 
free of duty, let us, who are obliged to purchase |i come as near as possible to equality as a Wola: 
breadstuffs, and beef and pork, have these arti- || We now have a tariff of duties which, I admit, is 
cles free of duty, also, or at such prices as those |! very far from being just or equal in its exactions 
articles would be sold at if they were free. Why | and impositions upon the several sections of the 
should the surplus produce of the West be pro- || Union, and bears most oppressively and injuri- 
tected by heavy duties, and thus enhanced in | ously upon the business and pursuits of those 
price to the consumers in other States? There | whom I have the honor, in part, to represent. Still 
can b: no reason for it unless it be that in the || as the bounty to fishing vesselsis the only equiva- 
general arrangement of the tariff other portions || lent, and that a very imperfect one, for the severe 
of the Union have an equivalent in being favored || and ruinous taxes upon our most important branch 
H ma prodactions. u wouid the remove. of || of acdsee ads be apparent to every ae 
the duty on salt be felt at a the western |} mind, that, 1f this boon be taken away, some oò 

States? Not unless the price of salt would fallin |) the burdens bearing peculiarly hard apar the peo- 
consequence of taking off the duty; and that such || pe and business of my State should fall with it. 
would not be the fact is fairly to be inferred from || By the compromise act, as it is called, the duties 
the experience which has already been had by i upon all articles are in process of gradual and rapid 
the country while the tax has been in the process f reduction, and in 1842 the tax upon salt will have 
of reduction, and the prices of the article not || come down to two cents per bushel, or thereabouts; 


| cost; but how itis that the Senator should put 


affected by it, as has been shown by the honor- |! 
able Senator from Massachusetts. If, then, the | 
West have no burdens to complain of, and in fact |! 
do not complain of the duty upon salt, so far as |) 
Congress are informed, by petition or otherwise, į; 
I ask again, why it is that the Senator from Mis- |. 
souri should bring his great power and talents to || 
bear upon thesmall remnant of tax, now less than | 
six cents per bushel, upon salt? ‘Phe Senator |i 
says it is an execrable tax—a curse and an abom- | 
ination—a tax upon the beneficence of God. It | 
is true that salt is an article of necessity, and | 
used as much by the poor as by the rich, and || 
hence should be afforded at the least possible |; 


| 


all the horror and detestation which he manifests 
and expresses on this occasion at the smali rem- 
nant of tax upon salt, and at the same time 
forgets or omits to mention other articles of 
equal necessity to the poor and to the rich, and 


necessity and general use, or that the tax upon 
them is not greater than the tax upon salt. Why 
are not the duties upon all and upon each of these 
articles execrable, a curse, and an abomination, a 
tax upon the beneficence of God? The Senator 
does not, and I think cannot tell us, and yet in his i 


bill he does not name one of them, nor in his able | 


speech does he intimate an intention of relieving | 
the people from any portion of the existing duties || 
upon them. If these articles, or even a part of |: 
them, were included in his bill, I would rejoice to |! 
see it introduced and acted upon. Then my con- | 


stituents, as well as the Senator’s, would share in | 


i 
i 
j 
j 
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and it seems admitted on all hands, that the time 
is near when the whole subject of the tariff must 
be considered and adjusted. The sooner the better 
for my State; and | will go with the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, at any time, for a general 
revision and modification of the tariff, for the pur- 
pose of equalizing the public burdens upon all the 
States; but not now, or at any other time, for 
taking any one article separately, whereby the 
burden upon an oppressed portion of the country 
should be made more ruinous. Then, again I ask, 
why not suffer the tax on salt and the fishing 
bounty to remain untila general revision of the 
tariff? 
The honorable Senator says that the bounty to 
fishing vessels is an unconstitutional use of the 
ublic money. My answer to that objection is, 
that it was granted under Washington’s adminis- 
ration, and has been continued under every suc- 
ceeding Administration to this day, with a short 
interruption under that of Mr. Jefferson; and itis 
reasonable to suppose that the framers of the Con-~ 
stitution, and the wise men in the Government 
from the adoption of the Constitution to this time, 
understood what was and what was not constitu- 
tional, as well as the honorable Senator; and Į am 
content to put their opinions and their acts against 
the opinion of the Senator from Missouri. Butte 


: test this objection by the acts of the honorable 


Senator, I would ask how he can contend that the 
bounty to fishing vessels is unconstitutional when 
he advocates and votes for bills to grant lands in 
aid of the construction of canals and railroads; to 
authorize States and incorporated companies to 
import railroad iron free of duty; and to authorize 
a drawback of duties upon such iron upon proof 
that it has been used in construction of railroads? 


operate more severely upon the State which the |! the benefits of passing such a bill. But his bill | Is there any principle upon which such gratuities 
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to States and incorporated companies can be de- 


fended, which would not apply with more justice 
and propriety to the bounty to poor. fishermen? 
The Senator surely will not be willing to be rep- 
resented as advocating and voting gratuities to 
incorporated companies which he would deny to 
poor individuals, : 
Again: we have had repeated applications from 
persons on the southern and western waters, for 
authority to import free of duty the manufactured 
material for iron steamboats; and did the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri ever raise his voice or 
influence against bills of that description? Is his 
opposition to. the fishing bounty the result of prin- 
ciple against such grants, or must it be ascribed to 
the fact, that the fishing bounty is for the benefit 
of the East, and the exemption from duty oniron 
steamboats for the benefit of the West? Or that, 
in the former case, the bounty of the Government 
goes in aid of the poor and meritorious individu- 
als, and in the latter to rich corporations? Again: 
the Senator from Missouri contends that the 
bounty to fishing vessels and their crews is unne- 
cessar y, because the fishing business is prosperous, 


and does not require this bounty either in the way 
of profit to the fishermen, or as encouraging the 
creation of seamen. I would be happy if the 
Senator were right in this view; but I regret to say 
that, so far as Tam informed, and have reasons 
to believe, he labors under great misapprehension 
upon both points; and itis easy to see how the 
honorable Senator has fallen into error as to the 
prosperity of our fisheries. In the tables cited by 
him, he makes the exports from our fisheries for 
the year ending 30th of September, 1837, to be 
$2,600,000, and says that exports of the same 
article in 1790 were only $1,194,000, intending 
thereby to show an increase of export in the arti- 
cle of fish of about $1,400,000 in less than fifty 
years! But what is the fact, as shown by the 
tables on which the Senator relies? It is this, that 
of the $2,600,000 exports from the fisheries, only 
$770,000 proceed from the cod and mackerel fish- 
eries to which alone the bounty to fishing vessels 
and their crews is extend@d; and the residue, 
41,930,000, are the product of the whale fishery, 
which has no connection with the fishing bounty. 
Then, how does the account of prosperity of the 
cod and mackerel fishery stand? In 1790, the ex- 
ports of the fisheries (possibly including some oil) 
were $1,194,000; and in 1837 they were $770,000, 
showiog an actual diminution of exports trom our 
home fisheries of more than $400,000 in a period 
of nearly fifty years, while the West has been 
transformed from a wilderness toa galaxy of most 
prosperous and productive States, with a popula- 
tion of at least five millions. And this is what the 
honorable Senator from Missouri calls prosperity 
in an important branch of business in the East. 
If he can contemplate such a state of business in 
any section of the Union with pleasure, I am sorry 
for it. 

But aside from the tables adduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri, we have the fact, 
stated by the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Davis,] that within a few years past 
the tonnage employed in the cod and mackerel 
fisheries, was one hundred and sixty thousand; 
and the tables show that for the year ending Sep- 
tember, 1837, that tonnage was less than one hun- 
dred and thirty thousand. Besides, sir, living, as 
Ido, in a State where these fisheries are carried on 
to some extent, | may be permitted to say, that the 
business of the cod and mackerel fisheries could not 


be carried on to any advantage, if prosecuted as 
other branches of business are usually conducted. 
And now, it may be asked, why do we pursue | 


President, why and how itis done. Our soil on 
the sea-board is rocky and sterile; our winters are 


t 
| 
it under such circumstances? I will tell you, Mr. | 
j 
{ 
| 


long and our summers are short; our shoresarein- i 


habited by a hardy, industrious, and adventurous 
population, who, being unable to raise their bread 
upon the land, resort to that grand bank which 
never stops payment, and never refuses to discount | 
to the enterprising fisherman sufficient for his sub- | 
sistence. | 
And now the honorable Senator from Missouri ! 
will probably ask, why do not these hardy and | 
enterprising men abandon such a place, and go to | 
the enchanting West, the Garden of Eden? I| 


answer, because they have.a home, a family, or 
friends whom. they love, schools for their children, 
and the means of religious instruction and im- 
provement, which they prize above ail the allure- 


‘ments which the rich soil, the mild climate, the 


abundant productions, and rapid growth of the 
West, with some apprehension of fever and ague, 
and other ills can inspire. This may be very 
wrong in the estimation of some; but so long as 
these poor men can, by their industry, prudence, 
and great economy, provide for themselves and 
families, and keep out of debt, they are happy 
and contented, good citizens, and well qualified 
and well disposed to fight the battles of their coun- 
try when occasion calls for their services. Such 
are the fishermen who participate in the bounty 
granted by this Government to fishing vessels; 
aud if the Senator could visit them, seeand know 
their republican habits and feelings, and how hard 
it is for them to get a living by fishing, I am sure 
he could not, and would not, desire to take. from 
them-the little, and the only favor which has ever 
been granted to them. 

And now, sir, how is the fishing business, un- 
der all its embarrassments, carried on? Not by 
the owners of the vessels, not by employing a 
master and crew, and providing for their subsist- 
ence, as ig done in other branches of commerce. 
No, sir; such a course would be ruinous. Such 


a course would not command that constant, per- | 


severing, and untiring effort, and that rigid econ- 
omy and self-denial which are indispensable to 
the success of the cruise, and to avoid a ruinous 


i issue to the enterprise. - But, so far as I know, the 


universal, certainly, the general practice is, that 
a few hardy, smart, and enterprising fellows club 
together, who are willing to work hard and live 
pocr, and they find some friend who owns a ves- 
sel suitable for the fishing business. They take 
the vessel upon shares, obtain their salt and the 
necessary stores for the cruise, to wit: hard bread, 
pork, tea, molasses, and fishing apparatus, upon 
credit, to be paid for out of the fish to be caught, 
and off they go upon a voyage of four months and 
more, living upon these stinted means, encounter- 
ing storms and hardships, and often toiling all 
day and catching no fish, until they have com- 
pleted their fare, or are compelled to return with- 
outit, from stress of weather or the failure of 
stores; and upon their return they are fortunate 


| if their fare shall sell for enough, with the bounty, 


to pay their outfits and to procure subsistence for 
themselves and families until they can make up 
another voyage. 

Thus { have endeavored to represent truly the 
fishing business as carried on in my own State; 
and, so far from it being a profitable or prosper- 
ous business to those employed in it, it barely 
gives a living, and thata very poor one, to the 
hardy, industrious, and persevering men who 
carry it on in the manner I have stated. Sull it 
is wue that, by the labors and privations of our 
fishermen, a vast quantity of food, and that which 
is wholesome and cheap, is procured from this 
source, aud has become an article of prime neces- 
sity to the poor, and is the cheapest food they can 
obtain, together with an export to foreign countries 
of more than $700,000 annually. It should be recol- 
lected that all these results proceed from labor, 
requiring no capital, and impoverishing no man, 
unless it be those employed in the business. Such 
an amount of export is not to be disregarded in a 
national point of view, and but for this source 


many of our poor citizens would find it impossible | 


to pay for the bread and pork which are sent to 


l! them from the West. 


But again, the Senator from Missouri contends 


with great earnestness that the bounty to fishing | 
vessels and crews is unjust, and therefore must be | 
|: abolished. 


This, Mr. President, depends upon 
circumstances. 


out affording any national benefit, or constituting 
some equivalent for unequal burdens upon the 
people or business of that section, then there would 
be weight in this objection. But how is the fact 
in this particular? 
and the Senator from Massachusetts has demon- 
strated, that an ample equivalent for the fishing 
bounty is secured to the Government by the num- 


If a bounty were paid from the | 
National Treasury to a particular branch of busi- į 
_ ness, and to a particular section of country, with- 


In the first place, I maintain, | 


| ber and goodness of the seamen, which this branch 
of business furnishes for the navy and commerce 
of the country; that this benefit was realized in 
.the last war, and will be again whenever this 
nation shall be engaged in war with any maritime 
nation. I could not add to the ability and power 
j with which this argument was pressed by the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, and will 
therefore abstain from attempting it. But upon 
the other branch of the question, | must say that 
the portion of this bounty which goes to the fish- 
ing vessels and crews of Maine, is nothing like 
the amount of burdens imposed upon the business 
of that State, beyond what is borne by any other 
section or portion of the Union. No other State ` 
has so much cause to complain of the existing 
| tariff as Maine has, and no State will be so much 
benefited as Maine will be by an equitable revis- 
ion and modification of it. And how is this? It 
arises from the exorbitant and unreasonable duties 
levied upon the articles consumed by the people 
| and business of that State. Maine consumes 
| breadstuffs, beef and pork, hams and lead, the 
produce of the western States, the price of which 
is enhanced by a protecting duty, but exports 
none of them. An important item in the business 
of the East, is ship-building, which necessarily 
includes the use of large quantities of copper, 
iron, duck, and cordage, all charged with heavy 
protecting duties. Maine, with a population of 
about halfa million, owns near one seventh of the 
j whole tonnage of the Union. During the year 
ending September, 1837, there were built in Maine 
eighteen ships, forty-five brigs, eighty-two schoon- 
ers, and four sloops; in all, twenty-three thousand 
four hundred and seventy-five tons; and, during 
the same time, ten States, with aì population of 
at least five millions, viz: Ohio, Kentucky, Fen- 
nessee, Illinois, Missouri, Indiana, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, Arkansas, and Michigan, built one brig, 
twenty schooners, and forty-five steamboats; in 
all, twelve thousand three hundred and fifty-one 
tons. It is estimated that the duty upon the 
copper and iron used in building vessels and boats, 
is equal to $3.50 to each ton of vessel or boat, 
The whole tonnage of Maine, in September, 1837, 
was two hundred and fifty-one thousand five hun- 
dred and fifty-nine tons; and, at the same time, the 
whole tonnage of the ten States before named, was, 
forty-eight thousand and ninety tons. It is thus 
| Seen that this single branch of business has con- 
į tributed, for duties on copper and iron used in 
building vessels and boats, as follows: 


Maine, with five hundred thousand inhab- 

|e ARAB ie avece ett ene rn soescees $880,491 
Ten western States, with five millions 

Of Inhabitants... cece cece c en ane 168,715 


being a tax of $1 76 upon each inhabitant of Maine, 
| and only three and one third centsupon each inhab- 
itant of the ten western States, Add to this the fur- 
i thertax upon duck and cordage, and the inequality 
of burden is enormous and oppressive. In one 
| year, ending September, 1837, Maine paid’$82,162 
| for duty upon copper and iron, used in building 
twenty-three thousand four hundred and seventy- 
five tons of vessels, being somewhat over sixteen 
cents upon each inhabitant; and five millions of 
persons, in the ten States before named, paid in 
that year, upon the same articles, only §42,2298— 
less than one cent upon each inhabitant. 

Again: it appears from a document obtained 
from the Register of the Treasury that for the year 
ending September, 1837, the fishing business of 
Maine was as follows: 


Number of vessels. oe. cccucseuce 634 
Tonnaer oe eis dvccccetswcects 20,005 
| EE 2,831 


Allowance or bounty... ...... n.. 976,175 25 
And from all this it is evident that in tbe year re- 
ferred to (being the only one for which I have yet 
obtained the necessary statements) the people of 
Maine paid, in duties on a single branch of their 
business, more than the whole amount of fishing 
bounty obtained by them; and after deducting that 
bounty from the tax on copper and iron used by 
them, they still paid a higher tax, in proportion 
to their population, than the people of the States 
before named paid in this branch of business. 
i| _ Is it possible that, upon such a view of the case, 
i Congress will add to the unequal burdens of 
li Maine by repealing the only provision made for 


it 
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open the door, and equalize benefits and burdens 
to all classes and sections of the whole country. 
Do something for the relief and encouragement of || 
the commerce and navigation of the country, |; t f 
which are already declining under your unequal |; too, according to a valuation of the articles made 
and oppressive laws and regulations. Look at || at the port of entry, and not at the foreign por! 
the fact that foreign tonnage is fast gaining upon |! from which they have been exported. In addi- : 


j 
i 


| 


be paid by the importer in ready money, and that, | 


A é | 
|; compensation to the domestic manufacturers of! 


| this bill, could notwithstanding conclude by de- 
| claring that they would vote for its introduction. 
| Mr. BENTON having made some remarks 
| 
| 
i 


| which will be found. on another page 
Mr. BUCHANAN said, (in reply to Mr. 
| Benron,) as to the compromise act I shall say but 
little. Its reputed authorsare here present and are 
| very able to defend themselves. As to myself I 


our own; and that, without some modification of ;) tion to this, the act contains a long list of articles, 
your laws, the time is at hand when foreigners |: useful and necessary to our manufactures, whic 
will have more of our own trade than our own || are, after June, 1842, to be admitted free of duty. 


‘| was in a far distant land at the time of its passage, 
i| and shall never forget my own feelings when I first 
|| received information of this event. 


citizens will enjoy. In 1826 the proportion of | 


i It is also provided that, after that date, “duties | 


foreign tonnage to American tonnage which en- | ‘ shallbelaid for the purpose of raising such revenue 


as seven to twelve; and in 1837 the entrances and |: ‘ tration of the Government.” 


i 
| 
i 

tered our ports was as one to eight; in 1837 it was || *as may be necessary to an economical adminis- | 
I 


clearances in our ports were as follows: Under the operation of this act, the duties will 


j 


| The enemies of liberty in every country of the 
| Old World were rejoicing in the prospect that this 
i glorious Union—the last hope of republican insti- 
| tutions—was about to expire. The advocates of 
| despotism were everywhere gloating over the pros- 
| pect. It was impossible for any person placed in 
| my situation not to see, and to feel, and to know, 
| that this was the cherished hope of the enemies of 


ses. Cl . Tonnage. Crews. | have gradually reached the final point of depres- ! 

Aimeri wi pete soy coe H S00 | sion on the 30th June, 1842, and will then stand į 
Foreign. 24,632 4,551 "765,703 43,073 ʻi at twenty per cent. Now, it does appear to me | 
| 


With such facts before us, is it not our duty to 
adopt measures to restore American business to 
American bottoms? to encourage our navigation, 
and thereby increase our seamen? Then Í pray 
you do not repeal the bounty to fishing vessels, 
and thus cut off your best nursery for seamen; 


but rather take off the duty upon copper, iron, | 


duck, and cordage; or, if that cannot be done 
without injury to other interests, allow a draw- 
back of the duty upon these articles when used in 
building ships and other vessels.. In that way 


SALT DUTY, ETC. 


REMARKS OF MR. BUCHANAN, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In Senare, January 29, 1839, 


On the motion of Mr. Benron for leave to intro- 
duce a bill to repeal the duty on Salt and the 
Fishing bounties. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that if the Senator 


| liberal institutions throughout Europe. It was a 


ii to be a palpable violation both of the spirit and r roug k i 
i subject of conversation in every society which { 


| letter of this law, to which I intend to adhere in Á 
| good faith, to except the article of salt from its | frequented in the great northern capital, where I 
| provisions. Salt is extensively manufactured in || then resided. Although L did not myself person- 
a portion of the State which I have in part the '| ally indulge in gloomy forebodings, yet 1 hailed 
honor to represent. The Senator from Missouri || the news of the passage of the compromise act as 
states the foreign salt imported to be annually || the harbinger of peace and tranquillity at home, 
|| about six million three hundred thousand bushels; || With more joy than I have ever felt upon the an- 
| and he estimates the domestic production to be || nouncement of any political event. © It was then 

about the same quantity. Although I do not |; Sufficient for me to know that the question which 
speak from data on which I can rely, I believe the |} had threatened the peace of my native Jand was 
| quantity of domestic salt is considerably greater || Settled; and that, too, by the passage of a bill which 
lg But be this ag it || had received the approbation of General Jackson. 


than the foreign importation. € g k 
may, it appears, from the Senator’s own showing, || His sanction of it was, to me at least, the strong- g 
est evidence that it was not “ a mere humbug.” I 


| that the domestic manufactured article, protected | e 
| iE j| felt the fullest confidence that his signature could 


| in some degree by the existing duty, exceeds six f l 
| millions of bushels per annum. The domestic || never have been affixed to any bill which would 
|| manufacturers of salt, however much they may || Sacrifice, or seriously injure, any of the great ini- 
; have been dissatisfied with the compromise act, || terests of the country. : ; 
had at least a right to expect that this article || | Whether, under all the circumstances, I should 
have voted for this bill or not, had I then been a 


|; would not be made the solitary exception and be |} S n é hs 
| admitted free of duty against its provisions. They || Senator, or whether it settled our difficulties wisely 
7 i or unwisely, is not now the question. Be this as 


; had a right to rely upon the protection which this !! ¢ s 3 ; A 
s Ha p it may, it has stood the test of time during a period 


| act affords; and the introduction of the present | ; d 

| bill to make salt a free article, will take them by || Of six years, and it has not yet been changed by 

i| Surprise. Is not this attempt a manifest violation Congress in a single particular, The people of the 

|| of the compromise? State which I, in part, represent, have, at least, 
acquiesced in its provisions; and they are locking 


I|- In the session of 1841-'42, at the latest, it will l 
i| become the duty of Congress seriously to consider || forward to the year 1841 or 1842 fora general set- 
tlement of the whole question. 


| the subject of duties on imports generally, and ad- | Fan o TUTSI 
justit in that spirit of compromise which gave birth | Now, sir, what is my position: Tam called upon 
to except from this compromise a single article of 


to the Constitution itself. I hope and believe that } Y A eie 
southern gentlemen will, at that period, whilst | domestic manufacture, in which several counties of 
i they have a right to insist that the revenue shall i Pennsylvania are deeply interested. Would 1 not 
| be reduced to the standard of an economical ad- |; be faithless to my trust, if | should agree that this 
ministration of the Government, act in a liberal || article, protected as it now is by the existing tariff, 
|| spirit towards the manufactures of the country. |; Should be made the solitary exception; and that, 
| i, too, ata moment when the manufacturers of it are 
|; reposing with perfect security on the faith ofa law 


| 
| 


| 
il 

il i oS a s - 

f i| adhered to, asit has been by Congress, ever since 
‘its passage? It is not sufficient for me to know that 


| 
l; 
|i ; we possess the unquestionable power to violate it. 


the fishing bounties and allowances. If this were n old as the Government; and I have never under- |! 


r n By its terms, || culiar favor. s 
all duties on all imported articles, which had, | duty rests upon the compromise act, and repre- 


under previous laws, been subject to a duty ex- j 
ceeding twenty per cent. on their value, were to 
be gradually reduced to this standard. One tenth 
of the excess of duty above twenty per cent. was 
to be deducted after the last day of December, 
1833; a second tenth after the lasi day of Decem- 
ber, 1835; a third tenth after the las 


after the last day of December, 1841; and the 
other three remaining tenths after the last day of 


t day of De- | 
cember, 1837; a fourth tenth after the last day of | 
December, 1839; three of the remaining tenths | 


senting, as I do, a considerable salt manufacturing 
interest, I am not disposed now to disturb it. At 
| the time of the general revision of the tariff the 
| duty on this article can be considered in connec- 
tion with all the rest; and then a wiser and better | 
disposition may be made of it, than if we were || 
now to act upon it alone, and without reference to | 
its bearing upon the whole subject. : 

| Mr. B. said that the question of courtesy being 
i| as it was out of view, he did not understand how 
|| Senators, who had offered able arguments against 


“ Ocean into tempest tost, 
To waft a feather, or to drown a fy.” 

Let us wait for two or three years, and then 
settle this little matter in conjunction with the 
i: great questions which must then arise. It is not an 
|, object which could excuse, much lesg justify a 
‘| departure from the compromise. ; 
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Salt Duties, Fishing Bounties;and Allowances—Mr: J. C. Calhoun. 


SENATE. 


THE SALT DUTY. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN C. CALHOUN, 
n OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ; 
In SENATE, January 30, 1839, ` 


On Mr. Bexron’s motion for leave to introduce a | 


“bill for the repeal 
‘ing bounties ; 
Mr. CALHOUN said he felt perfectly indiffer- 

entas to the fate of this motion. It was impossi- 
ble for the proposed measure to pass at this time; 
and the only question was, whether it should be 
voted down at this:incipient stage, or at some sub- 
sequent one, after it had assumed the form of a 
bill. The only difference was this: if it was re- 
‘jected now, the further consumption of the time 
of the Senate would, be saved; but, on the con- 
trary, if leave was granted, two or three days 
more: would be spent in discussion, when it would 
be rejected by a large majority. There were at 
all times many who, from courtesy or other mo- 
tives, would vote for leave to introduce, but who 
were at the same time opposed to the measure. 


lof the Salt duty and the Fish- 


He had at one time intended to vote for leave him- |; 
self, but asx the Senator from Maine, (Mr. Wir- | 
Liams,] who had taken the lead against the meas- | 


ure, had indicated his intention to vote against the 
motion, he would follow him as his leader on this 
occasion. | 
He had asserted that the measure could not suc- | 
` ceed, on the ground that the objections to acting on | 
the subject at this time were overwhelming. If | 
there was no other, it was all sufficient that the | 
duty on salt, under the compromise act, was going | 
off as fast as the wants of the Treasury and thein- | 
terests of commerce would permit. 
reduced toabout six or seven cents the bushel, and 
would be reduced the next three years to about 
two.cents. In, the mean time, the Treasury will 
need all -its means to meet its engagements, and 
the interests of commerce would be injuriously 
affected to make the reduction more rapid than it 
willbe. All changes in the rates of duties ought 
to be made gradually, even when it tended to 
lighten the burden. 
Mr. C. said that he was far from thinking that 


the time already spent in the discussion of this |j 


motion was lost, It had made developments im- 
portantto be known by those whom he represented, 
some.of which were highly favorable to their future 
prosperity and quiet, and others of an opposite 
character. Of the former, he heard with pleasure 


the very sensible and manly remarks of the Sena- | 


tor from Maine nearest to him, (Mr. Winiiams.] 
He took the trueground. 
Tor the great interest of navigation, in which his 
constituents are so vitally interested, and, he would 
add, the whole Union. 
play. Take off your protection on iron, on hemp, 


which bear down our navigation, and you may 


take off your bounties, was his manly language to | 
the mover of this resolution; and he clearly showed |: 
that the great interest which he defended would be | 


the gainer by the change. Mr. C. said, I will up- 
hold him in a provision so perfectly reasonable 
and just, and, for one, will not assent that the 
bounties shall be repealed, whatever my opinion 
may be in the abstract as to their propriety, till 
the burden is removed.. The same principle by 
which he was impelled to resist oppression, im- 
pelled him, with equal force, to uphold what is just 
and reasonable; and here we have a striking illus- 


tration of the greatimpropriety of acting on the tariff | 
by separate and detached items, as is proposed on |; 


this occasion. itis almost the inevitable conse- 
quence of such a course, that, while one interest is 
benefited, another is oppressed. On this account, 


he was adverse to touching the. subject till the | 


whole system of duties was brought regularly un- 
der review, as it must be at the next, or the suc- 
ceeding session, under the compromise act. In the 
mean time, he considered the great navigating in- i 
terest of the country, which was so essential to 


the prosperity and defense of ail others, among | ardent patriots; and never was that danger more 


the most depressed at present. He was startled | 
:n looking over an able document from the chair- | 


kt is already | 


He asked no protection ; 


All he wanted was fair | It terminated honorably and fairly, without the 
i 


on salt beef and pork, and other oppressive duties, |} 


| man of the Committee of Ways and Méans, of 


the other House, just laid on our table, at the 
rapid encroachment of foreign navigation on our 
own. In 1826 the domestic ‘stood to. the foreign 
tonnage as 942,206 to 105,654; and in. 1837. (the 
short space of ‘ten or eleven years) they stood as 
1,299,720 to 765,703.: At this rate, the foreign 
will soon exceed our own tonnage in our own 
ports, This relative falling off claimed immediate 
and serious investigation, and the application of 
some efficient remedy. Without pretending to any 
particular knowledge of the subject, he did not 
doubt that one of the most powerful causes in pro- 
ducing this unfavorable result, was the expanded 
—no, that was not strong enough—the bloated 
i state of our currency, which, by raising prices 


ii far beyond what they ought to be, was weighing 


so heavily on the prostrate energy of the country, 
and especially on all those branches of industry 
which, like navigation, had to compete abroad 
with nations that had a less expanded and a 
sounder currency. This. he believed to be the 
main cause; and next to it he placed the oppres- 
sive protective duties, now fortunately going off 
under the compromise act, which so greatly en- 
hanced the price of ship-building, the rigging, and 
| supplying vessels, as well as the wages of seamen. 
Against this oppressive load our foreign naviga- 
tion had no competition. It had to meet the 
competition of other nations on the broad ocean, 

weighed down with the enormous duties on iron, 

hemp, cordage, and almost every other article that” 
entered into the construction, the rigging, and sup- 

ply of vessels, without a particle of protection to 

lighten the burden, just as our great staple inter- 

est, the cotton, rice, and tobacco, had to meet the 

competition of all the world in the foreign markets 

with the like burden, without protection, or the 

probability of protection. And for what was this 

oppressive load laid on these, the great sources of 
national opulence and prosperity? To protect 
certain branches of industry, which were dignified 

with the name of home industry, against foreign 

competition—not on the broad ocean, not abroad 

in foreign markets, but at home, and at their own 

| doors. Wewho had to go abroad and contend 

with all the world, were weighed down with an 

oppressive bond, that other branches should have 
a monopoly at home! And yet there are those, 

if we may judge from what we have heard in this 

discussion, who not only denounce the act by 

which this load is going off, but are ready to re- 

new the protective system with all its injustice and 

oppression. ; 

|| But against the voice of such he (Mr. ©.) was 

happy to hear that of the Senator from Pennsyl- 

| vania furthest from him, (Mr. Bucnanay.] He 

took high and correct ground. He opposed this 

motion because it-violated the compromise. That 

Senator has done no more than justice to that act. 


sacrifice of any interest, one of the most danger- 
ous controversies that ever disturbed the Union, 
| or endangered its existence—not the danger of a 
| dissolution of the Union, as we learn from the 
| Senator, was anticipated abroad. The danger lay 
|in a different direction. Dissolution is not the 
only mode by which our Union may be destroyed. 
It is a Federal Union, a Union of sovereign States, 
jand can be as effectually and much more easily 
i destroyed by consolidation than by dissolution. He 
| who knows the history of our race, and the work- 
ing of the human breast, best understands the 
great and almost insuperable difficulties in the 
| way of dissolution. There is scarcely an instance 
on record of any people, speaking the same lan- 
| guage, and having the same Government and 


; laws, that have ever dissolved their political con- 
i nection through internal causes or struggles. He 
i excluded, of course, colonies throwing off the con- 
trol of the parent country, or a partition of king- 
doms by monarchs. The constant struggle is to 
enlarge and not to divide; and there neither is, 
nor ever has been, the least danger that our Union 


would terminate in dissolution. But the danger 
on the opposite side is imminent, as was foreseen 
from the first by our wisest statesmen and most 


i menacing than when the gallant and patriotic 
i State he represented gave the blow that led to the 


compromise. That blow was not to destroy but 
to save the Union; not for disunion but against 
i consolidation; and most effectual did itprove. It 
i brought the protective system to the ground, never 
to rise again; that system which has brought such 
innumerable disasters on the country, and which 
had well nigh terminated our Union in consolida- 
tion, and, with it, the establishment of despotic 
power. At its very basis laid the assumption of 
a power, which, if it had been established, would 
have made thisa Government of unlimited power, 
and, of course, a consolidated Government. It 
| assumed that duties and taxes might be laid not 
only for revenue, for whieh purpose only the 
power was granted, but that they might be per- 
verted to the purpose of encouraging one pursuit 
and discouraging another; that is, that the rev- 
enue power might be converted into a penal and 
rewarding power—the power of rewarding one 
class of industry and punishing another. Who 
does not see that the assumption of such a power, 
on the part of this Government, would give it un- 
limited control over all the pursuits and business 
of life, and the entire industry and prosperity of 
the country. ` 
Acting on this false and dangerous assumption, 
the protective system had been introduced, and 
| pushed to the most extravagant extent, under the 
|i act of 1828. Under its baleful influence, the great 
| Staple interest of the South, and that of the navi- 
gation of the East were paralyzed, while certain 
i others were made to flourish. To effect this, mil- 
‘lions on millions were taken from the people and 
| poured into the public Treasury; where it consti- 
| tuted a vast fand. for extravagance and unconsti- 
| tutional expenditures, corrupting the community, 
| and extending the power and patronage of the 
j Government beyond the limits consistent with our 
| free institutions. This vast patronage, concen- 
| trated in the handsof the Executive, had rendered 
| that department all-powerful, and was thereby 
rapidly leading the way to the consolidation, not 
| of the whole power of the Legislature in this Gov- 
| ernment, but the whole power of the Government 
in that department. It was against such a sys- 
|| tem, producing such consequences, that the blow 
| was struck, bravely and magnanimously struck, 
| that led tothe compromise act, that this motion is 
j intended to disturb. It was successful. It was 
| directed at the rootof the evil. It has stopped 
| the excessive flow into the Treasury, and, fol- 
;lowed up by the deposit. act of 1836, it -has 
| emptied it of its corrupting mass. Ele saw clearly 
| that reform, with an overflowing Treasury, was 
| impossible, especially when that. overflow con- 
| sisted of bank notes. It was impossible to arrest 
| a taste, or limit patronage, until the means which 
| sustained them were exhausted. That great ob- 
i ject is now effected; and retrenchment, economy, 
; and reform must follow, or woe to those in power; 
‘and, when they gain the ascendency, then will 
i the blow which was dealt against consolidation, 
and for the Union andsour free institutions, have 
|; effected the great and patriotic purpose intended 
| by those who directed it, and of whom | shall 
| ever be proud of having been one. ‘The protect- 
i ive system, which bas been the cause of all the 
| mischief, has fallen prostrate before it in the dust. 
, He who undertakes to revive its putrid carcase 
; will perish in the attempt. 
ii He (Mr. C.) was happy to hear the Senator 
i from Pennsylvania [Mr.. Bucnanan].avow his in- 
tention to carry out the compromise act to its full 
: extent, and that he was prepared, on a readjust- 
| ment of the duties under its provisions, to restrict 
| them to revenue simply, as is provided by the act 
i limiting the protection to manufactures to such 
‘incidental protection as was consistent with rev- 
| enue, but in no case exceeding twenty per. cent. to 
which the highest duties would be reduced in 1842. 
| This was going back to the original principle which 
| governed in the first imposition of duties on im- 
| ports; and he was happy to hear the avowal 
| coming from the quarter it did, and in which he 
| trusted the Senator uttered the voice of the power- 
i; fal State he represented. There were but two 
| principles on which their readjustment could take 
Jace, unless the Government should have the 
nadness of going back to the protective policy, 
i which he did not apprehend. The one was that 
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and, in fact, he had not made up his mind. A 
review must soon take place; it cannot be post- | 
poned beyond one or two years, when it will be | 
the proper time to examine their respective merits. 
In the mean time he was prepared to say that he 
would be ready to go into it with a liberal spirit | 
and a disposition to do equal and exact justice to 
all, and to adopt that which, after a full examina- 
tion, shall appear to be the best calculated to pro- 
mote the interest and harmony of the whole. 


SWARTWOUT’S DEFALCATION. 


REMARKS OF HON. ¥.THOMAS, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In rur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 9, 1839, 


On the Resolution providing for the appointment 
of a Committee to inquire into the Defalcations 
of Samuel Swartwout. 


. The question being on Mr. Wisx’s amendment 
that the committee be chosen by ballot— 

Mr. THOMAS rose amidst loud cries for the 
question, 

He said: I am not, Mr. Speaker, to be checked 
by rude calls from any quarter. I haveunfeigned 
respect for the wish of a majority of this House, 
and believing that there is a desire to take the 
question before we adjourn, I shall compress my 
remarks within a very short space of time. But 
I have a right to be heard. When it is recol- 
lected the opponents of the Administration have 
consumed nearly all of the time which has been de- 
voted to this debate, it is but reasonable that they 
should hear patiently and politely one ofits friends. 

In accordance with my promise to be brief, I 
shall omit everything | was about to say as to 
the conduct of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
officers of his Department involved in this dis- 
cussion, Whether they could, or could not, by | 
the exercise of due diligence, have prevented the 
loss of much of the public money that has been 
embezzled, I will not now inquire. When all the 
facts, if there are any more material facts to be 
collected, are brought to light by the committee to 
be appointed, it will be time enough to examine 
how far these officers are culpable. 

The first question now before usis that brought 
forward by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 


Gariann.] He proposes, in this instance, to de- |; 


part from the usual mode of appointing commit- | 
tees, and to elect the committee now to be chosen 
by ballot. After hearing the arguments which 
have been urged in support of this proposition, it 
is one that should not receive my vote, no matter 
what was the nature of the duties to be performed. 
‘Gentlemen complain that our presiding officer has 
placed upon some of the most important commit- 
tees ordered by the House a majority of the friends 
of the Administration,and urge this circumstance 
as good cause for depriving the Speaker of the 

ower to make the selection in this instance. | 

his argument ought not, surely, to have an in- 
fluence upon those by whom the Speaker was 
chosen. We voted for him because he was known 
to be friendly to the Administration. We ex- 
pected that he would, in compliance with the uni- 
form practice of those who had preceded him, 
‘place upon the most important committees a ma- 
jority of the friends of the Administration. “The 
dominant party in the House is responsible to the 
country for the public measures to be brought 
forward by the standing committees, and ought to 
have the power necessary to frame and fashion | 
those measures before they are reported. This 
has been always conceded. Itshould be claimed 
now, unless, indeed, the friends of the Adminis- 
tration are willing to admit that they are not to be 
confided in, and that the superior patriotism of 
their opponents must be put in requisition. For 
one, for myself, and for my political associates 
here, I spurn indignantly all insinuations and im- 
putations tending to such. a conclusion. If the 
friends of the Administration have the majority 


portant committees. If they are in a minority, 
produced by a combination of Conservatives and 
Whigs, they must submit, and will be relieved by 
the country from that responsibility to which they 
are now held, under the belief that they have con- 
trol in this body. 

Not content with denouncing, generally, the 
Speaker for the manner in which he has organized 
the committees, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
| Wise] has selected an instance to prove that these 
denunciations are merited. If the other cases 
which he has not adduced are like that particularly 
referred to, the gentleman has done, in my opinion, 
cruel, gross, monstrous injustice. The select com- 
mittee on the subject of the public lands was to 
consist, according to the order of this House, of 
one member from each of the States. In executing 
this order, the Speaker had not unlimited discre- 
tion. He was required to select one member of 
the committee from each State. He was bound 


will of the several States should be respected in 
the selection of the member of the committee to 
which the States were to be respectively entitled. 
Take, then, these most obvious considerations into 
view, and it will be seen that gentlemen who com- 
plain that their peculiar opinions as to the manner 
in which the land fund is to be disposed of are 
not probably to be sanctioned by this select com- 
mittee, are themselves in fault. If they had ordered 
a committee to be appointed generally, without 
imposing limitations upon the Speaker, he could 
have had reference to the supposed will of a 
majority of the House. But the movers in this 
matter thought proper to do otherwise. They 
have directed that the States, without regard to 
population, should be put upon an equal footing 
in the committee, and now complain because their 
own rule, when fairly worked out, does not show 
that a majority of the States and a majority of 
this House concur as to the mode in which the 
land fund shall be disposed of. In support of the 
premises upon which their reasoning is founded, 
I beg leave to advert to a few facts. The com- 
plaint against the Speaker is founded in the sup- 

osed fact that a majorityof this land committee 
19 hostile to the distribution among the several 
States of the money derived from the sales of the 
western lands. Could the Speaker, consistently 
with the order of the House, have produced a 


here having lands within their limits, and known 
to be hostile to the distribution. From each of 
! these States, then, ten members of the committee 
were necessarily to be taken hostile to that plan. 
i From New Hampshire the representation harmo- 


objection can be urged to the selection of the gen- 
tleman who has been chosen to represent that State. 
The member of the committee selected for Georgia 
has submitted a plan of his own for disposing of 
the proceeds of the land sales; he is one of the 
majority of the delegation from that State, and 1 
know no reason why the Speaker should suppose 


of those whom he in part represents. From 
Maine, the member of the committee coincides in 
opinion on this subject with the majority of his 
colleagues, and, I presume, will speak the senti- 
ments of the party known to be in the ascendency 
in that State. The member of the committee from 
Pennsylvania is one of the majority of the delega- 
tion from that State here, and is of the political 
party in the ascendency at home, and could, there- 


| the State. In addition to this, he was not here at 
i the commencement of the session, to be placed on 
j one of the standing committees, and this furnished 
| good reason for the preference given him over his 
| colleagues. Here, then, are fourteen members 
| of this committee, being a majority, for whose 
| selection an unprejudiced mind can find good 
and sufficient reasons, without imputing to the 
Speaker a desire to thwart a favorite measure of 
i any one. Itis not necessary, therefore, to review 
| farther this proceeding, to vindicate the Speake 


' from a most unjust attack. If it were necessary | 


| to do so, material could be found in the choice 
i made of members of this committee from Virginia 


| in this House, they should claim and exercise the | 
right, through the Speaker, to organize the im- | 


to suppose, too, that the House designed that the | 


different result? There are ten States represented |; 


nizes in hostility to distribution, so that no sound į 


that he would not act in accordance with the wishes ! 


| fore, without impropriety, be selected to represent . 


| State here, and who must be in the minority at 


i home, unless the people of the State have changed 
|| their opinions, and are now in favor of distributing 
| the money of the United States for purposes of 
i; education and internal improvements in the States. 
| Although the last gentleman named may not ac- 
| cord in opinion with the sentiment of his State, 
| yet, as there is reason to doubt upon that question, 
there can be no objection to his selection, as he, 
like the gentleman from Georgia, has a favorite 
plan, to be submitted to the committee of which 
they are members. These considerations were 
‘urged by me privately to the gentleman last re- 
ferred to [Mr. Ropertson] in conversation, soon 
after this committee had been selected, when I 
had enjoyed no opportunity to learn the motives 
by which the presiding officer had been influenced. 
They were then, they are now, esteemed by me 
good reasons to remove unfounded suspicions, and 
to guard against ungenerous imputations. Besides, 
where do gentlemen get the extraordinary notion 
that this committee was to be composed of gen- 
tlemen, a majority of whom were to favor any 
| particular measure? There is certainly nothing to 
be found in the proceedings of this House to justi- 
fy such an opinion. To this committee the House 
has referred a communication from the Land Of- 
fice, and varying projects offered to the Flouse by 
different members. This being the case, there can 
be no pretext for the supposition that one plan for 
disposing of the proceeds of the lande was to have 
given to it a preference over another in the organi- 
zation of the committee. It was the duty of the 
Speaker to place upon the committee members re- 
flecting every variety of opinion which have beer 
indicated in this House, as far as this could be 
|; done consistently with his obligation to choose 
|! one member from each State. And this he has 
done in a manner that ought, with all liberal men, 
|| to shield him from censure. . i 
Finding nothing in these proceedings to destroy 
confidence in the Presiding Officer of the House, 
I must be permitted to express my regret that two 
| gentlemen from Virginia, [Mr. GarLann and Mr. 
Mason,] who were elected as friends of the Ad- 
| ministration, and who represent districts supposed 
| to be of the same creed, should separate from their 
former political associates upon this occasion. It 
‘| cannot be contended that the committee to be ap- 
| pointed will have much to do in connéction with 
any default that has occurred, except those of the 
collectors and attorney of New York. The reso- 
|| lution ‘before us is very general in its terms, and ° 
| has reference to all defalcations of public officers 
from the origin of our Government to the present 
moment. But then we all know that the extracts 
from the public records have furnished all the in- 
| formation expected to enable us to judge of the 
conduct of those public officers who are involved 
in those transactions. So far as the officers of 
the Government are concerned, we have no reason 
to expect that further information will be collected 
ilin the New York defaults. We have before us 
|| extracts from the public documents in these cases 
| also, sufficient to decide upon the culpability and 
! capability of the Secretary of the Treasury end 
l| his subordinates. What, then, is this committee 
‘| to be especially appointed for? Not, sir,to afford 
f pportunity for a combination of Whigs and 
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Conservatives to make a report against an inde- 
ii pendent Treasury. Not, sir, to get up by such 
‘| means a book or treatise on our financial condi- 
i| tion, to be distributed with a view to prejudice the 
| public mind against the leading measures of the 
| Administration. We have aright to suppose that 
| this committee is to be organized for some prac- 
ee purpose. We know that the collector at 
| New York has embezzled a very large amount of 
| public money. We desire to know where this 
| money is, to see whether any portion, and what 
| portion, of it can be recovered. These being the 
bjects for which this committee is to be appointed, 
llet us look to the facts of the case to determine 
upon the propriety of depriving the Administea- 
; tion of the advantage of having the investigation 
i| committed to a majority of its friends. The Ad. 
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quarters of the year 
1837. The question naturally arises, was all this 
money actually paid? Were there any compro- 
mises between the collector and the merchants, by 
which their bonds were discharged, by any means 
except by the actual paymeiit of the whole amount 
of the money due? I know nothing of the mer- 
chants concerned, I know not whether there is 
one single man amongst them capable of collu- 
sion withthe collector. to deprive the Government 
of its just due. My‘respects for human nature 
forbids me to believe that there has not been a 
bona fide payment on the part of these merchants 
of évery doller due upon their bonds, as stated by 
Swartwout, : 
Bat, in ordering this examination, the House 
must proceed apon the supposition that all of the 
money for which Swartwout is in default has not || 
been used by him alone, And in looking to as- || 
certain whether others are concerned, it is most || 
natural that we should turn our attention to those || 
with whom we know the defaulter was intimate || 
and had moneyed transactions to a large extent, || 
Taking this view, then, of this matter, adverting 
to the point to which the investigations of the com- 
mittee are naturally to be directed, I appeal to 
gentlemen on this floor who profess to be friendly 
to the Administration—t appeal especially to the 
gentlemen from Virginia, to whom I have already 
taken the liberty to address myself, and ask why 
should the usual mode of appointing committees 
be departed from? Why should the examination 
not be conducted by the friends of the Adminis- 
tration, to be held responsible for the loss of pub- 
‘Hie property?’ I repeat, the conduct of the officers | 
i 

í 

| 


of the ‘Treasury is not to be inquired into in con- 
nection with the New York defaleation. We 
have copies of the records from the Department 
éxhibiting their connection with this transaction. 
Those extracts exhibit the whole case, except in |i 
that particular feature of it which directs the mind 
to those private citizens who may have had deal- 
ings with Swartwout. It cannot be pretended 
that the friends of the Administration in private 
life are most probably involved in this stupend- 
ous fraud, and, therefore, a majority of that party |; 
ought not to be chosen to prosecute this proposed 
scrutiny. The probabiliues are all on the other 
side, Swartwout did not vote for the present 
Chief Magistrate. He has long cherished towards 
him feelings of decided hostility. Heenjoyed, we || 
all know, about the time most of this money was || 
embezzled, the confidence of the Whig and Con- 
servative merchants generally of New York. His || 
intimate associations must have been chiefly with |; 
those political classes. Among them, then, Ij 
repeat, we should look for information to enable 
us to discover to whom and how this money has |; 
been disposed of. Without intending to intimate | 
that any discoveries will be made—in fact, I believe | 
Tittle will be learned that we do not now know—I 
insist that the scrutinies of this committee must 
have a direction that justifies an adherence to the 
customary mode in its selection. But, if this 
mode is now to be departed from, let us not have jj 
a. choice made in the dark. If one known to the 

public, responsible for his acts, is not to name’ 
this committee, then, sir, let us proceed in a way 

to know where, upon whom, the responsibility is 

to rest. Before 1 sit down, I shall propose to 

strike out the words ‘by ballot,” in the amend- 

ment of the gentieman from Virginia, and insert 

in lieu of them the words “ viva voce.” If this 

proposition should prevail, the public will be! 
guarded against many evils which will be inevit- | 
able if the practice of electing committees by ballot 

shall ever prevail in this House. 

Before I take my seat, I desire to comment 
briefly upon one or two topics introduced into | 
this discussion. An attempt has been made to | 
throw upon the present and the last Administra- 
tions responsibility for the defaleation of which I 
have been speaking. A few well-known facts || 


| toms to the Committee on Finance. 


re 


| the pubiic. The present Chief Magistrate did not 
appoint Mr. Swartwout, He never had confi- 


dence in him. But gentlemen may say, why did 
he not remove him? “Is there any one who will 


deny but that Mr. Van Buren would have been | 
_ most ruthlessly denounced, if, upon coming into 
| the Presidency, he had forth with removed the còl: 


Jector of New York, who had been appointed in 


1834, at the instance of the most respectable mer- || 
| chants of New York, avd who. enjoyed, in the | 
| spring of 1837, the entire confidence of the whole 
mercantile community where his duties wére to be 


performed? If he had been removed under such 
circumstances, the President would haye been 
Jampooned and vilified from all quarters, by the 
Opposition, for having, as it would have been said, 
turned out a faithfal and popular public officer, 
simply because he had not voted for the present 
Chief Magistrate at the election of 1836. But it 
will be said the Administration is to be censured 
for failing to discover these defalcations at an 
earlier day. To this charge I have not an oppor- 
tunity now fully to respond. Whether there has 
been too much confidence placed in the late col- 


lector at New York by some of the officers of the ; 


Treasury Department, I will not now undertake 
to discuss. If gentlemen will examine the whole 
subject without prejudice, they will find that the 


i legislative branch of the Government has much 
Under the old de- | 


to answer for in the premises. 
posit system, collectors and other public agents 
had too easy an access to the public money. To 
this conclusion the public mind is rapidly tending, 


i and it is tò be hoped that Congress will, before 


we adjourn, take care to throw new guards around 
the public treasure. That the laws are now such 
as to have afforded epportunities to the New York 
collector to escape detection, no matter how search- 
ing had been the examinations made into his trans- 


j actions, can be shown without difficulty. But I 
shall not now go into that branch of the discus- | 
sion. I shall content myself for the present by | 
; showing that, Swartwout eluded the vigilance of 
| distinguished men whose duty it was to examine 
| Into the matter, to whose capacity for high office, 
| Integrity, and patriotism, the whole Opposition 
in this House will cheerfully bear testimony. And | 
when I have shown this, I shall claim that the de- | 


nunciations uttered here, in the coarsest style, 


against the Administration, are revolting, from the | 


grossness of their injustice. 
In March, 1834, Mr. Swartwout was nomin- 
ated for reappointment, Atthat time rumors were 


; afloat prejudicial to his character asa public officer, 


EHehad, nevertheless, the recommendationsof most 


i of the respectable Whig merchants of the city of 


New York. 


The suspicions which had been ex- 


cited found their way into the Senate Chamber be- || 


fore his nomination had been acted on. Aninves- 


tigation into their truth was had in that body. We | 


have no means to decide with entire certainty who 


; conducted that examination. We know, however, 


that it is the practice of the Senate, when in secret 
sessions, to refer nominations of collectors of cus- 
We know 
that at that session of Congress, Mr. Webster, 


| Mr. Tyler, Mr. Mangum, Mr. Ewing, and Mr. 


Wilkins, four opponents and only one friend of 
the Administration, composed the Finance Com- 
mittee. To these gentlemen, then, we have au- 
thority for saying the Senate referred the nomina- 
tion of Mr. Swartwout. It became their duty to 
inquire into the truth or falsehood of the suspicions 
afloat, that the nominee had accounted for all the 
public money received by him. That committee 
had access to all the laws and regulations of the 
Treasury, and to all the returns made by Swart- 
wout to the Treasury Department, to which the 
officers of the Treasury had access, to enable them 
to detect defalcation. Notwithstanding, no defal- 
cation was discovered, although it now appears 
that Swartwout’s peculations commenced in 1830, 
and were, in 1834, when his nomination was 
confirmed by a Whig Senate, then very large in 
amount.* ‘These things ought to teach gentlemen 


*Itwill be seen that Mr. Tuomas made the above 
remarks under an impression that nominations 0 


| the collectors of customs were uniformly, in secret | 


session in the Senate, referred to the Committee on 


eoe a 
|i moderation and decency of language, 


when dis- 
coursing ypon the conductof those who have the 
laws to execute. They should teach. more than 
that—they should lead us to suspect that there is 
f fault in the laws, since a publie defaulter could so 
| effectually elude detection, notwithstanding his 
|| conduct. was strictly inquired into; and we should 
|| set about correcting this evil at its source, by new 
|| guards to secure the public treasure, 

| Besides this, there are other things to be learned 
from the facts to which I have referred. The 
i; most unmeasured abuse has been heaped upon 
the present and last Administrations, and upon 
the ‘whole party: by which they were supported, 
We have listened day after day (said Mr. T) 
to the charge that the whole are corrupt. Sir, [ 
must say that such a‘charge is a‘slander, no 
matter from what quarter it may come. And 1 
know too, that my words Will be :responded:to 
by the great mass of the.people, of all political 
complexions. However men may differ as to 
the manner in which our Governmerit shall be 
administered, they will not believe, they do not 
|| believe, that base motives influence any respect- 
| able portion of that immense mass composing the 
Administration and its supporters. . But upon 
' what evidence is this charge of general, universal 
corruption founded? A public officer here and 
there, it is discovered, has embezzled public 
money. To a liberal mind, to a man having 
some little confidence in the integrity of human 
| nature, such occurrences would lead to the charge 
of negligence, inattention on the part of those 
whose duty it was to guard against defaults. But 
a different course is adopted, and bad motives 
are, in all cases, imputed. How are gentlemen 
to be circumstanced, if this rule were applied to 
them in the case of Swartwout? Under. the Tast 
Administration he was appointed, to office., He 
was not removed forthwith by the present Ad- 
ministration. And gentlemen, upon this state of 
the facts, say both these Administrations are cor- 
rupt. Well, sir, what then would. be the condi- 
tion of the Conservative and Whig parties? A 
Whig Senate committee examined into the con- 
i| duet of Swartwout, as collector, and approved it 
| in 1834. Whig merchants of New York, well 
| 


| acquainted with him, recommended him for ap- 
| pointment at the same period, and a Whig Senate 
i confirmed it, 
‘had steeped himself in peculations, but before 
i that was known to the public, he was a vice pres- 
| ident of a Conservative meeting in New York, 
| the proceedings of which I now hold in my hand. 
; Vast numbers of copies of these proceedings were 
| published at the time, and forwarded to their 
| constituents by Whig and Conservative members 
of the House. In March, 1837, the same man 
presided at a meeting to nominate a candidate for 
mayor of New York, to be supported by the Con- 
servatives, who were not ready openly to join the 
Opposition. In July, of the same year, he signed 
| the celebrated letter to Mr. Tallmadge, approving 
| his political course, and, in the same month, was 
| chairman ofa meeting of the friends of the credit 
| 


In January, 1837, after this man 


system and opponents of an Independent Treas- 


I 

l ury, held atthe National Hall, in the city of New 
i York. In all these various capacities, for all these 
|, acts, Swartwout was applauded, countenanced, 
| and encouraged, by the whole Opposition, He was 
| their political associate. Nevertheless, he. was 
|| then a defaulter. He had large amounts of the 
|| public money fraudulently in-his possession, and 
|| used, doubtless, large sums of it to print and cir- 
|! culate the documents to which I have referred, 
|; to teach, in the language of them, sound public 
|| and private morals to the American people. 

} 

| 


Finance. In this he afterwards discovered there 
was a mistake. Nominations of that character 
go to the Committee on Commerce, and not to the 
Committee on Finance. Messrs. Silsbee, King, 
|-of Alabama, Wright, Waggaman, and Sprague, 
|, composed the Committee on Commerce of the Sen- 
ate, when the nomination of Swartwout for re- 
|| appointment was made. These gentlemen, three 
|| of whom were Whigs, were imposed upon by 
Swartwout. They were led to believe that his ac- 
counts were correct, and his nomination was ap- 
proved by them, and finally ratified unanimously 
by the Senate. 


i 
i 


| 
\ 
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view to wound the feelings of those who have 
been thus identified with a public defaulter. - It is 
not in my nature to intimate that a whole party 
is corrupt because hereand there one of its promi- 
nent members has proved himself to be unworthy 
of public or private confidence. 
adduced solely to make gentlemen feel the mon- 
strous outrage upon every principle of justice and 


propriety which is so often committed here by | 
gentlemen who continually charge with corruption /) 
a whole party without better cause than that now | 


furnished by the case of Swartwout to denounce, 
in like coarse language, both the Conservative and 
Whig branches of the Opposition. 

In conclusion, I have to say that I shall vote 
for the viva voce mode of voting in preference to 
that by ballot, and that I shall, in justice to the 
Administration, and to the Speaker, and for the 
purpose of insuring a proper prosecution of the 
investigation to be ordcred, vote to have the com- 
mittee in this case appointed in the customary 
mode, by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. T. then moved to amend the amendment 
to the resolution by striking out the words * by 
ballot,” and inserting the words ** viva voce.” 


On a later day, in the same debate, in reply to 
Messrs. Meneres, Lecare, and Horrman, 

Mr, THOMAS said, he rose under pleasurable 
emotions. He had listened with gratification to 
the concluding remarks of the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Horrman.] Amidst that torrent 


of obloquy and reproach flowing in from all quar- | 
ters upon Swartwout, the gentleman from New | 
York does not shrink from the discharge of a | 


duty due to a former personal and political friend- 
ship. He tells the House and the country that 
the great defaulter has some redeeming qualities. 
This, doubtless, is true; for there is a “green 


spot” in the arid waste of the darkest human | 


characters. No man thinks otherwise who is 
guided in his judgment of others by that golden 
rule, given with simplicity and clearness by the 
poet of Scotland. Burns says: 
té Gently scan your brither man, 
Still gentler sister woman; 

Though they may gang a kenin wrang, 

`` To step aside is human.” 

But again, I say, why are the crimes of those 
who oppose the Administration to be palliated and 
mitigated in our discussions here, while the slight- 
est errors of all who are its friends are seized hold 
of to furnish occasion for ruthless, reckless, and 
scandalous denunciation? : 

But, sir, under a momentary impulse, I am out 
of the course I have marked for myself. 

Before I make a brief reply to the three gentle- 


men who have noticed my remarks made on this |; 


question, itis due to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Meneree,] and to myself, that I should as- 
certain whether Í was correctin supposing that he 
did not intend, by his remarks on Wednesday 
last, to offer to me an indignity. 

Mr. MENEFEE. 
not wish to force me into an expression of my 
opinion of him, or of any other person. 

Mr. THOMAS. Task the gentleman whether 
he intended, by his remarks or manner, to offer me 
an insult? To this question I am entitled to have 
an answer. 

Mr. MENEFEE, Oh, certainly, certainly I 
will. I only intended to relieve myself from super- 
human influences. As to offering the gentleman 
an affront, I have too much respect for myself in 
this place to offer an affront to any gentleman. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am satisfied with the expla- 
nation. 1 have but little to say, then, of the 
speech of the gentleman intended as an argument 
to influence the House. Instead of replying to 
what I did say, he avoided every little point there 
was in my remarks. Persisting as he did in im- 
puting to me what I did not say, | have a right 
to suppose that he considered my positions impreg- 
nable. Seeing that the gentleman misunderstood 
me, l took the trouble to correcthim. He insist- 
ed, notwithstanding, that I had admitted unquali- 
fiedly the responsibility of the Administration for 
the loss of the public money purloined by Swart- 
wout, Now if, in the course of the debate, I had 
used language capable of that construction, cour- 


These facts are not passed thus rapidly in re- | 


These facts are į 


I hope the gentleman does , 


| t 
| land, three times over, declared the 
| responsibility of this Administration.’ 
clares that he did not mean to say so. 
Mr. THOMAS, Fortunately, I have armed 
myself with authority upon this point that cannot 
be disputed. 
ing of the day when I spoke before, to address a 


prima facie 
He de- 


“notes of my remarks, 
in my hand. 
out a view to an issue like this between the gen- 
tleman and myself. And in every instance in 
those notes, where I am made to speak of the re- 
sponsibility of the Administration, I used the 
words as I have stated, ‘‘ held responsible.” In 
no instance does the reporter represent that I used 
the words imputed to me by the gentleman from 


i tleman. A 
|-speech mainly rested is thus destroyed, the super- 


| Mr. MENEFEE, Will not the gentleman 


responsible for defaults of public officers? | 

Mr, THOMAS. Doubtless the Chief Magis- | 
trate is considered by the public, prima facie justly | 
responsible for the loss of money intrusted to the | 


this responsibility he is relieved as soon as it is | 
shown that he used all reasonable precautions to | 
| guard against a default. In the case of Swart- | 
wout, I have contended that General Jackson is 
| exculpated by the facts already known, and | 
which have been so often referred to in this de- | 
bate. We are not to suppose that he, or any 
other President, can guard effectually against all 
errors. The President has thousands and tens of 
thousands of public officers to appoint. 
these officers official bonds are to be taken. It is 
the duty of the President to take care to place 
men in office having a good character, and to 
exact from them bondsmen known to be respon- 
sible, : 

In Swartwout’s case, thesecurities on his bonds, | 


he was considered honest and capable by the mer- | 
chants and others, of all parties in the midst of | 
whom he lived. Fiaving shown this, I contend | 
that the responsibility to which the late President | 
was to be held in the first instance is thrown off; | 
and I have contended further, that the present 
Chief Magistrate cannot with propriety be called 
to account for omitting to remove Swartwout when 
he had no knowledge of his default; nor have we 


integrity ofa man who has deceived all who trusted | 
him. This was the course of my former remarks. 
Instead of answering them, language has been 
imputed to me which was never used, and gentle- 


own imaginations. 


rect one error, I have looked to see where the 


judgments of us all. In these notes I can find not 
one word jestifying this criticism. The reporter 
says that 


gentlemen cannot surely have founded this declama- | 
tion about my pretensions to disinterested patriot- | 
ism. To these fancy sketches of the gentlemen I | 
do not feel called upon to reply. 

Having shown, as I think, that nothing which | 
I did say has been impunged by the gentleman | 
from Kentucky, and that the personal allusions of | 
the gentlemen named are without warrant, I will, | 
in a few sentences, endeavor to dispose of the | 
remarks of the two other gentlemen who have | 
noticed my remarks. g | 

I have here again to complain of misrepresenta. | 


Í took the precaution, on the even- | 


letter to the reporter for the National Intelligen- i 
cer, (Mr, Stansbury,) asking him to send me his | 
Those notes I now hold .. 
They were taken at the time, with- | 


Kentucky. This must surely settle the question, |: 
as to the accuracy of the recollection of the gen~ |: 
And as the foundation upon which his || 
I 
' 
| structure must fall also. i 


now say that the Administration is prima facie |: 
| the public interests, as well asa sense of justice 


custody of an officer appcinted by him. But from |: 


From : 


| 
f 


it is conceded, were good; and I have shown that |! 


‘| officers, 


evidence to justify a harsh condemnation of the} 
Secretary of the Treasury who confided in the |; 


men have been demolishing the creations of their |: 
To the notes upon which I have relied to cor- | 


three gentlemen who have undertaken to reply to | 
me [Messrs. Menerer, Legare, and Horrman] | 
derived authority for imputing to me a claim to be | 
exempted from those infirmities which sway the | 


declared I spurned the idea that I, or $; 
my party, had not full as much honesty as our | 
j Opponents. Upon this solitary declaration these __ 


if 
j 
i —meaning, I presume, the Executive—ought to 

l have the appointment of the members of our com- 

ii mittees. Imade no such preposterous declaration. 

, In confirmation of my recollection, I refer again 

; to the notes of the reporters for the National Intel- 

: ligencer, I contended, and now contend, that 

the friends of the Administration on this floor, if 
: they have the power, ought to have the control in 

our principal committees. Gentlemen of the Oppo- 

sition seek to make us responsible for everything 

done in this House. Every extravagant appro- 

priation is charged to the Republican party; and 

yet the men who make the charge seek to deny to 

i: the same party the power to appoint the committees 

ii who are to mature and recommend the passage of 
ii the bills in pursuance of which the public money 
| is to be expended. Against this injustice 1 have 
| protested, and will protest; and in so doing, feel 
i that Lam justified by the proceedings of all parties 
who have had majorities in this body, and by the 
public opinion of the country. 

The gentleman from South Carolina would have 
been correct, if he had imputed to me the declara- 
tion that the Administration, meaning the Execu- 
tive, ought to have a majority in the committee of 
investigation about to be appointed. I believe that 


to the Executive, demands this at our hands. 
Need f recapitulate the reasons already assigned 
i for this opinion? Icontend that this investigation 
is one of a peculiar character. We cannot: prac- 
‘tically institute an inquiry at this short session 
: into the operations and condition of all the various 
; Departments of this Government. Whatever may 
be the language of any resolution we may adopt, 
I maintain that no one committee to be appointed 
can undertake to exarnine fully, in all their bear- 
ings, any other one of the defaults of public offi- 
cers already known, if they first scrutinize, in all 
its ramifications, that stupendous fraud which has 
been committed at New York. lt, on account of 
i its magnitude, and other circumstances, has an 
i, importance that gives ita claim above all others 
|i to attention. Of that fraud, l have insisted that 
| we have a right to suppose everything natural to 
|, the issue has been communicated that can be gath- 
ered from the publicrecords here or at New York. 
In all the Departments there are men instigated 
i by their political feelings to expose the malcon- 
| ductof their official associates; and it is reasonable 
| to suppose that they have, directly or indirectiy, 
communicated all the facts to be found on the 
public records implicating any one of the public 
The committee is not, then, as gentle- 
|! men suppose it to be, appointed to ferret out the 
: misconduct of the public officers in the New York 
‘case. Wehave in that case the law and the facts 
before us to forr an opinion; but we need further 
information as to the unoflicial colleagues and as- 
sociates, if there be any, of Swartwout; and I 
: must believe, until the contrary appears, thatthey, 
if they exist at all, will be found, not in the ranks 
: of the friends of the Administration, but in the 
political ranks where he has stood since 1836; and 
1f so, the Opposition members of this House have 
no just cause to conclude that they, constituting 
a majority of this committee, would be more dili- 
gent or persevering than others in conducting the 
examinations required. On the contrary, they 
would be less apt than the occasion demands te 
|: doubt the infallibility of their own political friends; 
i; and it cannot be denied but that those who are po- 
| liticaliy identified with the Executive would most 
diligently strive to trace cutand recover the money 
which Swartwout has embezzled, since they see 
that an effort has been made, and is to be made, 
| to fix upon the Executive all the responsibility to 
| be incurred, if no part of the money lost is re- 
; Stored to the public Treasury. 
| But, sir, whatever may be the views of gen- 
| tlemen upon the point I have just examined, we 
| ought all to concur in preferring that the election 
_ of the committee shall not be made by ballot. By 
proceeding in that mode, we may be involved in 
much difficulty. F presume that it is the purpose 
of the House to have all parties fairly represented 
; in this committee. So much has been said about 
i the partiality of the Speaker, that I will not sup= 
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pose that the House are about to organize a com- 
mittee less fairly than he has done. The Speaker 
has, in all cases, had all parties well represented 
on the important: committees. How can we, if we 
proceed. by ballot, foresee the result? We may | 
have a committee composed entirely of members | 
of,one or the other party. One member of the 
House will not know who are balloted for by 
others; and it may happen that a majority of the 
House, desiring to have a fair committee, may 
have that wish frustrated by a few members act- 
ing in phalanx, while the great majority of us are 
acting without concert or previous consultation. 
if, on the contrary, we proceed to elect viva voce, 
each member will have an opportunity to see how 
others vote, and the Flouse may select a commit- 
tee entitled to the confidence of the country. 

The gentleman from New York has thought 
proper to deliver a eulogy upon the merchants of 
the city of which he is a Representative. There 
did not appear to me to be any necessity for so 
doing, ; No. one has undertaken to question the 
integrity, of the great body of the merchants any- 
where. ‘There is no class of citizens who can 
have strict justice done to all who compose it, by 
eulogies or condemnations pronounced upon the 
whole mass. There are honest men and rogues 
to be found among farmers, manufacturers, or 
mechanics; and the gentleman must not consider 
me illiberal in supposing that there may be one, 
two, or even a half dozen black sheep in the flock of 
merchants whom he has praised in such handsome 
language. Notwithstanding all that has been said 
of them as a body, and I respond to most that has 
been said, it may appear that one or more of these 
merchants, whose bonds were delivered up by 
Swartwout, gave in exchange for them not money, 
but houses and lots, or fancy stocks, estimated at 

-four times their intrinsic value. 

I was.about to dwell a moment upon the ques- 
tion, how far is the Secretary of the Treasury 
chargeable with negligence in failing to discover 
the defalcation of Swartwout at an early day. But 
[ will not do so now. L will merely remark, that 
no candid man will deny but that the defective 
character of our laws afforded facilities to commit 
the plunder of which the late New York collector 
is guilty. Ele was authorized, under the law, to 
retain large amounts of public money in his hands, 
to pay the salaries of officers in the employment of 
the United States at New York, and to satisfy 
claims of merchants of various characters and of 
large amount, arising under our revenue laws. 
Besides, under the old deposit law, which is now 
extinct, the collector had placed to his own credit, 
in the deposit banks, all the money received from 
mmerchanis in payment of duty bonds. This im- | 
mense fund he could dispose of as he pleased, 
without having the previous consent of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

That this discretionary power ought not to have 
been given to any one man, we all now see and 
confess. But the law which conferred it did not} 
emanate from the Executive Department. It was !/ 
passed by Congress, and received the sanction of |i 


REMARKS OF HON. G. M. KEIM, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Iw rue House or Representatives, 
January 11, 1839, 
On the bill for erecting a Dry-Dock at New York. | 
l 


The above-named bill, which Mr. PayxTER had |) 
moved to amend so as to provide for a similar 


| culpable neglect somewhere. 


improvement at Philadelphia, being under consid- 
eration in the House as in the Committee of the 
Whole, 

Mr. KEIM said he should trouble the commit- 
tee but a short time, but could not allow this op- 
portunity to pass by without briefly expressing 
his views on a proposition which had met with 
such decided, and, to him, unexpected, opposi- 
tion. He could perceive a disposition to refuse 
the amendment of his colleague, [Mr. Paynrer,] 
and deny that to Philadelphia which was pro- 
posed for New York. But if this was the inten- 
tion, he trusted the bill itself would be rejected; 
for there had not been advanced a single reason 
in favor of one situation that did not with equal 
force apply to the other. 

He would ask in what respect Philadelphia was 
less worthy than her sister city of the bounty and 
protection of the General Government? Is there 
less skill amongst her mechanics? It is too well 
known that she stands unrivaled for all that 
science can suggest, or ingenuity can achieve, in 
the art of ship-building. Will it be contended 
that materials are there procured at greater cost? 
Or on what possible ground can the committee 
have reported this bill, without being obnoxious 
to the charge of partiality? It is not for Phila- 
delphia alone that this improvement is urged, but 
for the benefit of the whole Union. It is, asa 
national measure, essential to the welfare of the 
whole country, and connected closely with the 


protection of an extensive line of coast, otherwise | 


entirely at the mercy of an invading enemy. In 
the midst of a war it is no time to incur the risk 
of sending ships to other distant ports for the pur- 
pose of completing them. Whata reproach upon 
the patriotic feelings of our industrious working 
men, that they should witness a ship of the line 
lying in ordinary, because, forsooth, there is no 
facility for her completion. There is too much 
danger, not only from the elements themselves, 
but from the steamers of the enemy, to counte- 
nance the propriety of any ship of war quitting 
port without being prepared for battle. 
Pennsylvania demands as aright the fullest pro- 
tection to hercommerce. That mighty Common- 
wealth, through an extensive system of internal 
improvement, and at an expense of more than 


| $25,000,000, has concentrated her trade from the 


interior to her metropolis. The interest of nearly 
every section of theState finds a marketat Philadel- 
phia. And is it asking too much that it should 
find at least the assurance of safety at the hands of 
the General Government? The erection of dry- 
docks was one of Mr. Jefferson’s earliest and most 
favored topics. In his message to Congress in 
1802, he earnestly recommended the commence- 
mentofdry-docksin this District,capacious enough 
for twelve frigates of forty-four guns each. And 
when we reflect at the lapse of time that has oc- 
curred since then, it is impossible to withhold our 
admiration at the sagacity of that great statesman 
and philosopher. Thirty-six years have now 
elapsed,and although each succeeding Adminis- 
tration has urged similar objects, yet such is the 
apathy on the subject, that it betokens a great and 
Shall it be said that 
we will only adopt measures when other nations 


|! have rejected them, or when the march of im- 


provement shall have superseded their necessity? 
The necessity for dry-docks at every naval station 


‘lis indisputable; nay, is conceded by the concur- 
ji rent opinions of the Secretary of the Navy and 


Navy Commissioners. By them calculations have 
been made of the great expense and loss of time 
that occurs in repairing vessels below the water’s 
edge, and the advantages of a dry-dock are very 
clearly set forth. The report of the committee 
also insists that every navy-yard should have a 
dock: 

“ The necessity for dry-docks being, then, well 
‘ established, the ingairy will be, how many are 
‘requisite? And here starts the question, whether, 
‘to secure a proper efficiency in our naval con- 
t struction, itis not necessary that every navy- 
‘yard should have a dock, One thing is clear and 
‘certain, and was well said, that in time of war 
* vessels cannot be taken from the port where they 
‘are fitted, to another port, to be docked, with- 
‘out great risk of capture. Another suggestion 


i ¢is, that to secure a ship every advantage in sail- | 


‘ing, her form should be kept to its original shape, 
‘and lest she might be strained, or receive bruises 
‘to her bottom, in sailing for another port, it is 
‘desirable she should be coppered at the yard 
‘where she was built. Again, it is suggested 
‘that no ship of any magnitude should be cop- 
‘ pered on her ways, being liable to have her cop- 
‘per injured from launching. However careful 
‘ carpenters and calkers may be, leaks are frequent- 
‘ly left, which will discover themselves as soon 
tas the ship is launched, and can then be substan- 
‘ tially repaired as soon as she is gotinto dock. It 
‘ would, moreover, probably be no more than an 
‘act of justice to the mechanics and ship-builders 
tat each station, that the arrangement at each 
‘yard should be such as would enable them fully 
‘to complete the work before it went to sea. Un- 
‘ der this view of this subject, it does appear to be 
‘a matter of importance, if not of essential neces- 
‘sity, thata dry-dock should be constructed at 
‘ each of the navy-yards where vessels of a large 
* class or size are built.” 

There are many objections from southern gen- 
tlemen as to the locating of these improvements, 
and many scruples entertained as to the expendi- 
ture to carry them on. Itseemed to him (Mr. K.) 
that no measure could be more explicit'y detailed 
under the provisions of the Constitution than this. 
The power “to provide and maintain a navy’? is 
so explicit that “he who runs may read ” and 
comprehend it; nor can any contend that a navy 
can be provided without means are dispensed for 
that purpose. 

The policy of delay has been practiced too long 
for any good result. A few thousand dollars, 
promptly applied to the satisfaction of a few Indian 
claimants, might have saved the expenditure of 
twenty millions in the Florida war; a few dollars, 
promptly invested now, may save ug incalculable 
sums, when the period returns which shall present 
a hostile fleet upon our coast. In all human cal- 
culation, the atmosphere of peace may soon be 
reddened with blood, and its dull portentous 
silence be disturbed by flashes of fireand the thun- 
der of cannon. 

It will then be too late to resort to any effort 
that will divert our physical energies from deeds 
of war to works of peace. In defense of the coun- 
try a human hecatomb must assuage the neglect 
of ahigh duty, so often and so justly solicited , 
from us. 

He was sorry to hear his colleague [Mr. Perri- 
KEN] denounce these appropriations ag not being 
Democratic, and had only now to say that he had 
yet to learn that true Democracy consisted in op- 
posing measures having for their object the gen- 
eral defense of the country. He believed we were 
not only empowered by the Constitution, but that 
one of the great objects for which our Government 
was established was to render aid whenever re- 
quired, to strengthen the line of coast defense, and 
so to protect it as to be prepared to meet the com- 
mon enemy. 

He was satisfied, without regard to sectional 
distinctions, whether of the North or the South, 
that all were alike entitled to ask aid for such pur- 
poses; and that all alike ought to be sustained. He 
discarded all sectional feeling, and had but one ob- 
ject in view, and that was, the general defense of 
the whole Union. The beautiful metaphor that, 
“from the South comes the whirlwind, and cold 
from the North,” cannot apply in this debate. 
They were all here, or ought to be here, acting as 
freemen combined for the public good; they were 
not here for the purpose of representing sectional 
differences. Territory did not weigh an atom 
with him; it was the fitness of things, the adapt- 
ation of the site to the purpose for which it was 
designed, and the peculiar position of the country, 


|| no matter whether North or South, would alike 
find in him a friendly support. Let me tell you, 


sir, that we are behind the age in most of our prep- 
arations for war. Whilst it is said that other 
nations are already applying the steam-engine to 
their vessels, we have the merit of the first appli- 
cation of the principle, without a single evidence of 
its utility. There was no one opposed to expendi- 
tures more sincerely than himself—unnecessary or 
uncalled for expenditures—but experience had 
confirmed the maxim that “in peace prepare 
fur war.” Economy is, indeed, a virtue; but a 
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sential to its safety and happiness, should ever 
guide the action of every patriot. For his part, he 
felt convinced that his. constituents would never 
allow a rich harvest to be ruined for want of pro- 
tection from the weather; nor would they, on the 
same principle, suffer the property of the country 
to be exposed to danger, without at least some | 
effort to shelter it from an ihvading foe. 


i » | 
UNITED STATES BANK BONDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN M. NILES, 
f OF CONNECTICUT, 
In Senate, January 5, 1839, 


In reply to the remarks of Mr. Rives, on the Res- 
olution submitted by him calling on the Presi- 
dent for additional information relative to the 


transactions between the Government and the |! 


Bank of the United States, growing out of the 
sales of the Bonds of said Bank. 


Mr. NILES addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr.. Present: If anything. could surprise me, 
coming from a certain quarter, it would, be the.re- 
marks.of the honorable Senator who has just.taken 
his'seat, [Mr, Rıves;] and the same observation 
will apply with. equal force to his speech the. other 
day, on his frst resolution.of inquiry, to which the 
one now under consideration seems to'be a sortof 
supplement. I have, however, long since ceased 
to be surprised atanything coming from those who 
can be satisfied with nothing as long as they are 
not permitted to have the direction of public af- | 
fairs. What have we witnessed now, and on the 
occasion referred to? A Senator who, daring the 
last two sessions, at least, was first and foremost, 
atall times and.on all occasions, to denounce the 
Administration for a course of policy alleged to be 
hostile and ruinous to the banking institutions of 
the country, suddenly changes his position, and 
with equal boldness, and apparently with sincerity 
and confidence, charges. the same Administration, 
still pursuing, as was generally supposed, the same 
general line of policy, with having formed an im- 
proper, suspicious, and dangerous connection with 
the banks—-a. connection which has restored the 
deposit system without law, and which will finally 
result in the establishment of a national bank, 
without the action of Congress. 

The Administration is now assailed and de- 
nounced with a tone of asperity seldorn surpassed, 
for having done precisely what we have hereto- 
fore so often been told by the Senator making the 
charge, and those with whom he now acts, it 
oughttodo. Itiscondemned for an alleged course 
of policy. friendly. to the present Bank of the Uni- 
ted States and. other State: banks, by the same 
men by whom: it has been so long and so often 
denounced -for hostility to banks and the credit 
system. . 

‘Sir, how is this. strange. movement on the polit- 
ical boards to be explained? © I shall endeavor to 
demonstrate, before. I. have. done, that there has 
been no change in the general policy of the Ad- 
ministration on this, subject. But if there had 
been, that would be no explanation. If it was 
right.one year-ago to conduct the financial con- 
cerns.of-the Government so as to favor the banks, 
it is proper now. Will gentlemen urge certain 
measures on the Administration, and then con- | 
demn it for adopting those very measures? If 
whatis now alleged against the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury was true, the Senator and his associates 
should -be-the last men in the country to condemn 
it. . Can they. blow-hot and cold atthesame breath, 
and.censure a policy.to-day that. they themselves 
recommended yesterday ? Were they sincere in 
charging the Administration with hostility to the 
-bankstast session? : If-so, how can they now turn 
round and. denounce it, if what is alleged was 
true, for having revived the deposit system? The 
opponents ofthat system might, with propriety, 
complain; but with what propriety or consistency 
do censures come.from its friends? Have the op- 
ponents of. the Administration, generally assumed | 
.a new. position; or is this. position one that be- 
longs. to the ‘armed neutrality’? only? I am 
anxious for information on-this. subject; and think 
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| it somewhat important. to the country to know 

whetherthe Governmentis to. be assailed, as here- 
| tofore, on the ground of an alleged hostility to 
| banks, to the credit system, to trade, commerce, 
manufactures, and the business of the country, or 
whether. this ground 1s to be abandoned, and a 
new and directly opposite position to be assumed. 
We are told from two high sources that this 
ground is abandoned. Mr. Biddle, whose knowl- 
i edge on this subject can hardly be doubted, says 
| bank is at an end; that he has no longer any- 
i thing to complain of; that the bank war is over, 
| and that he now abdicates all political power which 


i the hostile policy of the Government had com- 


| pelled him toassume. And the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia confirms this statement. He says, that not 
only is the war ot an end, but that a treaty.offen- 
sive and defensive has’ been entered into between 
the Governmentand the Bank of the United:States. 
Future events will doubtless throw more light on 
this subject; but as-the matter now stands, we 
are bound to consider that the Opposition. have 
abandoned their old ground, and assumed a new 
position. 

Taking this.to be the fact, the next question 
is as to the .ceuse of this new movement: ds ita 


than what .a change of circumstances. has occa- 
sioned. This he would endeavor. to demonstrate. 
Mr. N. said: he would assign a cause, which he 
believed to be the true one,as he could discover no 
other. ‘Phe clamor, which has been so long and 
successfully kept up, of hostility on the part of the 
Government towards the banks and credit, has 


the Opposition, at least for the present. It will 
no doubt be resumed after a while; but it is now 


worked well, and aided by the codperation of the 
money power, has produced two panics, agitated 
the country prodigiously, and revolutionized sev- 
eral States, A considerable portion of the peaple 
believed this charge, so boldly made, so persever- 
ingly insisted upon, and even some of the friends 
of the Administration were deceived, and thought 
its measures were, whether so designed or not, 
unfriendly to the moneyed institutions of the coun- 
try. Thesuspension of the-banks in May, 1837, 
gave somewhat a new aspect to this.controversy, 


necessary for the Government to adopt, gave addi- 
tional force and effect to the clamors and .denun- 
ciation against the Administration, which was held 
responsible for all the disorders of the currency 
and the general derangement and interruption of 
business. ‘The additional interest which. these cir- 
cumstances gave to the subject, in connection with 
| the discussions on this floor on. the Independent 
Treasury bill, and other propositions relating’ to 
the finances, aroused a universal spirit of inquiry. 
The subject has been taken up by the public press, 
and has been thoroughly examined and discussed. 

Not only have the views and measures of the 
two parties been extensively discussed, but the 
principles for which the friends of the Administra- 
tion contended, have been partially brought into 
practical operation. We were not able to pass 
the Independent Treasury bill; yet we were able 
to resist the attempts to restore, by legislation, the 
connection between the revenues of the country 
and the banks, and to maintain that separation 
which their suspension of paymenthad occasioned. 
We were enabled to resist all attempts at inter- 
ference on the part of Congress, to aid the banks 
either by the funds or the credit of the Govern- 
ment, leaving those institutions to recover upon 
their own resources, and the operations of the 
laws of trade. And above all, we were enabled 
to hold on to the true standard of value, the only 
safe and true ‘‘ regulator”? of the currency to sus- 
tain and hold up the credit of the Government, 
to the standard of gold and silver. The wisdom 
of these measures has been proved by. their re- 
sults, Their beneficial influence was soon: per- 
ceived; sooner and more extensively than -their 
most strenuous advocates anticipated... -By sus- 
taining the true specie standard, and in the trans- 
actions of the Treasury, receiving only specie or 
paper deemed equivalent, the credit of the Gov- 


| the controversy between the Government and his || 


change in the policy of the Administration? .Cer- | 
jj tainly not, for there. has been no change- farther 


answered its purpose; it has done all it could for | 


rather stale, and has lost its influence. But it has | 


and the measures which that event rendered it | 


ernment was maintained, which 
the credit of the sound banks to th 
The general-result is known, 
ered, in little more than one 
Severe shock and revul 

The banks in most o 


operated to raise 
esame standard. 
The country'recov- 
: year, from the most 
sion it ever experienced. 
f the Statesresumed specie 
payments; the currency was restored; the ex- 
; changes, in a great measure, regulated; commerce 
revived, and every kind of business became active 
and prosperous. If we compare the late period of 
the prostration of the currency and credit of the 
country with a similar period in our history, the 
rapidity. with which we have recovered from the 
late revulsion will appear astonishing. . Then the 
, Suspension lasted four years, and, in a large sec- 
tion of the Union, from six.to ten years, with the 
| assistance and regulating power of-a: National 
Bank. Other causes than those he had referred 
to, no doubt, had their influence; the resources of 
the country were greater. now, and. it possessed: a 
vastly greater specie currency. than it:did in 1816. 
But our firmness in maintaining the true specie 
standard of value, and the practical separation of 
|| the revenue from-the banks, must have exerted an 
important influence, If the Government is held 
responsible for the disorders-of the curreticy, oc- 
casioned:by overtrading, it must-have some credit 
for its restoration, effected in part by: its judicious 
policy. ‘These results are: before the country;;and 
they have had their -effect upon public sentiment. 
The discussions which have ‘taken place:here and 
elsewhere, :have also :had theit influence, Both 
from argument and experience; much light has 
been:shed.on this important subject. Fhe people 
have had an. opportunity. to judge whether-the 
views of the friends. of the Administration: or its 
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taken place. see! oe 
{| These, sir, in. my judgment, are, the circums 
|| stances which have induced gentlemen on the other 
|| side.of this Chamber to change their ground, and 
i! assume a new position. Having derived. all-the 
|| benefit they can from the agitation of; the ques- 
i! tions of the cnrrency and finances, and perceiving 
|; a reaction taking place, they now -wish to abandon 
| the whole subject; to arrest the inquiry which is 
i going on, and direct the public. attention to some 
new ground of complaint,.and raise an. excitement 
about defaulters and extravagant expenditures. 
This. is all natural enough, and perhaps perfectly 
|; fairin political warfare. But it 1s a little extraor- 
i! dinary that a position. should be taken directly 
li opposed to that so recently occupied, and. the Ad- 
ii ministration be charged with forming a league, 
| offensive and defensive, with the banks. 
How do we now stand in the Senate?. Why, 
the Opposition, after having for two years kept 
up a constant clamor about the hostility of the 
Government. to the banks, have suddenly. gone 
: back and taken the old position. they occupied in 
1836, when I first took my seat on this floor. 
ii Then-their daily tirades against the Administra- 
: tion were about the corrupt and dangerous con- 
': nection between the Treasury and the deposit 
i banks. The ‘‘ pet banks’’ were the constant sub- 
| ject of remark.and censure. This continued ta 
| be the case until the banks failed in 1837, with 
between twenty and thirty millions of the public 
treasure in their vaults. This event led both parties 
i; to change. their positions. The Administration 
abandoned the deposit-bank system, and the Op- 
| position immediately took it up. The merits of 
this movement depends on the consideration, 
which party had the best reasons for their course. 
The friends of the Administration abandoned -the 
State-bank system because it had failed, and proved 
hy; and the Opposition, he supposed; 
And now, 
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returning to their old position of 1836, they charge 
the Administration with renewing its connection 
withthe banks, and forming a league: with them 
for-political purposes.: Inthe present Instance we 
shall-not. accommodate them by an exchange of 
positions:: They may abandon theirs, but we shall 
not take it.. We:deny altogether the charge of a 
reunion of the Treasury with the banks. But if 
it was true, (Mr. N. said,) he would not go with'it 
jn thatemeasure, either here or:elsewhere. And; 
in saying this, he believed he spoke the sentiments 
of ali on-this side of the Senate. : We do not go 
for the reunion, but for a morecomplete and effect- 
ual separation. - : 

< Having; Mr. President, made these introduc- 
tory observations, I will proceed to notice some 
of the remarks: of the Senator from Virginia, 
and-to- examine some of the very extraordinary 
‘charges: which he has made against the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and the President himself, - I 
aii aware;:sir, thatthe gentleman’s. speech was 
not: made forme, or-with an expectation that I 
“would:reply:to it; he is aiming. at higher game; 
his’ ‘envenomed shafts are aimed at the highest 
mark; they are intended to reach the President 
himself, through the sides of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury;and he doubtless expected that the hon- 
orable Senator from New York, [Mr. Wricur,] 
would ‘interpose his. strong armi to ward off the 
blow; and -I:think it quite probable, that before 
this debate is ended, the Senator. may have the 
honor of æ broadside from that quarter. But, 
however this’may be, inasmuch as’ the Senator 
has presented an issue between his speech made 
invadvance‘of the report, and my remarks made 
after-it:was read, and has thrown: out a sort-of 
defiance, asserting, in an emphatic tone,.that he 
would demonstrate thatall the charges, inferences, 
atid imputations im lis first speech were fully and 
triumphabuy: established by- the- report, E felt 
called upon to meet the gentleman upon the issue 
he has:tendered,’and hope I shall be able to show 
that:what T said the other: day was strictly cor- 
rect; that the report of the Secretary was not only 
a’response to:the Senator’s resolution, but an an- 
awer to his speech and all its accusations. — 

» Whilst I feel grateful to the body for its indul- 
gence'in affording me the opportunity I now have 
of concluding what. I desired. to say, 1 regret to 
have to detain the Senate as long as I fear I may 
do, in a debate of this description. This whole 
Government, | regard, sir, as entirely and exclu- 
sively of a political character. The Senator’s 
resolutions, it is clear, can have no relation to 
any matter of legislation that now is, or may be, 
expected to come before the Senate. The object 
is political; it isa bold attack on the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury; and one more 
entirely: gratuitous, unfounded, and preposterous, 
has never come from any quarter, whether friend, 
or foe, or neutral: ‘This may be all right in polit- 
ical warfare; he did not-complain of it; but only 


wished that the responsibility of occupying the : 


time of the Senate in- merely political discussion, 
should be placed: where it belonged. These polit- 
ical debates usually originate with the Opposition; 
they are the assailants; we stand on the defensive; 
but, for one, he was disposed to meet all assaults 
on the spot, and thus to settle accounts as we go 
along, and to leave the general reckoning to the 
people. What special purpose there may be in 
this movement, he did not pretend to know; but, 
for some reason or other, there seemed to be, on 
the part of the Senator, an unusual haste and 


anxiety tomeke known his new position to his į 


constituents and the country. : 

I will first notice, Mr. President, several of the 
specific charges made by the Senatorin his speech 
of yesterday, before I take up the general issue | 
whether the Senator’s speech, with its charges, | 
inferences, and imputations, made in advance of | 
the evidence, is borne out and sustained by the | 
report or not; and shall conclude with some ob- | 
servations on some other topics connected with 
the general subject, and by no means beyond the | 
proper range belonging to the debate. 

The first specific charge against the Secretary 
of the Treasury is the sale of the bond held by | 
the Government against the present Bank of the 
United States, which was payable in 1839. The 
disposition of this bond was authorized by an ' 


act of Congress, passed: at.its last session. It is 
claimed that the sdle:was made‘on terms not au- 
thorized by the law,.and so disadvantageous to. 
the Treasury as`to authorize a belief:that- there 
was an intention to favor the Bank of the United 
States, which was the purchaser. ‘Two objections 
have been urged against the legality of the trans- 
action; one, that the payment:was not made in 

money; the other, that a credit was allowed, which 
the law did not authorize. By the terms of the 
act, the bond was to be sold for-‘* money- in hand,” 
and at a sum not less than its par value at:the 
time of. sale. It was sold for its par value, and 
the avails of the bond agreed to be placed in special 
deposit in the Bank of the United States, to the 
credit of the’ Treasurer, in specie or its equivalent. 
It was also stipulated “ that the Bank is to keep 
‘the money safely, till drawn out by the Treas- 
turer, without making any charge to the United 
‘States for keeping or paying it out on his drafts.” 
These were the terms of the sale as appears from 
the report before me; but I will not fatigue myself 
or others by reading the correspondence. It is 
claimed that, because the act required payment to 
be made in money, nothing but gold and silver 
could be received. The Senator, after having so 
long and strenuously contended for the receipt at 
the ‘Treasury of the paper of specie-paying banks, 
seems now getting back to his hard-money notions 
of 1834. But there is nothing in this argument. 
All public dues are required by law to be paid in 

money. The customs, the receipts of lands, and 

all other public dues are payable in money. There 

is nothing in the act to distinguish this payment 
from any other to be madein the United States. 

But by the practice of the Treasury, from an early 
period, the notes of specie-paying banks and bank 

credits have been regarded as equivalent to specie; 
and the joint resolution of 1816 gave a legal sanc- 
tion to that practice. That resolution is still in 
force, and authorizes the receipt of the bills of 
specie-paying banks, but is not compulsory in its 
provisions, leaving it discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Such paper, however, 
always has been received under certain restrictions, 
and no doubt will be, until Congress interfere. 
The payment for this bond, having been made in 
specie, or what, according to the practice of the 
Treasury, was equivalent, the charge of illegality 
is entirely groundless, as much so as if applied to 
the receipt of convertible paper for duties. 

Ta regard to the assertion of the bonds being sold 
on a credit, it has no foundation in fact. There 
was no stipulation for credit in the conditions of 
the sale. The money was agreed to be, and was, 
in fact, deposited in the bank, to be kept, and 
paid out on the draft of the Treasurer. [t was, 
of course, subject to be drawn for immediately. 
In referring to this part of the contract, Mr. Bid- 
ble, in his Fetter of the Ist of August, 1838, says: 
“On the part of the bank I confirm that under- 
standing.” Itistruethat at a subsequent period, 
an arrangement was entered into between the 
| Secretary of the Treasury and the bank, specify- 
| ing the times, sums, and places of payment in 
respect to the drafts of the Treasurer upon this 
fund. But this arrangement was made after the 
money was in the Treasury, and by authority of 
the general power of the Secretary, and not under 
the authority of theact authorizing the sale of the 
bond. It amounts to nothing, therefore, to show 
i| that the act did not authorize the sale of the bond 
i| on credit, because the bond has not been so sold. 
Neither can there be any foundation fora suspi- 
cion that there was a secret understanding, at the 
time of the sale, that a credit was to be given. 
The arrangement referred to was made in conse- 
quence of the communication which had previous- 
ly been made to the bank, by the Secretary of 
War, suggesting that this money would be wanted 
for the service of his Department, and in sums of 
about five hundred thousand dollars per month. 
Mr. Woodbury states distinetly that he knew 
nothing of this communication when he negotiated 
the bond; but that, being informed of it by the 
bank afterwards, which claimed that it had relied 
upon it, the Secretary of the Treasury thought it 
no more than just and equitable to conform to it, 
in drawing out the deposit. 

This interference of the Secretary of War has 
been commented upon by the mover of these 


i 


resolutions with. great severity. . But it is a little 
remarkable that. his censure- has been cast, not 
upon. the Secretary of War; but upon the Secre- 
tary of thé ‘Treasury. Itis said that. he suffered 
himself to be made a cat’s-paw of, and permitted 
the Secretary of War to negotiate the bond, when 
the law -had confided this duty to the Seeretary, of 
the. Treasury. But th. groundlessness of this 
charge is apparent, from the fact that Mr. Wood- 
bury knew nothing of the communication of, the 
Secretary of War, until after the sale was made. 
The negotiation for the sale of the bond was closed 
on the 30th of Jaly; and on the 13th of August, 
Mr. Biddle informed the Secretary. of the Treas- 
ury of the proposition which had been made by 
the Secretary of War as to the disbursement of 
the money: for the service.of his Department. 
These. reproaches, cast on Mr. Woodbury, have 
not the slightest foundation to rest upon, 

In regard to the conduct of the Secretary of 
War, I see nothing in it to condemn. It is well 
known how moneys are drawn from the Treasury . 
The heads of the different Departments make their’ 
requisitions on the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the sums of money which are wanted for the ser- 
vice of their Departments, and the warrants of 
the Secretary of the Treasury are issued upon 
such requisitions. This money was required for 
the military service, and the Secretary of War 
probably supposed that, by apprising the bank of 
the tines when, and the places where, the money 
would be wanted; might facilitate the sale of the 
bond. His interference was little, if anything, 
more than the communication of information 
which he supposed might have a favorable bearing 
on the pending negotiation with the bank. I can 
see nothing in this ‘* worthy of death or of bonds.” 
But. it may appear to be a-very serious matter in 
the eyes of u neutral, ve PE 

But it is insisted upon that the contract was 
disadvantageous to the Treasury, and highly bene- 
ficial to the bank; and this seems to be a circum- 
stance relied upon as proof of a friendly alliance 
between the Treasury and the Bank of the United 
States. It is certainly very strange that such a 
charge as this should be made in the face of the 
fact, appearing in the very document upon which 
it professes to be founded, that:the offer of the 
Bank of the United States was not only the most 
favorable, but the only one received coming within 
the limitations ofthelaw. TheSecretary published 
a general notice inviting proposals. “He likewise 
applied'‘to Mr. Newbold, president of the Bank of 
America in New York, to the president of: one or 
morë of the banks in Philadelphia, wrote to the 
bankers of the United States in London, and to 
our Minister in Paris. But no offers could be 
obtairied'in Europe, on account of the shortness 
of the time the bonds ‘had to run, and because the 
Jaw did not authorize the guarantee on the part of 
the United States of their everitual payment. No 
offers could be obtained in the United States except 
from the debtor bank. Publications appeared in 
some of the bank presses, instigated no doubt: by 
Mr. Biddle, intimating that the bond might not be 
paid at maturity, and that the Bank of the United 
States would claim offsets. Under these circum- 
stances no offer could be’ obtained except from 
the debtor bank, which proposed to purchase in 
the bond on the terms prescribed in the act of 
Congress. The condition of the Treasury shows 
that the money was wanted, and it was therefore 
the duty of the Secretary to dispose of at least one 
of the bonds. 

The next specific charge is the arrangement for 
the payment of the second bond, which fell due 
in 1838. It is alleged that there is something very 
remarkable and suspicious in this transaction; the 
bond being paid before it became due, and when the 
money was not wanted for the purposes of the 
Treasury. The facts are, that the bond was pay- 
able on the 30th day of September, and the arrange- 
ment was to pay it in three installments; on the 
15th day of August, the 15th of September, and 
the 15th of October, the interest to cease ag the 
respective payments were made, and the money 
to be placed on deposit in the bank, and to be 
drawn outon the drafts of the Treasurer. Although 
by this arrangement a part of the money was an- 
ticipated, yet a part of it was postponed beyond 
the period when the bond fell due. It is asked, 
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what was the object for this arrangement? One |} 
object doubtless was, as the sum was very large— || 
nearly two millions and a half—that it was more 
convenient to divide it and receive it at different 
times. The Secretary also assigns as another rea- | 
son, that he was apprehensive that.a part of the 
amount would be paid in Treasury notes not re- 
issuable, and that the whole sum was required to 
meet the demands upon the Treasury. 

To prove the alliance between the Government 
and the Bank of the United States, the Senator | 
asserts that moneys have been deposited in that 
bank in addition to those paid by it to the United 
States. The only case specified, is a payment of 
$300,000 by the Bank of Kentucky. This money, 
itis confidently asserted, wasreccived inthe Treas- |; 
ury, and was afterwards deposited in the Bank of || 
the United States. The facts are not so. The Bank 
of Kentucky was indebted to the United States, 
and paid that debt by a check for $300,000 on the 
Pennsylvania Bank of the United States, in pur- 
suance of an arrangement made with that bank, ; 
These facts appear from the report. The check 
on the Bank of the United States made it the debtor ! 
of the United States. The money was not depos- | 
ited in that bank; but the check was sent there, 
and the amount of it placed to the credit of the | 
Treasurer, to be drawn out when wanted. This 
money was in the same condition as that received 
on the bonds; it was a payment from the bank. to | 
the Treasury, and the money was left in the banit | 
on deposit, to be paid on the drafts of the Treas- | 
urer. 

In connection with this subject, it is charged | 
that the Secretary of the Treasury has not an- 
swered that part of the inquiries in the resolu- 
tions, which asks whether there had been any |! 
other transactions between the Treasury and the |; 
Bank of the United States, except what grew out || 
of the sale and payment of its bonds. ‘This is a f 
mistake, The Secretary names the several trans- | 
actions the Treasury has had with the Bank of | 
the United States, namely, the negotiation of the || 
bond payable in 1839, the payment of the second j 
bond’ which fell due in September, 1838, the 
payment of $300,000 for the Bank of Kentucky, 
and the payment in part of the demand of the 
United States, against the oid Bank of Columbia, 
for which the United States? Bank had taken 
security, and in that way become a trustee for the | 
United States. After specifying these several |i 
transactions the Secretary says: ‘t With these || 
“exceptions, there have not been dealings of any |; 
‘description between this Department and the | 
‘United States Bank of Pennsylvania, from its || 
‘establishment to the present day. No collecting | 
“or disbursing officer has ever been directed by <i 
‘this Department to make any deposit whatever |! 
‘in said bank; nor has any money been placed by |) 
‘the said bank to the credit of the Treasurer of | 
“the United States, or cf this Department, or, to 
‘my knowledge, of any of its officers, except the 
‘avails of the transactions specifically referred to 
‘above, and on the details of which, so far as they 
‘relate to the present subject, full information is 
‘given in the correspondence and tabular state- | 
‘ments annexed.” Yet, with these facts before || 
him, the gentleman tells us that the Secretary has 
not responded to his inquiry whether any moneys 
have been deposited in the Bank of the United 
States, other than those growing out of the de- 
mands of the United States upon the bank. This 
complaint is not only without any foundation, but 
directly in face of the report. : 

_ The next specification in the gentleman’s bill of || 
indictment is the allegation that the Secretary of | 
the Treasury has attempted to impose upon the || 
public in regard to ‘ special deposits,” both in ‘| 
the Bank of the United States and other State | 
banks. In regard to this matter, the conduct of | 
the Secretary is denounced in the most offensive || 
and opprobrious terms; language which he was 
shocked to hear applied to any high officer of the |! 
Government, by any one honored with a seat on | 
“his floor, whether enemy, professed friend, or 
*‘armed neutral.” Sir, the Senator, with great 
emphasis of tone and manner, charged the Secre- 
tary with practicing a base fraud on the country. 
{Mr. Rives said that he used no such language.} 
No, sir, the gentleman did not use this language. 
F was stating the high charge he made against the | 


it 
|; 
| 
i 


| ‘drafts of the said ‘Treasurer. 


Secretary in my own language. I thought his 
language too foul and vituperative to repeat; but 
I will now do it. He said that the Secretary had 
attempted to impose upon the country, to humbug 
and cheat the people. 

The gentleman from Virginia says these special 
deposits are the same as general deposits, and 
that, to characterize them as special deposits, is 
altogether deceptive and fraudulent. How far 
they may differ from general deposits, I cannot 
pretend to say. Some of them, it seems, have 
been special deposits in a strict legal sense; that 
is, specie has been deposited, and kept in a box 


| separate from the funds of the bank, and the iden- 
! tical money restored or paid out when called for. 


But the deposits with the Bank of the United 
States, and most of the other State banks, have 


| not been of this character. These deposits have all 


been temporary, and made under special contracts, 
as to the custody and paying out of the money. 
These, in the operations of the Treasury, must 
be distinguishable from general deposits, which 
presupposes a general depositary, or fiscal agent, 
for receiving and disbursing the publie funds. 
Any deposit made under a special agreement, dif- 


fering in any respects from the legal obligations | 


which exist where there is no particular agree- 
ment, would, in some sense certainly, be a special 
deposit. So far as respects the general operations 
of the Treasury, I have no confidence in any plan 
of special deposits. In a strict legal sense it is 
impracticable; and, in any other, it cannot essen- 
tially obviate the evils of the general deposit 
system. But the question now is, whether the | 
Secretary, in using the terms special deposits, has 


attempted to practice a fraud upon the country. 


Is the gentleman aware that the same language is 
used by the agents of the Bank in these transac- 
tions?) Mr. Macalester, who was the agent of the 
bank for the purchase of the bonds, says: ‘I will 
deposit the amount thereof, in special deposit, in 
the Bank of the United States;’? and Mr. Cow- 
perthwaite, the cashier, in acknowledging the re- 
ceipt of the money, says: “ That Charles Mas- 
‘alester, Esq., has this day deposited to the credit 
t of the Treasurer of the United States, in special 
t deposit, the sum of $2,254,871 38, subject to the 
” Mr. Biddle, I 
believe, used the same language. Does the Sen- 
ator mean to charge these gentlemen with having 
entered into a conspiracy with the Secretary of 
the Treasury to practice a fraud on the public? 
Will he apply to these gentlemen the offensive 
terms which he has to Mr. Woodbury? 

Mr. President, there is one particular charge 
more, which I will notice when I shall have done 


with the gentleman’s remarks of yesterday. Itis, ʻi; 


that there was an agreement to circulate the notes 
of the Bank of the United. States in the financial 
concerns of the Government. It is not claimed 
that any such agreement has been made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, but some letter of in- 
structions from the Paymaster General, or some 
officer connected with the military service, is re- 


‘ If the Government, by its acts, shall declare bank 
‘paper to be worthless and unsafe, will, not the 


| 
| 


i| ‘people also take the alarm? Will not a general 
i| ‘distrust be created of all banking institutions, 
|| tand will not every person holding their paper be- 
|; € come impatient to convert it into specie??? He 
|| speaks of the “jast, safe, and paternal policy? 
j; which the Government ought to pursue towards 


i 


the banks, in receiving and disbursing their notes. 
i And yet, after all this, it is now made a serious 
i| ground of complaint that the notes of the Bank of 
| the United States have been received and disbursed 
by some subordinate disbursing agents, If gen- 
tlemen can blow hot and cold at the same breath, 
it will no doubt be difficult to please them. 

It is claimed that the transactions with the Bank 
| of the United States have been advantageous to 
that institution, at the expense of the Treasury— 
| that the avails of the bonds have been drawn out 
‘| by drafts payable at the South and West, at points 
| where exchange on Philadelphia bore a large pre- 
| mium. But the truth is, this premium was in con- 
|i sequence of the depreciation of the local currency. 
i On specie, Treasury notes, or bank notes converti- 
i| ble into specie, the difference in exchange was very 
trifling, as appears from. the Secretary’s. report. 
These distant places of payment are declared by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to have been acon- 
venience.to the Treasury and a benefit to the pub- 
lic service. pai 

it is no doubt true that these transactions were 
beneficial to the bank; but it does not follow from 
this that they were disadvantageous to the Treas- 
jury. It may also be conceded that Mr. Biddle 
j speaks of them as having been highly satisfactory 
to him, and somewhat in a strain of exultation 
‘and boasting. This is a weakness of some men 
|| possessing talents of a certain description. In the 
‘| same letter, in which he speaks of the pacification 
i; between the bank and the Treasury, he very mod- 
|; estly claims the sole merit, not.only of having sus- 
|i tained American credit in Europe, but of having 
|| brought about the resumption of specie payments 
|i by the banks, which restored the currency; not- 
| withstanding every well-informed man in the 
‘| Union knows that he placed himself at the head 
| of the non-resuming: banks,;:and brought all his 
ii power and influence into requisition to: prolong 
i the suspension. Mr. Biddle also boasts: that the 
i transactions as to the bonds, brought the Treas- 
| ury into coöperation with the bank: in restoring 
i! the currency. This is.a.mere inference of Mr. 
l! Biddle from the facts, But if it:had-any found- 
| ation, why should the Senator condemn at, when 
| he has so repeatedly and earnestly urged the neces- 
i| sity of a coöperation on the pari of the Treasury. 
‘| ‘Phere have been other instances of this weak- 
|: ness still more conspicuous. All must. recollect 
|! that some years since a distinguished Minister.of 
: the United States to one of the first Powers in 
i Europe, negotiated a convention of indemnity, 
‘highly honorable to the country and to himself, 
|| but was so unfortunate as to boast-in some of his 


i! communications of his having overreached and 
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| bank currency, was to proclaim it to be worthless, 


ferred to, as having directed the disbursement ofii outwitted the French Government; ard in conse- 
the notes of the United States Bank. If there has i quence of this unfortunate indiscretion, the country 
been any such order, there is no evidence that it |! came near being involved in a war with one of 
has received the sanction of the head of the Treas- || the most powerful nations on the globe. 1 do 
ury, and no reason to suppose that such can be the || not allude to this by way of censure, but only for 
case, as all the moneys placed on special deposit |; illustration, and to show that other great men, as 
in the bank were to be paid out on the drafts of | well as Mr. Biddle, have sometimes fallen into 
the Treasurer. Under existing laws, disbursing || this unfortunate error. I have now, sir, exam- 
officers are not prohibited from offering in payment || ined the facts of the several transactions which 
bank notes which are equivalent to specie on the , have been made the subjects of such severe cen- 
spot where offered. This is certainly a strange |i sure and condemnation. It only remains for me 
complaint to come from the quarter it does. Who, || to consider the more general charges contained in 


| for the last two years, has so repeatedly and so | the more comprehensive question, whether these 


earnestly urged the propriety and necessity of re- |! facts sustain the charges against the Administra- 


| ceiving and paying out the bills of specie-paying || tion, contained in the speech of the Senator, made 


‘in advance of the facts. 


banks as the Senator from Virginia? Not to do f It has been emphatically 
this, he has declared, was to diseredit the local ji asserted that the documents accompanying the 
i| report, triumphantly sustained, not only all the 
and to induce the holders of bank notes to return |! specific charges, but all the inferences, deductions, 
them upon the banks for specie. In his speech at || and imputations made in advance of the report. 
the extra session he urges the necessity of receiv- | What, sir, are those charges? There are three 
ing and disbursing the bank-note currency as a; only which I shall notice, passing over all of less 
measure of indispensable importance. ‘‘ But, sir, | importance, and the numerous imputations and in- 
* would not the example of the Government, inthe || sinuations with which the speech abounds. The 
t indiscriminate rejection of all bank paper, have first which I will notice, is, that the Secretary of 
£ an important moral influence in exciting the jeal- | the Treasury has-restored the connection between 


 ousies and suspicions of the whole community?) the Treasury and the Bank of the United States; 
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hat that: bank has- again become the “fiseal agent 
of the Government; that this connection, origin- 
‘ating from executive power, unregulated by law, 
wilk result in. the establishiment: of a: national bank 
-without the action of Congress. “LhatI.do notstate 
‘the charge too-strong, twill refer to the published 
speech of the Senator, revised no doubt by him- 
self. tt These «questions. acquire a still graver 
“character and deeper interest from the.significant 
“speculations, indulged on the appearance of Mr, 
«Biddle’s letter, by certain leading journals known 
eto be friendly to the bank, and supposed to be 
-s more or less conversant with its views. Cne-of 
«them, commenting on the letter of the president of 
‘the bank, says, “the ‘bank will no doubt, in the 
« course:of a-short time, by-an insensible process, 
«become thediscal agent of the Government.’ An- 
other, withréference:tothe same letter, says, ‘it 
“Sovilhbeta serious,and notimprobable spectacle, if 
* wegee, through theinstrumentality of concurring 
-‘ebcamstances, a national bank reéstablished 
¢ without the action of Congress.’ This grave 
charge is first introduced in the name, and on the 
-authority, of journals friendly to the bank,:and 
‘of course hostile to the Administration. This is 
most excellent authority for any one, even a neu- 
‘tral, to:decide, not-only on theacts, but the future 
-purposes, of the Administration. It is, however, 
-indorsed..and reaffirmed by the Senator, who re- 
peats with emphasis, ‘a national bank -reestab- 
+ lished without the authority of Congress! What is 
easier or simpler than to do.it by the insensible 
‘process already commenced! Let the Execu: 


“4 tive, atits own will and pleasure,adopt the Penn- 
* sylvania Bank of the United States as the ‘fiscal 
:* agent and depository of the Government; let it 
“join ithe weight of ‘the public revenues to the 
“alréady enormous capital of that institution; let 


it superadd the credit arising from the connection 
- swith the Government to the extensive: and. per- 


Senator. will place:no:confidence ‘in the:statements 
of the Secretary. of the Treasury, ought he to dis- 
credit his own witness? Shall he be permitted to | 
use Mr..Biddle as a witnegs against the Adminis- 
tration, and thrust him aside when his testimony 
isin their favor? Or is the-testimony of the Op- 
position journals, on:a subject.of this kind, held in 
higher estimation than -that of Mr. Biddle? But 
asitotally unfounded as is this imaginary coalition 
and conspiracy between the Executive and the 
Bank of the United States, the Senator really-ap- 
pears to believe it, and,.in the emphatic language 
of a British statesman on a memorable occasion, 
declares, ‘‘ In the name of my country I forbid: the 
bans.” : 
lam somewhat surprised, sir, at.the allusion to 
the memorable coalition between Mr. Fox and 
Lord North, which was’so unnatural and prepos- 
terous.as to have shocked honest men ofall parties 
in-England. It appears to me that what we wit- 
nessed the other day, when the Senator openly 
took. his stand with the enemies of the Adminis- 
tration, the old opponents of Democracy, that that 
was.a casebearing ‘a much nearer resemblance to 
the odious coalition to which he had referred. But, 
however, under other circumstances, I might have 
regretted the occurrence, after what I have wit- 
nessed, I, for one, have no dispositon to forbid the 
bans. 
Mr. President, the next accusation which I will 
notice is, that the Executive does not desire the 
establishment of the Sub-Treasury system, but 
that his real object is to restore the State bank 
deposit system, unregulated by law, and subject 
entirely to executive discretion. ‘* The practice of 
the Executive,” says the Senator in his published 


wading operations in which the bank is engaged 
“fthroughout: the Union,:and-have you not ana- 
dional bank reéstablished to all intents and pur- 
 Cposeg-reéstablished: without the concurrence of Con- 
“press, and-in ‘despite ofits authority? - And would 
ieit not be a national bank of the most dangerous 
“and.worst possible kind, created by the fiat of 
“ethe Executive alone, and allied with the Execu- 
‘tive, and dependent on the Executive?” The 
-Senator goes much further than the bank journal- 
‘ists; they. only assert the fact, or rather insin- 
uate, that a national bank, by an ‘< insensible pro- 
cess; may be reéstablished without the action of 
Congress; but he describes the process by which 
this result.is to be brought about. Who can read 
this glowing picture and not feel that the country 
iè in great danger? The magnitude of the evil 
ino'one will deny. This, sir, isa very grave accu- 
gation; rio less than a design on the part of the 
Executive to supersede the authority of Congress, 
upon a subject of the deepest interest to the coun- 


try. 
Well, sir,.on what foundation does it rest? Is 
‘it supported by: the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury? : Has Mr. Woodbury furnished evi- 
“dence against himself of having conspired with 
Mr. Biddle to establish a national bank without 
law? This would certainly be very extraordinary. 
At is apparent that this frightful picture of danger, 
“wrought up. with so much art, is a mere creation 
of. the imagination—that it has no foundation in 
fact, derived either from the report or any other 
source. Is it not’ surprising and lamentable that 


-any gentleman on. this floor should take up the | 
mere insinuations of Opposition presses, and make | 


‘them the basis of such grave charges against. the 
Government? Even Mr. Biddle, the Senator’s 
own -witness, bears testimony against him. He 
entirely puts: down this charge. He admits that 
he has found it necessary to assume the powers of 
Government, or, at least, to fall back into his old 
position of a national bank, to. carry the country 
through the latecrisis, to sustain American credit 


athome and abroad, to protect chartered rights, || 


maintain the public faith, and restore and regulate 
. the currency. But having accomplished all this, 
he abdicates, retires, and throws: off the cares of 
empire, He has no longer any controversy with 
the Government, and is resolved hereafter that his | 
Bank shall be confined to its appropriate -sphere 


| pertinacity with which this measure was pressed 


| and others among his present friends, all must re- 


speech, “even while professing to have adopted 
‘the Sub-Treasury. system, affords the most com- 
‘ plete recognition of the superior value and advant- 
‘ages of banks as depositories and fiscal agents. 
“They deprecate, it is true, a connection with 
‘banks; but it isa legal connection, sanctioned and 
t regulated by law, it seems, which they deprecate, 
‘not one depending on executive discretion. Not 
‘only the practice of the Administration, but the 
s express language, both of the President and Sec- 
‘retary of the Treasury, recognize the high, and, 
‘in the present condition of the commercial world, 
‘almost the indispensable utility of bank agency 
‘in the fiscal operations of the Government; but 
‘they are for leaving the employment of banks to 
‘the willand discretion of the administrators of the 
t Government,” Sir, a more grave and serious 
charge than this could not well-be made against 
the executive officers of the Government. What 
is it but to denounce the President and his Cab- 
inet, or at least the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as attempting to practice a base fraud upon the 
country. The-Administration preach onething and 
practice another. ‘The Sub-Treasury scheme, 
‘although still recommended, and earnestly rec- 
‘ ommended:in name, and: intended possibly to be 
“pressed in fact, is virtually abandoned in argu- 
iment.” The people:of the United States are told 
| by a Senator in his place, that although the Pres- 
i ident has,’ on three occasions, in his most solemn 
official communications, recommeuded the entire 
separation of the fiscal concerns of the Govern- 
-ment from all banks, and has earnestly, and with 
great ability, urged upon Congress the adoption of 
| that measure—that: although the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in three official reports on the finances, 
| has urged the adoption of the same measure, and 
attempted to show its’ practicability, safety, util- 
ity, and beneficial influence—notwithstanding all 
| this, the Senator now declares to the country, 
that neither the President nor Secretary meant 
| any such thing; that they did not desire the meas- 
ure to be adopted, and were only attempting to 
deceive and cheat the people by a false issue, as 
their real purpose was to use the State banks, and 
they only wished to get rid of the restraints of 
law. i 

Could anything add to the extraordinary charac- | 
ter of this charge, it would be the fact that it comes 
from. one who, during the last -session of Con- 
gress, repeatedly expressed hisastonishmentatthe 


| 


The language of the gentleman, 


of action, as a mere State institution. If the 


| 
l 
| 
| upon Congress. 
l 


member. They were really astonished at the per- | 


i 


severance.and obstinacy of the Executive and his 
supporters in-adhering to thismeasure. In their 
eyes, ‘we seemed-all to be perfectly infatuated, 
reckless of. consequences, blind to what was taking 
place:around.us, and totally regardless of public 
opinion, which-everywhere, it was said, had de- 


| clared against it, and.yet the same determination 


was manifested to carry it through. It must be 
forced upon the-country against the known will of 
the people, and at the sacrifice of the most import- 
ant interests of the country. . Such was the lan- 
guage of honorable Senators a few months ago, 
who now. tell us that the Administration is not 
sincerein pressing the Independent Treasury plan, 
and only wishes to avoid all legal restraints in the 
use of the banks as fiscal agents. Weere gentle- 
men sincere then? If so, what ought.to be thought 
of their present declarations? But, sir, this charge 
of deception. and ‘imposition,:practiced apon the 
country, cannot be confined to the Executive; it 
must-apply equally to the:supporters.of that meas» 
ure in Congress.. We must all have been parties 
Si this fraud, and equally guilty with the Presi- 

ent. : pos 

Well, sir, on what.authority is this grave charge 
preferred against the Executive and his support- 
ers in Congress. Two circumstances are referred 
to: the practice of the Treasury, and a single re- 
mark of the President in his message, and a sug- 
gestion of the Secretary in his report. What the 


| practice of the Treasury has been the past year, 


we have already examined. The Secretary has 
placed the avails of the bonds, and other payments 
made by the Bank of the United States, in that 
Bank, on special deposit,:to be drawn.out as the 
public service might require.. “This has been the 
only connection between that: bank and the Treas- 
ury. It has employed four deposit banks, under 
the act of 1836, which was obligatory upon the 
Secretary; and-he has made temporary: special de- 
posits in sixteen other banks, at points where no 
other depositories were provided by law, and 
where the safety of the revenue or convenience of 
the service required it. From these facts, it-is 
argued that the Administration, in conducting the 
finances, practiced upon the bank-deposit system, 
and thereby gave its: sanction to it. This is a 
strange argument, truly. The President proposes 
a change of the financial system, and the estab- 
lishment of other depositories than banks. This 
measure the Opposition in the Elouse defeat, and 
then turn round and charge the Administration 
with having no confidence in the Independent 
Treasury plan, because they have been compelled 
to conduct the finances partially, at least, upon the 
old system. Who ever contended that the bank- 
deposit system could be entirely dispensed with, 
without providing some depositories and financial 
agents as a substitute for the banks? 

But although no substitute was provided, the 
concerns of the Treasury have been conducted the 

ast year with very little employment of banks. 
ith theexception of the four employed under the 
act of 1836, and those all at unimportant points, 
no banks have been employed, either as general 
depositories or as fiscal-agents.. They have been 
used only occasionally and temporarily for keep- 
ing the public funds, where other safe depositories 
could not be found.. Instead, therefore, of the 
practice of the Treasury the past year being an 
argument against the Independent Treasury, it is 
the strongest possible argument in favor of that 
measure; and instead of its- proving that the Ad- 
ministration have no confidence in the measure, 
and have virtually abandoned it, it demonstrates 
its practicability and safety. 

So much for the practices of the Treasury. ` And 
now for the declarations of the President and Sec- 
retary, showing that they have abandoned the In- 
dependent Treasury plan. The President says 
that “an appropriate and occasional use wouid 
still be made of the banks by the Treasury, as 
‘is done by others, whenever convenience would 
‘require it. But-neither party should be forced 
‘ into-a species of vassalage—a constant, necessary 
‘and dependent connection.” “Is this abandoning 
the Independent Treasury? Who ever supposed 
or contended that an occasional use would not be 
made of banks, under any system, for particular 
services? This is altogether a different thing from 
the Treasury’s being made entirely dependent on 
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the banks, But the Secretary of the Treasury 
says, in his report, that “ banking institutions have 
$ never been regarded by the undersigned as a class 
S of agents generally unsafe when looking to event- 
€ ual losses. ™ And this isan abandonment of the 


Independent Treasury! The Secretary does not | 


say that he considers banks more safe than other 
depositories. Fis language implies the contrary. 
He only says that he does not consider them gen- 
eraily unsafe in relation to eventual payment; im- 


plying that he regards them. as exposed to occa- | 
sional interruption or suspension of payment, as | 


has been experienced. 


But what do these detached expressions of the | 


President and Secretary amount to when taken 
in connection with the fact, that in the same doc- 
uments in which they are found they have both 
reaffirmed their confidence in the Independent 
Treasury, and again recommended its adoption? 

Sir, I think that I have shown that this serious 
charge against the Administration put forth with 
so much boldness, of attempting to practice a 
deception on the public in relation to the Indec- 
pendent Treasury measure, has not the slightest 
circumstance to sustain it; not even the authority 
of the Opposition journals. 

There is one more charge against the Adminis- 
tration and its friends, only, that I propose to 
notice. It is, that the Independent Treasury plan 
is used ag a mere rallying cry of party, and is to 
be carried through as a party triumph. ‘* Why, 
then,” says the Senator, ‘is itagain recommended 
“and urged upon us? Is it as a rallying ery of | 
‘party? fs it to drive through a partly triumph, 
‘fatal as I firmly believe such a triumph would 
She, in the end, to those who achieve it? Are 


‘there, then, Mr. President, no circumstances of |: 


‘national exigency appealing to the dormant, yet | 


“I hope not yet extinguished spirit of patriotism, | 


‘in which we can rise superior to this fatal bond- 
tage of party, and act for our country?” 

lt seems, then, sir, that there is an intention to 
carry this fatal measure through after all; but it 
is to be carried through, not for the good of the 
country, not from a conviction of its importance 
and utility, butas the ‘triumph of party.” Why, 
sir, we had previously been told that there was no 
intention to adopt this measure; that, although 
recommended ‘in name,” it was virtually aban- 
doned; it was abandoned in practice, and aban- 
doned in argument; the President and Secretary 
of the Treasury were not in earnest in recommend- 
ing this measure; they did not wish it to pass, 
but desired to employ the bank according to their | 
own discretion, and for their own purposes. [low | 
these conflicting charges are to be reconciled I; 
cannot see; it may be clear to the author of them, 
as, since he has taken his new position, he appears 
to view objects through a different medium frora 
what he formerly did. 

Bat, sir, the same objection applies to the first 
charge of a coalition between the Executive and 


Mr. Biddle to reéstablish a national bank without | 
Here are three distinct ! 
accusations, all of a serious import, and each one |! 


the action of Congress. 


incompatible with the other two. They all can- 
not be true, but they all may be false. 
proved two of them to be so, and I believe it quite 
easy to show that the other is like unto them. 
They all come from the same prolific source. The 
design of reéstablishing a national bank, in con- 
nection with the Treasury, and to bea ‘Treasury 
bank, is entirely inconsistent with the revival of 


the deposit-bank system. Both of these deep plots | 
If we are to be cursed |! 
with a national Treasury Bank, we cannot at | 
the same time be afflicted with the deposit-bank |; 
scheme. When so many deep and dark plotsare || 


cannot stand together, 


on foot to prostrate the rights and liberties of the 
people at the shrine of executive power, it is some 
consolation that but one of these conspiracies can 
succeed... Yes, sir, it is fortunate for the country 
that two evils of such magnitude cannot exist at 
the same time. But perhaps it is meant that we 


I have | 


i 


; boldly come forward to the rescue. 
In regard, Mr. President to this last accusation | 
at the Independent Treasury plan, after being i 
entirely abandoned, as well as twice supreseded ; 
by the two other schemes, is stiil to be carried : 


through as a party measure, | have a few words | 


ith 


_tosay. This language, sir, is not new from the 
honorable Senator; we have often heard it before, 


addressed the Senate on this subject. He, sir, is” 
: sions to which, in the frailty of human nature, 
others are exposed. He has no selfish personal 
objects, but acts only from pure, patriotic, and i 
elevated purposes. 


I only say, let the country judge. Let the coun- 
try judge between him and his little band of 
armed neutrals, who have seceded from their old 
associates anil the friends with whem I act in 
sustaining this great measure. 

But how is it, that one claiming such pure, dis- 
interested, and patriotic motives himself, should : 
be so uncharitable to those who may differ from 
| him? Is there any known principle in morals or | 
|| politics by which the great mass who act together | 
| are to be presumed to be dishonest, and the small: 
number who differ from them to be honest? On| 
what authority does the Senator arraiga our mo- | 
tives? On what grounds does he presume to say, | 
that in sustaining this great measure, we are | 
actuated by no purer motives, no higher consid- : 


| 


i 
| 
Í 


|; erations, than to achieve a mere temporary party | 


triumph—that this measure is to be carried by | 
the rallying ery of party. 

In the offensive sense in which the gentleman 
uses the term, I can assure him that this is no 
party measure; it was neither brought forward at | 
first ag such, nor hae it been persevered in as 
such. Noone ought to know the truth of this | 
better than the gentleman himself. Where is he. 
‘now, at the head of the little Conservative band | 
| of armed neutrals, who, on account of this very | 
measure, have seceded and withdrawn from the 
party with which they had long acted? That 
this measure would temporarily weaken the Ad- | 
ministration, no 
That it was too strong a measure for the weak | 
nerves of some of our friends, was foreseen. That | 
there were many professing to be Democrats, who | 
were so connected with banks, as to regard this | 
measure as in conflict with their interests, was | 
apparent at first. i 
whose political views were honestly opposed to 
it; and possibly there may have been afew whose | 
political aspirations Jead them to assume a posi- | 
tion hostile to it, and to the party that sustained | 
it, or, at least, a position of “armed neutrality.” | 

In one sense, however, sic, it Is a party meas- 
ure, and the rallying cry of party. itis a party 
measure in the same sense as the revolution | 
in England of 1688 was a party measure. Sir, | 
that was a party measure, carried through by a 
party, the Whigsof that day, not like their name 
; sakes of the present day, although, perhaps, re 
sembling them in some points, and especiaily in 
i, the principle of confining the political power to the © 
i wealthy classes. fr wasa party which overthrew 


ji 


the tyranny of the Stuarts, and gave liberty aij 


chance to rally. The Independent Treasury, sir 
is a party measure in the same sense as was our: 
i glorious Revolution. That was emphatically a. 


the rallying cry of party, which was but another | 
name for the rallying cry of independence and | 
liberty. The great civil revolution of 1800 was, 
also a party measure, which overthrew ancien 
Federalism, the first combination of all the aristo- . 
cratic elements into a dynasty of political power, | 
and restored the Constitution at its last gasp. All) 
great reforms in the political institutions or con- | 
dition of the people in this country, and allothers, ; 
have been party measures, and have been sus- | 
: tained, prosecuted, and consummated by party! 
_ efforts, party zeal, and the rallying cry of party. 

But they have been parties based upon principle, » 


: and I believe on every occasion on which he has i} 


elevated above party spirit and the ordinary pas- | 


These high pretensions, sir, | 
it is not my purpose to dispute. In regard to them ii 


well-informed man doubted. |} 


There may have been some |} 


party movement, sustained and carried through by ji 


| United States, 


& party movement, a great reform measure; and 
should we be fortunateenough to carry it through 
| and establish its principles, it will, jn my humble 
i judgment, in future times, bear ‘some degree of 
| comparison with the great measures to whieh L 
have referred. Those who regard it in no higher 
aspect than a mere nancial arrangement, a ques~ 
tion of temporary expediency, cannat appreciate 
_ the motives of those who consider it ag the first 
important step in the reform of our wretched 
paper-money system on the one handy and of our 
; political institutions on the other. Its paramount 
| 

| 


i 
| 
l 
f 


i 
i 
i 
I 


1 
} 


| objects are, first, the real independence of the 
Government of all corporations, and its finances, 
which are the life blood of every Governments 
and, secondly, the entire separation and exclusion 
of the organized moneyed power from our polit- 
ical institutions. ‘The danger from either of these 
sources, I am aware, is not appreciated by some, 
but in the apprenension of others, it ig real and 
imminent, It is not an imaginary danger. The 
evil exists, and has already taken deep root in our 
soul; it ought to be, it must be arrested. ‘Theor 
ganized moneyed power hasalready, by an inseri- 
sible process, become an important, yet an icon- 
groous and alien element in our political system. 
Our system of civil polity, both State and Fed- 
eral, is in its theory purely popular, free from any 
other ingredient or any ‘modification of the'great. 
principle of popular sovereignty. Tts establish: 
ment, as well as its ordinary action, is a result of 
the popular will. If any hostile element becomes 
incorporated with it, its purity is destroyed, tne 
harmony of its action is Jost, and jarring collisions 
must follow. When the organized moneyed power 
becomes so incorporated with the Government as 
to constitute an essential elementary principle of 
| political power, the system will be changed. ft 
| becomes at once a mixed system, consisting of 
two elements, the popular will and the associated 
moneyed power. 

This last element is essentially anti-Republican, 
or even monarchial; for what is the principle of 
monarchy, but that of independent, irresponsible 
power, neither derived from, nor responsible to, 
the popular will, The organized moneyed power, 
when connected with the Government, is equally 
independent of the will of the people, and res 
moved from all responsibility to it.’ But T cannot 
now go into this question, and have alluded to.it 
only to show what sort of party views have in- 
| fluenced the action of the friends of thie great re- 
| form measure. 

But, sir, whilst it is asserted that the President 


i 
i 


f 


i 


i 
| 
ł 


i| has abandoned-the Sub-Treasury in practice and 


| in argument, we havea commentary upon his dec- 
laration that “recent events”? have strengthened 
his confidence in the measure, ‘What the Presi- 
‘dent can find,” says the Senator, ‘tin recent 
‘events, to sustain the renewed recommendation 
‘of the Sub-Treasury scheme, it utterly surpasses 
‘my powers of comprehension to imagine,” Tt 
then asked, in a tone of triumph, if the banks 
have not resumed specie payrnents; if they have 
not restored the currency, and proved that they 
are sound aid safe depositories for the publi¢ 
revenue? Itis true, sir, that the banks have, ina 
large section of the Union, recovered from their 
| prostrate condition, and done so in a short period. 
Bat it is equally trne, that this has been accom- 
plished, not only without the interference or aid 
of the Government, but whilst the Independent 
Treasury has been in practical operation, whilst 
the revenues have generaliy been managed with- 
out the agency of banks, either as depositories or 
fiscal agents. Have not these “recent events ” 
disproved what was so earnestly maintained on 
the other side of the Senate, that the banks could 
not recover if the Government should divorce 
itself from them in its fiscal concerns? In this 
respect, therefore, ‘‘recent events’? have proved 
that gentlemen on the other side of the question 
were wrong, and that its friends were right, 
Although the bill did not become a law, still, the 
separation of the Treasury from banks has prác- 
tically prevailed, with the exceptions referred to, 
growing out of payments by the Bank of the 
“Recent events,” therefore, have 
proved that the separation has not, as was con- 
stantly asserted last session, injured the banks 
even in their prostrate condition. Phe alarm, 


i 
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then, that this financial system would injure. the 
banks, and destroy credit, is proved, by the expe- 
rience.of the past year, to be wholly. unfounded. 
And if we compare the rapid recovery of the 
credit and currency of the banks now, with the 
protracted struggle. which they passed through at 
the close of the last war, it would seem a fair and 
just conclusion that the disconnection of the reve- 
nue from them facilitated and accelerated their 
restoration, 
. Butthisisnotall. ‘* Recent events” have proved 
that the concerns of the Treasury can be conducted 
without any bank agency whatsoever. This has 
actually been done the past year, with the excep- 
tions named, without any substitutes being pro- 
vided by law, either as depositories or fiscal agents. 
If-the’concerns of the, Treasury have been safely 
managed on the principles of the separation, with- 
out, the substitutes, or any of the safeguards which 
` the bill provided, does it not demonstrate, that had 
it become a Jaw, its operation would have been 
foutid ‘convenient, safe, and highly beneficial? 
The, experience, therefore, of the past year, has 
proved that bank credit and currency has not suf- 
fered, but probably been benefited, by the discon- 
nection of the Treasury with banks; and it has 
also proved that the concerns of the Treasury can 
be conducted without their agency. These are 
two very important points which “ recent events” 
have established. , 
But, sir, it is triumphantly asked whether, in 
his allusion to “recent events,” the President re- 
fers to the defalcations of his sub-treasurers? And 
who are these defaulters whom the Senator denom- 
inates as sub-treasurers? They are the late col- 
jector of New York, the late district attorney of 
the same city, anda disbursing officer of the Army. 
These are the Senator’s sub-treasurers; but, unfor- 
tunately for his purpose, they were sub-treasurers 
under his favotite deposit-bank system; and their 
defalcations occurred under that system; and yet 
thegentleman sneeringly characterizes these officers 
as sub-treasurers. ir, not one of them was a 
sub-treasurer, according to the provisions of the 
bill which’ passed the Senate at the last session. 
One was-a collector of the customs, but would not 
have been a depositary of the revenue had that 
bill become a law; one was a disbursing officer in 
the Army; and the other a district attorney, who 
was neither a receiving or disbursing officer. 
What, then, have the defalcations of these officers 
to do with the Sub-Treasury? I will tell you, sir, 
what they have to do with it. They show, or 
particularly that of the collector, the urgent neces- 
sity of some of the legal provisions and safeguards 
contained in the Independent Treasury bill; they 
prove the defects of existing laws, und the imperi- 
ous necessity for additional guards, checks, and 
securities, in respect to all public agents who either 
receive, keep, or disburse the public funds; they 


demonstrate the importance and necessity of a great | 


moral principle contained in that bill, which made 


the conversion of the public funds a crime, a felony. | 


This principle would have thrown around your 
Treasury a moral obligation ofimmense force. If 


- À i h : i 
there is any one consideration which will operate ; 


with more force than any or all others, on men in 
responsibleand honorable public stations, it is the 
apprehension of the loss of character, to be fol- 
Jowed by disgrace and infamy. This powerful 
restraint has been wanting. The policy of your 
Jaws, instead of making ita crime to use the public 
money, has encouraged its use by the agents having 
the custody of it. And, in regard to defaulters, 
they are not subject to a criminal prosecution, and 
incur no other responsibility than a liability to a 


civil suit, for the money which they have plun- į 


dered from the Treasury. 

Bat we are told, sir, that such is the weakness of 
human nature, that it will not do to intrust the 
public treasure to men in public office. ‘t Far bet- 
‘ter would it be, in my humble judgment, to heed 
‘the prayer which divine wisdom has taught to 
“human weakness, and ‘ to lead not? public officers 
< (who are but men) inté ‘temptation,’ by commit- 
‘ ting to their custody large sums of money.” The 
weakness and depravity of human nature may be 
a sound principle in theology, but in politics it is 


the principle of despotism; the basis on which all | 


Governments rest that tread in the dust the rights 
and liberties of the people. This is not the first 


fi 


: custody and direction of the public revenue, is not 


of the people. 


| He has not only expressed his fears of this influ- 


time we have heard this. language from the same 
quarter. It has been repeated in every discussion 
of the financial question before the Senate.the last 
two sessions. ‘The weakness of human nature! í 
Public officers who are but men cannot be trusted, 
they ought not even be exposed to. temptation. 
To whom shall public trusts be confided, if not to 


men? Shall they be intrusted to corporations, |; 
j Nature, were well founded, I appeal to them for 


which are above the weakness of human nature, 
and removed from temptation? What slavish 
doctrine is this to be heard in the Senate of the 
United States? Sir, I have listened to this language 
with astonishment in this hall, coming, as it has, 
from a quarter whence I should have least expected 
sentiments so derogatory to freemen, so discour- 
aging to popular. liberty from a representative of 
that enlightened Commonwealth, which, on former 
occasions, speaking through her distinguished and 
enlightened sons, was the first to proclaim and de- 
fend those great truths, of the moral and intellect- 
ual capabilities of man, for the high purposes of 
self-government. Is this the language, sir, we 
hear from a professed disciple of Jefferson, claim- 
ing to be brought up at the feet of Gamaliel; a dis- 
ciple, I will not say, without any of the principles 
of his master, but certainly wanting in some of the 
most essential and fundamental principles which 
distinguished that illustrious man. 

Sir, did Jefferson talk about the weakness and 
frailty of man? Did he distrust the people? Let | 
him speak for himself: ‘‘Some,”’ says this great 
reformer, ‘‘ suppose that man cannot be trusted to | 
“govern himself. Have we, then, found angels in | 
‘the form of kings to govern him? Let history 
‘answer this question.” Mr. Jefferson said that 
selfish, weak, and timid aristocrats alone distrusted 
and feared the people, whilst the honest Republi- 
can, who was content with a common share of 
the benefits of social institutions, had confidence 
in the mass, as he was willing to enjoy his own 
rights in common with them, believing that the 
only just and effectual way to secure his individual 
rights, was to guard and protect the rights and 
liberties of all. Fle did not believe that men were 
too frail to be intrusted with power, or the public 
treasure. If he had any error, it was in going to 
the opposite extreme, and entertaining too exalted 
an opinion of the moral and intellectual capacities | 
of mankind. 

This doctrine, that from the weakness of human 
nature, men cannot be safely trusied with the 


an argument against the Sub-Treasury bill only, 
but it is equally an argument against all free Gov- 
ernments. Yes, sir, against all Governments | 
which profess to consult the rights and interests 


ernment purely despotic, where the rulers form a 
distinct class from the rest of the nation, and are 
permitted to oppress and plunder them at their 
pleasure. 

The unreasonable distrust of the Executive, 


It is consistent only with a Gov- |; 


who is a mere popular magistrate, elected by the | 
people, responsible to them, and liable at all times | 
to be impeached by their Representatives, is a part | 
of the same doctrine, founded on the ** weakness”? i 
of human nature. Whether it was this sentiment | 
of distrust of mankind which had induced the | 
leaders of Conservatism to assume the position of 
‘armed neutrals,” E cannot say. But certain it | 
is, they appear of late to have lost all confidence 
in men, as public agents, and to put their trust 
only in corporations. The other chief of the 
armed neutrality, the honorable Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Tatumapez,] whom I do not now 
see in his place, has also become alarmed at the 
“ weakness” of human nature. The dangerous 
influence of the public funds and executive power | 
on men in office, seems to have disturbed the | 
conservative composure of his natural disposition. 


ence, in eloquent strains of his own, but has added | 
to them the more soft and touching language of | 
poetry. This influence, he says, comes over us | 
like 

<< The sweet South, breathing on a bed of violets.” 


Alarming, sir, truly alarming. Who ean hope 
to stand before such an influence as this? 


i 
| 


their remedy. if they dare not trust sub-treasu- 
rers—as they choose to call ail receiving officers 
and all who may have the custody or disburse- 
ment of the public funds—because they are men, 
pray, sir, what will they do? What is their 
scheme for collecting, keeping, and disbursing the 
public revenue? If persons are not safe fiscal 
agents, what will they substitute? Will they sub- 


| stitute corporations, not only for depositories, but 


for collecting and disbursing agents? AH our 
revenues pass through the hands of three sets ot 
officers—the receiving, keeping, and disbursing 
officers. The receipts of the revenue-are at nu- 
merous points, on your extensive commercial 
sea-board, on the lakes, and your sixty land offices 
in the extensive region of the West. Your dis- 
bursements are made in almost every part of our. 
outstretched territory, and to the Indian tribes 


| beyond your settlements, and on board of your 


public ships in foreign countries. We have dis- 
bursing officers for the army, the navy, for the 
fortifications and public works, with the Indian 
tribes, and on board public ships. 

If public officers cannot safely be trusted, be- 
cause, under a lax and defective system of laws, 
some have proved defaulters, we must employ 
corporations for all these various services, at home 
and abroad. Certainly there are no more grounds 
to distrust public officers as depositaries than as 
receivers and disbursers of the revenue. To ac- 
complish this object, it will become necessary to 
put these corporations.on wheels, as they now 
fortunately do not possess the power of locomo- 
tion, And you must construct railroads, so as to 
enable them to ‘move with celerity where the ex- 
igencies of the public service may require. The 
troops are to be paid in Florida; you must put 


| some respectable bank on wheels, and send it. off 


to attend to that sevice. Annuities are to be 
paid to the Indians, and some western bank must 


i be dispatched beyond the settlements for that 


service. 

But, sir, if all this was practicable, the gentle- 
men could not get over the difficulty, springing 
from the weakness of human nature. That isa 
very serious difficulty to get over, sir, and, as F 
have already said, is fatal to all free government, 
and to human liberty. But what is a corporation? 
A mere abstraction, an ideal, imaginary being, 
existing in law, but not in fact. For all we see or 
know of its existence or actions, is of an associ- 
ation of individuals. Its, actions, although in a 
legal sense the acts of the corporation, are in reality 
the acts of the directors and officers who are em- 
powered tocontrol the corporation. They, in fact, 
are the corporation. All that is gained, then, in 
employing corporations as financial agents, is to 
substitute one set of officers for another—the ofi- 
cers of a corporation for those of the Government. 
It is to intrust your funds to officers whom we do 
not appoint, and over whom we have no control, 
instead of officers of our own creation, subject to 
our own laws, accountableat all times to the Gov- 
ernment, liable to be removed, and subject to such 
regulations, restrictions, and pains and penaiues, 
as Congress may prescribe. Are not the officers 
of banks subject to the same weakness, and ex- 
posed to the same temptations, as officers of the 
United States? Have there not been as many 
defalcations and frauds by corporation officers as 
by those of this Government? Itis true that in 
every instance such frauds might not expose the 
Treasury of the United States to a Joss, if it had 
funds deposited in a bank controlled by such offi- 
cers; but itis, however, true thatall the losses the 
United States have sustained by banks have been 
ia consequence of the fraudulent and dishonest 
conduct of their officers. Butitseems to be claimed 
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to the sanks, and if just, be fatal to the whole 
banking system? 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from. Vir- 
ginia remarked that he should be happy to see his 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucuanan] Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; but that gentleman, very 
wisely, in my opinion, promptly declined the prof- 
fered honor. 
to remark that he was not surprised at it, consid- 
ering the “* rottenness of the whole concern.” Of 
the soundness or rottenness of the Administration, 
the gentleman, in his new position at the head of 
the * armed neutrality,” now become a reinforce- 
ment to the Opposition, may not perhaps be the 
most impartial or competent judge. It does not 
appear to be a position favorable for the discovery 
of trath, as old friends and old objects evidently 
appear tothe Senator’s political vision very differ- 
ent from what they did when he was on this side 
of the House. He can now discover a dark spot 
upon the sun, and see faults of vast magnitude 
and proportions, which he did not discern at all 
when in his old position. Whether there was a 
fog on the other side of the Hall, or whether it is 
willful blindness on the part of those who cannot 
see objects except in the light they desire to see 
them, [ will not undertake to determine; but, from 
rome cause or other, the position is very unfavor- 
able to the discovery of truth. 

But whether the Administration is a ‘rotten 
concer”? or not, I think the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania may have good reasons for his decision, 
after what he has witnessed here and in the other 
end of the Capitol, of a disposition to assail, upon 
the most frivolous grounds, the head of the Treas- 
ury Department. Itis difficult to satisfy gentle- 
men in anything, and it seems utterly hopeless to 
attempt to please them in the concerns of the 
Treasury. ‘The Secretary is either hostile to the 
banks, or indifferent towards them, or has too 


much affection for them; he is either discrediting | 


their bills, or improperly aidingin circulating them. 
He cannot shape his course exactly so as to please 
gentlemen, and this js remarkable when they show 
so much anxiety to be pleased. Under these un- 
fortunate circumstances, and as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has declined the honor, it has oc- 
curred to me that, in a certain contingency, an 
arrangement might be made in regard to the Treas- 
ury which would be perfectly satisfactory to all the 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. The 
eventto which I refer is the election in 1840; for 
should the combined forces of the Opposition be 
successful, the honorable Senator from Virginia, 
who has long given his attention to financial sub- 


jects, should be placed at the head of the Treas- | 


ury. Itis true, sir, the event on which this im- 
portant result to the financial interests of the 
country depends, is not only contingent, but its 
occurrence is rather doubtful, And the prospect 
of its taking place is not brightening, but daily be- 
coming darker, The elections the past year, and 
other indications of public sentiment, do not seem 
to favor the opinion that such a result is very prob- 
able. Still, however, it is possible. At the last 
session, in the most kind and friendly spirit, I 
cautioned and admonished my excellent friend 
over the way, (looking towards Mr. Cray, of 
Kentucky,) not to suffer himself. to be deceived 
by appearances. {told him that the indications 
of public opinion, the result of a panie or other 
temporary. causes, could not be safely relied upon, 
and that it would be no more than a reasonable 
foresight to forbear making any distinct arrange- 
ments for taking possession of the White House 
in 1841.: Subsequent events have proved the sea- 
sonableness and wisdom of this advice, which I 
have no doubt was received in the same friendly 
spirit in which it was proffered. The prospect for 
the success of any Opposition candidate is not 
quite so good now as it was then; and what is 
more discouraging for my distinguished friend, 
there appears now to be some reason to doubt 
whether he will get on tothe course. With all his 
skill and experience as a tactician, the military 
chieftain, and the expounder of the Constitution, 
appear to have got the start of him in the presi- 
dential race. 

But, sir, notwithstanding all these discouraging 
circumstances, it is still possible the Opposition 


This led the Senator from Virginia | 


i may succeed. Their spirit is unsubdued, their 
thirst for power unabated, and their perseverance 
worthy of a better cause. But to my mind one 
thing is certain, if they do succeed, it will be en- 
tirely owing to the powerful reinforcement they 


neutrals. That party, itis true, cannot boast of 
their numerical strength; but what they lack in 
numbers they make up in zeal and courage. Like 
all other deserters, they are distinguished for the 
bitterness of their feelings. Some of their chief 
leaders appear to hate the President so badly, as 
almost to excite a suspicion that they had once 
been his friends. To make up for past errors, they 
are now most spirited and active in the war car- 
ried on against the Administration and its friends. 
They have thrown themselves into the breach, and 
seem resolved to lead the “forlorn hope,” and to 
merit the highest honors, evenif they do not share 
the richest rewards of victory. 

The precise numbers of this formidable rein- 
forcement have not been ascertained. I think, 
when they rallied under their own flag, they mus- 
tered three hundred in the city of New York; and 
at the recent election in Maine, they made a spir- 
ited movement, and having a very popular candi- 
date, came out in all their strength. The result 
was glorious. If I mistake not, and I appeal to 
i my friend from Maine [Mr. Wiztiams] to set me 
right if l am in error, they polled two hundred 
i and eighty-two votes, all told. On this splendid 
| result of a noble struggle, a wag is said to have 
| remarked, that had it not been for the unfortunate 
circumstance of there being eighty-three thousand 


have been elected in spite of fate! 


about fourteen hundred votes, out of fifty thou- 
sand, Most of these, it is now believed, have re- 


baggage, over to the camp of the enemy. In New 
York, where one of their chiefs resides, this party 
must be more numerous, and no doubt they con- 
tributed largely towards the late glorious victory 
achieved by the combined forces; and I really hope 
that injustice and ingratitude will not prevail, but 
that their disinterested services will be duly ap- 
preciated and suitably rewarded. In the Old Do- 
minion, where the most distinguished chief of the 
; armed neutrals belongs, their forces must be form- 
idable in numbers, and respectable in character. 
There may be some in other States, of which I 
have no information. 


sacrifices they have made of feeling, interest, and 
long-cherished friendships, from a pure love of 


i 
| to my worthy friends of the Opposition proper, 
| 
j} 
i 


| justly, but generously and kindly. 
i mate their merits according to the poor standard 
| of their numbers, but according to their desires to 
| serve you. Overiook, | beseech you, their past 
| errors; you will remember that they were then in 
| a false position, and surrounded by yourenemies: 
‘and let all their votes against you be ** expunged ” 
| from your memories. Be not only just to them, 
| but generous; and should you be successful, (of 
| which, however, there is very little prospect,) I 
|| hope to be excused for reminding you in their be- 


| not be forgotten in the disposition of the spoils; it 
| is this—that the highest honors should be conferred on 
| ihe last deserters. 

Mr. President, I am satisfied that should the 
| allied forces of the Opposition succeed in 1840, the | 
i claims of the honorable Senator from Virginia wil 
| be so strong that they cannot be resisted. He will | 
ji be placed at the head of the Treasury. Then, sir, | 
| all our financial difficulties will be atan end; there 
| will be no more war ou the banks or tampering 
| with the currency; he will pursue that happy me- 
i dium, avoiding, on the one hand, hostility to the 


j 


| 
| 
| 


have received from the gallant band of armed i 


scattering votes cast for Messrs. Fairfield and ! 
Kent, the candidate of the armed neutrality would | 


In my own State, at the last election, they polled | 


turned to their first love, and the residue, following | 
the example of their chiefs, have gone, bag and | 


Now, Mr. President, the importance and the | 
valuable services of this reinforcement, will not, I | 
hope, be estimated according to their numbers, but |} 
according to their zeal, their activity, and thegreat |' 


principle. On this subject, | havea word to say |; 


and, i doubt not, they will take a hint from me). 
kindly. d say to you then, gentlemen, receive |} 
these allies graciously, and treat them nat only i! 
Do not esti- |: 


i half of your settled principie, which I trust will ! 


il was delivered, 


= 
| sauks, and on the other, :too great affection for 
ii them. 


i 


i 


Then the condition of the Treasury ‘will 
be presented as clearly as the noon-day sunyi ho 
: mystification, no obscuration, but everything plain 
| and intelligible. 

Still, sir, there may be some doubt asto the 
_, principles on which the future Chancellor of thé 
| Exchequer will administer the finances. . Like 
|, most other great men who have figured largely, 
cand for a length of time, his sentiments appear 


i tion, he should certainly have my humble: sup- 
i port. A better head of the Treasury I could not 
desire. His financial principles at that time were 
i sound, enlightened, and patriotic, as explained 
| on this floor in a speech equally distinguished for 
i fervid eloquence and just and patriotic sentiments. 
| I have an extract from that speech before me, 
| which I have no doubt the Senator’s new friends 
| will be gratified to hear read, although I'am sorry 
| at this late hour to detain the Senate: ores 


Extract from Mr. Rives’s speech of 1834. 


“Of all the reforms, social, political, or eco- 
‘nomical, required by the great interests of the 
‘country, that which is most urgently demanded, 
! tand which promises, in its accomplishment, the 

‘largest results of utility, security, and public 
i: © benefit, is, beyond comparison, the restoration of 
‘the Government to what it was intended, by the 
‘framers of the Constitution, to be—a hard-money 
€ Government. We are too much in the habit, 
‘Mr. President, of regarding the evils of a paper 
| ‘system as necessary and incurable, and of being 
i © content with the delusive palliation of those evils 
| ‘supposed to be derived from the controlling 
| supremacy ofa National Bank.” * # t 
| &© Whatever influence such an institution may be 
| f supposed to exert, in preserving the soundness 
|! © of the currency, that object would be much more 
‘ effectually promoted by a return, as far as prac- 
| € ticable, to a metallic circulation. The first step 
i towards that return is, to let the Bank of the 
|| © United States go down. 


i! 
ti 
{i 
i 


“Tne ordinary channels of circulation being 
‘thus supplied with gold and silver, the Govern- 
‘ment would be prepared, without hardship to 
‘the public creditor, to require payment of its dues 
i; Sin specie, and thus realize a reform, than. which 
‘none could be more deeply interesting, in every as- 
: © pect, to the sufely and prosperity of the country.” 
| Sir, these are noble, elevated, and patriotic sen- 
timents; sound and enlightened, resting on the 
: firm basis of the Constitution and the eternal prin- 
ciples of right and justice. These sentiments are 
worthy the occasion that called them forth, and 
worthy that ancient and ‘‘unterrified’? Common- 
wealth from whose representative y eame. At 
| that time the gentleman was the bold advocate of 
| a reform in our financial system, and for precisely 

the same reform we now desire—a reform which, 

iin a “social, commercial, and political point of 
i view,” he declared to be more desirable than all 
i others. When the channels of circulation were 
| filled with gold and silver, he was for collecting 
i the public revenue in specie oply,and for bringing 
i the Government back to what it was intended to 
ibe by its framers, a simple “ hard-money Gov- 
; ernment.” Well, sir, the channels of circulation 
| are now full; there are, at this time, nearly one 
‘hundred milions of specie in the country, more 
| than three times what there was when his speech 
Now, then, is the time; now is 

| the acceptable time; the contingency has occurred; 
, the question is before Congress and the country, 


i and { call on the Senator to. redeem his pledge, 
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to help to carry out. thie great and glorious re- 
form. : as ue ae 
_ But, sir, I fear I shall appeal to himin vain; he 
has long: aince abandoned. these noble sentiments, 
for reasons no doubt satisfactory to himself, and. 
habs even. attempted to disavow them or explain 
them away. -In some publication since, he has 
attempted to destroy the entire sense and meaning 
of the language I have quoted, by a forced con- 


struction, making: thé whole sense depend on the |! 


qualifying.clause ag to the channels of circulation 
being filled with gold and silver. Sir, no one ever 
did advocate a return to the hard-money policy of 
the Constitution, and the collection of the revenue 
in-specie, until there was gold and silver enough 
inthe country for the purpose. No one, sir, 
proposes to carry out this hard-money policy until 
the channels, of Circulation are filled. This was 
the object:of the specie provision-in the bill of last 
session.. But is:the Senator now in favor of col- 
lecting. the revenues in specie, at any lime and. 
ander any circumstances? Do his present objec- 
tions: ta that policy rest. on the ground ‘hat the 
channels of circulation are not full, or .. they 
apply to the principle of the policy itself? Let his 
course for the last three years answer these ques- 
tions, Whatever his reasons may be, no onecan 
doubt that he has abundoned his hard-money policy 
of 1834. 

The next we learn of his financial notions was 
in his course in regard to the deposit act of 1836. 
He advocated and voted for that bill, which first 
legalized the connection between the Government | 
and the State banks, but professed to do it with 
great reluctance, and. only as a choice of evils. | 
Immediately after its. passage, a controversy com- 
menced among the Opposition presses respecting 
the paternity of that law. Some claimed that it | 
justly belonged to the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Cansoun] and others that 
x distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, not | 
now in his‘seat, [Mr Wesster,] was its author || 
and’parent. But at the Commencement of the next 
session, the Senator from Virginia; and his friend 
from New York; [Mr. Tattmapce,] seemed: to 
claim that they, if not the authorsof it, were chiefly 
responsible for it. A measure which they had 
supported with great reluctance, and under a sort 
of duress, had became their favorite measure. If 
a word wag suid directly or incidentally against it, 
one or both of the gentlemen immediately took the 
floor as'its champion, Jf not their natural child, |) 
it has certainly become their offspring by adoption, 

` Mr. President, those of us on this side of the 
Flouse, who voted for that measure, also acted | 
under a conviction of necessity and a choice of | 
evils. We consider it a measure, that could only | 
be justified on the ground of necessity, growing out || 
of the peculiarand alarming state of our finances; ;į 
but we did not then, nor since, regard it as involv- 
ing any compromission of politcal principle, or 
as interfering in the slightest degree with our po- 
Htical relations. Ve, sir, did not regard it as a 
point for a new departure, or for commencing a 
How it may have been 


| and under the direction of the Secretary. Of all 


-throughout the Union, and to clothe them with 


| the Government, acting under the direction and 


| authority to coerce and regulate the other State 
i banks, would have been a centralization of the 


| conceive of an engine more formidable or more 


| session and control of the public revenue, of pub- 
lic credit, and, to a great extent, of the general | 


| At the next session, in 1837, we reached the |: 
third stage in the Senator’s financial views, as dis- 
closed in what was called his currency bill, and 
his management of that bill before the Senate. 
The bill in itself was well enough; it only reénacted |: 
the joint resolution of 1816, with a provision de- | 
signed to restrain and regulate the issues of the 
State banks. At that time this had, to a limited |: 
extent, been the policy of the Administration; | |i 
had not much confidence in it, but was willing to 
give it a fair trial. I voted for the bill, and am by 
no means sure now, that if we cannot establish 
the. Independent ‘Treasury, it would be wise to 
adopt that bill, which, in its practical operation, 
iv ‘one or two years from this time, I think in 
1849, would entirely exclude all bank paper from 
your revenue; for there is not now, and will not | 
then-be, any banks that do not issue notes less | 
than twenty dollars. This, however, F do not | 
suppose wag the gentleman’s object. At that.’ 
period the idea of restricting and regulating the | 
currency, by the regulations and influence of the || 
revenue, was a prominent and distinct feature in |! 


; bank, I am rejoiced to say, is not very probable. 


| session, it is perhaps too early to determine. 
: far as an opinion can be derived from the speech | 


‘one third of which is devoted to the general ques- | 
_ tion, the Senator seems now to be in favor of the | 


the Senator’s. financial: policy. -He-designed. to 
restrain and contral the currency of the States by 
the Federal. revenue; and thus to effect, indirectly, 
what he admitted-we have no power to-do directly. | 

In the undue importance attached to this meas- 
ure, and the management of the bill when before 
the Senate, some gentlemen supposed at the time 
that they discovered political designs; an opinion 
that subsequent events appear by no means to 
have weakened. 

I now, sir, come to the extra session, when the 
Senator’s financial views appear to have under- 
gone no essential change. He proposed his cur- 
rency bill as a substitute for the bill reported. by. 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Wrieurt,] 
without any change, except a provision designed 
to stimulate the banks to resume specie payments.. 
At the last session an important change appears 
to have taken place in the financial policy of our. 
future head of the Treasury. The principle of 
controlling the State bank currency, simply by 
the management and influence of the Federal reve- 
nues, was abandoned, and we were presented with 
a most gigantic and splendid scheme of a league 
of State banks, to beconnected with the Treasury, 


the projects for conducting the finances, this, in my 
judgment, was the most dangerous and alarming. 
The plan was, to recharter and take into the ser- 
vice of the United States twenty-five of the largest 
and most respectable of the State corporations; to 
give them the entire monopoly of the revenue; to | 
authorize them to supply a Federal currency to 
be received for the public dues; and to circulate 


power to regulate and control the entire currency 
of the country, under the supervision and direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. This was 
a combined engine of a national bank and a: 
Treasury bank, of the worst and most dangerous 
character. The combined power of these twenty- 
five large banks, with the revenue and credit of 


control of the Secretary of the Treasury, with 


moneyed power, and a union of that power with 

the Government, in a form of all others the most 

dangerous. ; | 
It is scarcely possible for the imagination to 


dangerous than this. It would have had the pos- | 


currency and credit of the country. What is a 
centralized authority over the entire currency and 
credit of the Union but a power over commerce, 
manufactures, over imports and exports, over the | 
public revenue, and the entire business of the | 
country? And what is a control of the business 
of the country but a power over the politics of the 
country? But. it is not my purpose to examine 
this splendid scheme of centralized moneyed power 
united with the Government. I expressed my || 
views of it at the time, and I have now only |! 
| 
| 


alluded to it as one:of the many wise financial 
schemes of the future Secretary of the Treasury, | 
in case the combined forces of the Opposition | 
should succeed—an event which, when viewed in || 
connection with a scheme like this, or a national 1 
| ! 


It is the author of this scheme who is so con- 
stantly filled with apprehension. at the increase of |} 
executive power, and the corrupting and danger- 
ous influence of the public revenues. | 
Mr. President, I have come down to the pres- | 
ent time; and what is to be the great financial | 
scheme of the honorable Senator, at the present 
So | 


on which I have had occasion to comment, nearly | 


deposit system, solely on the ground of its being |) 
the most safe and convenient, and without regard |: 
to its incidental power, to which he once attached $ 
so much importance, of restraining and regulating |! 
the general paper currency. In urging its supe- jj 
riority over the Independent Treasury plan, he || 
relies on these two considerations alone. 


In regard to the question whether the Independ- 
ent Treasury or the State bank-deposit system is 
most safe for the public revenue, it has been fully 
discussed heretofore, and I am not disposed. now 
to go into it.: Nothing, perhaps, can-beadded on 
either side to what has been already said; and É 
will only remark: that the arguments which“have 
heretofore been urged on our side have not in the 
least degree been weakened by any defalcations or 
other events which have occurred since this sub- 
ject was before the Senate at the last session; on 
the contrary, they have received additional strength 
and force. 

1 have now, sir, concluded what I had to say. 
In examining the financial opinions and views of 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, I have en- 
deavored to present them fairly, and:if [have fallen 
into error, it is not intentional. Whether heis 
disposed to do justice tothe: Administration or not, 
Iam desirous to do justice to him. In:the notice 
taken of his opinions and‘public.acts; Frealty hope 
I have been as candid and impartial'as ‘he has in 
examining the official conduct of thé Secretary of 
the Treasury. . Asin the contingency supposed, 
the Senator is to be placed at the head of the Preasy: 
ury, I have deemed it important that. the country 
should know what his financial principles and pol- 
icy have been at different periods, that he should 
stand before the country as he has been, and ashe 
now is,in his new position, at. the head of the 
“armed neutrality,” now allied: with the Opposi« 
tion forces. 

I regret to have detained the Senate so long, in 
a debate of this description, and thank gentlemen, 
on both sides of the House, for their attention. 

MILITARY ROAD IN ARKANSAS. 
REMARKS OF HON.A. YELL, 
OF ARKANSAS, . 

In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, ` 

: ‘January 25,1839, ae 
On the bill reported by Mr. McKay, of North 

Carolina, to amend the act of 1836, to authorize 
the Secretary of War to continue the garrison 
at Fort Gibson, and to open a Military Road 
on the Western frontier, so as to pass within 
the State of Arkansas, whenever the public ser- 
vice may require it. 

After a few remarks had been submitted by Mr. 
Mercer, of Virginia, in reference to. the geograph- 
ical limitations and features of the bill, 

Mr. YELL rose and said, that he was sure that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mercer]. did 
not fully understand the provisions of the bill, or 
he would not oppose it. The object of the bill was 
to authorize the Secretary of War to do the very 
thing which that gentleman [Mr. Mercer] and 
himself believed the Secretary, under theactof the 
14th of May, 1836, was authorized to carry into 
effect, The Secretary of War, however, had. given 
a different construction to the act to which the bill 
before the House was amendatory;and he and his 


| friend from Virginia had united. in giving to the 


original bill a cordial support: . The originalact of 
May 14; 1836, directs that the road shall be opened 
along the western boundary of the States of Ark- 
ansas and Missouri—he did not know. that he 


i quoted the precise words of the act, but he gave 


the substance—and pass within the Indian coun- 
try, if the assent of the Indian tribes occupying 
that region could be obtained. The assent of the 
Indians had been obtained. The Secretary of War 
is therefore of opinion that he willbe compelled to 
make the road wholly in the Indian. territory. 
The constructions given to the act, by the gentle- 
man from Virginia and myself,-are. precisely ad- 
verse. ` I infer from the act of 1836, that the road 
is to run within the limits of the States.of Arkansas 
and Missouri, and can pass only within the Indian 
country, upon the conditions mentioned in the act, 
by the consent of the Indians. Otherwise the act 
of 1836 would have been nugatery or contingent, 
depending onthe assent of the Indians to give i 
vitality. Such (Mr. Y. said) he was sure was not 
the intention of Congress; nor is a different con- 
clusion a plausible inference under the letter of 


İl the law itself. Such, however, hasbeen the decis- 
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better. 
do any harm. It may be made so’ explicit as to 
direct the Secretary in future to carry out the evi- 
dent intention of the actof 1836. Should the Sec- 
retary be right, however, in his construction of the 
act of 1836, then this bill will authorize him to 
depart from the strict construction; and if the pub- 
lic service can or will be promoted by bringing the 
road orany partof it within the State of Arkansas, | 
he can do so without the violation of any law or 
principle. The necessity of the case, makes this 
bill necessary, and.of the utmost importance to the 
citizens of Arkansas. The act of 1836 requires ! 
that the road should cross the Arkansas river, | 
when the new post is established, now Fort Smith, 
whichis established immediately on the western 
boundary. In running north, along the western 
boundary of Arkansas, to the new post on the Hi- 
nois, and from thence to Fort Leavenworth, the 
road, if made altogether in the Indian country, 
must lean in a western direction, leaving the State 
line at one or more points, some fifteen or twenty 
miles west, to avoid the mountains crossing the 
line and running from west to east, which will in- 
crease the‘distance some twenty miles or more in 
the space of fifty miles, when they again strike the 
State line, and continue along or nearit until they 
reach Fort Leavenworth. By passing within the 
State, the road, after leaving Fort Smith north, can 


keep near the State line and on good ground and |; 


at a small distance, until they bear east of the 
boundary line more than three miles, and a large 
portion of the rest will be on the line or in the In- | 
dian country still, Thisarrangement will shorten 
the distance, save a large sum of money in open- 
ing the road, and when opened it will be equally 
as good, if not better. Upon the scoreof economy, 
therefore, it is desirable that the road should be | 
made as is now suggested; and it is moreover due 
to the people of Arkansas that it should be thus 
constructed, because it was the intention of Con- | 
gress, by the act of 1836, to bring the whole within 
the State, and they have been deprived of it by the 
construction of the Secretary of War. 

‘Of so much of the bill as relates to the repeal of 
the act of 1836, which requires the Secretary of 
War to abandon Fort Gibson, I have but little to 
say. In justice, however, to thé committee who 
reported the bill, and in justice to the Secretary of 
War, I have no hesitation in saying that Fort | 
Gibson holds the keys to the whole Indian coun- | 
try. Asa post to protect the Indians from aggres- 
sion among themselves, and keep in check the 
united Indians west of the Arkansas, (the Paw- 
nees, Pickaways, and Camanches,) whom we arc 
bound in duty, and by our treaty stipulations to 
protect, Fort Gibson, from its position, is em- 
iriently calculated to afford all the protection that 
can be required, by our interest and the interests 
of the Indians themselves. Independently of any 
other consideration, the post is of general national 
importance, and should not be abandoned till our 
Indian relations are rendered, by time and the | 
progress of civilization, far more pacific than they 
now are. The objection that has been urged 
against the continuance of that post, that the new 
garrison established the last session on the Arkan- 
sas river, (Fort Smith,) of itself affords sufficient 
protection, is considered by all familiar with the 
situation of the country, inconsistent with the 
facts of the case, inconclusive, unsatisfactory, and | 
unfounded: in fact. It was based on selfish con- 
siderations, The position of Fort Gibson, above 
all others, is the most important and commanding 
for the defense of the citizens of Arkansas. It is 
immediately on the Arkansas river, where troops 
can ascend ‘directly to the Indian country. It | 
is a post where the Indians must pass in times 
of invasion to reach the citizéns of Arkansas; and 
to the Government it is a post. that can be ap- 
proached with steamboats during the boating sea- 
son, with arms, men; and supplies. That work 
will now progress, and should be finished in a 
manner to give protection to the citizens in that 
portion of the State, 
Secretary of War will be authorized to occupy 
Fort Gibson, which I believe is important, not 
only to the Indians, but to the peace and security | 


ł 
j 


of the western frontier. 


If this bill should pass, the | 


| thousands all over this country, and which was to | 


|; this speech, too, has doneits full share in redeem 


SPEECH OF HON. JACOB FRY, 
l OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ix tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 16, 1839, 


|i On the Resolution providing for the appointment 


of a Select Committee on the subject of the 
Swartwout and other Defalcations. 


Mr. FRY said: Some ten days after his arrival f 


at this place, to attend the present session of Con- 


gress, he found in the post office of the House |; 


of Representatives a newspaper directed to him, 
which, upon opening, turned out to be the ‘*Eman- 
cipator, a paper published in New York, and 
devoted to the cause of Abolition. In that paper 
he found copious extracts from a speech delivered 


by a member of this House before a meeting of i 


his constituents at Vicksburg, Mississippi. In 
that speech, the gentleman was made to have said 
‘t that the Administration party in this House were 
without any leader of any capacity.’? 

Mr. PRENTISS here rose, and called on Mr. 
Fry for the paper, or to restate what he (Mr. P.) 
was represented as having said. 

Mr. FRY said he had thrown the paper away, 
and had not seen it since, and could therefore not 
produce it; but, according to his recollection, the 
words used were precisely those which he had 
mentioned. 

If this be the fact, as represented by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to his constituents, that we 
are without ‘any leader of any capacity,” then, I 
take it, it becomes every friend of the Administra- 


tion in this ELouge to set up for himself; and, in | 


that view of the matter, I hope the House will 
bear with me while I address them under this new 
order of things. 

Mr. Speaker, the times are fruitful. Less than 


a year ago, when now and then the sound of aj 
Whig victory rushed in upon us here, it was re- | 


markable to witness in this House the good feel- 


| ing, the joyous anticipations, the bright prospects, 


that appeared to be opening to our Whig friends. 


Sir, they were so full of victory, and so elated | 
with success, that a good honest Democrat, could | 


hardly live with them. My worthy friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Sovurncats] came to meone day, 
soon after the Baltimore election for a member to 
supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
Mr. McKim, and says, friend Fry, really in the 
course of another year, there will not be left of 
you Locofocos enough to constitute a respect- 
able corporal’s guard. My respected friend from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusnine,] who, at the last 
two sessions of Congress, sat near me, and who 
knew l was a German, and frequently saw me 
reading German newspapers, would occasionally 
tell me he also knew a little German, (which he 
always took care to repeat when speaking of our 
political prospects,) and that was, “ganzes vol- 
oren”? “ganzes voloren’’— ‘all lost,” “all lost.” 
Well, sir, { bore it with a Christian’s fortitude, 
awaiting the realities of a coming futurity to en- 
able me to return my compliments. 

Sir, we had not proceeded far in that coming 
futurity before my expectations were realized 
Even since the termination of the last session of 
Congress, what has transpired? The Whig vic- 
tory in Maine, (supplying the place of the lamented 
Cilley,) which gave the first impulse to these ex- 
ultations, turned out but to be the precursor to 
their total defeat in that State; the Whig victory 
in Baltimore, which (according to an account I 
read in some Whig paper) had such a wonderful 
effect upon the money market at Pittsburg, turned 
out to be buta little in advance of the regeneration 
of the gallant State of Maryland. And the great 
speech of my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Bonp,] 
which it was said was circulated by hundreds of 


tear up by the root this whole Administration— 


ing the State of Ohio from the shackles of Feder- 
alism. Sir, without meaning the least disrespect 
towards my friend from Ohio, I have'to say, from 
what I have learned, that in 1836 he was elected 
to Congress by an overwhelming majority, and in 
1838, not long after he was delivered of his cele- 


rated speech, with all necessary exertion on the 
art of his friends, and with additional advantage 
| of a public dinner, he barely squeezed‘in (scraping 
| both hips, as farmers sometimes say) to a seat in 
ii the next Congress. Well, sir, the times having’ 
l changed since the termination of the last:session 
; of Congress, methinks appearances (here at least) 
| have changed also; the countenances that, in-and 
| about this Hall, less than a year ago, beamed 
‘| with joy and so often flushed with victory, have 
| become a little more pale and haggard; there is 
: an evident fluttering and floundering here, which 
manifestly shows that our Whig friends feel, 
, mournfully feel, that they and their cause are 
_ rapidly sinking. Sir, the result of the last fall 
elections was eminently calculated to produce this 
feeling, and, but for the result of the elections’in 
New York, ‘the last and only hope”’ of my friend 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] as I see expressed in 
a letter of his, written some time during'the fall 
‘| in answer to some invitation—I say, but for the 
| result in that State, our Whig friends here would 
‘| still more sensibly feel the dreadful forebodings of 
| utter political annihilation. 

But, sir, let me say to my friend from Virginia, 
and our Whig friends generally, if they calculate 
upon the State of New York going against Mr, 
Van Buren, they calculate without their host, 
Sir, in a “ fair shake,” there is a Republican ma- 
jority in that noble State, and there is the spirit 
among our friends there, that will ‘ never tire nor 
| stop to rest,” until they get what is due them. 
Sir, they have but to‘advance in the same ratio to 
| the next election, that they did between the last 
i| two, and, in less than another year, modern 
| Whiggery there will be but a name. 

But, sir, independent of all that, if even’ the 
|; elements of opposition to Mr. Van Buren existed 
there to any extent, they cannot there, as well as 
j in many other places, be combined. Sir, permit 
‘| me here to say that north of this city, Anti-Ma- 
sonry and Abolition constitute too material a part 
of the Opposition to be overlooked; and the Anti- 
|| Masons and Abolitionists will not be overlooked. 
|| And, sir, Anti-Masonry and Abolition willdemand 
the nomination of General Harrison; their de- 
mand must, and will be, acceded to, and Whig- 
gery—-proud, high-minded, and exalted Whig- 
|| gery—will have to succumb—to knock under. 

Sir, in my humble opinion, the great mass of 
the Whigs of New York will not do it. It is im- 
i| possible; they cannot do it; and then what be~ 
| comes of your opposition to Mr. Van Buren: in 
l| the State of New York? Sir, let us wheel, and’ 
li jook a moment to the South—the gallant,’ the 
‘| noble, the generous South—to which we always: 
| have looked, and, I fear not, wealways tay lod,’ 
; for the strictest and best Republicans in the coun- 
l try. Sir, let us look there, and see what the Op- 
position may do against Mr. Van Buren. Sir, 
the South have found, and have testified, that 
ii the principles of the present Administration are. 
© founded in genuine Democratic republicanism; and 
ii that these principles are their principles. They 
i have found that, in the measures of this Admin- 
i; istration, they are protected, as they have a right 
: to be, against foreign interference with their qo- 
i And, sir, speculate at this 


b 
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! yaestic institutions. 
i time as you please about southern policy and 
|, southern prospects, and about the hypocrisy of 
the friends of this Administration. towards the 


|| South, you will find that when the presidential 
|| election comes on, the South will not be willing 
! to yield a certainty for an uncertainty. 

These self-evident truths are no doubt upper- 
| most in the minds.of our Whig friends; and as 
old «* Time” comes stealing upon us, their pros- 
pects become more desperate, and they themselves 
become more desperate; hence, we see again, at 
this short session, while all the public business is 
slumbering on our table for want of action, these 
| gentlemen are again at the old tradé of abuse; and 
the ery of corruption, intrigue, defaleation, fraud, 
and iniquity, and investigation, echoes and rever- 
berates through this Hall. Sir, since J have been 
amember of this House I have heard much of 
this ery of corruption and abuses in this Admin- 
istration. Butwhathasit allamounted to? What 
have gentlemen ever exhibited to thisecountry of 
| existing corruption in the Administration? “What 

benefit have the people'received from these taves- 
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tigations, got up, time after time, upon this. Oppo- 
sition. cry.of. corruption? . In truth and in fact, 
the people have heard. so. much, and realized so 
little, that it-would almost be difficult to make 
them believe itif any did exist. © . 

. Two. years ago, my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] raised the cry of corruption! corruption! in 
every department, from the highest to the lowest 

 --from the soles of their feet to the crowns of their 
heads—all was one common mass of corruption! 
and he made large promises to the country, that if 
this House would but give him a committee of in- 
vestigation, he would exhibit to the people of this 
country. the iniquities of this Administration in 
their properlight. Well, sir, this House gave him 
his committee, and then hedid not wantit. Well, 
but he had his committee, and had to go to work, 
and what did:he make out of it? What was the 
corruption that he exhibited as existing in the Ex- 
ecutive, Departments of this Government? None. 

Sir, he could show nothing. And in order to divert 
the attention of the people from the fact that he 
could show nothing, it became, as it seemed to me, 
necessary to get up a row here with poor Reuben 
M: Whitney. 

Sir, I am, as much asany member of this FLouse, 
in favor of investigation, when there is any reason 
to believe necessity requires it; but to the present 
mode of raising investigating committees, I do de- 
cidedly take exception. Here, if any of our Op- 
position friends wish to raise a pretext for abusing 
the Administration, they just get upa call for in- 
vestigation, and then, before any committee is ap- 
pointed, or any action on the matter can be had, it 
becomes the subject for weeks, day in and day out, 
of abuse to the Administration. Why, sir, who 
has ever denied io the Opposition a committee of 
investigation when they asked for it? Nobody. 
Weell,.then, why not take a committee and go into 
the examination at once, and if they can show to 
the country that, the Administration is corrupt, 
then it would be time enough to abuse it. Why 
not, in the:present. case, have taken the committee 
at once; and proceeded to ascertain the facts, and 
then, if there was cause, abuse the Administration? 
Certainly, all parties called for this investigation; 
nobody resisted it; and the people will inquire, why 
was itnecessary that the half of the session should 
be wasted in raising this committee? Why, sir, { 
will tell them: it would be traveling. entirely out 
of the ordinary course of things for the Opposition 
to, get a committee of investigation without first 
abusing the Administration; and, in order that 
they might. have a pretext, in this case, to condemn 
the Administration before they try it, they ask the 
Hlouge to adopt an entire new plan of raising the 
committee; and upon this proposition they pour 
out, their ‘* vials of wrath ”? upon the Administra- 
ton, accuse and condemn it from beginning to end, 
in advance of any investigation; and then these 
are, the gentlemen who are afterwards to sit as 
judges in the matter. — 


Well, sir, so be it. I wish now to call the at- 


know already. The facts connected with this de- 


falcation of Mr. Swartwout, so as to explain the | 
transactions, and how it was consummated, I | 
think we have in the document laid upon our | 


tables from the President of the United States. — 
And, sir, I propose now to go into an investi- 


gation of that matter from the documents in pos- į 


session of:the House, and see what ground there 
is for the immense amount of censure and abuse 
heaped upon the Secretary of the Treasury con- 
cerning this defaleation, Why, sir, the Secretary 
of the Treasury has, through the whole of this 
debate, been the victim of the most unrelenting, 
violent, vindictive, and unjustifiable abuse I ever 
witnessed. Sir, he has been held up as worse 
than Swartwout himself. My friend from Vir- 
giuia [Mr. Wise] says this investigation should 
have been raised with a view to his (Mr. Wood- 
bury’s) impeachment; and, sir, everything is 
done that can be done to excite and raise up the 
prejudices of the people against the Secretary of 
tne Treasury.in advance of the investigation. 
But, sir, as | said, I propose to examine this mat- 
ter from tha documents, and give to the people of 
the country an honest and candid view of the 
case; and in doing this, I will say to Whigs and 


Anti-Masons, to Conservatives and.to all parties, 
in the language of an inspired writer, ‘ Come and 
let us-reason-together.”? > s, oro. mer 

Now, sir, 1 will read from document No. 13, 
p.2. The Secretary-of the Treasury says: 

“ During his. (Swartwout’s) continuance in 
‘ office, the statements of his accounts, in a con- 
‘densed form, were made weekly to this Depart- 
‘ment, punctually;. showing a-balance in his 
‘hands varying from.a nominal sum to $100,000, 
‘according to circumstances and the season of the 
‘year.”? 

Now, sir, if a collector sends in weekly state- 
ments of his accounts with punctuality, with 
nothing upon the face of them to excite suspicion, 
how is the Secretary of the Treasury to know of 
anything wrong existing? .W hat reason could he 
have for suspecting Mr. Swartwout was commit- 
ting depredations upon the public money, when 
his accounts were properly rendered? Why, sir, 
it was impossible for him to know anything of it. 
Well, sir, you may then ask, how did Swartwout 
get hold of all this money without the knowledge 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? Why, sir, I 
will refer you to the same document to show how 
he got hold of it, and in what way he managed it 
so as to elude the vigilance of the Treasury De- 
partment. The Solicitor of the Treasury and the 
First Comptroller, in their examinations, made 
at the request of the Department, after this fraud 
was discovered, say, (p. 24:) 

‘* According to thestatements of Mr. Ogden and 
t Mr. Phillips, the use of the public money began 
‘in 1830, the practice being to transfer, atthe com- 
t mencement of the week, to the Treasurer of the 
‘ United Staies no more than the amount received 
‘ previous to Saturday morning, and thus to re- 
‘ place successively from the subsequent receipts 
‘ thesums withdrawn, so that the deficiency might 
* not appear.” 

Further, (page 48,) Mr. Phillips says: 

“ By reference to. the weekly returns, it will be 
t seen that frequently large amounts were retained 
‘under the head ‘amount due to the United States 
‘to be carried to the next return,’ which, in many 
‘ instances, would not be forwarded until Tuesday, 
‘ in order that the collections of Saturday and Mon- 
‘day might place him in funds to make the trans- 
‘ fer from his account to that of the Treasurer of 
‘ the United States.” 

And at page 20 of the same document, it is 
further explained by Mr, Ogden, who says, in his 
| examination: 

t That the weekly transfers to the Treasurer 
| ‘made by Swartwout were usually madeon Mon- 
‘day, but did not include the money received later 
| than Saturday morning at ten o’clock, by which 
i| € means the receipts on bonds due Saturday and 
l| © Sunday were embraced in the succeeding week, 
‘and thus that amount, frequently from $150,000 
* to $200,000, was entirely under his control.” 

He adds: 


‘was able to keep his transfer to the Treasury 
‘ apparently correct.’? 

Now, sir, there cannot be a doubtthat this was 
the mode by which he possessed himself of the 
money belonging to the Government, and the 
manner in which he was able to keep his trans- 
fers to the Treasury *‘apparently correct,” and 
|| thus entirely elude the vigilance of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, The next inquiry will be, how 
did the Secretary of the Treasury first ascertain 
that Swartwout was using the public money? 
| Why; sir, from the same document (pages 2 and 
| 3) we learn that the last return, being for the last 
three days of Mr. Swartwout’s term, showed over 
j! $200,000 in his hands; this the Secretary of the 
Treasury, deeming larger than necessary, immedi- 
ii ately directs Mr. Swartwout forthwith to deposit, 
ii the one half to the credit of the Treasurer. Mr. 
| Swartwout declines to do so, and states that certain 
|| custom-house expenses remained to be paid; that 
|| suits had been commenced against him fora return 
ʻi of duties toalarge amount, which, with numerous 
‘| protests filed against him, would be sufficient to 
| swallow the whole balance; that he was individu- 
i, ally liable in those cases, and could not pay over 
i, this balance until they were legally decided upon; 
|! hat so soon as they were so decided, any balance 
ii which then remained would be promptly paid over. 


i 
i 
i 
| 


i Ho “In this manner he retained the moneys, and: 
tention of the House to one thing. I wish to know | 
“what this committee is to find out more than we | 


The Secretary of the Treasury, however, immedi- 
ately instituted further inquiry, through the So- 
licitor of the Treasury and the First-Comptroller, 
which ‘resulted in the impression that the facts and 
the law relative to those suits and. protests might jus- 
tify a short delay.”’ R 

Well, sir, does this exhibit anything like a want 
of proper attention on the part of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the interests of the Government? 
Does this show any failure on his part to watth 
over the public money, and see that it was secured 
to its rightful owner? No, sir. But to proceed 
further in ascertaining what led to the detection of 
this defalcation. The Secretary of the Treasury 
says that— ine 

‘ Subsequent disclosures made in November ex- 
‘ cited the suspicions of the Department, not only 
‘as to that balance of $200,000, but a much larger 
‘ indebtedness, and the Solicitor of the Treasury 
‘and the First Comptroller were forthwith sent to 
t New York to ascertain how the matter stood, and 
‘to institute a thorough investigation.” _ : 

This was accordingly done, and the defalcation 
found to be over $1,000,000; whereupon suits- 
were forthwith instituted against the principal and 
both his sureties. The Solicitor of the Treasury 
says in his letter (page 21) of the 10th of Novem- 
ber: 

“ That the urgent demand of the present col- 
‘lector {Mr. Hoyt] for the abstracts and vouchers 
‘of Mr. Swartwout’slastterm, which were incom- 
t plete for the want of his signature, and difficulty 
‘ of obtaining them, first led to the suspicions com- 
‘municated. by him to the Department. ”? ; 

Well, sir, here, then, is. explained to you the 
manner in which the Secretary of the Treasury 
first gets to know of this defaleation of the col- 
lector at New York. I shall be told this pecula- 
tion of the public money has been going on since 
1830; and if the Secretary of the Treasury knew 
nothing of it, did not any of the other officers in 
the custom-house at New York know of it? Yea, 
sir, they did knowof it. Mr. Ogden, the cashier, 
and Mc. Phillips, his assistant, knew oft. 

Mr. Ogden, in his examination. before the Comp- 
troller and Solicitor, states: 

“ That he commenced abstracting the money 
‘in 1830; that, as the amount of the defalcation 
‘increased, he frequently spoke to Mr. S. on the 
‘subject; that about four years ago, the amount 
‘had got so large that he told Mr. S. unless meas- 
“ures were taken to reduce it, he could not con- 
‘sent to remain any longer in office with him. 
‘ Mr. S. answered he had no doubt the operations 
‘in which he was engaged would enable him to 
‘ ‘pay off the deficiency,’ and continued to give 
‘assurances to the last that he would soon pay it, 
‘and set all matters right.” f 

Mr. Ogden further states, (page 47:) ; 

“ That he and Mr. Phillips had frequent conver- 
‘ sations with Mr. S. on this subject; that they 
‘urged him to raise money elsewhere to pay up 
t this balance; that, at Swartwout’s request, they 
‘had an interview with him at his house, and that 
‘ he then assured them his speculations would soon 
‘enable him to pay allup.’?. : 

Now, sir, although it is certain that Mr, Ogden, 
the cashier, and Mr. Phillips were aware of Mr. 
S.’s using the money belonging to the Govern- 
ment, yet itis quite reasonable to suppose that 
they, being in the office with him, holding their 
appointments, perhaps, at his will, would feela 
delicacy in exposing him immediately; and that 
he put them off from time to time by fair promises 
that he would raise the money, makeall right; and 
that, by his artand cunning, and oft-repeated prom- 
ises and assurances, he got the advantage of their 
feelings, which allowed him to carry ow his work 
of plunderso as to avoid detection from the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the largest item in this defaleation. I 
mean the bond account, which constitutes more 
than one half of the whole amount. And let gen- 
tlemen charge the loss of that part of it to our 
legislation, and not to the mismanagement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sir, at the extra session of Congress, in October 
last, Congress passed a law extending the time 
for the payment of the merchants’ bonds there, 
for money due the Government for duties, nine 
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months. Mr. Fleming, the Auditor, says there 
were about ten thousand of these bonds, exceed- 
ing $5,000,000 in amount; that the deficit in that 
account commenced in 1837; and that no suspi- 
cion existed with him that any portion of them 
had been paid, and the money abstracted.. Now, 
sir, L have nothing to say to gentlemen whose 
votes extended, for nine months, the time of pay- 
ment on these bonds. But, sir, there can be no 
doubt but that extension of credit upon these 
bonds gave Swartwout the opportunity to double 
the amount of his depredations, while the Aud- 
itor supposed their. payment was suspended. At 
page 26, we find mentioned that an item, under 
the name of ‘‘cash retained for refunding mer- 
chants,” amounting to $80,769, was retained by 


the collector, under the act of Congress for the ; 


relief of the sufferers by the great fire in New 


York. So that, by the acts of Congress, and not ; 


by the negligence of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was he enabled to carry on his system of 


plunder to its final consummation. Sir, I op- 


posed these extensions at the time, because, as I 
then stated on this floor, I would make the mer- 
chants pay their taxes when they were due, the 


same as the farmer and mechanic are. made to! 


pay theirs. The money thus paid by merchants 
is all levied upon the consumer and paid by the 
consumer; and there is no more reason for in- 
dulgence in that system of collecting taxes than 
in any other. Let the Government adopt an 
entire system of cash duties, and it will not only 
be relieved from much and frequent embarrass- 
ment, but will avoid many serious losses; and 
what wiil be of equal, if not greater, importance 
to the country, it will put a check upon excessive 
importations. 

Sir, the history of this stupendous defalcation 


is not to be overlooked; its origin can very easily | 
be traced to the effects of a bloated circulation of | 


paper money, against which the untiring efforts 


and united exertions of the Democratic party have | 


always been directed. Sir, the policy of the Dem- 
ocratic party has ever been, not to depress or de- 
stroy paper money, but we always have seen and 
felt the crying necessity for some limit to its cir- 
culation, so as to secure the people of the country 
against those revulsions in trade, in commerce, 
and in. all the fiscal concerns of the Government 


and the country generally, which are the never- | 


failing effect of such a circulating medium. 
Mr. Swartwout was a speculator. Mr. Ogden, 
the cashier, in his examination, (p. 20,) stated: 
“That Mr. S. had been a large speculator in 
t stocks; that he had known his operations to have 


‘amounted to some hundred shares a day; that ne | 


‘had been largely a loser by the failure of the Jo- 
‘sephs; that he knew he had loaned them $25,000 
‘a day or two before their failure, and that he had 
‘made immense purchases of land in Texas,” &c. 

For aught that appears, Mr. Swartwout came 
into that office an honest man; but, living in a city 


where speculations in stocks of every kind, in | 
lands of no value, in paper cities, and all that kind | 


of humbug, were carried on to an extent incredi- 
ble—why, he, too, thought he might be specula- 
tor, and, for that purpose, might use the public 
money, and perhaps return it again. 


Sir, I have thus shown that Mr. Swartwout : 
was engaged inspeculations. I have shown in what : 
manner he was enabled to abstract the money, and | 


keep his accounts apparently correct with the 
Treasury, and the means employed, so as to pre- 
vent detection by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and that the acts of Congress enabled him, as | 


before stated, to double his depredations, (for his ; 


deficit is stated to have been on the 3lstof Decem- 


ber, 1836, but $336,718;) and then I want the | 
House to point out, 1 wish gentlemen to lay a fin- |: 
ger upon, any part of the: transaction for which | 
the Secretary of the Treasury. should be held re- i 


sponsible, 


Sir, it is known here that there is a much larger f 


number of Opposition men in office, in the several 
Departments of the Government, than the people 
have any idea. of. But what is to be done with 


them? Jf you turn one out, why then the cry of i 
proscription, proscription for opinion’s sake, is | 
raised, and we are called persecutors and the spoils `: 
party; and this cry is reiterated by every Opposi- | 
tiôn paper in the country. Well, sir, if you leava 


them in, in many instances, the first opportunity 
they get to lay hold of some of the public money, 
they fill their pockets full, and then burst, and 
come out public defaulters, and then the cry of 
corruption and mismanagement is immediately 
raised against the Executive; so that the Execu- 
tive, do as he please, cannot avoid censure. 


is in office, or who is not; but, did it depend upon 
my will, I should make one effectual general sweep 
from Dan to Beersheba. Not because 1 do not 


i may be valuable in their stations; not for opinion’s 
sake; no, sir; but in self-defense. 
istration is to be censured for every Opposition 
man who runs away with the public money, then 
I hold no Opposition man should be continued in 
office. I have no doubt there are Opposition men 
enough who would purposely run away with the 
public money if they thought they could injure or 
| break down the Administration by it; then, sir, 
why should they be continued in office? 

Sir, this defalcation in New York, it seems, is 
to be the great center of action about which the 
Opposition will gather all their force, and the great 
lever by which they expect to move heaven and 
| earth, ` Sir, let me ask, is this Government to col- 
| lect all its money without losing any? Let me 
| look at home for a moment, sir. My district is 
composed of a single county; in that county, some 
$40,000 or $50,000 is annually collected and dis- 
bursed under the supervision of three commis- 
sioners. Now, sir, our people are as honest and 
industrious,and as able to pay their debts, as those 
' of any other district represented on this floor; yet 
: notwithstanding all that, and notwithstanding the 
| utmost vigilance on the part of our county com- 
missioners, money is frequently lost, either by de- 
faulting collectors or a defaulting treasurer; and J 
have no doubt the same thing happens in other 
counties. Well, sir, if, then, in a single county 
in Pennsylvania we have now and then a default in 
| the collection of our revenue, and if there it isim- 


i 
i 
| 
i 
f 
} 


Mr. Speaker, although this money is lost to the 


i barrass the present operations of the ‘Treasury, 
i| because it is money that never came into the 
Treasury; it was abstracted before it got there; 
‘and, consequenlly, no appropriation, nor any 
other expense, was based upon it. Ffit had been 
| in the Treasury, and formed a part of the esti- 
mated expenditures, its amount would necessarily 
have to be replaced. As itis, it need not; and it 
is the same with the Government as with an indi- 


I allude to this, however, more particularly, in 
order to call the attention of our Conservative 
friends, who say they only differ from us so far as 
that the public money, after collection, should be 
placed in banks, and not with officers appointed 
specially to take charge of it. 
| case the public money was taken before it got to 
the bank; and how is your pet-bank system to 


i| call upon our Conservative friends to join with 
us and pass the Sub-Treasury bill, and make it 


| money, and then we shall be able to do the coun 
| try some service, and effectually prevent these de 
| falcations in our public officers. f 

| Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen who are panting 
| for this investigation had atonce taken a committee 
| and gone to work, they might probably have, by 
‘i this time, been able to report; but, for some cause 
l ov other, they are not willing to take the commit- 
: tee constituted in the usual manner; and for the 
first time since | have been a member here,a com 
mittee is to be chosen by ballot. Well, sir, why 
that? Why, a gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. 


i 
i] 


Sir, I do not concern myself much aboutit, who- 


believe there may be Opposition men in office who ; 


If the Admin- 


| possible to get along without occasional losses, | 
how much more impossible for this Government, | 
|| with some twelve or fifteen thousand collectors of | 


Government, it is not lost in such a way as to em- | 


vidual—it is never so hard to lose money which | 
you never had, as to lose it out of your pocket. ; 


Now, sir, in this | 


reach a case of this kind? Sir, it will not reach”! 
such cases; and I think I have a right, then, to || 


a penitentiary offense for men to use the publie 


RoBERTSON,} gets up here and makes. a most vio-. 
lent attack upon the Speaker for improper conduct 

in the appointment of the land committee, raised 

a few days since, and gave ås a reason that hig 

| colleague, (Mr. Baxxs,] who was: Speaker of the 

Virginia House of Delegates for twenty-one years, 

always gave a majority of a committee favorable 

| to the proposition submitted to then. “Why, sir, 

| is the Speaker of this House, before he appoints 

‘a committee, to go about among members, and 

ascertain their private opinions upon subjects? 

Sir, I should think not. And who complains of 

| this land committee, except the gentleman from 

i Virginia? No one, that I have heard. If the 

i! Speaker has done injustice to any of the States in 

| the appointment of that committee, let the mem- 

| bers from such States rise and declare it; it ia not 

|| competent for the gentleman from Virginia to ex- 

cept for all. Sir, I will not speak for more than 

| my own State; but in that I venture | have not a 

‘| colleague here who will not say that the interests 

and feelings of Pennsylvania will be faithfully 

| represented by my distinguished friend and col- 

i| league (Mr. Porrer] on thatcommittee. Another 
gentleman, over the way, seems to have an anxie- 
| ty to relieve the Speaker from the responsibility of 
appointing this eommittee. I have no doubt of 
the gentleman’s kind intentions toward the Speak-. 
ler; but it will be time abundant to relieve. the 
Speaker from responsibility when he asks for it. 

But, sir, there may be something at the bottom 
of this attack upon the Speaker which. does not 
iat onceappear. There is an election to take place 
| next summer in Tennessee, and the Speaker is.to 
| be a candidate for ofice.. Now, sir, the Repub- 
| lican party in Tennessee may be about to. right 
| itself again, and the Speaker may be a formidable 
|| candidate in the apprehensions of gentlemen; and 
‘i hence it may be thought necessary indirectly to 
l| hunt him down, by making an attack upon him 
l! for misconduct in the appointment of the land 
|| committee, then to follow it up by taking out of 
i| his hands the appointment of this committee of 
‘investigation, and then circulate it wide and far 
| in Tennessee that the House had lost its confi- 
|| dence in the Speaker, and had, therefore, to elect 
‘| their important committees by ballot. Sir, the 
|| official conduct of the Speaker in. this House is 
|| too far beyond the reach of reproach to need any 
i| defense by me. Loot 9 

Mr. Speaker, some days ago, during this: de-. 
bate, my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusn-, 
| inG,} in speaking of an executive’s committee and, 
|a people’s committee, said, in very emphasized, 
terms, ‘we will have a people's committee.” Well,. 
' sir, the manner of my friend’s expression caused 
| me to take some thought of what he said; and 4 
i came to the conclusion, then, that there had al- 
|| ready been a counting of noses between the Whigs 
‘and Conservatives, and that they had come to the 
‘| conclusion that they could outvote us, and elect a 
‘i committee by ballot. Well, sir, one thing, then, 
| is certain, and that is, the same power that can 
'! change the manner of raising a committee can 
| elect the members of that committee; and I have 
since had no doubt, if they elect, they will form a 
|| ticket of nearly all Opposition men, composed of 
‘| Whigs and Conservatives. Should they do. that, 
I have only to say, ‘ the Lord help Mr. Wood- 
bury!” Such another beating as he will get from 
that committee no man ever, had; and I can only 
tell his friendsand himself to prepare for it. 

Sir, the Opposition must make something out 
| of this defalcation; it is their last hope; it does not 
only involve their political prosperity, but their 
political existence; it is a case of life or death 
|i with them. The country has outlived their bank 
| panics, and their bank pressures have fallen before 
i| the energies of the nation; and now, unless they 
can effect something out of this Swartwout busi- 
ness, their doom is senled. The late elections 
| show it; the feelings of the people show it; their 
|, own acts show it; and now here they have resolved 
i to make one other desperate effort, a death struggle, 
‘| to hunt down this Administration, by holding up 
| to the view of the people this Swartwout defalca- 
i tion, and all the defalcations that have taken place 
| since the Government has had existence.. Sir, it 
iis easily foretold to what lengths. men, will. go 
| when thus situated. In such case, necessity, wall 
‘| bea virtue, and misrepresentation. no sin, But, 
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sir, even ib'thistast desperate dying stragglé-for’|| 
power, they will be unable to alarm the country; 
the péople will say—and:they will-say’, in a voice: 
thal will not pass usheeded—sepatate yonr- Gov- 
erfiment’ from. the banks;: let“each one manage 
thei? own affdirs; pass usa Sub-Treasury bill, so ‘| 
asto provide more effectually against depredations 
upon-the Treasury by publie officers; and when 
the next great contest: comes- on, our Opposition 
frieids will be left to join with my friend from 
Massachusetts: in the repetition of his German 
quotation, “ganzes verloren,” “ganzes verloren”? 
=s all lost,” all lost.” i 


` > SWARTWOUT’S DEFALCATION. 
REMARKS OF HON. J. L. MARTIN, 


0) OR ALABAMA, : 

. In tae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 

coe 4. Eebruary.7, 1839, 
On the Resolution providing for the appointment 

of a Committee: to inquire into the Defalcations 

«of Samuel Swartwout. 

- Me. MARTIN said he felt it to be his duty, as 
his course would differ upon this question from 
that of most of those with whom he acted generally | 
upon, this floor, to state his reasons for the vote || 
which he was’about to give. He was in favor of 
appointing the committee by the House, and he | 
greatly preferred that it should be by the viva voce 
vote of the members; but, if that mode could not | 
be adopted, he would then go for the election by 
ballot. He was not induced to this course from | 
a want of the fullest confidence in the Presiding |! 
Officer; very far from it. He had full confidence 
that by that officer the committee would be hon- 
estly atid fairly appointed; and that the inyestiga- 
tion tó be made by such committee would be as 
thorough as that which would be made by a com- 
mittee appointed by this House. He had seen 
nothing in the course of the Speaker to bring any- 
thing like'a doubt to his mind upon that subject— | 
certainly not in the appointment of committees of 
a similar character heretofore, with which he had 
beéh acquainted. Other considerations influenced 
his course than such as are confined to this House, 
ot any of its members, Party feelings were high, 
and party strifes fierce, in almost every part of 
the' Union. ' Crimination and recrimination is the 
order of the day, not only upon this floor, but 
elsewhere. ‘That, upon charges without proof, 
he might not be disposed to resort to this unu- 
sual mode of appointing a committee, although he 
might be disposed to go for the investigation asked. 
This case (he said) presented a different state of 
things altogether. Weare not left to suspicion or 
conjecture upon this subject nor to charges of gen- 
tlemen here, We see that the treasure of the na- i 
tion has been abstracted by one of its officers to 
the large amount of some million and a quarter of || 
dollars; that this process of abstraction has been 
going on for the space of seven years and more. 
‘The investigation here proposed must necessarily 
involve the conduct, not only of the defaulting 
officer himself, but other high functionaries of this 
Government, whose duty it was to ascertain and și 
detect such abuses. The question was thus ren- 
dered one of grave importance, and one to which || 
the éyes of the country would be directed. He |! 
felt, therefore, that- it was due to the importance ; 
of the subject’ that this House, on all sides of it, 
should be satisfied with the investigation proposed 
to be made, and that the country, too, should have 
auch a report from the investigators as would leave 
not the shadow of a shade of doubt or suspicion | 
even of its correctness, or that the whole transac- 
tion was not fully disclosed and presented to them. || 
Can this desirable result be fully attained by an 
appointment by the Presiding Officer, especially 
after the objections which have been made upon 
this floor, in the apparently earnest protests of gen- 
tlemen which have gone forth? However correct 


| there was something wrong, either in the admin- 
; istration. of the Treasury Department, or in ‘its 


| try, as to such responsibility, that he would give į 
| his. vote upon this question in favor of the ap- 


: mittee. 


the result might be upon such appointment, yet, || 
sir, doubt might be entertained, and clamor would | 
certainly be raised against it. l 

If, then, (said Mr. M.,) the committee was ap- l 
pointed by the votes of the representatives of the || 
people, there will be no ground for objection or | 
doubt whatever, Gentlemen would be deprived |! 


| knew all its proceedings. That gentleman, he said, 
| a few days ago, when addressing the House upon 
| the question now under consideration, referred to 


ofthe pretext for calling it:a:whilewashing commit- 
tee, a stocked pack, together. with various: other ad 
captandum: vulgus epithets which are so: liberally 
used ‘here; in “regard: to: those which: -have: been 
heretofore constituted in the usual way. : = 

Mr. M. said, in:the:examination which-he had: 
made into. the subject of this:defaication, he must. 
confess kehad. been struck with astonishment. at 
the great length of: time through which these ab- 
stractions had: continued, and at the very: large 
amount which had been purloined: without detec- 
tion. It had impressed him with: the. fear that 


organization. He could not see how it was pos- 
sible that a well-organized department, adminis+| 
tered with a proper vigilance, could bé thus im- 
posed upon. He did not wish to be understood: 
as doubting the honesty and: integrity of the head 
of:the ‘Treasury Department, for he did not enter- 
tain any such feelings nor did he intend to utter a 
suspicion of dishonesty as’ to any. subordinate of 
his; but-he. could not say, however, that he did 
not entertain doubt of the proper vigilance in those 
whose duty it was to supervise the returns and | 
accounts of the collector. f 
Mr. M. would not go into the examination of 
how the failure to detect this fraud had happened, 
or who was to blame for it; that would be the 
legitimate business of the committee; and upon 
full proof on both sides, as well in behalf of the 
Government as of that of the individuals impli- 
cated, that committee will be able to give us a 
much more correct result than we can possibly 
come to here. When the facts are reported to | 
this House, we shall find but little difficulty in 
providing a remedy hereafter in like cases. He 
said he was not for shielding any man, nor did he 
believe, or even suspect, that the Administration 
party was. All, he had no doubt, were for the 
investigation of this outrage, and for the preven- 
tion of its recurrence. For himself, he said, he | 
had always gone for investigation when honor- , 
able members upon this floor took the responsi- 
bility of making charges against any of the public 
officers of the Government; that in such cases he 
went upon the ground that, if the charges were 
true, it was proper that they should be brought to 
light, and the delinquents punished; if untrue, 
that the responsibility of making the charge might 
rest upon the individual making it. This he: 
thought a safe rule of action; it certainly would 
be, if, upon the coming in of the report, the sub- 
ject could be so viewed and treated by this House. 
This, however, was not generally the case; and 
certainly it was not in regard to the committees of 
1836-37, of which the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wise] had spoken some days ago. The 
result, in each of those instances, had been that 
the Fouse had lost sight of the report of the com- 
mittee in the trial of the members of it, and upon | 
charges preferred by those who had been disap- 
pointed in their expectations in the investigation; | 
and, too, at whose instance the inquiry had been | 
set on foot by the appointment of the committee; i 
and in that way they had succeeded in warding | 


| off the weight of responsibility which should have |! 


been placed upon them by the House and the | 
country. He said he went for inquiry, and also | 
for a strict responsibility from every quarter upon 
which. responsibility should properly rest; and he 
said it was with a view as well to. strict investi- 
gation and satisfaction to this House and the coun- 


pointment by the House of this committee. 

Mr. M. said he knew nothing, personally, of 
the course of the committee of which the gentle- | 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] was chairman. 
He had nothing to say for or against that com- 
Of the other committee, of which his 
friend, also from Virginia, [Mr. GARLAND,] was 
chairman, he had the misfortune to be a member. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] was 
alsoa member of the same committee,and of course | 


this committee, and the one of which he [Mr. 
Wise} was chairman, and to their proceedings, as 
he has upon many occasions heretofore, in terms | 
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certainly: not very respectful: to the committees, 
and:still-less ‘to: the Speaker-who appointed them. 
In this instance, doubtless, he intended’a rap. upon 
the knuckles..of the Speaker; but-it:is done 
much. over those of: the committee. ~ He charges 
them to have been a ‘stocked pack,” ‘ sex-tres 
committees.”” In these-remarks, (Mr. M. said,) 
he knew the gentleman alluded to the political. di- 
visions of the members. upon those committees, 
and with no intention of personal disrespect; and 
in the same sense the remarks heretofore were 
made:by that gentleman, as he had no doubt, and 
certainly: they’ were, so. far as.he (Mr. M.) was 
individually: concerned, for that. gentleman had 
so stated upon the floor, with regard to himself, 
In referring to. the proceedings had: by those com- 
mittees, the gentleman remarks: “ Every throw of 
the dice was:still sex-tres,’’ &e. : 

Mr. M. said he was- sorry the gentleman. had: 
not made the distinction between: the committees, 
which he must have known existed:in their course 
of action, if he has properly characterized:those of 
the:committee of which the gentleman himself was 
chairman; for he cannot but know. thatthe journal 
of the committee of which the gentleman from Vire 
ginia [Mr. GarLanp] was chairman, will net bear 
him out inthe charge that ** every throw of the dice 
was sex-tres.”? That gentleman well knows that 
every question proposed to be put by himself, ora 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Peyron,] (who, 
with himself, managed the whole examination,) to 


| any of the witnesses called before us, if within 


the reasonable construction of the resolution under 
which we acted, not to say a strained construc- 
tion of it, was voted for by the chairman of that 
committee and himself, (Mr. M.,) which of 
course gave the majority in its favor. Andhe 
defied a solitary instance to the contrary to be pro- 
duced from'that journal. He said the rule which 
he adopted for his own government, when he went 
upon that committee, was, to err on the side of 
inquiry, if he erred at all; and that, in looking 
over the journal of that committee, as he had done 
recently, if he found anything to regret in the part 
which he bore upon that committee, it was found 
in permitting improper questions to be put to wit- 
nesses, by the aid of his vote; none, certainly, on 
the other side. He said, under this statement of 
facts, which the journal of the committee would 
show, he would appeal to any gentleman to say if 
that committee was obnoxious to the charges made 
by that gentleman. ; 

Mr. M. said, if further proof could be neces- 
sary or desired by any gentleman, he knew he 
could safely refer to his friend from Virginia, 
(Mr. Gartanp,] who was then present, to sustain 
him in everything he had said upon this subject; 
that that gentleman and himself generally voted 
together upon the various questions submitted for 
the decision of that committee; and in many of 
the instances in which he and. his friend. [Mr. 
Garuanp] felt it their duty to oppose the proposi- 
tions of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,] 
and those submitted by Mr. Pryron, they were 
accompanied in their votes by the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Jounson,} who was, according 
to. the gentleman’s own showing, one of the 
tres.” He submitted. it tothat gentleman. to say 


| whether he was acting fairly in his remarks, by 
| thus including in his denunciations this committee. 


Was it fair to do such gross:injustice, even for the 
purpose of effecting other objects? If:he wished 
to rap the Speaker over the knuckles, was it fair 
to do soat the expense of those against whom 
he had no ground of charge? He said he asked 
nothing of that gentleman by way of favor; he de- 
manded justice only, and that he expected to have. 
accorded tohim. . Hesaid he trusted he had heard 
for the last time those sweeping denunciations of 
that gentleman against all investigating committees 
appointed by the Speaker; and that, if any de- 
served such denunciations, the gentleman would 
hereafter make the proper distinction. He said 
he was desirous not to be misunderstood in the 
remarks which he had made; that as he had not 
spoken of the course of the other four members 
upon the committee whose conduct he had justi- 
fied, it might be supposed that he thought their 
conduct reprehensible. He did not so intend to 
be understood, for he held no sach opinion. In 
the review of the journal which he had taken, he 
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him generally in. most of the votes which he had | 
no ground to distrust the correctness of; and he | 
doubted much whether the impartial judgment of | 
the country, if ever brought to bear upon the pro- f 
ceedings of that committee, would not find more a 
to blame in his votes than those of some of the |; 
other four members. He said he had failed to | 
take that ground in the argument, because it was | 
unnecessary to do so; that without it he had | 
shown a most triumphant justification, ii 
He said he had heard a remark made by the: 
gentleman from Kentucky,[Mr. Usperwoop,] that p 
not only surprised, but mortified him. Thatgen- | 
tleman had said that he now looked for better times į 
than heretofore under the administration cf Gen 
eral Jackson; that this expectation was justifie 
in the fact that the people had ceased to fire guns | 
on the 8th of January. Great God! (said Mr. | 
M.) has it come to this, that honorable gentlemen _ 
upon this floor can consider it an evidence of the | 
approach of better times, that the people cease to 
celebrate the victories of the nation’s armies! He |; 
considered it the most conclusive evidence that the ‘| 
spirit of patriotism was departing from the region || 
in which the feelings which induced such rejoic- it 
ings are.not felt upon the arrival of that glorious 


| 
day. z f 

Nir. UNDERWOOD ‘here asked leave to ex- 

plain, which.was accorded. Mr. U. said the gen- 

‘tleman. from Alabama had misunderstood his re- | 
marks;.that he meant. only to say that, since 
“General Jackson had gone out of power, those | 
who rejoiced at his achievements heretofore, had | 
ceased to rejoice, he having no office to bestow | 
upon them. ` That he (Mr. U.) rejoiced as much | 
at the victories of our country as any gentleman ii 
upon this floor. i 

M-. MARTIN resumed. He said he was glad 

that he had misunderstood the gentleman; for he | 
could: not suppose that one who had borne so | 
‘honorable a part in the defense of the country, 
during the last war, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, could ever meet the dawn of that glorious 
day, the 8th of January, without the warmest 
glow of exultation and patriotic pride; and that, 
‘when this feeling shall cease in our land, for one, ; 
he should: despair. of the Republic. 

“Mr. M. said he deprecated the range which this 
debate had taken. Gentlemen had discussed this 
question, involving simply the mode by which the | 
committee should be appointed, as if the report of | 
a committee presenting all of the facts of the trans- | 
action were before the House for consideration, | 
and they were making efforts to convict some | 
officer of high crimes and misdemeanors. This, | 
he said, he considered highly improper. How 
could gentlemen know who would be placed upon || 
thatcommittee? And wasany gentleman willing to | 
be placed in the situation of a judge, after having | 
prejudged the. case? Although he was exceed- 
ingly desirous to have the case investigated fully 
and strictly, yet he desired that it should be fairly 
and impartially done, and in a manner, too, to in- 
spire this House and the country with confidence | 
in the result. The debate (said Mr. M.) was 
improper in another point of view; the time in | 
which the investigation must be made is short, 
and this length of discussion is wasting it most | 

‘unnecessarily. Ifgentlemen feel what they profess, 

‘they must see that their end will be best attained 
by taking the vote without further delay. He said 
he trusted that that course would be taken by the 
House; and thatthe committee will, withoutdelay, 
enter upon their labors. 


i 
| 
j 
| 
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OF CONNECTICUT, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 16, 1839, 
On the’ Resolution providing for the appointment 


SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC TOUCEY, | 


of a Committee to investigate the Defalcations |, 


of Samuel Swartwout. 


Mr, TOUCEY said: 
Mr. Speaker: I congratulate the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who has just resumed his seat | 


nad ie Re : 
found that two of them, at least, had gone with | on the distinguished success with which he has 


i many years, to take the investigation of the mis- | 


| have the boon of such a scrutiny? 


' himself with distinguished ability and impartiality, | 


‘to the secret ballot. 


redeemed his promise to introduce refreshing nov- | 
elty into this debate by sticking to the question; | 
especially in that part of his speech which related 
to the practice of purchasing books for the use of 
members. 

The subject principaily involved in the resolu- 
tion now before the House is the defatcation of the 
It has | 


1 


vindicate him. Sir, the argument of the gentle- | 
man from Mississippi, {[Mr. Prentiss,] urged |i 
also by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. ; 
Brppxe,] on the other side of the question, applies | 
with very great force—thatan offender should not | 
be put into the hands of his friends if the object be || 
to bring the truth to light, or the offender to jus- || 
tice. ‘ Shall the culprit arraigned at the bar have | 
the privilege of putting his own friends upon the ; 
bench, orin the jury-box?”? Shall the Opposition | 
here reverse the long practice of this House, 
which has been sanctioned by all parties for so 


deeds of one of their own friends into their own | 
hands? Shall this plunderer of the public money 
This is the 
question; this is the contest; this is the struggle 
which we have witnessed for so many days. 

Sir, I do not discover, in this state of things, a 
sufficient reason for departing from the usual 
course. We have organized the [louse by the 
choice of our own Speaker, and by the appoint- 
ment through him of the usual committees; we 
have confided to thera the most important affuirs 
of this nation—subjects of transcendent interest— i 
the great questions and measures which agitate th 
country; and in doing so, we have only conformed | 
to the established usage of this House, and of |; 
similar legislative bodies. Shall we now, in a: 
matter which, though important, is much less im- | 
portant, disrobe the Speaker of the proper powers ;; 
of his official station, in which he has acquitted 


to put the investigation of the frauds and embez- 
zlements of a great pecuiator into the hands of | 
his political friends? Sir, 1 see no sufficient rea- | 
son for this most extraordinary course. Theargu- | 
ments of the gentlemen from Mississippi and | 
Pennsylvania are, to my mind, conclusive against | 
it. | 


of. the viva voce vote. 


he delegated authority; and, therefore, ouraction 
hould be open, public, known without being 
sought after. Allthe arguments which have been, 
or can be, urged against it, would, if followed 


| out in their legitimate consequences, require us fo 
: seal up our Journal, abolish the right to demand 


the yeas and nays, close our doors against re- 


| porters and against the public, and sit perpetually 
| In secret conclave. ; 
|i sponsibility; not to the members of this body, but 
I| to the country—to the people who ‘sent us here. 


Publicity is the basis of re- 


There is no argument against the one, which does 
not go equally to the destruction of the other. 
Our action should be open, known to our constit- 
vents, known to the whole country, not for the 
purpose of creating any undue dependence any- 
where, but to secureand enforce the just responsi- 


i| bility of the public servant, the just right of the 


constituent body, and the just power of public 
sentiment, 
Fhe gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. Unvrr- 


/ woop} has inquired why such defaults’ have not 
|! occurred under former Administrations? 


Sir, I 
have listened to this debate; I have observed the 
tone of defiance and the extravagance of declama- 
tion which gentlemen have indulged in. If any 
one, casually present here, were to judge from the 
speeches on that side of the House, he would sup- 
pose that such a thing as a defaleation of a public 
officer was unknown in this Government until 
President Jackson came into power. What would 
be his surprise, his astonishment, to be informed, 
afier such reckless boldness of accusation, that 
the Government had never been more fortunate, 
or more free from these losses, than since the 


‘accession of that honest and heroic man to the 


Presidency; and that the late and present Admin- 


i istrations, for the prudence, the skill, the energy 
! and success, with which they have conducted the 


finances, might justly challenge a comparison with 
all former times ? 

Sir, I call the attention of the House and of the 
country tothe fact that, when the late President 
came into office, in 1829, the past losses of the 
‘Treasury exceeded seventeen millions of dollars, 
while the actual loss during the eight years of his 
Administration was less than a million; not one 
fourth part of the average of all former Adminis- 
trations. The whole amount ofthe losses of the 
Treasury, from the year 1789, when the Consti- 
tution was adopted and the Government estab- 
lished, to the 4th of March, 1837, when General 
Jackson retired from office, exceeded eighteen 
millions of dollars. During the same time, the 
aggregate of revenue collected was a thousand 
millions. Of that sum, more than one fourth part, 
more than two hundred and fifty millions of dol- 
lars was collected during the Administration of 
General Jackson. If his Administration had been 
no more successful than those which preceded it, 
if the losses of the Treasury had been as great 
under bim as they were under his predecessors, 
they would have amounted to FOUR MILLIONS AND 
A HALF. But, sir, they were Less THAN A MIL- 
Lox; and if you add all the losses which have ` 
since occurred under the Administration of Mr. 
Van Buren, THEY WILL STILL NOT EQUAL THE 
AVERAGE, NOR HALF THAT SUM. 

On the 4thof March, 1837, the Government had 


ne 


a 
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which went before it; but its actual losses were less 
than a million! And yet, sir, the cry of corrup- 
tion has been perpetually rung. in our ears, from 
the beginning to the end of session after session, 
until the gentlemen themselves, who have rung the 
changes, seem to think that the country have no 
faith in it, and regard it as senseless clamor. Sir, 
{ ask for the light of truth upon this subject. Let 
the truth be spread before the country, and the 
public mind will judge justly. I go for investiga- 
tion now, and at all times. I undertake to say, 
that the present Secretary of the Treasury, so far 
ag this subject is concerned, has administered the 
financés.with as great success as any of his prede- 
cessors.. L will not now go more into detail. It 
would be.out of place. The general results are 
suficient for my purpose, and they are conclusive 
in the, view which is now taken. If, sir, in the 
administration of this Department, under all the 
difficulties and embarrassments with which it has 
recently been surrounded, the public money has 
been. not only.as safe, but safer, if the losses have 
been Jess, if the public interests have been better 
secured, if the general results have been altogether 
morë favorable, as I have already shown, the 
vague charge of inefficiency, inattention, incapaci- 
ty, or corruption, will avail nothing; the weapons 
of the assailant, however thickly showered, or 
however well directed, must fall harmless. ‘The 
justice of the American people will sustain the 
faithful public gervant. When, not long ago, a 
gentleman from. Virginia was challenged by my 
friend from Maryland [Mr. Tuomas] to show 
wherein the Secretary of the Treasury had been 
guilty of gross violation of official duty, what did 
he do? After he had proclaimed before the House, 
publicly, repeatedly, in the most triumphant man- 
ner, that the Secretary had been guilty of gross 
violation of official duty, and that hecould convict 
him before any jury of twelve men by the docu- 
ments sent here by the Department under the Sec- 
retary’s,own hand, when challenged to show when 
and wherein, and to make it the basis of action in 
this body in the accustomed form, the gentleman 
at once retreated from his position, and proposed 
a resolution for a committee, with power to send 
for persons and papers, to go upon an exploring 


expedition, a voyage of discovery, in a wild search | 


for causes of accusation ! 

Mr. WISE rose to explain. Most assuredly 
the gentleman from Connecticut does. me great 
injustice, if he says I retracted any challenge. I 
did say, give me a jury of twelve men and I will 
convict the Secretary of the Treasury of gross 
violation of his official duty by the documents 
under his own hand, and I now repeat it. But I 
went on and specified when and wherein, and am 
now publishing the documents in my speech in 
the National Intelligencer. And, further, I intro- 
duced my resolution for a committee of investiga- 
tion, and the friends of Mr. Woodbury skulked 
from it. 

Mr. TOUCEY. The gentleman does not cor- 
rect my statement. He affirms it in every partic- 
ular. He said that upon the documents under 
the hand of the Secretary, he could convict him 
of. gross dereliction of official duty. He was 
challenged to specify the act done, or left undone, 
which he charged as a gross violation of duty, 
and which he.could prove under the hand of the 
Secretary, and to make it the basis of a resolution 
for the action of this House; and, instead of this, 
heretreats from his position, faces about, marches 
off, and proposes a resolution for a committee to 
go in search of grounds of accusation! The gen- 
tleman had boldly assumed the position that he 
KNEW Of gross violation of official duty by the 


Secretary; that he could point to the accusatory |; 


matter; that he could prove it, and convict the 


Secretary by official documents in the possession | 


of the House under the signature of the Secretary 
himself; and, when pressed, sir, he retreats from 
his position, calls for a committee, and proposes 
to clothe them with the utmost powers of the 
House, to send for persons and papers to hunt 
up grounds of accusation entirely uNKNowN to 


him! I say, sir, the gentleman has retreated. He |! 


is admirable at the onset; he is equally so at a re- 
treat! One specific charge, however, was made, 
that a certain individual had been renominated 


and reappointed to office while a known defaulter. 
‘The document, in my judgment, shows no such 
thing. He was not a defaulter at the time of his 
reappointment. He became so afterward. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Unper- 
woop] imputes all these defaults to defects in our 
system. He has on a former occasion proposed 
an Independent Treasury according to certain 
peculiar opinions of hisown. I believe his prop- 
osition is still pending, unless it was rejected by 
|| the committee. He would make the Constitution 
better than it now is, and transfer the appointing 
power to the Halls of Congress. I venture to 
affirm that his proposition would hardly obtain the 
sanction of any other member than himself, cer- 
tainly not of one of his colleagues, [Mr. Wix- 
u1aMs,} who presented to the House a very extraor- 
dinary resolution the other day. If, sir, in the 
exercise of our rightful legislative powers we are 
involved in so many difficulties, and encounter so 
many impediments, what would be our condition 
if, by a change in the Constitution, a large mass 
of executive patronage were thrown into this 
body. i 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] 
thinks his ‘* bill to secure the freedom of elections” 
the grand panacea forall the evils that exist in this 
Government. Iwill say nothingof that bill now, 
nor stop to inquire whether the want of freedom 
in the people, in the exercise of their highest rights, 
| has occasioned these defalcations. There isa cause 
for them; one, most powerful; one, which has 
crept into the Government in direct violation of 
the true spirit of the Constitution; one which has 
been advocated by the Opposition; which the 
Administration has labored to exterminate; one, 
more powerful than any and all others combined— 
the use of the public money for private purposes. This 
is the root of the evil. This is the chief source 
of most of the losses of the Treasury, and of a 
thousand other evils which flow directly from it. 
It is a fountain of ‘perpetual mischief. 

The Constitution has guarded against this abuse 
in the most decisivemanner. It makes the public 
money a sacred deposit, consecrated exclusively 


was raised. For this reason the Constitution re- 
quires that there shall be a PUBLIC Treasury; 
the pusyic money shall be Kerr there; that an 
account shall be taken and published from time 
to time; that no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury without an APPROPRIATION BY Law. It 
is in violation of every one of these wise and 
salutary provisions, that the public money, or any 
portion of it, should ever, for a single moment, 
be converted to private use, though the person 
intrusted with it might be able, from his own 
private means, to refund the very last farthing. 
And yet, sir, what has been the legislation of 
Congress and the want of legislation upon this 
subject? You have sanctioned, you have legal- 
ized, the pernicious and dangerous practice to an 
| unlimited extent. You have thrown open the 
doors of the Treasury, you have thrown down 
| the barriers of the Constitution, you have dissi- 
pated the public money through all the channels 
of trade and business and every species of specu- 
lation, and when the Treasury is annihilated by 
law, and the public treasure does not exist, by 
your own enactment, except on paper as a mere 
matter of account, you ask, amazed and aston- 
ished at what you have done, where is the people’s 
money? Where is the public treasure wrung 
from the hand of labor for the great purposes of 
| this Government? In the first place, sir, you put 
the whole public money into the hands of the 
stockholders of a bank, upon the distinct, well- 
understood arrangement, that they were to use 
| it, at their own mere will and pleasure, for their 
own mere private profit. 


have put large sums of money into the hands of 
il individual agents, and required of them the per- 


to the great constitutional purposes for which It | 


In the next place, when | 


teristic they are one and the same. 


formance of responsible duties, without compen- 
sation, except what they might-derive from its 
profitable use. You have thus again and again, 
by a long course of legislation, persevered in 
against all opposition, sanctioned the pernicious 
and dangerous principle, or rather violation of all 
principle, that the contents of the Treasury might 
be used, dissipated, for mere private purposes, 
and that you would look only to the responsi- 
bility of those intrusted. with it, for its ultimate 
restoration, : 

The use of the public money for private purposes; 
this is the distinguishing characteristic of the old 
system; of the national-bank system, and of the 
State bank deposit system; for though different 
in some respects, in this grand and fatal charac- 
This abuse, 
this use of the public money for private purposés, 
thus. encouraged and sanctioned, involves the 
public treasure at all-times in the most imminent 
danger, giving rise to nearly all the losses: that 
occur. In the great majority of cases, it’ is ‘the 
direct and immediate cause'of the loss. It is 
corrupt and corrupting, unconstitutional, and 
demoralizing: we have endéavored to eradicate it. 

There are other defects in our legislation, all 
growing out of this one evil principle, which has 
crept in, and all clustering about it as its direct 
and obvious consequences. In all our laws upon 
this subject, we are struck with the total absence 
of any provision for inspection or ‘examination, 
with a view to see that the public money is kept 
on hand by the officers of the Government in- 
trusted with its keeping. We are equally struck 
with the total practical exemption of all officers 
from all blame, or'even inquiry, who promptly 
settle their accounts. There is still another defect 
equally striking, and still more extraordinary and 
alarming. While the private property of every 
individual in the land is protected against invasion 
by the severest retributions of the criminal codé, 
and the consequent infamy of deliberate and felo- 
nious violation, the great mass of the public money 
is left open to the frauds, the larcenies, and em- 
bezzlement of every hand through which it must 
pass, without a scrap of penal or even prohibitory 
law upon the subject! > 

Mr. BOND asked if there was no law for ex- 
amining the books of public officers. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I say there is no law requiring 
examinations, with a view to see that the public 
money is kept on hand by the officers intrusted 
with it. : B: 

Mr. BOND interposed again, and said that the 
act of 1789 expressly provided for an examination 
of the books of collectors, and that it was the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to have it 
done; and if done, these defalcations would never 
take place. ae : 

Mr. TOUCEY. That does not contravene my 
position. Ido not deny, I have not denied that 
there is authority to examine books. You may 
examine till doomsday; it will do little good with- 
out the other provision. What I say is, there is 
no prevision made requiring inspections or exam- 
inations, with a view to see that the money is kept 
on hand. That isthe defect. It countenances the 
inference that the money need not be kept on 
hand, provided’ the officer, when called upon, 
promptly settles his account. This is the defect, 
a negative characteristic of your seductive system, 


‘growing out of the leading and controlling prin- 
| ciple which I have denounced. But, worse than 


that, there is no law whatever prohibiting the use 
of the public money for private purposes; none 
against frauds; none against embezzlements; none 
inflicting penalties; none threatening the peniten- 
tiary for these robberies of the public Treasury ! 

Sir, I will go further. It is the doctrine of the 
Opposition; it is their favorite policy that the public 
money should be used for private purposes. They 
say it ought to be used; that the public good re- 
quires it; that it ought not to be locked up from 
use, even while in the Treasury. This is the 
strong argument for a national bank, and for 
giving the State banks the custody of the public 
money. They say that the public money, after 
it has been collected and paid into the Treasury, 
and before it is disbursed, in pursuance of appro- 
priations made by law, ought not to be hoarded 
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rapt. 
TRATED BY THE CONSTITUTION; and by every 
sound principle of public policy to PUBLIC, CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL USES ONLY. The reverse is maintained 
by the Opposition. The contrary practice and 
policy which we condemn, are advocated and vin- | 
dicated by them; and because we differ with them, | 
they denounce us as the enemies of commerce and 
trade, and the subverters of the credit system. 
Now, sir, I ask, is it not an obvious and neces- 
sary consequence, of this principle which has been 
sanctioned of using the public money for private 
purposes, of these defects in cur legislation which 
{ have pointed out as having their source in this 
principle, and of this favorite policy of the Op- 
position so strongly advocated and so zealously | 
maintained, that the public officer should persuade 
himself, deceive himself, if you please, into the 
belief, that this use of the public money for private 
purposes, upon the whole, is a very good thing? | 
that, after all, it is right enough, at least, if he 
only promptly settle his account when called upon 
to do so? and that the same thing cannot very well 
be commendable in one set of public agents, and 
deserve the penitentiary in another? It is not in 
the nature of man to make fine-spun distinctions 
against himself, against his own interests—to con- 
demn and disgrace himself in his own judgment | 
for what others are deemed benefactors. [appeal i 
to the experience, the observation, of all who 
hear me, whether men who would shudder at 
crime and dishonor do not persuade themselves 
that they may use the public money; and when 
they have done so, and some unexpected reverse, 
the unfortunate issue of some flattering specula- i 
tion, involves them in difficulty and in ruin, and | 
forces them into the attitude of defaulters towards 
this Government, are they not ready for any sac- 
rifice to redeem themselves and maintain a charac- 
tér for integrity in the community where they 
live? Sir, itis the vice of your system; they are 
the victims of your legislation. In almost all 
cases they owe their fall to the false principle 
which you have introduced and sanctioned. We 
have endeavored to cut it up by the roots—to ex- 
el it altogether. We have waged waragainst it. 
e will never make an end of the war till there 
is an end of the principle. We would interdict 
the application of the public money to private 
uses. We would bring the oath of the public 
officer to the aid of law. We would denounce it | 
as an infamous offense, and bring the terrors of 
the penitentiary to bear upon it. We would bring | 
the honesty and the honor of every public officer, 
at the very outset, in the most unequivocal man- 
ner, to confront and arrest him before the first false 
‘step. We would institute the most rigorous and 
frequent examinations, that there may be no hope 
to escape detection, no false, flattering anticipa- 
tion of impunity. We would superadd all the se- 
curity to be derived from the most ample official 
bonds. Thisis what we would do. Thisis what 
we have attempted to do. But what has been the 
course of the Opposition? They have resisted us | 
every step, hereand elsewhere. They have metus | 


at every point. They have struggled to maintain | 


and perpetuate the old, corrupt, defective, broken || the Constitution, and limit my remarks to those | 


| which are the causes of almost all the defalcations 


that have occurred, are still permitted to exist, 
and to swallow up yearly thousands and tens of 
thousands of the public money. 

I hope, sir, the House will come to the vote. I 
Í am anxious, whatever the result may be, that the 
vote be taken. | wish to probe these defaults to 
the bottom. I know of no one who opposes in- 
vestigation. But I am not willing that, contrary 


bodies organized as this is, the power of appoint- 
ment should be taken from the proper organ o 
the House, and committed to the friends of the 


‘| individual whose misconduct is to be examined. 


| If it be done, let it be done openly, not by secret 
ballot. I wish to know, and the country will 
wish to know, who is responsible for what is 
: done. But whatever course shall be taken, our 
| purposes will be defeated, unless we take it quick- 
ly. Let the investigation go on; let the facts be 


if for no other purpose, at least to enlighten us in 
the discharge of our legislative duty, and let no 
obstacle be thrown in the way. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. C. CALHOUN, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


In Senate, January 15, 1833, 


On the engrossment of the bill for graduating the 
price of Public Lands. 


Mr. CALHOUN said: Ihave no desire, Mr. 
President, to retard, in the smallest degree, the 
final action of the Senate on this bill; and in order 
to avoid unnecessary consumption of time, I in- 
tend to state, as concisely as possible, my views 
of the proper policy to be pursued in reference to 


States, and my reasons for voting against the en- 
| grossment of this bill. 

I shall begin with premising that I am under 
strong conviction, both from observation and re- 
flection, that we have arrived at the period when 


They have, in fact, outgrown the system, . Since 
its first adoption, they have come into existence, 
have passed through a state of infancy, and have 
now arrivedat manhood. The system which was 
wise and just at first, is neither wise nor just, ap- 
plied to them in their changed condition. 

We have heard much, Mr. President, in the 
present discussion, about the growth of the new 


|: States; but, if | may judge from the various meas- 


| ures proposed on the present occasion, we havé 
i neither realized its rapidity, nor the unavoidable 
| changes in our land system which must follow in 
| its train. Their wonderful growth is, indeed, one 


of those realities almost beyond the grasp of im- 


other House, and compare what the new States 
then were to what they now are, lam lost in won- 
der and amazement. Their growth is without 
example. There is nothing like it in history. At 


| that time there was bùta single new State,(Ohio.) 


| agination. 
| 
| 
i 
1 
| 
i 


| of which have been admitted since the adoption of 


to the usage of this and of all other legislative | 


examined thoroughly; let them be presented fully; | 


the public lands lying within the limits of thenew | 


an entire revolution of our land system, as far as || 
it is applicable to those States, is unavoidable. | 


When I go back twenty-seven years, | 
| to the period when I first became a member of the i| 


|I exclude Kentucky, Tennessee, and Maine, all | 


¢ 


t 

|| generation to pass over the stage of life, how won- 
|| derful the change! Instead of one,as then, there 
; are now nine new States; and in the place of two 
l Senators in thirty-two, we now have eighteen in 
i| fifty-two; making, instead of one sixteenth, more 
|, than a third of the whole; and already three Ter- 
f ritorjes, Florida, Wisconsin, and lowa, are strug- 
|| gling for admission. When admitted, which must 
|i be shortly, there will then. be twelve new States, 
|| with twenty-four Senators in fifty-six, which will 
|, increase their relative weight in this body to three 


f || sevenths of the wh le. 


|| Butas wonderful as has been the increase in 
i| this body, it will be still more so, after the next 
i census, In the other. It will be taken next year, 
|| and a new apportionment of the members will be 
|| made under the Constitution; when, instead of a 
| single member, being less than one in a hundred, 
| as was the case twenty-seven years ago, the repre- 
sentation of the new States wili then stand to the 
old, at least, as forty to sixty, or two fifths of 
i the whole, as calculated by a friend familiar with 
| the subject, and in whose accuracy I have entire 
l| confidence. The new States having, as they will 
then, three sevenths in this, and two fifths in the 
other House, will, of course, havea relative weight 
| in the electoral college, or the same thing in achoice 
i| of-a President, compounded of the two, that is, 

five twelfths of the whole. So much for the past. 
Now, if we turn to the future, weshall find the 
| cause of this amazing growth so far from being 
exhausted or weakened, is acting with inereased 
| force, and urging forward. the growth of those 
|| States with accelerated, instead of a decreasing, 
|| velocity; so much so, that the past changes in the 
|! last twenty-seven. years will appear as: nothing 
|| compared with what will take place in the.next 
|| twenty-seven, unless some unforeseen occurrence 
|| should intervene to retard their progress. If my 
:! memory serves me, our population, twenty-seven 
i| years ago, was about seven millions; and our an- 
nual increase then, that is, the excess of. births 
ii over deaths, including emigration, about two hun- 
| dred thousand, estimating our growth at three per 
| cent. compound. Since then, our population has 
i increased not Jess than nine millions, making the 
i present probably about sixteen; which, on the 
| same data, will make our annual increase at this 
time but little short of half a million; the greater 
part of which will find their homes. in the new 
States. ` : 

T will not. enter into a minute calculation as to 
| the effects of this great. increase on the relative 
weight of the new'and old States at the next suc- 
| ceeding census, in.1850. ft is sufficient: to: say, 
| that it will give a decided majority to the former, 
i both in the House of Representatives and in the 
: electoral college, and of course, in the Government; 
i and thus, in the short space of-oné generation and 
i| a half, the center of political power, as between 
‘| the old and new States, will have passed from the 
former to the latter. 

Now, with these unquestionable results before 
‘us, I ask, not whether it would be wise to continue 
the old system; no, sir! a far bolder question—will 
it be practicable? And if not practicable, would it 
|| be wise to struggle to continue it till overthrown by 
i! the force of unavoidable and irresistible causes? bask, 
' what would be the effects of such a-siruggle? 
i Would it not be to excite, in the first. instance, 
| animosity and discord between the old and new 
j| States, and, in the end, to overthrow the entire 
| land system, with the certain loss, ultimately, of 


i 
| 
i 


down, unconstitutional systems. ‘They have clung || which have since sprung up on the public domain. |i the public domain? I shall not, on this occasion, 


to the bank and State connection. They have 
resisted all reform. They have labored to defeat | 
the new guards and securities, which we attempted 


l Ohio had then but one Representative in the 


| other House, Jeremiah Morrow, an honest and 


i` sensibleman, who wasat that timeat the head of the 


|, attempt a formal discussion of these points. I 
|| propose, in order to illustrate, simply to show 
how vain and dangerous would be the attempt to 
old on to the present system, under these great 


to throw round the public moneys in times of great i Committee on the Public Lands, and had the con- 
‘difficulty and embarrassment, when the wholepub- '! fidence of the House so completely that his voice 


lic treasure, by the operation of laws which they |! 
assisted to enact, was thrown, suddenly, by a con- | 
vulsion, into the hands of public officers. They | 
have refused any law. They haverefused to pro- | 
pose any measure of their own, or to modify any | 
measure proposed by us; and twice, when we have || 
offered them a law, recommended, by the Execu- l 
tive, and passed by the Senate, designed to reform 

existing evils, and to surround the public moneys | 
with new guards and securities, demanded by the | 
exigencies of the times, they have promptly laid it f 
upon the table; and these defeëtsin our legislation, || 


| 


i 
| 
was the law on all subjects connected with them, | 
so little interest did they, at that time, excite. | 
There were then thirty-two Senators in all, of | 
which Ohio had, of course, two; that-is, the one 
sixteenth of the whole. In the electoral college 
she had three-votes, which made her right about 
the one fiftieth in that body—a weight scarcely 
felt or estimated in the political. movements of the 
day. : 

Such, at that time, was the infant and feeble | 
condition of the new States. Since then, in ape- $ 
riod but little exceeding that allotted to a single i 


i 
| 
i 
i 
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| 
i 
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and growing changes, by tracing its operation 
under a single aspect, its bearing on the presiden- 
tial question, 

To have a clear conception of this, we must 
bear in mind that after the next census the new 
States will have five twelfths of the electoral col- 
lege; and, of course, compared to either of the 
other sections, a controlling voice in the election 
ofa President. He who keeps this in mind, and 
understands the workings of the human heartand 
of otir system, must see that in the presidential 
contest, (for such it must ever be,) the great point, 
hereafter, will be to secure their favor; and that 


25rnConc....gD SESS. 


APPENDIX “FO "THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Public Lands—Mr. Calhoun. 


“2  BSENATES 


‘this ean be best done by favoring’ their peculiar: 
views and policy in reference to'the public lands. 
‘Now, one of-two things-must follow: either all ‘the 
‘candidates will enter into this competition in which 
case the.struggle will be who shallgo farthest and 
-Hts consequence to give the-vote tohim who may 
“pid highest: Itis easy'to see how this would end. 
“Phe public. domain; the noble inheritance -of the 
<pedple of this-Union, would be squandered, or 
‘rather: garabled:away, in the contest; and would 
“thus. be made, -at:-the same time, the ‘means of 
plunder and corruption, and of elevating to power 
‘thé most ‘profligate and audacious. 

“<But‘if, instead of -all the candidates seeking the 
favor of the’ new States,-a part should court their 
sinterests, awd the others that of the old States, the 
strain’ of events would, indeed, be varied, but the 
uttimate result would be the same. On this sup- 
“position each ‘of. the candidates would resort to 
‘maeang ‘best ‘calculated to secure the. section on 
«whose support he might rely. Those looking to 
‘the new: States: would push to the extreme the 
‘favorite policy of those States in reference to the 
«public lands; while the others would take the op- 
-posite-extreme'in: favor of the old States. Now, 

when we reflect that the new andthe old States 
«must necessarily, from their different position and 
«elation.to: the public lands, entertain very differ- 
.ent views of the. policy that: ought to be pursued 
‘in velation ‘to‘them,; in almost every point—so 
“much “so, :that the one shall consider that but as | 
ithe demands.of justice which the other shall regard 
aa nothing short of open plunder, as we have wit- 
cnessed ‘in: this discussion~-we may form some 
conception of the violence of the conflict which 
“must ensue inthe case supposed. We have had, 
¿even in this:early stage, and on this very ques- 
-tion,. some indications of what we may expect. 
“The most‘violent animosity and hatred would fol- 
dow, and everyman, be his motives ever so pure 
‘and patriotic, would. be regarded the friend or the 
renem y: ofthe new:or the old ‘States, as his opin- 
tons favored’ the policy of the one or the other. 
-.Thefinal termination of the conflict would not be 
: doubtful.: Whatever turns of fortune might oceur 
-in ite progress, the new States must, in the end, 

prevail ‘Their relative increase is far more rapid 
than the old; so much so, that after 1850—that is, 
after the third: presidential election from the next 

«they would be left, as | have shown, the undis- 

puted possession of the field. In the mean time, | 

while the struggleis going on, the animosity would 

daily. increase on both sides. The longer it con- 

tinued the more bitter it would become, and the 

more certainly and completely would the present 
.system be overthrown, if, indeed, the Union itself 

should be strong enough to withstand the shock. 
:Such must inevitably be the fate of the present 
‘system, should we have the folly, | might say the 
“madness, to-attempt to continue it as it is, so far 
„as the new States are concerned, regardless of the 

great changes which have already taken place, 
and the still more mighty in progress. 

. Having now pointed out the danger, [ turn next 
to.the deeply important question of remedy, which 
demands the most prompt and solemn considera- 
tion, béth of the Government and the community. 
The. question is, what means shall we adopt to 
-avert the mischief which I bave shown to be so! 
rapidly approaching, and which must inevitably | 
-goon arrive, if not prevented by some speedy and | 
efficient measure? Already one hasbeen proposed, | 

l 
| 
| 


“originally brought forward to relieve a distended 
‘Treasury: ofits burden, but which its author (the 
‘Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Cuay) has renewed 
on: the present occasion, doubtless with the view, 
in -part, at least, to meet the growing disorders of | 
the system. His proposition is to divide the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands among the States, with 
the double view, E suppose, toa more equal parti- | 
cipation in the advantages of the public domain by 
the members of the Union, and to preserve the 
present system by a more vigilant guardianship of 
the States. I do not now intend to discuss the 
merits of this measure. My object is-simply to 
state, in general terms, my opinion in relation to 
it, without entering into-the reasons on which itis 
grounded. 

There appears, then, to me, to be great and de- 
cisive objections to the measure. ‘The right to 


adopt it may, in the first place, be fairly ques- 


property or fund,:belonging to. the States of the 
“Union in. their.confederated; and not-in-their in- 
dividual character. -They wêre acquired either by 
jpurchase:out:of common funds-belonging to the 
‘Union, or by cession from. the: States to the Union, 
to be held as a fand in common; and Iam ata-loss 
to conceive whatright we have to make that-which 
belongs-to. the whole Union as a.common fund, 
the separate fund of each State. It seems to me 
that it cannot be done without a manifest breach 
of trust-and a violation of the Constitution. ‘This 
is no new opinion, formed for the occasion. It 
was, on the contrary, formed when its.author first 
introduced the measure, and when he.and.myself 
thought.alike as to the necessity of relieving the 
‘Treasury of its surplus; in order to avoid the dif- 
ficulties and the dangers which have since followed. 
Believing, then, that it would be effectual for that 
porose; and more easily adopted than-any other, 

-examined it with an inclination to embrace it. as 
a temporary measure of relief against a pressing 
evil; but it was impossible for me to bring my 
mind to assent to theright of adopting it. 

But suppose this difficulty surmounted, there are 
others which I regard as insurmountable. Among 
them the fiscal objection is very formidable. The 
revenue from the lands cannot be spared at pres- 
ent, and if distributed, as proposed by.the meas- 
ure, would necessarily throw the whole expenses 
of the Government on a single source—the duties 
on imports—and which must be followed by their 
increase. This would neither be fair, nor equal; 
and to which I, representing in part a portion of 
the Union on which the increased burden would 
mainly fall, cannot assent. i 

But as formidable as is this, there are others 
far.more.so. It would: not-meet, or-avert the ap- 

roaching danger. It would still leave the public 
Jands in the new States under the operation of the 
present system, and the subject of violeat conflict 
between them- and the old States, with all the ca- 
lamitous consequences.to which I have adverted. 
Instead of preventing the danger, it would, in fact, 
hasten and aggravate it. It may be laid down as 
a maxim, that no measure can avert it which is 
not adopted with the approbation and consent of 
the new States; for the simple reason that they 
must soon become the predominant power; when 
that which was established against their consent 
would be certainly overthrown. Such would be 
the case with the measure under consideration. If 
adopted, it must net only be without the consent 
of those States, but with their strenuous opposi- 
tion, of which we have had the most conclusive 
evidence on the present occasion. When moved 
by its author, as an amendment to this bill, it was 
violently opposed at the threshold from that quar- 
ter, and received buta single yote from the new 
States. It is not necessary to inquire whether this 
opposition on. their part is reasonable, or not; 
whether it is the result of mere prejudice, or of 
deliberate conviction that it is hostile to their in- 
terests. The fact itself, that: there is an. almost 
universal and determined resistance to the measure 
on their part, right or wrong; is, of itself, suf- 
ficient proof that it cannot be:relied on to avert the 
threatening danger. On the contrary, its necessary 
effect must be to accelerate and aggravate it. Its 
adoption would, at once, bring the old and new 
States into violent conflict, in-which the former 
would be arrayed, almost to a man,in determined 
effort to overthrow the arrangement, or some more 
hostile measure. Add to this that the presidential 
contest would not fail to run into the controversy, 
and thus redouble the excitement and animosity, 
with all the fatal consequences which I have 
shown must follow from blending the two. 

Assuming, then, that the scheme is both objec- 
tionable and inefficient, the question again occurs, 
what ought to be done? My mind is made up, 
after the most serious and deliberate reflection, that 
there is, and can be, but one remedy; to cede—no, 
that is not the proper, the constitutional word—to 
dispose of the public lands to the States within the 
limits of which they respectively lie, on such terms 


| and under such conditions as shall, at the same 


time, be just and liberal to the new States and safe 
to the old. We must, ina word, part with. the 
ownership and administration of the lands lying within 
‘the States, leaving those in the - Territories, and 


tianed. «We hold the public domain.as a common ° 


beyond, under the operatiqn-of the present system. 
The-evil lies in ownership and administration, and 
without parting with them no permanent or efectuat 
remedy can be applied. À ; : 

But what shall be the terms—what portion of 
the proceeds.of the sales of those lands shall be 
left to. the States, to remunerate them for the ex- 

ense, trouble, and. responsibility of their admin- 
istration, and what portion shall be paid over to the 
Government annually as a compensation. for the 
land? Lam not prepared to answer the question. Its 
decision must depend on a careful-and minute ex- 
amination. of all the facts.and circumstances of the 
case. :ButI.am decidedly -of the opinion that the 
portion-to be left to:the new States ought-not only 
to be ample to cover the trouble, expense, and re- 
sponsibility of management, but very:considerably 
beyond, soas to unite their interests with ours, in 
order to give, stability to the arrangement.and. in- 
sure ¢are and fidelity in.the management. -Resting 
amy estimate of the-compensation on these- princi- 
ples, I have supposed that the.new States might 
pay over annually one-half of.the gross..proceeda 
of sales to the Government, and -have.ian ample 
sum left for their compensation.: But this. isa 
mere estimate, without sufficient data, and is, of 
course, liable to be increased or diminished after 
a careful calculation founded on facts. s 

With these suggestions as to the terms, I next 
proceed to the conditions on which the lands ought 
to be disposed of. I propose to suggest.only the 
most prominent, without pretending’to a full enu- 

| meration. i ‘ F f 

In order to give stability to the. arrangement, it 
will be indispensable that the whole transaction 

should assume the form of a compact;.and for this 
purpose, that Congress should pass. an.act contain- 
ing the terms-and conditions of the transfer; and 
that each of the new ‘States ‘should pass. one, on 
their part, to be irrevocable, assenting to the same, 
before it is made. The act of Congress should, of 
course, determine what part of the proceeds is to 
be paid annually to the Government, and the time 
and manner of payment; and also to provide for 
keeping regular books of accounts, to be open: to 
the inspection of the Government, so that the 
exact state of the account between it and the 
States, may, at all times, be ascertained by the 
former. : : 

The act of Congress should also contain all the 
prospective provisions which may become neces- 
| sary in the future administration of the lands un- 
der the arrangement; and should then provide that 
the land laws,.as modified by the act, and as far 
as they are applicable to the new state of things, 
shall remain. unchanged, without the consent of 
Congress. A provision of this kind. would benot 
less, essential to. the States, than to the Govern- 
ment. Without it there could be no stability nor 
uniformity. Without it the States would, in a 
short time, enter into a competition to turn the 
current of immigration, each.towards itself, which 
would commence by a-reduction ef price, and end 
by a loss of the lands. But with the provision 
proposed, the system would retain its uniformity, 
.and become more stable than at present. 

To enforce the faithful execution of the compact, 
the act should also contain a provision that, in the 
event of the violation of the conditions of cession, 
all grants thereafter made by the State should be 
null and void. This would place the compact un- 
der the protection of the courts of the Union, and 
make it the interest of the State and its citizens to 
observe it. In this connection, the liberal allow- 
ance proposed to be made to the States, in order 

to unite their interests with ours, would be im- 
portant. The revenue which they would derive 
from the land would be applied to roads, canals, 
or other improvements, that would create.a pow- 
erful interest in favor of the arrangement; which, 
with the conditions proposed, and their sense of 
justice, would insure, Í trust, on their part, a 
faithful execution of the compact. 

Such, as it appears to me, should be the leading 
conditions; but, doubtless, there are many others 
which would be suggested by full and careful ex- 
amination of the subject. 

This, Mr. President, is the general outline of the 
measure which I propose as a remedy; and which 
brings up the important question, would it accom- 
il plish the object intended; that is, would it arrest the 
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growing conflict between the new and the old 
States? Would it prevent the public domain from 
being converted into a fund to make Presidents, 


and to be squandered away in the struggle? And,’ 


finally, wouid it substantially, and more effectually 
than any other measure, secure to the Union the 
benefit of the public lands lying within the new 
States? It is the conviction that it is better calcu- 


lated to secure these important results; than any | 


other measure that can be devised, which has in- 
duced me to present it for consideration; and it is 
on that isste, exclusively, I intend to rest its fate. 
All I ask is a calm and impartial investigation, 
confidently believing it will bear the test, and wili- 
ing to abide the result. Without attempting to 
enter on such an investigation now—for which I 
have not the necessary information, and, if I had, 
it would not sait the occasion—I propose to limit 
myself to a few very brief remarks in support of 
my conviction, : 

That a measure, such as I have suggested, if it 
should be adopted with the hearty consent of the 
new States, would arrest the growing conflict be- 
tween them and the old, and take the public lands 

ut of the vortex of the presidential contest, must 
ve obvious on a little reflection. [It would remove 
the cause of conflict, the only effectual mode of 
preventing the threatened danger. Transfer the 
tands, and. the administration of them, on just and 
liberal ‘terms, to thé States, and close our land 
offices within their limits, and you will, at once, 
place the States beyond the reach of the action of 
the Government, and influence of executive con- 
trol, and would thereby leave both the new and 
old, as far as the land question is concerned, free 
from all improper bias in the election of the Chief 
Magistrate. The only point of conflict that could 
possibly remain between them in reference to the 
lands, would be as to the conditions of the cession; 
bat it may be easily shown, that if the terms 
should be liberal and satisfactory in the first in- 
stance, to the new States, as | have proposed, that 
they would neither have the disposition nor the in- 
terest to disturb the compact; or if they should, 
the hazard of losing the lands in consequence 
would be far less than it would be should the pres- 
ent system be continued. But there may be some 
who may admit this to be true, and yet object that 
the advantages which I anticipate from the meas- 
ure would be purchased, on the part of thé old 
States, at too great a sacrifice. It would be pre~ 
mature to undertake to answer this objection be- 
fore itis ascertained what portion of the proceeds 
should be left to the States, and what paid over to 
the Government; and this cannot be donetill after 
a laborious investigation, as has been stated. All 
J maintain at presentis, that the portion allotted to 
the States should be not only just and liberal, but 
such as would interest them in preserving the ar~ 
rangement. Thus far it would be obviously the 
interest of both parties, as has been shown. In 
the mean time, I have suggested an equal division 
of the proceeds, under the belief that it would be 


satisfactory to the new States, and probably not | 


far from the division which à rigid investigation 
would establish. 

But of one thing I feel assured, that, when the 
subject is fully examined, it will be ascertained 
that an apportionment of the proceeds may be 
fixed on which will give to the Government a sum 


a 
has received for what has been disposed of since 
the present price was fixed; and which would 
leave, at the same time, to the States a liberal and 
satisfactory allowance. 
be the fact, the interest of all parties, even in a 
écuniary point of view, would be reconciled. 

üt that would be taking too narrow a view of 


this important subject.’ To determine correctly | 


the true interests’ of the parties in this arrange- 
menty we must: raise our eyes above pecuniary 
considerations, to the far more interesting view— 
the political bearing of the measure. Thus viewed, 
the gain to both, and to the whole Union, would 
be incalculable. The new States would gain the 
ownership and administration of their whole do- 


main—a gain not more. essential. to their own. 


independence than to.the ‘convenience of their 
citizens, who would thereby have their claims, 
connected with the public lands, adjusted by their 
own Legislature, instead of being dragex toa 


No. 7 


p acre as large, or not much less, on all the | 
inds which might thereafter be disposed of, as it 


If this should prove to | 


i gain would be, that they would be elevated to an | 


| and, with them, the door to the vast patronage 


| Who is there, that has a particle of patriotism or 


| pledge myself, if present at the next session, to 


gréat distance from home to await the tardy and 
uncertain action of Congress. But their greatest 


equality with the other States in all respects, and 
exempted from the controlling influence of the 
Government arising from a widely-expanded sys- 
tem of land offices. 

To the Union the gain would be not less im- 


against it. Passing others by, I shall only notice 
one, De 

This bill is pressed on the Senate, on the 
ground, among other reasons, that it is a financial, 
measure. It ig stated that the Treasury is de- 
ficit, and that one of the effects of the reduction of 
the price of the public lands would be a present 
increase of the revenue from that source. I am 


portant. Congress would be relieved from an || not prepared to say whether such would be the 
immense and increasing mass of business, which || fact, not having examined the point sufficiently to 


now consumes at least one third of its time, and | 
be left free to turn its attention to other subjects 
of deep interest, which it is now compelled to | 
neglect. The sessions would begreatly shortened— 
a matter of importance, not only in a pecuniary, 
but still more in a political point of view. But | 
these, though important, are but minor advant- | 
ages. There are others immeasurably greater. 
It would close our land offices in the new States, 


and influence which they place in the hands of 
the Executive. Whocan estimate this advantage? 


love of republican institutions, who would not 
rejoice at the reduction of such immense patronage, 
made not only without injury, but with advantage, 
to the public? When we add to this that it would 
remove all causes of conflict between the old and 
new States; that it would withdraw from the 
presidential contest the public lands, that prolific 
source of corruption in the hands of the profligate; 
and, finally, that it would save our vast and noble 
domain itself from being squandered in the struggle, 
itis hardly in the power of calculation to estimate 
the advantages that would result. 

Having now suggested what I believe to be the 
proper policy to be pursued in relation to the pub- 
lic lands within the new States, and hastily traced 
the advantages of the measure I have suggested 
for consideration, the next question is, have we 
the right to dispose of the lands in the manner pro- 
posed? I would not have supposed that there could 
have been a doubt on this point, had not the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesster] raised it 
on this, as well as ona former occasion. The Con- | 
stitution gives to Congress, expressly, the right to 
dispose of the public lands; and why may they 
not dispose of them to the States as well as to indi- 
viduals? I can see no reason, and never have 
heard one assigned. Weare in the daily habit of 
making grants to the States for public purposes; 
and if we may grant, may we not also sell or dis- 
pose of them, as I have proposed? The lands be- 
long to the States, in their confederate character, 
as has been stated; and Congress is the trustee to 
dispose of them for the common benefit. They 
are bound, in the fulfillment of the trust, to dispose | 
of them to the best advantage; and if the disposi- 
tion proposed be the best for all concerned, Con- 
gress has not only the right to make it, but would 
be bound by the trust so to do. 

Entertaining these views, it may be asked why 
I have not brought forward the measure this ses- 
sion? My answer is, there is not time, at the ; 
present short session, to digest and carry through | 
a measure of so much importance, and involving | 
so many and such conflicting interests. But 1 


introduce it at an early day, and to use my best 
efforts to press it to a decision. If I can prevent! 
it, no other measure relating to the public lands 
shall take precedence of it. i 
I have now presented my views as to the policy | 
which ought to be adopted in reference to the pub- |; 
liclands within the new States; and it now remains, |/ 
in conclusion, to assign my reason for voting 
against the engrossment of this bill. ` 
Believing that nothing shortof a radical change 
of policy, such as that proposed, can arrest the 
evils apprehended from the present system, I am 
of the opinion, that until some permanent reme- 
dy can be applied, the proper course is to vote || 
against all partial and temporary expedients like || 
the present; and I shall, in conformity to that || 
opinion, give my vote against this bill. F believe 
it to be the course, not only the best calculated to 
insure, in the end, the application of a permanent || 
and efficient remedy, but also to prevent, in the 
intermediate period, the mischiefs naturally result- 
ing from the present system. But in addition to 
these general reasons, there are others against this 


particular measure, sufficient to induce me to vote 


+ 


f 


form an opinion; but if it should be so, it would 

to me constitute an objection, instead of a recom- 

mendation. It is admitted that the increase of the 

revenue would be temporary, and be followed in 

a short time by a corresponding reduction. Now, 

if 1 am not mistaken, the income of this and the 

ensuing year will, without further addition to the 

revenue, be sufficient to meet the expenditures, 
with due economy, and timely and judicious re- 
trenchment. The pinch will be in the two sub- 
sequent years—1841 and 1842-——when six tenths, 
of the entire reduction under the compromise act 
will take place. The difficulty will be in passing 
through those two years, and this bill, considered 
as a measure of revenue, instead of passing now,. 
ought to be postponed until then. Its passage at 
this time would but increase the difficulty two 
years hence. Whatever it might add to ‘the in- 
come of this and the next year, would serve, but, 
to increase their expenditures to the same extent. 
Experience has taught us ‘that our expenditures. 
increase with our income, and that if there bë 
money in the Treasury, it will be spent, regarde 
less of consequences. The result would be that, 
instead of aiding the Government. to meet the 
fiscal crisis of 1841 and 1842, by inéreasing’ ite- 
income then, it would compel it to meet it: under 

the great disadvantage of increased expenditures 
with diminished means. Under this belief, if 
there were no other objections, I would feel my- 
self compelled to vote against the bill, 
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The SPEAKER having stated that the busi- 
ness first in order was the motion of Mr. Taytor, 
(who on the preceding day had been elected to fill 
one of the vacancies in the cornmittee,) that he be’ 
also excused from serving on said committee—. 

Mr. TAYLOR rose'and said that he félt it ine 
cumbent upon him to state the ‘reasons why he 
had preferred this request, and he thought hé should 
be able to assign such reasons as would pe satis- 
factory to the House. A ne ‘ei 

It is possible (Mr. T. continued) that I may be. 
subjected to the charge made yesterday, of. a de- 
sign to delay and procrastinate the organization 
of the committee. If I know myself—if I know, 
my own heart—such a design is furthest from my. 
thoughts. It enters not into the reasons which 
have induced me to ask to be excused. I have 
felt anxious to have a committee appointed. It is 
due to the Administration, it is due to the country, 
I desire that the committee may be organized as 
early as practicable, and I have so expressed my- 
self from the commencement of these proceedings. 
I hope, therefore, I shall not be charged with de- 
signedly delaying its organization, A. majority 
of the committee has been selected from the op~ 
ponents of the Administration, who appear to 
have a majority in this House upon this question. 
They have selected the committee to suit their 
own peculiar views, and have placed upon it six- 
men upon their side of high legal attainments. 
Andas they seem disposed to place upon it three’ 
Administration men, { ask whether it is not due 
to themselves, to the Administration, to the coun- 
try, and to the cause of justice, that these should 
be, also, gentlemen of high legal attainments? 

The duties of this committee willbe not only 
onerous, but complicated; and if I rightly appre», 


i hend the nature of those duties, a general knowl-. 


edge of law, and experience in thé investigation 


| of matters involving legal principles and proceed 


ings, will be best calculated to zid in this investi- 
gation. An acquaintaricé, also, with the internal 
regulations of the Treasury Department, the de" 
tails of its business, the duties of the different 
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officers, &c., as well as some acquaintance with the 
internal regulations of the custom-house, would | 
perhaps be of essential aid in the investigation of 
this case with facility. Now, I presume it is | 
well understood that my profession and habits 

have been in a different channel. I make no pre- | 
tensions to any particular acquaintance with the | 
general principles of law, and particularly as ap- 

plicable to the examination and cross-examination 

of witnesses; neither has my position on any com- 

mittee of this House necessarily led me to much 

intercourse with the Departments, and the details 

of business there. My position on the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions may have been from the im- 
pression that my professional experience might | 
render me more useful there than on some other 
committee. In the selection of committees, refer- | 
ence is usually had to the peeuliar qualifications 
for the appropriate duties of the different commit- 
tees; and it would hardly be expected of the 
Speaker that he would place on the Judiciary | 
Committee farmers, mechanics, &c., men who 
have not those legal acquirements necessary to | 
the investigation of the appropriate business of 
that committee, however well qualified they might | 
be for the general discharge of their duties in this 
House. And if the standing committees were ap- | 
pointed by the House, the same rule would doubt- | 
Jess prevail. In matters of this kind I have no j 

ride to gratify, and hesitate not to say that I 

ave not those legal qualifications that I appre- 
hend, from the nature of this investigation, will 
be best calculated to aid in the discharge of the 
duties of the committee. 

1 will now for a moment allude to the position | 
assumed by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. | 
Wisx,] in relation to this matter. That gentle- | 
man is, I suppose, to be considered as the head | 
of the committee. He has pledged himself to the 
House and to the nation to convict the Secretary | 
of the Treasury of corruption. | 

Mr. WISE asked leave to explain. I pledged | 
myself (he said) that if you would give me a com- | 
mittee to inquire into the grounds of impeachment, | 
and make it an efficient committee, I would show 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had so grossly 
violated his duty as to render himself liable to | 
impeachment. But this committee proposes to | 
inquire simply into the causes of the defalcations, 
the names of the defaulters, the extent to which | 
the public moneys have been taken. This is | 
anoiher inquiry entirely, and my resolution lies 
there on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TAYLOR resumed. Well, sir, I stand 
corrected. I will take, then, the general position 
which the gentleman occupies towards the Ad- | 
ministration, and particularly towards the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury. The relative position which | 
he now occupies towards the Secretary of the 
Treasury is, that if he had a committee he would | 
furnish matter for impeachment. Having, then, | 
upon the committee now raised, a majority of | 
those who it may be supposed will meet his | 
views, and codperate with him, I] would ask the 
gentleman, and the party with whom he acts, if | 
it ig-not due to the Secretary, to the Administra- | 
tion, and to a fair and impartial investigation, that į 
there should be three, constituting the minority of | 
the committee, whose peculiar professional educa- 


position members.of this House, for reasons indi- 


|| cated in those remarks, self-respect would compel 


me to decline the honor of serving. 

In conclusion, J will say that I am at present 
chairman of a committee, the duties of which are 
important; aud I have also other important duties 


ber of this House; and but for these reasons which 
I have offered, I should not have appealed to the 
House to extend to me that courtesy which has 
been granted to others. 

Mr. GRAY said he had not heretofore taken 
any part in this debate, nor was it his desire to do 
so. He was, however, disposed to join in the 
request which his colleague [Mr. Tayton] had 
made to be excused from serving on this commit- 
4 tee, as it seemed to him that his reasons were con- 
clusive. 
committee will have to perform are of a nature 
peculiar to the legal profession. He has said, 
and said truly, that the gentlemen elected from 
the anti-Administration party are all lawyers of 
distinguished abilities. e has also said that his 
profession is not that of a lawyer, and that he has 
not, by profession or practice, been led to the in- 
vestigation of rights and wrongs to such an ex- 
tent as would fit him to be placed in competition 
with gentlemen whose education and practice had 
fitted them for this peculiar service in a greater 
degree than any other duty which they might 
have to perform in Congress. I do not pretend 
that the rules of evidence, studied by lawyers, are 
to be strictly observed in eliciting facts; but I do 
say that a knowledge of those rules, and the prac- 
tice of years under them, give to those who have 
the theory and practice, upon this or any other 
investigating committee whose duty is to inves- 
tigate the conduct of officers whose duties are pre- 
scribed by law, a decided advantage. The great- 
est adroitness exercised by lawyers is frequently 
exhibited in the examination of dishonest wit- 
nesses. I am not about to say that the committee, 
taken from the ranks of the enemies of the Ad- 
ministration, are so dishonest as to require watch- 
ing, but these are times when party feelings run 
high, our prejudices are strong, we honestly come 
to different conclusions without prejudice; but 
when party prejudice beclouds our judgment, then 
are we more apt to differ, and then it is the duty 
of the committee to reason with each other. They 
may differ upon the construction of a statute pre- 
scribing a duty, the performance of which it may 
be their business to inquire into. Ought they, 
then, to select my colleague to reason upon a 
question of law? In the duties that devolve upon 
us here, I would, in almost ninety-nine cases out 
ofa hundred, submit to his superior judgment. 
I would not ask a lawyera question of physic, or 
think a physician a fit person to determine law 
matters. I havea question to submit to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] in regard to 
his remarks in a former stage of this debate. If 
I misunderstood him, 1 hope he will set me right. 
I understood him at the onset of the debate, when 
the resolution for a committee was under consider- 
ation, to say that he could, on the report of the 


Secretary of a gross violation of duty, and of 


tion and experience in conducting matters of this 
sort would Insure justice in the premises? Iim- 
pute no improper motive to the gentleman. I 
speak of the natural impulses of the human heart; 
and I say, with, the opinions which he has more 
than once expressed; with the convictions which 
he admitted yesterday; and with the natural pre- 
judice of party feeling added, he is liable, in spite 
of himself, to be partial in conducting this investi- 
gation. It isin the human heart to be so. Stand- 
ing there as he does, I again ask whether there | 
ought not to be on this committee three friends of | 


the Administration of those professional qualif- |} 


cations and experience best calculated to insure a | 
fair and impartial investigation ? ; 

The gentleman from Virginia said yesterday | 
that the course pursued on this floor, by asking | 
to be excused, indicated to hima determination | 
either to avoid or delay the organization of the | 
committee, or to compel them to accept some ; 
picked men of the party, who, by their skill and | 
qualifications, might delay or embarrass the oper- | 
ations of the committee. After all this, I must | 


negligence, before any twelve impartial men of 
his own party. 

Mr. WISE explained. I said, and I now re- 
peat, and have published what I said, and the 
evidence upon which I founded it, that upon docu- 
ment 297, showing the correspondence of the 
Secretary of the Treasury with the receivers and 
collectors of the public money, and the report of 
the commissioners appointed to examine those offi- 
cers, the Secretary of the Treasury had been guilty 
of a gross violation of duty and of law, and that, 
in my opinion, there was evidence enough to con- 
vict him of a corrupt intent. 

Mr. GRAY resumed. 1 understood the gen- 


f 


| 
1 
i 


4 tleman right, then; and in the remarks lam about 


to make, I beg to be understood as differing from 
him entirely. l attribute to him no improper 


| motive, and repeat what I have before said, that 


our prejudices often mislead our judgments. 1 
use his statements to show that it is due to him 
that three persons, the choice of the friends of the 
Administration, should be placed upon the com- 
mittee, with the six first chosen who are opposed 


say, if I have been elected by the votes of the Op- 


to perform, connected with my situation as a mem- | 


He has said that the duties which the | 


Secretary of the Treasury himself, convict the ; 


Taylor, ete. 


i} to the Administration, at least so far as this ques- 
tion is concerned. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, rose to a point of order, 
as to the relevancy of this discussion. 

ae SPEAKER declared that Mr. Gray was in 
order. 

Mr. GRAY resumed. My object in referring 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wiss] was to show that it was important for 
him that he should consult the wishes of the friends 
of the Administration in the choice of the three 
Administration men to be placed upon the com- 
mittee. Isubmit it to him, and his political and 
personal friends, whether it may not furnish him 
with an argument with which to repel the imputa- 
tions that may hereafter (in case the doings of the 
committee should reflect upon the Secretary of the 
| Treasury) be cast upon him of prejudging the 
case. His opinion formed and expressed against 
the Secretary of the Treasury is strong. It may 
be said of him hereafter that he carried with him 
into the committee-room opinions founded upon a 
record of the Secretary ’s own showing; and will it 
| not then be said that he was prejudiced and had 
prejudged the case? I repeat my assertion, it is 
| due to the gentleman from Virginia, to his personal 

and political friends, that the Administration party 
| should select their own men, that he may here- 
| after, if charged with having prejudged the case, 
be able to reply that he was confronted by three 
men of the Administration party chosen at the 
suggestion of the party. 

Mr. WISE asked leave to say a word. The 
gentleman (said Mr. W.) does not argue this 
matter fairly. In the first place, I have to submit 
it to his candor and sense of fair dealing, whether 
it is proper and fair, at the very outset of this 
investigation, to attribute to me the character of 
prosecutor, instead of the character of inquirer? 
I will, at the same time, admit all that a senf: of 
justice requires me to admit. Does the gentle- 
man ask me if I have charged the Secretary with 
gross neglect of duty? I say, yes; it would be 
impossible to contradict it, for I have published 
it. Does the gentleman ask me if I have an in- 
tuitive, holy horror of the party that would tol- 
erate these things? I answer, yes. I, sir, for the 
| very reason the gentleman has assigned, would 
take the best and most efficient men of the party; 
but I would pick men whom I believe to be 
independent and conscientious; gentlemen who 
would not resort to useless cross-examinations, 
special pleading, and county court pettifogging, 
to hinder and obstruct a fair investigation, and 
thus prevent us from making a report before the 
end of the session. Give us such men, and [ 
think the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gray] 
is, himself, one of that number, I will take him. 
1 had respect for the intelligence, the honor, and 
ithe integrity of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Tayxor,] and therefore voted for him, the 
highest compliment I could pay to his intelligence 
and character. 

Mr. GRAY resumed. The House will per- 
ceive that I am not dealing with the motives of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wiser,] nor 
do I wish to pursue an unfair course of argument. 
As matters now stand, such imputations will be 
made, and the course I suggest is to save the 
gentleman from such imputations, or furnish him 
with a reply to them when they are made. It is 
due to the Administration, and is as important to 
the gentleman from Virginia as the Administra- 
tion, for the reasons I have stated, that three such 
men as the Administration may select from among 
the most sound and distinguished lawyers of the 
party should be put upon the committee. 

Mr. SIBLEY rose, and suggested that there 
were in the New York delegation eminent law- 
yers,and that his colleague (Mr. Gray] is one 
among the number. Mr. S. therefore inquired 
of his colleague, if he [Mr. Gray] was elected, if 
he would serve on the committee? 

Mr. GRAY resumed, and replied to his col- 
league (Mr. SLEY] that inasmuch as he could not 
respond to the compliment, he must decline an- 
swering the question, and proceed. The gentle- 
man from Virginia seems to suppose that if such 
lawyers as the friends of the Administration should 
select should be put upon the committee, the time 
of the committee would be uselessly wasted by 
them in examining and cross-examining witnesses 
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and pettifogging, so as to render it impossible to 
come toany result before the session closes. Now 
does he not perceive that he arrogates to himself | 
and his party that they would not do this? We, 
at most, only ask to elect one lawyer to two they | 
have already elected. Does he not assume that one | 
selected by us would take up twice as much time 
as ove selected by them, and thus arrogate to him- 
self and his party more integrity and intelligence 
than he is willing should be ascribed to others, in 
the ratio of two to one? It is no new idea that 
his party arrogate to themselves all the intelligence 
and honesty. .We- are not particular as to the 
individual we choose, as three out of a dozen, or 
a greater number, would suit us. We can give 
you twelve names, out of which you may select 
three. [Loud cries of “give us the names; we | 
will take you at your word.”] I am only de- 
sirous that each party should enter upon this 
investigation on fair terms, and not have what 
the gentleman from Virginia had so frequently 
called a stocked-pack committee. The argument 
for the appointment of the committee by the House 
was, that we might avoid what the gentleman him- 
self had called unfairness in the Speaker in appoint- 
ing the committee. The Speaker, according to 
custom, had appointed a majority of Administra- 
tion men upon all-important committees, and had 
observed. the will of those opposed to the Admin- 
istration in regard to the minority appointments; 
and yet his committees were denounced as stocked- 
pack and :sex-ires committees. 

. And what have the majority of the House now 
done, each man of them? Have they not done 
worse than the very thing they denounced in harsh 
terms when it was done by the Speaker? The dif- 
ference—it is manifest, and consists in this: the 
Speaker regarded the will of the minority, so far 
as ] have learned, in appointing the minority of 
select committees, appointed by him; the Opposi- 
tion have disregarded entirely the will of the mi- 
nority. That which is worse than a vice yester- 
day, isa virtue to-day. Now, if the gentleman 
from Virginia will allow me to use his term, sex- 
ires; | will not abuse it; I will apply it to the elec- 
tion of this committee. Is not this a sex-tres 
committee, in the worst’ sense? I do not wish to 
do ‘injustice to any man in attributing to him a po- 
sition, and hope, if I do so, I may be corrected at 
once. I repeat, is not this a “stocked pack,’ a 
** sex-tres’? committee? And under what circum- 
stances was it not argued by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Wisg,] that, if an election by the 
House could be had, a due regard would be had 
to all parties? And when the balloting came on, 
a dozen of the Administration party, whom I see 
around me, voted for three of the very men from 
the Opposition that are elected—men designated 
by their friends—-men, too, for whom some of the 
Conservatives and Whigs even did not vote. And | 
if as many Whigs had voted for the persons desig- 
nated by us, the committee would have been organ- 
ized two day3ago. Upon whatground of fairness, | 
then, are we charged with a desire to prolong or 
delay this investigation? Had we been met in 
any spirit of fairness, the committee would have 
been easily chosen. The sin does not lie at our 
door, but at the door of the Opposition. And now, 
again, in reference to my colleague [Mr. Tayror] 
I desire not to be misunderstood. As a member 
of this House, taking all his duties into considera- 
tion, I think him among the first and ablest men 
init. His constituents know that he is honest and 
capable, or they would not have thrice honored 
him with a seat on this floor. It is because he is 
an ableman that he was elected to serve on this com- 
mittée, that the Opposition might, when charged 
with unfairnéss, say, we elected one of yourablest 
men—there was some cunning in it. Be assured 
that:he would trot have been elected, had he been 
as highly- qualified for serving upon this committee 
as he is for the discharge of any other duty that 
might, in the course’ of legislation, devolve upon 
him. It was treating him with unfairness. Would 
any one here employ a physician to try an eject- 
ment? Why, then, force him to serve on this com- 
mittee, where constructions are to be:given to 
statutes, and perhaps unwilling witnesses to be. 
cross-examined? We have'a feeling’in this mat- 
ter, a sense of justice, of self-respect, and of duty, 
which must-prevent us from yielding to the elec- 
tion which has taken place. The self-respect of 


| my colleague [Mr. Taytor] prompts him to the 


| course he has taken. And, under all the circum- 
stances, should he not be excused by the House, 
! and should he surrender his seat here in preference 
| to his self-respect, which he is bound, by duty to 
! his constituents and himself, to preserve, old Onon- 
| daga would hail and welcome him home, and set 
‘down his conduct on the occasion to a new ac- 
: count of credit. 
| Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said he wished 
the gentleman from New York[Mr. Gray] would 
make the proposition he had spoken of, and thus 


| never be able to find out what he and his friends 
wanted, | ! r 
ministration party on this committee, (Mr. P. 


and who have, on all occasions, put themselves 
forward to fight the battles of the Administration 
on this foor. If there is yet a corps in reserve, 
of which we know nothing, bring them forward, 
j and let us make our selection. 

This morning, (Mr. P. said,) in an ill-omened 
paper which lay upon his desk, he had seen that 


organizing a committee. He would: read a small 
portion of the croaking of the official raven. Mr. 
P. then read the following extract from the Globe: 

“The three Democratic members elected, viz: 
‘ Messrs. ELmors, Cusuman, and Hasuey, de- 
‘clined serving on the committee. When we left 
‘the House to close our paper, the Opposition 
‘ majority, now notoriously obtained by the per- 
‘ fect amalgamation of the Conservative with the 
t National Bank party, selected three other Dem- 
“ocrats, to be made prisoners in the hands of the 
‘committee—having their arms locked by an 
t enemy on each side, like the Daniel Boon’s men, 
“sent out to treat with the Indians beleaguering 
‘his fort. The hardy backwoodsmen soon found 
‘ that the object of the savages was to make them 
‘prisoners, and acted accordingly. We have no 


‘ the part played by Boon’s men on that occasion, 
‘and leave the Opposition to experience the fate of 
‘the perfidious enemy on that occasion, if their 
‘ purposes should correspond, as the secret mach- 
‘inations in the appointment of the committee 
‘t would seem to indicate.’’ 

Now, here was a proposition thrown out by the 
| organ of the party, that no Democrat should serve, 
because, forsooth, they cannot get a majority upon 
the committee. After having professed themselves 
willing to act, they now come forward, and what 
dothey say? Yesterday (said Mr. P.) personal 
considerations were urged, but to-day we hear 
nothing of that kind; but it is openly avowed that 
the reason why they will not serve is, that they 
will not act unless represented by three of their 
most astute lawyers. Was not the gallant gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, [Mr. Cusnman,] who 
had taken upon himself the defense of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury before the House, sufficiently 
| acute to undertake a similar task before the com- 
mittee? He is the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, and ex-district attorney of New 
Hampshire. Is not he qualified to serve? And, 
if not, where are we to look for the men? Has 
| not the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Tay- 
LoR,] with all his modesty, spoken ably and 
eloquently in defense of the Administration upon 
this very question, and upon the great Sub- 
Treasury scheme at the last session? And yethe 
says that he is not competentto serve. The very 


i lawyer by study, he is, at least, a lawyer by na- 
ture. But I say that, by his very profession, he 
is better fitted to serve than another man. We 
are. about to examine into the diseases of the 
Commonwealth; we want to probe them; we 
want to apply the purge and the knife; and, as I 
understand the gentleman is a distinguished disci- 
ple of Æsculapius, he is, of course, the very man 
for our purpose. ; cme 

It is said there are six against three. Ifa man 
is free from all feeling of guilt, he has nothing to 
fear. The House has solemnly decided, and I 
thank God. that such has been -its:decision, that 


: save all farther debate; otherwise the House might į 
In selecting men to represent the Ad- | 


continued,) we have chosen from among those | 
|! who have been the most prominent actors here, | 


which indicated that there was no probability of | 


«doubt the Democrats will follow out successfully | 


ingenuity with which he has made his argument, | 
and the facility of speech with which he has urged | 
his motion to be excused, show that if he is not a | 


H 
{ 


li 
H 
i 


; friends of the party with whom: I act. 


l 
| 


Prentiss. 


usual way. No; it-was to be a committee sin- 
cerely favorable to investigation. Three have re- 
signed, and three more have been recommended 
to do the same thing, although I do not insipuate 
that they have acted on that, recommendation. 
| But the objection of the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Taror] is, that he does not under- 
i Stand the subject. Why, sir, the subject is one 
| of common honesty, and Í know he understands 
that. The subject is the exposure of corruption, 
and, according to the gentleman’s argument, we 
ought to put none on the committee but professed 
rascals. If he “who drives fat oxen must him- 
self be fat,” if the committee ought to be composed 
of rogues, then I admit that.the gentleman ought 
to be excused. But [ask the House whether he 
should be excused on the ground upon. which he 
places it, that is: want of capacity and ability:? 
The colleague of that gentleman (Mr. Gray] has 
j given us a sort of left-handed argument why he 

[Mr. Tayvior] should be excused upon the ground 
| of incompetency. Did any one ever assert that 
the latter gentleman was incompetent to be on any. 
standing committee of this House? Would the 
gentleman say that his colleague was: incompe~ 
tent to do such duty? He was thought compe- 
tent to be placed on a committee in relation to the 
banks, a much more difficult subject of investiga-. 
tion than this, in which the honest. man is more, 
needed than thelawyer. We wanted ‘a committee: 
of investigation, and we have- got it; and we want 
honest men to watch over the interests.of the Ad~ 
ministration. We have tried to get them. Where 
is the corps of reserve of, which the gentleman; 
from New York [Mr. Gray] has.spoken? „We 
did not know they had twenty men who: were 
superior to the rest of their party. We thought, 
there was a more democratic equality among: 
them. : sore 

Mr. GRAY explained. He had not stated (he 
said) there were twenty men who were superior, . 
He had said there were twelve, without having 
made any calculation as to the actual number. 
He presumed that there were more than. that. 
number who would be considered competent, to 
serve. He had remarked that this was a service 
requiring qualifications of a peculiar character— 
that a lawyer was better: fitted to examine wite 
nesses than a physician.. :1 spoke of. them not as 
possessing the transcendent abilities of the Whig 
side of the House, because I knew, if: said go, 
that the statement would be disputed, : . i 

Mr. PRENTISS. Well, then, let us have the 
twelve fit men of whom the gentleman spokes. 

Mr. GRAY. Before I could do that;: it -would 
be necessary to have some consultation: with the: 
In saying 
what I did, I spoke merely my own opinion. 

Mr. PRENTISS. It is not merely the gentle- 
man from New York {Mr. Tayior] who: hat 
asked to be excused. Three gentlemen yesterday. 
made the same request. 

Could there be a gentleman more fitted to serve 
than the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Marri ?] 
I trust he will not decline, for he is a distinguished 
lawyer, though, as I have said, I-do not regard 
that as the best qualification.. I:look upon it as 
secondary.. We want honest, honorable, and 
upright men. And, in this point of view, I have 
full confidence in all the gentlemen selected, espe- 
cially the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Tay- 
tor.] I hopethe House will not excuse him. I 
told you, the other day, that this. matter would 
turn out like the web of Penelope, that we should 
unravel at night what-we might weave in the day. 
This committee will have to deal with facts more 
than with law; and for its purposes | would rather 
have a farmer or a doctor than a lawyer. We 
gave you yesterday the ex-attorney of the State 
of New Hampshire. There, surely, you would 
have had the best of law; but he declined -to 
serve, l believe another gentleman, who was 
also excused yesterday, (Mr. Husiey,] is a sound 
lawyer. What, then, do you want? 

The other day, a gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Fry,} quoted from a speech of mine, 
made in my own State, a passage in which I had 
said that the party in power-had no leaders- of 


| distinguished ability. in this House. + This was a 


rash and unadvised assertion, and I now. take. it 
back. When L made it, I had not heard the gen+ 


they will not trust a committee appointed in the '' tleman from Pennsylvania; besides, I hear from 
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I 
the gentleman from New York that there are | 
twenty members of the party who tower, by the 
head and shoulders, above the others. All I have 
to say is, bring them out; show us your gems, 
and we will set them in this committee, where 
they shall shine before men, and their light shall 
no longer be hidden by their own modesty or by 
our perversity. ` 


UNITED STATES BANK BONDS. 


DEFERRED SENATE DEBATE. 
December 20, 1838. 


Fhe Resolutions of Inquiry, submitted yester- 
day by Mr. Rrvus, calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury: fer information relative to the sale 
of the bonds of the United States Bank, coming 
up for consideration, 

“Mr. RIVES went into a long detailed state- 
ment of the reasons for offering them. After 


which, © 

Mr. WRIGHT said: The Senate would not 
expect him to attempt to reply to so elaborate a 
speech. as that to which they had just listened. 
He came to his seat with no expectation of such 
adebate. When the resolutions of the honorable | 
Senator [Mr. Rrves] were offered yesterday, they 
excited in his mind no anticipation that an elabo- 
yate and set discussion would be entered upon at | 
this stage of them. ‘hey were mere resolutions 
of inquiry. Their whole apparent object was to 
obtain facts, to learn the truth of the matters to 
which they related; and he could not have ex- 
pected a debate upon the merits until the testi- 
mony had been obtained. 

. He should not, therefore, attempt to follow the 
gentleman in his.extended remarks, or to reply to 
any part of hig argument. It was his intention 
to occupy but a few moments of the time of the 
Senate, and to make but a few observations of an 

. incidental character. 

‘When the resolutions were offered, their object 
seemed to be fully and minutely expressed upon 
their face, and he was glad the honorable Senator 
had come forward with them. The inquiries 
were such as he desired. might be made and fully | 
answered, but he could not have anticipated that 
conclusions would be drawn and expressed here, 
before the facta were known, or that a call for 
testimony would be made to follow a judgment 
upon the issue. 

He was ag ignorant as the honorable Senator, 
f[Mr. Rives,} who had spoken with so much 
warmth, and in terms of such strong censure, as 
to the nature, or character, or extent, of the con- 
nection which had. been formed between the public 
Treasury and the Pennsylvania bank, nor was the 
gentleman more desirous than himself that the 
truth as to that connection, whatever it might be, 
should. be fully known; that all the: facts should || 
be exposed to the view of the whole country; that 
nothing should be hidden, or concealed, in relation || 
toit. Hence he was pleased to see the resolutions, || 
and should. cheerfully vote for them. qi 

It waa true, he had learned through the public 
prints, that the Secretary of the Treasury had, 
during the vacation, sold one of the bonds held |; 
against the Pennsylvania Bank of the United | 
States, which, by a special law passed at the last || 
session of Congress, he was expressly authorized | 
todo. He had also heard through the same chan- ! 
nel, and from the same authority, that the sale | 
had been made to the bank itself;.to the institu- | 
tion against which the bond was; but the inform- | 
ation caused no surprise, no alarm, in his mind, | 
because he supposed that the state of the Treasur 
and-the amount of appropriations by Congress | 
were such as to require the sale of at least one of 


! 


the bonds to enable the Department to pay the 
publiccreditors. Neither had the circumstance that 

the sale had been made to Mr. Biddle’s bank, to | 
theinstitution which owed the debt, given him any | 
apprehension, as he had been confiding enough‘to | 
believe that the only offer, or the best offer, to pur- |! 
chase had come from that quarter, and that, for |! 
that simple reason, the Secretary had made the j 
sale there. The law compelled the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to get the best price he could command | 
in the market for the bonds, in case he found it | 
necessary to sell them, and prohibited him, in any 
event, from selling at a price below the par value | 


of the bond. Mr. W. had been credulous enough 
to believe that the sale was made to the Pennsyl- 
vania bank because the law compelled the Secre- 
tary to sell to that institution, it making the only, 
or the most advantageous, offer for the bond placed 
in the market. It was possible he had been too 
confiding; but he had believed, when he first heard 
of the sale, that this was its explanation; and he 
had not now a doubt that such would prove to be 


| the truth of the case, whenever the Secretary of 


the Treasury should have an opportunity to an- 


| swer the inquiries of the Senator. 


if the honorable gentleman did not entertain the 


i same confidence in the executive officers of the- 


Government as himself, he could regret. the fact, 
but it gave him no right to complain, nor did he 
complain that it was so; though when the Senator 
had assumed to himself the character of an inquirer 
after the facts, and then had felt at liberty, before 
his inquiry was made, to draw inferences, and 
pronounce conclusions of a highly censorious and 
condemnatory character, which inferences.and con- 
clusions could, with justice, only be drawn from 
the facts to be inquired after, he did feel, and must 
express disappointment and regret. Had it been 
his case, whatever might have been his feclings 
towards the executive officers concerned, however 
much he might have distrusted their intelligence, 


| or integrity, or official faithfulness, if he had pro- 


posed to inquire and to call upon them to answer, 
he would have allowed them the opportunity to 
answer, before he would either have censured or 
condemned; and he must say, that it would have 
afforded him sincere gratification, if the Senator 
from Virginia had found it consistent with his 
feelings and sense of duty to have pursued that 
more just and generous course. f 
Attheopeningofthehonorable Senator’s speech, 
Mr. W. was led to suppose that an opportunity 
for sincere congratulation was to be afforded to 
himself and the majority of the Senate. They 
had long looked upon the dangers and mischiefs 
attendant upon any connection between the Treas- 
ury of the nation and banks of any character, as 


| among the most serious and alarming evils which 
had grown up under the administration of our 


republican system of Government, while the Sen- 
ator had, heretofore, but too successfully defended 
that connection. His early remarks seemed to pre- 
sent it now to his mind, charged with such horrible 
and frightful consequences that Mr. W. could not 
but suppose that he, and those with whom he had 
acted, were again to have the powerful codperation 
of the able Senator, in breaking up and eradicating 
forever that unnatural, improper, and vicious. con- 
nection. In this, however, he had met hasty dis- 
appointment, as it seemed to be the connection with 
a single bank, and not a connection with banks 


| generally, which had given. the Senator his deep 
| alarm,and drawn down upon the Secretary of the 


Treasury, and the President, his unmeasured cen- 
sures. It was a connection with Mr. Biddle’s. 
bank, with the Pennsylvania. Bank of-the United 
States, which had thus aroused the Senator’s. elo- 
quence and indignation. 

Even here, however, Mr. W. found cause for 
earnest congratulation. He well remembered that, 
upon repeated occasions within the last two years, 
when he, and other friends who entertained opin- 
ions. in accordance with his own, had made their 
feeble attempts to arouse the honorable Senator 
himself, the Senate, and the country, to a sense of 
the dangers and corruptions of that giant institu- 
tion, they had been calmly and confidently told 
by the Senator, and others. who then acted with 
him, that they were practicing an imposition upon 
the country; that they were attempting to conjure 
up the ghost of a buried enemy—a phantom—a 
mere shadow to produce alarm and apprehension; 
that the Bank of the United States, in any form of 


| existence, was effectually destroyed, was dead and 


buried, never again to be disinterred to alarm or 
injure the people; that our apprehensions were too 
late, and were unreal. 

Notwithstanding these repeated and positive as- 
surances, which, coming from the sources they 
did, he always desired-to consider friendly and 
sincere, Mr. W. had never for a moment per- 
mitted himself to be misled or deceived by them. 
‘There never had been a moment when he had con- 
sidered the dangers from that imstitution at an end, 
or materially lessened. The change of its form, 


i its contents, 
| which he had nothing to. do, and about which he 


from a National to a State institution, connected 
with the facts which accompanied and. character- 
ized that change, had given no relief to bis appre- 


i hensions, and they were now, at this moment, as 


lively and active, and strong as they hed ever 
een. 

Not so with the honorable Senator. Therehad 
been a time when he had considered these dangers 
as not sleeping merely, but buried forever; and 
that he had now again become sensible of their 
existence, of their magnitude, and of their impend- 
ing character, was a matter of just congratulation 
to Mr. W. If they could not agree about the 
banks generally, the Senator’s speech of this day 
had proved that about this particular banking in- 
stitution they did and could agree. Here again 
they could meet and unite their labors for the gen- 
eral benefit of the whole country. Not a man ir 
these seaty-could have failed-to feel the dangers 
and mischiefs of this great banking institution, as 
the Senator had so eloquently, and forcibly, and 
vividly depicted them. To Mr. W. the effort had 
not raised new apprehensions, but confirmed all 
former impressions; and he would now promise the 
Senator, and all others, his most anxious codper- 
ation in any efforts finally and forever to remove 
the particular dangers so clearly pointed out, and 
all dangers to our republican institutions of a like 
character, come from what-description of banking 
institutions they might. He would repeat that he 
was entirely ignorant of the connection now formed 
between the ‘Treasury and this dangerous institu- 
tion. He was willing and desirous to let the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury answer that inquiry. He 
believed it was only a connection growing out of 
the sale of the bond to which he had’ before re- 
ferred, and growing out of that sale in the manner 
he had pointed out; that it was necessity, arisin 
from the law of Congress directing the sale, an 
not from the choice of the executive officers. If 
it was any other or different connection, he was 
further ready to say that it had been formed with- 
out his knowledge or consent, and should not meet 
his approbation. Here he had been and was stil! 
willing to rest his comments upon this matter. 

Neither the honorable Senator nor the body he 
addressed would expect him, upon an occasion 
like this, to go into a general debate upon the In- 
dependent Treasury bill, or to follow the Senator 
through that large portion of his remarks. It had 
appeared to him that the gentleman. had, as he 
himself admitted, indulged extensively in the wide 
field of debate allowed by the courtesy of the Sen- 
ate, in this part of his speechg but as Mr. W. had 
arisen to remark upon the spirit and temper of 
the speech, rather than to answer its argument in 
any aspect, he should be justified in passing this 
portion without notice. 

There was another feature of the address, how- 
ever, which fell more appropriately than any other 
within the limits he had. prescribed for himself, 
and which must. receive attention. It was the 
extraordinary position assumed by the Senator, 
that the political opinions of the President, and the 
course and policy of his Administration, were to 
be interpreted and proved by a letter from Nicho- 
las Biddle, voluntarily published in the newspa- 
pers of the country. Was it upon such evidence 
that the President of the United States was to be 
judged and condemned? Was his democracy and 
his attachment to republican principles to be tried 
by such a test? Had his publicly expressed opin- 
ions, and the public course of his whole life, au- 
thorized a judgment against him upon such evi~ 
dence? Mr. W. had never yet. seen the letter 
alluded to, but he had heard: of it, and he now 
found the honorable Senator a perfect master of 
All this was well, as. matter with 


felt.no anxiety. All he wished to say was, that 
his friends were not to be bound by its terms, its 
language, or its spirit, until they were made par- 
ties to it by. some higher proof than the letter itself. 
He had never yet judged them by such a stand- 
ard, nor should he ever do so, until they had been 
permitted to hear and answer the charges thus 
predicated. 

Even this letter, however, had not answered the 
purposes of the honorable Senator, and a differ- 
ent, and not less singular, description of testimony 
had been brought in to supply the deficiency in 
the argument he had attempted to make. What 
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was that other proof? The comments of opposi- 
tion newspapers upon Mr, Biddle’s letter! The 
remarks and inferences of the Baltimore Chroni- 
cle upon that singular production ! Mr. W. was 
not disposed to extend remark upon such a case, 
based upon such evidence, and coming from 
such a quarter.” He would, therefore, only add, 
that such never had been, and such never should 
be, the standard by which he. would judge his 
friends. Neither the President, nor the Secretary 


of the Treasury, should ever receive condemna- | 
If they | 


tion from him upon such authority. 
were to be convicted of a design to fasten upon the 
countr 
learn the fact from better authority than the Balti- 
more Chronicle, or the comments of any other Op- 
position newspaper, before he should subscribe to 
the verdict. 

A single other position of the Senator should 
receive a passing notice, and Mr. W. would come 
to a conclusion. 
against the President, of the gravest character, 
drawn from the face.of his late message. It was 
said that he had made an arrogant and unconsti- 
tutional recommendation, calculated to sink Con- 
gress from its high estate to the feet of the Execu- 
tive; that, in that recommendation, the disposition 
to render the executive superior and paramount 
to the legislative power of the, Government was 
conclusively manifested. ‘What was the specific 
charge. from -which this grave inference was. so 


confidently drawn? It was that the President had | 


recommended thata committee of Congress, to be 
appointed by the body, should examine, at inter- 
vals, the books, accounts, and money in the hands 
of the officers charged with the collection, safe- 
keeping, and disbursement of the public moneys, 
as such committee had been authorized by the 
charter of thë late Bank of the United States, when 
it was the depository of the public money, to ex- 
amine its accounts. For what purpose did the 
President propose this examination? The Sena- 
tor says, that the committee might make report 
thereof to the President; that a committee of Con- 
gress might bemade the servants of the Executive, 
and might be brought to,the foot of the throne to 

ive'an account of their doings, instead of making 
a report to the two Houses of Congress, of which 
they themselves would be a component part, and 
which, as independent representatives of the peo- 
ple, or the States, they could do without humili- 
ation or disgrace. 

Mr. W. would appeal to the Senator himself to 
say if this was a fair or candid statement of the 
recomméndation of the President? Didit convey 
to the Senate, to this audience, to the country, a 
true idea of the message, and of the views and 
wishes of the President as communicated in it? 
He did not charge the Senator with intended un- 
fairness or want of candor. With his intention 


-he had nothing to do, but his inquiry went to the į 


fact. Was the representation of the Senator fair 
and candid in fact? Let the message itself answer. 
This is its language: l l 

“When the late Bank of the United States was 
‘incorporated, and made the depository of the 
* public moneys, a right was reserved to Congress 
“to inspect, at its pleasure, by a committee of that 
* body, the books and the proceedings of the bank. 
tTn one of the States whose banking institutions 
‘are supposed to rank amongst the first in point 
* of stability, they are subjected to constabt exam- 
‘ination by commissioners appointed for that pur- 
*pose; and much of the success of its: banking 
“system is‘attributed to this watchful supervision. 
* The same course has algo, in view of its bene- 
‘ficial operation, been adopted by an adjoining 
‘State favorably known for the care it has always 
“bestowed Upon whatever relates to its financial 
‘concerns. I submitto yourconsideration whether 
‘a committee. of Congress might not be profitably 
‘employed in inspecting, atsuch intervals as might 
‘be deemed’ proper, the affairs and accounts of 
‘officers intrusted with the custody of the públic 
‘moneys. The frequent performance of this duty 
‘might be made obligatory on the committee in 
‘respect to those officers who have large sums in 
‘their possession, and left diserétionary in respect 
‘to others. They might report to the Executive 
‘such defalcations as wére found to exist, with a 
‘view to a prompt removal from offce vinléss the 
‘default was satisfactorily accourted for; and 


a national bank of any character, he must | 


A charge had been preferred | 


report, also, to Congress, at the commencement 
t of each session, the result of their examinations 
‘and proceedings. Itdoes appear to me that, with 
“a subjection of this class of public officers to the 
t general supervision of the Executive, to the exam- 


‘inations by a committee of Congfess at periods | 


‘of which they should have no previous notice, 
“and to prosecution and punishment as for felony 
‘ for every breach of trust, the safe-keeping of the 
t public moneys, under the system proposed, might 
‘be placed on a surer foundation than it has ever 
‘occupied since the establishment of the Govern- 
“ment.”” 

Has the criticism of the gentleman presented 
this recommendation, or rather suggestion, fairly 
and candidly? For what purpose does the Pres- 
ident suggest that this committee should report to 
him, and what does he suggest should be reported 
to him? ‘They might report to the Executive 


such defalcations as were found to exist,” says | 


the message, and for what? ‘* Witha view toa 
prompt removal from oftice.” But what further 


are the committee to do? ‘And report, also, to | 


Congress, at the commencement of each session,’’ 
what? “The result of their examinations and 
proceedings.” Is here an attempt to evade the 
Legislature, and draw power to the Executive? 
The power of removal from office rests. with. the 
President by the Constitution, and it, is only to 
advise him when the exercise of that power is re- 
quired for the safety of the public money that a 
report to him from the committee of. examination 
is suggested. Is that an attempt to degrade the 
legislative power and bring it into subserviency to 
the executive? Does it manifest a disposition to 
bring down Congress from its high estate? Who 
would hold a committee of Congress blameless 
which should find a defalcation such as is con- 
templated in the message, and should not imme- 


diately report the defaulting officer to the Pres- | 


ident, * with a view to a prompt removal from 
office” of the delinquent? Would a single Sen- 
ator who heard him hold a committee guiltless 
which should omit this plain public duty? Was 
it then a crime in the President 10 suggest the per- 
formance of it? Or wasit an offense against Con- 


e could not anticipate such a conclusion from 
such premises. Was it, then, fair or candid to 
have commented with such severity upon the sug- 
gestion, and not to have stated the object of the 
report proposed to be made to the President, or 
the fact that a full and perfect report to Congress 
was also recommended? He could not so con- 
sider it. ; . j 

Tiad the remarks which had fallen from the 
Senator proceeded from one of the gentlemen de- 
claredly in the opposition, his surprise would have 
been less. They did not always, in the warmth 


of debate, and acting under feelings of general | 


political hostility, feel bound to give their oppo- 
nents an opportunity to be heard before they be- 
stowed censures, nor did they always find it suit- 
able to their purposes to state the whole case upon 
which to found the inferences they might wish to 
draw. Butfrom a Senator standing in the relation 


to the Administration which he had supposed the | 


gentleman from Virginia did, he had expected 
fairness and candor, at least; thatif a judgment 
of condemnation must be rendered, it would be 
after, and not before, an opportunity had been af- 
forded to present the facts upon which it must 
rest; and thata statement of the whole case would 
be spread upon the record. 5 

He had, however, doubtless mistaken the posi- 
tion of the Senator. He remembered that some 
person had, during the summer past, defined the 
condition of a cergain political party of the coun- 
try to be that of “ an armed neutrality,” in refer- 
ence to the two great contending parties of the 
day. Of this party, he believed the Senator called 
himself a member, and from his speech of. this 
day it was plain that he (Mr..W.) must have 
been mistaken as to: the true definition. of an | 
“armed neutrality.” He had supposed it. indi- | 
cated a relation purely defensive, but he must 
suppose, from the example the Senator had pre- 
sened, that it was one wholly offensive; that it 


gress to mention, as proper, what all were com- | 
pelea to admit would be an imperious obligation? į 


i 


1 


was exclusively belligerent, and authorized offen- 
sive warupon all parties. in this sense, all cause 


for his surprise and disappointment was removed. | 


But if there was anything of neutrality in the 
relation in which the Senator had placed ‘himself 


| to-day towards the party to which he. belongedy 


it was surely an armed neutrality, at the best. : 

To these remarks Mr. Rives replied. at some 
length, agd Mr.. WRIGHT rejoined in a very few. 
words, and substantially as follows: He did not 
wish to protract this debate, and he found it so 
impossible to make himself understood by the hon- 
orable Senator {Mr. Rives] that he should not at- 


tempt to answer him further. He would further 
| assure the gentleman and the Senate, that: he 


should not permit himself, in any degree, to par- 
take of the heat and passion which had character- 
ized the last remarks te which they had: listened, 
He rose for a single purpose, to correct a single 
error. The Senator had represented Mr. W. as 
menacing him with executive displeasure; as at- 
tempting to terrify-him by the dread of executive 
censures. He had done no such thing, nor had. 
he, to-his knowledge, said anything from. whieh 
such an inference could be possibly drawn. . The 


| Senate were the witnesses of what he had said, and 


he appealed to them, individually and collectively, 
to say if the language he had used was possibly 
susceptible of any such interpretation. Ele would 
go. further, and say that no intention. to.use lan~ 
guage of that character had existed in his mind, 
and he could not think he had made expressions 
so foreign from his feelings and intentions. ‘He 
was not authorized to speak of executive displeas= 
ure or to wield executive censures, nor. had. he 
attempted to do either. à ponds 

A single other remark. If the inference which, 
might follow from the last remark ofthe Senator 
was intended for him, he repelled and spurned. it. 

Mr. RIVES rose as Mr. Wraicur was resuming 
his seat, and inquired to what remark of his Mr. 
Wricnr alluded, saying he did not know what, 
allusion was intended. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he understood the Senator 
to have closed with the worda, ‘ Jam_no, vassal 
of the President. Let the Senator from New 
York understand that,” a 

Mr. RIVES, turning from Mr. Wrieut, and 
addressing the Senate, said, I am not a vassal of 
the President, or any one else, and I wish that 
understood everywhere. - : : i 

Mr. NILES remarked that the war, among 
neutrals, had become so warm, at least. on one 
side, that it might be dangerous for him, being a 
quiet, peaceable man, to-interfere, even for the 
purpose of moderating the Gérceness. of the. con- 
flict, He-certainly felt. obliged : to the Senator. 
from Virginia [Mr. Rives] for introducing,.these 
resolutions; he desired, as much as the Senator, 
a full investigation of the conduct of the officersot 
the Treasury in the management of the finances. 


| The inquiries were all very proper; at-any rate, 


he had no objection to any of them, or any others 
which the Senator may choose to make. If there 
has been any illegal or improper connection be- 
tween the Treasury and the Bank.of the United 
States, or any other banks, he would be one of the. 
last to justify it. He would not, however, imitate 
the Senator’s example of condemning the Secretary. 

rst, and then inquire into his conduct. : This was 
not in accordance with his notions of justice and. 


; propriety, although, perhaps, it may be with 


hose of this new school of politicians, belonging 
o the “armed neutrality.” : 

Mr. N. said he should vote for the resolutions, 
and could assure the honorable Senator that he 
would have voted for them without the eloquent 
and very temperate speech by which they had 
been sustained. .He thought well of the resolu- 
tions, and. would not stop to inquire what the 
motives or object of the mover might be; it was 
to be presumed that they were purely patriotic, 
and having reference solely to the public interest. 
And he was sorry he could not say as much of 
the Senator’s speech; but it.did appear to him 


| that that was not exactly in the right tone; it was 
, alittle too warm for a neutral, and especially as 
the occasion seems to have been sought by the 
: Senator. 


The substance of it also appeared to him to be 
somewhat objectionable. Resolutions are offered 


| proposing certain inquiries touching. the conduct 


of the Secretary of the Treasury; and on the cons 
sideration of these regolutions the Senator makes 
a speech full of crimination, condemiing the Sec- 
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retary for the very acts about which the resolu- 
tion asks for information. It seemed to him that 
it would have. been quite ‘as candid and fair to 
have obtained the information first; and- then to 
have predicated the accusations upon it, 

But what have we witnessed? A resolution of in- 
quiry is introduced, which is immediately changed 
into a bill of indictment against the Administra- 
tion and all its supporters. And what is the proof 
by which: the charges preferred in this bill of in- 
dictment are attempted to be sustained? Why, it 
is the declarations and accusations of the avowed 
and sworn enemies of the Administration; the 
statements and charges of the most- reckless and 
depraved of the Opposition presses, whose voca- 
tion it is to falsify and misrepresent every act and 
measure of the Government, right or wrong. And 
first and foremost of this formidable array of wit- 


nesses, is introduced’ a very important person, i 


who has-acted a conspicuous part iñ the seven- 
years’: war, to -which the Senator has alluded. 
Phis is-no less a personage than Nicholas Biddle, 
one of the belligerent parties to this very war. 
Well, what does this witness say in support of 
the gentleman’s bill of indictment? Why he says ! 
that the war between the Government and the | 
bank has ceased; that peace, or at least a truce, | 
has taken place; that he had a negotiation with | 
the Government, und purchased in his bonds; and 
that the Government has treated him very fairly. 

Now, sir, (said Mr. N.,) although I have no 
fault to find with this testimony, yet, as the Sen- | 
ator boasted that this witness stood so high in 
reputation that he could not be impeached, he was 
disposed to offer a witness standing equally high 
to impeach him. ' The witness he had to offer was 
this same Nicholas Biddle, who, in his celebrated 
manifesto, issued on the 5th of April last, gave his 
testimony regarding this war. Hesaid that it was 
awar carried on by the Government, against the 
“credit system;’’ that both parties were in the 
field face to face; that it was a life and death strug- | 
gle; a war of extermination, in which there could 
be no compromise or accommodation, but that one 
or the other must fall. Now, according to this 
witness last April; there can have been no peace 
or truce between the Government and the bank, 
much less an alliance offensive and defensive, as 
the Senator intimates. If the assertions of Mr. 
Biddle, at one time, are in direct contradiction to 
his statements at another, according to the rules 
of testimony he was a discredited witness, and 
his testimony must go for nothing. 

Of the other witness, on whom the Senator has 
relied to support his charges against the Adminis- | 
tration, consisting of the Baltimore Chronicle and | 


other Opposition presses, he was not disposed to |i 


speak. Ifthe Senator looks to such sources for i 
correct information concerning the acts of the ex- 
ecutive officers, he was not disposed to follow him | 
into that field. How long the Senator had been in 
the habit of judging of the measures of the Admin- į 
istration, from information derived from such | 
sources, Mr. N. could not say; but he believed | 
the time was not distant, when the Senator had as | 
little confidence in the statements of these honest 
bank organs, as he had himself. — cio 
This, Mr. President, is the testimony on which 


stich serious charges are made against the Ad- |: 


ministration, and sustained with so much earnest- 
ness and warmth. And not only have the past 
acts of the Executive and Secretary been con- 
demned on intelligence derived from such sources, 
but the future and intended measures of the 
Administration are ascertained from the same 
honest channels of information. Looking at the 


Administration through such a’ medium, both to |) 


discover what it has done and what it intends to 
do, who can doubt that the Senator will form a 
most candid and impartial judgment of its meas- 
ures and purposes. 

Mr. N. said he did not propose to go into the 
various matters which had been introduced into 
this debate, or to notice- the numerous charges | 
and insinuations against the Administration which | 
had been thrown out. | 

His principal object was to call attention to | 
several positions which had been assumed. The | 
first and most important was the declaration that 


|| from the large or small division of the Opposition, 


and had made a dishonorable peace, and even 
entered into an alliance, defensive and offensive, 
with the bank. He (Mr. N.) congratulated the 
Senate and the country on this highly important 
fact, about.which he supposed there could now be 
no doubt. It was announced the other day by Mr. 
Biddle himself; but coming in rather a question- 
able shape, and, connected with other marvelous | 


doubted it. It is now, however, confirmed by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia; and by the 
mouth of two witnesses every fact shall be estab- 
lished. Surely, sir, it should be a subject of 
general rejoicing that this long controversy is 
closed; that this seven-years’ war is terminated; 
that peace again reigns in our borders. For 
several years past, and particularly during the 
extra and the last session of Congress, we heard 
little else from the other side of this Hall, whether 


| but war speeches and panic speeches. The war 
of the Government upon the banks was held up 
to the country as the most alarming state of 
things; as having occasioned the prostration of 
credit, the derangement of the currency, the sus- 
pension of the banks, the ruin of commerce, and 
the entire business of the country. Even our 
civil institutions, and the liberties of the country, 
were to be overthrown by this cruel and relent- 
‘Jess war which the Government was waging į 
against the banks. The most eloquent appeals | 
were made to the people to arouse from their 
| lethargy, and interpose their mighty arm before 
lit was too late, and save their dearest interests 
from destruction. The interest of the banks was 
| the interest of the people; and a war upon the 
banks was a war upon the people—a war which 
affected every class and every interest; the rich 
and the poor, the high and the low, the capitalist 
and the laborer, all were suffering, languishing 
under the effects of this ruinous and destructive 
war upon the banks and the credit system. | 

This is the language, sir, which but a few | 
months sinċe was almost daily heard within these 
walls. Hostility to the banks and the credit | 
system was the great and besetting sin of the 
| Administration, which swallowed up all others. 
| But what do we hear now from the same quarter? 
Why, sir, will it be believed when it goes forth to į 
the country that a Senator, who was most zealous 
and constant in declaring and repeating the charges 
of hostility to the banks, is now the first to arraign 
| and condemn, unheard, the same Administration 
| for having terminated a war which was declared 
to be so destructive to the best interests of the 
country, of having succumbed to the monster, 
and made a dishonorable peace, and formed a 
| dangerous alliance with him? 

What, sir, are we to think of this? Were gen- 
tlemen then sincere? Did they really believe in 
the actual existence of a war, prosecuted by the 
| Government against the banks and its ruinous | 
| consequences, which filled them with such fearful | 
apprehensions; or were they attempting to hold up | 
this bugbear to frighten the people, to alarm their 
| imaginations, to exasperate their feelings, the 
| more effectually to enlist them in the only war 
{ 


i the politicians, aided by the banks, upon the Ad- | 
| ministration and a majority of the people who | 


| 

| 

l | 
| which had any real existence in fact—a war by | 
1 

| 


i sustained it? 

Surely, sir, if the gentlemen believed in the ex- 
| istence of the bank war, of which they have had | 
| so much to say, and the evils of which they have 
| portrayed in such glowing colors, they should be 
| the first to rejoice at the return of peace; at a 
restoration of a good understanding between the | 
Government and the banks. i 
| These gentlemen of the armed neutrality appear | 
, to be very difficult to please. 


| the hostility of the Administration to the banks; 
and now they arraign the same Administration, 
pursuing the same general policy, for being too 
friendly to the banks, and for forming an alliance | 


| trality politicians are pleased with this new aspect 
of things or not, it must be gratifying to all who 
have confided in their speeches and declarations 


the seven-years’ war was at an end. That the 
Government had not only given up the contest, 
but had been obliged to succumb to the bank, 


heretofore, to learn that this great source of danger 


statements of the doings of the bank, many || 


j 
During the last two | 
| sessions the whole burden of their complaints was | 


with Mr. Biddle’s bank. But whether these neu- |! 
i high and honorable motives, 


and mischief to all their interests—the bank war— | 


| 


| bank, 


i 


. Ha 
is atan end. i 


Mr. N. said there was another point which 
seemed to be concealed in this debate; which he 
also thought a subject of just congratulation. i 
was that the danger of a Treasury bank, which 
was so alarming at the last session, had entirely 
disappeared. The country had escaped thatawfu’ 
peril. We were then ‘told that that ‘* execrable 
measure,” the Independent Treasury, would result 
in a Treasury bank springing from the revenues 
of the Government and the drafts and transfers of 
the Treasurer. The Sub-Treasury plan has been 
in practical operation during the past year, and 
does not appear to have resulted ina Treasury 
Instead of that we are now told of an 
alliance between the Treasury and the Bank of the 
United States. 

There was another subject of congratulation, 
which, if not conceded in the debate, was, he 
thought, fully established by what we have wit- 
nessed on this occasion. He alluded to the “ half- 
way house.” That was gone, demolished, and 
swept away with the bank war and the Treasury 
bank. Sir, it is gone: not avestige of it remains; 
and its tenants made a timely retreat from it ‘be~ 
fore its fall, and passed on to the end of the’ road 
in which they had started, and have now arrived 
at the marble palace, where they were, no doubt, 
kindly received by the old occupants, with the 
friendly salutation, ** Gentlemen, we are happy to 
see you; will you please be seated, and make 
yourselves at home, ”? 

These changes were all important; he rejoiced 
at them, and did not doubt that the country would 
rejoice. We have got clear of the bank war, of 
the imminent danger of a Treasury bank, and of 
the half-way house, which was an obstacle on al! 


| sides; the coast now seemed to be pretty much 


clear. We have, however, it seems, an armed 
neutrality, a belligerent peace party, or neutrals 


| who codperate with one of the belligerents, Of the 


“ armed neutrality,’’ of which the Senator from 
Virginia seems to admit himself the head, he would 
say nothing, as he did not perhaps understand its 
true character. But he knew something of neutral 
politicians, whether armed or unarmed; he had 
watched the course of them for thirty years; and 
from the days of Aaron Burr to the present time, 
they had always been the same. The history of 
one was the history of all. He knew well what 
their neutrality was in its first, second, and third 
stages. All deserters from the Democratic party at 
first assume the character of neutrals, or no-party 
men; and whilst in this transition state, which 


| was sometimes a longer and sometimes a shorter 


period, they carry on a war against their old 
friends and old principles, under their old flag. 
This, sir, has been the course of neutral and’ no- 
party politicians in this country. Whilst maintain- 
ing the character of armed neutrals, they fight 


j under a piratical flag; and at the end of six months 


or one year, they throw to the winds the Demo- 
cratic banner, and take their station in the ranks of 
their former enemies; when after having, for some 
brief months, declaimed eloquently against party 
and party spirit, they become the most intolerant, 
malignant, and persecuting partisans the country 
has ever witnessed. For the truth of this statement, 
he appealed to the political history of the country; 
he appealed to existing facts. Look round these 
Halls; look into the State Legislatures; cast your 
eye over the whole country; take a view of recent 
alarming scenes which are now enacting in one of 
the great States of this Union, and then say who 
are the most violent, unscrupulous, and reckless 
political partisans in the country; who push selfish 
party measures to the greatest extremes, breaking 
over the barriers of the Constitution and laws, and 
trampling right and justice under their feet? It 
will be found, sir, in almost every instance, that 
the bold, daring, and reckless politicians, are de~ 
serters from the popular cause, and at some short 
period have declaimed eloquently against the abuses 
of party. Mr. N. said hespoke of general princi- 
ples, but made no application of them; he passed 
no judgment upon the motives and purposes of 
any one; he presumed all here to be actuated by 


The Senator from Virginia concluded with an 
eloquent appeal to the friends of the Administra- 
tion to throw aside their groveling, selfish, party 
purposes, to break asunder the trammels of party, 
and elevate their views to the great interests of 
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their country. This appeal, sir, under other cir- 
cumstances, might have been commendable; it 
might have been worthy of the Senator, and hon- 
vorable to the noble Commonwealth he represents. 
But under what circumstances was it made? It 
was the conctusion of a speech. uncalled for by 
the occasion, intemperate in its tone, and through- 
out characterized by unfounded and unsupported 
charges and criminations against the Administra- |} 
tion and eall its supporters, | 

If a professed friend (said Mr. N.) should meet || 
me in the street, and after abusing me with hard || 
words, beat me over the head with his cane, and |) 
then say to me, ‘Sir, let us now be friends; these || 
‘strifes and contentions not only render us un- 
“happy, but they are annoying to the whole com- 
‘munity; let us elevate our feelings above these 
‘low and base passions.” In such a case, I 
should be a little inclined to doubt the sincerity of 
the eloquent appeal made to my more elevated 
feelings. 

Who has betrayed any warmth of party feeling 
in this debate, or during the present session, un- 
less it be the Senator himself? 

He speaks of the high and exalted- consider- 
ations:by which he is actuated, rising above the 
mists of party, and. looking only to the great in- 
terests.of the.country. Of the Senator’s motives, 
aims, and purposes, he had nothing to. say; but 
he wished the gentleman to understand, thathow- 
ever pure, disinterested, or elevated they may be, 
they are not more’so than ‘those of the Senators 
to whom he addressed his appeal. 

Weare called on to abandon the ruinous Sub- 
Treasury scheme, and are told thatit has been 
condemned. by the country. Is the Senator quite 
sure heis not mistaken? Occupying the position 
he does, at the head of an armed neutrality, he 
may not have been the mostimpartial observer of 
passing events. Sir, a greater mistake was never || 
made. No impartial observer can have mistaken 
the elections of the past year. They have spoken 
a language which cannot well be misunderstood. 
The financial question has been before thecountry; |} 
it has been discussed, examined, and is becoming 
understood. The people have looked at it; not 
in-its details, but at the great principle of the en- 
tire disconnection of the finances of the Govern- 
ment from. thase of the banks, who desire to use 
the public money for their own benefit; and they 
are satisfied that it is founded in right and justice. 
That is enough for them; they wish to look no 
further. Whether it will injure the banks or not, 
is of no consequence with them; if satisfied the 
measure is right and just, they desire to see it car- || 
ried out. The mass of the people are honest, and |! 
they love justice above all things. The only 
difficulty has been that the subject was not sufi- 
ciently understood. That difficulty is passing 
away... The people now understand this question; i| 
they have examined it, and decided upon it. Tti; 
is no longer in the power of all the combined |; 
talents in these Elalls, however great, to mistify || 
this subject or hood-wink the people. They have | 
considered it well, and the. elections have an- | 
nounced their verdict; their voice hag been heard | 
from the mountains to. the valleys, and from the | 
lakes to the Atlantic. It is the voice of approba- | 
tion, If this question could this day be fairly į 

l 
i 
t 
i 
i 


submitted to the direct action of the people, at 
least two thirds of the electors in the United 
States would be found in its favor. And yet we 
ace called on to abandon the measure on the} 
ground that it has been condemned by the people, | 
and told -that.it is a mere party measure. To 
abandon it, sir, would be to betray our trusts, to | 
betray: the people, to disregard their known will, 
to'trample upon their rights: Yetthis is the way 
the Senator invokes .us to elevate our minds above | 
thelow, selfish, and-groveling purposes of party. | 
> Mr. Ni said-he forbore to notice various other | 
matters touched upon by the Senator, as his prin- | 
cipal object in: rising was; to call the attention of 
the Senate and the country to the new positions 
which are assumed. -Sir, the alarming evils which 
have so long threatened the ruin of the country, 
have suddenly disappeared, and that without any || 
change of policy on the part of the Administra- | 
tion; for to regard the negotiation of a bond to the i! 
Bank of the United Statesas constitutinga change, ‘| 
would be trifling with the subject: . The: bank 
war, which had se long afflicted. the country, l 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


mareen: x 


| neutrality, and that ever fertile theme of declama- 


| he felt pleased that his rights were deferred till 


| here or elsewhere, has been drawn into the vortex 


i gives me a wider space to move in.” 


i! out of order, yet, sir, it is right that they should 


| there is but one opinion. Alf will agree: that 


! Swartwout’s-defaleations, and” the defalcations of 
| many other officers in this Government; ought to 
be exposed; so ought all persons, public and pri- 
| vate, who- eitheř connive at them, or by whose 
i | neglect they may have been permitted ‘to occur. 
house, and nothing now remains but the armed |: D poneren am not aare tat any substantial 
| benefit can grow out of the investigation now pro- 
tion, executive influence. That, sir, still remains, i posed to be made. . The objects desired to be at- 
and will remain as long as this Government en- || tained by the investigation, seem to me to be in 
dures. It has been, now is, and will continue a i ponsenion of the Mouse and (he countrys thiet i 
be, a subject about which many great, good, and |) tna eGovernment has been defrauded out o 
just men wili entertain sHorshuusions of danger || near a million anda quarter of money, and that 
to our institutions; and they will eloquently and |; the Conservative-Whig scoundrel, Samuel Swart- 
earnestly warn the people against thig danger. In| wout, hae gone it and has placed inert far on 
his opinion, this was not the weak point in our |) the other sideof your investigation. If an investi- 
political fortress; it was not ihe place where the l geron can be pads without additional expense 
first breach would be made. ut whilst many !| and loss to the Government, or if any portion’ o 
honest and good men will point to this source of |/ the money can be found, or if there are others 
danger, and raise their warning voices against the |: within our jurisdiction may who have been engaged 
increase of executive power, there willatall times || in this stupendous fraud, and who may be brought 
be other men, who will declaim eloquently and |, to punishment by the proposed investigation, | am 
earnestly against the abuses and the eres of |) Piling and oe for Abs sare Pe win 
executive: power, executive patronage, and ex- || the mode proposed of raising the committee o 
ecutive infience, Jer other and far different motives || Shall make this investigation. It is proposed to 
and purposes. : have this committee appointed by the House.» ‘I 
object to any innovation upon the-usual mode. it 
is the province of the Speaker to appoint com- 
mittees, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 
I have some objections to “t otherwise ordering” 
the appointment of this committee. First, because 
it will bea feflection upon the ‘Speaker, whose 
character and reputation is identified with the 
character, reputation, and honor ofthis body; and 
whose official course, while it continues as hon- 
orable, able, impartial, and dignified as it hasbeen, 
merits the esteem of this House, Andi fate the 
confidence of the country. Second, because en 
obtain the floor for some days, to participate in || lieve that greater diserimiiation, and less party 
the discussion of tiis resolatinny vut he had not || partiality, will be exercised in the choice ote 
succeeded in his attempts to catch the Speaker’s |) committee if selected by the Speaker, than will be 
attention; and although he sometimes feit disap- | exercised by the House. Third, because there is 
pointed, at aa ee mat de was nor Permiten | lens responsibilty attached n the appointment by 
to do something. towards arresting the unbroken || the House than by the Speaker. e House, 
torrent of abuse which has been daily and hourly || the committee is jeapeneiblé. If by ‘hie Speaker, 
poured upon the heads of the Administration, || we have the responsibility of the Speaker and the 
from the first day of the session to this time, yet || committee. ë ASS E SANO 
It has been intimated that, should the commit- 
tee be appointed by the Speaker, it will be a 
“* whitewashing’? committee. Sir, I ébject to the 
appointment of the committee by the House, be- 
cause the Whigs: and ‘their “‘ friends and allies,” 
the Conservatives, have the ‘ascendendy in this 
House, and a majority of that committéé will 
consist of Whigs and ‘Conservatives. Swartwout 
was a Conservative-W hig.” Tarr confident every 


bringing so many evils in its train, is at last term- 
inated. The day of panics is gone, and we may 
now expect quiet and prosperity. The Sub-Treas- 
ury bill is in practical operation, and we have 
escaped that great and alarming peril, a Treasury 
bank. We have also got rid of the half-way 
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-SPEEGH OF HON. A. DUNCAN, 
l OF OHIO, : 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 17, 1839, 
On the Resolution providing for the appointment 
of a Committee to inquire into the defalcationgs 
of Samuel Swartwout. i 


Mr. DUNCAN said he had been anxious to || 


now. The unbounded range which the debate 
has.taken, and the unlimited privilege tolerated by 
the Chair to those who had‘entered the discussion, | 
by which every subject of. the political or human 
character, proper and improper to be talked of, 


of discussion,and all attempted to be made to bear || 
upon this Administration, to its prejudice, and to || 


| the destruction of the confidence of the people in || effort will be used by the committee to whitewash 
+ it, whose Administration it is, I say that 1 do 


|| the black frauds and corrupt iniquities of Swart- 
i wout, and blackwash the Administration. ` 1 ob- 
j; ject also to the appointment of the committee by 
I trust, sir, |; the House, because a part of that committee may 
although I shall deviate in many of the remarks I || consist of members who have formed and’ ex- 
shall make from the real question, I shall not be 
considered out of order, provided my remarks go |} 
to reply to the remarks of those who have pre- |! 
ceded me in this discussion; for I hold, sir, that | 
when remarks are made, in discussion, unfavor- 
able in their character to the reputation of the 
Administration, or any individual, whether in a 
public or private station, even if the remarks be 


not regret that 1 have been deferred until now, be- 
cause the course and spread the debate has taken 


of the Treasury in relation to the defalcations' of 
Swartwout, whom I consider wholly unfit for a 
| place on that committee. It would be as dis- 
i| graceful for this House to place such a member 
: on that committee as it would be dishonorable for 
i him to serve on it ‘But should the House determ- 
‘ine that this investigation shall go on, and that 
the House shall appoint the committee, I hope 
i that it will not be by ballot, as proposed, bat that 
i it will be appointed viva voce, so that the country 
are immediately under consideration. | may understand and see who is responsible for 

Sir, in the remarks I am about to make, I shall | the character of the committee. I hope in this 
feel bound to answer many charges against the | business: there will be no dodging. I hope every 
Administration and the Republican party, made || man will “toe the mark,’ and show his hand. 
during this debate. 1 am aware that many of || We'act for our country, and not for ourselves. 
those charges were made in open violation of order |! Those we represent have a right to know what 
and the rules that regulate debate in this House. | we do. | say, if this committee is to be appointed 
And it may be said it is equally out of order to I by the House, let it be done viva voce. Come out, 
answer charges, propositions, orarguments, which’! gentlemen, and show your bands. I hope we 
are themselves out of order. This may be true in‘ will see no Skulking behind the ‘cotton bage.” 
the general, but never ought to prevail at the-ex- i Mr. Speaker, we have been tossed and ‘rolled 
pense of justice or reputation. “I hope, then, sir, | upon the waves of party and the billows of fat- 
that I shall be permitted, without interruption, to | tion for some days, yes, some weeks, “And‘so 
respond to the charges to which Taillade, and to || high has run the sea by party tempest, that we 
indulge me in this hope will be-an exercisé of no || have been in danger of losing sight of that bar- 
more liberality than has been extended to those || bor in which the vessel of State was destined to 
who have made them. That much I have aright |! ride by the framers of the Constitution, “There 
to look for. That-much I -will expect. | is danger of losing sight of those principles which 

As to the object of the resolution, 1 presume’ must be considered fundamental, and which must 


be answered, at all times, when justice and truth 
require it, without regard to the question or meas- 
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continue to be the basis of our Government.so 
long as.it is of -a republican. character, . : 
There is.ng better method: of perpetuating our 
free institutions than afrequent recurrence to first 
principles, and a strict adherence to the letter of 
the Constitution; nothing short, of these can se- 
cure either perpetuity to the Government, or hap- 
piness to the people. I believe that ours is a Gov- 
ernment of the people, and its principles recognize 
the right of the people to govern themselves, either 
by themselves, or by their representatives, legisla- 
‘tive and executive. The principle of self-govern- 
ment embraces and implies. the capacity for self- 
government; and the right and the capacity for | 
self-government implies and involves the right to 
instruct, those whom the people may select to rep- | 
resent. them in the law-making power, as well as 
those who may be appointed to execute the laws. | 
Indeed, we may say.that public opinion is the law 
in this country. No law can be executed contrary | 
to.the popular will, although it may have all the | 
legislative and judicial sanction necessary to its ex- 
istence; yet obedience and submission to all laws, 
while they exist, are the moral and political duties | 
of every citizen. But, sir, oneof the highest duties 
we as Representatives owe, or can owe, to those 
we represent, is to sustain those measures which 
are the choice of the people; and the strongest evi- 
dence that.we can have that a given measure is 
popular with the people, and that it is our duty to 
carry that measure out, so far ag it depends upon 
our official. powers, is that.we have been elected to 
office. with reference to that measure. When an 
Administration is elected by the people, upon po- 
litical questions involving their interest, the vote | 
which is given in that, election is an expression of 
the people in favor of or against it, (as the gase 
may be.) The men who are elected are but the 
instruments In the hands of the people to carry out 
the policy involved in-those questions. The cor- 
rectness of these, propositions will not bé openly 
denied by any, but they have been obliquely and 
covertly. denied by the whole Opposition of this 
House. It is done indirectly, by making the broad 
and unqualified assertion, that the will of the peo- 
ple is not. manifested in. the officiak existence of 
this Administration, that the people have been 
blindly Jed into error by designing demagogues, 
and that the result. of the elections is no evidence 
of what may be the wish or willofthe people. Sir, 
this is carrying out a fundamental principle of the | 
Federal party, so recognized and practiced upon by 
that party from the commencement of our Gov- 
ernment. to this time, viz: that there is too much 
want of integrity, intelligence, stability, and moral 
rectitude with the common people for self-govern- 
ment., Sir, I will, before I take my seat, say more 
on this subject. I will. dismiss it at this time with 
the only declaration, which the baseness of the 
charge will admit of; and on behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, I fearlessly pronounce the charge a 
base slander upon their intelligence, and their | 
moral and political integrity. 


But, sir, have the principles laid down in this |; 
discussion by gentlemen of the Opposition corre- i! 


| 
sponded with these fundamental principles? Have | 
they not broken over every barrier that has been | 

| 


ciple so manifest, and so plainly developed, as it | 
hag been in this discussion. These denunciations | 
are unwarrantable and: indefensible in a political : 
sense, and revolutionary in their nature and tend 
encies. If ever there was an Administration of: 
the people since the formation of our Government, | 
or if there ever will be to its final dissolution, it is 
this Administration. If there ever were, or ever ! 
will be, measures which were, or are to be, con- | 


i 
i 


sidered the measure of the people, the leading | 


measures of this Administration areso. The chie 
officers of the Administration have been elected by 
the people with a full knowledge of their merits, 
their principles, and their capacities for the eleva- 
ted stations in which they have been placed. 
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The. leading measures. of this. Administration 
are the measures of. the. people; all the prominent 
recommendations. contained in the President’s 
Message involve the same principles. which have 
received the decision and the. sanction of the peo- 
ple, after mature discussion and enlightened delib- 
eration; and now to denounce them in the unmeas- 
ured terms of reproach and defamation, as well 
the Administration as the measures themselves, is 
to deny, in direct terms, as well the capacity of the 
i people to select their political representatives, as 
their capacity to judge of the fitness or unfitness of 
such measuresas directly involve their highest and 
their deepest interests, and perfectly in character 


i| with the fact, that a want of confidence in the in- 


tegrity and intelligence of the people constitutes 
a prominent and fundamental principle of the Fed- 
eral or aristocratic party in this country. 

The President recognizes the fact, that our po- 
litical institutions are becoming more and more 
under the control of the people, and that the 
| growth of intelligence is equal to the duties of their 
protection and preservation. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Brit] denies this, and refers to 
the * mob ”’ in Pennsylvania, as an evidence that 
such is not the fact, but that we are ina state of 
disorder. And, sir, I affirm that our political in- 
stitutions, and all the pure principles thereupon 
depending, are in a high state of preservation and 
durability; and for the truth of my affirmation, I 
refer to the ‘mob’? in Pennsylvania; and let me 
say, that I look upon the proceedings of the De- 
mocracy (‘‘ rabble ” as they have here been called) 
of Pennsylvania, as a most valuable evidence that 
there is enough of the revolutionary spirit of 76 
yet existing to repel any attempt at usurpation 
of power not recognized by the institutions of our 
country, ‘The attempt at usurpation by the Bank 
Federalists of Pennsylvania, was an attempt to 
establish power, in violation of the Constitution, 
as well of the United States as of the State of 
Pennsylvania. It was an attempt at disorganiza- 
tion, a prostration of our free institutions, and an 
effort to trample in the dust the elective franchise. 
The workers of such iniquity will only be known 
hereafter in infamy, and ought to be marked by 
the frown and indignation of every patriot and 
friend to his country, It is to be hoped that the 
Constitution and our free institutions, whenever 
and wherever assailed, and attempted to be pros- 
trated, as they were by the hired bank minions 
of Pennsylvania, may find, such a democracy for 
their protection as that which rallied to their stand- 
ard at Harrisburg. Such being the case, we have 
nothing to fear from all the political demagogues, 
bank vassals, and stock-jobbing gamblers that may 
array themselves against the country and the Con- 
stitution, 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bex1,] 
complains that the President and Secretary recom- 
mend economy, and, because this recommendation 
is presented to the public in each executive docu- 
ment, the people are thereby deceived; and says 
that such frauds upon ‘the credulity of the people 
ought to. be stopped;”? that is to say, the President 
and heads of the Departments ought not to recom- 
mend economy in the administration of the Govern- 


i| ment. I have no doubt, sir, but what these execu- 
:| tive recommendations of economy greatly annoy | 
|; the Federal party, whose unremitting object seems 
| to be to bankrupt this Government, if there is no || 
| other way to break down this Administration, and 


prostrate the Democratic party. Yes, sir, I have 
no doubt but that a recommendation from the 


1 
f 
j 
| 


|| is not only indispensable to the pur 
omy, but indispensable to keep the Government | 
within the limits necessary to secure and perpet- | 
" uate liberty to the people. 


i 
tt 


‘| 
j 


magnificent, and even extravagant, in public ex- 
penditures, would have been much more accepta- 


| ble to the gentleman and some more of his party. 
| Such a recommendation could have been used 


much more conveniently for Whig President 
making, than an economical recommendation, and 
wouid have been much more in character with the 
votes of the gentleman ’s party, which the Journals 
display. 

Sir, it has ever been a cardinal point with the 
Democracy, and with every Democratic Adminis- 
tration, to confine the public expenditures to the 
absolute wants of tne Government. Such a policy 
poses of econ- 


|| President and Secretary to Congress, to be liberal, | 


1. 
| 

i, Siamese twins. 
| 


There is nothing that can so much endanger the 
free institutions of a country and the freedom of 
its citizens as a rich and powerful. Government. 
If the people be rich and. happy, the Government 
must be poor. If the Government be rich and 
powerful, the people will be poor and weak, for 
the simple reasons that all rich Governments are 
made. so by the wealth of the people, and what- 
| ever is taken from them to enrich the Government 
must make them proportionately: poor; and in 
proportion to the wealth of the Government, se 
will it be powerful; and in proportion to its power, 
so will the people be weak. If the Government 
is the master, the people will be slaves; for both 
cannot be rich, both cannot: be powerful, nor can 
both be masters. I hope there is no friend to his 
country of this Congress, or of any other Con- 
gress to come, in alf time, who will hesitate to 
carry out the President’s recommendation of econ- 
omy in the expenditures of the Government. [ 
say I hope this recommendation may be: unani- 
mously sustained; but I-fear such will not be the 
case. We have a party here (the party: opposed 
to the Administration) who seem. to owe itas a 
duty to théir principles and their party, to oppose 
every measure that is recommended bythe Execu» 
tive Department, or brought forward by its. sup- 
porters. It is enough that the Administration 
recommends a measure to rally in one concert 
howl the whole pack of Oppositionists: ‘The Ex- 
ecutive and the Secretary of the Treasury recom- 
mend economy, present an estimate of the probable 
wants of the Government; but various works of 
a public nature (and many of them unconstitu- 
tional) are authorized by Congress, and appro- 
priations directed to carry them on, to more than 
twice the amount of the estimates; and if the 
means of the Government happen to fall short, then 
we have a general Federal yelp of extravagance, 
extravagance, profligacy, and ruin, by the very 
party—yes, by the very men—who have been the 
means of involving the Government and bank- 
rupting the Treasury by unconstitutional and ex- 
travagant appropriations; and these are the men 
who preach economy to the people with their lips, 
but practice extravagance in their hearts. 

Mr. Speaker, I entered upon this discussion 
with great diffidence; not but what truth, facts, 
and argument are on our side, but because it is 
impossible to know where to. find our enemy. 
They are as inaccessible as the Seminoles of 
Florida, who skulk beyond. the swamps and 
within the dense hammocks, or the Circassians, 
who secure themselves in and upon the inaccessi-~ 
ble Caucasus of Asia. Was it not for one fea- 
| ture in the principles and conduct of the modern 
| Whigs, they would be impervious to defeat; they 
would be like brigands; they would eat, drink, 
and sleep with the apparent sociability of a friend 
with those who are the constant subjects of their 
| plunder. I say if it were not for one feature in 
| their political conduct; that is, never-ceasing hos- 
| tility to the principles of Democracy; that is a 
| paramount object, and before which everything 
| else, moral, political, or religious, must give way. 
| That is the link which unites themas close as the 
Our enemies have no name, or, 
perhaps, they have so many names that little ad~ 
vantage could be derived from advertising them. 
| The number of aliases necessary to designate them 
would swell the price of an advertisement above 
i their value. I believe that all honest men regard 
a frequent change of one’s name as an evidence of 
| base dishonesty and fraud. If you hear of a man 
giving himself the name of AB at one of your 
neighboring towns, C D at another, and at another 
E F, you will surely come to the conclusion that 
he is a horse-thief, a robber, or something of the 
kind. So in a political sense, suspicions would 
| justly be entertained of the political honesty and 
integrity of a.party who are perpetually changing 


ji their names with the return of every general and 


important election. There is no man sufficiently 


watchful of his political rights, who will not look 
upon such a, party with jealousy and great sus- 


i picion. Nor are the Federalists more prolific of 


| names than they are in principles. They have a 
| new code of principles for each election that is 
presented. Whenever it ia necessary to rally 
upon a given election of general interest, they 
baptize themselves with a new name,and make 
such principles and maxims their watchwords as 
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may answer the particular case. Can I haveyour 

attention, sir, while | trace up some of their in-, 
consistencies practiced. for political effect? In 

1796, when Federalism -had the ascendency, and: 
overshadowed every prospect in the country; in 

the Reign of Terror, when it was common to wear 

a black cockade, the term Whig was then ‘con- 

sidered an opprobrious term; it was synonymous 

with Democrat, and both only fit for the ‘lower or- 

ders, or, in thè Federal language of the times, was 

fit for'the common people; while that of Federalist 

was alone fit for those who were alittle uncommon; 

but now, for political effect, the same party have 

_ taken the term Whig to themselves. The adop- 

tion of this cognomen has answered them some 

purpose. It has answered the purpose of gulling 

a few of the unwary; but the object of its adop- 

tion begins to be understood; itis losing itscharms. 

‘The Federalists will be compelled to take an- 
other name; to meet the next congressional and 

presidential elections. The term Locofoco is 

now given to the Democracy by the Federalists, | 
as a taunt and a term ofreproach. I shall not be 
astonished at all if the Federalists should steal the 
name from the Democracy, and baptize them- 
selves with it, before the year 1840. We will then 
have a Bank-Federal-Locofoco party to contend 
with, In 1812~?14, when war was declared against 
England for the most violent and outrageous tres- 
passes ‘upon our commercial and other rights, in 
the open violation of the established laws, usages, 
and customs of nations, the Federal party, who 
were always a little more attached to the constitu- 
tion, laws, and customs of England than to their 
own,and always deadly hostile to France, said 
tauntingly, ‘4 Why don’t you declare war against 
France, and recover your French spoliations? 
You are resting under national degradation; France 
has done you more injury than England.” Bat; 
war was prosecuted against England, and term- 
inated with the memorable battle of the 8th of Jan- 
uary, on the plains of New Orleans; a battle 
which not only concluded the war, but shed a 
blaze of patriotism, and a halo of glory over this | 
country, and this nation, which no other victory 
ever did, and won laurels for those who gained it, | 
that will‘bloom in memory, when they (oy, and 
the’ gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. UNDER- 
woop,] who rejoiced that there were no. cannon 
fired here on the 8th of January) shall mingle with | 
the dust. But the time came when, to save the | 
nation’s honor and do justice to those whose rights 
had been violated, it became the duty of the Chief 
Magistrate to call the attention of Congress, and 
the American people, to the redress of the injuries 
which we had sustained by the French spolia- 
tions, and the only means left for President Jack- 
son was to recommend reprisals. At this, the 
whole Federal party started, as if by one univer- 
gal electric shock, and said: ‘* What, are you about 
to declare war. against France for the paltry sum |; 
of 25,000,000 francs? What, are you about to |! 
involve this nation in a war with France, that || 
must deluge us in blood, and sink us in bank- jj 
ruptey and ruin, for the paltry consideration of | 
25,006,000 of francs? Are you about to declare war 
against France, who assisted you through with 
your. revolutionary struggle, and te whom you | 
owe a debt of gratitude you never can pay, an ob- 
ligation that never can be cancelled, for the paliry 
consideration of 25,000,000 francs?” 

Yes, sir, this was the cry then, and it was! 
howled as loud, as long, and as piteously as the 
crocodile ery of corruption, corruption, and panic, | 
panic, is now howled. In 1811, when the re- j 
charter of the old Bank of the United States was 
under congressional: discussion, Mr. Clay, the: 
now leader of the Federal party, denounced the | 
bank’ as unconstitutional. ` He contended that || 
Congress had no power to incorporate.a bank or | 
anyother institution, and° that a bank was a dan- : 
gerous‘and an ‘unsafe. institution; but now, sir, 
without. any change or amendment of the Consti- 
tution, and without any material change in the 
policy of our-country or difference in our institu- 
tions, a bank is the very thing we want, and is 
perfectly constitutional. In- 1816, Daniel Web- i 
ster, whose opinions on constitutional law is the 
political Koran of the Federal party, and before | 
whose opinions they ‘fall. prostrate, kiss the! 
ground, and worship as before Omnipotence, said |) 
that gold and‘silver was.the only currency recog- | 


| in every door-yard; those who could read, were 


nized’ by and known to the Constitution. It was 

the law of the land at home, and the law of the 

world abroad. But now the rag-tag shinplaster | 
currency answers all the purposes of a national 
currency, and is perfectly constitutional with that 
gentleman and all his party. In 1830, when the 
great political question, in which all others were 
merged, was the recharter. of the Bank of the 
United States, Mr. McDuffie, chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, made a report 
in favor of the recharter of the bank, which was 
popular with the Federal Bank party. Every 
sentence and word of that report was hailed as 
good orthodox Bank Federal doctrine, and no 
part of it was more popular than the following 
passage, which constituted the objections of the 
committee to a national bank, and the avowed 
objections of the Federal party to such an institu- 
tion. f 

In relation to a national bank, (speaking of the | 
number of agents which the United States Bank | 
employed, and their political influence,) he says: 
“ But the patronage resulting from the appoint- 
c ment—-the annual appointment of these agents, | 
‘great ag it would doubtless be, would be insig- 
‘nificant and harmless when compared with that 
‘which would result from the dispensation of 
© bank accommodations, to the standing amount of 
«$50,000,000! The mind almost instinctively 
“shrinks from the contemplation of an. idea so 
“ominous to the purity of the Government and 
‘the liberties of the people. No Govetnment of 
‘which the committee have any knowledge, ex- 
‘ cept, perhaps, the despotism of Russia, was ever |; 
‘invested with a patronage at once so prodigious | 
‘in its influence, and so dangerous in its character. 
“In the most desperate financial extremities, no 
‘other European Government has ever entered j! 
‘upon an experiment so perilous. If the whole | 
t patronage of the English monarchy were concen- 
“trated in the hands of the American Executive, 
‘it may be well doubted whether the public liberty 
€ would be so much endangered by it, as it would | 
‘by this vast pecuniary machine,” 

‘This was the opinion of the Federalists in 1830, 
1831, and 1832, in relation to a national bank. So | 
it was then—always was, and will be—the opinion 
of the Democracy of this country. This docu- || 
ment had a circulation throughout. the United | 
States that no other document ever had. It flew || 
through the country like leaves in the fall fell upon 
the highways, on cross-roads, in the: fields, and 


compelled to read it; and those who could not | 
had it read to them; and no part of that report 

was used in argument in favor of the recharter of 

the United States Bank more than that part which | 
I have cited. It was used to put down and nullify | 
the mere suggestion which General Jackson ad- il 
vanced, that a national bank might, perhaps, be | 
established, within the power of the Constitution, | 
and of less dangerous tendencies. But what will | 
you think, sir, of Federal consistency, when I tell | 
you that no sooner had General Jackson vetoed 
the Bank of the United States, and the people had, | 
by an overwhelming majority, sustained him in 
his course, than the Federalists were for “a; 
national bank !?? Yes, sir, for a national bank, |! 
with all its subjugating tendencies and ‘* Russian 
despotism;’’ and in 1834 the congressional elections 
turned upon the question of a national bank. 

In 1834-°35, when the General Government. was 
receiving the notes of specie-paying banks in liqui- 
dation of the land purchases, the Administration 
was denounced and the practice deprecated as 
destructive to the rights of the people and their 
interest in the public domain. It was. rung- upon 
every change that the Administration was frittering | 


i 
1 
| 
| 
{ 
i 
i 
| 
| 


| the. people, 


the system .of monopoly, thatthe country: waa 
threatened with the introduction of the feudal 
system, with the vacillating and degrading: tend+ 
encies peculiar to a system of landlords and ten» 
ants: : ; 

General Jackson, seeing the progress. of. these 
overwhelming evils, recommended what was called 
the specie cireular to the Secretary of the Treass 
ury. The policy was adopted, which was to pro- 
hibit the sale of a greater quantity of land: than 
three hundred and twenty acres to one individual, 
for any other kind of currency than gold and 
silver. This measure had the desired effect, viz: 
to bring a sound currency- into the Treasury, and; 
in some degree, to check the wild rage for specus 
lation, and to secure the public domain from the 
grasp of the wealthy monopolizer. But no sooner 
was the specie circular put into successful opera+ 
tion, than the whole pack of the Opposition again 
raised the howl. The Administration was de~ 
nounced for declaring. war upon the banks, war 
upon the credit system, and making an odious 
distinction in the currency between the Govern- 
ment and the people.: There was not a. Whig 
whiffet in the country, but could ask with great 
emphasis, “ What, is the Administration about 
to. establish two currencies, one for the Govern- 
ment, and one for the people?”? «The Govern- 
ment must have gold and silver, while the peaple 
are to have shinplasters.’’? Again, in: 1834-'35, 
and °36, the Federalists said it was unsafe to: des 
posit the public revenuein the local banks. They 
were unfit for financial agents, and the ‘banks 
and local bank-deposit system. was. in.chatacter 
with the ruinous and: destructive :policy of ithe 
Administration.” Well, in 1837, when the banks 
suspended payment, locked up the publie revenue, 
and proved themselves faithless agents, and un- 
worthy of the confidence of the community and. 
the Government; and when in consequence thereof 
it became the duty of the President of the United 
States to recommend a separation of. the Govern- 
ment finances from the banks, and the establish- 
ment of an independent constitutional Treasury, 
then, again, was the whole force of the Federaliats 
arrayed against: the Administration, .and every 
possible motive but that which was good and pa~ 
triotic attributed to them. Ruin to:the country, 


| desolation to commerce, destruction to the banks, 


and prostration to every interest, public and pri~ 
vate, was sung from Maine to: Mexico, and:as.in 
the case of the Treasury. ‘circular, *‘ two eure 
rencies!’’ ‘* one for.the Government, and one for 
” was exclaimed- and vociferated by. 

every Whig thing in the country, so) uco74. Drè 
Further, when General Jackson: was run fot 
President, in 1824, 1828, and 1832, the Democracy: 
were warned most solemnly and ‘lovingly not. to 
support a military chieftain for the Presidency, 


away the public lands, which were. reserved in | 
trust for the use of the people, and taking-in con- | 
sideration the shinplasters of irresponsible banks. |! 
True it was, sir, that the spirit of speculation was i| 
about to draw the whole public domain in its- 
vortex. Those who had credit could-obtain bank |) 
notės by the quire, and purchase hundreds. of i) 
thousands of acres of the public. lands,-perhaps || 
to the loss of the Government, as there was an || 
uncertainty of the. power of the banks to redeem F 
their paper, and to-the great injary and prejudice | 
of the poor and industrious: man, for whose use i 
the land is, and_really of right ought to be held. i, 
Such was the rage for speculation, and such was. i 


We were told and admonished, in an apparent 
spirit of patriotism and loye of country, that. all 


, Governments had fallen, and all Republicshad been 


subverted, by the destroying hands. of military’ 
chieftains and m‘‘tary ambition... Yes, sir, we 
were told that. ‘t war, pestilence, and. famine,”? 


i} would be our fate, if we should place a. military. 


chieftain in the executive chair. ‘Thehero of New: 
Orleans ought not-to be.made President of these 
United States; we must have a civilian fora Pres- 
ident... But General Jackson’ was: elected; he 


i served his first term, but no. military despotism 


made its appearance. He was elected a second 
time, and served out his term, but no military des- 
potism yet appeared. But there were some honest 
persons of the Democracy who perhaps thought 
there would be-more safety in. bestowing the Pres- 
idency upon a civilian; and a distinguished. one, 
in the person of Martin Van Buren, was presented 
to the American people as the Democratic candi- 
date for the Presidency. But now it was discov- 
ered that a civilian was -not so safe as was thought, 
and particularly the one now offered; and a mili+ 


| tary chieftain was brought forward in the person 


of Major General William Henry Harrison, com- 
mander-in-chief of the northwestern army, and 
offered as the competing candidate against. the 
civilian already named. : Yes, sir, in 1832 there 
was danger, ay, ruin.to the country and-downfal’ 
of the Government attendant on the election af.the 
hero of New Orleans to the Presidency; but in 
in 1836 there was no danger in-electing the hero of. 
Tippecanoe to the same high station, 
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Again: when General Jackson was President, 
the Federalists said Martin Van Buren. adminis- 
tered the Government, Jackson’s messages were 
splendid documents in point of talent; they could 
not be surpassed. All the objections the Federal- 
ists had-to them consisted in their hostility to the 
Democratic doctrines they contained; but they said 
General Jackson neither composed nor wrote them; 
they were: Martin Van Buren’s messages. But 
now that Martin Van Buren is*President, every 
leading measure and proposition of the Adminis- 
tration comes from the Hermitage. Sir, I repeat 
the question again: What confidenceis to be placed 
in a party who change their name and their prin- 
ciples with the return.of every election? 

But, sir, | have presented this array of Federal 
inconsistencies, nat merely for the purpose of ex- 
posing the base practice of changing names and 
principles for the unhallowed purposes of political 
deception, but also to prove what I have already 
Btated, and what has been.well known in reference 
to the principles of the Federal party; which is, 
that itis a part of their faith, and a fundamental 
principle of their doctrine, that thecommon people 
have not the intelligence, firmness, and moral in- 
tegrity necessary for self-government; and all these 
changes of names, and professed changes of prin- 
ciples, is base and black hypocrisy. 


Sir, we have had a prophetic. destruction from | 


the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Prentiss,] | 
as blighting as that pronounced by the inspired 
prophets against Babylon. He has told us, in 
substance, that if-this Administration is to be con- 
tinued, this Government must fall; your Constitu- 
tion will be rent, and scattered to the four winds. | 
This would be bad. Your free institutione will | 
be prostrated and leveled with the earth. This | 
would be worse. This magnificent pile of noble 

architecture will totter, tumble, crumble, and min- 


gle with the dust of the pyramids of Egypt, the | 
temples of Greece, andthe obelisks of Rome! ; 


Hardly ‘a scratch or seroll will be found upon the 
lofty columns that now. surround us to give name 
to this:magnificent temple of liberty to the curious 
and romantic wanderer in after ages! All this is 
withering prophecy to the philanthropist and the 
lover of liberty; but the worst is yet to come; that 
which will befar more distressing to the lover of 
science, literature, and politics. The gentleman 
concluded -his prophecy by the chilling threat, 
that if Martin Van Buren is again to be elected 
President of these United States, he (the gentle- 
man) will do—what, sir? Take the Great W est- 
ern, and go to Liverpool! Yes, sir, the gentleman 
will expatriate himself from this Government. | 
What a calamity! It will be the footing up of | 
all the other calamities that await this people and | 
this Government, if this wicked Administration is | 
to be continued. s | 
-F think the Democracy, sir, will have to take | 
this last threatened calamity seriously into con- | 
sideration, When I go home, I will lay the mat- 
ter, in a proper manner, before the first Demo- 
cratic convention which may be held in the district 
I have the honor to represent. I will also consult 
some'of my old and well-tried friends in Democ- | 
racy. Father Felter and Father Dawson are pa- | 
trtarchs in Democracy. They are experienced in 
political matters. They are doctors in Democracy, 
and, withal, sound, pure, and upright patriots at 
heart: Their opinions on this important ques- 
tion will be of great weight. I think the Democ- 
racy, so far as my district is concerned, will take 
such order on the question as will operate to the | 
best interests.of the country. Should I have the ; 
honor ofa seat in the next national convention | 
which willbe held for the presidential nomina- : 
tions of 1840, I will lay the matter before the con- | 
vention; and if it shall be thought that the loss of | 
the gentleman as a citizen of the United States | 


will be an injury paramount to the benefits of Mr. |; 
Van Buren’s administration, why, Mr. Van Bu- | 
ren ‘then, and in that case,” will be withdrawn, | 


and some less dangerous man shall be 
in his place. I know that the Democracy will do | 
what is right in the premises. 
if the gentleman should expatriate himself, and 
“take the Great Western for Liverpool,” still it | 


may not prove the final end of this Government. 


When Alexander the Great planted the Grecian 
standard in the soil of India, and was carrying | 
his conquests into the interior thereof, and one | 


it mule, 


taken up | 


Bat, sir, I hope, || 


victory seemed: to be gained.to the glory of the 
Grecian arms but-to give way for another equaliy 
glorious, in all these battles Alexander wás tound 
in the front ranks. (A most happy admonition 
to some of our liveried gentlemen, who had bet- 
ter be in Florida, or at some other post where 
they would be doing more service to. their coun- 
try, than hanging and lounging about the city of 
Washington, each.occupying the room of two at 
all your balls, routs, and assemblies, where, in 
some instances, there is nothing but women to 
fight.) Some of his officers, in the most friendly 
manner, admonished the King of the danger he 
was risking in thus exposing -his royal person, 
and the great interest that Greece had in the pres- 
;ervation of his life. The King answered that 
|| the welfare of Greece did not depend on the life 
; or death of one man, So-L would hope, sir, that 
the duration and welfare of this Republic does not 
| depend on the presence or absence, or life or 
! death, of any one man. But this Republic may 
fall; yes, sir, it will fall, as did the Assyrian em- 
pire, when the Medes were governed by a mule, 
| and from the same cause. Cræsus, King of As- 
| syria, consulted the oracle Delphos, for purposes 
i that related to his future prosperity, and the pros- 
| perity of his empire. He was told that when he 
| crossed the river Halys, that a great empire would 
| be destroyed; and that when the Medes should be 
| governed by a mule, he would bein danger. He 
| never dreamed that it was to be his own empire 
| that was to be destroyed when he should cross 
| the river Halys, and he thought the thing impos- 
į sible that ever the Medes should be ruled by a 
! But after his empire was destroyed, and 
| he made prisoner by Cyrus, King of Persia, he 
sent a gold chain, with a reprimand, to the Del- 
phic oracle for so deceiving him; he was informed 
| by the oracle that it was his own empire it was 
meant should be destroyed, when he should pass 
the river Halys, and that Cyrus was the mule 
who was to govern the Medes—a mule being a 
mongrel beast, half ass and half horse. And that 
Cyrus, being the son of Cambyses, King of Per- 
sia, and Mandanis, daughter of Astyages, King 
of the Medes, he was of mongrel composition— 
one half of his blood Persian, by his father, and 
the other that of the Medes, by his mother. So, 
sir, when this Republic comes to be governed by 
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| subverted. Sir, what is the Federal party? A 
¡i mongrel composition consisting of part Bank and 
j part Anti-Bank, Masonic and Anti-Masonic, Ab- 
| olition and Anti-Abolition, &c.,&c. Made up, 
sir, of the factions and fractions, and odds and 
ends of all factions, bound together by no com- 
mon principle or tie but natural and unrelenting 
hostility to the Democratic party, and the Demo- 
cratic principles. When the day shall come that 
this mule shall govern this country and this peo- 
ple, then will our Republic fall, and our free in- 
stitutions crumble to the ground, and mingle with 
the dust of the free institutions of other Republics 
which have fallen by the misrule of similar fac- 
tions and ambitious demagogues. 

Sir, as an evidence that this corrupt Adminis- 
tration is soon to be overthrown, the gentleman 
has presented us, in glowing colors, the recent 
Federal victories in New York. And the gentle- 
i: man attempted to amuse us with the effect that that 

Federal triumph must have had upon the Presi- 
ident. Itis true that the State of New York has 


f given, at the recent election, a Federal vote bya 


small majority, much smaller than it was the pre- 
ceding election. And [ have no doubt but that 
the Federal success last fall was the necessary re- 
sult tosecure Democratic success to the next pres- 
idential election. Yes,sir, the ten thousand tricks, 


deceive the Democracy, and to secure Federal suc- 
cess, will recoil with ten-fold force upon the heads 
of ine workers of such base iniquities; and, besides, 
a defeat something like that of New York was ne- 
| cessary to keep up that Democratic watchfulness, 
so indispensable to the preservation of our free 
institutions.. With the rushing torrent.of political 
prosperity, which was the lot of the Democracy 
last fall, there was danger of falling into careless- 
ness and apathy, from which we could only have 
been roused by some great violation of our political 
rights, such as occurred in 1824, when the people 
by fraud, corruption, and bargain, were cheated 


| a mule, (Federal sway,) it will fall, or it will be i 


stratagems, and base frauds, which were used to |! 


f 

| out ofthe man of their choice for the first office in 

ii their gift. But, sir, the Federal success in New 

: York, and the manner by which sucha result wag 

|| brought about, will keep up.a laudable and whole- 
i some Democratic excitement, which will not be 
| limited to that State, but will influence more or less 
; the Democracy throughout the Union, and will tell 
; à woeful tale for Federalism in 1840. 

|. While! am, on this subject, it will not be im- 
: proper to notice some curious circumstances of a 
; national character which seem, if not to partake 
: of the supervision of which I have been speaking, 
; at least to have all the characteristics of retributive 
i justice. I allude, sir, to the rejection of the dis- 
| tinguished and. talented statesman and accom- 
| plished gentleman who now fills the executive 
| chair of these United States. It will be remem- 
| bered that during the late Administration, General 
i Jackson. nominated, in the recess: of Congress, 
i‘ Martin Van Buren Minister to the. Court of St. 

i James, The Senate of:the United States—having 
| majority at that time opposed to the Administra- 
| tion and the Democratic party, but since reformed 
i by the people——rejected the nomination, and Mr. 

i Van Buren was of course called home. : What 
| followed? Why, the people, the freemen of the. 
i country, elected him vice president of the United 
| States; elected him to the second office within their 
i gift; placed him in that same Senate, to preside 
i; over the same men who, for party purposes, nar- 
row party considerations, had rejected him. What 
a triumph of principle and of retributive justice ! 

But the laudable and popular indignation for such 
base injustice did not stop there. Popular love 
and popular confidence, which he had honestly 
earned, gave him the highest station within the 
gift of the American people—a station which he is 
now filling with honor to himself, dignity to his 
; office, and to the highest and best interests of his 
| country. 

There is another little matter, of the same char- 
acter, which I will just mention. ; 

It will be remembered that General Jackson 
| nominated one Ben Tappan to the office of district 
i Judge of the State of Ohio—as sound a Democrat 
; and as pure a patriot as ever honored the names; 
; and, withal, of the first order of talents, and of the 
most unexceptionable deportment.. This nomin- 
ation, for party purposes, contracted, groveling, 
| selfish considerations, and for the gratification of 
|, a vindictiveness which can be found in no party 
i except. the sworn enemies of Democracy, was 
j; rejected. But what do you think the people have 
i done, sir? They have placed this same Ben Tap- 
pan in the seat of him by whose vote the nomina- 
tion was rejected, and have consigned him (Ewing) 
who voted the rejection to perpetual and everlast- 
ing ‘* solitude and the desert wastes of water.” These 
things may not have been brought about by any 
| providential interposition, but they evidently par- 
| take of that kind of retributive justice which is one 
i of the attributes of Providence. 
| I have said that the gentleman from Mississippi 
| (Mr. Prentiss] brought forward the alarm of 
| Belshazzar to portray the alarm of the President 
į on hearing of the defeat of the Democracy-of New 
ii York. l thank the gentleman for the classical 
| allusion. I will try to make something of it for 
: my purpose. 

: Sir, the conduct of the Federalists in 1837, on 
| the reception of the news of their victories in several 
: of the States, will well bear comparison with that 
: of Senacherib, and many other tyrants of his 
i time, who were mere scourges in the hand of the 
: Almighty to punish the wickedness and idolatry 
| of mankind. Inspeaking of thesway of his power 
| and of his conquests, he said: . 

| « By the strength of my hand I have done it, 
} 


‘and by my wisdom, for I am prudent; and Í 
| í have removed the bounds of the people, and have 
| « robbed them of their treasures; and have putdown 
! í the inhabitants like a valiant man, and my hand 
: * hath found as a nest the riches of the people; and 
“as one gathereth eggs that are left, have I gath- 
‘ ered all the earth; and there was none that moved 
i (the wing, or opened the mouth, or peeped.”’ 

| Butthis monarch, so augustand wise in hisown 
| eye, how did he appear in that of the Almighty? 
| Only as a subaltern—a servant sent by his mas- 
`: ter—the rod of his anger, and the staff in his hand. 
| The Almighty ’s design wasto chastise his children, 
il not to exterminate them; but Senacherib had it 
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in his own heart to destroy and cut off all nations. 
What, then, will be the issue of this kind of con- | 
test between the designs of the Almighty and those | 
of this prince? At the time he fancied himself al- 
ready possessed of Jerusalem, the Almighty, with 
a single blast, disperses all.his proud hopes, de- 
stroysin one night a hundred and four-score thou- 
sand of his troops—putting a hook in his nose, 
and a bridle in his lips, (as though he had been a 
wild beast,) he leads him back to his own domin- |; 
ions, covered with infamy, through the midst of ;} 
those nations, who, but a little before, had beheld 
him in ail his. pride and haughtiness. How was 
it with the Federalists in 1837, on hearing of their 
victories? These are the results of our strength; 
it is done by our own power, for we are mighty. 
One gentleman [Mr, Cusnina, of Massachusetts] 
said, in substance, in the name of the rest of the 
Federalists, that the Demagigey in Maine had | 
fallen before the power of Iederalism like grass || 
before the scythe. But what did all this vain boast- | 
ing amount to? We will see in the end, A Bel- 
shazzar feast was held at Faneuil Hall. Daniel, 
{not the prophet,) with all his oficersand minions 
assembled, and, after being harangued by Daniel 
and other Federal high priests, retired to a place 
appointed, where the history of the times say there 
were twelve: hundred and. three-score bottles of 
champagne in readiness. for the feast; all drank 
and all “* breathed deeper and freer than they had 
ever done.”’, But, in the midst of their reveling, 
a hatdwriting was seen on the wall, and when dis- | 
covered, it disclosed the appalling fact that Mis- | 
souri had closed her elections, and that the De- 
mocracy had gained a triumphant victory over the 
Federalists. This produced consternation and dis- 
may. But the revelers received that kind of con- 
solation that the queen-mother Nictoris gave her : 
son Belshazzar—that was, that Missouri was ex- 
pected to be Democratic. “ Solitary and alone” 
ruled that State; all expected that the I"ederalists ! 
would be defeated. So they were comforted, and 
the feast went on. But hardly had they taken the 
next glass, when a voice thundred at the gates— 
the Federalists have been routed in Maine horse, 
foot, and dragoons, and more than five thousand 
left dead on the field. Consternation had not time 
to. subside, when a courier rushed upon them with | 
the intelligence that a battle. had. been fought in 
Maryland, and the Jederalists had been routed 
with dreadful slaughter. On the heels of this death- | 
dampening news came on another courier with the 
news that the Keystone in the arch of the Union | 
had been replaced, and that a pitched battle had | 
been fought between the Federalists and the Dem- | 
corats of Pennsylvania, and that the former were 
overthrown, and six or eight thousand slaughtered ; 
close to this intelligence, followed. one from Ohio, 
with thenews.that a pitched battle had been fought, 
and the shinplaster Governor had been overthrown 
and upwards of fourteen thousand of his Federal i 
troops inhumanly andindiscriminately slaughtered, 
and his whole Conservative troops cut off, not 
one man of the self-styled ‘* Spartan band,” was 
left to take the news of the sad disaster to Lacedæ- 
mon; close on this disaster followed the news 
from South Carolina and New Jersey, with the 
melancholy intelligence of the almost entire over- 
throw of Federalism in both these States; in the 
latter, over a thousand Federalists were put to the 
sword; last, though not least, cameacourier from 
Delaware, bearing the proud banner of Democracy, 
with the inscription of victory, and the overthrow | 
of Federalism! Federalism was overcome. . The | 
knees of the bacchanalians, Belshazzar like,smote | 
together. The air. sickened; dumbness and horror || 
reigned; the wine-cup dropped from the pale and i 
quivering lip; the Euphrates was turned from her f 
channel; the Persian troops.marched in dryshod; | 
the walls were demolished, the citadel seized, and./ 
the city of Federalism wag destroyed, and its citi- ' 
zens put to the sword! How does this prostration | 
compare with the vain boastings of the Federalists 
one year before, and how very insignificant is the 
small and temporary Federal victory in New York, 
when compared -with such a succession of tri- 
umphs, gained upon principle, and under the broad ` 
stripes of the banner of Democracy.. ` f 
The gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Prex- | 
tiss,| after attempting to expose what he sup- | 
poses to be corruptions of this Government, says | 
that they grow. out of the maxim-and the watch- 


| 
| 
| 


L 
f 
i 
i 
j 
l 


f 
il 


; removal of such worthless drones upon the public | 


word, that to the victors belong the spoils. . The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] says that 
no reformation can be expected while there are so 
many hungry expectants. There is not a day 
nor an hour that passes but we hear some taunt 
about the spoils party, hungry expectants, office- 
holders, the army of office-holders, &c. Sir, I 
think I once before was compelled to notice this 
hypocritical whining about office-holders. Where, 
I ask again, did we ever hear of a free Govern- | 
ment without office-holders. What do gentlemen | 
mean when they talk about the army of office- 
holders? Are there more officers than are wanted 
to manage the Government? Then let them be 
pointed out and removed, If gentlemen, whoare 
constantly harping about office-holders, know of 
any superfuous ones, they are bound, in duty to 
themselves and to their country, by the nature of 
their office, and the oath they have taken to dis- 
charge the duties of the office, to point them out, 
and to take such order as would cause the instant 


store-house. Is the number of officers too great? 
are they derelict in duty? or are their salaries too 
high? All these evils can be remedied if they ex- 
ist; and I invite gentlemen, who are .evaporating 
so much of the public money by denouncing the 
office-holders, the spoils party, the hungry ex- 
pectanta, &c., to point out the evil specifically, and 
recommend the remedy, I will be foremost in 
carrying that remedy into. immediate . practice. 
Bat, sir, I am inclined to. think that constant.and 
incessant yelp about office-holders does not grow 
out of the fact that such evils as I have repre- 
sented exist. It is because the Democracy have 
the ascendency, and the Federalists cannot occupy 
all the offices, and all the spoils themselves. ‘This 
is the cause of all the Federal whimpering about 
office-holders and spoils party. 

What is the course of the Federalists when and 
where they have the ascendency? So far as my 
experience goes in my State, the Federalists clear j 
the chess-board of every man who is tainted with 
Democracy, whenever they have the ascendency, 
when it can be done without prejudice to their 
party. Ihave been informed that, under the late 
Federal-Ritner power, almost every Democrat ; 
went by.the board, who came under the Execu- 
tive control, even: down to the laborers on the 
public works. I may be in error; if so, some 
gentleman from Pennsylvania can correct me. I | 
have little doubt but that the Federal reformation | 
system will be carried to the full extent in New 
York, during the short time the new powers will 
be permitted to flutter in that State. i 

But, sir, I come now to speak of the charges of 
corruption, profligacy, panic, and ruin, which have | 
been rung in our ears unti! our hearing has been | 
wounded and our stomachs nauseated. Thishow! | 
of panic, ruin, and corruption, has been a stand- i 
ing mean used by the Federalists from the com- | 
mencement of this Government to this time. Itis | 
a how! like that of no beast on the face of the earth, | 

i 
! 


but that which makes it. Itis the how! of adem- | 


agogue, and is used for the purpose of political 
deception. It varies in its tone. It is sometimes 
boisterous and terrific; it is sometimes more like 
the piteous and deceptive cry of the crocodile. It 
varies with the causes that operate upon the dem- 
agogues who make it. Sometimes it proceeds from 
a robust political desperado, but more generally 
from the jean, lingering, lank office-seekers; and 
the time was when this howl had some effect with 
the people; but their howl of corruption! corrup- 
tion! has become like the cry of wolf, wolf! ‘The 
people know the object, and-by whom the howl 
is made. They give it no attention, Thecharge | 
of corruption, panic, end profligacy, and-its repe- 
tition, constituted one half that was. said by the 
Opposition at the last and the extra. session, and 
cost the people of this Government. more than 
Stephen Girard’s estate was worth at his death. | 
These charges against the Administration were | 
considered and investigated by the people, and 
with a full knowledge of the facts upon which they 
were founded, and witha discriminating mind,and 
a sound judgment, which rarely éver errs when 
unclouded by falsehood or undeceived by misrep- | 
resentation, have expressed.a deliberate cpinion, 
through the baliot-boxes, that the charges of cor- 
ruption, profligacy, and panic, are false. They | 


libel upon the people, so. far as panic is concerned, 
and made for political effect, to:advance Federal- 
ism. But, sir, it is time forme to: raise: the gen- 
eral issue. with the gentleman from. Mississippi, 
[Mr. PRrenriss,] and to present such facets as, will 
sustain my plea. The gentleman, in the outset 
of his long speech, said that there were corrup- 
tions and base frauds committed by the officers of 
this Government, and thatthe Administration.and 
the heads of Departments were cognizant ofthem, 
connived at them, participated in them, and were 
morally invoived in all the guilt and crime son- 
nected with them. This was his declaration; and 
that he would present such an array of facts. in 
support of his charges, that no one dare contradict 
him, nor deny the charges that he-had thus. pub- 
licly, and from his place; made. Now, sir, 1, on 
behalf of this Administration, join issue with the 
gentleman, and plead thegeneral issue ‘not guilty.’ 
I nave seen and heard the “array of facts’? which 
the gentleman has brought forward to sustain 
the charges contained in his declaration, and I 
heard with patience and attention the gentleman’s 
comments upon his array of facts; and I dare say 
that the charges-are not sustained. I dere say that 
the Administration,-oy the heads of Departments 
thereof, are not ‘* guilly.’’ T-admit,that abuses 
have existed, and frauds upon. the Government 
committed by some of its officers.. : But daresay 
the Administration, or the heads of Departments 
thereof, were not cognizant of. thèm, did nop par- 
ticipate in them, did not conniveat: them jandare 
not morally involved in the guilt connected -with 
them; all these I dare say, and thereare some-other 
things I dare say. I dare say that. more faithful, 
economical, and prudent executive officers, so far 
as the heads of Departments are. concerned, never 
administered this Government, than those of -the 
present Administration. I dare say two thirds of 
all the public defaulters and fraudulentspeculators, 
from the commencement of the Government to this 
time, and particularly in this and the last Admin- 
istrations, were Federalists in principle, as they 
were scoundrels in practic2, and violent opposers 
of the Democratic principles, party, and adminis- 
trations, ; Anii 
Further, I dare say-that there have-been fewer 
official frauds and defalcations:in this and the das! 
Administrations, (and1. speak with reference so 
the length of this Administration,)-in proportion 
to the amount of public revenues collected and dis: 
bursed, by-more than two. hundred per cent. than 
existed under any preceding Administrations... >: 
Further, I dare say that. more than nine tenths 
of all the money out-of: which the: Gevernmen: 
has been defrauded originated: by: the banks and 
the connection of the Government with them, ang 
with the importing merchants.and: the credit sys: 
tem—all darlings with the Federalists, anda part 
of the party and the whole of their policy. «Sir, 
the charge of fraud and corruption is made upon 
the Administration generally, and particularly 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Woods 
bury. These are grave charges against -high, dis- 
tinguished, and responsible officers of- this Gov 
ernment, and if true, are matters of grave import, 


jin which the whole community have: the deepest 


interest.: if those who ‘make: them are. sincere, 
and make them in good. faith, they: are: solemnly 
bound, by the nature of their oath and -the:duties 
of their office, to prefer articles of impeachment. 
But, sir, I dare say further, that that will not be 
done, although gentlemen say that Mr. Woodbury 
stands convicted- by: his. own reports; yes, he 
stands convicted by evidence ‘ont of his own 
mouth.” . Yet, sir, on behalf of Mr. Woodbury, 
and without conference with him, or his consent 
to throw down the glove, I challenge any member 
of this House to prefer articles of impeachrnent 
against him. Sir, the Opposition could do nothing 
which would please Mr. Woodbury better. Sir, 
there is no man in this House that would not recoil 
at the thought of the indignation of a liberal and 
an honest community that must rest upon: the 
head of him who would be foolhardy enough te 
prosecute such an adventure upon an individual 
whose merits secure him so large a portion of the 
public confidence and good feeling. Andas ban» 
tering, daring, and: boisterous~ assertion »is the 
order of the day, and one of the modes of argu- 
ment in this House, and as Lb -have-as good:naright 


are a base slander upon the Administration, anda ‘i to. participate in this-new mode of discussion: as 
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any ‘other member, I repeat: ‘the: challénge—im- 

each Secretary Woodbury if you dare: > But, sir; 
T proceded to‘sustain' my plea, and the assertions Í 
have‘ dered to make iü defense of this Administra- 
tion, by facts and matters of record: But, first, 
det re call the attention of those who hear me, and 
those who may read me, that the President nom- 
‘inates all receiving; collecting, and disbursing offi- 
eéray those who are the defaulters were nominated 
bythe President and confirmed by the Senate. 
Mr: Woodbury hasno control over thoseappoitit- | 
ments, If unprincipled men get into office, and 
the Government is defrauded thereby, it is unjust 
and-anfair to‘hold the Secretary of the Treasury 
Fesponsible; responsible for the conduct of officers 
not of his appointing, and over whose conduct 
he hag no ¢ontrol, except to detéct them after a 
fraud has been committed, and to recommend their 
removal from ‘office: Whatever moral or political | 
evil may: attach to the appointment of a fraudulent 
officer; nominated by the President. and confirmed 
by the Senate, neither the President nor the Sec- 
xetary of the Treasury ought to be held résponsi- 
ble; for, as I said, the Secretary has no absolute 
conttol over the appointment, and the President 
cannot be'presumed to be acquainted with the 
Merits, morals, integrity, and qualifications of the 
hundredth individual who is appointed to office, 
who may have portion of the control of the 
public revenue. He must rely upon the recom- 
mendation-of those: who are acquainted with the 
applicant, and upon the Senate, who confirm his 
nominations, and who'have fifty times the oppor- 
tunity’ to know the qualifications of the nominees 
that the President has; their body consisting of 
that number, and theit practical acquaintance co- 
extenaive with the Union. 

But Feaid that this was an economical Admin- 
istration. Sir, L refer you'to the messages of the 
President: and the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. One of the principal features in. each 
isa ströng recommendation of:economy in the 
expenditures of the‘ Government. What is it, sir, 
that constitutes extravagance in our Government? 
Ieis the appropriation of money for purposes 
named in the act of appropriation beyond the 
amountof the Government estimates, The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury presenta Congress. with rev- | 
enue estimates. Now what does extravagance | 
consistin? Why,.in appropriating money beyond | 
the amount of the estimates, and beyond the 
amouñt of the income of the Government and her | 
ability to pay. Who makes the appropriations? 
Why, Congress. Then, sir, when we have large 
and ‘extravagant Government expenditures, by 
which the peopleare oppressively taxed, who is to 
blame? Congress; and I hesitaté not to say (and 
l ehallenge-an examination of the Journals) that, 
nine times im ten the extravagant appropriations | 
have been broaght forward, sustained, and car- | 
ried by a majority of the Federal. members of 
Congress; : Yes, sir; by the very men who cry 
extravagance loudest. ` 

But, sir, I said that: more than two thirds of the 
Government defaulters were opposed to the Demo- | 
cratic party, &c. Sir, E hold in my hand a book | 
containing ‘the evidence of what l.say—a list of ; 
public defaulters fram. the commencement of the | 
Government until the time it was reported, 1838. | 
Ticontains the names, Í think, of upwards of three 
thousand public.defaulters. i am not acquainted | 
with the politics of them, but F think F risk noth- 
ing in saying. that more than two thirds are, and 
have been, opposed to the Democratic party. I 
judge.of those Fdo not know by those I do know. 
Fdo not, in general, mean personal acquaintance. 
I say,as- 1 have done; that defaleations are numer- 
ous; ‘they have existed from. the commencement 
of the Government, and they will continue to || 
exist while the Government exists,.and while frail | 
man continues to administer it. Jtis contrary to 
human natore and to ail human experience to 
suppose that this vast political fabric should be 
managed in all its various and-complicated inter- 
esis and dutles without abuses; and all that can 
be done to secure the Government and the people 
from such abuses and frauds.as have been prac- : 
ticed, and to provide against subsequent abuses, - 
is to remove the causes that have existed, and to | 
establish such additional checks as will be most 
likely to secure a faithful and honest administra- 
tion of the Government in all its parts; at least, 
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so far as human weakness, frailty, and temptation 
will ‘permit. F think these will be paramount 
duties to idle declamation, and’ that unlimited 
pouring forth of bitter vituperation and unquali- 
fied ‘abuse for party purposes and President- 
making. : i E y 

In relation to the defalcations in financial trusts, 
the Causes seem to have had theirorigin and exist- 
ence, in part, in the banking system, and thecon- 
nection of the Government with the banks. It 
séems to me this must be conceded by all who 
have honestly investigated the subject: Why, 
then, do those who are opposed to this Adminis- 
tration, denounce it in such unqualified terms, as 
the cause of all the abuses now presented by the 
official reports of defalcations, as well of this Ad- 
ministration and the defaulters under it, as those 
which have gone before it, for which it is neither 
morally nor politically responsible? Sir, we can 
retort. I ask, who was it that introduced the 
banking system into this country in a national 
sense? Alexander Hamilton. Who was he? 
One of the leaders of the Federal party. What 
party is it, and what party has it been, by which 
it has been kept up? The Federal party. To 
what party has the principal defaulters belonged? 
To the Federal party. 1 say, under what Ad- 
ministrations have the greatest amount of defalca- 


ceded it. 


now crying corruption, corruption, so foud and so 
long, in concord with the ery of panic, panic, 
with which we have been so long grated. And, 
sir, if I should open the tombs, break down the 
ramparts of ancient grave-yards, and dig, hyena- 
like, into the grave, and disrobe the dead, I hope I 
will find an ample apology in the paramount law of 
self-defense. It was not I who began this exposi- 
tion. Should any man’s feelings here or else- 
where be hurt, the blame must not be laid on me, 
but upon those who have wantonly provoked it. 

The first name, then, sir, I will present, is that 
of one John Adams, once a President of these 
United States. He, sir, stands upon the records 
of this Government as a defaulter to the amount 
of $12,898. The history of this defalcation is 


propriated for furnishing the President’s house. 
President Adams drew the cash in advance. He 
employed this amount in purchasing a splendid 
carriage and horses, and other personal accommo- 
dations. This the accounting officers could not 
allow. lle refused to reimburse the money. 
This amount, therefore, remains unsettled to this 
day, and will until the last day. 


1797. Whose Administration did this happen 
under? In document of the House No. 111, of last 


areshown to be, exclusive of interest, half a mil- 
lion of dollars. 

Andrew and James Erwin. Document No. 111 
exhibits a defalcation to the modest sum of $80,000. 
Who has been beñefited by this plunder—any 
man here to answer? What were the 
the base peculators? Whigs. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, rose; and said, that 
the Messrs. Erwin were not defaulters. 
slander promulgated by the Globe paper.* 

Mr. DUNCAN responded that he did not get 
his information from the Globe; he obtained it 
from the records in the archives of the Govern- 
ment, evidence of the highest character, and that 
which is open to the view of every one who đe- 
sires to read. IF hope(said Mr. D.) it is not true. 
| I would prefer to conceal, at all times, human 
weakness and depravity, rather than expose, 
where it may be done without public injury; but 
i would prefer that such depravity as 1 am now 
e And let me say, once for 
all, that i know nothing personally of the numer- 
ous and wholesale frauds which f am now ex- 


‘i pesing. l am alike ignorant of the men whom 


* An inspection of note 83, in the document referred to 
by Mr. Duncan, shows ihat the defaleation of Erwin has 
been the subjectot judicial investigation, cud that a judg- 
ment was obtained against him in the month of Oclober, 
1830, for the sum of $92,685! So much for the “slander of 
r.” Phe extreme seusilivetiess of Mr. BELU 
in regard to this case, may be accounted for by the fact that 
| Mr. Erwin is his father-in-law ! 


tions occurred? Not this, nor the one that pre- i 
Sir, I propose now to expose the names | 
of some of those who belong to the party who are | 


Edward Randolph, a defaniter for $61,155 07, in | 


session, the collectors’ defaults, at the same period, | 


It was aj 


understood to be, that a sum of money was ap- || 
| under the present Administration but by Swart- 
: wout and Price. Š CAE 
‘| but their security will be good for their respective 


i 
i 
j 
i 


politics of j 


| part of this sum is secured. 


i 


the records show to be.the perpetrators. These 
frauds, with the names of those who committed 
them, are matters of record, and the facts are 
Spread over the whole country, and known to all 
who read the Journals of Congress and the re- 
ports of the Secretary of the Treasury. Conse- 
quently, my exposition can neither affect the rep- 
utation of those whose names I expose or'the 
cause of justice. , 

Mr. King, late collector of Bath, Maine, seems 
to be a defaulter for the modest sum of $15,000. 
Perhaps the gentleman now in my eye, [Mr. 
Evans,] can tellus what that gentleman’s politics 
are, and whether he was not the late Whig can- 
didate for Governor of that State; and whether, 
with all the corruptions of defalcation in which 
he is involved, he did not receive the entire Whig 
vote of his State. cel a 

So we ride—but again: = 

Joseph Wingate and J. B. Swanton, late collectors 
at Bath also. I have not before me the amount 
of their defalcations; but they are defaulters; and 
the former, since his defalcation, has been’ a Whig 
member of Congress, and most lovingly embraced 
by the whole party. The latter, for his violent 
abuse of Democratic principles, has been rewarded 
by the late Iederal Governor of Maine, with a 
responsible office, the functions of which require a 
particular supervision of the finances of the county of 
Kennebeck. 1 ask an examination of the reports. 
It will be found that the collectors, receivers, and 
disbursing agents, all, or nearly all, support the 
views which are now advanced with so much zeal 
for the entire indemnity of this system of fraud 
and plunder. Examine No. 191, made to the 
House of Representatives, February 28, 1838. 
The loss by banks estimated at about $6,000,000; 
their nominal debt Was nearly double, but partly 
secured. This amount is:exclusive of interest; 


| with interest, it will be near $20,000,000. I refer 


to the report to the Senate, February 2, 1838, 


! Document No. 158. 


The losses prior to General Jackson "gy admin- 


į istration, by collectors and ‘receivers, amount to 


$1,200,000; the nominal sum is nearly double, but 
It ig probable noth- 


ing will be lost eventually under General Jack. 
son’s administration but by Littlebury Hawkins, or 


There will be other defaulters, 


amounts. ; 
Reckless, collector at Perth Amboy, has produced 


| some alarm; his defaleation was thirty or fifty 


dollars. He; so soon as the defalcation was dis- 
covered, paid the amount. He was a Democrat. 
Ele was misled by his predecessor. i 
But do we hear anything from Arnold, the col- 
lector of the same place, some years before, under 
the administration of one John'Q. Adams? He 
is in default for $80,000, not one farthing of which 
was recovered; yet we hear no Federal murmuring 
about that defeleation. He was a modern Whig. 
This was caused by the neglect of the Administra- 
tion under which the default occurred, according 
to the charges now preferred; and it was under 
the bank administration, Why this muteness 
about Arnold’s defalcation? All understood. 
The Joss on merchants’? bonds. This loss 
amounted to $7,000,000, without interest. See 
detail of names and dates in report to Senate, 6th 
July, 1838, document No. 503: There will be 
found the name of G. W. Bruen, of the firm of 
‘Thomas Smith & Co., in default for the modest 
sum of $800,000. I would like to know whether 
or not he is a violent ‘and noisy Whig in New 
York. Perhaps the Whig gentleman now in my 
eye [Mr. Curis] can inform me. And I would 
inquire of that gentleman, if he did not make the 
motion in common council to dismiss all Demo- 
crats in the city from office and public employ, 
even down to the lamplighters? , : 
Edward Thompson, I think, of Philadelphia, 
whom the records show to be a defaulter to a 
considerable amount, say the reasonable sum of 
$700,000, or more. Perhaps some of the Whig 
gentleman from that city can inform us as to his 
politics. Whig, I presume? Yes; silence gives 
consent. $ : 
All these base frauds and wholesale defalcations 


li occurred under the United States Bank Adminis- 


tration, and before the present Administration. 


» 
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They grew out of the wholesale gambling system j 
established, maintained, -and managed by the 
banks. Thissystem the Democracy of this coun- | 
try have always set their face against. Who are 
responsible for the losses thus sustained but those 
who, for party and pecuniary motives, sustain 
and keep up the fraudulent system that gives birth | 
and support to them? b 

Collecting officers. Report of January 17, 1838, | 
House of Representatives, document No. 111, | 
shows names of defaulting collecting officers. 

Reports of First and Second Comptrollers of the 
Treasury, documents Nos. 2, 6, 48, and 186, of i 
the House of Representatives, show defaults of 
disbursing officers. 

'In Hooking through these documents, among 
many hundred of Whig names I find that of James | 
Monroe, formerly a captain in the Army, and isin | 
default $4,115 44. I have understood that this is 
one of the Whig. members of Congress elect; and 
J think I have seen him charged with having given | 
$5,000 towards carrying the New York Whig | 
elections. If so, would it not have been more | 
honorable for him to have paid the debt which he 
owed the nation? 

Robert Brent. The name of this individual 
stands ‘on record with a defalcation annexed of 
$78,541. He was a paymaster general, (Whig.) 
“Samuel ‘Chaplin, late paymaster, defalcation 
$109,000, (Whig.) 
= Amos Binney, late Navy agent, defalcation | 
$70,562, (Whig.) 

"’ Joseph Kuhn. Defaulter for $22,621 55, (Whig.) 

Miles King, Navy agent, (Whig,) defalcation 
not known. 

But here comes William McMurtry, purser, | 
defalcation $17,991, (Whig.) i 

Who next? Robert Randolph. 
$25,097. 

‘These are subjects worthy of investigation. 
Why not inquire after them? They are Whigs. 
Their exposition would not assist to elect a Fed- 
eral President; and. such an investigation would 
expose the banking system. But why not investi- 
gate Thomas MckKenney’s connection with the | 
old Bank of Columbia? how much he owed it, and 
what did the Government lose? What are his 
polities? Is he not the editor of a violent, raving, 
ranting, and bitter Federal bank newspaper? Who 
now cries corruption! corruption ! as loud as any 
man in all Judea? . è ` 

Bank defalcations. Look, sir, at the millions 
that have been lost to the Government by the 
frauds of the banks, since 1817 up to 1838, inclu- 
sive—all during the bank reign. 
`| Bank defaults in 1837. Yes, sir, sixty or seventy | 
in number; all defanltersat onetime. Yes, sir,in 
defaléation at one time to more than $20,000,000. 
This was all right in the banks, though the Gov- 
‘ernment was made bankrupt thereby, the nation’s 
character blighted at home and dishonored abroad. 
Indulgence was given to them by the President 
and Secretary, and that indulgence confirmed and 
eontinued by Congress. This indulgence was 
right because given to the banks. Yes, sir, the 
banks can defraud and bankrupt the Government, 
Whig collectors, Whig receivers, and Whig dis- 
bursers, can rob the Government of any amount, | 
and Whig muteness and silence reigns, more es- 
pecially if that robbery be perpetrated under a 
Federal Administration. Beside the indulgence 
and time given before to the banks, as deposit 
agents, from May to October, 1837, for $20,000,000 
‘at first, arid then for five or six millions of dollars, 
‘the Treasury Department gave time and indulgence 
to humerous merchants, on duty bonds, during the same 
period, for near five millions more, though all were in 
‘default tő the Government. This was in the ex- 
eréise ofa sound and legal discretion, and proved 
in’ the end’ benéficial to the United States. 
Congress sanctioned this in September, 1837, and 
extended’ the indulgence still longer. Both of these | 
happened after'real, ascertained defaults, and were | 
not préviously; like the short time taken by the 
Departmeiit and the President, exercising the same | 


Defalcation 


legal and sound discretion in the case of some re- 
ceivers, to inquire if a real default had occurred, 
and if the money would not, without suit, be de- 
posited as ordered. Yet the hue and cry is, that 
the läst is impeachable but the first ia right! 

` And because Mr. Woodbury, Draco or Nero 


Lsay jj 


like, will not take a Democrat by the. throat and 


faulter, under all circumstances, been eventually 
removed. I believe I am warranted‘in saying that 
the Government has sustained no loss by either 
neglect or indulgence to defaulters by the Treas- 
ury Department, or any officer thereof, but, on the 


| contrary, has been benefited by indulgence. Sir, 


it is a curious fact, that out of one hundred and 
fourteen collectors in nominal defalcation—(nom- 
inal, į say, for many of the defalcations that ap- 
pear are not so, the settlement being subsequent 
to the publication of the defgleations}—near one 
hundred of them were before General Jackson ’s 
administration. ` So out of the whole number of 
disbursing officers, more than two thousand were 
under former Administrations. The losses alone, 
by two merchants, Smith and Thompson, were 
more thah by all the collectors and receivers, ex- 
cept what may be lost by Swartwout. 

Swartwout had his appointment as collector of 
the port of New York in 1829, by General Jack- 
son. 


man to commit fewer. 
ren, and proper to say in this place, that he was 
opposed to the appointment of Swartwout; but 
more of this hereafter. 


of the United States. It collected the public reve- 
nue. It kept safe the public revenue. And it 
disbursed the public revenue, said one gentleman, 
(I believe Mr. Wise, of Virginia,) and not one 
dollar was lost while it had the management of 
affairs. There are some mistakes in this eulogy 
upon the bank. The Sank never collected one 
dollar of the public revenue. The bank never dis- 
bursed one dollar of the public revenue; nor did 
the bank keep safe all of that that was deposited 
with it. Swartwout received his appointment 
during the existence of the United States Bank; 
and it may be safely said, that it was through and 
by the bank policy and the credit system, that the 
Government has been defrauded out of the amount 
of Swartwout’s defalcation. 

My colleague [Mr. Bonn] deliberately accuses 
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
together with the Solicitor, Comptroller, and First 
Auditor, of a combined and studied effort to de- 
ceive the people relative to the existing provisions 
that authorize or direct the periodical inspection of 
the books and accounts of publie officers; and he 
winds up by a deliberate assertion that the docu- 
ments sent to the Houseare, on this point, untrue. 
Not content with thus making use of a palpable 
perversion of the reports. of the Solicitor and 
Comptroller, to found this charge of falsehood 
against the President and the officers of the Treas- 
ury Department, he takes occasion, by the same 
means, to magnify his own sagacity and industry, 
parades before this House, as something wonder- 
fally novel, one of the best known sections of the 
general collection act of 1799. Perhaps the very 
law which is more frequently referred to, and is 
more familiar than any other in the statute-book, 
and quotes, as å discovery due to his own remark- 
able acuteness, the very portion of that law under 
which the public officers, whom he accuses: of 
being ignorant of its provisions were, at the time, 
notoriously acting. . f 

The Secretary of the Treasury had directed the 
Solicitor and Comptroller, after ascertaining the 


facts of Swartwout’s defaleation, to suggest. such | 


changes in the existing laws as they might deem 
advisable. It is their report from which my col- 
league makes- his selections. Those officers are 


This was one of the political errors of his į 
life, and perhaps it hag rarely fallen to the lot of | 
It is due to Mr. Van Bu- | 


During this discussiog, | 
hozannas have been sung as usual to the Bank | 


H : a 

not inspectors of the custom-house’ proceédingsa 
and books, as directed by taw; and that an‘express 
provision, requiring this to be done, from time to 
time, by a competent officer from ‘the ‘Treasury 
! Department, is an obvious and important meas- 
|i ure of precaution and safety, ee E aS 

This suggestion my colleague construes into’a 
$t combined and studied effort” to create a false im- 
; pression as to the existing laws, and says that 
|| these documents are-so far -from truth, that ‘he is 
able to read an express clause from the statute- 
book, which has for more’ than forty years pro- 
vided for the very inspection “that is now recom- 
|! mended as a grave and salutary remedy.” And 
how does he do this? How does he fulfill his 
boasted promise? How are the President and the 
officers of the Treasury convicted of falsehood, or 
| gross ignorance? How is the searching sagacity 
| of the member himself established? Why, for- 
sooth, all this promised prostration: of the Preni 
ident, Secretary, Sclicitor, Comptroller, Auditor, 
and the whole Government, -which thunders so 
loudly in the index, all this self-glorification of 
my colleague, and the astounding: proof of his 
ability to perform these..‘* searching operations,” 
(to use his favorite- phrase,) turns out to be noth- 
ing more than reading to this House a well-known 
section of the old collection law, which provides 
that. collectors and other officers shall keep true 
accounts, submit them to inspection when ‘re+ 
quired, and forfeit $1,000 in every case where the 
refuse so to do. Does this: prove what my. aol: 
league wishes us to believe it does?: Does it prove 
that regular inspections of the books and proceed- 
ings of the custom-house, by-a competent officer 
of the Treasury Department, are now directed-b 
law? As well might you say that the penalty im- 
posed upon a smuggler made it unnecessary to 
direct by law the appointment of a single inspector 
or tide-waiter; that there was no need of a marshal 
or officer of police, because the statute declares 
|; that a counterfeiter ora thief shall-be put in the 
penitentiary. The provision in question was’ well 
known, but it is an inadequate provision. Did 
any one doubt or deny that the Secretary of the 
Treasury might send a person to any custom- 
house especially. to examine its proceedings? Is 
there a word in the report of the Secretary, or in 
any of those documents, that expresses: such a 
doubt? Were not the Solicitor and Comptroller so 
sent under this very provision, in: this very «in- 
stance? Yet my colleague tries to create this.im- 
pression—-an impression the very reverse of whatis 
justly and fairly to.be deduced from thedocuments 
themselves: The provision. in. the old collection 
law is inadequate, totally inadequate.: It is: per- 
missive, not directory. It. was meant to provide 
for:special cases, not: to. form part- of-a general 
system. “ The new and salutary remedy’ which 
my. colleague ridicules, is not found init, either 
directly or by inference. That remedy isto direct, 
i| by positive law, periodical inspections, by. compe- 
tent officers. If that is already done, let the place 
in the statute-book be pointed out. “If it isnot, 
let us have no assertion to the contrary, and no 
gross accusations, the support of which is at- 
| tempted by stringing together disjointed sentences, 
and putting false constructions upon the official 
i statements of honorable, high-minded ;-and com- 

petent men. ‘ nt : 

Sir, Lask your attention while T-give a brief 
exposé, of the policy, andthe result-of that policy, 
by which Swartwout was ‘enabled to:commit the 
frauda which he did, and: the embarrassmente 
| under which the Secretary of the Treasury labored 
in detecting-him. - ; À 

1. I believe the merchants’ bonds were deposited 
in the deposit banks in. New York; so was the 
amount of those bonds, when collected, to the 
credit of the Treasurer of the United States. Swart- 
wout made up hisaceount weekly with: the banks, 
on Saturday, at teno’clock. Noaccount was ever 
exhibited of moneys received by him for duties 
between Saturday ten o’clock, and Monday:morn- 
ing. All moneys received after ten: o’cldck. on 
Saturday morning, and before ten o'clock Monday 
morning, were not deposited; or, if they were, 
they were deposited in his name, and to: -his:in- 
dividual credit, and drawn upon his individual 
check. This was the means. by which.a-portion 
of the defalcation was. effected, and: unquesuon- 
ably grew out-of the connection: of. thesDTeusury 
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withthe banks... It is easy to perceive that: this 
fraud could goon. some time without detection, .1 
believe near $300,000-of the fraud occurred in this 
ways 2: . : 

Owing to the peculiar’ manner in which. cer- 
tain funds eame into the hands of the collector at 
New York, (and perhaps other ports,) and to the 
night which he had to retain a portion of those 
funds in his hands, they were kept out of sight, 
and indeed out of the knowledge of the Treasury | 
Department. This occurs in this way: When 
an importing merchant receives from his vessel a 
cargo of goods, upon which the duties have to be 
paid in cash, in advance, the duty on which may 
be known, that is, the class of goods and the 
amount of duty on that particular class may be | 
known; but it may take some time to calculate and 
make up the‘amount of duty that may be due on 
the whole... The merchant, desirous to have the 
use of his goods, agrees. with the collector to pay 
what the duties, when made up, will. probably 
amount-to.. The collector, in this case, generally 
receives asum amounting to more than the duties | 
when made up. In this he is justifiable, as he is | 


bound. to look to-the security and interest of the /! 


Government. . He retains in his hands what he | 
supposes may be the overplus between what he | 
bas received and what may really be found to be | 


due when the account is made up. Transactions || 


of this character are of every day’s occurrence. | 
The sum thus retained is not reported (or may | 
not be, and was not in Swartwout’s case) to the | 
Treasury, but was kept (as pretended) for the pur- 

pose of paying back to the merchant what was due 

him. This surplas—if it may be so called—in 

Swartwout’s case, has constituted, at all times, a 

large standing fund, a part of which, it is easy to 

perceive, might be abstracted without. the knowl- 

edge of any person but the collector himself; with- 

out-the knowledge of the Secretary. of the Treas- 

ury; or any officer of. his immediate Department. 

This. fund, I believe, is called “t cash deposited to 

meet unascertained duties,” From this fund 

Swartwout abstracted about $150,000. 

3. Duties paid under protests.” This consti- 
tutes a fund which puts it in the power of the col- | 
lector todefraud the Government out of almost any 
sum. itis as follows: An importing merchant: 
has received a cargo of goods (on which cash is 
payable on demand) of a particular class, and, 
consequently, the subjects of higher duties; so 
supposes the collector. The merchant contends | 
that his goods are not-of such aclass; the collector 
contends they are, and demands the duty due on 
such goods. ‘The merchant, in order to avail him- | 
self of the use and practical benefit of his goods, 
pays the collector the amount he demands, but, at | 


the same time, enters his protest, and commences || 


suit for what he supposes he has overpaid. The 

collector, not knowing what the result of the suit 

may: be, and not knowing whether or not he would | 
recover the amount in controversy from the Gov- | 
ernment should he:pay it over to the credit of the | 
Treasurer of the United States, retains it in his 

hands for his own safety—and_I believe the Uni- 

ted States district court has decided that he has a | 
right so to do, until a legal decision is had. Should | 
he pay. the money in protest over to the Govern- 

ment on its reception, and the suit should termin- | 
ate in favor of the merchant, it has been doubted if 

he could get relief in any other way than through 

Congress—a slow method, and somewhat uncer- 

tain--before which an execution might sweep from 

uadet-him his whole property. From this fand | 
it is supposed that Swartwout abstracted about | 
$150,000 or $200,000; which he had it in his power 

to do without the knowledge of the Treasury De- 

partment, or the means of detection. 

4. When the banks suspended payments, there 
were in number of merchant’s bonds ten thousand 
due for duties, and: the amount due on these was 
upwards of five millions of dollars. The bonds | 
were withdrawn fromthe banks, and an extension 
given by the Secretary of the Treasury, in conse- 
quence of the pecuniary embarrassments conse- 
quent upon the suspension bythe banks. At the 
extra session Congress gave an additional exten- | 
sion of nine months, as well upon those bonds on 
which suit had been commenced as those.on which | 
it had not. The withdrawal of the bonds from the | 


| $5,000,000. 


thrown into the collector’s office, gave a new di- 
rection and threw all the business into-such con- 
| fusion, that it seems by the letter of Mr. Fleming, 
impossible to know, for a time, in what situation 
the bonds and the business of the office were; and 
if the officers themselves of the custom-house 
could nut tell in what situation things were re- 
lating to the duties and bonds, how wasit possible 
| for the Treasury Department to know anything 
about it, or to know so.much as to enable it to 


|i detect the frauds which Swartwout was then daily 


and hourly committing? The act of the. with- 
drawal of the bonds, and their extension, and the 
| confusion thereupon, not only put it in the power 
of Swartwout to commit frauds, but obstructed the 
channels through which the information would 
have flown to the Secretary, of the fact of frauds 


of detecting them. . 
5. The collector is bound to render quarterly 


after the expiration of each quarter, to make up 
his accounts, and three months after the expira- 
tion of his term of office before he can be consid- 
ered published or prosecuted as a public defaulter. 
Let us see to what extent this legal privilege may 
have operated to the fraudulent purposes of Swart- 
wout, and to the embarrassment of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to detect his frauds. The banks 
suspended payment on May 11, 1837. 
wout’s time expired on the 28th of March, 1838. 
Then it is found that he had the advantage of 
the possession of the bonds to the amount of 
The advantage of the extension 
given, (advantage, because the Secretary of the 
treasury was thereby prevented from detecting 
him,) and all the confusion and embarrassment 
thereupon. l say he had the. advantage of all 
these for upwards of ten months next from the 
28th of March. He had three months before he 
could be called to a settlement, at the expiration 
of which time he was called upon for a settlement 
by the First Auditor of the Treasury; but no set- 
tlement was obtained. Immediately notice was 
given to his bondsmen, about which time Swart- 
wout sailed for England, having abstracted of the 
public money upwards of five or six hundred thou- 


accounts, the suspension of specie payments by 
i the banks, and the confusion and embarrassment 
produced by that, and the withdrawal of the bonds, 
| and the actual possession of the bonds gave him. 


| which has never been thought of since the begin- 
| ning of this Government, could have been. prac- 
ticed by the Secretary of the Treasury, to have 
detected Swartwout’s frauds, or to have saved the 
Government from those which were practiced by 
the advantages which the policy of the Govern- 
ment and the laws gave the collector, and over 
which the Secretary had no control? Sir, to cen- 
sure the Secretary of the Treasury for a laches in 
| Swartwout’s frauds is to censure him for the want 
of a vigilance which no one ever dreamed of to this 
| time. To censure him fora neglect of duty in this 
case is doing him the base injustice of censuring 
him for the neglect of that which the law, and 
the policy of this Government, and frauds of the 
banks with which its Treasury has been connected; 


$ 
| 
i 
| 
\ 
f 
if 


the time arrived for the Secretary to act, every 
vigilance was used to bring Swartwout to settle- 
ment; and after he had absconded, every vigilance 
was used, and is using, to detect the extent of his 
frauds and to secure the Government. Sir, to 
charge the Secretary with conniving at Swart- 


| even with culpable neglect of official vigilance, is 
i charging him with that of which he is not guilty. 
| It is charging him with that which his high char- 
| acter as an honorable man, his vigilance and capa- 
city as a public officer, and his reputation as a 
| patriot and friend to his country, ought to exempt 
| him. And further, I look upon such charges as a 
| slander from which the laws of our country ought 
| to protect him, as well in his individual as in his 
| official character. Sir, this war upon the Secretary 
| of the Treasury is but one of the thousand means 

used to break down the Administration. Allthat 
can be made out of the Swartwout defalcation will 


banks, the extension of credit given on them, the 
vast amount due, and the great number of bonds 


be used to the greatest possible extent to prostrate 


being committed, and consequently of the power | 


accounts to the Treasury, but he has three months | 


Swart- | 


sand dollars by these last advantages which the | 
| law afforded him, Three months to make up his |: 


i Now, sir, 1 ask, what vigilance, other than that | 


put it out.of his power tq perform. So soon as: 


wout’s frauds, or any other defaulter’s frauds, or | 


j the Administration, and to blight the popular.con- 
fidence in it. i 

It seems, it and other defalcations are to be used 
as a two-edged sword, that is to destroy the con- 
fidence of the people in the Administration by the 
cry of corruption and fraud, and to bankrupt the 
Treasury for the same purpose, by eXtravagance 
and profligacy in printing tons of worthless, and 
worse than useless documents, relating to those 
defalcations, Sir, in character with this effort we 
saw a resolution introduced the other day, and 
| carried, authorizing and requiring the printing of 
twenty thousand copies of a document purporting 
to be a report of defalcations and defaulters, with 
the correspondence of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury with the supposed defaulters. Sir, I have 
stated before that this document purports to be 
what it isnot. It contains the correspondence of 
| the Secretary of the Treasury, but it does not 
contain many of the answers and final settlements 
of and with those that are represented to be de- 
faulters. Many persons, living and dead, are 
represented in that document to be defaulters who 
do not owe the Government a dollar, and some 
of them, I am told, have just, but unsettled, claims 
against the Government. Sir, to publish it to the 
extent of the resolution, was promulgating, in 
many instances, a falsehood upon the living and 
slanders upon the memory of the dead. 

But, sir, I have another objection to printing 
| this document. It will involve a criminal profti- 
gacy in expenditure of fifteen or twenty thousand 
dollars, which can answer no other purpose than 
to put so much money into the pocket of the 

rinter. It will, sir, be putting so much money 
into the hands of those whom I consider more 
worthless, if possible, than the purpose for which 
the expenditure would be made. I mean the mort- 
gagorand pliant vassal of the bank, the editor of the 
National Intelligencer, and his cat’s-paw and tool, 
the editor of the Madisonian, the Conservative ! 

But, sir, these profligate expenditures and worth- 
i less appropriations can go on so far as resolu- 
tions of this House can authorize them. There 
is no check here. The Democracy are in the 
minority. The united strength of the Whigs and 
Conservatives make a majority. They differ in 
name, but not in principle. Conservatism is but 
another name for Whiggery, and both but other 
names for Federalism. They are like man and 
wife.. They are joined in the holy bands of po- 
litical wedlock. They are flesh of one flesh, blood 
of one blood, and bone of one bone. They will 
live together until separated by death. Those 
whom the banks have joined together, let no man 
put asunder, 

These evils are with the people. They can 
remedy them; all I can do is to protest against 
them, which I will do while I have a tongue to 
speak and a hand to write. 

Each of these reasons constituted a sufficient 
objection with me for voting against the resolution 
to print that document, and I repeat, that I look 
| upon such efforts to squander the public treasure, 
; and to bankrupt the nation, as done with a view 
| to break down the Administration, and destroy 
the Democratic party. 

Bat, sir, what could induce the Secretary to 
connive at the frauds of Swartwout? He was no 
| friend to the Administration or to the Democracy. 
He was a Conservative in theory and. practice; 
| and, consequently, like all other Conservatives, 
| opposed to both. I repeat, what ground is there 
| to suppose that the Secretary of the Treasury, or 
|| any other individual of the Democracy. concerned 
f 
i 
1 
| 
i 


i in the administration of the Government, would 
connive atthe frauds of Swartwout, or any other 
Conservative? Why, sir, above all isms on the 
| face of the earth, Conservatism is the last and tail- 
end ism. Yes, sir, in the estimation of thig Ad- 
ministration, Conservatism is sunk deeper in base 
iniquity, foul corruption, and black hypocrisy, 
than even modern Whiggery itself. But, in addi- 
tion-to this, Swartwout was conceived in sin, 
brought forth in iniquity, and reared in fraud. 
His father was a base defaulter in Mr. Monroe’s 
administration. 

|| lt may be asked why General Jackson would 
‘| nominate such a man, with such native suspicions 
| surrounding him? I answer, why did a. Whig 
|| Senate confirm the nomination of a man who had 
|| such native suspicions surrounding him? Why, 
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also, did the whole Whig mercantile interest of 
New York city unité in recommending a man who 

had such native suspicions surrounding him? we 

could retort. We might assert that there must 

have been a conspiracy to defraud the Govern- 

ment between Swartwout and the Whig mer- 

chants of New York; and we might embrace 

some Whig Senators in the conspiracy. All this 

we might do, and make out as strong a case of | 
conspiracy as the Opposition can make of ‘ con- 

nivance.”? But, sir, we are incapable of making | 
such a charge, as the New York merchants and | 
Whig Senators are incapable of entering into such | 
a conspiracy. 

‘Mr. Speaker, I hope the leading measures 
recotaniended in the President’s message will be 
carried out. I look upon them all as of vast 
importance to the interests of the country, but | 
more particularly that which relates to the collec- 
tion, safe-keeping, and faithful disbursement of 
the public revenue. Itseemsto me that the highest 
interests of the country require that that policy 
should be the policy of the country—TI mean the 
establishment of an Independent Treasury. Jus- 
tice to the laboring tax-payer requires it. Every 
interest, whether commercial, mercantile, manu- 
facturing, agricultural, or mechanical, and all other 
institutions, which have an intere.t in a sound 
currency, and the faithful performance of public 
and private contracts, require it. But, above all, 
the financial interest involved in the management 
of this Government imperiously demands it; for 
so long as the present system of the connection of 
the Government with the banks continues, the 
Government and the honest laborer must continue 
to be the prey of the lounging loafer, the stock- 
jobbing gambler, and the official peculator. 


SALT DUTY. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. M. NILES, 


OF CONNECTICUT, 
Iw Senate, January 29, 1839, 


On the:motion of Mr. Benton for leave to intro- 
duce.a bill to repeal-the Duty on Salt. 


Mr. NILES remarked that it was not his inten- 
tion to go into any general discussion of the sub- 
ject of the salt duty, orthatof the fishing bounties. 
He had risen-to give very briefly the reasons for 
his own course, and might, before he took his 
seat, notice one or two observations which had 
fallen from other gentlemen during this debate. 
His constituents, to a very limited extent, were 
interested in the manufacture of salt, and in the | 
cod and mackerel fisheries; but the whale fishery 
was th>ptinciple interestin his State. The aboli- 
tion of the duty on salt and of the fishing bounty 
is a question of general interest to the whole 
Union, but more particularly so to some of the 
eastern States. 

He looked at the question, however, upon gen- 
eral principles, and at thé proper time should be 
in favor of an inquiry into the subject, and prob- 
ably of abolishing the duty; yet his mind was not 
entirely made up on that question. He was not, 
however, satisfied that it would be right or just to 
repeal the duty on salt, and suffer it to remain on 
other articles falling within the same category. 
He concurred generally in the views of the Sena- | 
tor from Missouri on this subject, but could not 
agree with him in the opinion that the salt duty 
was oné standing alone and distinguishable from 
all others.’ Whether it was originally imposed 
as a war tax ‘or not, did not, in his judgment, 
alter the case.” He regarded the duty on salt as 
one of a class, all of which rested on the same 


principles. ` He alluded to articles of first neces- || 


sity for upholding life, and which are of universal | 
use and consumption. Salt is an article of this 
description; but it is no more so than breadstuffs, | 
and fuel, and provisions. “All these articles were | 
absolutely necessary to human subsistence, and 
he should rejoice to see the duties removed from 
all of them, when it could be done without injus- 
tice to existing Interests; : 

But he could not ‘consider the duty on salt as 
more objectionable than that on breadstuffs and 
fuel. {If one was the salt of existence, the other 
was the bread of life. He could not, therefore, 


| ject to a duty of near two dollars per ton. 


see the justice of repealing the duty on one of these 
articles, and leaving it upon the others. - If the 
duties‘on the whole were repealed, the operation 
would be more just and equitable, as that portion 
of the population interested in the production of 
one of these articles of prime necessity, would, to 
some extent at least, be relieved from the loss of 
the protection, by the repeal of the duty on other 
articles of common use, of which they are the con- 
sumers. ‘Those engaged in the manufacture of 
salt, and in the fisheries, consume the breadstuffs, 
provisions, and coal of the middle and western 
States, which are subject to a heavy duty. Per- 
haps ordinarily the duty on grain was not practi- 
cally felt, as the foreign article could not come in 
competition with the domestic. During the last 
two years, however, it had been otherwise; and in 
1837, nearly five millions of dollars worth of grain 


| had been imported, subject toa duty of twenty-five 


cents on the bushel of wheat. 

Whilst those interested in the salt manufacture, 
or the fisheries, are paying a heavy duty on their 
breadstuffs and provisions, would it be just to take 
away the protection which they derive from the 
duty on salt, and the drawback on exported fish? 
The duties of the same class, and resting on the 
same principles, ought to stand or fall together. 
This seems to have been the sense of the Senate 
ona recent occasion. Two years since, he réported 
a bill for abolishing the duty on foreign coal. He 
then thought that this duty. was distinguishable 
from all others; that it was not only an onerous 
tax on an article of first necessity for the support 
of life, but that it was absolutely oppressive to the 
poor. That duty is certainly vastly more burden- 
some to the poorer class in our cities than the salt 
duty. A family which might consume three 
bushels of salt, could not possibly get through the 
year with less than four or five tons of coal, cia 

he 
duty in one case would be twenty cents, and in the 
other eightor ten dollars. This would be the duty 
actually paid; but the tendency of the coal duty 
at particular seasons, when the navigation was ob- 
structed, was to favor the vile system of regrating 
and monopoly, which at times had raised the price 
of the article nearly one hundred per cent. above 
its ordinary value. He had also supposed that 
domestic coal was sufficiently protected, from the 
bulkiness of the article and the expense of the im- 
portation. i 

But when this subject was brought before the 
Senate, a decided majority of this body were 
opposed to interfering with the duty; some on 


| the ground that it would interfere with the com- 


promise act, and others because they deemed it 
unjust to repeal the duty on a single article, and 


| thought it better that the matter should rest until 


there was a general revision of the tariff, which, 
it seems to be generally supposed, must take place 
prior to 1842. If this policy was correct two 
years ago, it was more so now, when the time 
was so near at hand when a general revision must 
take place, 
for repealing the salt duty, as stronger than those 
for abolishing the duty on coal. The first, it is 
true, is of more general consumption, but it is 
much less burdensome. 4 
Whenever the general revision of the tariff shall 
engage the attention of Congress, he hoped to see 
the duty removed from all that class of articles 
constituting the primary necessaries of life whether 
for food or fuel. But such revision is not now 
proposed, and cannot be made at this time. As 
to what is called the compromise act, that was 
no obstacle with him. He looked to it only as 
fixing the time, and that was near at hand, when 
the whole of your impost duties must be-reéx- 
amined and: readjusted. When that time came, 


it would not be his fortune to have a seat in this | 


Hall; yet he hoped that the subject would be 
approached and examined with that spirit of com- 
promise in regard to the interests of all sections 
of the country, which, on occasions heretofore, 


i had enabled us to overcome all difficulties arising 


from any real or apparent conflict of: interests. 
He hoped and believed the impost duties would | 
Be readjusted and settled upon sound principles 
of discrimination, so as to sustain all important ; 
interests; and that as far as shall be found con- 
sistent with this; all duties will be abolished upon 


He could not consider the reasons | 


j) 


articles constituting the first necessit 
i 


as to lighten the burdens upon labor. 
But although, for these reasons, he was not at 
this time prepared to vote to repeal the salt duty, 
| or thaton any other particular article, yet he had 
ino objection to the introduction of the ‘bill, and 
| the investigation and discussion of. the subjecti 
| in this respect he concurred with the Senator 
i from: Maine, [Mr. Witutams,] as he did also in 
many of his remarks. 3 ; T 
Being up, sir, | will notice a remark of the Sen- 
j ator from Missouri, [Mr; Benton,} who has re- 
; ferred to the votes of the representatives from- ail 
i the New England States on the subject of the salt 
| duty in 1813. He has shown ‘from the Journal 
that they all voted against the duty, although con- 
nected with the fishing bounty. . After producing 
these facts, the Senator says, that in going against 
the salt duty and fishing bounties, he places: him- 
self on New England ground. What, sir! on the 
ground New England occupied during the last war! 
| On the ground of New England Federalism at that 
| memorable crisis, as represented in Congress: by 
|| men sent here to oppose the war and thwart the 
| measures of the Government of their country? 
Let me: tell my honorable friend, (said Mr. N..,) 
that that is dangerous ground for him to occupy; 
| and let me advise him, as he values the great rep- 
utation he has with-the people of this country, to 
retreat from it without delay; there is no time to 
be lost. R ms, e i; 
Sir, the honorable Senator. from Massachusetta 
(Mr. Davis] seemed unable, or unwilling. to ad 
count for the votes of the representatives from his 
own and other eastern States against the salt duty 
in 1813. He could not at this: distant:day teli 
what their motives may have'been, or what çon 
siderations influenced their conduct; the interests 
| of that section of the country may have been dif- 
ferent then from what they are now. Sir, E për- 
‘| ceive that the gentleman is in a-dilemma, and E 
am disposed: to relieve -him from his embarrass- 
ment. {, sir, am free from any such embarrass- 
ment, and know quite as well, but probably no 
better than the Senator does, what were the con- 
siderations which occasioned the opposition of the 
New England members in 1813 to the salt duty 
and fishing bounty. If the gentleman. would ex 
amine the: legislative archives: of his own State, 
he would there find an explanation of this matter, 
in that memorable resolution, passed about the 
period referred to, and since, if he mistook ‘not, 
expunged, which declared that. the war was :un> 
natural and ‘unjust; and *“ that it. was unbecoming 
a moral and religious people to:rejoice at the suc- 
cesses of their country in a wicked ‘and rainows 
war.” uoy 8 Hoy 
Here, sir, is an explanation of the 


y of life, so 


H 


H 
H 


matter. ; The 


|| salt duty was proposed, among others; as a war 


| tax; it was designed to raise a revenueto maintain 
i your armies in the field, and to sustain the country 
i) in that great struggle. Butthe Senator’s constitu 
ents. were so conscientious and scrupulous, Sò 
moral and religious, that they could not, in any 
way, aid in carrying on what they professed to 
regard as an unjust and wicked-war.. ‘They were 
too moral to ald their country in a great. crisis, 
when struggling for her very existence; but it did 
‘not conflict with their principles of morality. or 
|| patriotism to stir up a spirt of factious opposition 
|| to the Government, calculated to distract the publie 
| councils, to paralyze its measures, and to encour 
age the public enemy to persevere in his ‘hostile 
| designs. Although Massachusetts took the lead 
| in the factious proceedings of thatday, stilla spirit 
| of alarming disaffection pervaded all the eastern 
States, And hence it was. that. their’ represénta- 
i tives in Congress voted against the duty on salt 
! and the fishing bounties, although a measure favor- 
able to the interests of that section of the country, 
| because it was a war measure, and designed to 
| provide the means to feed and clothe your armies, 
‘and sustain the national credit. There has been 
| no essential change in the pursuits or interests of 
: that section in these respects; the fishing business 
and the salt manufacture were as important then 
ias they are now, and had as strong claims :to:pro- 
i He had deemed this explanation of the 


; tection. 
| votes of the eastern members in 1813. importants 
; because if, from a mere spirit of ‘factions opposi- 
i tion to-the Government, they. had suffered tirem- 


[January 29, 


112 


: Aprn Conc....38D Sess. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSI AL GLOBE, 


Salt Duty—Mr. Niles. 


SENATE. 


gelveg to be carried so far as to oppose a measure 
favorable to the interests of. that section of the 
country,-that was no. sufficient reason why those 
interests should now. be abandoned. He trusted 
that they. would receive from Congress the same 
consideration as other interests. of. equal import- 
tance, and. they ought to expect no more. 

Mr. N., said he could not agree with the Sena- 
tor from : Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] that the 
policy of this Government had changed the. pur- 
aits. ofthe people of the eastern States, and 
driven. them from commerce, navigation, and the 
fisheries, into manufacturers. Their navigation 
and fishing interests had at times, no doubt, suf- 
fered, but from causes beyond the control of this 
Government. -It was not the embargo, :non- 
intercourse laws, or other restrictive measures, 
that. depressed these interests, but the condition 
of the great Powers of Europe, and their hostile 
measures towards all neutralcommerce. But the 
commercial: and. fishing interests of the eastern 
States haye not declined, but are now in their fall 
vigors.and.one of these interests, the whale fish- 
ery ,-has,increased amazingly since the war. 

Menufactures, have not been established upon 
thedecline of commerce and navigation; nor in 
consequence of the alleged unfriendly policy of 
this Government towards those interests. The 
war, which cut off-our. supply of foreign goods, 
gave the first powerful stimulus to manufactures; 
and from that time they have passed through 
various vicissitades,-but had generally been ad- 
vancing until they: had reached their present con- 
dition.. The policy or measures of this Govern- 
ment have had no agency in changing the pursuits 
of: the eastern. States.. The policy of the: Gov- 
ernment. never has; and he trusted never would 
be able: to:producesueh: results. «ft has long been 
& practice. with a certain clasg to attach an undue 
importance to.the--measures of the Government 
epon. private pursuits, ; pt is confined, however, 
tọ em injurious induence, as little ig said about 
the -policy.of the Government: having any bene- 
figial. efect upon any private interests or pursuits. 
But. the practice.ia to charge all miscarriages and 
failures: ini business tothe policy of the Govern- 
ment, which is é@ither.unfriendly to commerce, 
opposed to.the manufacturing interests, or hostile 
to banks- and credit, This is all a mistake. 
Fortunately the policy of this Government cannot 
easentially affect any of the great interests of the 
country; and what they most require is stability 
in-our legislation. 

Mr. President, I cannot forbear (said Mr. N.) 
to. notice the closing remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davrs,].which appeared. to 
me to be uncalled for by the subject or the occa- 
sión, and: to, bave been. delivered in a tone and 
manner which: I should not have expected from 
that: quarter. Ie had-listened.to the gentleman’s 
epeech- with: interest and instruction, and was 
sorry that,.in discussing a subject no way. con- 
nected: with politics, the Senator should have in- 
‘“dulged in contemptuous. and offensive language 
concerning. the late Administration. The Senator 
snesringl asked whatthe late Administration had 
done-to advance the interests of the people of the 
eastern States; and: answered. the: question by 
saying; that the:people of New England were in- 
debted.for their prosperity to their own enterprise 
and, exertions, and the blessings of Providence, 
alones ond: that: they ought, pethaps, to esteem 
themselves fortunate that the bounties of Provi- 
dence had not been vetoed by the late President. 
It maybe true, sir, that the people of those 
States, like those .of every other section of the 
Unieny are essentially indebted for the measure of 
prosperity they have enjoyed to their own enter- 
prise and industry... Bat the language of the Sen- 
ator evidently implied that the:policy of the late 
Administration had been:hostile to the interests of 
the eastern: States. This declaration, made in a 
very offensive manner, he regarded as less injuri- 
ous to the late Administration than reproachful to 
the people of New England. What is it but to 
impeach. their intelligences and to charge them with 
being: ignorant of their own intereats? . Sir, a major- 
ity of. that people-—four States out of six-—were. 
the supporters-of that Administration for-several 
years. before it terminated. 2 R 
General Jackson, sir, entered upon the discharge 


of his high.and responsible duties, with strong and 
pervading prejudices against-him in all the east- 
ern States, and his Administration closed with the | 
confidence and support of four.of those States. 
And yet we are told that his policy was hostile to 
their interests, and that the only obligution they 
owe to it is, that the late President ‘‘did not veto 
the bounties of Providence.” - Such remarks Mr. 
N. could not but regard as highly injurious to the 
intelligence and good sense of the people of those 
States; and it was to defend them, rather than the 
late Administration, that he referred to the sub- 
ject. Mr. N. said that the Administration of 
President Jackson required no defense from him. 
As the passions and prejudices by which it had 
been so fiercely assailed, springing from the in- 
terests and conflicts of party, had already, to 
some extent, passed away, its merits and its faults 
began to be viewed through a. clearer. medium. 
The wisdom of its policy and. measures; the firm- 
ness with which they were adhered to; the energy | 
with which they were carried out; the bald and 

disinterested patriotism with which difficulties the 

most appalling were met and overcome; the fear- 

lessness with which responsibility was assumed 

when occasion required it; and whatever else pre- 

eminently characterized that Administration, he 

was willing to leave to the judgment of posterity, | 
and the future historian. ‘To that judgment all 

must submit, and from it there can be no appeal. 

But, sir, I will defend my own constituents and | 
the people of the other States referred to from the } 
charge of having approved and supported an Ad- 
minstration whose policy was hostile to their in- 
terests. What are the. peculiar interests of the 
eastern States? They are commerce, navigation, 
the -fisheries and .manufactares.. And what do 
these interests require. from. the hand of this Gov- 
ernment, more than protection and freedom from 
all unnecessary restraints and burdens? And have 
they not enjoyed these?. Have they not enjoyed 
them in an eminent degree? At what period, 
during our entire history, has the navigation and 
foreign commerce of this ‘country enjoyed more 
perfect security? When has our flag been more 
respected upon every sea, and by all nations? Even 
the savages of the isles of the Pacific have been 
taught to respect it. What other period of equal ; 
extent is there, since the establishment of this 
Government, when.the merchants have not been 
here with their petitions, asking for protection and 
security in some branch of our diversified foreign 
trade, or for indemnity for aggressions committed | 
upon their rights? During what other period of 
eight years, have we not witnessed meetings in 
our. commercial towns, complaining in language 
loud and deep of the Government for neglecting 
to afford. to our commerce that entire security and 
safety to. which they considered it entitled? 

He would not say that the unexampled security 
which our navigation, fisheries, and foreign com- 
merce had enjoyed, was entirely owing.to the 
policy or energy of the late Administration. It 
was in part, no-doubt, tobe attributed to the gen- | 
eral peace in Europe, and the condition of other 
commercial nations. Yet much was undoubtedly 
to be ascribed to that. frank. and honest policy | 
which, in our intercourse with other Powers, de- 
manded “ nothing but what was clearly right, and | 
yielded to nothing that was wrong.” . But, sir, 
the commercial community are indebted to the late | 
Administration for something more. than entire 
protection. in their. diversified pursuits... It has 
done for them what no preceding Administration 
was able to accomplish. It obtained for their ben- 
efit indemnity and satisfaction for claims growing 
out.of aggressions upon commercial rights, many 
of which had remained unredressed for more than 
a quarter ofa century.: With France, Denmark, 
Naples, and -Spain, conventions were concluded, 
securing indemnities to our merchants, as the 
awards of reluctant and tardy justice; and yet we 
are told that the class who has been. chiefiy bene- 
fited by these measures, are indebted to the late 
Administration for nothing but the forbearance of 
the President to veto the bounties. of Providence. 

But, sir, there are other measures. of the: late 
Administration which have been beneficial to the 
people of the eastern -States, in common . with 
those of other parts of the Union. All parties now | 
seem: disposed. to regard the Administration. of | 


Mr, Jefferson as fortunate and distinguished above 
every other. But in what. did its greatest merit 
consist? It was in correcting the etrors, and ar- 
resting the mistaken and dangerous policy. of the 
preceding Administration, which threatened the 
consolidation of the system. In his own emphatic 
language, it consisted in “arresting the anti Re- 
‘publican tendencies, and bringing the Govern- 
‘ment back to its. Republican text, and thereby 
t saving the Constitution at its last gasp.’’ As to 
his own schemes, with the exception of the ac- 
quisition of the immense territory of Louisiana, 
few.of them were eminently important or suc- 
cessful, and some of them entirely failed. Let it 
not be supposed that in saying this 1 am deroga- 
ting from the reputation of that illustrious man. 
Visionary, scheming men, and ambitious and self- 
ish politicians, with mistaken, and narrow views 
of the public interest; may become projectors of 
splindid schemes, or-the authors: of novel and 
dangerous measures; but itrequires a higher order 
of intellect, sounder judgment, and more practical 
and statesmanlike views, to. perceive the, danger 
and tendency of such schemes and. measures. in. 
their bearing on the national interests or the polit- 
ical rights of the States and the people; and great 
sagacity, wisdom, and firmness, to arrest their, 
operation, and provide an effectual remedy for 
evils springing from erroneous legislation or mis- 
taken policy. It was in the sagacity, wisdom, 
and firmness displayed by Mr. Jefferson in arreste 
ing the tendencies to consolidation and other errors 
of the preceding Administration, that has given to 
his. own a large share of its celebrity. 

Andin this respect we also find the greatest 
merit in the administration of President Jackson. 
He too, sir, arrested the anti-Republican tenden- 
cies of the policy of the preceding Administration.” 
He overthrew the American system, falsely so 
called, which had a moredirect and irresistible 
tendency to consolidation than any or all other 
measures since thé establishment of this’ Govern- 
ment. What wag it but a system of high tax- 
ation, and enlarged, if not unconstitutional expend- 
iture? Had not this policy been arrested, it 
would have fixed upon the country, for all time to 
come, asystem of high taxation, which would have 
gone on increasing from year to year—which 
would grow with its growth, and strengthen with 
its strength, until the people of this country, like 
those of England, would have been borne down 
by an intolerable weight of taxation—until.indus- 
try was oppressed and robbed of half its earnings. 

Mr. N. said he would. notice.one other. measure 
of the late Administration, which, howeverit might 
be regarded by the Senator from. Massachusetts, 
was, in his judgment, eminently important and 
beneficial to the people of the whole Union, and 
to none more than those of the eastern States. 
He alluded to the veto of the bill for renewing. the 
charter of the late Bank of the United States, and 
the firm and determined resistance of the audacious 
efforts of that powerful. institution. to coerce. the 
people into.a compliance with its selfish purposes, 
Sir, this was the great measure of that: Adminis- 
tration, By an incautious course of legislation, 
both State and Federal, the moneyed. power of the 
country, sufficiently dangerous under an y circum- 
stances, had become consolidated, strengthened, 
and rendered a thousand times: more: formidable 
by legislative grants and monopolies. Whilst this 
paper-money system was-daily extending, and 
connecting itself with all the great interests.of the 
country, there seemed to bea strange insensibility 
on the part of the people to. re d, the 
magnitude of the evil. Some alarming crisis or 
bold measure was necessary. to arouse their atten- 
tion. Under these circumstances, and at.a fearful 
risk to himself—at the hazard of hig reélection— 
President Jackson ‘t assumed the responsibility,” 
threw himself into the deadly breach, and: arrest- 
ed-the onward course of this fearful monopoly and 
consolidation of the associated moneyed power. 
This was an act which no other man would have 
performed; a fearful responsibility which. no 
other. Chief Magistrate would have assumed. 
Nothing short of that indomitable mind, that in- 
vincible honesty and firmness, and that, courage 
and determination in the support of. what he. be- 
lieved to: be the true interést of the country, which 
characterized the late President, could haye been 
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equal to such a crisis. Itis to these high quali- 
ties that the country is indebted for its escape 
from the greatest danger that ever threatened it, 
whether considered with reference to its free in- 
stitutions or all its great interests. 

Had that institution been reéstablished as the 
head and center of this vast system of banking | 
monopoly, the system would have been fixed 
upon the country for alltime to come, and nothing | 
short of a civil revolution could have overthrown | 
it. It would have controlled the action of this | 
Government here, and made and unmade, as its | 
interest dictated, the supreme Executive; and the 
State Legislatures would have been equally sub- 
jected ‘to its influence. Its power would have 
been everywhere felt at the ballot-box, and its 
corrupting influence beyond it, on the represent- 
atives of the people. All the great interests of the 
country, and every department of industry, must 
have been subjected to its sway; and every kind 
of employment would have become a gambling | 
operation, rising or falling, prosperous or de- 
pressed, as the paper bubble was expanded or 
contracted. This system, it is true, has its root |j 
in the States, but the great central institution 
would have consolidated its power, and given it 
that unity and energy which it cannot otherwise 
possess. 

- The late Administration is entitled to the credit 
of hating arrested the progress of this great evil, 
and of arousing the public attention to its dan- 
gerous and inevitable tendency. The struggle 
which was brought on has been severe; and if the 
crisis is hot yet past, the final issue cannot be 
doubtful. The deep interest excited has led to a | 
general discussion and investigation of the sub- į 
ject in all its bearings, both on the political rights | 
and the business and industry of the country. || 
The evils and the dangers of this system of paper || 
money monopoly are already understood, and the | 
public mind is now engaged in devising a rem- | 
edy. On that question there is much diversity of 
opinion; but so long as the national sensibility is | 
alive to the danger, we have little to fear, asa 
remedy in some form will, in due time, be dis- | 
covered. ‘The repulse which the system has re- 
ceived here, has enabled the people everywhere 
to rally and arrest its farther progress. 

These evils and dangers the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts may regard as imaginary; but, if he | 
supposes that a iarge portion of the people of the'ij 
eastern States do not consider them as realities, I 
can assure him he was never more mistaken in | 
his life. They were not speculative evils; they 
were seen and felt in every interest and in every 
employment, and especially by the producing and 
laboring classes. It was on them that the evils 
of the system fell with the greatest injustice and 
severity. It rendered labor precarious, and its just 
rewards uncertain and fluctuating. In numerous 
ways unseen, yet not the less real, it robbed the | 
laborer of half his earnings, whilst it threw upon | 
him an accumulation of burdens. | 

Sir, the people understand this matter; they || 
felt the evils which were upon. them; they saw 
the dangers which are ahead, and they know to 
whom they are mainly indebted for arresting | 
them, and preparing the way for a safe deliver- 
ance from them, and a remedy against their re- 
currence. ‘They understand this paper-money 
monopoly and fraud, and regard it as an ingeni- ' 
ous contrivance to confer on capital an undue 
advantage, and to rob labor of its just reward; 
or, in the expressive language of the colleague of 
the Senator, not now in-his seat, they consider 
it as the most successful scheme which the wit | 
of man has ever yet devised, to “ fertilize the | 
rich man’s field with the sweat of the poor man’s 
brow,” And let me tell.the Senator that his 
constituents and -miney and those of the other 
eastern States, understand this subject, mystified | 
asit is, too well, and know their rights too well, 
to regard the man who put down the Bank of 
the United ‘States and’ arrested the progress of | 
this -paper-money system, as having conferred | 
no other benefits upon them,and havine-no other | 
claims to their gratitude than in his not having | 
vetoed the bourities of Providence, >- e 

Mr. N. said he had been carried along by the 
ardor of his feelings, and gone further into this | 
subject than he intended, but would detain the | 
Senate no longer. : i 
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BONDS OF UNITED STATES BANK. 


SPEECH OF HON. SILAS WRIGHT, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In THE SENATE, January 25, 1839. 


The report of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 27th 
of December, 1838, and the message of the President of the 
Jith of January last, both in answer to calls for information 
in relation to the recent transactiors between the Govern- 
ment and the Bank of the United States, chartered by the 


State of Pennsylvania, being under consideration— 


Mr. WRIGHT said: 

Mr. Presivent: I rise to perform a task from 
which I had hoped to be discharged. I had hoped 
that some other member of the Senate, more capa- 
ble, and less likely to be suspected of partiality, 
upon the one side, and of prejudice upon the 
other, would have relieved me from it. Hence, 
to some extent, the long delay, on my part, to 


| ask the Senate to bring the subject of these reports 


again to its attention. And hence, too, the ex- 
treme reluctance I have felt, and some of which 
I have manifested to this body, to seem to:court 
a continuance of debate upon it. ‘The clearest 


! convictions of duty, however, to myself, to the 


hitherto tried and faithful- public officers whose 
conduct is brought under suspicion, and, above 
all, to that great public, whose servants we all 
are, to whom we are all responsible, and whose 
full and clear and perfect understanding of the 
truth, in reference to every public act of every 

ublic servant, ought to be an object of primary 
interest with us all, impel me to the course [ 
pursue. 

The recent business transactions between cer- 


tain executive officers of the Government and the ! 


Bank of the United States chartered by the State 
of Pennsylvania, has justly excited some interest 
throughout the country. That interest has been 
materially increased and strengthened by the man- 


ner in which the chief officer of that banking in- | 


stitution has felt himself authorized to speak to 
the public of these transactions. It was not, there- 
fore, to have been expected, much less hoped, 
that Congress would fail to make the whole sub- 
ject one of inquiry and examination. The Sen- 
ate has not disappointed this reasonable expect- 
ation. On the contrary, a lively and pervading 
interest, in this body, has been given to the whole 
matter, by the particular care with which the 
calls for information have evidently been drawn, 


and by the anticipatory debates which accompa: | 


nied those calls. The resolutions were passed 


-without objection, and, when I remember their 


particularity and precision, I feel authorized to 


assume that all the facts are now before us, em- | 


bodied in the reports under consideration. A fair 
and full examination of those facts, and of the 
conclusions properly and naturally to be drawn 


from them, is my present purpose; and I take į 


great pleasure, Mr. President, in promising you 


that the duty shall be discharged with as little con- {| 
sumption of the time, and as light a tax upon the 


patience, of the Senate as shall be possible. 
Inasmuch, however, as the preéxisting rela- 


tions between the Government of the United | 
States and the Bank of the United States have | 


given foundation for the transactions complained 
of, a very brief notice of those relations will, in 
my estimation, contribute essentially to a fulland 


clear understanding of the matters under discus- |; 


sion. The first of these relations was. that of a 
partnership in banking, and the second was that 


of.creditor and debtor; and out of both have į 


grown the proceedings which form the subject 
of this debate. eae 
The Bank of the United States, as a national 
institution, commenced its chartered existence on 
the 4th day of March, 1816. By the terms of 
the charter, the United States were to hold the 
one fifth part of its whole stock—an “amount 
equal to $7,000,000. That stock was taken, and, 
with very trifling exceptions comparatively, was 
held throughout the-term of twenty years which 
the ‘charter had to run. . I believe that some 
transfers of stock from the general Treasury to 
the Navy pension fund had varied, very limited- 
ly, the amount of that direct interest; but the va- 
riation-is-immaterial'to the purposes of this ar- 
gument; and, as the transfer was made to a trust 


fund, in the safety and protection of which an 
interest was felt, and. actually existed, equal ‘to 
i| that for the safety and. protection of any. other 
equal ‘portion of the public treasure, the real 
| public interest was not at all changed.: ee 
Upon the expiration of the charter of the bank. 
as a national institution, in March, 1836, this 
great interest was left subject to the managemerit 
of the directors and other officers:of the bank 
during the two years allowed by the charter for 
the winding up of its affairs, and left, almost:ne- 
cessarily, in an unproductive state.. Hence, the 
; early interest felt and manifested, as well in Con- 
| gress as by the chief fiscal officer of the Govern» 
| ment, to give prompt and efficient attention to: 
this portion of the public treasure. ‘The charter 
of the bank Sxnired during the session of Con- 
gress; and before’ its adjournment a law was 
passed constituting the Secretary of the'T'reas- 
ury the agent of the United States to superintend 
this interest, with full power. to liquidate tha: 
ii amount, to receive payment, or to take security: 
for payment at-a- future day, submitting. to his 
sole discretion the forbearance to be extended and 
the sufficiency of the'security to be offered, 
Inthe meantime, and at: about the’ period, if 
not upon the very day, of the expiration of the 
charter, a proceeding was had ‘by the boardi:of 
directors of the bank, which I must be permitted. 
to call singular, at the least, and ‘especially so, ds. 
it was a proceeding to which. the Government 
was in no sense a party.: “The whole bank, its 
stock, debts, credits, and. effects, of every hamë 
and character, were sold and transferred to a:bank« 
ing institution chartered by the State of Pennsyl+ 
vania. This transfer took plate in March,-and 
the law of Congress last referred to didnot: pass 
until the 23d of June after. The transfer wasto 
an institution in which, upon the face of its 
{| charter, the United States were prohibited from 
holding stock, so that the Government could take 
nothing in the new bank by this:sale of its prop- 
erty in the old. Such was the condition of this 
| Sol interest at the time Congress adjourned in 
1836. eee 
‘| It is proper to pause here and see what was the 
i| State of the public Treasury at this period, that 
we may estimate the willingness, on the part ‘of 
| all the public functionaries, to accept security for 
i the payment of this debt-at a future day, instead 
of payment in hand, and: consequently the will- 
ingness ‘of Congress to:submit t ihe of pay- 
ment to the Secretary of the Freastry aldne. ‘The 
Treasury was, at the time’ referred. td,’ full-10. 
overflowing; and-statesmén of the ‘greatest expeés 
rience and deepest reflection considered the abuni 
dance of our revenues, and’ the: surplus of our 
treasure, as one of the severest evils: which then 
did, or which ever had, threatened the purity arid 
permanency of our institutions. : So great was 
the desire to discharge the country from the cor- 
i| rupting and demoralizing influences ofthis flood 
1 of money, that, on the very day on which ‘this 
i 


agency over our interest in the bank was given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, a law was passéd 
to set apart from the general and ordinary uses 
of the Treasury, and distribute tothe States, in 
the form of a deposit, more than ‘thirty-seven 
million dollars of the public money: -Thislaw 
|i stands upon the statute book next before that 
| which. authorizes the Secretary to extend a credit 
upon the debt due from the bank. : 

I will now pass to the next session of Con- 
i gress, the annual session of 1836-37. On the 
| Ist day of January, 1837, the balance was :to be 
struck, and all the money found in the Treasury, 
deducting $5,000,000: to meet outstanding appro- 
priations, was to be laid aside, and deposited 
with the States, in the ratio of their representation 
in the two Houses of Congress; the one quarter 
on that:day, one other quarter onthe Ist-day of 
April, the third quarter on the Istday of July, and 
the remaining quarter on the ist day of October, of 
that year. This leftthe Treasury with $5,000,000 
of means, and something more than $14,000,008 
of outstanding appropriations. - ‘Thecurrent rev- 
enue of the year, therefore, must ‘meet’the bal 
ance of outstanding appropriations beyond ithe 
| $5,000,000 left in the. Treasury; and also:the eur: 
rent appropriations of .the “year, or the:money 
placed in deposit with-the States must be’called 
i back to pay the deficiency. . This, I/think, was 


| 
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about the state of facts, and. the condition of the. 
Treasury; on the Ist.day..of January, 1837, 
though I have not looked at the figures: for this | 
occasion, and, speaking from memory, may. not | 
be precisely accurate. During this session of Con- | 
gress, a report was reccived from the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, detailing the efforts which had | 
been.made under the law of 1836 to liquidate, 
settle, and secure the bank debt; giving tne then į 
state of the negotiation, and showing that no defi- 
nite or satisfactory result had been reached. It 
appeared, however, that examinations had been 
made, facts ascertained, and conclusions formed, 
as'to the fair value of the interest of the United 
States arising from their stock, and that distinct 
offers to sell the claim to the new Pennsylvania, 
Bank,at.a given price, and upon specified terms, 
as to time ‘and interest, had been made by the 
commissioners appointed by the Secretary, but 
that no answers:had_been obtained to their prop- 
ositions: Le 
. Afterthis report was laid before Congress and 
the public, the board of directors of this Pennsyl- 
vania. bank, through their president, addressed a 
memorial to Congress, giving their acceptance of 
one of the offers which had been made to them; | 
and Congress, on the 3d of March, 1837, passed | 
a concurrent resolution, directing the Secretary 
of the. Treasury to take the security offered, and- į 
close the business. 

>. The whole value of the claim, as liquidated by 
the offerand acceptance, was $7,946,356 16. This 
was the amount conceded to have been due to the | 
United States on the day after the expiration of 
the: charter-of the bank as a national institution-~ 
the 4th day of March, 1836; and,-by the terms of 
the: bargain, payment was to be made in four 
equal installments of $1,986,589 04 each, the first 
to bë paid in the month of September, 1837, and 
the remaining three installments in one, two, and | 
three'years from that time, with interest upon the 
whole amountfrom and after the 3d day of Mareh, 
1836; until | aid, at the rate of six per centum per 
annum. the Secretary proceeded to carry into 
effect the resolution of Congress, to ascertain the 
amounts as: above stated, and to take the bonds 
of the United States Bank of Pennsylvania to se- 
cure the payments, that being the security agreed 
to be given by the terms of the acceptance. 
‘In fis way the claim of the United States was 
transferred from the Bank of the United States 
chartered by Congress, to that chartered by the 
State of Pennsylvania; and thus the bonds against 
the latter institution, which have given rise tothe 
transactions principally complained of, came into 
existence. These bonds were each for the same 
amount, ($1,986,589 04). Each bear an interest 
of six'per centum per annum from the 3d day of 
March, 1836; and the first was payable in all the 
month of September, 1837, the second in 1838, the 
third in 1839, and the fourth in 1840, Al these 
bonds bear date on the 10th day of May, 1837; and 
it is impossible not to mark singular coincidence 
of dates between the conclusion of this negotia- 
tion, which postponed the payment, and placed 
beyond the power and control ofthe Treasury this 
almost- eight million dollars, and that universal | 
suspension of specie pay mentsby the banks of the 
country, which instantly deprived the Treasury 
of means to pay the public creditors, and com- 
pelled an extra callof Congress. I have stated that 
the bónds:were dated on the 10th day of May, 
1837. They were, therefore, executed onthat day, 
either-at. Washington or Philadelphia, while at 
New York;on the very same day, specie payments 
were suspended. ~Ispeak from recollection upon 
this-point, but feel sure that the suspension took 
place at New York on the 10th of May 1837; and 
itewas-certainly followed, almost instantly, where 
it had not been preceded, by nearly every banking 
institution in the whole Union. “A consequence 
of this was’ to:rendéer unavailable, for legal pay- 
hients, all the balances iti the deposit banks, and 
46.thow back upon the ‘Treasury, thus deprived 
of its means, -tasses of outstanding drafts whith 
Ahad been-drawn upon thesesdepesits, but which 
had not-reached their places of -destination,.and 
-been presented for payment, when the suspension 
was proclaimed. At this. crisis the. bank debt 
would have been a most timely and importantaid, 
åfit could have béen realized in.cash;-but theton: | 


summation, on the very day of the suspension by 


the banks, of the terms of compromise, tendered 
on the part of the Government when the Treasur 
was more than full, and accepted by the bank 
several months after it was tendered, had post- 
poned payment.upon this debt for one, two, three, 
and four years. i Rot 

Under circumstances like these, the proclama- 
tion of tħe President was issued, bearing date on 
the 15th of May, 1837, and calling a special 
meeting of Congress for September of that year. 
The deposits with the States, to be made on the 
ist of January and Ist of April, of between nine 
and ten million dollars each, had been nearly 
completed, and drafts had been issued for the 
principal part, if not for the whole, of the deposit 
of like amount to be made on the Ist of July, 
when the suspension of specie payments by the 
banks placed the very moneys out of which these 
deposits were to be made beyond the control of 
the law, or of the fiscal officers of the Govern- 
ment. The consequence was, that many of the 
outstanding drafts for the July deposit,and some 
few of those for the previous installments, were 
dishonored by the banks upon which they were 
drawn, and returned upon the Treasury for pay- 
ment, while the whole means of the Treasury to 
meet these and other payments were locked up in 
the banks. 
voked at the earliest practicable period, and the 
ability. of the Treasury to get on until the com- 
mencement of the extra session was rendered 
extremely doubtful. So rapid was our transi- 
tion, in a public sense, from superabundant 
wealth to extreme. poverty, from plethoric full- 
ness in the public Treasury to extreme want and 
almost perfect destitution! - 

‘Jt. will now be proper to see what legislation 
was adopted by Congress affecting the public 
Treasury, at the extra session, of September and 
October, 1837. In the way of supply, a bill was 
passed, on the 12th day of October, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue paper, 
upon the credit of the Government, in the shape 
of Treasury notes, as the wants of the Treasury 
should require, not to exceed, in all, the amount 
of ten million dollars, but with such restrictions 
in the law as to prohibit the reissue of any single 
note which should fall into the hands of an officer 
of the Government, in payment to the United 
States, while all the notes were made a legal tender 
for all such payments. 

On the other hand, nearly every ordinary re- 
source of the Treasury was cut off, for a period, 
by a law which suspended, for the space of nine 


months after maturity, all payments upon all out- | 


standing duty bonds, and gave a credit of three 
and six months upon such cash duties as had 
become due and were unpaid, or should become 
due upon importations to be made previous to 
the month of November, 1837; and by enother 


law, which, at the option of the deposit banks, | 
suspended payment upon the balances due from | 


them for previous deposits, for periods of eight, 


fourteen, and twenty months, and required that | 


the bonds of the institutions for payment, at the 
expiration of those periods, of equal third parts 
of their respective debts, satisfactorily secured, 
should be received in lieu of payments in hand. 
Another law was also passed at this extra ses- 
sion, materially. affecting the Treasury in both 
directions. - L allude to the law ‘* postponing the 
payment of the fourth installment of deposits with 
the States.’’ This law relieved the Treasury from 
this call of between nine and ten million dollars, 
until the Ist day of January, 1839; but it, at the 
same time, prohibited the Treasurer from draw- 
ing, under any circumstances or for any purpose, 
upon the $28,000,000 which had been previously 
deposited with the States in obedience to the pro- 
visions of the deposit law of 1836. Its effect, 


therefore, was to deprive the Treasury of three | 


dollars of means for every dollar of demand from 
which it was relieved. . 

With the exception of the necessary appropri- 
ations made at the extra session, no other Jegis- 
lation materially affecting the public’ Treasury has 
been discovered. : : : 

I will now pass on to the annual session of 
Congress of 1837-38, and see in what manner the 
legislation of that session was made to influence 
the operations of the Treasury. -On the 21st of 
May, 1838, a law passed giving to the Secretary 


Ilence the aid of Congress was in- | 


it 


Y 
been paid in and canceled, or should be so paid in 
and canceled. under the provisions of that law. 
The same prohibition, however, against a reissue 
of the new notes was retained in the law of 
1838, while these notes also were made a legal 
tender in all public payments. 

The only other legislation of this session, in- 
tended for the supply of the Treasury, was the 
law of the 7th of July, 1838, authorizing a sale, 
in the market, of the two bonds against the Bank 
of the United States of Pennsylvania, which were 
to become due and payable in September, 1839 
and 1840, being the third and fourth of the four 
bonds taken, in the manner before related, to se~ 
cure the debt due to. the United. States from the 
late Bank of the United States, chartered by Con- 
gress, for the stock held by the United States in 
that institution at the time of the expiration of 
its charter. It will be remembered that the first 
bond was made payable in September, 1837, which. 
time had passed, and that bond had. been paid 
and canceled.. The second bond, made payable. 
in September, 1838, would fall due so soon after 
the passage of the law, that it was not thought 
advisable to include in ita provision for its sale, 
as the money might be received upon it from its 
maturity, before a negotiation for the sale could 
be brought to a successful termination. Hence 
the law provided for the sale of the two last bonds. 
only; and this law it is, and the practical execu- 
tion of it by the Secretary, which has given rise 
to this discussion, and now compels me to ob~ 
trude myself upon the attention of the Senate. 

The law made the Secretary of the Treasury 
the agent of the Government for the sale of the 
bonds; limited him to the par value of each bond 
in the market, “ calculated according to the rules. 
for estimating the par value of securities upon 
which interest has run for atime, but which se- 
curities have not reached maturity;’’ opened to 
him the markets of our own and foreign coun- 
tries, and directed that the sale should be made 
“for money in hand.” 

This brings me to an examination of the facts 
in relation to the execution of this law; and for 
them I must refer to the reports under consider- 


! ation, and tothe documents accompanying them. 
| From this time forward I shall, as far as practi- 


cable, let the reports and the correspondence speak 
for themselves; as, notwithstanding the tedious- 
ness to myself and the Senate of reading docu- 
ments here, I prefer that the facts themselves, 
and the language of the: parties, rather than my 
understanding of either, should guide the judg- 
ment of this body and the country upon the issue 
presented. 

It will be proper here to remark that but one 
of the bonds authorized to be sold has as yet 
been sold under the law, the bond to become due 
in September of the present year; that to fall due 
in September, 1840, being yet held-by the Treas- 
ury as the property of the United States. It 
will, however, be seen that, various negotiations, 
all at the instance of the bank, have been carried 
on between that. institution and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the object of which was to arrange 
the mode-and manner of payment.of the second 
bond, to fall due. in September, 1838, and, as an 
inducement to the officers of the Treasury to, yield 
to the mode and manner desired by the bank, 
offering, on its part, to: anticipate portions of that 
payment at times which should be most desirable 
to the Government, in reference. to the calls for 
public disbursement. It is indispensable to a 
perfect understanding of the transactions, that 
the negotiations for this object, and those for the 
sale of the third bond under the law before re- 
ferred to, should not be confounded, while the 
dates.and order and manner of the correspond- 
ence upon the two subjects, and the similarity of 
the propositions from the bank in both cases, 
require some care to preserve the separation per- 
fectly; and at the same time to comprehend the 
whole force of the facts as applicable to each 
transaction. 

Hence I propose to examine all the facts in re- 
lation to the time, mode, and manner of payment 
of the second bond, due in September, 1833, and 
which was not sold, before I refer to the facts at- 
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tending the sale of the third bond, which was sold 
to the bank. : EREN : 
The first question which arises .in this course 
of inquiry is, was the state of the Treasury, at 
the time the negotiation was concluded for.an an 
ticipation of the payment of two. thirds of this 
bond, and.a postponement for the period of fifteen 
days only of the remaining third, such as to war- 
rant thé arrangement on the part of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as one calculated to promote the 
public interests, and to secure more. certainly the 
payment of ‘the public creditors? This question 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself shall an- 
swer. Andas the same question will necessarily 
arise in reference to the sale of the third bond, 
and as the report of the Secretary, in answer to 
the call of the Senate, frequently speaks of the 
condition and necessities of the Treasury in refer- 
ence to both of these negotiations in the same 
sentence, his answer as to both shall be given 
here. I read first from page 4 of the report, 
which relates more particularly to the payment of 
the second bond, to fall due in September, 1838, 
though clauses of the extract allude also to the 
sale of the third bond. The Secretary says: 


“To avoid the payment of the bond.that was to fall due 
on the Ist of October, being. made ‘in new Treasury notes, 
not reissuable, nor available in any way todischarge appro- 
priations, and which: event was apprehended by the Depart- 
ment, the written. agreement. was made with the. bank, 
which will be found’ among the documents, stipulating, 
among other things, for the payment of that bond on drafts 
to the public creditors, and in specie or its equivalent. 
This, though collateral to the sale of the other bond, was a 
part of the same negotiation. 

«It was very clear at the time, and has been confirmed 
by subsequent events, that the payment by the bank of its 
bond in such Treasury notes, and a failure to make that 
arrangement, the only practicable one for the sale of the 
third bond, would render either a special cali of Congress 
or a suspension of payment of some of the demands upon 
the Treasury inevitable. The Department did not feel it- 
self at liberty to hesitate in deciding between an exposure 
of the public service to either of those extremities, by in- 
sisting upon having the whole of these large sums of money 
paid at one time, and placed elsewhere in other suitable 
depositories, if any could be found in the present imperfect 
state of the law, or a consent to Jeave them inthe hands of 
the public debtor until they were actually wanted, and then 
to draw for thein, in- specie or its equivalent, when and 
where the public service required. Especially could the 
Department not hesitate, when this course was not injuri- 
ous to that service, and it was unable at that time to with- 
draw those funds except by the debtor’s voluntary con- 
sent”? í ' 

Again, on page 5, with more exclusive refer- 
ence to the arrangements in relation to the second 
bond, and to the places and manner of disburse- 
ment required by the wants of the public service, 
he says: 

“Jn relation to another inguiry, concerning ‘the period 
when the sum of $1,600,000, in part payment of the second 
bond of the Bank of the United States, was placed to the 
credit of the ‘Treasury,’ I state that $800,000 was placed to 
his credit on the 15th day of August, and $800,000 more on 
the 15th September, 1838. As to the “nature of the? whole 
agreement on that subject, I reply that it will be found in 
-the correspondence annexed. 

“The substance of it was that about one third of the 
, amount of the bond should be paid in the middle of August, 
oné third in the middle of September, and the other third in 
the middle of October, as these periods and amounts of 
“payment were deemed likely to promote the convenience 
of the Treasury, if not of both parties, better than to pay 
the whole targe sum of near two and a half millions at once 
at the close of the month of September. ` It was further 
“stipulated that interest should cease on each of the install- 
“ments thus paid on the day they were placed to the credit 
of the Treasurer, and made subject to his draft. As the 
money was wanted at different points to meet the public 
‘expenditures near them, the drafts of the Treasurer on the 
“bank, payable at those several points, were engaged to be 
aer there With promptitude, and in specie or its equiva- 

dent. . 

Here.is a condensed, but full and clear, state- 
ment of the result of the negotiations as to the 
mode and manner and times of payment of the 
second bond, with suggestions as to the conveni- 

“ence to the Treasury of this manner of payment, 

- over that. of the réceipt of the whole sum of about. 
two million four, hundred thousand. dollars, in a 
single payment, on the Ist day of October, while 
the extract closes with showing that the pay- 
ments, at the times and places stipulated, were to 
be made ‘* in specie or its equivalent.” 

; Again, upon pages 2.and 3 of the report, 
and referring principally to the sale of the third 
bond, the Secretary goes more fully into the state 
of the Treasury, and shows most clearly the ne- 
cessity for the sale-and anticipation of the pro- 
ceeds of this bond, which were not to become due 

- until September, 1839, to meet-the appropriations 


, 


of 1838, which, he says, “‘ proved to be unusually 
great.”’ It need scarcely be said that, if such was 
the. condition of the Treasury, and the anticipated 
wants of the public service, in July,-as to prove 
the necessity for the sale of the third bond before 
the close of that fiscal year, the same facts must 
have proved more clearly the necessity of an- 
ticipating, so far as that, could be done, the pay- 
ments upon the second bond, the whole of which 
was to fall due on the Ist day of October. The 
language of the Secretary is: 


. © The appropriations actually made having proved to be 
unusually great, and the expenditures anticipated during 
the two next ensuing months being much larger in amount 
than the immediate means which the Department could 
expect to derive in money from other sources within those 
months, I atonce addressed letters to the bankers 8f the 
United States at London, and to our Minister at Paris, re- 
questing that measures might be taken, without delay, to 
obtain offers for those bonds, if possible, from capitalists in 
Europe. To these letters answers were received in due 
season, stating that, from the short time the bonds had to 
run, the absence of the guarantee of the United States for 
their eventual payment, and other causes, no sale could 
probably be effected of them either in London or Paris 
within the limits fixed bylaw. Intbe mean time, however, 
finding that the demands for the public service during the 
month of June had exceeded four and a half millions, and 
expecting, as the fact turned out to be, that they would equal 
about seven millions in July and August, and finding, also, 
that the available balance in the Treasury, applicable to gen- 
eral purposes, and subjectta draft, fell below $1,000,000, and 
that payments were making at times in new Treasury notes, 
which could not be rendered at all available, I considered 
it necessary to effect a sale of at least one of the bonds at 
an earlier day than advices could be received and any pro- 
ceeds realized from Europe. Particular inquiry was, there- 
fore, instituted in the city of New York, and elsewhere, 
concerning the probability of selling soon one or more of 
the bonds, and also a public advertisement was issued, in- 
viting proposals generally for their purchase. 

s¢ The result was, that from the abundance of State stocks 
in the market, at very reduced prices, the lower rate at 
which other securities of the bank were selling, and the want 
ofa guarantee by the United States, the sale was found, with 
the exception hereafter stated, to be wholly impracticable 
in this country, and was expected to be so abroad, under 
the conditions prescribed in the act. Indeed, no bids were 
at any time made for either of the bonds, in conformity to 
those conditions, except that of Charles Macalester, Esq., 
of Philadelphia, who offered to purchase both of them within 
the terms of the law.” 


Here is the most full and clear answer to the 
question. The expenditures for June had been 
more than * four and a half millions;’? those for 
July and August were expected to be “about 
seven millions;’? which expectation was realized 
by the fact, and the “balance in the Treasury 
applicable to general purposes, and subject to 
draft, fell below one million.” Hence, the Sec- 
retary ‘‘ considered it necessary to effect a sale of 
at least one of the bonds at an earlier day than 
advices could be received, and any proceeds real- 
ized from Europe.” 

I will now proceed to notice the correspond- 


| ence; and first, that in relation to the payment of 


the second bond. And here it will be interesting, 
if not useful, to notice dates and coincidences 
between the proceedings in Congress towards a 
sale of the bonds, and the efforts on the part of 
the bank to gain possession of them, or make ar- 
rangement for their payment. 

On the 5th of April, 1838, the Senate by a res- 
olution instructed the Committee on Finance to 
inquire into the state of the Treasury, and in 
case there should be a prospect that more means 
‘would be wanted than had been provided by Con- 
gress, further to inquire into the expediency of 
raising those means bya sale of the bank bonds. 

On the 21st of the same month, Mr. Macalester 
addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury a note 
making distinct propositions for anticipating the 
payment of the second bond, to fall due in Sep- 
tember, 1838, and inviting a correspondence. The 
documents exhibiting this negotiation will be 
found appended to the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, now under consideration, com- 
mencing at page 11, and are marked A 1 to 7, 
inclusive. The negotiation was unsuccessful, be- 
cause the parties could not agree as to the me- 


| dium in which the proposed payments should be 


made; but there are certain points in this corre- 
spondence which I consider it important to no- 
tice, for future reference, and will, therefore, read 


-to the Senate a few short extracts.: The Secre- 


tary, in his reply to Mr. Macalester’s first note, 
under date of 28th April, writes as follows: 

* In the mean time, as you-do not'state tliat the proposal 
contained.in your letter is made-under authority from the 
bank, and as the discussion of such a proposal, unless made 


directly by the bank, or its authorized agent, might be liable 
to misconstraction, and lead to no useful result, you will 
see the necessity, before my replying fully, that any ar- 
rangement desired should be made in that form.?? 

In reply to this part of the Seeretary’s. note, 
Mr. Macalester, under date of the 2dof May, 
Says: . . f 

“Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of 28th ultimo. In answer to which, I have to 
state that { am authorized by the Bank of the United States 
chartered by Pennsylvania to enter into the arrangements 
proposed in my letter of 2lst- ultimo.” 


This establishes the fact that Mr. Macalester 
was here acting as the agent of the bank, with 
full power to make the arrangement he proposed, 
and as he continues, throughout all the negotia~ 
tions as to both bonds, to act as the: principal 
agent and instrument of the institution, without 
anything further appearing upon the face of the 
papers, as to his character or powers, the above 
Inquiry and answer were, doubtless, considered 
by both parties sufficient upon that point, 

In the answer of the Secretary to Mr. Macal- 
ester’s note of the 2d of May, from which the 
above is extracted, and in whith he makes-formal 
propositions as to the times, places, and: manner 
of payment of the second bond, is the following 
paragraph, which closes the letter: oe gant 

«To prevent misapprehension, it should be distinetly un- 
derstood that, with the exception of Treasury notes, the 
general course has been to a¢cept no credit, unless the de- 
posit is made in specie or its equivalent; or, unless the de- 
posit has been received by some public claimant as equiva- 
lent to specie. The right of every claimant to be paid in 
the legal currency of the United States: is fully recognized 
by this Department; and, considering the opinion enter- 
tained by the Executive and at least one branch of the Le- 
gislature, the. idea must be expressly excluded that the notes 
of the second Bank of the United States, chartered in 1816; 
can be permitted to be employed in any of the transactions 
growing out of this arrangement.” Aa 


This letter bears date on the 3d of May, and, 
under date of the 5th of May, Mr. Macalester re- 
plied, which terminated that negotiation.: Among 
other things, he says: É 


“J did not and could not have intended to propose a ne- 
gotiation on the basis of a specie payment.” 


These are the only references to this corre- 
spondence necessary to my purpose, and they arẹ 
necessary because they establish the character of 
Mr. Macalester as agent of the bank, and the fur- 
ther fact that the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
the negotiation, adhered to ‘‘ the basis of.a specie 
payment, or a payment equivalent to specie.”’ 

This correspondence covered the time. from the 
21st April to the 5th of May. We have before 
seen that, on the Sth of April, the Committee on 
Finance was instructed to inquire as to the expe- 
diency of.a sale of the bonds, and the inquiry wag 
general, relating as well to the second as'to the 
third and fourth bonds, all of which remained un- 
paid. On the 2d of May, the committee reported 
a bill providing for the sale of the third and fourth 
bonds, but not affecting the second; and on the 
oth of the same month, the negotiation as, to an- 
ticipating the payment of this latter bond was 
terminated by the agent of the bank, unless some 
other than a specie basis for the payment could 
be acceded to. On the I1th of May, the bill for 
the sale of the third and fourth bonds. passed: the 


| Senate, and on the 7th of July after it became a 


law. 

On the 23d of. July, a second negotiation was 
opened by Mr. Macalester, by inviting the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make specific proposi- 
tions for the payment of the second bond in three 
installments, to be paid on the 15th days of Au- 
gust, September, and October,1838, the bond being 
payable, by its terms, on the Ist day of October 
of that year. To this invitation the Secretary an- 
swered, under date of the 24th of July, consent- 
ing to the times of payment proposed, and naming 
the places of payment, and the sums to be paid 
at each place, and closing with the following lan- 
guage: ~ 
, In all cases, however, it is of course understood that 
payments will be made in specie or its equivalent.” 

These terms Mr. Macalester accepted by a note 
dated 25th July, merely requesting that the ne- 
gotiation might be considered open in relation to 
the places of payment, and the sums to be paid 
at cach, so far as the convenience of the Treas- 
ury and the wants of the public service would 
permit. On the 27th the Secretary replied, con- 
senting to make such changes. in the places of 
payment, and. the. amounts at each; as could be 
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made without material inconvenience to thé De- | 


partment.’ This correspondence will be found 
annexed to the report of the: Secretary, cam- 
méncing at page 34, and marked inclosures No. 
1 to:4, inclusive, | > : as 


On the 13th of August, the negotiation in re- | 


lation to the paymentsupon the second bond was 
tenewed: by a letter from Mrs Biddle, the Presi- 
dent of the bank, to.the Secretary of the Tréas- 
ury, suggesting such changes in the places of. 
payment, and in the.amounts to be paid at each 
place, as he desired to have made, and referring 
to. the correspondence, above detailed, with Mr. 
Macalester, as the basis of the arrangement in 
relation tothis bond. This correspondence, thus 
reopened, was continued between the officers of 
the bank.and those of the Treasury up to the 
18th of August, when all the places of payment, 
and, the,.sums payable at each, were mutuall 
agreed. upon, and the negotiation was completed; 
but.inthe mean time, and on the 15th of August, 
a certificate, of deposit, to the credit of the Treas- 
urer. of.the United, States, was issued by the 
bank, and transmitted for the first installment of 
$800,000, payable on that day, towards the sec- 
ond bond. These documents will be found ap- 

ended.to,the report. of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, now under consideration, commencing 
at page 37, and marked F8, 10, 11, 12. 

This gives a distinct and separate view of all 
the material negotiations in relation to the pay- 
ment of the second bond, the times of payment, 
the places of payment, and the manner of pay- 
ment. From the facts detailed it will be seen 
that the bond was to be paid, and was paid in 
three equal installments of about eight hundred 
thousand each, on the 15th days of Aust, Sep- 
tember, and October, 1838, which would occasion 
the first installment to be paid forty five days before 
the Bond became due and payable, the second in- 
stallment fifteen days before, and the third install- 
mient fifteen days after that time; that each install- 
ment, on the day it became payable by the ar- 
yargement, Was to be, and was, deposited in the 
bank to the credit of thé Treasurer of the United 
States; that upon the strength of these deposits, 
the Treasurer was to draw his drafts upon the 
bank, payable at the several places named, and 
for the several sums agreed upon in the arrange- 
ment; that those drafts were to be paid by the 
bank at the places at which they were made pay- 
able, without being first presented at the bank, 
or returned to it for payment; and that interest 
‘was to cease upon the two installments anticipat- 
‘ed, when the money was placed to the credit of 
the Treasurer in the bank, and was to continue 
‘upon the third installment until that, also, was so 
placéd to his credit. | ` 

This is the arrangement which the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury did make for the payment of the 
‘second bond, which, upon its face, became due 
‘aiid payable on the Ist of October, 1838. That 
‘the State of the Treasury required the anticipated 


parments seemed by the arrangement, seems to | 


è made certain by the report of the Secretary, 
‘and tliat the places and manner of payment were 
‘such as best suited the public wants and the con- 
venience of the Department is shown by the whole 
‘corréspondence. If, then, there be fault on the 
‘putt of (ie Secretary, in consenting to the arrange- 
ieni, it must be because it was wrong to enter 


‘Stateg, chartered by the State of Pennsylvania, 
fo. donclade an ‘arrangement for the antici- 


pated payiient of a debt which the wants of the | 


‘pitblic Treasury required, upon terms not only 
convenient and advantageous to the public inter- 


“ests tind the piblic service, but upon which alone | 
payments could be anticipated; and because it was | 


"wrong, by such ‘an‘arrangement, to secure those 
payments in money, which othetwise might be 
made in Tréastry votes, and thus rendered wholly 
unavailable to supply. ‘the wants of a reduced 
Treasury. Deep’as my’ feelings of hostility have 
‘béen, and still are, against this bank, both as a 
national and ‘State institution, I cannot carry 
those feelings so far as to censure a faithful pub- 
Jic officer for acts like these; nor, when by our 
legislation we have driven him tọ these resorts 
‘to supply our Treasury placed under his chargé, 
can I suspect him of improper motives for having 
consented to negotiate with a dangerous banking 


institution, when itwas the only alternative left 
to him- to preserve the public faith, carry on the 
business of thé nation, and maintain its credit, or 
condemn him forhavitig accomplished these great 
résults by Buch means. = 7.. i 

I pass now to the'sdle of thë third bond, and 
the negotiations which preceded and accom- 
plished’ that object. The law authorizing- that 
sale, ashas been before remarked, was introduced 
into the Senate on the 2@ of May, and the reso- 
| lution of inquiry on-the 5th of April previous. 
With his accustomed vigilance, the Secretary of 
the Treasury anticipated the action of Congress 
by opening, on the 8th of May, a correspondence 
with an intelligent banker in each of the cities of 
New York and Philadelphia, to inform himself 
whether, in case of the passage of a law like that 
proposed, a sale could probably be made of one 
or both of the bonds, either in the markets of our 
own ora foreign conntry. Copies of the bill were 
transmitted to each of these gentlemen, and their 
early opinions solicited. Answers to these letters 
were returned within a very few days, and both 
expressed opinions wholly unfavorable as to the 
pospe of a sale in this country, unless to the 

ank itself, without the guarantee of the Govern- 
ment for the payment of the bonds; while one of 
the writers supposed that a sale might be effected 
in Europe upon advantageous terms, and that the 
agent of the bank in London might be induced, 
“by weighty considerations, to enter the field as 
a pūrchaser;” and the other said: ‘the bonds 
have too short a time to run to warrant any rea- 
sonable expectation of a sale of them in Europe, 
on favorable terms, during the present rate of ex- 
change.’? These letters will be found accompany- 
ing. the report of the Secretary, marked B, 1, 2, 3. 

The bill became a law, without any alteration 
of form, on the Tth of July. Under date of 
the 9th, the Secretary wrote to N. M. de Roths- 


‘a negotiation with the Bank of the United | 


child & Sons, benkers, of London, sending them 
a copy of one of the bonds, and requesting them 
to negotiate asalein England if possible. A copy 
of the law was also transmitted. On the 11th, 
similar communications were addressed to the 
American Minister at Paris, with a request that 
he would consult certain bankers named, and 
such other persons as he might think proper, and 
learn if asale of the bonds could be effected in 
France within the terms of the law. On the 17th 
of July, a gentleman of Baltimore, of known and 
approved qualifications for such a service, was 
addressed by the Secretary, to learn if he would 
consent, for the compensation of eight dollars per 
day and the payment. of his expenses, to go to 
Europe as the agent of the Department, to make 
sale of the bonds. In the mean time, and on ‘the 
9th of July, letters were addressed to the presi- 
dent of one of the leading. Banks in each of the 
| cities of New York and Boston, and to a gentle- 
man in New York, known as the resident agent 
there of the banking houses of the Rothschilds in 
London and Paris, invoking the advice and aid 
of these individuals as to the sale of the bonds in 
this country, or in any foreign market. 

Such. were the efforts promptly made by the 
| Secretary to secure asale of these bonds in con- 
formity with the provisions of the act of Congress 
and upon the most favorable terms which could 
be obtained. ‘The. condition of the Treasury, 
and the consequent necessity for the sale of one 
or both of the bonds, has been already seen in 
the extracts from the report of the ‘Secretary 
before given. Š 

Under date of the 23d of July, the gentleman 
applied to to act as agent for the sale of the bonds 
abroad, replied to the Secretary’s request, ex- 
pressing an opinion that, as the state of the money 
market in Europe was peculiarly favorable, the 
bonds might probably be sold there within the 
| limitations prescribed in the law, and possibly 
[upon terms more favorable ‘‘if the agency is 
| judiciously executed;” but, characterizing the 
‘bonds as *‘ a less current or- salable description 
| of securities’? than are ordinarily ‘‘ tendered for 
i in any market,” and declining the agency at 


the compensation proposed, but offering to under- 
| take it for a commission of one fourth of one per 
| cent. upon the amount of the bonds, if sold, and 
\for the pay and mileage of a member of Con- 


gress, in case of a failure to effect a sale, (Se 
‘dvcuments-C 6 and T.) : 


The letters of the Secretary to the gentlemen in 
New York and Boston were promptly answered 
the one from the agent of the foreign banking 
houses, containing an offer for the bonds, which 
did not come within the limitations of the law; 
and the two others holding out no prospect of a 
sale of either bond in this country, within the 
terms of the law. The correspondence with the 
two New York gentlemen was continued to great 
length, covering the time from the 9th to the 
Q7th of July, and embracing efforts to effect a 
sale as well abroad as at home, but without any 
prospect-of success. f 

_ TInasmuch.as the Secretary-is now charged with 
a‘willingness; if not a desire, to be driven to make 
tlie:sale of these bonds to the bank itself, it will 
bé but just to:him to make one or two references 
to his ‘correspondence with these gentlemen, as 
indieative of his feelings upon this point. I will 
read from his letter of the 16th. of July, written 
to George Newbald;: Esq., President.of the Bank 
of America, New ‘York. . It will. be found on 
pages 23 and 24 of the report: under ‘considera= 
tion, and is marked D6. The first paragraph of 
this letter is in the following words: Baugi 

s Sim: Ihave to acknowlédge the receipt òf your Tetter 
of the l4th instant. I wrote you on yesterday in.con~ 
sequence of observing in the Philadelphia mewspapers 
sorme intimations affecting the credit of the bonds of the 
Bank of the United States in the market. It seems to be 
evident that the maker of these bonds intends that no other 


corporation or individual shall purchase them, So many 


suggestions injurious to their value have been made, and, 


what is more remarkable, considering their obvious origin 
and motive, have been listened to, that I shall probably be 
compelted either to sell the bonds to Mr. ‘Biddle, who is ex- 
pected here in the course of the present week, or to send 
them abroad for sale.?? : 

Does this language, I ask, Mr. President, does 
this look likea desire, or even a willingness, to 
make the sale to the bank? Does it look like a 
wish to be compelled to make thë negotiation 
with Mr. Biddle? Do you believe, sir, that the 
Presidentof the Pennsylvania bank will look upon 
this language as conveying such a kindly feelin 
towards himself and his institution? Y will read 
the last paragraph of this same letter. It is in 
these words: 


« Any bank which coiperates in the purchase of these 


Í bonds, at a point like New York, cannot fail to derive great 


advantage from the operation. The money will propably 
be required to be drawn for at the rate of about half a mìl- 
lion monthly. ‘The drafts will be mostly sent to the South 
and Southwest, and the greater portion of them wil! be out, 
thirty, sixty, and ninety days before presented at bank.” 

Here are the very benefits which the charge 
presupposes it was the desire and intention of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to confer upon the 
Pennsylvania bank, specifically pointed out and 
earnestly urged upon the ‘Bank of America: in 
New York, and which, be it remembered, that 
bank would not accept. It cannot be necessary 
that I should trouble the Senate with further ex- 
tracts from this correspondence to rebut so 
groundless and improbable a charge. - 

The correspondence to which T have hitherto 
alluded, in relation to the sale of these bonds, will 
be found among the documents appended to the 
Secretary’s report, commencing at page 20, and 
marked D, 1 to 17 inclusive. . ~ 

This brings me, in point of time, to the nego- 
tiations which did take place between the bank 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and’ resulted 
in the sale of one of the bonds upon the terms 
prescribed in the law. The first step in this ne- 
gotiation is-a letter under date of the 2Ist of July, 
written by Mr. Macalester to the Secretary of the 
‘Treastry, andis i the followihg words: 

ee “Wasnineton, July 21, 1838. 

Sir: I have the honor. to submit to you the following 


proposition for the purchase of two bonds of the ‘Bank of 
the United States chartered by Pennsylvania, referred to in 


` your advertisment of the 18th instant. 


1 will give for one or both of them the par valite, caléu- 
latéd according to the rules for estimating the par value-of 
securities upon which interest has run for a time, but which 
securities have not reached maturity ; the settlement to be 
made on the Ist of August next, on which day F will deposit 


‘the amount thereof, to the credit of the ‘Treasurer of the 


United States, in special deposit in the Bank of the United 


. States in Philadelphia, in specie or tts equivalent ; this being 
i| done, you will then execute to me an assignment of the 


bonds: 
Lam, very respectfully, yOur bediént servant 

3 ; a C. MACALESTER. 
Hon. Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 
_ The reply of: the Secretary to this proposition 
‘ig: under-date of the 30th óf July; and isan ac- 


‘ 


1839.] - 
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eceptance only so far as relates to the one bond to 
fall due in September, 1839. The following isthe 
letter: Ronee: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, July 30,1838. 

Sır: Your offer of the 2lst instant, to purchase one or 
both of the bonds ef the Pennsylvania Bank of the United 
States, at the par value, as limited in the act of Congress, is 
accepted for the bond due in September, 1839. 

The proposal being to deposit the money to the credit of 
the Treasurer, in special deposit in said bank, on the Ist 
day of August next, I have caused a computation to be 
made of the amount then payable by you. 
to be $2,254,871 38, and js ascertained. in the mode of cal- 
culation explained in the letter annexed. 

That sum can be deposited; and if any error is found in 
the calculation, it will be corrected. On receiving the cer- 
tificates of deposit, I will execute to you an assignment of 
the bond. [tis understood that the bank is to keep this 
money safely till drawn out by the Treasurer, without 
making any charge to the United States for keeping or 
paying it over on his drafts. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Craries MACALESTER, Esq., Philadelphia. 


In conformity with this proposition and ac- 
ceptance, the President of the bank writes to the 
Secretary, under date of the Ist August, as fol- 


lows: 
Bank or ‘tue UNITED STATES, August 1, 1838. - 

Sır: You will be informed by Mr. Macalester of his hav- 
ing. this day deposited in this bank the sum of $2,254,871 38 
to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States. 
- In your tetter to Mr. Macalester of the 30th ultimo, di- 
recting that the money shouid be deposited inthe bank, you 
add: z k 
<H Itis understood that the bank is to keep this money 
safely till drawn out by the Treasurer, without making any 
charge to. the United States for keeping or for paying it over 
on his dratts.”? 

On the part of the bank, I confirm that understanding. 


With great respect, yours 
> : > N, BIDDLE, President, 


Hon. Levi Woopsory, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Of the same date the cashier of the bank trans- 
inits to the Secretary of the Treasury, or to the 
Treasurer of the United States, the following cer- 
lificate of deposit, being for the precise amount 
mentioned in the Secretary’s letter of acceptance, 
above given: 

Í _ BANK ÒF THE UNITED STATES, August 1, 1838. 
J hereby certify that Charles Macalester, Esq., has this 


fay deposited to the credit of the Treasurer of the United . 


Btates, is special deposit, the sum of $2,254,871 38, subject 
to the dralts of the said Treasurer. 
J, COWPERTHWAIT, Cashier. 

This presents the negotiation, the sale, and the 
payment of the third bond, in the language and 
acts of the parties, and from it a few inferences 
mre to be drawn. 

First. The negotiation proceeds from the bank, 
and not from the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
does not solicit the bank to purchase, but the 
bank solicits him to sell, and offers its terms. 


Second. Although the proposition from the | 


bank is before the correspondence between the 
Secretary and the President of the Bank of Amer- 
ica was closed, and on the same day on which 
the agent of the foreign banking houses closed 
the correspondence between him and the Secre- 
tary, by a letter written at New York, yet the 
Secretary does nat: accept that. proposition until 
nine days after its date, and three days after the 
final close of every other negotiation for the sale 


of the bonds in this country, without the least |j 


prospect of success. 

Third. It was the only proposition for the 
purchase of the bonds coming within the limit- 
ations of the law, which he had been able to ob- 
tain, or was likely to obtain, in this country. 

Fourth. The proposition was accepted as to 
one bond only, although it was an offer to pur- 
chase both upon the same terms, and those the 
terms prescribed. inthe law. 

Is it possible, then, that.the Secretary was de- 
Sirous of a connection with-this bank, and to ben- 
efit it by a sale-of these bonds to it? ifso, why 
did he not invite this bank to purchase during the 
ten or twelve days upon which he was so faith- 
fully soliciting offers from other banking institu- 
tions, and from individuals? Why did he not 
accept at once the proposition of this bank when 
made on the 2fst of July, and not wait till the 


3th, and untilall prospect of obtaining an offer | 


from any other quarter was put entirely at rest 
by the final close of two separate negotiations, 


both of which were open, so far as his knowledge ! 


extended, when this offer was. received? - Why 
did he not accept. the proposition asto both bonds, 


It is supposed | 


i 
| and thus:confer upon the bank double the benefits | 1 a 
ij very heavy, be expressed a desire, which was sulsequently 


which were conferred, if benefits. they were, by 
his partial acteptance? 
answered, the charge that the Secretary sought 
this transaction with the bank, or sought the ad- 
vantage of the bank in the sale of these bonds, 
should ccase to be made. i 

But the Secretary had not heard from the ne- 
gotiations opened by him in England and France 


asked, did he know that favorable propositions 
might notcome from those quarters? Or why did 
he not.wait to be informed upon those points, 


already been answered in the extracts read from 
the report of the Secretary now under considera- 
tion. He says, at page 3 of the report: 

“In the mean time, however, finding that the demands 
for the public service during the month of June had ex- 
ceeded $4,500,006, und expecting as the fact turned out to 
be, that they would equal about $7,000,000 in July and 
August, and finding, also, that the available balance in the 
Treasury applicable to. general purposes, and subject to 


at tinies in new Treasury notes, which could, not be rem- 
dered at ail available, I considered it necessary to effect a 
Sale of at least one of the bonds at an earlier day than ad- 
vices could be received; and any proceeds realized from Eu- 
rope.?? < . 

This is the answer of the officer himself, made 
upon his official responsibility, in reply to the 
inquiry above anticipated, made by the Senate: 
| itself. Whatis it? That the state of the Trease 
ury would not permit him to wait for a sale of- 


“ necessary to effect a sale of at least one of the 


ceived, and any proceeds realized from Europe.” 
Is this answer true? Does ony one here doubt 
it? Will any one here attempt to impeach it? 
Then the inquiry is answered; and here is the 
reason why the Secretary, in July, and before he 
had received returns from his foreign correspond- 
ents, accepted the offer of the bank as to one, and 
notas'te both bonds. 

These correspondents abroad, however, were 
heard from in due time; and what were their an- 
swers? That the bonds were too large, and could 
not be divided into smaller sums for the market; 
that they had too short a time to run to make 
them an object for the investment of such heavy 
sums; and that their final payment was not to be 
guarantied by the United States; that, for these 
reasons principally, they could not be sold in 
England or France, within the terms of the law. 
1 will not trouble the Senate with reading this 
correspondence. It will be found among the doc- 
uments appended to the report, marked C, 1 to 5 
inclusive. 

It is further complained that the Secretary of 
War took a part in this negotiation with the 
bank. He did so; and what was it? 


cisely, and intelligibly, than any I can employ 
will do it. 


upon him for all the information upon this point, 
being the report of the Secretary of War in reply 
to the interrogatories propounded. At pages 1 
and 2 of the document, the Secretary says: 


& T have the honor to state that, some time in July last, 
in order to facilitate the speedy and successful termination 
of a negotiation at that time pending between the Seeretary 
of the Treasury and Mr. Macalester, I acceded to the prop- 
osition of the latter that, in the event of the sale of the bond 
being perfected, the amount of the purchase money should 
be absorbed by the expenditure of this Department, and the 
funds to be placed by the bank at such points and in such 
amounts as they might be required, not to exceed $500,000 
a month fron: this source ; and gave him an assurance that 
this arrangement should be carried into effect, provided no 
objection were made to it by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. Macalester was accordingly furnished with a state- 
ment, showing at what plaves and periods, and in what 
amounts, these funds would be wanted, a copy of which is 
herewith furnished, marked A. This arrangement was, on 
proper explanation, subsequently concurred in by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and its details have been carried 
into effect through his office; and [ have reason to believe 
that it aided essentially to produce the favorable issue of 
the negotiation. Ithas been carried into effect in a man 


creditor having been paid in such funds as he preferred to 
receive. I think it proper to mention that, while Mr. Macal. 
ester Was conducting his correspondence with the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury in April, be applied to me to know the 
probable requirements of this Department for the residue of 


Until these questions are | 


for the sale of these bonds, and how, it may be: 


before he closed the transaction with the bank, : 
by the sale of the third bond? This inquiry has ; 


draft, fell below 1,000,000, and that payments were makinig | 


both of the bonds; that it was, in his opinion, | 


bonds, at an earlier day than advices could be re- ; 


i } He shall | 
answer for himself, as his language upon the ; 
subject will convey the truth more clearly, con- |) 


Tread from the documents appended | 


to the message of the President of the 11th in- | 
stant, in answer to the call made by the Senate i 


her perfectly satisfactory to this Department; the publie ; 


| 
l 
| 
H 


i 


iy 
it 


the years and finding that in all probability they. would be 


reiterated by the bank, that the purchase ofthe bond should 

be negotiated by me, aiid the bond be transferred to Hie use 

of the War. Departments to which: L replied ;as stated: by 

Mr. Biddle in his pubtished letter to the Secretary of the 

13th of August, that sueh“an arrangement could not legally 

be made. That ‘subsequently entered into by this Depart- 

ment with Mr. Macalester, on which, ihia great medsure, 

depended the success of the negotiation for raising thene- 

cessary funds to carry on the operations of the Goverament, 
and which was afterwards sanctioned by ihe Sécreiary of 
the Treasury, being both tegal and advantageous tothe in - 
terests of the United States, E deem it unnecessary to say 
more than to repeat the opinion expressed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in bis report on this subject, that the agree- 
ment finally concluded with the bank was forced upon the 
Government by the conditions imposed upon the sale of the 
bonds, and was entered into upon the fullest conviction 
(which subsequent events bave proved to be well grounded) 
that it was not only the most advantageous which could be 
made for the interests of the Government, but presented at 
that time, in connection with the arrangement for the mode 
of paying the bond due in September, 1838, the only means 
by which a failure to meet the pecuniary: engagements of 

the United States, or the alternative of another call of Con- 
gress by the President, could be avoided. Under these cir- 
cumstances, and with these convictions, Lregardedit tobe 
my duty to use my best endeavors to. assist:in bringing the 
negotiation for the sale of the bond to the bank 10 a suc- 
cessful issue, especially as these funds were: required to 
carry on the important operations of this, Department, on 
which, at that particular period, the peace and the charac» 
ter of the country so essentially depended,” - 

From the facts here stated, we learn that the 
bank, in making its propositions for anticipating 
the payment of the second bond,-to become due 
in September, 1838, as well as to purchase ‘the 
two bonds which did not fall due till September, 
1839, and 1840, kept steadily in’ view: the dis- 
bursements of the War Department, and con- 
stantly manifested the intention of making’ the 
payments by meeting thosedisbursemenis, Hence 
in April, when Mr. Macalester was holding his 
correspondence with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and making his propositions, as the agent 
of the bank, for anticipating the payments upon 
the second bond, which correspondence has been 
before particularly referred to, he applied to the 
Secretary of War, as is here stated, to ascertain 
the requirements of that Department for the resi- 
due of the year 1838; and, finding that they would 
be large, urged that the bank bonds should be 
assigned to that Department, so that the nego- 
tiations of the bank might be carried on with it. 
Being informed that such an assignment could 
not be legally made, the negotiation was. prose- 
cuted to its unsuccessful termination with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as has been before 
seen. On the 2ist of July, and after the law had 
passed for the sale of the third and fourth ‘bonds, 
a negotiation was opened by the bank with the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the sale of thosé 
bonds, and again, as appears by'the above state- 
ment of the Secretary of War, the same appeals 
were made to him and the same desire ex pressed 
that the payments by the bank might be made in 
the disbursements of his Department, Being econ- 
vinced that payments in that manner would, by 
the bank, be made an essential condition ‘in. the 


the money, should be met by the bank, at the 
places where they should be made payable, which 
places, and the amount of drafts to be drawn 
upon each, constituted a material part of the 
treaty. 

If, now, we bear in mind that the same modeof 
payment of the purchase money for the third bond 
was the object of the collateral negotiation carried 


| on with the Secretary of War, anterior to the pur- 
i chase of that bond by the bank, we shall be able 
| to understand the facts, without the danger of be- 


coming confused by blending the two distinct 
transactions. The Secretary of War tells us that, 
being convinced it was necessary to a favorable 


i issue of the pending negotiation for the sale of this 


third bond, he entered into the stipulation to have 
the proceeds of this bond devoted tothe disburse- 
ments of the War Department; to have the pay- 
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ments made at stipulated places in the South and 
‘West, in stipulated amountsat each place, and to 
draw. but about five hundred thousand dollars 
monthly from this-source, upon the condition that 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury should consent tothe 
arrangement; that he supposed the matter was sub- 
sequently submitted tothe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and concurred in by him; and he now thinks 
the agent of the bank closed the contract for the 
purchase of the bond with this understanding, and 
that the successful termination of that negotiation, 
in á great measure, depended upon that collateral 
arrangement. He also expresses his full convic- 
tion of the necessity of the sale of this bond for 
the successful prosecution of the affairs of Govern- 
ment intrusted to his charge, “ on which, at that 
particular period, the peace and character of the 
country. so essentially depended.” ` 

Not a Senator in these seats can, fora moment, 
mistake the important and delicate interests to 
which the Secretary of war refers, in using this 
Janguage. None here can forget the intense in- 
terest felt throughout the whole country in the 
successful removal of the numerous and powerful 
tribes of Indians from the South and Southwest- 
ern States. None here are ignorant of the vast 
sums of money the Government had stipulated 
to pay to extinguish the title of these Indians to 
their lands within the States, to pay the expenses 
of their removal, and to subsist them at their 
new homes; and none,any where, who knowany- 
thing of the Indian character, can be ignorant of 
the necessity of having, atthe moment, the money 
stipulated to be paid to or for him. If money 
is due to the Indian, he must have money; and 
he must have it when you have stipulated to pay 
jt, or your business transactions with him are at 
anend. Youcannot tell him of embarrassments 
or disappointments, You cannot tall to him of 
credit, beyond the letter of your bond, and retain 
his confidence. .Who, then, will be surprised at 
the anxiety manifested, and the responsibility 
assumed by the Secretary of War to secure, by 
the sale of this bond, the requisite funds in the 
‘Treasury to accomplish that complete removal of 
these great tribes which has been accomplished 
during the past year, and which does, and will, 
reflect so much honor upon that capable and per- 
severing public servant? 

I am aware that some of the correspondence 
would seem to imply some. misunderstanding be- 
tween the Secretaries of the ‘Treasury and of 
War, in relation to this collateral arrangement as 
applied to the procceds of the third bond, and the 
correspondence renders it more than probable 
that the one or the other had labored under a 
misapprehension, and had interpreted verbal con- 
versations, intended to be- applied to the mode 
and manner. of payment of the third bond, as re- 
Jating to the mode and manner of making the 
anticipated payments upon the second bond. 
Sull'the facts show that the agent of the bank 
made these stipulations.essential to the closing of 
his contract in both cases, and that he. was 
authorized to believe that they were understood 
by all tbe parties to constitute a component part 
of that contract. T'ho facts also show that the 
money to be derived from both negotiations was 
indispensable to the healthful operations of the 
public Treasury, while national interests of the 
gravest character depended upon the ability of 
the Treasury. to redeem the plighted faith of the 
conntry. 

What, then, E ask, Mr. President, with some 
confidence, is the judgment to be rendered upon 
these: transactions? Are the cxecutive officers of 
the country to. be censured and condemned for 


having entered into ‘any negotiations with this | 


bank in relation.to the payment of these bonds, 
and the supply of an exhausted Treasury from 
that source? >And, if -so; upon. what ground? 
Had Mr, Woodbury said to Mr. Biddle, “J, sir, 
am opposed to your bank; the political party to 
which- belong, and with which I act and feel, 
are strongly opposed to it, and I will not, there- 
fore, negotiate with you about your bonds. I 
will not sell to you upon any terms, be the con- 
sequences what they may.. My political hostility, 
and the hostility of my political party, forbid 
that I should have any business transaction with 
you’’—~had our Secretary of the Treasury taken 
this course, and failed to realize the money upon 
the bonds In time to. meet the calls upow-the 


Treasury, as in that event he-must; and had we 
returned here and found the Creeks and Chero- 
kees. not removed from Georgia, Alabama, and 
Tennessee; the military force withdrawn from 
Florida for want of subsistence; the western and 
northern -frontiers unguarded, and. the public 
works abandoned, what would have been the 
public judgment upon the conduct of the Secre- 
tary then? What would have been the judgment 
of this body? Who then would have stood up 
here to defend the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and who to accuse and condemn him? 

Sir, so broad and untenable ground as this wili 
riot be assumed; but it may be said that the in- 
formal and collateral understanding to which the 
Secretary of War was a party, has vitiated the 
transactions, and gives cause for censure. Let us, 
for a moment, look at the facts. The money 
could be realized upon the bonds, intime to meet 
the wants of the Treasury, from no other.quarter 
than this bank. It could not be realized from the 
bank but by consenting to these collateral ar- 
rangements as to the. times, places, and manner 
of payment. The money was to be placed in the 
bank, ‘*in special deposit,” to the credit of the 
Treasurer; and it was so placed. Upon the 
strength of this deposit the Treasurer was to draw 
his drafts for the public disbursements, in stipu- 
lated amounts, and make them payable at stipu- 
lated places; and, without presentment at the 
bank, it was to pay them at those places “in 
specie or its equivalent;’’ and there is no allegation 
that they were not so paid. The places of pay- 
ment were named by the heads of the Depart- 
ments which had the superintendence of the dis- 
bursements, as were also the sums to be paid at 
each, and both with a strict reference to the wants 
and convenience of the public service; and it has 
not been asserted that inconvenience or loss arose 
to that service from either, while the contrary is 
positively shown by both the reports under con- 
sideration. The negotiation for the sale of the 
third bond was closed, and the money paid, on 
the Ist of August; and that for the payment of the 
second bond, and the first installment paid, on the 
15th of the same month, On the 13th, two days 
before the last payment mentioned, the bank re- 
sumed specie payments, so that, however much 
these negotiations may have contributed to that 
highly desirable result, the bank became a specic- 
paying bank before a single draft upon the money 
in deposit to the credit of the Treasurer could 
have passed from the hands of the officers and 
agents of the Government, if any such drafts had 
been drawn at that period. ; 

These are the facts, and would they have jus- 
tified the Secretary of the Treasury, even sup- 
posing him to have known and assented to the 
collateral stipulations as to the manner of pay- 
ment for the bond sold, in refusing to accept the 
terms offered by the bank, and thus to have in- 
curred the consequences to which.I have before 
alluded? F think not, Mr.. President. But, as 
my task in reference to this part of the connec- 
tion between the Government and the Pennsyl- 
vania bank is. performed, as I have recounted the 
facts and the history of the transactions, I know 
tediously but I hope faithfully, I cheerfully leave 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and all the other 
actors in them, to the judgment of the Senate and 
the country. If condemnation is to follow, I 
only desire that the judgment may rest upon the 
truth, and that I have attempted to exhibit. 

Another connection has becn formed between 
the Government and this bank, which is repre- 
sented as sti!l more alarming and ominous than 
the one from which we have just passed. Fcon- 
gratulate the Senate, and certainly myself, that 
the facts, in this latter case, are concise, simple, 
and plain. I propose, therefore, to read them all 
to the Senate; first seeing out of what relations 
they have arisen. 

The Bank of Kentucky was one of the deposit 
banks, under the law of 1836, ‘‘ to regulate the 
deposits of the public money.” It, withalmost all 
the banking institutions of the country, suspended 
specie payments in May, 1837, then having a 
very large amount of the public money in its 
hands, for which it could not account according 
tolaw. This bank availed itself of the provisions 
of the law of the extra session of Congress of 
1837, granting time for payment to the deposit 
banks at their option, and gave bonds to secure 


> 


the payment of the amount due from it to the 
Treasury:in three equal installments; the first to 
be paid on the Ist day of July, 1838, the second 
on the Ist day of January, 1839, and the third 
on the Ist day of July, 1839, with six per cent. 
interest. The installment due in July, 1838, was 
paid, and nothing more was due upon the bonds 
until the Ist day ofthe present month. . Still, 
under date of the 5th day of September, 1838, 
the President of the bank wrote to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as follows: 

“ ET shall, during the course of the present week, remit to 
you a check on Philadelphia for $300,000, in part payment 
of the debt due by this bank.” 

Under date of the 10th September, the Presi- 
dent of the bank again writes from Louisville, 
Kentucky, to thë Secretary, in the following 
words: f oan a 

“& Sir: I hand you, inelosed herewith, a check on the 
Bank of the United States, Philadelphia, in your favor, for 
$300,000, intended_as a payment on the amount. due the 
‘Treasurer of the United States by this bank.” 


On the 17th day of September, McClintock 
Young, the chief clerk in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and, at the time, acting as Secretary of 
the Treasury, during a temporary absence of 
the Secretary, acknowledges the receipt. of the 
check mentioned in the above note from the Pres- 
ident of the Bank of Kentucky, in the following 
language: í 

“Sim: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 10th, with its inclosure.. I have specially directed 
the check for $300,000, drawn by your cashier upon the 
Bank of the United: States, in favor of Levi Woodbury, 
Seeretary of the Treasury, to be placed to the special credit 
of the Treasurer of the United States, with whom all ac- 
counts are kept, and to whom all payments.or transfers of 
bajances.of that kind should be made. Whether the bank 
will consider my indorsement sufficient for that purpose, 
remains to be seen.?? 

On the same day Mr. Young, acting in the 
same character, writes to the cashier of the Bank 
of the United States of Pennsylvania, at. Phila- 
delphia, as follows: i re hs 

& Sır: The inclosed check has this day been received 
from the Bank of Kentucky ; and I will thank you to place 
the amount ($300,600) to the special credit of the Treas- 
urer, and acknowledge the receipt of the sum to him.” 

The request of Mr. Young was complied with 
by the bank, and the amount of the check placed 
to the special credit of the ‘Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States upon its books. These are all the facts 


' in this case; and from them some see a most dan- 


gerous and alarming evidence of a disposition on 
the partof the executive officers of the Government 
to reunite the Treasury of the country to this bank- 
ing institution, in: its. new character of a State 
bank.. Is such a conclusion fairly deducible from 
the premises? The Bank of Kentucky was, at 
this period, indebted to the United States in the 
sum of about six hundred thousand dollars. No 
part of the amount was due until the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1839, and therefore the officers of the Treas- 
ury were notauthorized to expect remittances from 
that quarter, until the receipt of the notice from 
the President of the bank of the 5th September. In 
five days from the date of that note, the draft fol- 
lowed, which must have been before the notice 
could have reached the Treasury Department. On 
the 17th of September the draft comes, in the ab- 
sence of the Secretary of the Treasury. [tisdrawn 
' payable to him in his individual and official name, 
and is upon the Pennsylvania bank. Was it wrong 
in Mr. Young to take a draft upon that bank in 
paymentofa debt due to the Treasury, provided it 
should be duly honored? Much as i have and do 
dislike that institution, I am not prepared.to say 
that the officers of the Government would be jus- 
tified in visiting it with that measure of prosecrip- 
tion, and I do not suppose any one will pass cen- 
sure upon thatact. Mr. Young took the check 
and acknowledged its receipt.in the language 
above quoted, informing the President of the Bank 
of Kentucky that it ought to have been made pay- 
able to the Treasurer, not to“ Levi Woodbury, 
Secretary of the Treasury,” and that he did not 
know whether the Pennsylvania bank would con- 
sider his indorsement sufficient to warrant the 
payment of the amount to the Treasurer. Fle 
must send the check to the bank to determine 
this point, and he must send it there for collec- 
tion. The bank was then holding a large sim on 
deposit to the credit of the Treasurer, as. the pro- 
ceeds of the bonds, and was meeting thedrafts of 
i the Treasurer for disbursements aia greater num- 
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ber of points, and for larger amounts, than any 
other banking institution in the country. 

The moncy to be realized as the proceeds of 
this draft would be as valuable at Philadelphia 
as at any pointin the country, and more valuable 
than at any other points except New York and 
Boston; and for disbursements in the South and 
Southwest, it would be even more valuable at 
Philadelphia than at the latter place. There were 
no general deposit banks holding public money 
under the deposit law of 1836, to which the pro- 
ceeds of this. draft could have been transferred 
without depreciating the funds and placing them 
more inconveniently for’ public use. By what 
obligation of duty, then, was the Secretary of the 
Treasury called upon to transfer this amount at 
all, for the mere purpose of safe-keeping? Will 
it be pretended that the money was unsafe in the 
Pennsylvania bank? I presume not. Little as 
ig my confidence in the institution, in any sense, 
it is not yet so perfectly impaired as to enable me 
to believe that this money is not secure, for the 
short time it may remain in its vaults, before it 
is called out for the use of the public creditors. 
I cannot as yet, by my public acts, express such 
an opinion of this bank.: Why, then, I again 
ask, was the Secretary to withdraw the money 
from that resting place but for purposes of public 
disbursement? That bank was, at the time, a 
depository of public money, of a special charac- 
ter, and for a temporary purpose and‘ period; but 
it was making disbursements, and meeting the 
drafts of the Treasurer, and was therefore a con- 
venient location, so far as the public service was 
concerned, for this money. If the Secretary had 
transferred it, he must either have placed it in 
some other bank which was also a depository of 
a special character, holding the trust, like this 
vank, by the selection and at the pleasure of the 
Secretary, and not under the law of 1836, or toa 
general deposit bank inconveniently located, and 
where the money would be less valuable. Was 
it his duty to do either? and if so, upon what 
ground? Not to secure the safety of the funds, 
because they were as safe where they were as in 
any place it was in his power to place them, Not 
to make the money more valuable, because it was 
ät a point were it was as valuable for public dis- 
bursement as ‘any point which the country pre- 
‘sented. Notto promote the convenience of the 
public service, because that convenience was best 
consulted by leaving the money where it was. 
He did not put the money in this bank. It was 
to be paid to the Treasurer there; it was paid to 
the Treasurer there; and there the Secretary of 
the Treasury, acting through his chief clerk, Mr. 
Young, left it in safe-keeping until the wants of 
the Treasury should call it thence. This is his 
fault, if fault he has committed. 

Was he, then, bound to transfer this money 
merely to show his hostility against this partic- 
ular banking institution? If transferred at all, it 
must have been transferred to some other bank; 
for neither the laws of Congress nor the practice 
of the Department authorized the Secretary to 
transfer the proceeds of this draft to any public 
officer of the country, simply for the purpose of 
safe-keeping. Was the Secretary of the Treasury, 
then, bound to transfer these funds to a general de- 
posit bank, where their value to the public would 
‘be diminished, or to some other special deposit 
bank of his own selection, not for any purpose of 
public utility, but merely to show the hostility of 
himself and his friends towards this particular 
bank? This is the plain, direct, and simple ques- 
tion presented, and this the issue formed in rela- 
tion to this deposit in the Pennsylvania bank. 

It may be, Mr. President, that blame to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and blame to other 
‘executive officers of the country, should proceed 
from this transaction. It is not my province, 
noris it my desire, to pronounce the judgment 
which the Senate or the people will form. It is 
enough for me that I have exhibited the facts 
fully, and presented these consequences, which 
were unavoidable, in any course the Secretary 
might have chosen to'take. That being done, I 
leave the matter to this bedy and the country, 
with a respectful confidence that the motives of 
that officer will be spared, in any event, who has 
had the magnanimity to sacrifice his personal 
feelings, and strong hostilities, to the profit and 
convenience of that branch of the public service 
committed to his charge. ; 


‘the bank. They may bear the hostility of this 


i informed, from credible sources, that a rigid exaction of |! 


I now pass, sir, to a very different branch of | 
the facts presented in the case before us. 1 refer 
to thé published letter of Mr. Biddle, the Presi- | 
dent of the Pennsylvania bank, which has been 
adduced to the Senate as evidence of the improper 
connection between the Governmentand his bank. 
The paragraph of that letter to which I particu- | 
larly allude is in the following words: ; 

“In the month of July, the Governmentagreed to receive 
an anticipated payment of the bonds of the bank to the 
amount of between four and five million dollars, in & credit 
to the Treasurer on the books of the banks and arrange- 
ments were made for the more distant public disbursements 
in the notes of the bank. These arrangements, as honor- 
able to the executive officers as they were beneficial to the 
public service, brought the Government into efficient co- ! 
operation for the reéstablishment of the currency, and 
opened the way to a resumption of specie payments. The 
resumption accordingly took place throughout the middle 
States on the 13th of August, and in many of the southern 
and western States soon after.” : ý 

If I have been at all successful in my exertions 
hitherto, the Senate now fully understands the 
whole affair of the ‘anticipated payment of the 
bonds,” and is able clearly to judge how far this 
brief and easy mention of a compliance, on the 
part of the officers of the Government, with the 
repeated and untiring solicitations of this bank to 
arrange the payment of one of these bonds, part- 
ly by anticipation, and, to sell another of them to 
the institution, from an utter inability to find añn- 
other purchaser in the markets ofthe whole 
‘world; makes a ‘true representation of the facts 
of the case to the mind of the reader. How far 
would the public, to whom thisletteris given by its 
author, be likely to'be impressed with the truth, 
from thisassumed representation of it? An agree- 
ment to make payment in a ‘* special deposit?’ to 
the credit of the Treasurer, is converted into an 
agreement to anticipate the payment of the bonds 
‘in a credit to the Treasurer on the books of the 
bank;’’ while the certificate of the bank, of the 
special deposit, is a matter of record in the Treas- 
ury Department. An agreement to pay ‘in| 
specie or its equivalent,” an invariable qualification 
to all the stipulations, is converted into ‘ ar- 
rangements’ ‘for the more distant public dis- 
bursements in the notes of the bank.’? This is 
the evidence from this source, and such is the 
witness upon whose testimony before the coun- 
try, voluntarily given, our highest executive ofi- 
cers are to be condemned’ unheard. How far 
this witness is supported by the facts, I most 
cheerfully leave the Senate to determine, but I 
must, on behalf of the officers concerned, protest 
against the compliment so confidently and so in- 
juriously forced upon them by the President of 


institution, bat they cannot bear its praise; and | 
most certainly not when that praise is shaped, as 
it is in this part of the letter from which I have 
read, te suit the views of a malignant opponent. 

To give to the writer of the letter, however, all | 
the foundation which possibly can be claimed for 
his statement of the facts, I will detain the Senate | 
to make a few references to another document. I | 
refer to the message of the President of the 9th ij 
instant, in answer to a call from the Senate for |! 
all orders and instructions issued by heads of De- | 
partments, heads of bureaus, and the Postmaster | 
General, relative to the kind of money and bank || 
notes which might be paid out on account of the || 
United States, since the 14th day of April, 1836. 
The message communicates answers to the call | 
from all the heads of all the Departments and | 
bureaus who have issued any such orders or in- | 
structions within the period mentioned; but the | 
present purpose does not require that I should 
refer to any other than those from the Secretary | 
of War and the heads of bureaus in that Depart- | 
ment. . These references shall be as brief as the | 
occasion will permit; and it is here also my in- 
tention to let these officers speak, principally, for 
themselves. 

The Secretary of War, in submitting to the 
President the answers to the call from his Depart- 
ment, says: 

“In submitting these reports, it is proper to remark that | 
the circulars from the pay, quartecmaster’s, engineer, and 
indian departments, in October, were issued at a period | 
which required the exereise of great forbearance and dis- | 
cretion in the management of the fiscal operatious of thi: 


Department, in order to avoid, as far as practieabie, embar 
rassing the money concerns of thé country. I had been ! 


specie, to meet all our disbursements in the South and | 
West, would retard the resumption of specie payments, em- 
barrass the operations of those banks that had resumed, and 


prove seriously prejudicial to the interests of commercé in 
that portion of the country. Be teat pogran” 

“ Infiuenced by these impressions:and-acting under’ these 
views, whieh I had urged upon all branches of the Depart- 
ment, these circulars were issued, and in some respects eg- 
ceed what was intended ; and upon being brought. to the ro- 
tice of the present chiefs of bureaus, they have. modified 
them so as to render-the insuructions ‘more strictly and dis- 
tinctly conformable to-existing enactments. At the same 
time, it must be borne in mind that the Bank of the United 
States was, at the period of issuing the circulars; aispecie 
paying bank; and that to have exacted specie from the 
banks in the South and West which were indebted to that 
institution, or in which it had deposited funds to meet. the 
| drafts. of the Treasury for war watrants, would not. only 
have been of no aid to the public service, but would have 
inflicted injury alone upon those banks, and been prejudicial 
only to the trade of the South and West.” F 

Here we have the views of the Secretary, and 
the motives and policy by which: he‘intended to 
be governed, in the administration of the affairs 
of his Department. The time was one.of great 
difficulty. The banks of the North and middle 
States had resumed specie payments, and those 
of the South and West were struggling to reach 
that desirable point. . The disbursements of his 
| Department were to be principally made im the 
South and West; and the drafts of the Treasurer 
for that purpose were, by the arrangement with 
the Bank of the United States in’ relation tothe 
payment of two of its bonds, to be met, to múch 
the greatest extent, by that institation. The'sup- 
position of the Secretary was natural and neces- 
sary that those drafts would be met by calls upon 
its debtor banks in those sections of the Union 
where the payments were to be made, and’ by 
deposits of funds in the banks there. Hence ‘his 
proper and laudable anxiety, so far ns'an observ- 
ance of the law, and of the unquestioned rights of 
the public creditors would permit, to make those 
heavy disbursements in a manner the least ‘inju- 
rious to the banking institutions, the ‘trade and 
commerce, and the business generally of those 
sections, and so as, in the least possible degree, to 
‘retard the resumption of specie payments” in 
the South and West; and hence, too, he urged 
these views and this policy ‘upon all the 
branches of the Department.” Still he tells us 
that the orders and instructions issued by some of 
the heads of bureaus in the Department, “ih 
some respects exceed what was intended.” ` 

Satisfied that. the motives of the Secretary, as 

avowed by himself, must be universally approved, 
and that the policy he adopted for the government 
of his Department, was proper and right; sò far 
as it was wisely pursued and properly carried out, 
I now proceed to refer to such of thése ‘‘ orders 
and instructions’ as, if any, must be considered 
exceptionable. The first, in the order of timé, is 
a direction given by the Secretary himself in rê- 
lation to the payment of pensioners. The date 
of this circular is May, 1837, the month in which 
all the banks of the country, comparatively speak- 
ing, suspended specie pay ments, and is in the fol- 
lowing language: a 

« In the present state of the currency, and during the gen- 
eral suspension of specie payments, it would be tujust to 
the pensioners to withhold from thom the means of par- 
chasing the necessaries of tile, by a rigid adherence to the 
letter of the law. The agents, therefore, will be author- 
ized to pay them in such currency as the receivers demand 
and are willing to consider an equivalent for specie.” 


This order furnishes, upon its face, the best 
justification of which it is susceptible, and, there- 
fore, without a single other remark, | pass to the 
circular of the chief engineer, which bears date 
6th October, 1838, and isn the following words: 

“Sin: Jt will conform with the understanding existing 
between the Department and the depository banks, that 
whenever your payments on the public account cannot be 
made by checks on th2 banks, a tender of the notes of the 
bank on which the Treasury draft was drawn will be made, 
and that in no case specie be exclusively exacted, unless 
the notes of said bank wiil not be received by the public 


ereditor. f g R 
“The observance of this rule will be of general aecom- 
modation, and be sustained by the Department.?? 


This is one of the ‘* orders’? to which the Sec- 
retary expressly applies the remarkin his report, 
above quoted, that they ‘*in some respects ex- 
ceed what wasintended.’’ It will be proper here 
to add that, under date of the 20th October, 1838, 
the head of the Indian bureau issued a circular in 
the precise language of this one, and that the 
present heads of both these bureaus, when'the ex- 
istence of these directions from their ‘respective 
branches of the Department were made known 
to them, instantly so ‘modified thén as to bring 
them within the express and unquestioned terms 
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of the existing laws in reference to the disburse- 
ment of bank. notes. est sonst 

A- circular from the office of the Paymaster 
General was issued, under date of the 8th Octo- 
ber, 1838, which is.as follows: : 

¢ Six + Arrangements having:been made withthe United 
States Bank to pay the Treasurer’s drafts to a certain 
amount, at different places, and it being probable the notes 
of that bank will be as acceptable to claimants, and in some | 
cases more convenient -than specie, you will; should you 
receive drafts on that bank or its agents, make as many of 
your payments by check as you can, which will give the 
receiver the option of taking paper or specie; and the De- 
partment has no objection to your usiug the paper of that 
bankin all your payments, so far as it can be done legally.” 
” The only other of these ‘orders and direc- | 
tions,?’to which I propose to refer, was issued 
from the officd of the Quartermaster General, and 
bears date October. 31,1838: ‘The language is: . 
 Wenever remittances on'the public account are made 
to. you-by. the Treasurer ‘of the. United States in notes of 
athe United States Bank of Pennsylvania, or by drafts of that 
institution on local banks or agents, it is desirable that, in- 
‘stead’ of demanding specie from the local banks or agents, 
‘you receive from: them, and disburse, the. bills of said 
“Bank of the United States,’ in all cases when such bills 
may be entirely satisfactory to the individuals to whom pay- 
ment may be made.” 

The Quartermaster General states that this cir- 
cular was. sent to. but eight officers of that De- 

artment, and that, understanding a construction 
had heen given to it to authorize the payment out 
of notes of less denominations than those al- | 
lowed by the Jaw of the 14th of April, 1836, those 
‘officers were immediately instructed that the di- 
rection was to be construed in conformity with 
that law, and not otherwise. 

The number of orders and directions trans- 
mitted with the message of the President is very 
great; but upon a careful perusal of them all, I 
consider those referred to above the only ones 
which have, material reference to thé disburse- 
ments to be made under the arrangements with 
‘the bank, and all which go a step to show that 
‘the bills of the bank were agreed to be disbursed, 
as a part of these arrangements. And now, Mr. 
President, pérmit me to ask how far any of these | 
“orders authorize the assertion of the president of 
that institution that ‘‘arrangements were made 
‘for the' more distant public disbursements in the 
notes of the bank??? We have seen that the ar- 
rangements between the Secretary of the Treas- 
úry and the bank, in fact, were that the payments 
should be made “ in specie or its equivalent”? and 
so far ag the collateral stipulation with the Scere- 
tary of War may be considered a part of those 
arrangements, that the same medium of payment 
was required and agreed to be made by that also. 
In these negotiations, then, there were no ‘ ar- 
rangements made for the more distant public dis- 
bursements in the notes of the bank,” or for any 
disbursements, near or distant, in those notes, ; 
any further than they might be considered em- 


braced in the terms equivalent to specie; and how || 


far that might be, would, of course, in all cases, 


depend upon the will and choice and estimation || 


of the public ereditor to whom payment was to ! 
be made. 


to either party rights which were not conferred : 
by the contracts themselves. If ‘* arrangements 
were made’? between the executive officers and 


the bank “for the more distant public disburse- |) 


ments in the notes of the bank,” the right was 
conferred upon the latter to make those disburse- 
ments in such notes, independent of any relations, 
or rights, between the Government and its cred- 


itors, and a tender of the notes would be good | 
payment as between the Government and the |; 


Hi 
the sale and payment.of its bonds? It has not ‘| 
been, and is not, On the contrary, if no such | 
“arrangements °? were made,.or right conferred, | 


directions’ from the heads of Departments and 
bureaus to the disbursing officers could make the 
one or confer the other. In this aspect of the 
case, therefore, the president of the bank was 
not authorized by the facts to say that “ arrange- 
ments were made for the more distant public 
disbursements in the notes of the bank.” f 

While upon, this part of the case, another in- | 
quiry should be made. Did these “ orders and | 


It will certainly not be pretended that |) 
orders fromthe head of a department ora bureau, || 
containing simply directions for the government | 
of the subordinates of that branch of the service, | 
can change the terms of these contracts, or give | 


lt 


right to make disbursements in its notes? I heré 
| most freely express my dissent from tlie policy 
and practice indicated by some of.these circulars. 
The Secretary tells us that some of them ‘tin some 
respects exceed what, was intended” by him; 
and I think some of them go beyond a sound and 
safe rule. I cordially concur in the views and 
| policy upon which the Secretary acted, as ex- 


| pressed by himself; but I think some of the cir- 


i culars go much further; and, instead of adopting 


‘a policy which was calculated to hasten the re- 


|! sumption of specie payments in the South and 


West, and to restore the currency to a sound 
| state in those sections of the Union, must, if con- 
tinued in force and acted upon, have hada strong 
tendency in the opposite direction. Did they, 
however, assume to confer the right to make pub- 
lic. disbursements in bank notes? Not one—not 
even the broadest of them. They urged the pol- 
icy of making disbursements in that medium ‘ so 
far as it can be legally done;”’ $“ in all cases where 
| such bills may be entirely satisfactory to the indi- 
viduals to whom payment may be made;”’ “ un- 
less the notes of said bank will not be received by 
the public creditor,” &c. Thus in all cases de- 
ferring to the option of the public creditor, and 
to his legal rights, the question of making dis- 
bursements in bank paper. 
fore, did not assume to confer the right to make 
“ public disbursements in the notes of the bank;’? 
and even they, broad and indefensible as some of 
them seem to me to be, do not bear out the presi- 
dent of the bank in the declaration referred to: 
yet this individual goes on.to say, ‘ these ar- 
rangements, as honorable to the executive officers 
as they were beneficial to the. public service, 
brought the Government into efficient coöperation 
for the reéstablishmentofthe currency, and opened 
the way for the. resumption of specie payments.” 
What‘ arrangements’ are here referred to? Evi- 
dently those spoken of in the previous sentence 
i of the letter, ‘for the more distant public dis- 
bursements in the notes of the bank.” Having 
shown that no such ‘‘ arrangements” had been 
made between ‘‘ the executive officers’ and the 
| bank, I may be permitted to hope that those 
worthy officers will not, be made to suffer in the 
public estimation under the blighting influence of 
l the compliment so gratuitously bestowed upon 
i them. 

Here, Mr. President, suffer me to ask, why do 
you think this letter of Mr. Biddle was given to 


credit upon the executive officers of this Govern- 
ment, or to manifest his connection with and at- 
i tachment to this Administration? If this was the 
motive, some of his able and sagacious friends 


sagacity. They tell us, almost daily, that the 
cause of this Administration is a sinking cause; 
that ours is a falling house; and they must deeply 
regret that this sagacious banker should now con- 
clude to join his fortunes, and those of. his insti- 
tution, to such an interest. Sir, these gentlemen 


given this letter to the light. 


officers and the bank, and to do them justice in 


dress, in the shape of a letter to an individual. cor- 


; respondent. . The bank had been too deeply con- 


cerned in the singular political transactions which 
were agitating a great State. Success began to be 
doubtful, and a change of position, in advance, 


was found to be advisable. Hence these quiet ; 


and peaceful declarations, and these amicable ap- 
pearances towards ancient enemies. Hence this 
abandonment of mercantile speculations, and this 
neutrality of posture in reference to future events. 
From considerations like these, sir, I believe this 
letter was written, and not from any change of 
feeling or spirit on the part of the writer, or the 


| institution over which he presides. 


I must ask a little more of your time, Mr. 
President, upon this letter. The writer says the 
transactions between the Government. and the 
bank, of which I have spoken so elaborately, 


‘s Brought the Government into efficient codpera- | 


tion for the reéstablishment of the currency, and 


directions” assume to confer upon the bank the | 


The orders, there- | 


| the public? Was it, do you believe, to bestow | 


upon my right must feel surprise at his want of | 


will tell you that no such desires and objects have į 
Was it, then, to | 
speak of the negotiations between those executive | 


that particular? No; in my opinion, no such ne- į 
+ gotiations. prompted this letter, but certain nego- 
tiations which the sagacious writer foresaw were : 
about to take place at. Harrisburg, in his own į 
State, were the moving causes to this public ad- | 


opened the way. to.a resumption of specie pay- 
ments.” < The arrogarice of this expression 1s so 
excessive as to excite no other emotion than that 
of ridicule, That the Government had been, from 
May, 1837, not codperating with the bank, but 
efficiently operating against the irredeemable.pol- 
icy and declarations of the bank and its president, 
ts for the reéstablishment of the currency,” is 
now matter of history; that the “arrangements” 
to which. the letter refers, and which the wants 
of the public Treasury, occasioned by the sus- 
pension of the banks, and the legislation of Con- 
gress consequent thereupon, compelled, were cal- 
culated to enable the bank the more easily to pay 
its debts to the Government, and thus to abandon 
its irredeemable doctrines and policy, when, by 
the action of other State institutions, they had 
become no longer sustainable with a preservation 
of credit, and to place itself upon the list of .re- 
suming banks, is most likely. Mark dates and 
| facts. .The negotiation for the sale of the bond 
of 1839 was completed and closed on the ist of 
August, 1838. The. definitive offer of. the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for the anticipations, and 
mode and manner of payment upon the bond of 
1838, was dated on thé 25th of July, 1838, and 
the broad acceptance of that offer by the agent of 
the bank, was of the day following. By this offer 
and acceptance, the first installment of $800,000 
was to be paid on the 15th day of August, and 
all the payments upon both * arrangements”? 
were, by the terms of the same, to.be made * in 
specie or its equivalent.’ | 

How, then, were the notes of the bank to be 
made applicable to these payments? Could it be 
done short of a resumption of specie payments 
by the bank, so as to make its notes, in form at 
least,.** equivalent to specie??? What do the acts 
of the bank show to have been its sense. of its 
own course and policy under these circumstances? 
It resumed specie payments on the 13th of Au- 
gust, thirteen days after the payment was made 
at the bank for the bond of 1839, but before the 
drafts upon that deposit would be returned. upon 
it in any considerable amounts, and two days be- 
fore the payment of the first installment upon 
the bond of 1838. Did these transactions au- 
thorize the president of the bank to say, that by 
them the Government was brought into efficient 
‘ coöperation”? for the reéstablishment of the cur- 
rency? Into efficient codperation with whom, or 
with what? With an institution.that had resisted, 
with all its immense power, the resumption of 
specie payments—the only measure by which 
the currency could be reéstablished; which was 
a debtor to the Government to nearly eight mil- 
lion dollars, and. which was compelled to ask 
time for payment, of one, two, three, and four 
years; which found its extended obligations fall- 
ing due so near the period when specie payments 
must be resumed, or its credit destroyed, that it 
was driven to the “executive officers’’ to seek 
terms of payment which would enable it to per- 
form that high duty? Efficient coöperation with 
such an institution, and by such means? Need 
I say, sir, that the arrogance of the assumption 
is only equaled by the closing sentence of the 
paragraph ? 

Let me read it to you, Mr. President. Here 
itis: ‘*The resumption accordingly took place” 
—where do you suppose, sir? The banks of the 
whole Union had suspended specie payments in 
May, 1837. This immeasurable calamity was 
visited upon the whole country, and now the 
president of the largest and most powerful bank 
in the Union is telling us of the resumption, of 
the return of the banks to their Jegal and moral 
obligations. He has before given us his exposi- 
tion of the causes which brought about this great 
and good result, and now he says “the resump- 
ii tion accordingly took placé,” Again I ask you, 
| sir, where do you think it took place, and when? 
He: shall tell you: t Throughout the middle 
|| States on the 13th of August; in many of the 
|| southern and western States soon after.” What, 
| let me ask you, as one of the representatives of 
that section of the Union, what became of the 
: humble northern and eastern States in this happy 
| annunciation to the American people? Were they 
| not worth the notice of the president of thé bank? 
| Or did he not know that this same glorious work 
|| of resumption, for which he says the way was 
|| opened in August, had taken place in those States, 
‘and was tiumphantly sustained agdirist his 
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Senate. 


power, and the power of the giant institution 
over which he presided, from one to three months 
before the period of which he speaks?—before 
that ‘ way’? was opened which enabled the State 
national bank to come in, by a forbearance of its 
debts and an accommodating compromise as to 
the manner of their payment. . : 

Sir, I am ready to relieve you from this course 
of remark, and to dismiss from my consideration 
such testimony, coming from such à Source. 

I am also most happy, Mr. President, to be 
able to assure you that [ will very soon relieve 
the Senate from a continuance of any remarks 
upon this subject. Onc or two brief topics re- 
main to be considered, and I have done, at least 
for the present. 

In the course of the debate which the subjects 
under consideration have excited, my peculiar 
personal attention has been called to the lan- 
guage used in the law authorizing the sale of the 
bonds of this bank. That language is, that the 
bonds shall be sold for ‘“ money in hand,” and 
I believe 1 was the draughtsman of that law. I 
have, upon a previous occasion, and when thus 
called upon, stated to the Senate my best recol- 
lections as to my intention in the use of the terms 

uoted. I had not then made a recent examina- 
tion of the law, and I spoke from memory whol- 
ly. I now find no cause to change what I then 
said, that.it was my intention the bonds should be 
sold for cash, if sold at all, but I find that the dis- 
position of that “ cash,” intended by the com- 
mittee, was fully explained on the face. of the 
bill, and that I am now only called upon to read 
to the Senate the second section of that law, as 
it was reported and passed, to make this point 
perfectly intelligible to all who hear me. That 
section is in these words: 


“ And be it further enacted, That all money received 
upon the sale of the said bonds shall be immediately paid 
into the Treasury of the United States, or placed to the 
credit of the Treasurer thereof, in some proper depository, 
in the same manner that other moneys, received from dues 
to the Government, are, by law, directed to be paid into 
the Treasury.” 


It will be recollected that. but one. bond was 
sold, and, in reference to that, how was the money 
paid? 1 have already read to the Senate, from the 
documents appended to the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the certificate of the bank, show- 
ing that the proceeds of this bond were placéd in 
that institution, ‘in special deposit,” to the credit 
of the Treasurer of the United States. Was that 
bank, then, a “ proper depository ’’ in a legal 
sense, and within the meaning of the law above 
quoted? We have seen that there were no general 
deposit banks under the law of 1836, or banks 
which could be selected under that law, to answer 
the purposes of the Treasury. We have also seen 
that neither the law nor the practice of the Treas- 
ury Department authorized the Secretary to trans- 
fer money to the hands of individual officers of 
the Government for the.mere purpose of safe- 
keeping. Hence the Secretary has been compelled 
to select banks as special depositories, without 
reference to the deposit law, in cases where money 
comes into the Treasury, as in the case under con- 
sideration, not in the ordinary course of collec- 
tion, but without passing through the hands of 
an authorized collecting officer. The authority 
of the Secretary to select and use these banks for 
these purposes, is the same which authorized the 
use of banks by the Treasury Department from 
the commencement of the Government, under the 
Constitution, and the organization of such De- 
oe up to the charter of the late Bank of the 

nited States in 1816, and from the removal of 
the public deposits from that bank in 1833, until 
the passage.of the deposit law in 1836. In his 
selections, under this authority, there are no re- 
strictions of Jaw upon the officer; and if, there- 
fore, depositories so selected are, in a legal sense, 
‘proper depositories,” then I am unable to dis- | 
cover why this bank was not as proper a depos- 
itory of the proceeds of these bonds, within the 
meaning of the second section of the law for their 
sale, above quoted, as any other bank which the | 
Secretary could have selected would have been. | 


in fact, kept. I have taken some pains to inform 


myself upon these points, and the inferences 
which I had drawn from the reading of the annual 
repott, have been confirmed by the explanations 
of the Secretary. The terms ** general deposit?” 
are used by him in reference to those moneys de- 
posited in banks selected under the deposit law of 
1836. The terms ‘‘ special deposit’ are mostly 
used in their technical sense, as a deposit of the 
specific thing, the identical money, or currency, 
delivered to the bank for safe-keeping; and the 
terms ‘* deposit to the special credit of the Treas- 
urer,”? are used to denote such deposits as are 
neither “general”? nor ‘special, within the 
technical meaning of the other terms, but as are 
made in banks selected by the Secretary, under 
his general powers, before referred to, and are 
placed there subject to the drafts of the Treasurer, 
with a notice, and distinct understanding, that 
they are to be drawn for at an early day, and 
are not, therefore, to be used by the institution 
holding them for the general purposes of banking. 
The remarks of the Secretary upon these points, 
in the report under consideration, give substan- 
tially these explanations. They are as follows: 

“ The arrangements made with the banks that hold special 
deposits, or deposits to the special credit of the Treasurer, 
have been regarded as temporary in their nature or charac- 
ter, and have, in most cases, therefore, been informal. It 
having been expected that Congress would, at an carly day, 
adopt some general system, that could be carried into prac- 
tical effect, on the subject of keeping the public money, 
and comparatively few collections having been made, except 
in Treasury notes and Treasury drafts, since the suspension 
of specie payments, till within the last three months, the 
Department has deemed it most respectful to Congress to 
abstain from adopting any uniform and permanent arrange- 
ment on the subject of deposits in banks not selected under 
the general deposit act, but to use them, for the present at 
least, only as necessity should requirc.’” 

And again: 

“Jn cases of deposits in bank, made specially, the money 
has, in some instances, been placed in specie, in boxes, 
fastened up, and not to be withdrawn by the receiver or 
others without the draft of the Treasurer on him, payable 
at the bank where the special deposit was made. In other 
cases, it has been placed in specie, or bills of specie-paying 
banks, to the credit of the Treasurer, sometimes as in 
© special deposit,’ and sometimes as ‘in deposit to his spe- 
cial credit,’ and allowing the bank to have entire charge of 
it afterwards.” 

From this language of the Secretary, as well 
as from the facts in the case of the bonds, it is 
inferrable that deposits, in their inception special, 
in the bank sense of that term, have been subse- 
quently changed in their character, by making 
such deposits the basis of drafts by the Treasu- 
rer, which were paid by the bank on presentment 
as drafts upon general deposits are usually paid. 
Indeed, the Secretary tells us in his annual report 
that ‘this system of special deposits, or of de- 
posits to the credit of the Treasurer, has, from 
convenience, and indeed almost from necessity, 
not generally corresponded with the usual forms 
of special deposits.”’ 

It is quite possible that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has not, upon all occasions, in refer- 
ence to these matters, used the language techni- 
cally appropriate to the occasion; and it 1s equally 
possible that he may have committed errors of 
judgment in the multiplicity of his arduous and 
most perplexing duties, but when the trying pe- 
riod through which the country has passed under 
his administration of the Treasury Department 


shall be remembered and appreciated, I desire to | 


be no more confident of anything than I am of the 
fact that he will have no cause to complain of the 


verdict which an intelligent and patriotic and |i 
grateful people will render upon his public ser- | 


vices. None of us here, Mr. President, can have 
failed to see that it is much easier to find fault 
than so to act, in a responsible public trust, as 
not to deserve censure, much more so as not to 
receive it, whether deserved or not. It now 
seems to be fashionable to complain of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; but we should be willing to 
do justice even to a political adversary; and none 
will, none can, deny that Mr. Woodbury has 
managed the finances of the country through once 
of the most difficult periods in our national exist- 
ence, witha degree of success before altogether 
unknown under similar embarrassments. 
we have had similar embarrassments before, and 
with what result? We had a suspension of spe- 
cie payments by the banks in 1814, not as gen- 
eral as that of 1837, and when and how were 
specie payments restored? After a continuance 
of three years, by the aid of a national bank. 


Sir, | 


When and how have these payments ‘now been. 
restored? After acontinuance of ore single years 
and principally, as I verily believe, by a sound 
and firm administration of the national finances; 
by a rigid and unyielding adherence, in all na- 
tional receipts and payments, to that standard of 
value erected by our glorious Constitution, and 
which, if not scrupulously observed by the Gov- 
ernment in times of pecuniary trouble, cannot 
be continued as a standard of value for the 

country. 2 a 

I know, Mr. President, there have been maty 
patriotic and good men who have sincerely be- 
lieved, during the late derangements in our cur- 
rency, that specie payments could never be re- 
sumed by the State banking institutions, and the 
currency reéstablished at the proper constitutional 
standard, without the aid of another national 
bank. Ihave been one of those who have uni- 
formly believed that, if the operations of the na- 
tional Treasury were not suffered to be brought 
down by the general depreciation, but were kept 
up tothe standard of gold and silver, the whole cir- 
culating medium. would speedily be raised to'that 
level; while I have as firmly believed, if that 
standard for the public Treasury was surren- 
dered, there would be an end of anything like a 
fixed and permanent standard of value, until finan- 
cial embarrassment, commercial suffering, and 
universal derangement in every department. of 
business, should drive the whole people'to callin 
the aid of some artificial power to assist in erect« 
ing it. The soundness of the former opinion is 
now demonstrated. The standard of currency for 
the Treasury has been preserved at the constitu- 
tional elevation through the whole of our late 
troubles; and the consequence has been that, with- 
out any other aid, a universal resumption of 
specie payments has taken place within little more 
than one year, and business is reviving, at least 
as rapidly as can consist with firm and enduring 
health. For all these great and good results, as 
well as for the great success with which the Treas- 
ury has been managed and its wants supplied, 
during these severe embarrassments, I speak the 
solemn convictions of my judgment when I say 
that no man in the country deserves more credit 
than the present Secretary of the Treasury; and 
when the political prejudices and party conflicts 
of the day shall have passed ‘away, I verily be- 
lieve that history will accord to that faithful and 
laborious officer even greater praise than I attemipt 
to bestow upon him. i eee ree 

Mr. Wrieur having concluded, Mr. Rrvgs re- 
plicd at length; after which,. ea, 

Mr. WRIGHT said: Before I proceed to notice 
the argumenits of the honorable Senator, you must 
permit me, Mr. President, to make a single allu- 
sion to his opening observations, and it is the only 
i| remark of its character which [intend to make in 
| the course of my brief reply. 1 heard with un- 
l| feigned pleasure the declaration of the Senator, 
l| that it would give him sincere gratification if the 
| conduct of the Executive officers, in the transac- 
|| tions alluded to, could be fully justified, But for 
|| that remark I should have been constrained, from 
li the matter and manner of the argument, to sup- 
pose that the honorable gentleman entertained a 
real desire to convict them of impropriety of in- 
ij tention and action. His declaration, however, 
deserves full credit, and such are not his feelings. 

He complains that I have not answered his ar- 
guments, or met the issues tendered by him upon 
former occasions. I supposed I had said all which 
I could usefully say upon the whole matter, but 
I will now reply to some of his positions of to-day, 
even at the risk of repeating, substantially, what 
I have already said; and I take this occasion to 
promise the Senate, after its extended indulgence 
to me already, I will not be tedious in the per- 
formance of this undertaking. 

The gentleman’s first and principal point is, 
that the sale of the bond of 1839 to the bank was 
i illegal, because it was practically sold upon cred- 
it, when the law authorizing the sale required, in 
express terms, thatit should be made for “ money 
in hand.” 

To this I kave simply to reply that we have 
seen what were the terms and conditions of the 
i; Sale, andthat one of them was the payment of the 
i whole purchase-money on the lst day of August, 
i: by placing the amount in special deposit in the 
|| bank to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
il States. We have also seen among thedocuments, 
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Bonds of United States -Bank—Mr. Wright. 


SENATE, 


appended, to: the report of the Secretary of the- 
Treasury, one. from. the cashier. of:the bank, in. 


the.following words: . 


2 BANK OF THE Unrrep STATES, August], 1838. i 


. Phereby ċertify that: Gharles Macalester, Esg., has -this 
day deposited. to ihe credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States, in. special deposit, the sum of two million two hun- 
dred and fitty four thousdud-eight hundred and seventy-one 
dollars and ‘thirty-eight. cents, subject: to the drafts of the 
said Treasurer, | J. COWPERTHWAIT, 


eate was given? Bad, Mr. President as is the 
authogity.of this bank and. its officers, with me, 
upon, most. subjects, I do. not believe that one of 
them would issue a.false official and responsible 
paper.of this chatacter, nor do I believe that the 
cashier was ignorant of the nature of a ‘special 
deposit,” or of. the import of the facts to which 
he. certified. Any collateral understanding, ex- 
isting at the time, as to the manner in which the 
Treasurer should dispose of this money, or in 
which the bank might, by making certain other 
payments, discharge itself from its liability thus 
incurred for this deposit, could neither destroy 
the fact of the payment, nor alter the character 
of the deposit at the time when the certificate 
was given. But suppose, sir, that this certificate 
was false at the time it was given. Then the 
whole transaction was void, from the fraud prac- 
ticed upon the Secretary, and the legal property 
in the. bond, did not pass to the bank by the 
delivery, as.that delivery was in consideration 
of the, certificate, and it was the only evidence 
of the value, received. Upon this supposition, 
therefore, the bond was not sold, and that could 
net be an illegal sale, which was not a sale atall, 
The honorable Senator next takes the position 
‘the transaction was a disadvantagcous one to 
the Government, because that, out of the proceeds 
. Tihe bond deposited, as we have seen, the bank 


‘was to answer drafts of the Treasurer for the use | 


of the War Department to the amount of but 
$500,000 monthly, while the statements from that 
Department show that its wants were equal to 
$1,000,000 per month. 

This position is susceptible of several answers, 
First, the bank would agree to no more favorable 
arrangement, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
must consent to withdraw the deposit at the rate 
of $500,000 monthly, or he must forego the sale 
of the bond altogether, and thus get nothing from 
this bond in aid of the Treasury, as no other pur- 
chaser could be found who would pay the price 
fixed by the law. Second, the gentleman has 
overlooked the fact that payments were making, 
at the:same time, upon the bond of 1838, at the 
rate. of $800,000: per month, so that, from both 
sources,.the bank would more than meet what he 
says, were the necessities of the War Department. 
Third, the proceeds of these bonds were not all 
the means of the Treasury. The whole current 
“revenue remained, besides other deferred debts, 
‘and what the War. Department should require, 
Which the bank was not to pay, it would be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to supply 
from, these other, sources. 

_, Another ground assumed by the honorable 
‘gentleman, is, that the bonds might have been, 
and, should. have -been, sold abroad, and that a 
special-agent. should. have been sent abroad to 
negotiate the: sale; and then he infers that the 
Secretary of the Treasury was not driven to make 

` the sale to the bank, had he pursued properly the 
course which the law pointed out. 

i have before shown, generally, what the Sec- 
retary did do, by way of effecting a sale of these 
bonds abroad, and, from the results of those ef- 
forts, had he any encouragement to pursue them 
further? ‘This is the fair question, when we are 
discussing the faith and intentions of the officer. 
In May, pending the passage of the law, and al- 
most immediately upon its introduction before 
Congress, the Secretary wrote to a banker of high 
standing in each of the cities of Philadelphia and 
New York, to inquire as to the prospect of a sale 


i ceded b 


of the bonds,.at home or abroad, within the terms 
proposed to be prescribed. They both answer 
him, substantially, that, upon the terms of the 
bill and without a gurantee, no’ sale could proba- 
bly. be effected in this country, unless to the bank 


itself. è Mr: Solms, the President of the Moya- 
mensing bank of Philadelphia, gave it as his opin- 


ion that a favorable sale ‘of the bonds might be 
made in England, and seems to rest that opinion 
upon'the then ‘state of the English money mar- 
ket, and the fact that the agent of the bank in 
London wouid, he thought, be induced, ‘* by 
weighty considerations,” to become a purchaser, 
This is the only direct opinion favorable to the 
sale of those bonds abroad, which I have found 
among the papers; and this seems to have been 
formed at least as much upon the expectation that 
the bank itself would be the purchaser as upon 
any other consideration. This gentleman did not 
propono to free the Secretary from a sale to the 
ank by sending him to London for a market. 

Mr. Newbold, the President of the Bank of 
America, New York, says: 

“The bonds have too short a time to run to warrant any 
reasonable expectation of a sale of them in Europe on favor- 
able terms, during the present rate of exchange.”? 

After the passage of the law, the Secretary im- 
mediately wrote to the house of N. M. de Roths- 
child & Sons, bankers of London, and requested 
them, if possible, within the restrictions of the 
law, to make sale of the bonds. They declined 
to purchase, for the reasons which I have before 
stated, and say that a sale upon the terms pre- 
scribed, cannot be effectedin London. I cannot 
speak from personal acquaintance as to the pro- 


| priety of the Secretary’s selection of his English 


correspondents for this object, but I understand 
the house to be among the first banking houses in 
London, and suppose it will be conceded by all 


that there is no fault in the course of the Secre- ; 


tary in this respect, vg 

He also wrote, without delay, to our Minister 
at Paris, and requested him to consult the best 
bankers in France, and effect a sale of the bonds 
there, if it could be done within the limits cf his 
authority. As the gentleman has commented 
upon the unsatisfactory character of the reply 
from this quarter, I will read a part of Governor 
Cass’s answer. He says: 


“ But Mr. Welles sought information from the bankers, 

and his views may be depended on. He states, that after 
examination, he found it impossible to obtain an accepta- 
ble proposition. because, in the first place, the bonds are 
too large, and because, in the second piace, bankers who 
made an offer would necessarily be compelled to hold them 
selves in readiness to comply, after information of the result 
should be obtained from the United States ; and would thus 
be bound, for many weeks, to have the money within their 
control, while, in the meantime, some event might occur to 
change the state of the money market, and thus to embar- 
rass them. Mr. Welles was decidedly of opinion that a 
better arrangement might be made in the United States than 
here. 
in his representations, {do not think that the object could 
be effected in Paris, upon such terms as you would ap- 
prove,?? 
. Could the Secretary, after such an opinion, 
coming from such a source, and based upon such 
authority, longer hope to find in France a market 
for these bonds, within the limitations of the law? 
Can his motives be suspected, because he relied 
and acted upon such evidence? 

The Secretary further, immediately after the 


passage of the law, opened a correspondence | 


with a Mr. Belmont of New York, an agent, res- 
ident there, of extensive banking houses in Lon- 
don and Paris. This correspondence was con- 
tinued from the 9th to the 2ist of July, and 
resulted in an entire declination to purchase the 
bonds within the restrictions of the law, either 
for himself, or for account of his principals in 


| Europe. 


But, says the honorable Senator, the Secretary 
ought to have sent an agént to Europe to nego- 
tiate a sale of the bonds, and not to have depend- 
ed upon the uncertainty of correspondence. I 
have shown that an effort was made by the Sec- 
retary to employ an agent, soon after the passage 
of the law; bat that the person applied to, con- 
the gentleman to be qualified and com- 
po eclined toaccept the compensation offered 


‘by the Secretary—eight dollars per day and ne- i 
cessary expenses—and demanded a commission j; 
of one fourth of one per cent. upon the amount | 
of the bonds, if a sale was effected, and the pay | 
| and mileage of a member of Congress if he should 


fail in the mission. {have made upon my table 


| of negotiating that sale, 


Under these circumstances, and placing confidence į 


i its wants, and ifs necessities, at any given period! 


a hasty casting of the amount of this commis- 
sion demanded by the agent, and, if 1 am not mis- 
taken, it is, upon both bonds, a trifling fraction 
below $10,000. ° This expense the Secretary did 
not feel willing to ‘incur in any event, while the 
prospect of a sale did not seem to him to author- 
ize the pay and mileage of a member of Con- 
gress for a journey from this country to England 
and France, and the return, simply to make the 
experiment. He did not, therefore, send theagent. 
In this he may have erred, for it is not my pur- 
pose to prove that the Secretary is perfect, or 
exempt from error. This point I cheerfully leave 
to the decision of this body and the public. My 
only anxiety is, that the whole truth shall appear 
before the decision is pronounced; thatit shall be 
distinctly known that the bond was sold at the 
par value, as fixed in the law, and that every 
dollar of the proceeds has paid a dollar of debt 
against the public Treasury, without any deduc- 
tion of $10,000, or any other. sum, for the expenses 
_ If, then, the conclusion 
shall be that the Secretary has brought the Gov- 
ernment into improper connection with a hostile 
bank, by the negotiation, it must be admitted that 
he has saved this $10,000 to the Treasury of his 
country by the operation. 

The Senator next says, there is no evidence of 
the necessity of the ‘sale of this bond at all, and 
indicates an opinion that it is the duty of the Sec- 
retary, and of those who are willing to apologize 
for his acts, to show that necessity before they 
attempt to justify the sale he made. T’o the Sen- 
atot’s arguments upon this position I have several 
answers. 

First, the Secretary, has himself stated that the 
calls upon the Treasury for the month of June 
“ had exceeded four and a half millions;”’ that he 
anticipated, ‘¢ as the fact turned out to be,’’ that 
those calls would equal about seven millions for 
the two following months of July and August; 
‘that the available balance in the Treagury, ap- 
plicable to general purposes, and subject to draft, 
fell below one million; that payments were mak- 
ing, at times, in new Treasury notes, which, 
could not be rendered at all available;’’ and that, 
therefore, he considered it “ necessary to effect a 
sale of at least one of the bonds, at an earlier day 
than advices could be received and any proceeds 
realized from Europe.” This is a state of the 
Treasury, and the exhibition of its necessities, 
from the head of that Department; and L, sir, 
have been accustomed to place confidence in state- 
ments upon that point, from that authority. 

Second, the law authorizing the Secretary to 
issue Treasury notes for the supply of the Treas- 
ury, expressly limits that power to its necessities, 
after all the other lawful means of supply have 
been exhausted. Hence the sale of the bonds 
became a duty, before the credit of the Govern- 
ment, in the shape of these notes, was resorted 
to; while the only power existing to issue notes, 
at the period of these transactions, was the power 
to issue new notes, under the law of 1838, in the 
place of those paid in and canceled under the law 
of 1837; and it was, in the nature of ‘things, im- 
possible for human foresight to say how rapidly 
the old notes would come in, and, consequently, 
what might be the extent of the power, within 
any given period, to issue hew notes. 

Third. ‘Phe apparent balances of money ont 
deposit in bank, to the credit of the Treasurer, 
afford no standard by which to form a judgment 
ag to the amount of available means of the Treas- 
ury on any given day, because those: balances 
were constantly made the basis of drafts by the 


| Treasurer, which, the. Secretary tells ugs in the 


correspondence, would necessarily be out from 
thirty to ninety days, before they would come 
round to the bank to be there debited to the 
Treasurer, and deducted from the amount stand- 
ing to his credit upon the books of the bank. 
“These are believed to be full and perfect answers 
to the positions taken by the Senator to show 
that a necessity for the sale of the bond did not 
‘exist. The condition of the Treasury, therefore, 


| at the time the sale was made, appears from the 


statement of the Secretary above given, unim- 
peached by the considerations to which the Sen- 
ator has referred, and which he seemed to sup- 
pose inconsistent with it. Is, then, the officer 
having charge of the Treasury Department to be 


taken as authority for the state of thio Treasury, 


1839.] 
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Swartwout Defalcation—Mr. Bynum. 


T Hoot Reps: 


With me, sir, he is. The honorable-gentleman 

has made repeated appeals to me upon this point, 
as chairman of the Committee on Finance of this 
body, and I cheerfully admit: that the vigilance 
of his researches, and the minuteness of his in- 
quiries may have shown him much better quali- 
fied for the head of that.committee than myself; 
but I candidly tell him and. the Senate, that in 
the discharge of my duties in the position I hold, 
the statements. of: the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment, as to the condition of the Treasury, 
have been authority to me, so far as facts and 
figuresareconcerned. Until the facts and figures, 
therefore, coming from that quarter, shall be 
shown to be erroneous, I recognize no right to | 
call upon me to sustain their accuracy. 

The Senator further says the issues of Treas- 
ury notes were not made by the Secretary in the 
most advantageous manner, thata rate of interest 
might have been given to them which would have 
enabled the Department to command specie for 
them in the market, and would have induced cap- 
italists to hold them as investments until they 
became redeemable by the law, and, therefore, 
ceased to bear interest; and he contends that the 
Secretary ought not, therefore, to be permitted to 
urge his apprehension that the new Treasury 
notes. would come in for redemption, in the way. 
of payments upon the public dues, as causing a 
necessity for the sale of this bond. Itis not for 
me to contend that the Secretary of the Treasury 
is all-wise as a financier, or:that the issue of these 
Treasury notes in some other form and manner 
might not have afforded to the Treasury greater 
temporary relief. It is enough for my purpose, 
that the Secretary acted in good faith and accord- 
ing to his best judgment, and issued the notes in 
the manner which he believed best calculated to 
afford to the Treasury and tothe country the re- 
lief intended by the law; that they were issued, 
were out, and were returning upon the Treasury 
for redemption, in the shape of payments of the 
revenue, at the time the law. passed authorizing 
the sale of these bonds. : The necessity from this 
quarter did, therefore, in fact exist, and the ex- 
perience of the Department, by the payment by 
the-bank of the first bond, paid in 1837, almost 
wholly-in Treasury drafts and other like Govern- 
ment liabilities, enabled the Secretary to. judge 
with certainty of the extent of the necessity grow- 
ing out of this consideration. Had he then rested 
quietly until these bonds reached maturity de- 
pending upon their proceeds for money to meet 
the public disbursements, and then met payments 
in unavailable Treasury notes, notes which could || 
not be reissued for any purpose, what would 
have been thought and said of his financial skill 
or official faithfulness? Or, if he had sat down 
and mourned over the fact that the notes had not 
been originally issued in some different manner, 
would that havesupplied his exhausted Treasury? 

A further complaint of the honorable Sena- 
toris, that the. proceeds of the draft upon the 
Pennsylvania bank for $300,000, transmitted by 
the Bank of Kentucky, in part payment of its 
debt to: the Government, were permitted to re- 
main on deposit in the former institution, until 
they were required for disbursement; and he 
asks, with great emphasis, why was not this sum 
transferred to some other depository? Why not 
to the Bank of America, at New York?. Why 
not to any place other than this bank, to which 
the Secretary and his political friends had been 
so hostile? I am not aware, Mr. President, that 
I can say anything which I have not already said 
upon’ this subject. I have already shown that 
this money. was as valuable to the Treasury, as 
convenient for its use, and as safe, where it was 
left, as it could have. been made in any other de- 
pository; and, in the face of these facts, if it were 
perfectly respectful, L would answer the gentle- 
man’s queries by asking him, why should the 
Secretary have transferred this money, until -re- 
quired for disbursement ?: For what public inter- 
est or object? . Had he transferred it, was there 
any possible reason he could have assigned. for 
the act other than his own hostility and that.of } 
his political party to this bank? And would the |! 
Senator from Virginia have advised the Secre- |! 
tary to put.himself upon such a defense, for such 
an act, either before this body or the country? 

Iam here compelled, Mr. President, to make | 
a remark in self-explanation and justification, an | 


E am-sorry to find that, in this debate especialy, 


the most precise and clear-definitions are rendered 
constantly necessary. The gentleman says.in 
my former remarks I termed. this Pennsylvania. 
bank “ a proper depository,” and he repeats the 
phrase with an evident design to carry the impli- 
cation-that its use by.me was the manifestation 
of a change of feeling on my part towards the in- 
stitution. Sir, the gentleman could not have failed 
to notice that l-was speaking of the second sec- 
tion of the law authorizing the sale of these bonds, 
in which the terms ** proper depository ’’ are used ; 
that I was examining the legal power and right 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, in the present 
state of the lawin relation to the public deposits, 
to select this institution as a depository for the 
proceeds of these bonds, that I came to the con-. 
clusion that the Secretary possessed the legal 
power and right to make this selection, as much 
as that of any other banking ‘institution not a 
general deposit bank under the deposit law of 
1836; and that this bank, therefore, in a legal 
sense, within the powers of the Secretary and the 
meaning of the second section of thé act for the 
sale of the bonds, was, when so selected, ‘‘as 
proper a depository for that especial purpose as 
any other which could have been so selected.’ 
These were my words, or their substance, and.I 
used the-phrase, which the Senator has so fre- 
quently repeated, in no other sense or connection. 
If he was not before aware of my meaning, in the 
use of these terms, I now offer him this explana- 
tion and definition of it. 

A further objection brought by the honorable 
gentleman against the Secretary of the Treasury 
is, that the public interests were disregarded by 
depositing this $300,000 in this bank; inasmuch 
as, had the deposit been made in a general deposit 
bank, under the deposit law of 1836, of suitable 
capital, an interest might have been obtained upon 
the deposit for the time it remained in bank. If 
this objection, Mr. President, is to. be considered 
as developing the policy of the deposit law of 
1836, I am bound to say that it will make that 
measure more objectionable to me than it has ever 
before been, unfavorably as I have ever, viewed 
it. What is the provision of that law referred to? 
That the bank shall pay an interest at the rate of 
two per centum per annum upon all money re- 
maining on deposit with it, for one whole quar- 
ter of the year, over and above an amount equal 
to the one fourth part of the capital of the bank 
actually paid in. Now, sir,.to have placed this 
$300,000 upon this investment of two per cent. a 
bank of the very smallest capital must have been 
selected, so that the largest possible excess might 
have existed, upon which interest would be paya- 
ble, while that part of the deposit which equaled 
one fourth of the capital of the bank, actually paid 
in, must have been suffered to remain three full 
months to entitle the Treasury to a recurring in- 
terest of two per cent. upon the average excess. 
I have ever thought, sir, that to make a bank pay 
interest upon public deposits was the most direct 
mode to stimulate those institutions to use the 
public money for banking purposes; and, there- 
fore, the worst possible policy which any Gov- 
ernment, State or national, could possibly adopt; 
but if, in addition to this insurmountable objec- 
tion, the consideration of capital paid in, as a se- 
curity for the deposit, is to be abandoned, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is to be required to 
select the banks of the smallest real capital, that 
the largest amount of the public money upon de- 
posit may be drawing interest, the tendency of 
the system of State bank deposits, as adopted and 
established by the deposit law of 1836, is infi- 
nitely worse than I have heretofore considered it 
tobe, And if the Secretary of the Treasury is 
to receive public censure, here or elsewhere, for 
not acting upon this dangerous principle, I must 
stand closely by him and share in the condem- 
nation. 

The Senator has considered it to be his duty to 
make very especial and marked. reference to.the | 
letter of Mr. Biddle to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, written under date of the 13th of August, 
1838, to be found among the documents, at pages 
36 and 37 of the report of the Secretary, marked į 


F 7, and infers from it that somé correspondence j; 


between the Secretary of Warand the bank, not: 
communicated to Congress, must have taken 
place, inreference to the arrangement for paying 


the bank bonds in disbursements for the War Der 
partment. The honorable gentleman ‘has ‘called. 
upon me,in my seat here, to answer to.any knowl 
edge I may possess as to: such a correspondence, 
and I frankly stated-to him and the Senate, that 
I neither know anything of it, nor do.I- find the. 
least reason, from-this, or any of the documents, 
to suppose that any such correspondence ever took 
place. If he,and the Senate, will have:the good- 
ness to look to the letter from the Secretary. of- 
War to Major Cooper, the then acting Secretary, 
written from the Virginia Springs,and to be found. 
with the documents appended to the President’s 
message, in answer to the last call of the Senator, 
it will be seen that all the arrangement upon this 
subject which the bank. has claimed; or which 
even suspicion has alleged to have been attempted, 
is there fully avowed by the honorable Secretary, 
and its prompt and honorable fulfillment is.re- 
spectfully urged upon the Treasury officers... I 
cannot, therefore, possibly see what motive is left 
for concealment, or why: any correspondence of. 
a private character should be supposed to have 
been wrongfully withheld, in, relation to. an are 
rangement completed, avowed, and carried into 
full execution. eee Pipes 

The gentleman seems further to apprehend that 
I, and those with whom I:act here; have changed 
our views and feelings in relation to the dangers 
of a national bank, and the dangerous: character 
| of a State institution so powerful as that of which 
we speak. Mr. President, he mistakes us utterly. 
We have experienced no change of feeling or 
opinion upon either of these points. Isay willings 
ly and cheerfully that I listened to some of-the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman, in relation 
to the danger of institutions of either character, 
with unmixed delight. I rejoiced to hear him 
refer to the former expressions of opinion of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnon} 
upon these subjects, and to declare his increasing 
convictions in their justice and truth, Let him 
continue to be governed by these opinions and 
feelings, in reference to these matters, and he need 
not make himself more sure of anything, in the 
whole course of his life, than he may now be of 
the fact that I, and those who think and act with 
me here, will be found with him, side by side and 
shoulder to shoulder, rendering him our feeble 
aid and supportin any war in which,he may-be 
engaged in the prosecution of such principles... 

I have but a single other. remark, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator has made repeated. allusion 
to the time I have taken to prepare for the debate 
of this day. Sir, I pretend to no, extraordinary 
powers of intuition. I require preparation toadr 
dress this body, and my great fault is that L.do 
not sufficiently prepare for so responsible a duty, 
Yet I must be permitted to think that such re- 
marks, coming from that gentleman, should not 
have been made without qualification: He may 
not have known that the deep, interest of a large 
number of the members of the Senate, ina measure 
depending before the body, (the land graduation 
bill,) at the time when this debate was. troduced 
by himself, induced me and others to consent to 
postpone the further consideration of this matter 
until that measure could be definitively disposed 
of; but such wasthefact. The Senator did know, 
however, upon whose request the postponement, 
for the last week, had taken place, and I thought 
I had a right to expect that he would not have 
made remarks calculated to charge that. delay 
upon me. 


S WARTWO UT DEFALCATION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. A. BYNUM, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
Ty rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 19, 1839, 


| On the motion of Mr. Waesser to be cxeused from serv- 
| ing on the Investigating Committee to examine into the 
Defalcation of Samuel Swartwout, 


Mr. BYNUM said: 

_ Mr. Speaker: I came to the House this morn- 
iing with little intention of troubling it with any 
i remarks of mine upon the subject under consid- 
eration, and but for its extraordinary character, 
and the extraordinary manner. in which this-de- 
bate has been carried on,and the singularity and 
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variety of considerations. which. it. embraces; I 
should have contented ‘myself by’ letting it*pass. 
without doing more: than giving a silent vote on 
the proposition before:the “Hlouse. -Sir, I deem 
this onë of the: most: important questions that 
has for years past occupied: the attention of this 
House—not from the'simple proposition on which 
we are called to'act; no! but from the magnitude 
of the consequences which, if some of the. inti- 
mations.that:have fallen in this débate be true, 
must ensue, if itis intended to carry on this:in- 
vestigation in good faith: to the country, or if 
anything ‘more is intended by it than a political 
hoax, which it has how become so customary for 
a-certain party to practice upon the too confiding | 
People in almost every nook and corner of this | 
vast and ‘growing’ Republic. “The immense im- 
Srtdice of this vestigation, and of the manner 
In which i¢should. be conducted, arises from two 
éonsiderations, entirely independent of the pro- 
fessed ‘avid ‘ostensible objects of those who havé 
now taken’ it into Hand. The propriety of in- 
Vestigating the mere defalcations of Swartwout 
and Price involves matters of common occur- 
Fetice; about which few, I hope, of any party, 
will be found, here or clsewhere, to disagree. 
That Investigation should be made, and in good 
faith to the public; and if none other had moved 
it, I should have felt it my duty to have done it 
myself. -Upon that subject l have seen little or jj 
no disagreement, here or elséwhere. 
- Bat he had said that there appeared now, from 
the remarks of honorable gentlemen on the other | 
side; two other subjects involved, of independent 
consideration from the one avowed to be the ob- 
ject of the inquiry. What were they? First, sir, 
is’ the con monien of an impeachment of the 
Secretary of the Treasury.as 4 purticeps criminis 
of thése defalcations. He, sir; has been marked 
in advance, and charged’ with the commission of 
etime that should and must brand him and his 
family with infamy‘with all posterity, if the one 
hundredth ‘part of- the allegations’ and: bitter de- 
nivhéiations that hawe been made against him on 
this floor, within the last few weeks, be true; and, 
girs if they bé not true, then Twill not say here 
what ‘execration and public indignation should 
await the base calumniator and false accuser. I 
hope I am thé last man on earth who would step 
between the guilty criminal and the impending | 
penalty of the outraged laws of the land; and 
should be amongst the Jast to attempt to throw 
around’ an offending guilty officer one panoply 
that would’shield and proteet him-from the odium | 
of insulted justice, and immediate and deserved 
unishment, however ignominious. If, then, 
hese serious considerations are involved, which 
none will deny, what infuriated partisan will dare 
rise off this floor and say that this investigation 
ghould not be conducted with the strictest impar- 
tidlity, and that the composition of this commit- 
tee should not be made by men the most uncom- 
‘mitted, disinterested, and free of prejudice against 
the Secretary, whose private, as well as public, 
character is to be ‘so seriously affected by the 
result of this investigation ? 
“ 'Thé importance of these facts surely cannot fail 
to‘strike gentlemen who feel an interest in an im- 
‘partial investigation of this matter. I would sa 
to them, if they have no regard for Levi Wood- 
‘bury’s ‘public or private character, and are de- 
termined to immolate him in their party rancor, 
lét the irmocence of an unoffending private family 
plead for the observance of the common forms of 
justice in the prosecution of this trial, and commit 
their fortunes and their fame- not into the hands 
of those who have operily and publicly proclaimed 
him alfeady gdilty, im advance, and to establish 
which they have staked their interest and their 
honor. I appeal to gentlemen to pause, if but for | 
a moment, in this mad Career of party warfare, | 
and reflect upon the ‘stupendous injustice that 
they are about to inflict upon injured innocence 
in the blind and maddening pursuit.of a victim 
for party malice. Let them place upon the com- 
mittee no man that has prejudged the guilt or in- | 
nocence of a party to be placed on‘his trial; or if 
they do, then let him have at least óne friend, to 
be selected by his friends, to sce that the forms 
of justice have been observed, if the ‘substance be 
denied. ; 
T charge gentlemen who now, by a strange 
combination, have obtained the power of this 


| easy virtue to know why they have joined in with | 


| House, the representatives of the majority of the 


| might say two thirds of which—representa party 


House, not to go into this investigation, which is | 
to-affeect so seriously the individual. character of 
one: heretofore uncontaminated with reproach, 
with unclean hands, or with any predetermined 
resolution to convict, whether there’is found in- 
nocerice or guilt. The country demands a fair 
and an impartial investigation’ of this matter, and 
not of a partisan nature; not- by men whose own 
innocence or guilt is to be dependent, in any way, 
on the result of this inquiry. No gentleman who 
has, in any way, imbibed a prejudice or expressed 
an unfavorable opinion, should deign to act on 
that committee for a moment; nor should any 
consideration induce this House, under present 
circumstances, to place sueh a on on that com- 
mittee. To do it, sir, would be a mere mockery 
of justice, and to bring into scorn the partiality 
of the whole investigation. The country does- 
not look for such an inquiry, nor can it in the 
least be benefited by such a one. The people | 
have already been harassed with repeated inqui- | 
ries, intended for party purposes merely, with- 
out a single practical good resulting to the coun- 
try. : 

Tri the second point of view, the'character of 
this committee is of the first importance, as the 
character of this whole Administration will, ina 
measure, be brought before them. Yes, sir; an 
Administration brought into power by nearly 
two thirds of the free voters of the country is 
now about being committed to the hands of a 
majority of a committee who are deadly hostile 
to the feelings and sentiments of nearly two 
thirds of the people of this country—an effect 
produced by alliances the mostextraordinary, and 
one which the people of this country should 
never cease to remember. The people will learn, 
with no little astonishment, that a Congréss, a 
majority of which they elected supporters of this 
Administration, have been. converted, by politi- 
cal management here, into a dead minority. To 
know where and by whom this recreancy and 
treachery to their rights have been committed, 
the freedom-of no people can long endure, until 
a strict accountability is demanded and had into | 
the conduet of those who have presumed to} 
change their course without consulting them. 
Their conduct should not be forgotten. | 

The people should, and will, £ cannot enter- 
tain a doubt, demand of those Representatives of | 


the Opposition to throw the Administration they | 
were elected to supportinto a minority. But, sir, | 
between thom and their constituents I shall notin- 
terfere. ‘This last treachery only affords additional į 
evidence of the incontestable truth of thateverto be 
remembered maxim with every friend of freedom 
throughout the world: * The price of ‘liberty is 
eternal vigilance.” With it, no man, or set of 
men, should be trusted to tamper with impunity, 
and those who do it have evermore acted on the 
presumption that the people, the friends of lib- 
erty, and to whom its price is beyond all value, | 
are credulous, and are easily‘to be imposed on 
and duped by great professions of scorning to be 
dictated to by party and party leaders of hon- 
esty, sincerity, and disinterested patriotism. The 
world over, and these have been the uniform dec- 
larations and professions of those who have be- 
come recreant to the trusts confided to them by 
a too generous constituency. 

The Republican party, beyond all. others, have 
suffered most from this political malady. It has 
been their curse since the earliest formation of 
this Government, and has been progressive up to 
the present date, and now even threatens the sub- 
version of all freedom in that Government under 
which we live and have prospered so long and 
so gloriously. . : . 

One of the greatest novelties of this investiga- 
tion, as it is proposed to be carried on by the 
present allied powers, is that the majority of this 


people of this country, the whole of the officers 
of the Government, are’ to be placed into the | 
hands of a committee, a majority of which—I 


that are composed of the representatives of a most 
meager minority of the people of this country. | 
Here, sir, then, absolutely for the first time in l 
the history of this Government, be it said to its | 
immortal “honor, has been the majority of this ; 
country placed into hands to be tried by a minor- 


ity, a thing that should be long recollected as the 
first step of a departure from that fundamental 
rule in all free Republics, that in all cases a ma- 
jority shall control—facts, sir, that must strike, 
forcibly, every statesman of the waning and de- 
creasing regard for the sovereign control of the 
great majority of the people, as now entertained 
and evinced for the first time by a certain party 
in this country. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) Tam glad, truly glad, that 
itis so. lam rejoiced at this early development 
of the principles of a party that has just gained 
control in this Government. I am glad of the 
developments made here of their true characters, 
and of the principles upon which they are to act 
as a party. Itis the first earnest given of the 
principles upon which they are to act, and on 
which they are to carry out the true doctrines of 
what is now called the modern Whig party and 
their appendages in holy alliance. 

It will now be seen, most astounding as it is, 
that the character of this Administration, brought 
into power by a majority of the suffrages of the 
freemen of this country, backed by the election 
of a majority of Representatives to this Congress, 
have, by an art not unfrequently used here, by 
an alliance to which the people have inno way 
been a party nor instrumental, now been placed 
into the hands of a minority Opposition, the pecu- 
liar representatives of all the idle, unproductive 
interests of the entire nation; an augury than 
which nothing could be more portentous and 
alarming to the advocates of productive industry 
and of freedom throughout the civilized world; 
evincing, most clearly, a regularly concocted 
plan, to my mind, of a settled, fixed system, 
which, in connection with what has taken place 
elsewhere* by this new: party to usurp by fraud, 
deception, intrigue, and: stratagem, the rights of 
the majority of the freemen of this country, and 
to overthrow that great fundamental, principle in 
all free governments of the undisputed right of 
the majority to control. Is not, then, the cares 
about being pursued here, and on this occasion; 
perfectly in character with, and a piece of, that 
well-digested plan of operations which has been 
recently carried on elsewhere by the same party 
to thwart the will of the majority of the great 
body of the people of this country? Does no 
man sce the kindred relationship of this step to 
others of recent date? Sir, in my judgment it 
wears the party brand—resistance to, and: usurpa- 
tion of, the rights of the majority of the free peo- 
ple of this country. Hence the stupendous mag: 
nitude and importance of the appointment of a 
fair, impartial, and unprejudiced committee, with 
a due respect to the feelings of a majority of this 
House and the country, and with hands un- 
stained with any preconceived opinions of the 
guilt or innocence of any man or set of men. 
Upon this subject this House has a lesson. Will 
it heed it? : 

In the next place, will it be forgotten that the 
people of this nation have but just returned to 
this. Congress a majority of Representatives— 
from fifteen to twenty-five—in favor of the pres- 
ent Administration, who professed to be Demo- 
crats and Republicans when elected, and pledged 
themselves to the support.of the present Repub- 
lican Administration? Can the opinions of the 
majority-of the people’s Representatives, or the 
opinions of a majority of the people themselves, 
be fairly represented on that committee when it 
is known that a majority already elected. on. it 
belong to the minority: of the House, and who 
represent a most meager minority out of it? Do 
gentlemen not see the extraordinary composition 
and character that they are about to give to that 
committee—about, did I say?—which they have 
already given to it, and which must mark with 
Suspicion their whole proceedings with every 
friend of popular rights? 

- - Sir, the committee themselves should pause 
before they take it upon themselves to act under 
such circumstances. For this reason, then, I have 
said.if you would have the report of this com- 
mittee to produce a salutary effect, give us a fair 
committee, composed of unbiased, uncommitted 
members in favor of the guilt or innocence of any 
individuals, and whose interest. nor houor is.at 


* See the conduct of the party and their attempts af usurp- 
ation in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Hlinois. 
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stake, to convict or acquit any man? Without 
such a committee, your investigation will be a 
mere farce, and all will consider it.a mere mock- 
ery of justice, and a mere hunt after party cal- 
umny and detraction; not- to ‘whitewash, ” but to 
“ plackwash”’? the- individuals and the. party to 
whom a majority of that committee is opposed. 
Can anything be more apparent? If we would 
have an eye singly fixed upon the public interests, 
with a view to investigate. this transaction for the 
benefit of the country, and the country alone, the 
composition of this committee should be made of 
the most impartial, unprejudiced, and unexcep- 
tionable materials. Sir, ĮI warn those who now, 
for the first time, have gained the power in this 
House by the aid of the ** secret ballot,” not to 
commit in open day, in the face of the world, that. 
hideous, damning, and blackest of crimes, of. se- 
lecting a committee themselves, composed of a 
majority of their own friends—a thing that they 
have consumed so much of the important time of 
this House in denouncing and stigmatizing as a 
species of favoritism, co rruption, and prostitution, 
pregnant with a degree of partiality and injustice 
that defied all scrutiny into the malpractices of 
this Government. 1 charge them, in the face of 
this House, in the face of this country, not to let 
their first act, after obtaining power, be imbued 
with all the crime and odium which they have so 
eloquently attached to it when committed by the 
Republican party in this House. I charge them, 
if they have yet left one sentiment of respect for 
the intelligence and good sense of the people of 
this country, not to let their first act be guilty, 
and convict them of this black and damning sin, 
about which they have been so clamorous, and 
which it has been their daily vocation, since the 
organization of their party, to hold up and de- 
nounce as an act of most crying injustice, and 
monstrous corruption. I charge them not to treat 
with such disrespect the good sense and recollec- 
tion of the people of this country. 

I charge them not to let this people demand of 
them to know why it is a virtue in one party in 
this country te commit an act which it is prosti- 
tution, corruption, and profligacy, when com- 
mitted-by another; why it is that’ individuals or 
partis appear before them, and denounce thatin 
others which they applaud, as the highest. praise, 
the commission of bythemselves, -AndI charge 
gentlemen, in the name of our common country, 
in the name of that liberty which we all profess 
so much to love, not to presume too much upon 
their power of misrepresentation and stultification 
of the honest, intelligent, and unbiased freemen 
of my country. p 

Of all the parties that have heretofore existed 
in this country, that of the Whig, now socalled, 
should be the last to resist and refuse the appoint- 
ment, in this House, of a liberal and impartial 
committee to investigate any subject, and more 
‘particularly the present. The least variation from | 
the strictest impartiality, and the greatest liber- 
ality, is at war with every profession and declar- 
„ation that-they have made for years, both in and 
out of this House, Sir, with them to presume 
the contrary, consistency would cease to be a vir- 
tue, and sincerity of profession a damnable hete- 
rodox. But how shall this party. appear? How 
-Bhall the world judge them, when it is made evi- 
dent, that the very first. act. committed by them, 
-after acquiring power, Isay, will be found in op- 
position-to all that they have said and written on | 
‘this subject ever since the constitution of this 
-mongrel party ?. What shall the world say when 
„their very first act is made to give the—1 will not 
-say what, but will call it by a milder name—the 
most palpable contradiction, and open falsifica- 
tion, of. every profession òf sincerity that they 
have heretofore, with such prodigality, made to 
the American people. 

Now; sir, let:factsspeak toan impartial and in- 
telligent world; and I invoke all attention, that 
‘nothing may be ‘lost, that justice may amply be 
done to all whom it may concern. Here are res- | 
-olutions adopted to raisea committee of nine mem- | 
bers to effect an-investigation of a transaction, 
deeply imbued with fraud, as itis alleged, andin 
which not only your Secretary ofthe Treasury, 
-but the whole character of this Administration, is 
involved. 


and repeated upon this floor; the charge has.been 
met, and all are willing to go into the investiga- 
tion, and to ferret out what of fraud and corrup- 
tion itis in the power of the committee in good 
faith to effect. Ihave before said that the Ad- 
ministration party, or Republican party, repre- 
senting a majority of the people of this country, 
have at least a majority of some fifteen or twenty- 
five of the Representatives of this body, including 
the Conservatives; all of whom, he believed, had | 
been elected as friends to this Administration. 
Yet strange to tell, already, by virtue of the“ se- 
cret ballot,” had there been elected, on this com- 
mittee, Messrs. Curtis, Hartan, Wise, Dawson, 
Smitu, and Hoorkins; four Whigs, two Conserv- 
ative, all of whom, judging from their course here, 
are as deadly hostile to all that is connected with 
this Administration as they are to the monarchy 
of Great Britain. Now, sir, the Whig party, 
«c all told,” have, on this floor, from one hundred 
and five to one hundred and ten Representatives of 
the two hundred and forty-two. The Republicans 
have from one hundred and twelve to one hundred 
and eighteen. The Conservatives have ten to 
twelve Representatives in this House, justenough 
to give the Whigs a small majority, whenever it 
becomes their interest to do so. Here is the true 
position. of parties, and what is the aspect before 
us? Let the country note it. Already have the 
Whigs, who comprise both a minority of the 
Representatives of this House, and a minority of 
the people of this country, taken care of them- 
selves, and wrested the power fromthe majority, 
both in the House and out of it, and placed on 
the committee four of the nine of their own mem- 
bers, and for services rendered, gave to the Con- 
servatives two already of the nine to represent 
their ten or twelve on this floor; one of whom, 
however, isas much of a Whig, and as deadly 
hostile to the Administration, as any member of 
the Whig party in or out of this House; thus se- 
curing to themselyes, by thealliance, a dead ma- 
jority on the committee, although representing 
both a minority in the House and out of it. 
Now all. this is no partiality, gentlemen, nothing 
like it ; and though you represent but a minority 
of the people of this country, and the majority of 
the committee represent the -minority ‘of this 
House, I give you the greatest credit for your in- 
genuity, your tact, and your management; you 
deserve most richly a better cause. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in all good conscience, what 
will the world say in all future time of the frank- | 
ness and sincerity of the professions and purity 
ofa party who, by their first act, after obtaining 
power, have committed the very despicable crime 
that they have so long been wont to charge home 
upon their opponents, of being of the deepest dye, 
and fraught with every species of corruption that 
was alarming and appalling to the rights of free- 
men? What will they-say atthe display of such 
tact, management, and ingenuity, at the expense 
| of every profession of sincerity and political hon- 
esty? How will the world regard their clamor, 
in all time to come, about partiality, trick, strat- 
agem, and intrigue? What have they done in re- | 
gard to this committee but the very thing that 
they have so long denounced you, Mr. Speaker, 
and the whole Republican party, for doing? Sir, 
did I say it was the very thing for which they 
denounced you and the Republican party ? I beg 
pardon; I will show it to be infinitely worse—yes, | 
sir, worse—and which, sir, will place your con- 
duct in that chair in a most enviable light. Can 
they possibly think that we do not see the covert 
objects of this Janus-faced movement for.an elec- I 
tion by secret ballot? Do they think that their 
| craft can forever protect and shield them from de- 
tection and exposure? Do they think that the 
i people are so blind and stupid as not tosee through 
their double object in wresting from the Speaker 
of the House the power of appointment of a com- 
mittee at this time? Do they think that we are 
not aware of the reflection -upon both the integ- 
rity and capacity of the majority of this House, | 
who have placed you, sir, in that seat? - And.do |, 
they suppose that we are. not aware. of -another, į 
and a still greater object, that this purity party have 


the bottom of much of this movement? Is it, sir, 


This charge has been again and again made, 


to affect you*in. a certain State, before whose 
Democratic. Republican: freemen your name 1s 


in view by this very reflection, and which is at |! 


now held up for a most prominent station? .[s.it 
expected, by such hoco poco, crafthood movements 
here, that the Republican freemen of that distin- 
guished State are. to. be duped. and hoodwinked 
and led up to the sacrifice and immolation.of one 
of her own sons, who has distinguished himself 
so much in his advocacy of the agricultural, 
planting, and productive interests of the State, 
against the unproductive, impoverishing, monop- 
olies that have every where so marred and blighted 
the prosperity of our country? Let me entreat 
! them to. respect more the intelligence, sagacity, 
i and practical understanding of the farmers, and 
| the productive, laboring men of my country... ` 

Your enemies have in this done. you an act of 
| justice that must exalt you far beyond anything 
| that your friends could have done for you. They 
have shown, after all the hue and cry set. up 
against you, and the unmeasured tirade of abuse 
which they have leveled ,against you, that they, 
they, sir, by their first act after obtaining power, 
have sanctioned your conduct to the fullest ex- 
tent; nay, more, they have gone far beyond it. 
You gave'to the majority of the Representatives 
j in this House, and, consequently, a majority of 
the people of the country, only a majority on the 
several important committees, in conformity with 
every republican usage and. practice since the or- 
ganization of constitutional governments.that had 
for its basis the control of a majority of- the peo- 
ple. This was your crime, and was the.corrupt- 
ing crime of the party to which you belonged, and 
for which you have been daily threatened, on this 
floor, with a political guillotine. . But what have 
your enemies done? . They have taken, it upon 


| themselves, not to place on a committee a:major- 


ity to represent.a majority of the members of this 
House, not a majority to represent a majority. of 
the people of this country, but, worse than all, 
they have placed on the committee a majority of 
those who represent both a minority on this floor, 
‘and a minority of the people of this country; and 
; by this means have given the Representatives of 
:a minority, both of the people and Representa- 
tives in this House, the power to try and con- 
demn, in the committee, the majority; a thing 
| perfectly anomalous in all free governments; in- 
consistent with every principle of Democratic re- 
| publicanism, as abhorrent with every doctrine of 

equality and. common justice; and one which, if 
it had been committed by any Speaker of the Re- 
publican or Democratic party, would have been 
rung, trumpet-tongued, through every cabin, shan- 
ty, village, and hamlet beyond the. mountains. 
What a wonderful. regard is, here:-shown for tha 
| opinions, the feelings, and the interests of the ma- 
| jority of the freemen of this country, in the very 

first act of a party after obtaining power? What 
| a commentary does it not furnish to their future 
i course, should they retain the power that they 
have seized on by this “ holy alliance;”’ a power 
| not given by a majority.of the people, nor even 
| contemplated to have been given, but which they 
have obtained by a coalition, in. defiance of. the 
will or wishes of that people.as expressed through 
their Representatives. f : 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is far. from being all; 
the worst is to come yet. I believe it bag been 
i customary in this House, since I have been hon- 
ored with a seat on this floor, when important 
committees were to. be appointed, forthe Speaker 
| to receive suggestions and recommendations of 
particular gentlemen, from both. parties in this 
| House, of such gentlemen.as they desired to be 
placed on such committees; and such suggestions 
have at.all times received the most favorable con- 
sideration; and Ido not know of a single instance 
where the present Speaker or his predecessors 
chave not yielded to such suggestions. In the ap- 
|-pointment of all.our important committecs, by 
both.our presentand former Speakers, each party 
-has. been generally represented by its ablest mem- 
bers. This, in all fairness, is all that we now 
ask. Will this new coalition of Whigs and Con- 
servatives, now the majority of this House, dare 
to disturb this salutary usage, and, for the: first 
time, depart from its long acquiesced in.propriety, 
from whieh I have heard as yet. not of a single 
act of deviation? This, however, has not been 
considered by the Whig. party liberal enough for 
them; their complaints have continued unceas- 
ingly, until they have-gained power by aid ofthe 
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aliance and their secret ballot; and what: have 
they done? Their‘first'act, too; mark that. - 
They have'not only selected:a majority of the 
committee from: a minority of: the House, and 
who’ represent a minority of the freemen of the 
country; but, contrary to every principle of lib- 
erality heretofore practiced by the Speaker, of 
placing on the committees such as the minority 
party might desire, they have denied, and persist 
in“refusing to give to the’ majority, even of the 
House, and’the majority of the country, one single 
man‘that they desire to be ‘placed on that com- 
mitteé to represent the majority of both the House 
and the country. ‘A step taken, sir, alittle beyond 
anything heretofore known in this Government 
of fréemien, since ‘the foundation of our free Re- 
public. “Yes, sir, they are now endeavoring to 
force on'the committee a small minority of mem- 
bers to! represent the majority, who do not wish 
et theméelves; and who are not the choice of 
thé majority’ whom they are to ‘represent as a 
party. They have refused, as a party, to vote 
to place‘ single man on the committee that has 
been selected to be placed on it by the Republican 
party, whom they are to represent, and are now 
determined, after having elected a majority of the 
committee from their own minority of the House 
and the’ country, imbued with all their precom- 
mittals and préjudgments, as openly pronounced 
‘on this floor, to select such of the remainder of 
the committee’ as they may think disinclined, anid 
too ‘inefficient to do justice to the parties con- 
cerned-—the Republican party, or the country at 
Jarge—displaying a species of pertinacity and 
arbitrary rule, heretofore unknown ‘to the better 
days of this Republic. . Evincing a disposition 
for, and a détermination in the éxercise of, arbi- 
trary power that is withouta parallel inthe annals 
of free republican Governments. They have not 
been ‘coutented in getting and selecting their own 
man, and a majority too, though themselves ina 
minority, but are determined to select for us ours, 
nh the very fdce of our remonstranées against the 
justice of such a selection; and attempt to force 
‘mën upon the committee to represent'us, against 
‘dur will of wishes, and all this done, too, sir, by 
a party heretofore clamorous against you, and the 
majority of this House, for the use of arbitrary 
ower, Merciful God! What a lesson on the 
oeauties of hypocrisy and consistency here, are 
we taught! > a 
Look, sir, at the composition of the committee 
as already formed—six out of nine deadly hos- 
tile to every principle, opinion, feeling, and in- 
tëtest of the Republican party, though some may 
profess a little friendship for it, (perhaps to make 
things easy at home,) and the remaining three, it is 
‘obstinately opposed to be given to the majority, 
to'be composed of such men as in whose abilities 
and political integrity they entertain the highest 
regard, and would choose to trust on such an oc- 
casion. Herë, sit, isa bright’ specimen of the 
‘fairness, purity, impartiality, and disinterested- 
ness of this immaculate party, who were wont to 
‘sicken with disgust and nauseate at the very name 
of corruption and foul play in politics. History 
will do’ them justice for their parity and the hon- 
esty of’ their professions, and prosperity should 
‘not fail to award them a crown, more durable 
than brass, for so eagerly embracing that par- 
tidlity and corruption which they have so bitterly 
debounced, when charged to be practiced in the 
Worst, degree: by others. Let not those gentle- 
‘mer deceive themselves, in the powers of their 
‘splendid talents, in making all to glisten that does 


not shine. ‘*Letthem not presume too much upon | 


their’ power of pavie-making, and to alarm the 
weak and ignorant against their Government, be- 
cause they-themselves cannot rule it, nor their 
powers of eloquence and declamation to bewilder 
and stultify the popular sense and moral feelings 
of the hardy yeomanry and people of this coun- 
try. The Republican party have only asked to 
-place on this committee such men as they can 
rely on, if but two of three; with. such. talents and 
qualifications as will erable ther to-do justice'to 
the majority of this Hotise, to: the Adivinistra- 
tion, and to a majority of the people of this coun- 
try; and, sir, this they are deniet: es Pe, 

The Whig party are determined, then, to have 
‘the entire control of this whole investigation, the 
entire game in their own hands, to be conducted 


| in their own way; with the Conservatives to pró- 
| tect their friend Swartwout, and’ to throw, no 
doubt, if possible, the entire: blame on the Gen- 


elicited, little, in my'judgmént, is to be expected 
from that committee, but a most partisan investi- 
gation and criminating report. It would ‘be dis- 
creditable to the declaration of individuals, as 
already expressed on this floor, to believe the 
| contrary; yet these have been ‘the very first indi- 
viduals to be placed on the committeé by their 
party, with what degree of fairness and impar- 
tiality the intelligent freemen of this country will 
! decide. ; ` 

Sir, I have heard much of the celebrated inves- 
tigation of the United States Bank, and the far- 
famed committee universally known as the “ white- 
wash committce;’’ but if this does not turn out to 
be a blackwash committee, then am I no prophet, 
nor the son of a prophet. - 

Mr. WISE rose, and was tnderstood to say 
he demanded an- explanation. He wished to 
| know whether the gentleman meant to say the 
| committee would intentionally misrepresent what 
| was true, or say what was not true? and whether 
Mr. W., as one of the members, had ever done, 
ij or would do so? 
|| Mr. BYNUM said, were he not disposed of 


sion, he should disdain to answer any inquiry; 
i but he was determined to look to the condition of 
the country, and the situation of the party with 
which he had the honor to act. 
to do with the gentleman from Virginia as an in- 
dividual there. He should scorn to answer any 
question which required him to select that gentle- 
man, or any other, from the rest of the commit- 
| tee. Ele confessed that there were some gentle- 
men ori the committee for whom he had: the 
highest respect and personal regard, but was free 
to confess that there were others for whom he 
had little ornone.. Thedemand ofthe kind which 
had been made, however, would, of itself, pre- 
vent his expressing any opinions of individuals. 

Mr. WISE still insisted. The gentleman had 
made some exceptions. Did he mean to desig- 
nate him ? 


put questions to him, he had better wait until he 
had concluded. He could assure the gentleman 
that the scorpion rod he had so frequently attempted 
| to wield over that House had no terrors for him; 
nor would it have, were he a thousand times 
i| more terrific than he would have the world believe 
him to be. ‘Would he now attempt to force gen- 
|| tlemen to say that they did not believe his former 
| declarations, as made on that floor, as to the guilt 
| or innocence of certainindividuals? The gentle- 
man himself might have believed them—might 
have made them in good faith at the time. He 
| should not undertake to-decide upon his motives 
| or sincerity. He had no explanations to make 
to that gentleman. 

| Mr. B. thought he had now shown most clearly 
the extraordinary dilemma and awkward predic- 


the singular course they had taken on the present 
occasion. He thought he had shown most con- 
clusively, and placed far beyond all future cavil 
forever hereafter, the hollow pretenses of: that 
party to fairness, liberality, and impartiality. It 
was impossible, it appeared to him, that they 
could ever hear again these sacréd words men- 
tioned, without a crimson blush of shame arising 
on their cheek. Boas 

With these general remarks, (said he,) I will 
now proceed to notice what has fallen from sev- 
eral gentlemen in relation to this subject, as de- 
clared on the floor of Congress, and which I 
confess | heard with no little astonishment: ‘as- 
| tonished, sir, because | heard it declared on the 
| floor of this House, by a Representative in Con- 
gress who, it should be presumed, would declare 
nothing here that he was not prepared with ‘the 
proof to substantiate. To become the common 
reviler and calumniator: of those whose “virtues 
and long-tried services have recommended: them 
to higher places than our own, has become:a 
| practice, sir, of this House, little less derogatory 
to the standing of a member of Congress than it 
is disreputable to the councils of a great nation 
of-freeméti, of which it-has heretofore: been our 


eral Government.’ From every indication yet ; 


his own accord to doall that was fair on the occa- | 


He had nothing | 


Mr. BYNUM said, if the gentleman wished to ! 


ament in which this purity party had fallen, by | 


pride and our pleasure to boast. ` Nor would I be 
considered amongst those who would throw the 
least obstacle in the way of the strictest scrutiny 
into the conduct of public officers occupying high 
places. I consider them amenable to the Repre- 
sentatives and to the people for the faithful dis- 
charge of the high trust that has been confided to 
them, and shall ever be for holding them to the 
strictest accountability. But, sir, while I would 
do that, though not a member of the ‘decency 
party,” I hope I shall never, on this floor, lose a 
proper respect for the offices of my Government, 
if I should retain none for the occupant, A be- 
coming respect, sir, for the Government of my 
nation, and a respect due to our beloved country, 
should forbid it. - Continue your abuse and cal- 


.umny and detraction of all in the higher offices 


of your Government, and you level to the very 
earth the most exalted stations, to which it 
should be the pride and laudable ambition of 
every freeman “to aspire, as the meed of merit 
and the greatest reward of thë most illustrious 
deeds that freemen can confer.” Sir; continue to 
degrade and disgrace every officer in your Gov- 
ernment, and what sagacious statesman is-there 


‘amongst us that cannot edsily foresee the disas- 


trous results and downward tendency into which 
our whole political fabric must soon tumble? 

All free Governments are based alone upon 
opinion; and when, from constant abuse and de- 
gradation of the offices and officers of a Govern- 
ment, public opinion becomes infected and loses 
a proper respect for the Government itself, what 
must naturally follow but a change of the whole 
system, and a speedy resort to some other for 
which they may have a greater respect? And is 
this the true object of your indiseriminate abuse 
of all the officers of this free Government? Ebe- 


| tieve, in the sincerity of my heart, it is the true, 


secret, and sole object of many. But we are told 
that these denunciations are not directed against 
the offices, but against the officers who-fill them: 
Now, sir, there is a certain: principle ‘in: meta- 
physics which has ever proven the irresistibility 
and influence of the power of association.. Keep 
up your constant degradation of your officers oc- 
eupying high places, and how long, from this 
very power of association, before you imbibe, 


| and induce others to do it, imperceptibly often, 


the greatest contempt for the offices themselves, 
and which offices alone constitute the Govern- 
ment itself? Who are so blind, then, as not to 
see the deadly blow, in all this indiscriminate 
calumny, abuse, and detraction, aimed at the very 
stability and existence. of the present system of 
this, our free Republican form of Government? 
Who is there so blind as cannot see the danger 
that sucha course at once threatens to the dura- 
bility and permanency of the present system of 
our free, republican Government, and with what 
pride such a course here must be hailed through- 
out the world by the implacable. enemies of all 
free Governments?» With what cheering hopes 
it must inspire the great enemies of our freedom, 
both at home and abroad? Sir, these are sub- 
jects of the greatest moment and high considera- 
tion to the philosophical statesman who reflects 
upon the destiny of empires and .the ‘fate of re- 
publics; and let no man blind himself to the les- 
sons of experience, which the ‘history of fallen 
nations should teach us upon these absorbing 
subjects. Then how should any: man who: pro- 
fesses a becoming regard for: his. Government, 
and the institutions under which he lives, justify 
himself in rising here from his seat and pro- 
nouncing one of the first officers. in the Govern- 


| ment ‘‘a- corrupt pander of power; the particeps 


criminis of a hundred defalcations,’’ without the 
safety of the Republic demanded it, and he had 
the proof at hand to establish. so foul a charge 
beyond the power of cavil or contradiction? Are 
gentlemen. prepared with their proofs to establish 
these charges, or, if they fail, are they prepared 
to meet their constituents and defend themselves 
against the charge of uttering the foulest calum- 
nies merely for’ the gratification of the blackest 
political spleen and party malice? What excuse 
should the American people (those who.are now 
not prepared for revolution and plunder) receive 
as a justification of such a course? : Are gentle- 
men aware of the high and awful responsibility 
that they. assume in ‘belching fortl this indiscrim- 
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inate calumny and abuse against almost every 
high officer in your Government, whether placed 
in office by the people themselves, or by the ex- 
ecutive department, who himself isa mere ser- 
vant of the people, and whose greatest crime it 
is, with some, to have been the object of the 
people’s choice? ; f 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, asked if the 
gentleman had alluded to him, or to what he had 
said on a former occasion in relation to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BYNUM. Tdo allude to what the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi said on a former occa- 
sion, as I then wrote it down and understood it, 
and ‘have it now before me. 

ae PRENTISS. Then, sir, I wish to ex- 

ain. 

‘Mr. BYNUM. Certainly, sir; for I should be 
exceedingly sorry to do any act of injustice to 
that gentleman, or any other on this floor. 

Mr. PRENTISS was understood to say that 
he had said, in his previous remarks, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury was the particeps erim- 
inis of a hundred defalcations, as 1t was shown 
in his report to Congress; that he had particalariy 
examined the report, and had found in it that 
number of defalcations, or more, but that he knew 
them not, of his own knowledge, in any other way; 
that was the evidence on which he relied, and 
‘was prepared to show, if necessary. 

“Mr. BYNUM. Iam ekevediiely glad to hear 
the gentleman say that he knows nothing against 
the Secretary of the Treasury, of his own knowl- 
edge, upon which to found those high charges of 
corruption and profligacy. 

Mr. PRENTISS. No, sir, I did not say that; 
I know of one defalcation in Mississippi. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the gentleman know, of 
his own knowledge, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury was a particeps criminis of that defalca- 
tion, or that he connived at it in any shape or 
form whatever? 

„Mr. PRENTISS. He knew of the defalca- 
tion. 

Mr. BYNUM. And, sir, he reported those 
defalcations, as he was bound todo; and further 
the law allowed him no right to go. If such are 
the grounds on which youare to convict the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of impeachable offenses of 
corruption, if he be not convicted already in the 
minds of certain gentlemen, I doubt the necessity 
of an investigation; but it is now due to the Sec- 
retary, the party, and the country, that it should 
be had and carried onin good faith. ‘The report 
of the Secretary we have all read, and are liable 
to place on it very different constructions from 
those of the. honorable gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. But that he (the Secretary) should be 
guilty, or be a particeps criminis of an offense, be- 
cause it was committed under his administration 
of that Department, is as novel as it is extraor- 
dinary. Just as well, Mr. Speaker, might they 
attempt to hold me or you, sir, guilty of the 
many little petit larcenies which are committed by 
‘our domestics and servants at home in our ab- 
senzé to this House. The reason and justice in 
the one case is equally the same in the other, and 
the attempt to hold one responsible for the. guilt 
in such cases would be frowned down as most 
insulting to the plainest understanding in the 
community. : 

“0 The moral sense of the American people has 
not yet arrived at that pitch of rotundity, as ruth- 

‘lessly to sacrifice a public servant upon the heated 
charges of aspiring politicians, or upon the highly 
‘wrought declamation of mere party malice. They 
call for the evidence of some overt act, committed 
directly or indirectly by the person charged, else 
humanity. will be allowed to plead his cause, and 
justice demand forthwith his acquittal. Gentlemen 
should beware how they persecute a man and pro- 
nounce him guilty, beforehe is put upon his trial 
and the evidence is heard in his behalf. The 
American people are neither tyrannical, “cruel, 
nor oppressive in their nature, and they have sel- 
dom held those guiltless who have attempted to 
play off upon them such a pait, and establish for 
‘them such a character; so abhorrent and revolting 
to all the. better feelings of their native disposi- 
tions. No, sir, no, sir; I thank my God that I 
yi live in a country where humanity and justice 

ave not been entirely stifled and strangled by the 


-‘Swartwout; and with you we will endeavor to fer- 


committee, with all their prepossessions and pre- | 


ferocious spirit of an unfeeling savage party ma- 
lignity. I trust I yet live among my countrymen 
who have too high a regard for liberty and justice 
to witness the untarnished reputation of one man 
in society, however humble, rent and mangled 
for the mere gratification of party vengeance. If 
we are to have an investigation, and a consequent 
trial of any of our public officers, let us engage 
in it with clean hands and pure consciences, and 
let us not condemn before we convict. Such a 
course might be tolerated in the court of some 
Eastern despot, but never, never, I hope, in free 
and happy America. f 

While I hope ever to be the last, in or out of 
this House, to throw a shield around any public 
officer to screen him from the just demands of 
public justice, I will never consent to witness, in 
the heat of party violence, an act that would dis- 
grace and degrade the age of a Nero or Caligula. 
But, sir, perhaps all this is right; and we should 
thank Heaven that it is so; that these develop- 
ments have given us a glimpse of the true char- 
acter of what may be the reign of that party, 
should they, by trick or stratagem, ever gain the 
ascendency in this country. I am, sir, for an in- 
vestigation, a bona fide investigation, to be con- 
ducted with impartiality and in good faith to all 
parties; and none other can or should be received 
as worthy of this House, by the just, intelligent 
freemen of this country. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Garranp]} 
tells us that we are determined to defeat this in- 
vestigation. Who are opposed to it? Can the gen- 
tleman name the first man? No, sir; I dare him 
to do it. None have manifested the least disposi- 
tion here to thwart or oppose it. No member of 
the Republican or Democratic party would do it. 
If there be one to be found in this House opposed 
to the investigation, to be carried on in good faith, 
he is a traitor to his party; nay more, he isa 
traitor to the country. What have they to expect | 
from such a course but the realization of that 
weakness and want of political foresight that the 
puffed-up and arrogated wisdom of their Whig 
opponents have labored so much and so long to 
convict them of in vain?—an attempt that has 
been carried on against the Republican party ever 
since the first dawning of our Revolution. 1t was 
their ignorance which spoke into existence this 
nation of freemen, with a republican form of Gov- 
ernment; and it has been by such ignorance that 
their freedom and happiness have ever since been 
protected and cherished, and their country led on 
to a degree of prosperity and greatness unexam- 
pled in the history of the civilized world. Under 
such ignorance, then, who would not prefer to 
live, and bear all the reproaches and aspersions 
of the arrogated pseudo wisdom of the world? 

Sir, the gentleman tells us that they have se- 
lected their men,.and their strongest men, too. 
t There’s the rub.” They have their strongest 
men, a majority of them, too, already placed on 
that committee. And whatdo weask? Simply 
—although representing the largest number in this 
House, and almost two thirds of the people out | 
of it—to allow us to place on that committee of | 
nine, three of our strongest men. We have only 
asked for three to be placed on that committee to 
represent the majority of this House, the majority 
of the people of the country, the great Demo- 
cratic party of the nation, and this, sir, is denied; 
and because we persist in so humble a request, 
we are told that the Democrats are opposed to the 
investigation! Most modest, indeed! Give us 
a fair committee—or foul, as it is already com- 
posed—give us but three of our strongest men, 
and we will go into the investigation now, to- 
morrow, the next day, or when and where you 
please. Give us but three, and we will go with 
you into every recess, and dark hole, and black 
cavern of this great conservative leader, Samuel | 


ret out; in good faith, this foul defalcation, which 
smells to the very heavens. But wearé unwilling 
to trust the character of this Administration, or 
the untarnished reputation of any distinguished 
individual connected ‘with it, in the hands of a | 


commitals against them, without having honest 
men of our own party, in whose competence, tal- | 
ents, and firmness we have the greatest confi- 


dence: And iv this thé unreasonable, iniquitous 


conduct that the Democratic party is guilty of, 
for which they are to- be denounced‘ upon: this 
floor? This recent victory, gained by the aid of 
the secret ballot and the holy alliance, surely has 
not already placed gentlemen: beside themselves, 
and, in their transport of joy, made them forget- 
ful of all that is right, equitable, or just. I pra 
them to have a little moderation in the first froi- 
tion of this ominous alliance, if they would per- 
petuate, but for a short time, the durability of the 
ecstacy of its consummation. 

Again: the honorable gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Gar.anp,] with all his accustomed lib- 
erality and modesty, has charged us with a wish 
to place on this committee a set of jack-legged, 
peltifogging lawyers. Wonderful! Now, Mr: 
Speaker, this is perfectly in keeping with the 
arrogance of the ‘ decency party,” and shows 
what has ever been their political curse, their 
bane, for which they have never been able to find 
an antidote, no matter under what party name 
they have appeared. They have bad memories, 
and their own acts are continually rising up in 
judgment against them. To abuse in others what 
they themselves practice, is the disease of that 
party, and shows how greatly wanting they are 
in that becoming discretion that they so vehe- 
mently denounce the want of in all others. But 
to the charge: we: want jack-legged lawyers and 
pettifoggers placed on that committee. Now, sir, 
will the goodness and mildness and liberality of 
the honorable gentleman permit: mé to ask what, 
are the professions of. those six gentlemen out of 
the nine, that the Whig party has already placed 
on that committee? For information’s sake, I 
will read the names of those gentlemen already 
on the committee to the honorable gentleman‘and. 
to the House. +e a 

Here, sir, are the names of Mr. Hanran of 
Kentucky, Mr. Dawson of Georgia, Mr. Curtis 
of New York, Mr. Wiss of Virginia, Mr. Suite 
of Maine, and Mr. Hopxiys of Virginia. These 
gentlemen have already been selected by the 
“secret ballot,” and placed by the honorable 
gentleman’s party on that committee. After this 
charge made by him, will the gentleman con- 
descend to tell us and the country how many of 
this number, of the six members already placed 
on-that committee by him—him, sir, and his 
party—are lawyers? whether pettifoggers ot jack- 
legged? for after this bold. charge, the ‘country 
may feel some curiosity to know. Sir, the gen- 
tleman is silent. I shall, then, make bold to-do 
it forhim. Heére arè their ‘hames; and I pro- 
nounce every individual on that committee; yet 
seleeted by that fair-play, justice-loving party, to 
be a lawyer; there is nota single member of them 
who is not now, or has not been, a practicing 
attorney. O consistency! ‘what a priceless 
jewel thou art!” ‘ : 

But, sir, they are all Whigs and Conservatives, 
and perhaps the gentleman means that that party 
contains no jack-legeed pettifogging lawyers. ‘They 
are all distinguished gentlemen, that “ know each 
other by instinct.” There are no lawyers of the _ 
Republican party, who are not jack-legged petti- 
foggers, now certainly in this House. ‘This, sir, 
is carrying their aristocratic, Federal-W higgish 
arrogance and presumption a little further: than I 
have ever known before; and cannot, surely, fail 
to awaken the disgust of the great body of the 
American people with the principles and designs 
of a party, so arrogant, presuming, and self-con- 
sequential. Let such doctrines and principles 
endure, and I here pronounce it, in my place, that 
the days of our old republicanism, simplicity, and 
equality, are numbered, Sir, this hauteur and 
arrogance are-contrary to the very genius of re- 
publican simplicity and equality, and repugnant 
and abhorrent to the whole letter and spirit of 
this free republican form of government, to'estab- 
lish which the blood of our forefathers flowed like 
so much water, : 

I will not investigate here the claims to:distinc- 
tion to which his Whiggish and Federal law- 
yers, on the committee are entitled. I have never 
heard of their practicing beyond the county courts 
in the districts in which they live. They may, 
however, be by far more notorious. and distin- 
guished. ‘There is a trite maxim that crosses my 
mind, and may not be inapplicable to the-present 
occasion... I have:bften- heard it-said-you‘should 


128 


[January 19, 


| gr Gona 3D Spss; 


— Şwartwo 


—Mr. Bynum., 


Ho. or Reps. 


‘seta rogue to catch arogue.” With equal pro- 
priety, thea, we should place en-that committee 
jawyers of the opposite party, to watch the oppo- 
site lawyers, to investigate with the opposite law- 
ers, and to report. with the opposite lawyers. 
his, sir, is the unreasonable request that we 
have made, as the. representatives of the Repub» 
lican party, and for which we are all denounced 
as.obstinate, perverse, and with a disposition. to 
thwart the investigation which we have com- 
menced. Will the people judge it so? 
oMroc. H; WALLIAMS rose to a point of-or- 
dex.’ He wished. to know if the wide discursive 
course taken- by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina was in order when the subject was only te 
excuse a member from acting on the commit- 
tee? A ra è 


The SPEAKER. replied that the gentleman 
from North Carolina was strictly in order.. He 
had been. proceeding to.show the character-of the 
committee, so. far as.organized, and.the necessity 
of its daving @ Partionsar charnalor, in jugtice to 
the louse, and, to individuals, as impeachable 
matter might. grow. out of it. This he thought 
he had aright todo, and that consequently the 
gentleman was in-order. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ithank the gentleman from 


Tennessee for his kind disposition to keep me in || 


order... [ have no doubt of the sincerity of his 
motives, and the benevolence.of his object. The 
party to which that gentleman belongs have cer- 
tainly given many evidences of their great regard 
for the order of this House, and shown the great- 
est disposition to keepall in order who deviate in 
the least from any subject before it. But unfor- 
tunately for the gentleman and his party, they 
never rise toa point. of order until some Demo- 
erat of the Republican party is about to dissect 
the, matetials. out of which they are. composed, 
and to: show, their rottenness lo the open gaze of 
An abused people, ' 

ltcis never, until then, sir, the giggle of ap- 
plauge, and the. cry. of Go-on! go.on!” ceases 
+o reverberate through this House; and that more 
oaminous.and doleful one is substituted by them 
do iis place here“ Order! order! Mr, Speaker, 
T rise, siry to a point of order.” Flere, again, we 
nee the, result of that defective memory ; how 
universally it seems to prevail with every mem- 
sber cof the party! But, sir, away with that. 
‘We-have been told that we wanted the leaders of 
the party on that committee. This, as far as my 
Aknowledge extends, would be a most difficult 
task to execute by the Democratic party. If 
they have leaders, [am yet to learn who they 
are. [know-them not. In my judgment, the 
want of such leaders as has been ascribed to it 
iy one of the greatest misfortunes of that party at 
this time., That, I confess, is now one of the 
greatest defects in the party; they acknowledge 
no leaders, and consequently act nearly on ever 
occasion without the least concert, by which 
means often, though in a majority, they have 
suffered themselves to be defeated by their more 
wily and better drilled adversaries, who ever move 


-at the tap of the drum, under their drill majors. | 
‘This defect. I have often warned. my party of, | 


and called on them to profit by the lesson taught 
them on-that subject by their more skillful and 
astute opponents in all party tactics. A party 
whose every move is at the bidding of their most 
renowned leaders, surely should be the last on 
-earth. to find fault with others for obedience to! 
the:will.of their leaders; but in this, too, they | 
may arrogate to themselves the exclusive right | 
iof being led; and; from habit, no doubt, would 
shave the world consider.that a virtue in them 
-which. would bea heinous and crying sin in all 


| 
others. ‘This, though, is only one. of the irue | 


characteristics of 
-their system. 

But suppose. we, were to wish to place our 
leaders, if any we have, on that committee: would 
it be doing more than the Whigs have done? 
‘They have placed on itleaders. at whose nod they 
move as though by. “t instinct.”’. Then would it 
.be so very unfair to place by-their-sides at least 
„one Democratic leader, if such there be? If this 
-were all true that is stated, for one I cannot see 
the least cause of complaint on the part of the al- 
Hed parties, if they entertain the remotest. idea of 
a fair.and an impartial investigation; and instead 


that party—it is but a part of 


an impartial investigation, the leaders of one 
party being. blaced on the committee, it affords 
the strongest and most irrefutable reason why 
those of the other party should be, to meet and 
confront them. "Phan this objection, then, they 
i taust look out for some better reason to sanction 
their partial and illiberal course on this oceasion. 
This same gentleman spoke of quibblinglawyers. 
| Quibbling lawyers! Why, sir, this brief vic- 
tory, achieved by the ‘‘secret-ballot”’ system, 
seems to. have run the party mad. Quibbling 
lawyers! Why, sir, of whatis their whole party 
; made up? -To quibble about technicalities, and 
the inviolability of incorporated privileges, and 
their entire irresponsibility to the will or wishes 
of the people, whom they insult and rob and 
plunder, is their religion—their daily vocation 
here and elsewhere-—the-life’s blood of the whole 
party;.it.flowsand circulates, and can be alone sus- 
tained, by a quibble, as it has ever been py that 
illustrious brood in allages, the craft family. What, 
sir! six lawyers to be placed on a committee of 
‘nine, of one party and its allies, and for them 
| now to complain for fear that their opponents 
should place three others on the same committee 
that would quibble?, The idca can only be enter- 
tained, by any portion of the intelligent people 
of this country, as one of the supremely ridicu- 
i lous, and as an insult to the understanding of 
those whom they would attempt to dupe by the 
uge of it. ; 

Never, never, sir, in my judgment, has there 
been a party before so straitened for a plausi- 
ble reason, even:on which to hang an excuse 
for.their most singular and flagrant inconsisten- 
cies. 

If, sir, this be.the character of the commence- 
ment of,the reign.of their dynasty in this House, 
and in this country, what, has the country to hope 
from.its consummation, its maturity, and its term- 
ination? In its very inception its birth has been 
marked with all the cold-blooded, hollow-heart- 
edness of the hypocrite, such as has infected 
mankind in all ages, and bowed down the might- 
iest nations of the earth in time of yore. Sir, 
| this handwriting is perfectly legible, and is plain- 
ily to be read in the history of all nations that 
i have passed before us, by those who have the 
moral courage, the boldness and industry to scan, 
examine, and proclaim it. Bat from this point J 
will not digress further, as I may have, on some 
future occasion, a better opportunity of exposing 
more fully the true character of this mongrel 
party, its objects, its principles, and its fallacies. 
|i The brief view which I have taken here of. the 
| history of its conduct, if nothing more, I hope 
will have the effect to call out others more capa- 
ble than myself, upon some more fit occasion, to 
| do justice to the histories of those contending 
| parties. 

Mr. Speaker, with an air peculiar to the pre- 
sumption of the party. from. which it comes, it 
‘has been vauntingly asked the Republican party 
of this House, who are your candidates to be run 
to be placed on this committee? Sir, I know of 
no candidate in the Democratic party, nor do I 
| presume , that an individual Democrat in this 
louse knows of such a one. We know, from 
| the votes of the House as’ repeatedly given, as 
|| well do they, who are desired to.be placed on the 
' committee by that party, but every one of whom 
the allied party has as obstinately and .pertina- 
ciously refused. Away, then, with such affected 
blindnesss, as apiece, ofa kindred withthe whole 
project of your glossed designs, in a consumma- 
tion to effect your political purposes! Sir, it is 
idle to talk thus, when it is apparent by every act 
that the menthat we have determined on to select 
for that committee, it has been fixed, settled on 
and avowed on this floor, by that party which 
now rules the House here, shall not be placed 
there, to watch, meet, to aid or oppose their de- 
signs. Such taunting avowals here are adding 
insult to injury, and tampering with.the public 
sense, which they appear determined to wrong, 
| and leaves reason for an awful foreboding as to 
| the result of this investigation. ; 

Permit me to say that this mode of selecting 
the committee by “ secret ballot,’’ and divesting 
the Speaker of that power, in conformity with 


i 
j 


the uniform rule and long established practice of | 


of its being urged as an objection, if the object is || 


the House, has been sprung upon us, and is as 
singular and novel as its execution has been foul, 
partial, illiberal and unjustto the majority of this 
House, and a majority of the freemen of this 
country, as I have before shown. Sir, the want 
of a knowledge of the compact alliance of these 
two parties, precluded the beliefof the possibility 
of sach astate of things in the mind of any mem- 
ber of the Democratic party; hence, out of this 
House, they had not resolved on running any 
men, or set of men, to be placed on this commit- 
tee. Will this answer be satisfactory to honor- 
able. gentlemen who seem so much at a loss to 
know why we had not done so? 

= But we have been asked again, in an air of 
stately emphasis, was there no caucus candidates 
resolved on by your party? For the reasons stated 
before, there. were none; and sucha resolve would . 
have been evidence ofan insight of what had been 
determined on by the allied parties, of which we 
could haye had none, without suspecting that 
which all were unwilling to believe. No, sir, we 
had no evidence of such designs, and-had no right 
to act on such a presumption. I ask, in reply, if 
they had no caucus to delermine on whom to place 
on that committee? and pause for a reply. [No 
reply.] Then, sir, the presumption is. that they 
did. I have ascertained, since coming to the 
House this morning, that one branch of the coa- 
lition did hold a caucus, (the Conservatives, ) and 
determined on whom they were to elect in *‘ secret 
ballot”’—a just commentary, too, on the present 
composition and condition of this House, and the 
respect paid to the sovereign power of a majority 
of the freemen of this country, when a knot of 
twelve Conservatives get together-and resolve on 
who are to be placed on a committee of this House 
to represent two hundred and forty-two members, 
and a great majority of the people of this country. 
Could anything: show more conclusively, the èn- 
tire rottenness of the whole foundation. of this 
matter, as proposed to be carried on.by this alli- 
ance? This information I have from:a distin- 
guished member, who stands high ‘in the Con- 
servative ranks, but who has not been treated 
with the greatest respect even by them on this 
occasion. So much as to the justness of their 
charge of caucusing against the Democratic party 
of this House, and so much for the truth and 
justness of the charges of the Whig or Federal 
party against the Democracy of this. House, for 


| the course that they have thought fit to pursue in 


relation to the present subject. Let the country 
take it, and we will abide their decision. | ; 

Again, I will briefly notice the character and 
constitution of this committee. It has, been said 
that this committee was to act only the part of 
grand jurors, composed of impartial, uncommitted 
men, to report with impartiality the result of their 
conviction, after hearing impartially the evidence, 
and then, sir, to leave all further prosecution and 
trial to others. This would be in conformity 
with the principles of common law and justice, to 
which the lowest individual is entitled under the 
Constitution and the law. Very different, how- 
ever, is the complexion of this committee, on 
which is placed the prosecutor, who is to act the 
part of the juror and the attorney, who is to be the 
judge of the validity of the articles of impeach- 
ment that he himself has drawn up. Such is the 
striking resemblance of the character of this com- 
‘mittee to that of an inquest of an impartial, disin- 
terested grand jury, upon which is placed neither 
judge, prosecutor, nor attorney. - Such, sir, are 
‘the striking characteristics of these two tribunals, 
differing in every essential attribute, as much as 
midnight darkness does from daylight. A tri- 
bunal of such an organization can but be looked 
upon as revolting to the rights of freemen, and 
furnishing no protection to the rights of property, 
nor to the most honest and uncontaminated char- 
acter. But I will not dwell longer on this sub- 
ject. 

One word more upon the immediate proposition 
of the honorable member from Pennsylvania,[Mr. 
‘Wacengr,] now before the House, to be excused 


|.from serving on the committee. A request so rea- 


sonable, sir, one could hardly have supposed there 
would have been a single objection to. The gen- 
tleman informs the House that he is disinclined to 
serve, and has advanced some most salutary 


sons. Though of the highest respectability, yet 
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j 
from his habits and inclination, he is not disposed 


to throw himself into the political arena, to con- 
tend with the artful and. ferocious spirits of the 
Opposition, contrary to the wishes of his friends 
in this House; and is unwilling to be arbitrarily 


pressed into service by his enemies, to subserve | 


their views. The request is as reasonable as itis 
honorable to the integrity of that gentleman. Here 
is another. symptom -of arbitrary tyrannical rule, 
that has characterized the birth of the new dynas- 
ty, begotten of this holy coalition. 

Now, sir, what if the Speaker—yes, your black- 


ened and foully abused Speaker—had dared to | 


have done such an act—to press into service, against 
his will, and that of his party, to be placed on a 
committee, a member of this House, who might 
be deemed incompetent or unwilling to enter on 
the duties assigned him? Sir, had he dared to have 
done such an act in this House, a hue and cry 
of arbitrary power and corruption would have 
been raised against him, that would have reéchoed 
and reverberated from every valley of the Missis- 
sippi to the mountain tops of the Saint Croix. 
Sir, you would have been hunted down, as with 
blood-hounds, by those who date now to execute 
the deed themselves; and here, sir, in the face of 
their own Government, and in presence of: the 
American people, relying.upon their splendid tal- 
ents, doubtless, and powers of mistification and 
stultification of the American people to justify the 
damnable deed; powers that I know to be great, 
and I give them all credit of possessing, in a pre- 
eminent degree; butin this they may find themselves 
mistaken, and awful might be the visitation of a 
just retribution. Why not compose this committee 
of the whole of your Whig members, who arè so 
willing to serve on it? Are you already afraid to 
select them all of your immaculate party? Do you 
begin already to suspect your own innocence? 
Has conscience begun already to work within? If 
you will not give to the Democratic party such 
members ag they desire to be placed on the com- 
mittee, and who are ready and willing to act with 
you, compose it of your own members entirely. 
Surely you do not suspect their purity? You have 
already the whole power of the committee in your 
own hands, and would now, for appearance sake, 
place on it a few of our unwilling or disaffected 
members, and force them to act? What mockery! 
While you retain’ the whofe substance of the 
power of the committee, you would feigningly 
hold out tous and the world a shadow, for mere 
appearance of being represented, by selecting men 
and forcing them to act as you may think best 
fitting the occasion, and best calculated to subserve 
your purposes; amounting to a representation not 
of ours, but of your wills. 

Sir, I have done, and shall be sorry to see the 
tnpressment of any Republican member, by his po- 
litical enemies, to be made to serve against his will, 
upon this or‘any other committee, to keepup the 
mere show of impartiality and justice, when the 
substance has been peremptorily refused. 


COLLECTION AND DISBURSEMENT OF THE 
"REVENUE, ` 


REPORT OF HON. R. M. T. HUNTER, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
IN TuE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
a February 6, 1839. 2 


Mr. R.M. T. Honrer, from the Select Commit- 
` ‘tee to whom were referred, on the 8th of Janu- 
ary, certain Resolutions in relation to the mode 
of collecting and disbursing the Public Revenue, 
submitted the following ‘report: l 
-It seems to have been the object of the resolu- 
tions referred to this committee, first, to leave the 
public money. in the hands of thé public debtor 
until actually wanted by the Government; thus 
giving this portion of the capital of the country to 
the uses of thé trade, at the same time that inter- 
est is secured to the public as the consideration of 
its use. : A E ee 
Secondly, to set off periodically the liabilities to 
and from the Government, by fixing certain days, 
at-intervals of three-months, for receipts and dis- 


bursements, so.ag to concentrate as roany demands 


No, 9 


| he would not lightly hazard his credit and prop- 


to and from the United States as may be practica- 
ble at the same time and place. Í f 

` Thirdly, to diminish the risk of peculation and: 
default on the part of public officers; first, by this. 
exchange of credit, which, so far as it can be 
effected, accomplishes at the same process the col- 
lection and disbursement of the revenue, without 
affording a temptation to theft; and next, by pro- 
viding for cash transactions, that the money which 
passes through the hands of the public officers 
shall be limited in quantity to the actual demands 
to be made upon them within a period so short as 
twenty days. 

And, fourthly, to introduce greater order and 
facility in the administration of the Treasury De- 
partment, by fixing these stated periods for receipt 
and disbursement, so as to enable the Secretary to 
obtain adequate notice, not only of the sums due 
from the Government, and of the time and place 
of demand, but also of the sums due to the Gov- 
ernment, and of the time and place of receipt. 

These being the objects of the resolutions, the 
first inquiry suggested to the committee was as to f 
the means, if any, of attaining them. 


There can be no difficulty in arranging the re- |i 


ceipts so as to cause the revenue from customs to 
flow into the public Treasury at fixed quarterly 
periods. It is supposed that the first section of 
the bill herewith reported accomplishes ‘that ob- 
ject without changing the compromise act, or in 
any matter affecting the great interests concerned 
in it.” The main questions are not only as to the 
ultimate solvency of the debts thus incurred by the 
merchants, but as to their punctuality in meeting 
their engagements in time for the emergencies of 
the system proposed by these resolutions. That 
the bonds thus given would be ultimately paid, 
with a very inconsiderable loss to the public, your || 
committee entertain no doubt. The nature of the 
penalties imposed by existing laws and by the 
second section of this bill, the experience of the 
Government, and the high character of the Ameri- 
can merchant, all justify this confidence in his 
fidelity to hig engagements. The act of the 2d of 
March, 1799, already provides that the obligors 
who fail to pay their bonds given for duties when 
due, shall no longer be entitled to credit at the 
custOm-house. Superadd to this the summary 
process given against them by the second section 
of this bill, in the event of their failure to pay at 
the day; and it is hardly to be supposed that the 
merchant would entér inte any engagements under 
such penalties, which he might not surely expect 
tomeet at the proper time; and the more especially 
when, upon so short a time as is here supposed, || 
he would so soon be exposed to the entire loss of 
credit, and perhaps of property. It would rarely 
happen that a merchant who was able to import 
the goods would be unable to pay the duties in 
three months from that time; and certain it is that 


erty by exposing himself to the chance of: a de- 
fault, made so notorious and so speedily prose- 
cuted as would be the case under the existing 
laws arid that now proposed. The high value 
which every merchant places upon his credit for- 
bids such a supposition. Indeed the experience 
of our Government affords almost demonstrative 
evidence of the justice of this conclusion. In 
1824, William H. Crawford, then Secretary of 
the Treasury, made a report exhibiting the entire 
amount of losses sustained upon the bonds given | 


for customs, from 1789 up ‘to the 3ist of Decem- || 
ber, 1823. From this it appears that out of |} 


$527 ,480,239 secured by bonds for customs during 


this entire period, the loss had not exceeded |! 


$1,575,626; whilst $758,191 only was considered 
doubtful; thus demonstrating the sum lost and 
doubtful not to have been more than forty-four |! 
hundredths of one percent. upon the amounts | 
collected. From 1823 to 1888 the proportion of 
loss seems to have been greater, as appears from 
a report made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the last year; but even with the addition of 
this period to the former estimate, the loss will be 
found to be less than'one per cent. Ifadditional 
evidence of the fidelity of American merchants to 
their engagements were to be required, it might be 
found in the wonderfal efforts which they made 
amid the difficulties of the late crisis to sustain 
their credit. Of the protested bills returned to 


| them from abroad, which were said to have. 
amounted to £2,000,000 sterling, nearly the whalé 
amount has been paid. A London paper. has. 
| stated the loss at less than one fiftieth. of one per 
;cent. Looking to these facts, we feel assured that 
| the proposed mode of securing the public funds | 
| approximates so nearly to perfect safety, that we 
i should find no difficulty in recommending anen- ` 
i tire exchange of credit for cash in collecting the 
| duties, if there were any considerations of con- 
| venience of political expediency which peculiarly 
; recommended the former mode.. But, in point of 
| fact, the plan now proposed incurs fewer of the 
objections urged against the credit system of duties 
i than that in present operation, > It is true that a 
small portion of the Antes are collected in' cash 
under the present system; butthey beara propor- 
tion tothe whole amount of not more than one to 
four, whilst the credit now given is for three and 
¡six months. Under the change proposed, the. 
credit will never extend beyond three months and 
| twenty days (and rarely so long) before a partial 
payment at least will be required, together. with a 
reéxamination of the security. ‘No case can well. 
arise in which the credit will exceed six nionths, 
| and then only for the surplus not required at once. 
for the purposes of the Government.’ This | 
riodical supervision of the ‘securities for public 
money, at short intervals of time, it.is believed, 
will render those securities not’ only safer thai 
under the present system, but sufficiently, go 
all practical purposes. i IR ae 
o recommend the proposed system, howeyer;. 
it may be said thata punctual payment of these 
debts, when due, will be necessary, and that ‘the: 
operation of this machinery contemplates a greater 
degree of exactness, in this respect, than is usually, 
found in the operations of trade. A close exam- 
ination of the evidence by which we ought tò be 


n 

for daties was incurred in 1819, and was less than 
one and a half per cent.; and-here it is’ té be ob- 
served, that the proportion of loss to: theincome 
secured by bond in 1819 and 1820, was more than’ 
four timesas greatas the average proportion during 
the residue of the thirty-three years embraced by 
this report. A deficiency so small as this would 
probably be provided for, in all cases, by the esti- 
mate made at the Treasury Department. for the 
sums to be drawn from the bonds when they are 
due; but if sometimes the loss should not be cov- 
ered in this way, the funds arising from the land 
sales, which, for the present, are not included ‘in 
the proposed arrangement, would be available to 
correct these irregularities. But even if the lands 
were included within the system, there would 
always be a resource in the surplus ample enough 
to supply any deficiencies from defaulting debtors; 
it will be perceived that the bill provides a mode 
of keeping a surplus with’ entire convenience, and 
without loss either tothe Government or the com- 
munity; the debtor retaining the use of the money, 
and the Government drawing the interest. ‘A’ 
small surplus has been considered always as né- 
cessary for the safe and convenient administration 
of the Treasury Department, which occasionally 
is forced to meet emergencies not easily foreseen. 
This surplus had scarcely ever been less than two 
millions, which, in a revenue of customs of twenty 
millions, would leave ten per cent. of that amount 
in the shape of a bonded surplus. Now, there is: 
no period ‘in the history of our finances “which. 
shows a deficiency of anything like‘ten per'éent.’ 
in the payments of merchants upór ‘their'bond: 


The greatest loss ever sustained in ‘this way, 


i during the period embraced by Mr: Crawford’s’ 
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réport, was less than one and. a half per cent.—a | 
sum which even this moderate surplus would | 
cover many times over. The extension ‘of the! 
merchants’ bonds, in the late general suspension | 
of specie payments, has not been considered as | 
affording’ any exception to this rule. It may be | 
doubted whether that measure did not proceed as | 
much ‘from liberality as necessity; ang if it was - 
compelled by necessity, that it originated not so | 
much from the inability of the merchants to pay ‘ 
their debts, as from their inability to meet a sudden’: 
demand for a large amount of specie, in which | 
alone the debts to Government could be paid by | 
thé existing laws. Under the proposed system : 
they never could be at a loss for the medium in | 
which ‘to pay their dues to Government. The | 
drafts drawn in favor of public creditors would be | 
always available for this purpose. The fifst and | 
second sections of this bill would, therefore, pro- : 
vidé (as is believed) for the payment of public dues | 
for ‘customs at quarterly periods, and with suffi- | 
cient punctuality for the wants of the system. i 


The next end contemplated by these resolutions | 
is to produce an offset of the liabilities to and from ; 
the Government at quarterly periods. To attain | 
this object, sections have been introduced into this | 
bill, which provide that the disbursements of the 
United States shall be made, as far as practicable, | 
on four quarterly days, occurring at not more ; 
thsn twenty days after those fixed for receipts; | 
that for money actually due, drafts may be drawn 
upon the collectors at the next receipt-day, which | 
bear an interest within certain limits, and that the 
payee or assignee of these drafts shall present 
them at the specified time and place, or else forfeit | 
the interest and the guarantee of the Government 
for the ultimate payment of funds placed in the j 
hands of its agents to discharge the debt due to 
him: Recourse is given, however, to the creditor 
tipon the official bonds of these agents. 

“The first inquiry suggested by these provisions 
iz, how far is it practicable to arrange the disburse- 
pente ‘at quarterly ‘periods? The expenses for 
the foreign service, and some'of those in the In- 
dian department, could not, perhaps, be drawn 
within this: arrangement; but it-might easily be 
made to comprehend most of the disbursements | 
upon the army, the navy, the civil list, and so 
much of the public works aś is executed by con- 
tract. These constitute the great mass of public 
expenditures; and so far as they could be made by 
drafts to the public creditor, the collection and dis- 
bursement of the revenue would be accomplished | 
by the mere exchange of credits. These drafts 
would satisfy the public faith to its creditors, be- 
cause, within the specified limits, the Secretary 
would always impose such an interest as would 
render them immediately exchangeable for specie; 
and in any event they would be paid in specie, if 
held by the creditor, within a period of not more 
than ninety days, and with an interest to com- 
pensate him for the delay. Butin point of fact, 
they would enter into the exchanges of the coun- 
try. . With the provisions that the bonds are to 
be paid in specie if not discharged in these drafts, 
together with the penalties upon a failure to pre- 
sent them speedily, as required, it would become 
the interest of the banks, the merchants, and the 
public creditor; to facilitate them on their intended 
destination, Drawn, as they must be, at not less 
than. seventy hor more than ninety days, there 
would. be ample time to transmit them between 
the most distant extremities of the Union, whilst 
the provisions before referred to would effectually 
exclude them as currency, and confine their uses 
to the simple purposes of offset or exchange. It 
may, perhaps, be doubted whether, at first, the 
public creditor, ftom a want of knowledge of the 
system, might not fail to present the draft with 
promptness enough for these purposes of ex- 
change, and might not incur the penalties for this 
failure as much from ignorance as neglect. ‘Some 
mistake of this kind might. be made at first, but 
there would be too many interests concerned. in 
teaching him the true mode of disposing of his 
draft to suppose that he would long remain in 
ignorance upon the subject. All fears of this sort 
might be removed, however, by a short specifica-. 
tion on the face.of the draft of the penalties im- 


' always happen, where the disbursements did not 


‘This system of exchanges, together with the || 


provision for leaving the surplus in the hands of | 
the public debtors, will leave a very small portion | 
of these bonds to be collected in actual money. | 
The payment of such a sum in specie, as required 
by this bill, cannot produce a sensible effect upon 
the banks, or give inconvenience to the merchants, 
by causing periodical ebbs and flows in their de- 
mands for capital. Daring the period between 
disbursements and receipts, the easy and insensi- 
ble operations of exchange will furnish them with 
ithe means of paying far the greater portion of | 
their bonds by a mere offset of credits, to the mu- | 
tual convenience of themselves and the Govern- | 
ment. 

There remains to be noticed one other difficulty 
in the practical operation of this exchange of credit. 
The drafts disbursed to public creditors, and drawn 
in anticipation of the revenue, might exceed in | 
some ports the proportion of the debts to be paid | 
at those places, But, in such cases it would | 


exceed the receipts, that. there would be a corre- 
sponding deficiency in the drafts drawn upon 
other places of receipt. To adapt this state of | 
things to the equal proportions of the surplus to į 
be left in the different sections, a provision is in- 

troduced, which enables the collector to direct any į 
excess of these drafts to a disbursing officer, to | 
be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury. | 
This officer may always be supplied with the! 
funds to meet these drafts from the offices upon | 
which too little had been drawn at the previous 

day of disbursement. The Department, in all | 
cases, having at least seventy days’ notice of the | 
drafts which are outstanding, together with a 

knowledge of the bonds falling due upon the day | 
when they are to be paid, will probably find no 

difficulty in preserving both the faith of the Gov- 

ernment and the policy of this bill. - 

Another object contemplated by these resolu- 
tions is, to remove, as far as possible, the danger 
of peculation on the part of the public officers. 
This will certainly be accomplished to a very | 
great extent under the system now proposed. If 
proper regulations were made, so as to inform the į 
Secretary of the Treasury as to the bonds which | 
passed ‘into the collectors’ hands, they could | 
scarcely become the subjects of theft, and to the 
extent that the disbursements were made in drafts, 
there would be absolute safety as to the disburs- 
ing officers. Nor would there be much danger as 
to the sum collected in money. This amount 
would, of necessity, be small, and, passing im- 
mediately from the collecting to the disbursing 
officer, would not remain in the hands of the last 
more than twenty days before every cent would 
be demanded by the public creditor. Defaults in 
either of these officers would be so quickly de- 
tected, that the restraint upon them would be al- 
most perfect. The great temptation to default, 
arising, generally, out of large sums lying idle for 
a long time with those who keep them, would, of 
course, be removed by a system which left no idle 
money in their hands. 

Lastly, it seems to have been designed by these 
resolutions to promote a more systematic admin- 
istration of the Treasury Department, under a 
new mode of collecting and disbursing the revenue. 

It is impossible to estimate beforehand the pre- 
cise advantages of any increase of system in the | 
conductof human affairs. Butthe general advan- 
tages of order over disorder in the fiscal admin- 
istration, cannot well be too highly appreciated. 
Perhaps, however, a clearer view of the subject 
will be given by a reference to some of the incon- | 
veniences under Which the Treasury Department 
now suffers, and which will be removed by the | 
system now proposed. 

At present the money flows into the collectors’ 
hands daily, and without regularity as to amount. 
The Secretary, not always having notice of the 
time and amountof receipts until they are in hand, į 
has, for the most part, to make his arrangements | 
for removing these funds, not before, but after 
they are received. Tne consequence is, that large 
sums often lie idle to all the purposes of trade and 
Government, and serve only, during this time, to 
offer temptations for peculation to the public 


posed-upon:a neglect to present it as required by 
law. "> Í i 


officers. According to the best information which 


your committee can obtain, the average amount 


thus lying in the hands of the receiving officers 
and other custodiers of the public treasure, inde- 
pendently of the amount in- the custody of the 
disbursing officers, has been about $1,000,000 at 
the end of each quarter, for the four years pre- 
ceding the Ist of January, 1838. So much for 
the receipts. The evils ensuing from the want 
of adequate notice, and a systematic arrangement 
of the disbursements, are still more striking. The 
Treasury is subject to constant demands, of which 
it has no notice as to time or amount. The con- 
sequence is, that money must be placed with the 
disbursing officers loag enough beforehand, and 
in amounts sufficiently targe to cover all probable 
demands. The average sum thus left idle in the 
hands of disbursing officers has been about 
$4,000,000 at the end of each quarter. And this, 
because there are no adequate provisions to ar- 
range these demands, so as to give sufficient 
notice of them to the head of the Department, 
and to compel their production by the public 
creditorsat the proper time, Nor is this the only 
inconvenience arising out of the present state of 
things. The disbursements are made as the de- 
mands for them arise. The receipts come in 
daily as the bonds fall due, and vary not only 
from day to day, but from month to month. 
When the receipts and expenses are nearly equal, 
there. is constant danger, as we are informed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, that enough may 
not be received in some months of the year to 
meet the demands upon the Government. ` For 
although the aggregate receipts and disbursements 
during the year may correspond, yet this is by 
no means the case from month to month. At. 
present, there are but two modes of meeting the 
evil: the one, to leave a large surplus on hand to 
meet these contingencies; and the other, to give 
the Secretary the power to issue Treasury notes 
at his discretion. The system now’ proposed 
avoids all of these inconveniences, © No balances 
need remain in the hands of the receiving or dis- 
bursing officers. The Secretary having notice of 
the amount and time of receipts, as well as of 
the amountand time of disbursements, can always 
make his arrangements beforehand to remove the 
public money from the collector as soon as re- 
ceived, and to disburse it either in the very act of 
receipt, or at not more than twenty days from 
that time. Speedy accountability will thus be 
required from the public officers, and an almost 
instant detection will await them in case of default 
or fraud. Nor will the inconvenience as to in- 
equality in the receipts and disbursements ever 
arise to anything like its present extent. By 
throwing together the receipts and disbursements 
for three months in the quarterly settlements, 
there can scarcely be a serious inequality between 
the two, when their yearly amounts correspond, 
Should any such difficulty ever arise, it will read- 
ily be corrected by the small surplus left with the 
public debtor, for which this bill provides, with- 
out loss either to trade or to the Government. 
Short settlements, promptness in all concerned in 
the fiscal administration, and the means of speedy 
detection in cases of default, may all be secured, 
ag it seems, under the proposed system, with 
proper Treasury regulations. The whole admin- 
istration of the finances will be brought more 
under the view and control of the head of the 
Department, and less will be left to the discretion 
of subordinate officers. The disbursing’ officer 
will pass the debits. to the: Treasury books at 
least seventy days before they are dues the col- 
lector will transmit weekly the. entries on the 
credit side of the account, and the quarterly bal- 
ance-sheet of the Department will exhibit, to a 
very great extent, the entire process of collection 
and disbursement in a mere exchange of credit. 
Should these anticipations be realized, it is evident 
that there would be more of unity, efficiency, and 
responsibility, in the administration of the Treas- 
ury Department, than we have had under any 
other system. It is true that this system, like 
every other, would depend very much for its 
success upon its proper execution; and inconve- 
niences would certainly arise at its commence- 
men, whith further experience would probably 
rectify. Se 

it vill doubtless be remarked, that the resolu- 
tions referred to this committee do not compre- 
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hend the public lands within the system which 
they propose. Perhaps it is as well, for several 
reasons, that they should not be included at pres- 
ent. In the first place, difficulties might arise in 
the commencement of a system so novel, which 
would be easily overcome by the available cash 
funds afforded from the publiclands. This would, 
at least, be highly useful until the system became 
familiar in practice. Again: the public mind is 
just now so unsettled in relation to the mode of 
disposing of these lands, that changes might occur, 
in relation to them, which would take them with- 
out the operation of the system, if it were now 
adapted to them. Should the present mode of 
disposing of these lands from the General Govern- 
ment to the individual purchaser be retained, it 
would not only be practicable, but expedient, here- 
after to include them within the proposed system. 
The only practical difficulty in the case would be 
as to the means of enforcing punctual payment of 
the bonds given for them when they were due. It 
is believed that this might be accomplished by 
making the receipts semi-annual instead of quar- 
terly, and by the provisions hereafter suggested 
for enforcing the punctual payment of these bonds 
when due, whether given by the highest bidder at 
the auctions, or by the purchaser on private entry. 
This might be secured by providing, first, that 50 
much money should be paid at the execution of 
the bond as would’ secure the probable fulfillment 
of the contract; secondly, that the obligees who 
failed to pay these bonds when due, should be re- 
fused credit thereafter at the land offices; thirdly, 
that neither patent nor possession should be given 
until the payment of the money at the receiptday, 
when it was due; and, fourthly, upon such fail- 
ure at the proper day, that any other person might 
take the patent for the lands upon paying down 
Immediately the sum due upon the bond. 

As it is not proposed to include the public lands 
just now within the operation of the system, it 
will be needless to enlarge upon the provisions 
just sketched in relation to them. 

Having reviewed the practical operation of this 
system, it may be well to examine, for a moment, 
its political and incidental effects; one of which 
undoubtedly will be an entire separation of the 
banks and the General Government. The separa- 
tion must be complete, inasmuch as the Govern- 
ment will no longer have the means of rewarding 
or punishing the banks through the use of its 
funds and credit, whilst the banks will lose the 
power of impeding the fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment when these are conducted without their 
agency. The General Government will then be 
entirely responsible for the success of its fiscal 
administration, and the banks will be subject to 
no power but that of the States which created 
them. So long as these are dependent upon each 
other in interest, they must either sympathize in 
action, or a fierce war between. the two will be 
inevitable; and in this the people must be the suf- 
ferers. The banks, on the one hand, being armed 
with the power of expanding and contracting the 
currency, and the General Government, on the 
other, either attacking their credit with the people, 
upon which their existence depends, or arraying 
one set of banks against the other, through the use 
of its funds, that it may'conquer by their divisions; 
the consequence would be, either that the Govern- 
ment would acquire the power of the banks, or the 
banks would obtain that of the Government; and 
the people would be the sufferers in this contest 
for powers which ought not to be united in either. 

To arm the General Government with the power 
of the banks would be to destroy the balances of 
the Constitution, whilst the reverse of this opera- 
on would not be tolerated after it was understood. 
The only possible: mode of preventing the union 
of these powers is to separate them in action and 
interesi—an event so much to be desired that it 
ought to be effected even ata pecuniary loss to the 
people, if that were necessary. But, in point of 
fact, this is not the case; and the separation now 
proposed is relieved from the objections, whether 
founded or.unfounded, which were raised against 
the other modes heretofore suggested for accom- 
plishing this purpose. 

In the first place, this system does not hoard up 
large amounts of capital in specie, to lie idle in 
the hands of the Government; on the contrary, it 


immediatedisbursementin the hands of the debtors; 
the Government, and not the banks, deriving the 
interest upon their use. 

Secondly. It does not afford the public officers 
the means of using these funds for private pur- 
poses; inasmuch as very little money passes 
through their hands, and then only for immediate 
disbursement. 

Thirdly. It doesnotproducean inconvenient run 
upon the banks for specie, in the payment of pub- 
lic dues. Wor so large a proportion of the collec- 
tions and disbursements will be accomplished by 
a mere exchange of credit, and the residue to be 
received in specie will be too small to be felt by 
the merchants or banks. 

And, fourthly. It does not permit the use of 
Treasury drafts as currency, as the existing laws 
have been supposed to justify; because it places 
such conditions upon these drafts as effectually 
prevent the conversion of Government credit into 
currency, and limits its uses to the mere purposes 
of exchange. It merely introduces machinery to 
facilitate the exercise of the undoubted right of 
an individual to set off his claim upon the Gov- 
ernment against a claim of the Government, upon 
him; the right of the Treasury to draw upon its 
funds being more limited under the system pro- 
posed, than at present with the existing laws. As 
itis this feature which abstracts the Government 
as a disturber of the currency, and enables it to 
administer its revenue without injury to the banks, 
and unaffected by their conduct, it may be well to 
examine its operation a little more closely. 

The pecuniary transactions of society are settled 
either in currency, or by an exchange of credit. 
Those upon short notice and of small amoant are 
usually settled in the former mode; whilst heavy 
transactions, distant either in point of time or 
space, are most commonly set against each other. 

o the extent to which this exchange of credit is 
effected, the demand for currency diminishes in a 
given amount of business. Indeed, the extent of 
this species of exchange may almost be considered 
as a measure of the improvement in commercial 
communities. It is a general truth, to which, of 
course, there are exceptions, that the individuals 
of a society sell as much as they buy.. Whenever 
there is a debt due from an individual, it may 
safely be assumed that another of equal amount 
is somewhere due to him, To collect and array 
these against each other, is a most important 
branch of trade. The facility for doing this will 
increase as the channels of trade wear deeper from 
use, and the course of its current can be calculated 
with more certainty. It is manifest that thelimits 
are wide between which this process may fluctu- 
ate; and that the more it is extended the better 
for trade, inasmuch as it will then require less cur- 
rency which is expensive, and in that very cir- 
cumstance diminish the dangers of a change inthe 
standard of value. If these things be true, it is 
clear that the same amount of trade in different 
states or conditions may require different propor- 
tions of currency. A community dealing in money 
only, (if that could be,) would require much more 
currency for its trade than would be necessary for 
the same trade in another which dealt in exchanges 
as well as in currency. 

if the Government, therefore, were to deal only 
in money, the currency would ebb and flow with 
the tide of revenue; whilst, if it were practicable, 
that it dealt only by an offset of its liabilities, the 
variations of currency and revenue would be in- 
dependent of each other. The effect of the former 
system would be, that the Government, through 
its revenue, would affect the currency by one law, 
whilst the operations of trade would influence it 
by another; and thus fluctuations in the revenue 
might often afford a serious disturbance to cur- 
rency and commerce. Therecan be no doubt bat 
that the amount of currency in any country ought 
to be regulated by its trade; and this can never be 
entirely effected, unless the demands of Govern- 
ment for currency either sympathize exactly with 
those of trade, or else cease altogether: the first it 
is impossible to effect; but the latter may be ac- 


| complished, to a very great extent, by an exchange 
of eredit. The very circumstances which increase ; 


its disturbing effects, when dealing in currency, fit 
it for the latter operation. _ Its credit is good; its 
transactions are heavy, and may be arranged on 


leaves the public funda which are not wanted for 


time, from the distance between the places of re- 
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ceipt and disbursement. These are the favoring 
circumstances which have induced the belief that 
the provisions of the bill now reported will accom- 
plish the end proposed. If this be so, it may be 
! asked if the banks themselves are not interested in 
the adoption of such a measure. The loss of a 
| valuable customer in the Government is undoubt- 
edly something; but with the entire field of Ameri- 
can trade. between them, they have ample room 
| for adventure; and the loss of the Government ag 
| a customer is not an evil to be compared with the 
| dangers to which they would be subjected in ‘the 
| rude conflicts of party, so long as they maintained 
| a political connection. Nor is this the only advant- 
' age which they would derive. Their operations 
| would be safer, when their currency was no longer 
| forced to ebb and flow with the Government ex- 
| penditures, They have themselves attributed some 
| of their disasters to this canse, and doubtless there 
| have been periods when this connection was mu- 
| tually embarrassing to both parties. 

Having suggested the considerations which may 
| commend the system now proposed to the atten- 
| tion of Congress, this report ought here; perhaps, 
to be closed.. But there are other circumstances 
which impress it upon our attention, to which we 
beg leave for.a moment to refer. It is not heces- 
sary to commend this plan to the consideration of 
‘Congress, that it should be the bestin the abstract; 
it is enough to show that it is better than that now 
i in operation, provided. it contains. nothing posi- 
itively ill in itself,. To say that it would. be better 
| than the present system, (if system, it tañ be 
| called,) would be to raise no extravagant preten- 
sion in its favor. The fragments of laws which 
now operate upon the subject can scarcely be said 
to afford a uniform rule, or to impose any limits 
j Upon the discretion of the Secretary. It is so 
difficult to reduce the remains of ‘the various 
systems which have been wrecked, or partially 
| repealed, into anything like order or uniformity, 
that it would be almost impracticable to hold the 
| Secretary responsible, if we were to adopt his dis- 
| cretion as the only guide. There are various 
constructions of the laws now in force, by skillful 
combinations of which he might introduce any 
system he pleased, with at least some plausibilit 
of pretext. [fit be true, as some have supposed, 
that the joint résolution of 1816, as modified by 
subsequent legislation, leaves it in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to receive nothing 
but specie, or nothing but convertible paper, a8 he 
may please; and that the act of 23d June, 1836, 
is virtually repealed, from the disqualification of 
the banks which suspended specie payment’ to 
accept the conditions of the act, then hé may 
introduce the Independent Treasury at his own 
pleasure, and that, too, without any of the restric- 
tions which the friends even of that measure wished 
| to impose upon him. On the other hand, if the 
| despotic act is to be condlered as functus officio, 
whilst that of 1789 is still in force, hê may adopt 
the State bank agency without any of those checks 
by which the friends of that system would limit 
his authority, before they would intrust him with 
the power of using them. And, lastly, supposing 
the act of 23d June, 1836, to be still in forcé; so 
soon as banks arise which are not disqualified 
from acting under it by its provisions, then it is 
manifest that, during the progress of their creation, 
we have a system mixed of bank and individual 
agency, without any sensible limitation upon the 
| discretion of the Secretary who administers it. 
i Nor is this all: the law of 23d June, 1836, will 
then operate as a premium to the erection of new 
banks, which alone can enjoy its benefits under 
such a construction of its provisions. The effect 
of this bounty would probably be to call new 
banks into existence; and when enough of these 
had arisen to fulfill the provisions of the law, we 
should have the very system which has already 
failed upon our hands. In giving these various 
constructions of the acts regulating the Treasuty 
Department, we express no opinion of our own 
in relation to them. It is not necessary to do so. 
We state the various opinions upon this subject, 
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| to indicate the dangerous latitude of the discretion 


now left in the Secretary of the Treasury. ` And 
yet, notwithstanding this immense discretion re- 
posed in the Secretary of the Tréasury, itis still 


almost impossible for him to administer the De- 
partment with convenience to himself and safety 
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tothe Government. So much is left to the discre- 
tion of his subordinates, that it is vety difficult to 
- enforce a strict and speedy responsibility for the 
_public funds. ` : - f Í ; 
“It would seem to be clear, then, that neither of 
the parties which divide the country upon the car- | 
“yency question can‘approve of the present state of 
‘the laws which regulate the Treasury Department. 
“If, therefore, the plan now proposed be not the 
very best in the opinion of either of these divis- 
ions, it is respectfully submitted whether it may 
not be fairly entitled to the assent of all who think 
better than the existing state of things. In con- 
‘ation, therefore, of the reasons which we 
e presented, we respectfully submit a bill. 


oe ... £HE FINANCES. 

O SPEECH OF HON. R. B. RHETT, 
i "OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

_... I yus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

Goi February 1, 1839, 

‘On the: Report of the Committee of Ways and 
uoo LU Means on the state of the Finances. 
"Mr. RHETT rose and said: 

“Mr. Sreacer; [am a member of the Commit- 
‘tee of Ways and Means, and I trust, therefore, 
the House will perceive the propriety of my de- 
fending the report this committee has made onthe 
‘@tate of the finances, and of showing, if I can, 
that the ** magnificent blunders” and ‘* scandalous 
ignorance” imputed to it by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Bropir] exist rather in his 
fancy than in fact. So enormous and complica- 
ted, indeed, do our errors appear, in the sober 
éstimation of that gentleman; that the usual pro- 
cess of aniendment in the House will not do. On 

motion madé by the chairman of the committee 
{Mr Camtenetena] for leave to strike outa single 
‘sentence in a part of the appendix, containing a 
“statement from the Indian Bureau, the gentleman 
ennsylvania moves to recommit the whole 
report, that it may undergo a thorough and labo- 
gious lustration’ from its manifold impurities. For- 
nately, sir, the gentleman has given us an enu- 
nieration of our errors, by which the Ffouse can 
‘judge of the propriety of his motion; and the 
dibere of the committee, if his motion prevails, 
may be greatly abridged. f , 

But before I enter on these imputed errors in 
the report, permit me to say a few words as to 
the principles on which the House will recommit 
a report, or the members of a committee may be 
“held responsible for its facts. It is most obvious 
that in a laborious and lengthy document, like 
that under consideration, containing thousands of 
“facts, there may be slight inaccuracies both in 
fact and inferences, which the committee may 
‘overlook, and the Hoyge would disregard. But 
if any material fact, lefding to any material prin- 
ciple, is misstated, the committee, the whole com- 
‘mittee, is blamable; and if many such errors 
exist, so ds to render it at all difficult to rectify 
‘them in the House, the report ought to be recom- 
“mitted.” Iwill add one other principle not affect- 
‘ing the relations between the committee and the 
House. “Libels” or “scandals,” (as the gen- 
“leman from Pennsylvania calls them,) on indi- 
‘yiduala not on this floor, ought clearly to be 
‘stricken from a report. They constitute, indeed, 
“good ‘ground ‘for contemptuously spurning the 
‘otument which ‘contains them from your table. 
"Now, with ‘these principles for our conduct, 
which, T trust, will obtain the sanction of every 
gentleman who hears me, fet us examine the 
-errors imputed to the committee by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 
* The first—and, if it exists at all, I trust I will 
show the only error—in fact made by the commit- | 
teé, is that with respect to the pension laws, which 
“the gentleman from Pennsylvania has quoted in 
his‘speéch, now in my hand.’ © > : ` 

« Prior to 1836,” says thé report, ** there was 
* no departure from the ordinary pension rules, 
4 except as to revolutionary soldiers; but in that 
t year, provision was made generally for pensions 
“in ordinary cases of death, while in the servite 


£ 


E after the Q0th April, 1818, whether of wounds or 
* pot.?? f f oe 
‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania contends that 


the act of 1836 included the militia only; whereas, 
the statement in this clause of the report is, that 
it includes the regular Army also; and that this is 
a foulimputation en the twelve thousand men who 
compose it. Now, sir, I am willing to admit, that 
the inference contended for may be deduced from 
the words of the report. Certainly its language 
is not quite as explicit as I should desire; but the 
question is not whether there is room for an er- 
roneous inference by those who may be ignorant 
of our pension laws, but whether there is any 
errorin fact. Has the report stated what is untrue, 
as the gentleman maintains? This will turn, en- 
tirely, on the meaning of the word * generally ” 
in the clause. Neither the regular Army, nor the 
militia, are expressly mentioned. Does the use 
of this word, necessarily include the regular Army? 
The gentleman admits that the whole militia are 
provided for by the act of 1836. Well, is it not, 
then, a provision ‘ generally ” for the whole mili- 
tia? and when the act itself, in reference to which 
the committee uses this general: phraseology, is 
specifically mentioned, and quoted asits authority, 


what ground can there be for misapprehension? | 


The committee is addressing the Congress of the 
United States, an assembly of distinguished law- 
yers, and it ought not to be a very violent pre- 
sumption, that they are not entirely ignorant of the 
act of 1836, and will, therefore, not feel profoundly 
puzzled with the general phrase used in describing 
it. Theact of 1836, is a general act in favor of 
the militia; it would be more general, ifitextended 
to the regular Army; it would be still more general 
if it embraced all the officers and retainers of the 
Government, whether’in its civil or military em- 
ployment. But because legislation, éxtending to 
the militia and regular Army, or all the officers of 
this Government, would be general, it does not 
follow that legislation, with respect to any one of 
these great departments of service, may not, with 
propriety, be termed general also. To maintain 
the contrary would involve us in an absurd calcu- 
lation of quantities. 

But there is another clause on which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania relies, to prove that the 
regular Army was included in their general phrase- 
ology. ‘If,’ says the committee, in concluding 
their remarks on the subject of pensions, ‘‘ we 
t continue to grant pensions in cases of ordinary 
‘t death, in peace or in war, to the representatives 
‘of all who are employed in the military service, 
t whether in the regular Army or not, and to allin 
t the naval service, we shall soon follow the ex- 
t ample of some monarchies,” &c. Here, again, 
is loose phraseology; but there is no assertion that 
the innovation spoken of actually extends to all 
the services enumerated; for if so, then the sug- 
gestion that wé shall soon follow the example of 
some monarchies, is absurd. We are actually fol- 
lowing their example. The clause is merely hypo- 
thetical. It supposes a state of things not exist- 
ing, and points to their example to be avoided. 

ut I am willing, Mr. Speaker, to admit, if the 
gentleman wishes it, that the regular Army are 
included in the general phraseology the committee 
has used; what harm is it? The committee is 
arguing upon grave mattersof principleand policy. 
It says that a departure from the principle of 
pensioning only the families of those who fall in 
battle, or die of wounds received in the service, 
has been made, and they quote the act of 1836 to 
supporttheir assertion: Thatsuch legislation exists 
with respect to the militia and the Navy, is hot 
denied. Of what consequence, sir, is it to the 
principle against which they are contending—of 
what consequence can it be to the House in legis- 
lating on these great principle—if, in their general 
phraseology, they do imply or assert that the reg- 
ular Army is favored by similar legislation? Cer- 
tainly the intelligence of the House can be but 
little perverted by so harmless an error. But then 
it is a foul wrong to individuals—itis an atrocious 
slander on the regular Army, who, not being here 
to defend themselves, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania generously steps forth to shield them 
from the imputation. Sir, we have suddenly be- 
come very chary on the subject of pensions. I 
like this tone of high disdain, as being supposed 


“to be pensioners on this Government; but I. fear 


the gentleman has it all to himself, and that there 


is but very little participation in his feelings by 
those whom he supposes himself defending. If 


such a noble spirit of independence existed, there 
would be'some hope that our whole pension sys- 
tem, not exceeded in profligacy by that of any 
people on earth, would some day or other come 
to an end, instead of growing young with years, 
and accumulating with every exhaustion. Your 
army of forty-two thousand pensioners might 
then be disbanded. The propositions pertina- 
ciously made here every session, to extend your 
pension laws to new objects, might then cease; and 
no more pension bills would be smuggled through 
this House unobserved at the close of the session, 
absorbing millions. But I fear, sir, that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is greatly mistaken in 
supposing that he represents correctly on this sub- 
ject the feelings and wishes of the regular Army, 
"What he considers a foul slander, they would hail, 
if a reality, as a blessing. What he eschews for 
them in proud disdain, as an imputation on their 
honor, they are urgently seeking. 1 have seen 
elaborate essays in the papers, vindicating their 
claims to this very boon from Congress; and last 
session the subject was brought before the Mili- 
tary Committee, and is again at this session, I 
understand, pressed on their consideration, A 
huge wrong, truly, to imply that, die where they 
may, in peace or war, in a barrack or on the battle- 
field, their families are provided for! A grievous 
slander to suppose that the regular Army is put 
on the same footing with the militia and the Navy, 
in the kind beneficence of this Government! Sir, 
if the report is erroneous in making such asser- 
tions, ithas put forth neither a slander nora wrong. 
It states only what ought to be, if your present 
legislation is to continue. ` Why should an excep- 
tion be made of the regular Army, in either your 
justice or folly? Is it less useful, or patriotic, or 
brave, than the militia or Navy? ` Fhesitate not to 
say, that unless you repeal your acts by which 
your pension system has been’ extended to the 
families.of those who die neither of wounds, nor 
in battle, in your militia and naval service, you 
are bound to extend these provisions to the regular 
Army. Sir, I go a step further—on the same 
principle, you are bound to extend your system 
to all who die in your service, either in the civil 
or military departments of the Government. What 
is the difference between the case of a soldier who 
dies in a time of profound peace quietly in a bar- 
rack, without perhaps having even seen the smoke 
of an tnemy’s camp, and that of a clerk who dies 
in your service, in any of your bureaus? Indeed, 
the poor clerk may have worked harder at a more 
unhealthy occupation, and probably for far less 
compensation. You are bound to carry out the 
principle, if just, fairly to all. In my opinion, the 
principle of your whole pension system is wrong. 
It sprung from a vicious state of your Treasury, 
resulting from the still more vicious principle of 
the protective policy, and has not one particle of 
justice or patriotism to support it. Neither the 
soldier nor the civil officer is exempted from the 
common fatality of death; and he knows when he 
enters into the service of the Government what it 
requires him to perform, and the compensation he 
is to receive, e enters it voluntarily, and volun- 
tarily he can leave it when he pleases.’ In private 
life, who would think himself bound to support 
the families of all who die in his employment? 
And what would be thought ofa Legislature which 
should pass a law imposing such an obligation on 
individuals? The wildest agrarianism never ad- 
vanced a project so fatal to the rights of property 
and individual independence. Yet that which is 
the silliest extravagance, or the most flagrant iii- 
iquity, when enforced on individuals, becomes 
patriotism, and justice, and honor, when enforced 
on the people. 

The next error the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has detected in the report, is an error of omis- 
sion merely, The committee does not state, as he 
supposes they ought to have done, that the Navy 
pension fund originated from prizes taken during 
the last war, and contributions from the officers 
and seamen. It merely speaks of this fund as 
one over which Congress has extended its legisla- 
tion; and destroyed by its unwise provisions. Sir, 
are we to presume that this body knows nothing? 
Ignorant as we may be, in the estimation of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, are we to suppose 
the Congress of the United States to be still more 
ignorant? Must we mention everything, at the 
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peril of having it charged upon us that we know 


nothing? And if the committes ‘has spoken asif 


the Government of the United States:was respon- 


sible for this fund; have they greatly erred? Does 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania not see, that so 
far ag the future operations of Navy: pensions are 
concerned, it is- perfectly immaterial from what 
source the former exhausted resources: of thè 
Navy fund may haveoriginated? We have kindly 
taken the fund under ‘our paternal care, and have 
divided it out indisctiminately to the families of 
all who die ih the'setvice. ft is nearly consumed. 
What is to be done? Will we not be bound to 
make good our own improvidence, and supply the 
means we'have exhausted, to carry out our own 
legislation? - Will not the gentleman himself, and 
his: friends, hold this Government responsible, 
and strenuously claim, in future, a quiet anchor- 
age of the whole Navy pension system, as it now 
exists; on the Treasury of the United States? 
We will see, sir—we will see. 

But an inconsistency is detected in the report— 
a mighty inconsistency, on the subject of steam 
navigation and steam batteries. In the first part 
of the report, the committee suggest that ‘‘ the 
improvement in sleam navigation seems to promise 
arevolution.in the mode of conducting maritime 
war; which the report says, ‘will be noticed 
hereafter.” The subject is noticed afterward; 
and the committee expresses the opinion, that 
“ithe resent improvement in steam batteries, ren- 
‘ders it certain that a very important revolution 
‘is about to be effected, not only in harbor and. 
“coast defenses, but in the whole system of mari- 
‘time war.’? Here are: the sentences; and I am 
compelled to ask, where are the inconsistencies 
they contain?’ A ‘magnificent blunder,” al- 


though always, I suppose, exciting to the imag- | 


ination, ought at least to be visible. 

The last key on which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania struck is, however, the most deli- 
cate; and probably the cause of all the discord in 
the report. The tariff—the document is against 
the tariff, with all its train of abuses and corrup- 
tion. Is not this:the true cause of the gentleman’s 
dissatisfaction? and does it not extend to the whole 
report? Would he not strangle it, if he could, by 
recommitting it, or by-any other means his- hos- 
tility could invent?) The causes of legislative ex- 
travagance it discloses, and the methods of econ- 
omy and retrenchment it advises—are not these 
detestable in his estimation? He does not say so. 
He holds himself uncommitted on the subject of 
the protective policy—but he denounces the report, 
for expressing the opinion, that this policy origin- 
ated from the last war, and the high duties ren- 


dered necessary, from the enormous debt in which | 


we were involved; and to prove our error, he 
quotes one of the first acts passed by the Govern- 
ment, in which the encouragement of manufactures 
is mentioned; and contends, in its recital, that the 
protective policy is coeval with its existence. Sir, 
this:sign may be as equivocal as some of the lan- 
guage ofithe report; and the gentleman will pardon 
us, if we misapprehend him. If it may not be too 
presumptuous, however, | would suggest, that 
what he charges in his eager hostility as an error 
in fact, maybe only a difference in inference—a 
difference in opinion. The committee think, mau- 
ger its. preamble, that the act of 1789 was strictly 
arevenue act; and that prohibition, to the injury 
of revenue, was neither intended nor effected by 
its: operation; and in this opinion they certainly 
appear to have the great mass of intelligent think- 
ersin the Union. with.them. If the protective 
policy commenced then—how comes it that a dis- 
tinguished statesman, then a boy on the green hills 
of Virginia, has the reputation of its paternity? 
How is. it that another distinguished statesman 
from South Carolina; from the support he gave to 
the tariff act. of 1816, has been also repeatedly 
charged—charged but last winter in the other wing 
of the Capitol—with having originated it? The 
first act:passed nakedly-and simply for protection, 
was, l think, an act passed in 1820, affecting hard- 
ware and cutlery. The first occasion on which 
the principles of prohibition for the benefit of 
manufactures on the one side, and free. trade on 
the other, were broadly and distinctly opposed, 
was on the tariff bill of 1824.. We fell then, aa Í 


| 


| scope of their opinions. 


| an overthrow that shall hardly-be retrievable, 
| speak, sir, plainly; but in no spirit of hostility. ! 


New England by our side, contending bravely for 
the'great principles of justice and liberty.. With 
profound deference; therefore, I would submit— 
the committee have misstated no fact. They have 


only ventured to differ from the gentlemanininfer- 


ences, as Í suppose they have done‘in the whole 
{f those opinions: are 
wrong, take the vote, and disagree’ to the report; 
but the catalogue of errors the gentleman has ex- 


hibited, will hardly justify any action by this | 
House, much less the'strong measure he proposes. 


But it is time to leave the gentleman, and turn to 


| the report itself. 


it has been objected to the Administration party 


‘on this floor, that they are republicans in profes- 


sion, but the rankest F'ederalists in practice—that 
whilst they proclaim economy with their lips, they 


i vote for the most extravagant appropriations. 


The distrust inspired by these charges now con- 
stitute the only barrier to the triumphant success 
of the Republican party in the South, and conse- 
quently, in the Union, Whilst I believe this 
charge to be untrue, so far as the mass of the 
party at present is concerned, (I have nothing to 
do with.the past,) truth compels me to admit that 
the charge isnot without foundation; from the 


j conduct of many:of its members on this floor. 


On all. questionable-objects of expenditure, this 
appears-to me to be-the position of parties here: 
The Opposition from the North-and West go, on 
principle, en masse; for these appropriations. : The 
supporters of the Administration from the same 
regions, go` also generally for them, but against 
the principles of their party, under the strong 
pressure of local interests. The South alone con- 
sistently and uniformly speaks and votes against 
them. It is one of the inevitable effects of undis- 
puted power, to forget general principles, and to 
go for temporary expedients, in subserviency to 
local interests. 
adversityis come. The day of reckoning for the 
Republican party is at hand, and every departure 


| from their principles—every abuse that undisputed 
| sway and imaginary irresponsibility has tempted 


them to commit, is now. brought out in fearful 
array against them.. And they. must meet and 
answer the account. And how shall they best 
answer? By professions merely —by loud calls.to 
the people for assistance? No, sir, by conduet— 
by action, such as this report recommends. Be 
true to the people, and they will be true to you. 
Meet the enemy on the old battle-fields of 1798 
and ’99—where.the monuments of former victo- 
ries rear their proud heads allaround you. Rally 
faithfully on your ancient, unconquered, and un- 
conquerable principles—and the proud bird of con- 
quest will again spread its wings over your stand- 


turd, and fly from victory to victory; until your 
’ y y 


free institutions shall be coexistent with our race 
—and nations shall rise up and call you blessed. 
But if you basely belie your own principles—ride 
over your own banners—and seek refuge in the 


ranks of your opponents for the sake of some | 
paltry local interest—what fate awaits you?— || 


What doom do you deserve? May you not see 
it in the bitter taunts and stern. menaces of your 
opponents? May you not hearit, in anticipation, 
in the murmuring wrath of a betrayed and ruined 
people? You will fall without honor—without 
regret—disgraced —spurned—trampled on, ‘with 


I 


Where my sympathiesand friendship he, no one 
here can misapprehend. 

Mr: Speaker, a distinct. issue is presented by 
this report for the action of the House. The com- 
mittee has made an exhibit of the state of the 
Treasury, which, if true, presents this alternatives 
You must suspend your appropriations for har- 
bors, Jight-houses, and fortifications, or you. must 
effect a loan, and create a new debt, fo carry on 
these pojects of improvement. We: have nearly 
eight millions. of Treasury notes. now in circula- 
tion, unredeemed. If these branches.of expendi- 
ture are to be cerried on, Congress. must make a 
debt of six millions more, making an aggregate 
of some fourteen millionsof dollars. As a matter 
of expenditure, the question which arises in this 
state of things, is no longer what-it has hereto- 
fore been, when your Treasury was overflowing, 


fear we will never fall again, with the best blood of i! and it was thought to be patriotism. to. exhaust it. 


But, sir, the chastening hand of į 


it is not a mere question of: appropriation -at-all;. 
for: we have -not got the money: to appropriates 
| But it isa- question of debt-not.a temporary ine: 


| debtedness:like that authorized atthe last ‘session: 
| 


| of Congress, being. a. mere ‘anticipation: of:fands: 
| which we- possessed ‘but could. not) render: avail 
| eble—but of naked debt, to support:and: carry on" 
| these great branches of expenditure: Now, sirs. 
; at the extra session, when tie question of the poat~ 
|| ponement of the fourth installmentto beideposited: 
|| with the States, was under. consideration; at. the 
| last session of Congress, when the Treasury note: 
bill was under consideration; at the present ses~. 
l; sion, on all occasions, the Opposition on this floor, 
; North, West, and South, have been denouncing the 
| Administration for its extravagant appropriations: 
| Yes, sir, the very men, from the North arid West, 
who ever move in solid column for every:expendi- 
ture—by whose united votes all these profligate 
appropriations they denounce were mainly carried 
—these men rail at the Government for its lavish 
waste of the public treasure, and talk loudly of- 
economy in our disbursements. Now here is a: 
practical test, by. which they can: vindicate their 
patriotic horror of extravagance. | Here is an in+ 
strument by which-the mask may betorn off..from 
all political hypocrites, whether. of the Adminis- 
tration or Opposition. We daily: hear, also, un-. 
| remitted and violent. denunciations, ‘of. executive: 
| power, patronage, and* corruption, and reform: in 
these great essentials, seems.to be the only shib- 
boleth of the Opposition. Here, now, is reform; 
| proposed by this report, going to the rootof exec 
| utive abuses. From what source does all exec-: 
utive patronage and corruption. originate? Ig:it 
not in the appointment of officers,-and the applica-: 
tion of money? And who creates the offices,and 
; raises the money, intrusted to executive discre- 
tion? You, sir,—the members on this floor. Not 
an office can be created—not a dollar to be drawn 
| from the Treasury, but by your legislation. And 
| is it not therefore strange to hear gentlemen grow 
hoarse. with declaiming, in swelling pathos, 
|, against executive power and corruption, as: fatal 
to the liberties of the people, and ere their voices 
are cold on the air, to see them voting millions 
upon millions away upon the most questionable 
objects of expenditure, to be administered by this . 
very executive? Do they believe what they say, 
| or are they deceiving, to betray the people? Here,» 
again, is an opportunity presented by this report, 
which they should hail with -gratulations, by. 
which the sincerity of their professions: may:be « 
| tested. They can now demonstrate to the people; 
; who are in favor of practical economy.and reform. 
Will they go with the report, or will.they pros, 
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i| pose to ruise, by a debt, $6,000,000, te be ex>:. 


| pended by the Executive, in addition. to . the 
; $29,000,000, recommended by the committee for 
| the ensuing year? The signs are already breaking 
forth in stormy dissatisfaction; and I trust, b 

| their full glare, the true characters of the contends 
| ing parties, will ere long be clearly seen: . : 
| Mr. Speaker, there is yet another question than 
| that of economy or extravagance in expenditure, 
| involved in the. recommendations of this. report. 
| Lf by unnecessary and profligate appropriations, 
| you exceed the means in your Treasury, and 
| create a debt by which they may be supported, 
| how can the tariff act of 1833, commonly called 
the compromise act, be carried into effect? There 
are two ways by which that act may be violated— 
|| by directly altering the rates of duty it contains, 
| or by accumulating a debt, by which the duties 
! in 1842 cannot be reduced, in the words of the act, 
| “to the wants of an economical administration of 
| the Government.”’? The. latter method, because 
| the most insidious, will probably. be resorted to 
| by those disposed to set this act aside. Now, 
sir, | beg gentlemen distinctly to understand that, 
j| as one of the Representatives from the South, I 
l! have not the smallest objection. to their violating 
i its provisions. Under a most reckless system of 
expenditure, begotten by its detestable excesses, 
: $28,000,000 deposited with the States has already 
| been unrighteously raised from the people, beyond 
even the imaginary wants of the. Government; 
j 
j 


| merely for the benefit of manufacturers. . Fer. my- 
self, | regret that the circumstances noder which 
that act was passed will prevent -me from. diesre- 
| garding its provisions, . Until. 1842, to: which... 
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period the reductions under this act extends, the 
manufacturers. have a moral right to expect that 
the. protection it. affords will be continued. | 
should, in.private life, respect the. terms ofan. ar- 
rangement made under the circumstances which 
produced this act; and I have no political distinct 
from my privatehonor. But if gentlemen will set 
aside its enactments, they shall have my cordial 
good: wishes in their enterprise. My constituents, 
at least if they are still actuated by their ancient 
free spirit, will. lose nothing. by its repeal. J am 
ready at all times—ready now—this moment—to 
meet the issue such legislation would present. lt 
cannot be far off; and the sooner great principles 
of-constitutional liberty- are settled, the better for 
the:people—the better for the oppressor. and the 
oppressed. When that great controversy comes, 
if i shall still occupy the seat amongst you I have 
of late so inadequately filled, I shall not turn 
aside. to take up.the challenge of the gentleman || 
from Pennsylvania. 1 shall seek no gladiatorial. |! 
strife.” Ishall touch no knightly shield. I shall |! 
attempt to perform no feats of intellectual warfare |: 
by which I may earn the meed of personal renown !! 
from the fair or brave. No, no. The questions :} 
then arising may be too deep-—too vitally affect- i 
ing the liberties of the people and the existence H 
of this Union, for us to think of our personal ap- i; 
pearance amidst its fierce agitations. We should i! 
rather endeavor to sink ourselves in the mighty ʻi 
interests, and still more mighty principles they |; 
may-involve—affecting, perhaps, the destiny of || 
our constituents and their posterity to all time to 
come. My position and participation in that con- | 
flict, come when it may, if unfelt, shall not be į 
unknown, As l have ever been, so shall I then |i 
be, found striving, although feebly, against privi- || 
lege and monopoly—contending for the rights of 
the many against the oppression of the few—for j|) 
the Constitution aa our fathers gave it to us, un- 
perverted to the infamous purposes of sectional 
agerandizement, or prostituted to: the still more 
degrading influence of manufacturing and moneyed 
corporations. In such a cause the weakest may 
be ‘strong—the most fearful, brave. Although 
gentlemen affect not to see, they feel and know 
that the principles of this great controversy are 
implicated in your action on this report. 
_ A little longer, Mr. Speaker, on the subject of 
expenditures by the Government, and | have 
done. The subject has been considered rather 
with a view to the immediate objects for which 
appropriations are made, than in its bearing on 
our free institutions. Permit me to present afew 
observations on the tendency of profuse and profii- | 
gate expenditures to destroy our republican forms |, 
of Government. | 
‘The question of expenditures may involve all 
other questions. It involves, as I have shown, 
the question of executive power and patronage. 
It involves the tariff. It involves the great ques- 
tion whether this shall be a consolidated or a Fed- 
eral Government; and thus may ingulf the Con- 
stitution itself. F'rom the origin of this Govern- 
ment there have been two great parties—the | 
Federal and Republican parties—struggling for |; 
ascendency in its councils. Their principles have |, 
been fixed, although each, when in possession of 
power, has occasionally swerved from their prin- 
ciples. The one fears—the other trusts in the | 
people. ‘The one consequently seeks to establish 
a strong Government, and a weak people—the 
other a weak Government, and. a strong people. 
‘The one has been endeavoring to extend the arm || 
of the Government into every man’s pocket, and 
every man’s fireside. The other, striving to keep 
it off, and confining it to the simple purpose of || 
protection from injustice and violence abroad and i 
within. Hence the different action of these two || 
great parties, when faithful to their principles, on 
the subject-of expenditures. The more expend- || 
iture and the more'debt, the stronger the Govern- i 
rhent and the -weaker-the people. It is through |) 
the taxing power, the receiving and disbursing of || 
money, that the liberties of this country can alone 
be overthrown. Violence to ‘the person of the 
citizen is gone with the feudal times, and will no 
longer be attempted or perpetrated by the Gov- 
ernment. ‘Our danger lies in enlisting other prin- 
ciples than those of patriotism andthe love of 
liberty in support of the Government. -By prace | 


| have learned their policy. 
operation, under the national debt of seven hun- 


i than have been ascribed to him. 


ticing on the hopes and fears, the selfishness and 
personal interests of individuals, through the in- 
strumentality of the money power, all regard to 
the general good may be lost in the prospect of 
personal aggrandizement of the Government pres- 
ents; and thus there may be gathered around it 
all the meaner but not the least powerful prin- 


ciples of our nature, in defense of all its measures. | 


Of course, the interest of the few, thus banded 
together, isat the expense of the many. Govern- 
ment can only give by taking. If it favors one, 
it is by oppressing another; and the very knowl- 
edge of this partiality and injustice breeds devotion 
to the Government and contempt or hatred to- 
towards those whom it oppresses for their emolu- 
ment. All taxation. and expenditure is, there- 
fore, an evil with those who want as little govern- 
ment as possible. All taxation and expenditure is 
a blessing to those who want as strong a Govern- 
ment as possible. It has been under the influence 
of this latter class of politicians that all the efforts 
have been made to strengthen this Government 
and enlarge the sphere of its operations. ‘The 
funded debt, by which enormous profits were 
reaped by the speculators and capitalists from 
the revolutionary soldier, was established to enlist 
them in support of the Government. From the 
same source originated the establishment of banks 
by this Government, and its alliance with banks. 
From the same source ydur system of internal 
improvement-—your protective tariff—your whole 
course of profligate expenditure and unjust tax- 
ation. The whole scope of their policy has been, 
by bringing the Government to bear on individ- 
uals and great sectional interests, to build up 
here a great, consolidated Government, by which 
the people may be controlled and ruled. It is no 
imputation, therefore, on these gentlemen to say 
that they are usually found against economy and 
retrenchment in expenditures, and are in favor of 
debts, banks, tariffs, and any and every expend- 
iture ingenuity. or avarice can invent. It is their 
system—their policy-their faith; and nota single 
barrier in the Constitution has been found strong 
enough to impede their designs. The ready 
weapon of construction cuts through the parch- 
ment. 

If these politicians have hitherto failed in en- 
forcing their views of government on the people 
of the United States, they have been far more 
suceessful in England, from whence indeed they 
We there see it in full 


dred and eighty-seven millions of pounds, accu- 
mulated on the country. In its first stages this debt 
might have been the accident of misrule; but, to 
the younger Pitt, E think, is due the credit of 
building up to its perfection this artificial and stu- 


pendous fabric of corruption and dependency, by | 


which alone the Government of Great Britain is 
now maintained. History, it appears to me has 
not done justice tothis profoundly sagacious man, 
To suppose that he did not see through the falla- 
cies of his fundingsystem, which he only designed 
to facilitate loans; to suppose that in his conti- 
nental expeditions, which all failed; and his sub- 
sidieg to continental Powers, which all failed of 
their object also, he looked only to their operation 
abroad, is to conceive him a very weak instead of 
avery great man. He was nothing more than a 
skillful parliamentary tactician, or a mere orator, 
without any of those high attributes of wisdom, 
which seemed to constitutethe genius of his com- 
mand over the minds of other men. His views 
throughout the whole French war, if I do not 
mistake his character, were far deeper and wiser 
His chief object 
in that contest was, not to conquer France, but to 
conquer the people of England. He feared. the 
people; and the hideous spectacle of popular mis- 
rule, which France presented, made it the object 


i of his life to ward off a similar catastrophe from 


England. To accomplish this end, he deliberately 
plunged the country into debt, that he might en- 
list the property helders and capitalists of the 
country in support of the Crown. Certainly he 
had no objection to his military enterprises proving 
successful; but that was the secondary object which 
guided his policy. . Mark with what readiness he 
broke the treaty of Amiens and renewed the war 
with France. Why did he borrow the whole cap- 


| one can tell where they will end. 


ital of the Bank of England, and thus make it lean 
upon the Government ?.. To strengthen the Crown, 
to support the Aristocracy, to prevent the people 
of England from reforming or changing their Gov- 
erment, was his first great object. And admirably 
has he accomplished it; for the dull heads who 
followed him were obliged to beat on in the path 
he left them. The national debt of England has 
been, and will long continue to be, the chief obstacle 
to all reforms in her Government; the great bul- 
wark of the Crown and the Aristocracy against 
popular innovations. If, in spite of its influence, 
great reformations have been made, and the peo- 
ple have gained a greater influence in the councils 
of the country, what now, without it, would have 
been the state of this great nation? -A revolution 
would long since have swept over her destinies 
before the example of popular governments, and 
the influence of popular principles abroad in the 
world, | express no opinion, whether such a rev- 
olution would have been advantageous to the peo- 
ple of England; for when revolutions begin, no 
{ express no 
opinion as to the best policy to be pursued in the 
present complicated state of the political affairs 
of England; but of one thing I feel assured, that 
the Queen of England owes her crown, and the 
Aristocracy of England their privileges, to the 
profound sagacity of William Pitt. 


WARRANT OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


REMARKS OF HON. ELI MOORE, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In ras House. or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 11, 1839,. 


On an amendment to the Pursera’ bill, attaching 
thereto the Warrant Officers’ bill. 


Mr. MOORE said that it was not. his intention 
to detain the committee by any lengthy remarks of 
his on this subject, for, so manifestly just was the 
claim of this class of officers to the additional 
compensation provided for by the amendment, that 
an attempt to enforce it by either argument or ex- 
hortation, could but be regarded by the committee 
as unnecessary and uncalled for. Ele would beg 
leave to remark, however, that this subject was 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs at the last 


| session, when it was fully examined, and that the 


committee instructed their chairman to report a 
bill, which embraces the substance of this amend- 
ment; and that the committee, at the past and pres- 
ent session, were unanimously in favor of the 
increase of pay herein provided for. For (said he) 
it is undeniable that the pay received by the war- 
rant officers at present is totally inadequate for 
their services, it being but five hundred dollare 
per annum when employed on board small vessels 
and in navy-yards; and at those stations where 
quarters are not provided for the officers, it is no- 
torious that they have to pay from one hundred 
and fifty to two hundred dollarsa year house rent, 
which leaves them but the small sum of about 
three hundred dollars to support and clothe them- 
selves and their families. With permission of the 
Chair, said he, I will read a single paragraph of a 
letter from one of our oldest and most experienced 
naval officers touching this subject, (Commodore 
Barron.) 

« The importance of efficient warrant officers in 
t our Navy has been a matter of deep solicitude 
‘with me from its commencement to the present 
‘day. I cannot believe thatany man of war ever 
‘has, or ever can be, in a condition to render the 
‘services required of her, if the persons who fill 
‘ those stations are inadequate to the performance 
t of their duties. They are, in fact and in truth, 
‘the sole dependence for the mechanical condition 
‘of the ship for service; they are the mechanics 
‘and store-keepers, and, of course, accountable 
‘for the state of preparation in which she may be 
‘found on any emergency; and, if they are not 
t qualified and trustworthy, how can they be de- 
t pended upon.”” ` 

The sentiments expressed (said Mr. M.) in the 
extract I have just read, I believe to be in coinci- 
dence with those of all the naval commanders ia. 
the. United States service. 
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SENATE: 


SALT DUTIES, AND FISHING BOUNTIES AND 
ALLOWANCES. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 
In Senate, January 24, 1839: 


Mr. BENTON rose to ‘ask the leave for which 
he had given notice some days ago, to bring in a 
bill for the repeal of the salt tax, and for the aboli- 
tion of the fishing bounties and allowances which 
were dependent upon that tax. 

Availing himself of the parliamentary privilege 
which belonged to the occasion, (Mr. B. said,) 
he should take the liberty to give his reasons for 
offering to bring in the bill, and would remind the 
Senate of what he had said when he gave his 
notice, that, this being the short session, and one 
half of it already gone, there was no time for pur- 
suing mere forms, or practicing courtesies which 
led to no results; that he should speak to the 
merits of the bill on its presentation, and would 
wish to be answered in the same way; and that 
he should prefer that the vote on giving the leave 
which he requested, should be the vote which 
every Senator would give if the vote was on the 
final passage, instead of the introduction of the 
bili. He wished the vote on the question of leave 
to be the test vote on the merits of the bill. 

The-bill which he should offer was a copy of 
that which had been brought in when Mr. Jeffer- 
son was President, and which was passed into a 
law by the general vote of the Republican party 
ofthat day. The bill he should offer was drawn 
to take effect on the 30th day of April next; for 
the object was to enable the country to obtain a 
supply of salt from New Orleans, free of duty, for 
the ensuing fall and winter, so that the great busi- 
ness of curing provisions might be entered upon 
at that time, without the double curse which now 
sfilicts it, of increased price and stinted quantity, 
arising from the monopoly of domestic salt which 
the tax on the foreign article allows to be effected. 
The fishing bounties and allowances are permitted 
to begaid for the whole year, because they would 
be partly earned before the period fixed for the 
bill to take effect. 

Preliminary to. the main argument (Mr. B. said) 
there were two subordinate objections, not going 
to the merits of the bill, which required a brief 
answer, The first of these was, that the Treas- 
ury was not now in a condition to dispense with 
the product of this tax; and the next, that the tax 
was now in a gradual state of reduction under the 
operation of the compromise act, as it was called. 
The answer to the first of these objections was, 
that the Treasury would be little or nothing af- 
fected by the bill; that this was a tax carrying 
money out of the Treasury, as well as bringing 
money into it; and that the income and outgoing 
from this source would be about even for the years 
1839 and 1840, and the outgoing would much ex- 
feed the income for the years 1841 and 1842. The 
fishing bounties and allowances were bottomed 
upon the salt duties, and dependant upon them; 
and these bounties and allowances were now 
taking about $250,000 annually from the Treas- 
ury, while the tax on which they were bottomed 
would only bring ia about $300,000 for the next 
two. years, and much less for the two years 
after. The Treasury, therefore, had but little in- 
terest in the question; it mightlosea few thousand 
dollars in 1839 and 1840, and gain largely in 1841 


and 1842. The second of these objections was | 


equally susceptible of a satisfactory answer. It 
is true that the salt tax is in a course of reduction 
under the operation of the compromise act as it 
is called; but it is :qually true that that act neither 


abolishes the tax nor. abolishes the fishing bounties | 


and allowances which are bottomed upon it. It 
still leaves an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 
upon -the salt, and it leaves the whole amount of 
the fishing bounties and allowances untouched and 
undiminished. The tax of twenty per cent. will 
be as onerous on the salt consumer as the old tax 
of twenty cents on the bushel; for it is not the 
amount of the tax, but the monopolies which it 
engenders, that does the mischief. Any tax atall, 
no matter how inconsiderable, will throw the whole 
foreign salt trade into the hands of regraters—into 
the hands of monopolists in the sea-port towns— 
who will either advance the tax for the importer, 


or go his security, and, in either event, get pos- 
session of the whole of the salt, and put up the 
price to what they please.. To answer any bene- 
ficial purpose, the tax must not be reduced, but 
abolished in toto. It must be abolished entirely, 
as was done in Mr. Jefferson’s time, and as has 
been done in England. Foreign salt should come 
as free as air. It is nothing but ballast in the 
ships which bring it, and should bė treated as 
common ballast. 
ship.. It should be handed over from the sea ves- 
sel to the river vessel—from the ship to the steam- 
boat—without the necessity of being landed, ware- 
housed, carted, bonded, taxed, or passing through 
the hands of those who stand between theimporter 
and the country dealer or consumer. One centon 
the bushel will be sufficient to throw the imported 
salt into the hands of regraters, and make it a 
monopoly to undergo extortionate prices, and to 


to landing and warehousing, to finding securities 
or advancing ready money, and to carting back- 
wards and forwards. The compromise act is | 
faulty and defective in being a reduction instead of 
an abolition; and it is wholly indefensible in per- 
mitting the fishing bounties and allowances to con- 
tinue in fullafter the foundation of them was nearly 
withdrawn—to permit $250,000 to be taken annu- 
ally out of the Treasury under the assumption of 
refunding a tax, which tax had nearly ceased to 
exist. : 
Having answered these two subordinate objec- | 
tions, Mr. B went on to say that the salt tax was 
a curse and an abomination within itself; that it 
was a tax on the beneficence of God, and on the 


vegetable kingdom from putrescence—that it was 
a tax at war with the first principles of political | 
economy, unjustifiable in any country atany time, 


this time—that it was a tax which ought never to | 


long since to have been suppressed, and the sup- 
pression of which was now called for by the | 
afflictions and the sufferings of the country. At 
this instant—at the present moment—now while 
he was speaking—the whole West was suffering 
under the double curse of a stinted supply and a 
doubled price of salt. Regraters: in the sea-ports, 


the country of a supply, and extorted double, 
and, in some instances, treble or quadruple price 
for the little that was to behad. Atthe Kanawha, 
the old game of monopoly, with paying wells and 
furnaces to lie idle, that the few that. worked | 
might get double price, has again been renewed; | 


| 
as the price of pork was rising through all the | 
month of November in New Orleans, it was fal- ; 
ing during the same month in the States which | 
supply that market, and notoriously falling be- 
cause salt could not be had to cure it! The market 


It should be sold out of the | 


be loaded with all the costs and charges incident | 


preservative principle which saves the animal and |; 


and particularly unjustifiable in this country at |! 


have been imposed; which, being imposed, ought |; 


and monopolizets in the interior, had deprived |! 


t and the astonishing spectacle has been seen, that |; 


necessity of any speech against the salt, tax, 
and would have carried improvement into-every 
branch of rural economy. -it would have been an 
invaluable present to the country, With its aid the 
salt tax would have fallen here as it fell. in Great 
Britain; without its aid the abolition of the tax 
must be an arduous struggle, and may be a pro- 
| longed. contest.. It may still be a long time before 
the people of this Republic can obtain from their 
representatives what the-people of England have 
obtained from their Parliament—the privilege of 
using the fine, pure, sun-made salt of the coasts 
and islands of the Mediterranean sea, at the prices 
of four, five, six, and seven cents a bushel.: 4f the 
tax was abolished, the pure alum salt.of Spain, 
i| Portugal, Italy, Sicily, Trieste, &c., would. be 
i purchased in the ports of the United States at 
those rates, and that of the Bahamas and Turk’s 
Island would be purchased for nine, ten, or eleven 
cents a bushel. If foreign salt was admitted duty 
free, the country would soon obtain an adequate 
supply of salt; it would. have an ample supply, 
instead of being, as it now is, stinted to the one 
fourth, or to the one fifth part.of what was neces- 
sary. The whole supply of the United States, at 
present is- but about ten. or eleven. millions: of 
bushels—one half imported, the other half made 
at home—and this ten or. eleven millions is: ex- 
actly one third less than the annual quantity 
which the English give to. their sheep. alone! 
They have thirty millions of sheep, and give.to 
each one half a pound of salt per week, making 
half a bushel to each : per annum, and. fifteen mil- 
lions of bushels per annum to the whole. Allb:the 
į rest of their stock get salt in ample quantity, and 
almost all the food for their stock is as regularly 
| salted as are the vegetables which we cook.and 
| prepare for our own eating in this country. 
Hence the great iraprovement in their stock, an 
improvement which we shall in vain emulate 
unless we follow their example—break down the 
barrier to the introduction of foreign salt, and, by 
: getting the article pure, cheap, and plenty, have 
{an ample supply for every animal, and for its 
| food besides. ; : 

Mr. B. deemed it proper, in proof of what he 
had said, to submit a table of the import of salt 
for one year, showing the countries from which it 
came, the quantity and value from each: country, 
and the original cost per. bushel. . He would take 
the last year to. which the custom-house returns 
| had been made up and printed—the year ending 
the ae of September, 1837. . The: following :is 
the table: 


Quantity of Sait imported into the United States for. the 
year ending the 30th of September, 1837, with the value 
thereof at the place whence imported, and the originat 
cost per bushel. « CEARD F. 


i 
i 
1 
l 
| 
i 


Price 


opened in Ohio at $6 50 per hundred and fell to 
$450 per hundred; while mess pork rose to $27 in 
New Orleans; and the same took place, more or 
less, all over the West. The loss on the pork of | 
the West alone, during the present year, for want 

of adequate supplies of good salt, far, far exceeds 
the product of the tax for many years together. 
This, then, is the right time to move in the busi- 
ness. An odious monopoly is now in full force; 
the country is smarting and suffering under the 
| effects of the tax; every farmer feels the oppres- 
sion; Congress is in session—it can provide now 
for preventing similar oppressions the next season, 


near twelve months hence. 
therefore, is the time for suppressing this odious, | 
oppressive, and iniquitous tax. It should be 
suppressed at this session, that the great steam- 


i June may bring supplies to the whole valley, to 


|| valley of the Mississippi. 
! Mr. B. regretted that the papers on the salt du- | 
| ties printed by the British House of Commons, 
| and which had been so effectual in Great Britain || 
l! in abolishing the salt tax, and which had con- 
| tributed so much to improve the stock of that 
country, had not been reprinted here. Their re- 
print in this country would have superseded the ' 


but it cannot act in time for the next season if |; 
the subject is put off until Congress meets again, j! 
The present time, || 


| boats returning from New Orleans in May and |) 


|| the center, and to the uppermost parts of the || 


| 
| 
H 
H 
| 


i Country. Bushels. Value. pr. bus. 
| 
| Swedish West Indies........ 16,306 | $1,032 | 6} ets. 
| Danish West Indies... 16,534 4,357] 8. | 
| Dutch West Indies... 401,267 | 24,553 | 63 
| Dutch Guiana...... 5,315 300 | 54 
j Engtand........- | 3,443,563 598,846 117 
| Irelands 83,731. | 15,0024... 
: Gibraltar. 5,413 387 | 7} 
| Malta tegen A 4,785 323 | 6} 
| British West Indies. s... ee.. | 1,872,662 | 151,419 J12$ 
; British N.American Colonies 75,419 | 17,637 
| French Atlantic ports... s.u]. 13,681 880 | 62 
| French Mediterranean ports.. 17,719 1,379 | 72 
| Spanish Atlantic ports,......{ 501,209 | 21,502) 42 
Spanish Mediterranean ports. 14,431 607 | 44 
CUDA. ee eeceeeeeecteeese? 15,532 | 4,287 |- 
Other Spanish West Indies. ¢ 5,002 450 
| Portugal...eccceseescavenese| 279,774 | 19,057 | 7 
12,105 847 
33,133 | 1,086 | 3} 
13,446 605 | 4} 
3,248 359 |11 
k 6,665 466. 
Sii ETETETT RTETETETTTETTTI 2,459 185 | 74 
| 6,343,706 | 852,617 | 
1 


` Mr. B.commented upon this table, the numberof 
countries from which we obtained salt, and the low 
price which it originally cost. From three and a 
half to twelve and a half cents was the first.cost of 
all the alum salt which came to the United States; 
the Liverpool blown, which came from England, 
| cost seventeen cents, but was no way comparable 
| to the other, and was wholly unfit to cure fish, 
beef, bacon, pork, butter, or cheese, ag was'all salt 
that was made by the process of boiling. Natural, 
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sun-made salty erystalizing under-solar evapora- 
tion, was the only salt that was free from. poison- 
oas ingredients; at was the only salt:in. which: the 
muriate of soda became ‘unmixed with any foreign 
ingredient; all other contained: slack and bittern, 
which promoted instead-of prevented putrescence; 
and, therefore, provisions: cured. with such salt 
could’ never. bear long. keeping, nor approach a 
southern:climate. Looking over the table, it was 
gratifying to see the number of countries, and the 
great: extent of the line, which sent us the pure | 
alam ‘salt. Commencing in the West Indies, it 
ended at-Constantinople, having embraced Spain, 
Portugal, Italy, and. the Islands of the Mediter- 
ranean sea. - T'he quantity of salt made by the sun 
in these countries was as unlimited as was the sup- 
ply of sinshine.and:sea-water. It could be ob- 
tained. from them to any possible demand, or con- 
ceivable-amount, and it was an almost incredible 
instance'of the patience of the people under op- 
pression that, with this-boundless supply of pure 
alum, salt, to:be had fora few cents a bushel—the 
measured bushel weighing eighty-four pounds— 
at New Orleans, if free of duty, they should suffer 
it to be excluded by an odious tax, and themselves 
thrown upon: the tender mercies of monopolizers 
for an inadequate supply of base salt at fifty pounds 
for the bushel, and at double, treble, and quadruple 
prices! The tax was odious, infamous, and un- 
just. It had not even the plea of a protecting 
quality to recommend it; for there was too little 
alum salt made in the United States to merit the 
idea of a competition with that which came from 
abroad, Alum salt was indispensable in the pro- 
vision trade; it is not.made at home; and we drive 
off that, by taxation, which would come from 
abroad! 

But why disguise or blink the question? Why 
avoid the true objection to the suppression of this 
odious tax? We all see where the objection lies, 
and :why-avoid or-deny it? The fishing bounties 
and allowances. are the real objection; they con» 
stitute the real obstacle to the suppression of the 
Balt tax;.the receivers of these bounties and: allow- 
ances, are the firm opposers of the repeal of the 
aalt::laws, ahd that, because the bounties and 
allowances ‘are bottomed upon the salt tax, and 
cannot remain if that tax is abolished. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis} has denied 
this. position, and claimed for these bounties and 
allowances an independent existence, as an en- 
couragement to the fisheries for a nursery of sea- 
men, and therefore entitled to a continuance even 
though the salt duties shall be abolished. 1 differ 
with him in toto in this opinion. E maintain that 
these bounties and allowances originated in the 
galt tax; that they were af firsta simple drawback 
of the amount of duty paid on the salt which was 
used in curing exported fish; that this drawback | 
afterwards, at the special request of the fishermen, 
took the form of an allowance on the tonnage of 
the fishing vessel ‘as an equivalent for, and a com- 
mutation of the drawback; and that to obtain these 
allowances, it was just as necessary as ever to | 
prove the use of the foreign salt upon the exported 


fish, and that the duty upon it. had been actually 
paid, or secured to be paid; that these bounties 
and allowances were originally just as applicable 
to béef and pork exported as to fish; that they 
rose.in amount exactly with the increase of the 
salt duties; were declared by law to exist only as 
long. ‘as the correspondent duties existed; 
they fell with the salt tax in Mr. Jefferson’s time, | 
were revived with it at the commencement of the | 
late war with Great Britain—and, in fine, that the 
allowance grows out of the tax, and has nothing 
to regt upon when-that tax is withdrawn. These 
are my assertions; and, almost apologizing to the | 
Senate for undertaking to prove positions which 
every meniber knows to beso well founded, I pro- i 
ceed at once to try the issue which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] has forced upon | 
me; and, fakiog the. thing from the beginning, I; 
shail follow it up through its legislative history | 
from the year 1789 to the present day, and verify, 
by indubitable. evidence, every assertion which 1 | 
have made, - : 

The fishing interest wae one of the first, perhaps 
the very first, which was ever brought. before Con- 
gress after the adoption of the present Constitution, | 
The new Government. went into operation in 
March, 1789, and in February, 1790, a meeting of 


i 
I 
i! 
j 


the owners of fishing vessels tóok place at Mar- 
blehead ,in the State of Massachusetts, and prayed 
the interposition of the general court of Massa- 
chusetts to obtain from the Congress of the United 
States the relief and the aid which they believed 
the fisheries to require. The general court me- 
morialized Congress accordingly, and specifically 
asked, 1. A remission of duties:on all the dutiable 
articles, of ‘which salt was the chief, which were 
used in the fisheries; 2. A preference, or monop- 
oly, in the home market, for the sale of their fish 
by effectual duties to exclude foreign fish; 3. Im- 
proved markets abroad by treaty stipuiations with 


| foreign Powers for the favorable admission of our 


fish into their ports; 4. Premiums and bounties 
out of the Federal Treasury to the fishing vessels, 
in imitation of .he bounties and premiums given 
by England, France, and Holland to the vessels 
engaged in their fisheries; 5. That the bounty in 
lieu of the drawback of the duty on the salt used 
in carrying exported fish, should be paid to the 
owners cf the fishing vessel, instead of being paid 
to the exporter of the fish. These were the aids 
and relief prayed for; and of this I hold the proof 
in my hands, and will now exhibit some papers 
to establish what I say. Mr. B. read: 
‘© We, the subscribers, being a committee ap- 
t pointed by the owners of fishing vessels, in the 
‘town of Marblehead, to take into consideration 
‘ the many grievances and burdens thecod-fishery 
‘t now labors under, and to make a statement of 
‘them, which statement so made to be handed to 
‘Colonel Glover, by him to be laid before the 
‘committee of the general court appointed to con- 
‘sider the same, do report the said statement as 
t follows, viz: 
‘© 1. Impost duties on salt. 
2, Impost duties and excise on rum, sugar, 
‘and molasses. 
‘3. Impost on hooks, lines, and leads. 
“ 4, Impost on coarse woolens. 
“5. Impost on duck, cordage, and cables. 
‘© 6. Impost on hemp, iron, and twine. 
“7. Impost on tonnage and naval duties. 
Mig lmpost on the ineffectual duties on foreign 
‘fish. 
‘©9. Impost on the duties our fisheries pay at 
‘ foreign markets, while the fisheries of France 
t xud England receive large privileges and bounties 
* from their Government. ' 
“10. Impost on the heavy poll tax laid on the 
t fishermen. 
“ 11. Impost on excise on New England rum, 
“ It appeurs to the committee, from an exactin- 
t vestigation, that the earnings and expenses of 
‘ fishing schooners of this town, for the years 1787, 
t 1788, and 1789, were to the earnings of each 
“schooner, viz: 
t For the year 1787......cceeesceess L145 
t For the year 1788... .eecesereseeeees 137 
t For the year 1780... .e-.eeeeereeeese 82 
‘and that the annual average expenses of these 
‘t vessels, inclusive of insurance was £124 
“ It also appears that the number of schooners 
‘employed in the Grand Bank fishery, for the 
“year 1789, was one hundred and twenty-four, 
‘nineteen of which, were property of persons not 
‘belonging to the town, and of which number 
‘t thirty-three sail have been taken out of the fish- 
t ery from thedeclension of the business, exclusive 
‘of the aforementioned disadvantages, 
“ That the bounty granted to the fishery by 
‘t Congress as a compensation for the duty on salt, 
€ this committee humbly conceive will not operate 
‘to that purpose so effectually, as if paid direct 
‘into the hands of. the owners of the vessels, in- 
“stead of the shippers of the fish. 
tt MARBLEHEAD, February 1, 1790. 
Joux Grover, 
ISRAEL FORSTER, 
EDWARD FETYPLACE, 
WiLLiam KNIGHT, 
Samvuex HoorER, 
Rogert Hooper, jr., 
Wikia R. LEE, 
Ricuarp PEDRICK, 
Kyxorr PepricK, 
SamuEL R. GERRY, 
Rienarp James, 
Josuva Orme, . 
‘A true copy. Marston WATSON. 
Attest; JOHN Avery, jr., Secretary.” 


> 
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6 Ain estimate of the Duties paid by the Proprietors 
and Navigators of Fishing Vessels of sixty-five tons 
and eleven hands, => > 

Duty on salt... ..ccceceenieece tas cenes GOO 25 

Duty on rum. ..eveecoeeeestareccsoeees 14 00 


Duty on tedsecccercscccecerceeessesesee 2 64 
Duty on Sugar. .ceccsescesrerneee 3 03 
Duty on molasses ....-..2. 0c ee ee svetra 0:99 
Duty on coarsé woolens........e.ceee024 T 33 
Duty on lines, leads, and hooks........-. 209 
Daty on sail cloth, (yearly average)...... 205 


Duty oncordage, cables, (yearly average)... 20 00 
Duty on tonhage.........cececreercesee 3 09 


Duty on iron, (yearly average).....++606. 100 
$138 00 


- “ Whichsum, divided. on eleven men, is $12 05 
t per man; but deducting the drawback of the duty 
“on salt, it remains $57 75 on the whole, or $5 25 
“on each man.” i . 

This is the list of grievances presented on the 1st 
day of February, 1790, to the general court of 
Massachusetts, by the owners of fishing vessels 
in Marblehead, and by the general court imme- 
diately communicated to the Congress of the Uni: 
ted States, then holding its first session under. the 
new Constitution, accompanied by a memorial in 
behalf of the petitioners. This memorial was re- 
ferred by the House of Representatives to the then 
Secretary of State, (Mr. Jefferson,) and by hima 
report upon the whole subject of the fisheries, for- 
eign and domestic, was made to the House at the 
next session, distinguished. by the depth, precision, 
and comprehensiveness of knowledge which char- 
acterized all the productions of that great man. 
Coming to results, after a lucid historical view of 
the fisheries of England, France, Holland, Spain, 
and Portugal, and of the United, States while col- 
onies of Great Britain, and showing that our fish- 
eries possessed great inherent advantages over all 
others, which must ultimately give them the mas- 
tery inany fair contest, he recommended aid to 
our fisheries in three different modes, to wit: graw- 
back of the duties paid by them on the articles 
used in their calling, a preference in the home 
market by duties on foreign fish, an extension of 
the foreign market, by amicable negotiations or 
retaliatory exclusions; and he expressly rejected 
and condemned the idea of extending support to 
the fisheries by paying bounties out of our Treas- 
ury, as was done in England and other countries. 
These aids, he argued, with the natural inherent 
advantages of our situation for carrying on the 
fisheries, would give us the mastery in that branch 
of industry; and the event has proved that he was 
right. The foreign fisheries have declined; ours 
have flourished; our fishermen have the monopoly 
of the home market, and they share largely in the 
markets of other countries, An extract from Mr. 
Jefferson’s report will present these points with 
a clearness which will show to all that our fishin, 
bounties and allowances are wholly. bottomed 
upon the salt duty. He says: 

“It will now be proper to count the advantages 


| * whichaid, and the disadvantages which oppose, 


‘us in the conflict, (between our fishermen and 
‘ those of foreign countries.) Our advantages are, 

“1, The neighborhood of the great. fisheries, 
‘ which permits our fishermen to bring home their 
t fish to be salted by their wives and children. 

“2, The shore fisheries, so near at hand as to 
‘enable the vessels to run into port in a storm, 
and so lessen the risk, for which distant nations 
must pay insurance. 

“3. The winter fisheries, which, like house- 
‘hold. manufactures, employ portions of time 
‘ which would otherwise be useless. 

«4. The smaliness of the vessels, which the 
‘ shortness of the voyage enables. us to employ, 
t and which consequently require but a small 
€ capital. 

“ 5. The cheapness of our vessels, which do 
* not cost above the half of the Baltic fur vessels, 
* computing price and duration. 

“ 6. Their excellence as sea boats, which de- 
creases the risk, and quickens the return. , 

“7. The superiority of our mariners in skill, 
‘ activity, enterprise, sobriety, and order. 

‘¢ 8. The cheapness of provisions. = : 

-9, The cheapness of casks, which, of itself, 


. 
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cis said to be equal to an extra profit of fifteen per 
‘cent. These advantages are of such force, that, 
« while experience has proved that no other nation 
cean make a mercantile profit on ‘the Newfound- 
‘land fishery, nor can support it without national. 
‘aid, we can make a profit, if vent for.our fish: 
< can be procured. E 

“Of the disadvantages opposed .to.us,° those 
‘which depend on ourselves are, 

s Tonnage and ‘naval duties.on vessels em- 
t ployed in the fishery. 

+ Impost duties on salt. , 

« On-tea; rum, sugar, molasses, hooks, lines 
“and leds, duck, cordage and cables, iron, hemp 
“and twine, used in the fishery; coarse woolens, 
«worn by the fishermen, and the poll tax levied 
tby the State on their persons. The statement 
“No. 6 shows the amount of these, exclusive of 
«the State tax and drawback on the fish exported, 
“to be $525 per man, or $57 75 per vessel of 
s sixty-five tons. When a business is so nearly 
« in equilibrio that one can hardly discern whether 
“the profit be sufficient to continue it or not, 
c smaller sums than these suffice to turn the scale 
‘ against it. To these disadvantages add ineffect- 
“yal duties on the importation of foreign fish. In 
‘justification of these last it is urged that the. 
“foreign fish received is in. exchange for the pro- 
«dace of agriculture. To which it may be an- 
t gswered, that the thing given is more merchant- 
“able than that received in exchange, and that 
‘ agriculture has- too many markets to be allowed 
t to take away those of the fisheries. It will rest, 
€ therefore, with the wisdom of the Legislature to 
‘t decide whether prohibition should not be opposed 
‘ to prohibition, and high duty to high duty, on 
‘ fish of other nations; whether any, and which 
‘ of the naval and other duties may be remitted or 
t an equivalent given to the fisherman in the form 
‘t of a drawback, or bounty; and whether the loss 
‘t of markets abroad may not, in some degree, be 
“compensated by creating markets at home; to 
‘which might contribute the fish constituting 
t part of the military ration in stations not too 
‘ distant from navigation, a part of the necessary 
t sea stores of vessels,and the encouraging private 
‘ individuals to let.the fisherman share with the 
© cultivator in furnishing the supplies of the table. 
‘ A habit introduced from motives of patriotism, 
s would soon be followed from motives of taste; 
‘and who will undertake to fix limits to this de- 
“mand, if it can be once excited with a nation 
+ which doubles, and will long continue to double, 
t at very short periods.” 

‘Of the disadvantages which depend on others 
Sare— 

«I. The loss of the Mediterranean markets. 

“92, Exclusions from the markets of some of 
‘ our neighbors. 

«3, High duties in those of others; and, ` 

“4, Bounties to the individuals in competition 
‘with us. 

* * * * * 

“This brings us to the question; what relief 
“does the condition of this fishery require? And 
‘the answer is: 


“1, A remission of duties on the articles used | 


tin their calling. : : š 

“3. A retaliating duty on the foreign article. 

6° 3. Free markets abroad.” 

And he concludes the report with the explicit 
recommendation that the fisheries are not to draw 
support from the Treasury. 

These recommendations of Mr. Jefferson were 
adopted by Congress, and became the basis of all 
the legislative and diplomatic action of our Gov- 
ernment in: relation to the fisheries. What he 
recommended wag done, and nothing more. than: 
he recommended was done. -The salt duty being 
the principal burden. arising. from the imposts 
which the fishermen complained of, that duty was 
abolished in their favor; that is to say, they were 
at first allowed a drawback of the duty on the salt 
used in curing so. much of the fish as was exported 
to foreign countries; which drawback was after- 
wards commuted into an equivalent in the ferm 
of an allowance.on the tonnage of the fishing ves- 
sel. The other. articles subject to impost, pre- 
sented in the list of their burdens by the fisher- 
men, were left on. the same footing for them, as 
to the rest of. the population. . Duties were. not. 


| increase is immediately made in the bounties and 


| provisions was raised to eighteen cents a barrel; 
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‘released to them on tea, rum, coarse woolens, mo- 
lasses, sugar, &c., but they have fared in the use 
Of these articlesas the rest of the community have 
done.’ Retaliatory duties were laid upon foreign 
fish, by which a monopoly of the home market 
has been secured to our fishermen; advantageous 
markets have been. procured for our fish and oits 
in foreign countries; :so that this branch of trade 
is largely in our favor. We export much, and 
import but little, in this: line. This has beer our 
course of legislationand of diplomacy on this sub- 
ject; and now I will refer to the acts of Congress 
which prove it, and will afterwards show the 
beneficial results which have ensued. 

1. The first act is that of 1789, the same which 
imposed a duty of six cents a bushel upon salt, 
and which granted a bounty of five cents a barrel 
on pickled fish and salted provisions, and five cents 
a quintal on dried fish exported from the United 
States, ‘in lieu of a drawback of the duties imposed 
on the importation of the salt employed and expended 
therein.” i 

This act (said Mr. B.) is decisive of the whole 
question raised by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts,{Mr. Davis.] It explodes the idea of this 
bounty being an encouragement to the fisheries as’ 
a nursery of seamen; for it gives the same bounty: 
to the exporters of beef and pork as to the ex- 
porters of fish; and certainly mariners were not 
expected to be created among the raisers of. hogs 
and cattle. 

2. In 1790 the duty on salt was doubled; it was 
raised from six to twelve cents on the bushel; by 
the same act the bounty in lieu of drawback of 
the duty on saltused in curing fish and provisions 
exported was also doubled; it was raised from 
five cents to ten cents a barrel on pickled fish, beef, 
and pork, and to ten cents a quintal on dried fish. 
Act of July 4, 1789, vol. 2, chap. 2, Laws United 
States. 

3. An act of 1792 repeals the bounty in lieu of 
drawback on dried fish, and in lieu of that, ‘* and 
asa commutation thereof, and equivalent therefor,” 
shifts the bounty from the fish exported to the 
fishing vessel, and authorizes an allowance to be 
paid to vessels. in the cod-fishery at the rate of 
$1 50a ton on vessels of from twenty to thirty 
tons burden; of $2 50 on the tonnage of vessels 
abovethirty tons; and $1.a ton-on vessels between 
five tons and twenty tons, with a limitation to 
$170 for. maximum. allowance te any one vessel. 
(Act of February 16, 1792, vol. 2, chap. 107, Laws: 
United States.) This act-was in exact compliance 
with the request of the owners-of fishing vessels- | 
in their application to the general court of Mas- 
sachusetts, in February, 1790, and by the general 
court laid before Congress. The act of 1789 had | 
given a bounty to the shipper of fish in lieu of | 
drawback of duty; the owners of fishing vessels į 
prayed that this might be paid to the “ owners of| 


the fishing vessels instead of the shippers of the fish.” t 


Congress granted the request; and to exclude the | 
possibility of considering it as a bounty out of | 
the Treasury, expressly declared it to be ‘ acom- 
t mutation of, and an equivalent for, the bounty in! 
* lieu of drawback of the duties imposed on the import- | 
€ ation of the saltused in curing the fish and provisions | 
‘ exported.’’ The idea of making mariners is also 
wholly contradicted by extending the bounty | 
down to five-ton boats. 
4. In 1797 the duty on saltis raised fromtwelve | 
cents to twenty cents a bushel; a corresponding | 


allowances to salted provisions, fish, and fishing | 
vessels. The bounty in lieu of drawback to salted į 


the bounty on pickled fish was raised to twenty- 


two cents a barrel; and thirty-three and a third | 


per cent. was added to the allowance in-favor of; 


the cod-fishing vessels.—ct of May.2, 1792, vol. H 


| third section then contained a 
| words: 


2, chap. 128, Laws United States. - 

5. The act of April 12, 1800, continues the salt: 
duty, and all the bounties and allowances to salt | 
provisions, fish, and fishing-vessels, for the term of. 
ten years, and then adds this proviso: ‘‘ That these. |! 
€ allowances shall not be understood to be continutd Jorji 
t a longer time then the correspondent duties on salt, | 
‘respectively, for which the said allowances were || 
‘granted, shall be payable.’’—Vol. 3, chap. 176, | 
Laws United Siates, í if 


6. In 1807, Mr. 0 efferson being President, the ' 


.: SENUTES 


salt- tax was abolished; and: with it ‘the: fishing 
bounties‘and allowances, and the. bounty oh ex- 
ported ‘salted provisions, which: were: dependent: 
upon:it.: ‘The act-had but three years to runatthe 
time it-was-repealed; but the Republican of that 
day would not leave the odious tax to diea natural 
death. They extinguished: it bylaw. Fhey cut 
offits three years’ life. The first section: of the 
act repealed the tax; and the second applied:to- 
the bounties and allowances; and ran in) these 
words: “That from and after the first day of Jan- 
t uary next, so much of any actag allows a bounty 
‘on exported salt provisions and pickied fish, in 
‘liew of drawback of the duties-on salt employed it 
‘ curing the same, and so much of any act as makes 
‘allowances to the owners and crews ‘of; fishing: 
‘ vessels, in lieu of drawback of the duties patd onthe 
< salt used by the same, shall be; and thé same‘hereby 
is, repealed,” : uF 
This is the end of the first salt tax. It is the 
legislation of near twenty years upon the subject- 
from 1789 to 1807—and it shows that beef and 
pork éxported received the same bounty which 
went to the fisheries; à fact which is itself full 
proof that the fishing'bounties' were not given for 
the purpose of making mariners, unless mariners 
werealso expected to be rhade of the herdsmen: 
who were employed in raising cattle and hogs,” ~ 
This (said Mr. B.) brings us to the-end of the 
first salt tax ever iniposed in the’ United States; 
and also to the end of the bowhties.and allowances 
on the exportation of salted beef and pork; and on 
exported fish-and fishing veasels:which were de- 
pendent upon it. : The tax and all its dependent 
provisions fell togethers they fell under the Rei 
publican Administration of Mr. Jefferson: ‘The: 
Journals. of Congress and the votes of: the: two 
Houses show that the repeal of the tax was pretty 
nearly a party measure, the Republicans being for 
the repeal, and the Federalists against it, Doubt- 
less it was never expected to be revived under a 
Republican Administration, but the financial em~- 
barrassments of the war with Great Britain caused 
it to be resorted to in the second year of that con- 
test, but only as a war tax, expressly limited to 
the duration of the war, and one year thereafter. 
This .is the act now in force, and a recurrence to 
its provisions will provë and establish every posi- 
tion for which I now contend. . 1 will show these 
provisions, beginning with’ the title, and will after- 
wards show the continuation of the act and: the 
alterations which may have'béen made in it. “Phe 
title of the act is this: ‘ An’ act laying a duty on 
‘imported salt, granting’ a bounty on pickled fish 
‘exported, and allowances: to certain vessela-en- 
‘ gaged in the fisheries: ` REESE Pt 
The first section of the act revives the salt’ tax 
of twenty cents per bushel, to take effect on the 
Ist day of January, 1814. The second section 
revives the bounty of twenty cents per barrel on 
exported pickled fish, and also the'allowances to 
fishing vessels, at the rate of $2 40-per ton forall 
vessels of twenty tons, and not exceeding thirty; 
and $1 60 per ton on all vessels of less than twenty 
tons, and above five, and of $4 for all above thirty 
tons, with a limitation of $272 to any one vessel; 


ii these bounties and allowances to take effect on the 


same day the salt tax went into operation. The 
provision in these 

“That no bounty, drawback, or allowance, 
‘shall be made under the authority of this act, 
‘unless it shall be proved to the satisfaction of 
‘the collector that the pickled fish for which 
“the bounty, drawback, or allowance, shall be 
‘claimed, was wholly cured with foreign salt, 
‘and on which a duty shall have been secured or 
* paid.” 

Such is the third section of the bill, not at all 
necessary to show that the fishing allowances 
were dependent upon the salt tax, but superadded 
by way of making assurance doubly sure. 

The concinding section of the bill is in these 
words: 

t: That this act shall continue in force until the 
‘termination of the war in which the United States 
‘are now engaged with the united kingdom of 
‘Great Britain and Ireland, and the dependencies 


‘thereof, and for one year. thereafter, and no 
longer.’’ : T E ae 
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This concluding section of the act (continued 
Mr. B.) proves, first, that the salt tax was a war 
tax, limited to the exigencies of the war, and to 
cease within one year after its termination; second, 
that the fishing bounties and allowances were the 
appendage of the tax, and came into renewed ex- 
jstence with it; third, that the whole act was to 
cease together; so that, if the law had expired ac- 
cording to its limitation, all the fishing bounties 
and allowances would have ceased at the same 
time, without a particle of legislation being re- 
quired to abolish these allowances. 


Having made these remarks upon the act for | 


the revival of the salt tax and its appendages, 
Mr. B. went on to point out to the attention of the 
Senate the fact that this law totally omitted the 
enactments in favor of exported salted beef and 
pork, which began with the salt tax in 1789, and 
continued with it until 1807; this act of 1813 omits 
that provision, and why? For the obvious reason 
that the revived act was limited to the war, and 
the farmers not expecting to carry on any foreign 
trade during the war, either to import foreign salt 
or to export beef and pork, made no provision 
for securing to themselves the bounties on these 
articles; but the fishing interest of the northeast, 
more provident than the farming interest of the 
northwest, looked to the possibility of going on 
with their trade during hostilities; and in this, as 


was proved by the event, they were not mistaken! , 


The war with Great Britain ceased the 17th of 
February, 1815; the act then reviving the salt tax 
and the fishing allowances should have ceased one 
year thereafter, to wit: on the 17th of February, 
1816. But the war left a great debt behind jt; 
provision for the payment of that debt was indis- 

ensable; duties upon imports was the source 
ooked to for the payment of that debt; and on the 
5th of February, 1816, the heavy war duties were 
continued on goods, wares, and merchandise 
generally; on the 9th of the same month, the salt 
tax and its appendages were also continued. This 
latter act ran in these words: 

“ That the act entitled ‘An act laying a duty on 
‘imported salt, granting a bounty on pickled fish 
“exported, and allowances to certain vessels en- 
‘gaged in the fisheries,’ passed the 29th of July, 
< 1813, shall be, and the same hereby is, continued 
“in force, anything in the said act to the contrary 
‘thereof in any wise notwithstanding.” 

Thus (continued Mr. B.) the act of 1813, instead 
of expiring twelve months after the war, was con- 
tinued without specification of time, but evidently 
to meet the war debt; so that this act of 1813 is 
now the act by virtue of which the fishing bounties 
and allowances are paid. Several acts have since 
been passed on the subject, but none to vary the 
principle of the act of 1813. The only differences 
introduced are to increase the allowances to fishing 
vessels, so as to give to the small boats from five 
to thirty tons, $3 50 per ton; to vessels above 
thirty tons, $4 per ton; with a limitation to $360 
in favor of any one vessel. 

Mr, B. said he had now traced the acts allowing 
these fishing bounties and allowances from the 
year 1789, to the present day. He had traced all 
the leading acts through all their main features; 
and the result was, that those bounties and allow- 
ances are the offspring of the salt duty; and they 
grow out of it; have risen and fallen with it; are 
dependent upon it; and cannot live one day with- 
outit. These bounties and allowances are now 
great; they are about a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars per annum; they have taken about six millions 
out of the Treasury; and the receipt of this sum 
is too comfortable a thing to the fishermen to be 
willingly relinquished by them. They mean to 


retain it, if they can; and to retain it, it is indis-. 


pensable to retain the salt tax; and hence, like clear- 
sighted men, who understand their own interest, 
they set up an unflinching, uncompromising oppo- 
sition to the repeal of the ealt duties. 

Mr. B. then exhibited a table showing the pro- 
gressive increase of the fishing allowances and the 
salt duty from 1789; how they had risen together 
and fallen together until 1807; and how, since that 
time, these bounties had been increased without 
an increase of the salt duty, and was now at. its 
highest, although the salt duty was two thirds 
reduced, and those allowances ought to have been 
reduced in the same proportion: 


TABLE. 
Maximum Duty on 
On vessels of On vessels of aliowed to salt per 
By actof 5 to 20 tons. 20 to 30 tons. anyvessel. bushel. 
WH eae e NE Ceo 
July, 1792.....91 00 S150 8170 12ets. 
May, 1792 .... 1 20 1 80 204 12 
July, 1797..... 1 60 2 40 272 20 
March, 1807... abolished abolished -abolished abolished 
Dec., 1814.... 1 60 2 40 272 20 
March, 1819... 3 50 4 00 360 20 
At present.... 3 50 4 00 360 8 i 
In the year 1828, an act passed for abolishing 
a part of the duty on salt; and in 1833 the famous 
compromise act made provision for a further reduc- 
tion of the duty; but neither of these acts made any 


provision in relation to the fishing bounties and | 


allowances, although these bounties and allow- 
ances, should have been reduced in proportion to the 
reduction of the tax on which they were bottomed. 


| The late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Ingham, 


noticed this omission in the act of 1828, and called 
the attention of Congress to the necessity of reme- 
dying it. His notice was contained in his annual 
report on the finances for the year 1830, and was 
in these words: 

“ The reduction of the duty on salt, made at the 
‘last session, which will take place on the Ist of 
‘January, 1831, and Ist of January, 1832, respect- 
‘ively, would seem to render it proper to make a 
t corresponding reduction in the drawback allowed 
‘on the exportation of pickled fish, which is fixed 
‘by the act of 29th of July, 1813, at twenty cents 
‘per barrel, that being, at the time, the duty 
‘charged on one bushel of salt. Unless the law 
‘allowing the drawback shall be previously mod- 
‘ified, the exporter will begin to receive, after the 
‘Ist of January next, a greater amount of draw- 
‘back than the duty previously paid on the salt.’ 
—Ingham’s annual Treasury report, December, 1830. 

This recommendation produced no effect; and 
the compromise act, as it is called, which after- 
wards passed, and made further reduction of the 
salt duty, was entirely silent on the subject of the 
fishing bounties and allowances. The salt tax 
itself, although a war tax, expressly limited to the 
war, and one year thereafter, “and no longer,” 
was yet continued longer to pay the war debt; and 
although that debt has been many years paid, and 
all the other war taxes abolished, yet this most 
unjust and most execrable and detestable of all 
taxes, is still permitted to survive. Even by the 
compromise act, ‘it is to be reduced no lower than 
to twenty percent. on the value; a sum which will 
be just as bad as twenty cents on the bushel, be- 
cause it will throw all foreign salt into the hands 
of a few, and will establish a monopoly in the sea- 
ports as well as monopolies inthe interior. Total 
abolition of the tax is the only thing that will bring 
an adequate supply of salt into the country, and 
enable it to be sold at first cost by the measured 
bushel. To effect this total abolition, is now the 
great object of the South and West; and this great 
object is strenuously resisted by the northeast, 
because upon the continuance of the salt tax en- 
tirely depends their continued receipt of a quarter 
of a million of dollars per annum out of the public 
Treasury for fishing bounties and allowances. 
The overthrow of these allowances is, therefore, 
a preliminary work; and all that are opposed to 
the tax on salt, must join in removing from under 
it this main pillar, which props and supports it. 
This is the object of my labor; and having shown, 
by a careful reviewal of our legislation for upwards 
of forty years upon this subject, that the tax and 
the allowances are indissolubly connected, and 
must rise and fall together, 1 now take a higher 
and more sacred ground, and undertake to say 
that an allowance to the fishing vessels as a mere 
bounty from the Treasury to encourage a branch 
of industry which creates mariners, is an UNCON- 
STITUTIONAL use of the public money; and besides, 
is A MOSt INEXPEDIENT, DANGEROUS, UNNECESSARY, 
and unrair use of it. These, sir, are not phrases 
to round off a period, to fill up a sentence, or to 
supply the want of argument, but they are well 
considered and tenable positions, the truth of which 
I now proceed to demonstrate: 

I. Unconstitutionality—Gratuities from the pub- 
lic Treasury to sustain any branch of industry 
is a thing unknown to the Constitution; and the 
power to make such gratuities cannot be derived 
from any clause in that instrument. The attempt 


i 


was made at the commencement of this Govern- 
ment and entirely failed. General Hamilton was 
in favor of fostering manufactures by direct boun- 
ties from the Treasury, but the idea was entirely 
repudiated by the friends of a limited Government, 
and the whole scheme was successfully resisted, 
In the case of the fisheries themselves it was asked 
and denied. The memorial from the general court 
of Massachusetts, presented at the first session of 
the first Congress under the present Constitution, 
prayed for aid in four different ways to the fish- 
eries; 1. A remission of duties on the articles used 
by the fishermen; 2. A monopoly of the home 
market by prohibitory-duties on foreign fish; 3. > 
Improved markets abroad by amicable negotiations 
with foreign Powers in favor of American fish; 4. 
Premiums and bounties in imitation of the system 
of England, France, and Holland. Of these four 
varieties of aid, the Government granted the three 
first, and denied the fourth. The Constitution 
was victorious in that movement against it, and 
the Constitution is the same now that it was then. 
It refused bounties and premiums to the fisheries 
in 1789; it cannot grant them in 1839. 

II. Inexpedient.—Because it cannot be granted to 
one branch of industry without being granted to 


| others. Ifgratuities once issue from the Treasury 


to prop up and sustain any one pursuit or occupa- 
tion, every other pursuit or occupation will have 
an equal claim to like gratuities in its favor. Com- 
binations will take place among different pretend- 
ers to th? new species of pillage; and the public 
Treasury will be exhausted, the people taxed, and 
the nation run into debt to raise the sums which 
their demands will require. 

HI. Unnecessary.—l hold these bounties as a 
gratuity from the Treasury to be unnecessary to the 
fisheries, either in the way of profit to the fisher- 
men, or as encouraging the creation of mariners. 
The fisheries are now in the most. flourishing state, 
and other vast nurseries for seamen have sprung 
up. The natural and inherent advantages of our 
people for carrying on these fisheries, with the 
benefit of the home and foreign markets secured for 
them, as proposed by Mr. Jefferson, have given 
them the mastery in the business, and totally freed 
them from the rivalship of France and England, 
which was the very foundation of their application 
to Congress in 1790. Then the English largely 
shared our home market, and nearly monopolized 
the foreign; now this is exactly reversed. Now 
our fishermen have the monopoly of the home 
market, and largely share the foreign; and a com- 
parison of different dates, and a late return to the 
Massachusetts Legislature, show the business to 
be in a most flourishing condition. The exports 
from our fisheries for the year ending the 30th 
September, 1837, stand thus: 


j Exports. Imports. 
| Dried fish, or cod fisheries. $588,506 $13,528 
Pickled or river fish, (her- 
ring, shad, salmon, and 
mackerel).......s00e00- 181,334 83,952 
Whale and other fish-oil... 1,271,545 564 
Spermaceti oil........26.6 151,875 7,008 
Whalebone.....e.ceesees 223,682 none, 
Spermaceti candles........ 294,510 832 
2,711,452 105,884 
105,884 


Balance in favor of U. S.. $2,605,566 


Here is an export of $2,600,000 worth of fish 
and oil, and an importof only about $100,000, and 
two thirds of that consisting of salmon and herring, 
which do not conflict with our northern fisheries; 
while in 1790 the export of the same articles was 
only $1,194,000, and the import was 6,343 barrels 
pickled fish and 3,701,220 pounds of dried fish. 
A report made to a recent General Assembly of 
the State of Massachusetts shows that the fisheries 
of that State alone, for the year ending the 30th of 
March, 1837, amounted to near $10,000,000, to 
wit: whale, cod, and mackerel, $7,509,250; refined 
whale and other oil, $2,030,321. Upon so large a 
business as this, the amount of the bounties and 
allowances can have bet little influence; and even 
if gratuitous bounties had been necessary in 1790, 
as prayed for by the fishermen, and the event has 
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proved that they were not necessary, it is clear and 
indisputable that they are not necessary now. - 
Gratuitous bounties are not necessary, even if 
they were constitutional, to promote the success 
of the fisheries, so far.as the profit of the fisher- 
men are concerned. They have a profitable busi- 


ness without.a gratuity from the Treasury. Sull ! 
less are they necessary to Keep up a nursery for | 
seamen, and to prevent our fishermen from going | 


into the service of the English, as was so much 


apprehended in 1790.. Tne English fishing ser- |) 


vice has no attraction. at present for our fisher- 
men; they have declined, and have ceased to be 
an object of competition, of fear, or of interest to 
us. Other great nurseries of seamen have grown 
up, which leave the fisheries, formerly the first, 
nowa secondary resource for the creation of mari- 
ners. In 1790 we had three nurseries for seamen, 
namely, the fisheries, the coasting trade, and the 
carrying trade; we have the same three now, all 
of them greatly augmented, and a new one be- 
sides, which we did not then possess. The fish- 
eries are far greater now than they were then; the 
coasting trade is increased, not merely in the ratio 
of increased population and wealth, but the double 
of it on account of the increased extent of the 
coast itself fromthe acquisition of Florida and 
Louisiana; and. from the vast trade and fishing 
which has grown up in all the’ northern lakes, 
and which add so many thousand miles to our 
coasting trade; the carrying trade is prodigiously 
augmented, not merely by operation of the laws 
which give the monopoly of that business, nearly, 
to our own shipping, but also from the production 
of cotton, an article unknown to our exports forty 
years ago, and now employing infinitely more 
ships and mariners than ever the fisheries did. If 
agratuity is to be given out of the Treasury to 
the pursuits which create mariners, the cotton 
planting of the South wiil now stand at the head 


of the occupations which merit that bounty. Be- | 


sides all these vast augmentations of our former 
nurseries for seamen, we have a new and a great 
one in the Navy, which hag since been built up, 
and which not only employs many thousand sea- 
men, but finds time and opportunity, from our 
peaceful policy, and the extended protection which 
we give to our commerce, to prepare them in time 
of peace for service during war. In no point of 
view, then, neither for the profit of the fisheries, 
nor as a nursery of seamen, is a gratuity from the 
Treasury necessary to the support af our fisheries; 
and all the arguments in favor of such gratuities 
in 1790, and proved by the event to have been 
mistaken then, are obsolete, inapplicable, and 
wholly out of date now. But, why argue? It 
is not a case for argument, since the same en- 
couragement wag given to beef and pork curers 
as to fishermen; and certainly no mariners were 
expected to be created by raising cattle and hogs! 

LV. Unfair.—This is a head which admits of 
several specifications. It is unfair towards the 
curers of beef and pork, both of which articles 
were put on the same footing with respect to the 
bounties and allowances in lieu of the drawback 
of the salt duty by the act of 1789; continued on 
the same footing through every act to the year 
1807; and then shared the same fate, and were 
abolished together. They rest upon the same prin- 
ciple, and cannot fairly be separated. The allow- 
auces to beef and pork exported were not revived 
in the act of 1813—the act reviving the salt tax, 
and with it the fishing bounties and allowances; 
they were not then revived, because the new act 
was a temporary measure, limited to the war, and 
the curers of beef and pork did not expect to have 
any foreign trade during its continuance; and, 
therefore, made no provision for the revival of the 
bounties which they had enjoyed before, in com- 
mon with the fisheries.: ‘The act of 1816, which 
continued the act of 1813, was also understood to 
be temporary... It. was continued for no definite 
period, but merely continued in force generally 
with the rest.of the war duties; and was expected 


to be discontinued in a short time. For these rea- | 


sons the friends of the farming interest made no 


effort to save to the great provision trade of the | 


South and West the large pecuniary advantage 
which they had formerly enjoyed in common with 
the northern fisheries. They remained silent; they 
put in no claim for their equal. privilege; and 
the consequence has been, that while these fish- 


} 


i 
i 
| 
| 
} 
j 
| 
j 
| 


il 


| 


| eries, after the exclusive benefit which they have 


of the beef and pork trade. 
i erated; the agricultural interest of the South and | 
i West cannot be expected to put up with this in- 
| justice any longer. 
i the same principle as the bounties to the fishing 
‘interest, and henceforth they must share the same 
| fate. 


; salt for the living stock still more than for the 


į and other places—had the same right to these allow- 


| granted as a commutation and equivalent for the 
| drawback of the salt duty, or whether continued į 


j on the same footing—when beef, pork, bacon, the 
| lake, the bay, the sound, and the river fisheries, |; 


eries have received, since 1813, between three and 
four millions of dollars out of the public Treasury, | 
the farming interest has not received a cent upon 
their beef and park. This is unfair, it is unjust; 
it is indefensible, and now. that the injustice is 
brought to the notice of the Senate, and the ques- 
tion is fully presented, 1 hold it to be impossible 
that the injurious discrimination is to be longer | 
continued. It cannot be tolerated that these fish 


already enjoyed since 1813, are to go on indefi- |) 
nitely to enjoy the same benefit, to the prejudice | 
This cannot be tol- | 


Bounties to them rest upon 


The question now is, whut shall that fate || 
be? And here, I apprehend, it would be no dif- į 
cult matter for the two interests to make a bargain |! 
together, and agree to support a bill to restore the |! 
beef and pork trade to its lost advantage, and to 
continue indefinitely the bounties and allowances 
to each. But this, in my opinion, would bea bad 
bargain on the side of the agricultural interest; 
and an unconstitutional and dangerous bargain on 
the side of both. The agricultural interest wants 


slaughtered; it wants salt for the provisions used 
at home, and within the limits of the United States, 
as well as for that exported; and a mere restora- 
tion of bounty on the exported beef and pork 
would be no indemnity for the stinted supply, and 
increased price, the inseparable consequence of 
the salt tax. To continue the tax, and restore the 
bounty to exported provisions, would then bea 
bad bargain for the farming interest, and a worse 
one for the Treasury, which would find itself 
called upon for a much larger annual amount of 
bounty than the annual amount of the tax would 
ever meet. ‘To repeal the tax, and still continue 
the bounties and allowances to both fish and pro- 
visions, would be to grant naked bounties—direct ! 
gratuities—from the Federal Treasury in favor of | 
two branches of industry; a grant which I hold to į 
be as unconstitutional as it would be inexpedieni 
and dangerous. To all the other fisheries carried 
on in the United States, a continuance of these 
allowances to the northern fisheries, without being 
extended to them, would be too unfair to be tol- 
erated. The fisheries of Lake Superior and the 
other lakes; those of the bays and rivers of the 
Atlantic board—the Delaware and Chesapeake |; 
bays, the Potomac river, the Albemarle gound, 


ances which the northern fisheries had. Whether 


as a naked gratuity, the case of these interior fsh- | 
eries cannot be separated from the others. They 
use salt as largely as the others do; they use ves- 
sels fully a match to the five-ton boats which now 
draw bounties and allowances. If granted to these, 
bacon cannot be excluded. Fish is the bacon of 
the northeast; and this fish is exempted from the 
salt tax. The bacon of the South and West and || 
“Middle States has a right to the same exemption; {| 
and gentlemen may rest assured that the time has |i 
now arrived when all these interests must be placed |} 


must be exempted from the burdens of the salt | 
tax, as well as the cod and mackerel fisheries of! 
the northeast. 

_ Mr, B. concluded with saying that he had fully 
made out his proposition that the fishing bounties 
and allowances were founded upon the salt tax— 
were coeval with it—indissolubly connected with į 
it—reducible and extinguisheble with it; that these 
bounties and allowances could not survive the fall 
of the tax one instant; that the salt tax was kept 
alive to keep up this issue from the Treasury; and 
that, to abolish the tax, it was indispensably pre- |! 
requisite to demolish the pretensions of the fishing 
interest, to a continuance of their exclusive Boun- 
ties and allowances. . This was what he had at- | 
tempted to show ought to be done... He had con- |, 
fined himself in this opening speech to this single | 
branch of the subject. He had said bat little on |; 
the subject of the execrable tax itself, its oppres- i 
sions upon the agricultural class, and its fostering ii 


: to Mr. Benton, 


i the tomb of oblivion. 
| topics would seem to be in bad taste; to debate 


| wicked, wanton, and ignorant old man! 


i| of monopolizers and regraters. He left that branch 


of the subject fora future occasion; and when he 
came to touch it, he should avail himself. freely. 
and largely of the transcendent papers on the uses 
of salt-and the evils of the salt tax which a British. 
Commons printed for the use of Britons, and be-, 
fore which the British salt tax fell, and by which 
British stock and agriculture has been incredibly 
benefited; which papers he had twice obtained 
an order of the Senate for printing, which order 
had twice been rescinded. When he came to 
speak on this branch of the subject, he should 
avail himself fully of these invaluable papers. - ` 


In Senate, January 28, 1839. 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, having replied 


Mr. BENTON expressed his regret that the 


i Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Davis] could 


not have concluded his argument without an 


‘attack upon General Jackson, and especially an 
| attack going back to the veto of the bank charter, 


the removal of the deposits, the specie circular, 
the suspension of specie payments—which for- 
merly figured in party, controversies, had lived 
out their brief day, and, now. quietly reposed in 
To resuscitate these old 


thern over again seemed to be getting up a discus- 
sion flat, stale, and unprofitable.. But the Senator 


i from Massachusetts had gone into this work; he 


had commenced the business; and he has given. 
usa new edition of the old. panic speeches of 
1832, 1833, 1834, 1836, and.1837. We.have been 
again informed of commerce ruined, confidence. 
destroyed, manufactories stopped, the, laborer 
without work, shops shut up, distress universal, 
misery in every house, and despair in every 
bosom; and all this mischief the sad doings of one: 

e 
have had a new edition of all this served up to 
us, as unexpectedly to me as if it had all fallen 
from the clouds, and as repugnant to my feelings 
as could be the disinterment and exhumation of 
the dead. But since the Senator had chosen to 
revive the memory of scenes on which the curtain 
had long since been dropped, and has charac- 
terized them in a way to suit the purposes and. 
the feelings of himself and his. party, I must be 
permitted to say to him that I have lately. read a 
history of the very events which he has been. 
describing, written a long time. ago, in. a foreign. 
land and a foreign language, but so accurate in its 
details and so just in its representations that. 
every reader would immediately recognize. it. to. 
be the true history of what has been done in our 
own country during the exhibition of the domestic 
manufactured distresses, the performance of the 
artificial panics, and the enactment of the bloods 
less and sabbathless revolutions with which the 
public sensibilities have been so much excited of 
late. This piece of history is found.in Vertot’s 
History of the Portuguese conspiracy in the year 


: 1640, by which the Spanish dominion in Portugal 


was overturned, and John, Duke of. Braganza, 
was restored to the throne of his ancestors. . The 
politicians and merchants were in the conspiracy-— 
there were no banks in those times; but. politi- 
cians and merchants were not sufficient to carry 
it on; they could not perform the manual labor of 
attacking the Spanish guards and garrisons. They. 
wanted other hands for the. manual labor part, 
while they confined themselves to the headwork 
part of the revolution. To obtain these opera- 
tives the merchants of Lisbon fell upon a plan 
which you shall have in the historian’s own 


| words: I sayin his own words; for, while the 


Senator from Massachusetis was speaking, and 
bringing this piece of history to my mind, I dis- 
patched one of our little messengers with a note 
to Mrs. Benton, to send me the book, “ EL’ histoire 


| de la conjuration. de Portugal; and here it is; and 


now the historian shail speak for himself, . 1 read 


fin French first, and then in English, that those 
|, who understand both languages may know that 
; the translation is j 


ust. 


At page 332 he says: 

‘“ Jis avaient même congedié plusieurs de leurs 
‘ouvriers, principalement les plus mutins, sous 
‘prétexte que le commerce etant ruiné,. ils. ne 
‘ pouvaient plus les entretenir; mais en; effet afin 


tque la misére et la faim les portat plus aisemént 
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să se soulever; et cependant ils les assistaient de | 
“temps en temps, afin de les avoir tovjours ã leur 
“devotion.” 

“They [the merchants] had even discharged, 
ton purpose, many of their laborers, principally 
t the most matinous, under the pretext that com- | 
“merce being ruined, (by the tyraany of the | 
‘Spanish Government,) they could no longer 
templey them; but in fact to the end that misery 
‘and famine might carry them more easily to | 
‘insurrection; assisting them from time to time to | 
‘retain them in devotion to themselves. ”’ 

This (continued Mr. B.) is the true history of 
our panics and home-made distress, and wants 
nothing but a change of names to be written of 
the United States during the scenes of which the 
Senator from Massachusetts has so unexpectedly 
revived the memory. For Lisbon, read any or 
all of our large cities; for the year 1640, read 
1833~"34; for the Spanish Government, read Jack- 
son’s administration; and the history of our own 


great panic bloodless revolution is complete. ‘The |; 


body of the working people of Lisbon could not 
be trusted with the secret of the conspiracy; still it 
was indispensable to have their services. Starva- 
tion could drive them to revolt; by charging this 
starvation to the tyranny of the Spaniards, they 

could be excited againat the Spaniards; and, by a 

hypocritical distribution of alms to those whom 

they had deprived of bread, they could make the 

victims ‘of their policy the instruments of their 

conspiracy. All this, even down to the crocodile 

distribution of alms, was done in our own cities; 

done against General Jackson, and to excite a de- 

ceived, outraged, and wronged population against 

him. It was not quite so successful in our cities | 
as in Lisbon; but the virtue and morality of 

the conduct waa the same in both countries, and 

history will record them in the same language. 

Yes, sir, history will record that the working 

people, discharged from their employments during 

our panics, under the pretext that commerce was 

ruined, were, in fact, discharged from political 

motives, and to make them instruments in a con- 

spiracy against the Jackson administration, with 

the secret of which they could not be trusted. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) these are disagreeable rem- 
iniscences; but they are forced upon us; and when 
forced upon us we must answer; and it must be 
in the style which truth and justice demands. 
Truthand justice, then, demands of me to denounce 
the fictitious distressey which have been made in 
this country during the administration of General 
Jackson as sheer imposition, so far as the Bank of 
the United States, and politicians were concerned, 
and as #heer delusion, so far as masses of the peo- 
ple were concerned. They were as much imposi- | 
tion and delusion as the discharge and insurrec- 
tion of the workmen were in Lisbon in 1640; they 
were as much imposition and delusion as the 
famous witchcraft hallucination of Massachusetts 
was in 1690. The pretexts of the banks, mer- 
chants, and politicians, for stopping business, dis- 
missing laborers, and making distress and panic, 
were just as preposterous as were the pretexts 
of the bewitched imposters in New England one 
hundred and fifty years ago. Our panic and dis- 
tress-makers of the nineteenth century attributed 
the ruin of all business to the removal of the de- 
posits, and to the specie circular; the bewitched 
subjects of 1690 attributed their calamity to the 
looks of the witches; and, in both cases, one pre- 
text was just as true as the other; and a trial in 
one case would stand for a fac simile of a trial in 
the other. Here isa history of one of these trials, 
had before the Honorable Thomas Danforth, Dep- 
uty Governor of Massachusetts, at Salem, the 
lith of April, 1692. It runs thus: 

t Deputy Governor.—John, who hurt you? 

t Answer.--Goody Cloyse hurt me. 

“ Deputy Governor.—-Hlow did she hurt you? 

** Answer.—She looked at me.” 

And thereupon (says the historian) Hutchin- 
son, the aforesaid John, fell down, kicked, uttered 
horrible cries, and began to vomit crooked pins: ! 
whereupon Goody Cloyse said to him, “Oh, thou | 
arta grievous liar.” I quote no more of the trial, | 
(said Mr. B.,) but say that Goody Cloyse was | 
right in what she said to John, and is so admitted | 


} 


to have been by all New England now, though | 
disbelieved and punished at the time. Goody 


mere change of names, dates, and places, substi- 
tuting President Jackson for Goody Cloyse, and 
the Bank of the United States and its confederates 
for John, will serve for the future history of the 
panic scenes of General Jackson’s administration. 

Mr. President, I hope that this is the last time, 
for the present session at least, that any attack will 
be made upon General Jackson on this floor. He 
has retired from public life; he is reposing under 
his own vine and fig tree; he is now in no man’s 
way; he can be an object of fear to none, and 
should not be an object of hate to any. He has 
rendered service to his country, and certainly is 
entitled to peace in the closing moments of his life. 


| { do hope there will be no moreattacks; 1 do hope 


there will be a truce to this war upon a retired man; 


| but if we are mistaken, if attacks must be contin- 
ued, gentlemen must rest assured that defense will ! 


follow. 


I now return to the appropriate subject of debate, į 
j and shall reply with all possible brevity and pre- 
cision to the argumentof the Senator from Massa- ; 


chusetts, (Mr. Davis.] That argument rests upon 


| two grounds: 1. Protection to the salt manufac- | 
i ture, for which purpose he insists the duty, if not’ 
| laid, was at least continued; 2. Encouragement to 
the fisheriesas a nursery for seamen, for which pur- | 
pose, he contends the fishing bounties and allow- | 


ances were granted. | deny both these positions, 
and shall state my reasons, in uddition to the rea- 


sons given in my opening speech, for believing : 


them to be unfounded. 
I. As to the protection to the salt manuyacture. 
The first answer to thisargumentis, that the act 


now in force for this salt duty, is the act of 1813, | 


an act notoriously and professedly passed for 
revenue alone, and that limited to the war with 
Great Britain, and to one year thereafter, 
extinguishes the idea of protection in the original 
laying of the duty. But the act was continued 
afterthe war! Certainly it was, and continued, with 
all the rest of the war daties, for the express pur- 
pose of paying the wardebt! The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] says the act was made 
perpetual. ‘This isa great error. The act was 
continued, generally, as the other revenue acts 
were, without saying for what time, but for the 


known purpose of paying the war debt; and as for | 


This | 


perpetuity, so far from being perpetual, the one | 


| half the duty was taken off ten years ago, and the | 
| remainder is now in a course of reduction to a} 
point entirely and avowedly below the protection ; 
i limit. 


This is one answer to this argument. 
Another is, that the compromise act, as it is called, 


| provides for the reduction of the salt duty to twenty 


per cent. on the value. This explodes protection; 
so that, so far as the argument is concerned, the 
law has already passed which annuls it. Protec- 
tion to the salt manufacture has already ceased by 
law; and the passage of the bill which I propose 


to bring in, cannot annihilate the protection to the | 


salt manufacture more effectually than now done. 
Then why continue this duty, reduced as itnow 


i ig to six cents per bushel, and as it soon will be to 


twenty per cent. on the value? Whycontinueit? 
As a protective duty it is nothing; for it will sink 
below the protecting point. Asa revenue duty it 
will be contemptible; for the revenue derived from 
it will be too inconsiderable to merita thought. Its 
continuance will be nugatory for protection and 
for revenue, and will only be effective for oppres- 
sion on the country—for fostering regraters and 
monopolizers—for creating an intermediate set of 
salt dealers in the sea-port towns; standing between 
the importer and the retailer—between the ship 


j which imports the salt and the steamboat, or 


wagon, which carries it into the country; and 
which intermediate set of dealers will monopolize 
the article, double or quadruple the price, and 
make common cause with the monopolizers in the 
interior of the country in stinting the supply, in- 
creasing the price, subjecting the country to their 
impositions, and practicing all the arts for extort- 


ing money by a monopoly of a necessary of life | 


with which the people have been so long ac- 
quainted. 

Then why continue the duty? And the answer 
to this question brings us to the second argument 


on which the Senator from Massachusetts relied; | 


namely, the allowances to the fisheries. I say 
these allowances rest on the salt duty; that they 


Cloyse was right; and a history of her trial, with a '' are too large to be willingly parted with; that the 


Qi 


abolition of the duty is resisted because it must 
carry with it an abolition of these bounties and 
allowances; he, on the contrary, maintains that the 
fishing allowances are for the encouragement and 
rearing of mariners. I come; then, to this second 
point. 

H. Encouragement to the fisheries as a nursery for 

SEAMEN.. 

I deny this position out and out; and without 
going over the forty years’ history of our legisla- 
tion on this subject, with which I occupied the 
time of the Senate some days ago, I limit myself 
to some practical, and, 1 believe, pointed observa~ 
tions, growing out’of that history, and which will 
fully show the fallacy of this pretension. 

1. The very first idea, Mr. President, which 
presents itself in ascheme for raising up mariners 
for national purposes is, that the scheme must 
embrace the features of fixed legislation and per- 
manent duration. There must be a system of 
legislation, and not occasional laws; there must be 
a permanency of continuance, and not limited and 
contingent duration. Now, how stands these 
fishing bounties, tried upon this test? Lost, over- 
thrown, exploded by it! Alltheacts which grant . 
them are of the limited, occasional, and contin- 
gent kind. The first one, of 1789, was to con- 
tinue only seven years; it was to expire in June, 
1796. ‘Thesecond one continued them three years, 
to wit: until June, 1799; the third one continued 
them ten years, to wit, until 1809; and that one 
was notallowed to live its time out; it was repealed 
in March, 1807. Some of these limited acts, Mr. 
President, were enacted while the friends of a 
navy were in power; when the elder Mr. Adams 
was President, and when a naval force was the 
policy of the Government; yet they made no at- 
tempt to give. permanency or perpetuity to these 
allowances; and the main act, that for continuing 
them ten years, barely got through the House of 
Representatives, with that House composed of a 
large majority of Federal gentlemen devoted to 
the creation of a navy and to the extension of our 
commerce; it passed by a majority of six votes, 
which was only a difference of three men! So 
much for the earlier acts, T'he later ones, and 
those now in force: ‘That of 1813 was limited to 
the war, and to one year thereafter; and during 
this time there was no way for our fisheries to go 
on except by the permission of the British; the con- 
tinuance of the act in 1816 was for no fixed time, 
and was known to befor acoming and contingent 
event, to wit: the payment of the war debt. 

2. The next remark which I will make is, that 
if encouragement to seamen was the object in nur- 
turing these fisheries, then that branch of this 
business which did most towards creating mariners 
should have had the best part of the allowance. 
This is clear reason; yet how stands the fact? 
Why, the fact is, that the great branch of the 
fisheries get nothing; the small branch gets the 
whole! ‘The five-hundred-ton whale-ship, with 
her numerous crew, doubling Cape Horn, sailing 
twenty thousand miles before she reaches her field 
of action, remaining out three years, and encoun- 
tering the perils of a naval combat in her conflict 
with the mighty monsters of the deep—this vast 
and real nursery of mariners and combatants gets 
nothing, while the five-ton boat of the angler, with 
its hooks and lines and a few men, out three or 
four months, and hugging the coasts, or getting 
no further than the banks of Newfoundland, and 
drawing up cod and mackerel, gets its full share 
of the allowance. This brings ridicule upon our 
legislation, if the creation of mariners was the ob- 
ject; but this is not the case; our legislation is not 
ridiculous; it is the argument only of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts which would make it 
appear £o. 

3. I merely name another omnipotent answer 
heretofore given to this pretension; namely, that 
by all the acts previous to the late war, the ex- 
porters of beef and pork were put upon the same 
footing with the fishing vessels and the fishermen; 
so that, if mariners were to be nurtured among 
the fishermen, they were also to be nurtured 
among graziers and herdsmen. 

4. I barely remind the Senate, Mr. President, 
that when the allowance was changed from the 
exporter of the fish to the fishing vessel, it was 
done at the request of the fishermen, as a better 
means of securing the allowance to him who 
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earned it; and. that, to c 

inisçonstruction, the act making the. change ex- 

pressly declared the allowance on the tonnage of 
the vessel to be in commutation of, and an equiv- 
alent for, the bounty inJieu of the drawback on galt. 

5, I barely remind the Senate also, that in the 
main act of 1799, which raised the salt tax thirty- 
three and.a third per cent. and at the same time 

‘yaising the fishing allowances thirty-three. and a 
third per. cent. the act expressly declared that this 
additional allowance to the fishing vessels should 
only continue so long ag the additional duty on 
salt was continued, on account of which the addi- 
tional allowance was paid. Nis 
` ‘6. Lalao-repeat, Mr. President, that to receive 

. this allowance every vessel was required to catch, 
or to prove it had caught, and to export, or prove 

‘it had exported, a quantity of fish the duty on the 
salt used in curing which was intended to be about 
equal to the allowance granted. 

"7° The Senator from Massachusetts has laid out 
his main strength in arguing from phrases and de- 
tached passages in different acta, especially those 
parts which relate to the division of the allowance 
among the fishermen, the size of the vessel, the 
four months she was to remain at sea, the later 
additional allowarides without an increase of the 

galt duty, &c. . All this would amount to nothing, 
even.if the passages would bear the construction 
which he ‘would give to them. We know that 

these details, being considered local and sectional, 
would be left to the members from the section in- 
terested; that the increases in the allowances, 
without corresponding increases in the salt duty, 
would readily pass without being observed by that 
part of our members who come under the English 
classification of ‘‘country members; ”’ and that 

“in all the acts there are controlling clauses which 
fasten and tie down the allowance to the salt duty. 
Of this character are numerous clauses in the dif- 
ferent acts; but for my present purpose it is suffi- 
cient to show one—the one which is in the act 
which is now in force—and which was put there 

on the motion of the wisest, purest, most saga- 
cious and best of men-—-by Nathaniel Macon, of 

‘North Carolina. ; 
` The third section to the act now in force con- 
tains this enactment: 

“No bounty, drawback, or allowance, shall be 
made under: the authority of this act, unless it 
shall be proved to the satisfaction of the col- 
lector that the pickled fish for which the bounty, 
drawback, or allowance shall be claimed, was 
wholly cured with foreign salt, and on which a 

t duty shall have been secured or paid.” 

“When I saw thiscardinal section, (said Mr. B.,) 

„I was struck with the ease with which it cut off 
all unfounded pretensions to these allowances as 

“bounties for the creation of mariners; I looked into 
the Journals of 1813 to see who it was that had 

‘moved that omnipotent little section; I found it to 
“be the venerable patriot and sage who has been 
‘named; and now | conclude, and rest my argu- 

ment upon the plain and simple enactment of 

“which he was the author. 


‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
í 


In Senare, January 29, 1839. 


Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Senate on the 
bill. Having concluded, 
Mr. BENTON rose and- said, that he did not 
rise to reply to that gentleman—that he agreed 
“with him in 80 many things which he had said, 
that he was pretty well satisfied with his speech— 
-and that his object in rising was to continue his 
reply to the Senator from Massachusetts; [Mr. 
Davrs,] and to: bring into the debate some fresh 
: matter which he had discovered in the course of 
‘the last night, and which would not only bear 
directly: upon the issue joined with that Senator, 
~but-would place him (Mr. B-)-on New. England 
“ground-on Massachusetts ground, especially— 
“In opposing the continuance of the salt duties and 
fishing bounties and allowances. 
-o The law now in force, (continued.Mr. B.,) and 
“by virtue of which this duty exists, and these 
- allowances are paid, is,as.it has often been shown 
in this debate, the act of June, 1813, passed in the 
“second year of the. war with Great Britain. Ihave 
“had the curiosity to examine into :the history of 
‘that.act, and have found that, in the first place, it 
was simply a revenue measure, brought in with a 


prevent the possibility ofa |i 


taken, and the votes upon them.. 


long list of revenue bills; thatit contained nothing 


‘ag brought in but the duty on the salt, the fishing 


bounties and allowances being added afterward; 


‘and that in every stage of the bill, and in every 


form it could assume, the New England delega- 
tion, headed by Massachusetts, were its most 
determined and thorough-going opponents. Now, 
granting that these gentlemen voted upon the gei- 
eral motive of leaving the Government without 
revenue to carry on the war with Great Britain, 


yet it is impossible to suppose that they looked | 


upon that act in the light now presented by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, without looking upon 
them not merely as enemies to Mr. Madison’s 
administration, but also as enemies to a Massa- 
chusetts manufacture — enemies to commerce— 


‘enemies to a navy enemies to their own fisher- 


men! i 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis 
represents this saltduty and these fishing bounties 
as a protective duty to encòurage the manufacture 
of salt,and as a national bounty for the creation of 
mariners for our commercial and military marine; 
and he has dwelt with great feeling on the injury 
to the manufacturer of salt, the injury to our com- 
merce, the injury to our ships of war, and, above 
all, on the injury to the fishermen themselves, if 
this duty and these allowances’ should be discon- 
tinued. But in all this he must: be mistaken, or 
the New England gentlemen who were in Congress 
during the war, must have been not only enemies, 
but gratuitous enemies, to ail these interests. 1 
say gratuitous enemies; for the amount of income 
which could be derived from the salt duty during 
the war was next to nothing! Foreign trade was 
suspended; and little or no revenue could be de- 
rived, or was derived, from that source. As crip- 
pling the Government, then, in its conflict with 
Great Britain, the withholding of this salt revenue 
was nothing; while to the manufacturers of salt, 
the commerce, the navy, and the fishing interest, 
the bill was, according to the views now taken of 
it, of the most momentous and vital importance— 
areal life and death measure! It is impossible to 
conceive that the New England delegation of that 
day, though inimical to the Administration, could 
have been so inimical to it as, for the sake of 
withholding the insignificant amount of the salt 
tax, could have been willing to: inflict upon salt 
manufacturers, upon commerce, upon the navy, 
and upon the fishermen themselves, the misfor- 
tune of losing all the benefits with which this act 
of 1813 is now alleged to be fraught. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts must be mistaken; and-I 
will now proceed to trace the history of this act, 
and to show him that I now stand, ih relation to 
this bill, on the ground on which all New Eng- 
land stood, with the exception of a few Repub- 
licans, at the time the act was passed. 

This act, sir, made its first appearance in the 
House of Representatives on the 10:h day of June, 
1813. It was reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means by Mr. Eppes, in company 
with nine other bills, to raise revenue for the sup- 


„port of the war; and it was, as introduced byhim, 


merely a bill to lay a duty. of twenty cents a bushel 
on salt. The bounties and allowances were not 
in it, either to beef and pork or to fishing vessels; 
and this omission was upon the obvious ground, 
that there could be no foreign trade during the 
continuance of the act, and, therefore, there could 
be no drawback of the salt duties, or any bounties 
and..allowances in lieu of drawback. On being 
brought in, the bill went into the Committee .of 
the. Whole, in which state no journal is kept of 
the yeas and nays; but on being reported from 
the committee to the House, questions are taken 
on all the amendments agreed to in Committee of 
the Whole, and on these questions the yeas and 
nays are taken, and the vote of every member is 
shown and preserved. I take up the history of 


_the bill at. the commencement of the proceedings 


upon it in the House, and proceed to show that 
the whole of the New. England members present, 
with the exception of afew Republicans, headed 
by Massachusetts, opposed the billin every shape, 


and would have prevented it from ever becoming 
-a Jaw if they could.” ‘This will be shown by a 


rapid review of the motions made, the questions 


The bill was taken-up on the 13th of July, and 
the first..motion- was-on‘ the part of Governor 


Wright, of Maryland, to postpone it indefinitely; 
and on that motion the-vote stood 55 yeas, 88 
nays. The yeas were Mesara. ` 


Baylies.,......Massach’tts, MeCoy....,... Virginia. 
Benson........New York. Millen. P iNew York. 
Bigelow........Massach’us, Moore.. Cg 
Bradbury: Massach’tts. Mosely ,.......Connedticut: 
Breckenridge... Virginia.. Oakley.. eser New: York. 
Brigham....,..Massach’tts. Pickering,.....Massach’tts. 
Burwell....... Virginia. Pitkin.. „Connecticuti 
Butler......... Vermont. R fsland. 
Caperton...... Virginia. Ridgely........ Delaware. 
Champion.....Connecticut. Rugeles........Massach’tts. 
Cilley.........New Hamp. Sheffey, .......Virginia. 
Culpepper.....N. Carolina. Sherwood.....New York. 
Davenport.....Connecticut. Shepherd......New York. 
Bly...........-Massach’tts. Smith. sesse Net Yorks 
Franklin ......N. Carolina. Smith... se Virginia, . | 
Gaston........N. Carolina. Stanford N. Carolina. 
Gieninger......Penn. Vermont 
Goldsboreugh Maryland. 


-Grosvenor......New York, Sturgess. 
Hanson........Maryland. ‘Thompson. 

HWungerford.... Virginia. Vose... 
Jackson.......R. Island. Wheaton 
Kent..........New York. White. i.s... Virginia. 
Kent....eeeeeeMaryjand. ‘Wilcox. ......New Hamp. 
King ....-.+++-Massaciits. Wilson.....,..Massach/tts. 
Lewis......... Virginia. | Winter........New York, 
Lovett........New York. Wright....,...Maryland.” 


Macon........N. Carolina, 

‘Having read the list of yeas, Mr, B- went on to 
gay, that the gentlemen whése names made up 
the fifty-five who were in favor-of indefinite pòst- 
ponement were, first, the whole body of thë New 
England delegation, with the exception of-a few 
Republicans; secondly, the Federal gentlemen from 
other States who were opposed to the Administra- 


tion; and, thirdly, a few unyielding Républicans, 


headed by Mr. Macon, who. could not be brought 
to vote for a salt tax on any consideration, and 
who knew, besides, that putting on and taking off 
taxes was like Virgil’s description of a visit to 
hell—easy to go down, hard to come back—the 
tax easy put on, hard to be got off, as the event 
has proved in this case. These made up the fifty- 
five who voted for the indefinite postponement of 
the bill, and who stood together on every subse- 
quent vote against it. i 

The next vote was to defer thè commencement 
of the operation of the act for about six months— 
to the ist day of January, 1814. Fifty-seven 
members voted for this delay; being the same, 
with the addition of two more, who voted ‘for 

‘indefinite postponement. ; 

The third vote, to delay or defeat the: bill, wag 
on the motion of Mr. Macon to: postpone the 
consideration of it until the Ist day.of November 
ensuing; that is to say, to á day beyond the end 
of the session. ‘On this question the vote in favor 
of the postponement was 51; being the same ag 
before, with the exception of a few absent. : 

The fourth vote was -on the motion’ of Mr, 
Yancey, of North Carolina, to:reduce the duty 
from twenty to twelve and a half cents per bushel. 
On this the vote in favor of reduction was 69, 
beginning with Mr. Baylies, of Massachusetts, 
as usual, going on to include the phalanx ‘of 55, 
and gaining as many more from the Republicans 
as made up 69. © ” 

The fifth vote was on the motion of Mr. Wright, 
of Maryland, to reduce the duty: from twenty to 
fourteen cents per bushel. On this vote the yeas 
were 55; consisting mainly of the same 55 who 
regularly mustered against the bill. © - 

The sixth attempt to defeat the bill was on the 
motion of “Mr. Murfree, of North Carolina, to 
postpone the consideration of it until the Ist day 
of December. ensuing; ‘that is to say, to a day 
beyond the period of the session. On this ques- 
tion the vote stood—-62 yeas to 87 nays; the 62 
including.the original and standing 55. 

The seventh main vote was on the ‘passage of 
the bill; and the nays stood fifty-five to yeas 
ninety. These fifty-five were the same who had 
voted against the bill, from the beginning to the 
ending; Massachusetts furnishing a larger number 
of the fifty-five than any State in the Union, and 
every New England State backing her with the 
majority of its votes. 

Having gone over the history. ofthe. enactment 
of the bill, Mr. B. said -he felt that he had made 
good his declaration, that he stood: on New Eng- 
land ground, and especially on .Messachugetia 
gound, in showing a determined hostility to: this 
act. - It is certain that Massachusetts, andall New 
England, except a few Republicans, opposed the 
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act, at its passage, in the most determined manner. | 
Granting that a part of this opposition was to de- 
prive the Government of revenue, yet itis impos- 
sible to suppose that the delegation of New Eng- 
land would have so acted, if the protection of the 
salt manufacture, and the encouragement of the 
fisheries as a nursery of seamen, had been any 
part of the object of the bill? It is certain that 
these objects were no part of the intention of the 
bill, and is equally certain, therefore, that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is now wholly mis- 
taken in attributing such intentions to it. 

But the delegation of New England, in the 
greater part,and Massachusetts especially, is wow 
in favor of the act which they so much opposed 
at the time of its enactment! 1tiscertain they are 
for it wow! and the question is, to account for 
this change. That is easily done. The salt duty 
and its appendages was no source of profit—was 
not a money-making business—at the time of the 
enactment of the bill; it is now a source of profit 
—it is now a money-making business; and, there- 
fore, the fishermen and their friends are unwilling 
to repeal the bill, the enactment of which they so 
much resisted at its passage. Great abuses have j 
grown up in this business, some of which have 
been detected, some of which are now apparent, 
others of which are pretty well known to exist, 
although the proof is not on the record; and thus 
an allowance which waa intended in 1813, to be | 
nothing but the refunding of a tax, is now at least 
seven or eight times as much as the tax itself, even 
supposing it to be paid. A late Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr, Ingham, during the short time of 
his administration of the Treasury Department, 
detected above $30,000 of illegal payments to these 
fisheries, which he reported to Congress. Some 
salt manufacturers in Massachusetts, in their re- 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury a fow years 
ago, reported that their salt was used in the fisheries ! 
and from the gross amount of the allowance, and 
the quantity of fish exported, itis impossible that 
the quantity of salt has been exported upon the fish 
which the large amount of the allowance supposes. 

But there is one point of view in which we have 
data to make an accurate calculation of the amount 
unduly received by the fisheries at this time: it is 
by comparing the amount which was formerly 
paid, with what is now paid, and comparing these 
amounts with the duty on salt at the respective 
periods of comparison. Thus, by the act of 1792, 
when the salt duty was twelve cents per bushel, 
and when the bounty in lieu of drawback on ex- 
ported fish was shifted from the exporter to the 
fishing vessel, the allowance was fixed at $1 per 
ton for vessels from five to twenty tons; $150 per 
ton on vessels from twenty to thirty tons, and at 
42 50 per ton on vessels above thirty tons, with a 
limitation of the maximum allowance to any one 
vessel of more than $170. This was the allowance 
in 1792, when the duty on salt was twelve cents a 
bushel. Butnow,when the duty is but six cents 
a bushel, these same allowances are respectively 
swelled up into two or three times their original 
amount; the $1 a ton on small vessels is raised to 
$3 50; the $1 50 and $2 50 on larger vessels are 
raised to $4 a ton, and the $170 maximum allow- 
anceis augmented to $360. Reduced to their proper 
amounts, these allowances would be the one half 
of what they were in 1792; that is to say, fifty 
cents per ton for vessels from five to twenty 
tons; seventy-five cents per ton to vessels between 
twenty and thirty tons, and $1 25 per ton on all 
vessels above thirty tons, with a limitation of the 
maximum allowance in favor of any one vessel to 
$85. At these rates, the allowances would now 
be about forty or fifty thousand dollars instead of 
about $250,000. This is an abuse—a great and 
palpable abuse—by which the Treasury loses near 
$200,000 per annum, and the fishermen gain that 
much more than they have a fair right to receive. i 
And in this lies the secret of the change which has 
taken place; a change which makes the friends 
of the fishermen, formerly the enemies, now the 
friends of the salttax! -Fhe Treasury has paid, 
in the whole, upwards of $6,000,000 to the fish- 
eries under the idea of refunding a salt tax,a 
large part of which has been unduly paid. It is 
now paying about $250,000 per annum, four fifths 
of which are unduly paid. Surely it is time to 


stop these abuses; and the abolition—total aboli- 
tion—of the salt duty, is the way to stop them. 


While a vestige of that duty remains, the allow- | 


ances and the abuses will continue. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] | 
speaks of the increase of foreign seamen in our | 
service, and from that circumstance draws an ar- 
gument in favor of the encouragement to our own 
mariners to be derived from these fishing bounties. 
Why, sir, does he not know that these allowances | 
go to foreigners as well as to citizens? That, pre- | 
vious to 1817, the whole allowance might have : 
gone to foreigners, and that it is only since that 
time that this allowance is limited to one fourth ! 
foreigners? The previous acts made no difference 
in the national character of the fishermen to whom 
the allowance was paid; it might all have gone to 
foreigners; the act of 1817, after we had had a 
war upon the subject of impressment of seamen, | 
was the first that introduced the distinction be- | 
tween aliens and citizens; and that act only went į 
the length of requiring three fourths of the fishing | 
crew to which the allowance was paid to be citi- | 
zens of the United States. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I thank the gentleman for jj 
mentioning his subject of foreign seamen; it re- | 
minded me of a main argument which I had | 
omitted against this position, that these allow- 
ances were granted to foster a nursery of Ameri- 
can seamen. What more conclusive against that |} 
position than that these allowances might have | 
gone, by law, in toto, to foreigners, up to the year | 
1817? and that since that time one fourth of their |! 
amount may still go to them. Yes, sir, $60,000 
per annum—the one fourth of $250,000U—may 
now, by law, be paid to foreigners in our fisheries, 
and, no doubt, is actually paid to them, for they || 
are obtained cheaper than our own citizens. But || 
it is sufficient for the argument that it may be paid 
to them. That shows that it is no part of the 
policy of the act to foster American seamen. I 
thank the Senator from Massachusetts for pro- 
nouncing that word foreigner; it reminds me of 
my best argument. And now, granting the fact | 
that there is a great increase of foreigners in our | 
commercial and naval marine—that we are em- 
ploying seamen from foreign climes, who cannot 
even speak our language; grant all this, and what 
is it but the counterpart—the parallelism—to our 
late importation of wheat from the Bosphorous 
and the Vistula? What is it but the same thing 
in another form of our late importation from Bu- 
rope, of hay, oats, butter, eggs, beef, pork, bacon, 
lard, tallow, barley, rye, and other necessaries of 
life? What is it all but the effect of our paper 
system-—the effect of our nine hundred banks, 
which are to be one thousand before this year is 
out, all issuing currency, and all going on swell- 
ing and expanding, and raising the price of all 
articles until they reach the bursting point? Our 
paper system has brought these foreign mari- 
ners into our service by giving them so much 
higher wages than they can get at home. It has 
brought, also, the foreign ships, which now get 
so large a share of our carrying trade ; it has put | 
up the wages of the mariners to the high rates | 
which the Senator from Massachusetts mentions; | 
and high as those rates are, he may expect to see | 
them higher before they are lower, for the cause | 
which raises prices is now in full and growing | 
force; the paper balloon is now rising and distend- ; 
ing. It will continue rising and distending until 
it bursts again, and with its ascent and distension 
will go up the prices of all articles—mariners’ 
wages and ship freights inclusive. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
speaks of the depressed state of the fisheries—their 
small product—the little profit attending them, &c., 
and on this account claims a continuance of the 
allowances. I deny that these considerations, ad- 
mitting them to be well founded in point of fact, 
could have any weight in the decision of this ques- 
tion. Itis an argument which may be used, at 
times, in favor of every possible trade, pursuit, or 
occupation. It may be used, at times, in favor of 
any branch of agriculture, manufactures, naviga- 
tion, or commerce; and if Congress is to help out 
any one branch of business with bounties when it 
is in a depressed and unprofitable state, it may pre- 
pare itself to help out all, and, in the end to be- 
come the insurer of all undertakings and the in- 
demnifier of all losses. But, sir, are the fisheries 
in this depressed state? are they really at the low 
ebb, and profitless point, at which the Senator 


from Massachusetts would presentthem? Is this 
their actual condition? Let facta answer; and 
above all, let the Massachusetts General Assem- 
bly answer. Look to the report on the manufac- 
tures of that State for the year ending the 31st of 


| March, 1837, just published by order of the Le- 
| gislature, and by which the product of the fisher- 


ies alone for that State, refined whale oil included, 
is returned at near $10,000,000!—to be precise, 
$9,822,611. Why, sir, this is near double the 
amount of the whole export of tobacco from the 
entire United States! It is nearly four times the 
amount of the whole exported rice crop of the 
South! Itis more than the total export of beef, 
pork, bacon, lard, hides, tallow, live-stock, flour, 
corn, cornmeal, all put together, from all parts of 
the United States, amounted to for the same year ! 
No, Mr. President, the fisheries are doing very 
well, and there is another way to prove it. Com- 
pare, for example, the number of persons em- 
ployed in the business, with the product of their 
labor, and see how the account will stand. Look- 
ing, then, to that same report from the Massachu- 
setts Legislature, { see that the number of persons 
engaged in her fisheries, refining whale oil inclu- 
sive, is two thousand one hundred and seventy, 
Now divide the proceeds of the fisheries among 
this number, and it is close upon $500 a year to 
each person engaged in the business! the fishing 
year, except for whales, being three months and 
a half! Five hundred dollars for three and a 
half months, and that without counting the allow- 
ance which they get from the Government. This 
is one view to prove the prosperous state of these 
fisheries, and a very conclusive one it is; but it ig 
not the only view to that effect, nor even the most 
conclusive one. Another view results from a com- 
parison of the capital invested in the business, and 
the annual amount of its product, the year for the 
cod and mackerel fishing being three and a half 
months. This capital, for Massachusetts, as seen 
in the report which I have mentioned, amounts to 
no more than $13,617,578; so that the product of 
the business for the season is only about one third 
below the amount of the capital invested. It is 
actually near sixty-six and two third per cent. on 
the amount of the capital employed. No; these 
fisheries are not at a low ebb; nor is their state 


| dependent upon the bounties and premiums from 
i the Government. Though a large amount to issue 


from the Treasury, they are but a small item in 
the value of the fisheries. This value in Masschu- 
setts alone amounts to about $10,000,000 per an- 
num. Ido not know the product of the other New 
England States; but I do know that they all have 
a protection and encouragement, under our laws, 
such as no other branch of industry receives, and 
compared to which the bounties and allowances are 
nothing. They have a monoroty of the home 
market, and a good share in the foreign market. 
They have the excuusive supply of our own six- 
teen millions of people with the produce of the 
fisheries, and they export largely besides. ‘This 
I proved a few days ago, when I showed, from 
the tables of imports and exports of these articles, 
that the import of fish, formerly large, is now re- 
duced to nothing; the export, formerly inconsider- 
able, is now large. All this was proved, and this 
is the real encouragement and protection to the 
fisheries; this monopoly of the home supply, and 
this share in the foreign trade; this it is that puta 
up the product of the business to $500 a hand for 
three months and half. And now what other 
branch of industry has the same protection, or the 
same profit? What other branch of business has 


; the monopoly of the market of the whole Union ? 


Has any one? No, not one! Not even bread; 
for we buy bread often fromabroad. Our farmers 
are often deprived of our own flour market, by 
importations of wheat from the Vistula and Black 
sea; and yet they have no bounties and allowances. 


i They have no drawbacks of duties paid. They 


have not even salt free of tax! 

Several Senators object to taking up the subject 
singly; they object to proceeding on the salt duty 
alone; and they demand, why not join other articles 
with it, or wait fora general adjustment of the end 
of the so called compromise in 1842. I will give 
these Senators my reasons for proceeding sepa- 
rately on this article, and I will give them a dozen 
different reasons, either of which will be sufficient 
to justify my proceedings: 1. Salt is now, at this 
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moment, an article of monopoly and extortion in 
the West. As high as two, three, or four dollars 
have been extorted for it for the norinal bushel 
of fifty pounds. The works at Kenhawa are noto- 
riously a monopoly from which the double curse 
of a stinted supply and an increased price is in- 
flicted upon the country. 2. This salt duty is the 
pretext for keeping up an annual drain from the 
‘Treasury of about $250,000 for the fishing boun- 
ties and allowances; three fourths of which is now 
proved to be unduly paid. 3. Salt is an article 


of universal and prime necessity, standing next to | 


bread, and without which. bread itself cannot be 
well made, and therefore ought to be free of duty. 
4. This bill applies to alum salt, that is to say, sun- 
made salt, which is indispensable in the provision 
trade of the United States, which is not made at 
home. 5, The free use of salt is necessary to the 
great stock-raising and provision-curing region of 
the West. 6. A salt tax is fundamentally wrong 
in itself, and contrary to the first principles of po- 
litical economy, and is so admitted now to be in 
England, where the duty on foreign salt is totally 
abolished. 7. The duty on salt does infinitely 
more mischief to the community than it brings 
revenue to the Treasury. 8. This duty fosters 
regraters in the sea-ports,and monopolizers in the 
interior. 9. It is already too low to answer the 
utpose either of a protecting duty, or of revenue; 
it answers no parpons but to keep up the fishing 
allowances, and to foster the extortions of monop- 
olizers. 10. It is a duty which has always been 
laid on, and taken off separately. It was abol- 
ished by a separate act in Mr. Jefferson’s time. 
It was renewed by a separate bill at the com- 
mencement of the war; it was continued by a sep- 
arate bill at the end of the war. 11. It was a 
war tax, brought in with nine other taxes to sup- 
port the war, the whole of which have long since 
ceased, except this single one, which ought to 
have been the first to cease. 12. The whole prod- 
uct of the salt works are but about six millions 
of bushels, after fifty years of encouragement; a 
quantity which is barely sufficient to salt the sheep 
of the United States as sheep are salted in Eng- 
land; and of a quality to unfit it for the great pur- 
poses of curing provisions. 13. We are obliged 
to obtain all the good salt from abroad, and, there- 
fore itis tyranny to tax it. 14. The war argument 
has no force. We have had but three years’ for- 
eign war in near sixty years; and there is no wis- 
dom in taxing ourselves during our long seasons of 
peace by keeping up a duty on foreign salt, under 
the delusive idea of getting a home supply in time 
of war. These, sir, are reasons, for proceeding 
separately upon the article of salt; and as for the 
compromise, so called, I answer, first, its obliga- 
tory force has been denied by a vote of this Senate, 
on the bill, two sessions ago, to reduce duties on 
many articles, of which salt was one; secondly, that 
that act was defectivein not providing for a reduc- 
tion of the fishing allowances in the same degree 
in which the salt duty:should be reduced. 
‘Having now finished his reply to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] on the issue 
joined between them, Mr. B. would next give some 
attention to another branch of the subject, namely, 
the importance to AGRICULTURE and to MANUFAC- 
Tures in having a total repeal of the salt duties, 
and a free use of that article. On this head he 
would avail himself of the celebrated papers on the 
salt duties printed by order of the British House 
of Commons, and would read from the volume 
which contained them. Mr. B. then read: 


1. From Sir Jons Sincuarr’s Evidence.—Extract. 


“I was once at the farm of a great farmer in the Nether- 
lands, a Mr. Messeiman, at Chenoi, near Wavre, where I 
‘was surprised to see an immense heap of Cheshire rock salt, 
which he said he found of the greatest use for his stock. He 
said, first, that, by allowing his sheep to lick it, the rot was 
effectually prevented ;. secondiy, that his cattle, to whom he 
gave lumps of it to lick, were thereby protected from infec- 
tious -disorders ; and the cows being thus rendered more 
healthy, and being induced to take a greater quantity of 
liquid, gave more milk. And I saw lumps of this salt to 
which the cows had access in the place where they were 
kept. He. also said, that a smali quantity pounded was found 
very beneficial to the horses when new oats were given 
them, if the oats were at all moist.” * * * «He 
gave them great lumps, that they (the cattle) might-liek 
when they chose.” + x * “ One of the most 
important uses of salt, as connected with agriculture, is, that 
it preserves seed, when sown, from the attacks of the grub.” 
x ä k * “Ina communication to me from Sweden, 
by Baron Schultz, he-says, the salt destroys the different 


! millions sterling, nearly fifteen millions of dollars, 


lar the liver worm.” 
2. ARTHUR Youne’s Testimony Extract. 
«c Did you ever try salt in the feeding of your cattle?” 
sc Yes; but chiefly with sheep; and I found the sheep 
astonishingly fond of it.” q 


& Do you think that it would be beneficial in preventing į 


the rot in sheep ??? g 
«I found it so in the years when my neighbors’ sheep 


were generally affected with the rot: my sheep escaped, and | 


my land was quite as wet as my neighbors’.?? 


* Do you thiuk, considering the advantages in health, jj 


fattening, and the power of using inferior food in the feed- 


ing of cattle and stock in general, and the free use of salt, | 


would be an advantage equivalent to seven shillings a head 
to the farmer??? 

& [ should think it would be worth a great deal more. I 
think itis invaluable. In short, let my answer be what it 
would, it would be under the mark.” 


Dr. Young then gave his opinion that the stock 
in England would beincreased in value above three 


by the free use of salt. He estimated thestock in 


England to be— 


Horses...ececessecesesees 1,500,000 head. 
Cattle . + 4,500,000 do. 
Sheep eee ee seen -30,000,000 do. 


3. Testimony of Wiitiam GLover, superintendent of the 
cattle of the Hon. Mr. Curwen, M. P.—Extract. 


“This deponent began to give salt to the cattle under his 
care 19th November, 1817, and from that time till now the 
cattle have had salt, as follows: 40 milch cows and. breed- 
ing heifers, each 4 ounces per day; 30 oxen, 4 ounces each 
per day ; 27 young cattle, each 2 ounces per day; 26 calves, 
1 ounce each per day ; 48 horses, each 4 ounces per day; 
444 sheep, 2 ounces each per weck. The advantage of salt 
for sheep appears to this deponent to be great; as he says 
none of the stock have died in the sickness since they com- 
menced giving salt; and they have had none in the rot; in‘ 
other years they lost some of the ewes and wethbers in the 
sickness. And this deponent says that he has now kept the 
cattle at Schoose farm ten years, and they were never so 


sorts of worms found in the bodies of sheep, but in particu- 
i 
| 
{ 
i 
i 
| 


long without sickness. ”? 
4. The Afidavit of thirty-two Farmers. 


% We, the undersigned, being farmers, and the owners of 
land in the neighborhood of Workington, do hereby certify, | 
that we are acquainted with and witnesses to the fact, of i 
Mr. Curwen giving salt to his cattle and horses, with their | 
food, at the Schoose farm and at Workington ; and that we 
are desirous of using the same for our live-stock if we could 
oblain it without difficulty, and at a cheap rate.” 


5. Testimony of Mr. Corwen, M. P.—Eztract. 


“t In regard to cattle, I have underestimated the quantity; 
because if salt could be had at a moderate price, there is no 
animal I would give Jess than six stone (fourteen pounds 
t0 the stone) each per annum.” x * i “I be- 
lieve ifsalt were in general use for cattle it would amount 
to 340,000 tons—abont 14,000,000 of bushels? * >+ + 
“ The importance of the free use of salt to AGRICULTURE 
can scarcely be estimated too highly. Salt contributes not 
only to the health of cattle and sheep, but accelerates and 
promotes the quantity of milk given by mileh cows. [In 
another place Mr. C. says that the use of salt prevents the 
ill taste which the feeding on certain weeds and vegetables 
imparts to the milk.] It prevents the rot in sheep, and the 
effect of hoving, when stock are fed on turnips or clover.” 
> x * t Salt renders damaged bay palatable and 
nutritious; and, ifappiied in difficult seasons, prevents an 
undue fermentation and heat in the stack. Chaff and straw 
would be rendered available to à much greater extent than 
at present by the application of salt. It would be a most 
valuable ingredient in the preparation of warm food for stall- 
fed cattle in the improved system of soiling; and, from my 
experience of its salutary effects,'1 should consider the free 
use of it as a condiment, the greatest boon the Government 
could bestow on the husbandman.” hi * g vd 
& T consider the advantage from salt, in feeding my stock, 
on a farm of 800 acres, worth about 1,600 pounds per annum, 
would exceed 300 pounds per annum !” {thatis, add a third 
to the annual value of the farm.]} 

* The probable consumption of salt for sheep and cattle 
may be taken as follows, to wit : 


Per Annum. 14 lhs. the stone. 


H 
| 


Stones. 


39,000,000 sheep...cceseeece eens 2 stone each... .60,000,000 | 
1,421 000 cows.....-- +6 ào sree 8,526,000 | 
2,000,000 young cattle +4 do. sees 8,000,000 | 
1,100,000 fattening beasts......6 do. a+. 6,600,009 | 
1,200,000 draught cattle........4 do. sees 4,800,000 | 

300,000 colts and sad. horses. .3 do. . 900,000 |i 
1,209,000 horses...... 005 ++. Notestimated = —-——} 


88,826,000 


ewt 
G- The Englisb bushel of salt is 56 pounds. 


6. Lord Kenyon's Evidence before the Committee.—Ex- 
tract. 

By the information which I have been able to collect, 
Lam induced to consider salt, when sparingly applied, as an 
admirable manure, especiatly for fallows and arable land; 
and when mixed up with soil out of gutters, or. refuse dirt 
or ashes, to be very valuable also on grasslands. My own 
experience convinces me that it is. very powerfal in de- 
stroying vegetation if laid on too thick, having put a large 
quantity of refuse salt on about one fourth of an acre of | 
land, which, after two years, still remains quite bare. A 
land surveyor of high character in my. neighborhood cen- 
siders that the use of salt would be likely to be very val- 


N. B. 14 pounds 1 stone, 4 stone 1 bushel, 4 bushels 1 i 


i 


| was used largely in the neighborhood of the Higher dnd 

Lower Wiches in Cheshire. before the duties were raised 
to their present height. With respect to its value for cattle, 
horses, and sheep, I am informed that it is very highly 
thought of both as nutriment and as used medicinally, in- 
ternally, and externally. Its value also is extremely well 
known for rendering bad and ill-gotten hay more nourish- 
ing and more palatable to cattle than even good hay.?? 


7. Evidence of Mr. Kineston.—Eztr act . 


“Tn reply to your queries, asan agriculturist, I have no 
hesitation in saying that salt, if freed from duty, would be- 
come one of the most useful and general articles of manure 
that ever was thought of, if properly composed, by mixing 
it with mud of any kind, the cleanings of ditehes and 
ponds, the surface of coarse ground thrown into heaps to 
| rot, blubber, &c. I am also persuaded that if it could be 
afforded to be sprinkled on the layers ofhay, when making 
into the rick, in catching weather, it would prevent its 
heating and getting moldy. I had once some small cattle 
tied up to fatten, which did not thrive, owing, as the bailiff 
said, to the badness of the hay, of which they wasted more 
than they ate; but by sprinkling it with water in which 
some salt had been dissolved, they returned to eatit greedily. 
Tam free to say, proper quantity of salt would prevent 
cattle from being hoven by an excess of green food.” 


8. Mr. Tuomas Bourne’s Examination. Extract. 


“ The committee understand you are a merchant, resid- 
ing at Liverpool ?? ; 

te 1 am.” 4 > 

“Can you speak as to the probable effect of the repeal of 
the salt duties on your trade??? : 

s¢ Tt would be a good thing, in my opinion, for the covntry 
at Jarge, and also the manufactures.’? ae ii 

“ Have you any knowledge of its being used in food. for 
animals??? 1 TE ee ce 

“ Yes, to horses in particular,” 

‘6 Has it a good effect ??? 

KLI Yes. 37 s 

“ Then do you not suppose, if the restrictions were taken 
off, it would come into more general use among the farmers, 
for stock of all kinds??? ` , Seat 

“Tt would in that instance. We used to have five horses 
in our rock-sult mine, and those horses always appeared ip 


| good condition, though very much worked.” 


u Were they tiable to less disorders than those out of the 
mine? 3 

“ Yes; much less,” . 

* Do you happen to know whether they were in the prae 
tice at that time of receiving salt with their food??? 

“Yes; to my knowledge they were.” 

“In what quantity??? 

* About a handful to a quartern of oats,” 


9. Evidence of Mr. W. Horne.—LEztract. 


There are very few farmers who are not aware of the 
importance of salt in preserving hay, and restoring it when 
damaged. Many of those whom I have conversed with on 
the subject have used it for these purposes, and it would 
generally be resorted to to the extent of ten or fifteen pounds 
to theton of hay, if the duties on salt were repealed. Lor 
Somerville bas furnished most, satisfactory information ou 
this subject; and I know from respectable authority that it 
is a common practice in the United States of America to 
sprinkle salt upon hay when forming it into ricks. We 
also learn from Lord Somerville that-Mr. Darke, of Beee- 
don, one of the most celebrated graziers in the kingdom, 
mixed salt with his flooded moldy bay, and that his Here- 
ford oxen did betteron it than others on the: best hay he 
had; and he was convinced the hay had all its good. effects 
from the salt.” * x * * S god 
« I have learnt from Mr. Sutton, of Eaton, in Cheshire, that 
he would give thirty tons (120 bushels of 56 Ibs. each) of 
salt a year to his cattle, being fifty cows, ifthe duty were 
repealed. ” * 7 * * a” * 
“In many parts of the United States 
generally given to cattle.” z 
“The excellent condition of the horses in the rock pits of 
Cheshire, may be adduced in favor of its benefit in fattening 
eattle, and keeping them in health. Many counted that 


of America, salt is 
* kd koa 


i they can attribute the longevity of their horses to the good 


effects of salt, Mr. Hadfield, of Liverpool, furnishes an 
instance in his horse, thirty years.old. He constantly gave 
it rock salt to lick, placing it in his manger. Mr. Young 
has furnished us, in the annals of agriculture, with a most 
interesting and satisfactory statement (obtained from the 
Memoirs of the Royal Academy of Sciences at Paris) on 
the effect of salt in fattening cattle. . From this report, it 
appears that fo the UNLIMITED USE OF SALT was. to be as- 
cribed the circumstance of POUR TIMES the number of sheep 
having been reared on a STERILE COMMON than would 
otherwise have subsisted on it; and that the wool of these 
flocks is not only the finest in the whole country, but bears 
the highest price of any in France. The fineness of the 
wool of the Spanish sheep is also attributed, in a great 
measure, to the free use of sali. It is not, therefore, I pre- 
sume, an extraordinary position to say that by a proper use 
of common salt, the same quantity of forage might, on 
many occasions, be made to go twice as far as it could 
have done, in feeding animals, had the salt been withheld 
from them 1? 


10. Mr. CHARLES G. COTHILL examined.— Extracts, 


*“ Whatis your profession ??? 

“A bacon and provision merchant, residing in Judd 
street, Brunswick square.” 

“ What is the nature and amount of your. business, and 
how far has it been affected by the salt duties 2”? + 

“ About fifty years ago my father established a mant- 
factory in Vine street, and expended £10,000 in adapting 
the premises for the curing of bacon and the salting of pork. 
Our annual returns were about £50,000.. Itis now dimiy- 
ished to less than £1,000 annually, in consequence, as I 


uable in destroying the slag, wire worm, snail, &c., which 
often. destroy whole crops.. He also remembers that salt 


apprehend, of the very high duties on salt, as our. sade has 
diminished progressively as those duties have incr sased.”? 
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« Do- you not consider that the breed of hogs has also di- 
minished, in consequence of this increase of duty on salt?” 

zt Very materially ; and as a further proof of what I state, 
we had.a very extensive trade of £200,000 a year in hogs; 
now not £10,000.” 

“ What effect, in your opinion, would a great reduction 
of the salt duties produce in your business?” 

«J conceive it would restore Our trade. We should then 
be able to supply the West India markets, and other colonies, 
with salted pork, cheaper and better than any other country.” 

‘ Whatis the quantity of salt used upon 100 weight of 
pork, to make bacon??? 

“In a manufactory of bacon, about 12 pounds; to cure 
a small quantity, about 17 or 18.» i 

11. Testimony of Sir Tuomas Bernarn.—Eztract. 

& I ventured to suggest that a tax on salt was fundament- 
ally wrong in principle, because it presses most on the 
class least able to bear the weight; because of its immoral 
tendency; and because it deprives the nation of benefits 
beyond measure greater than the whole produce of the im- 
post. The salt duties are about a million and a half ster- 
ling per annum, (about seven millions of dollars.) The 
poor use most sait in proportion to their wealth ; a cottager 
in the country ten to one in proportion to a nobleman in 
town. Butthe berefits of which the nation is deprived by 
the salt duties are not easily appreciated, or even num- 
bered. In agriculture and rural economy alone, the toss 
in feeding caitle, sheep, and hogs, in restoring damaged 
provender, in manure, and in the effect on wages, may, 
without extravagance, be supposed to exceed the whole 
value of the tax. Equal, perhaps, would be the gain to 
our manufacturers of woolen, linen, glass, earthenware, 
soap, Xe, &c., &c., by the unrestrained use of muriate 
and carbunate of soda and muriatic acid, of which our salt 
mines and ocean afford supplies absolutely inexhaustible.’? 

Mr. B. having read, or stated, these extracts to 
show the use of salt in agriculture, said there were 
many other witnesses examined, to prove that alum 
aalt, which the English usually called bay salt, be- 
cause it was made by solar evaporation, outof sea 
water in the Bay of Biscay, and other bays, was 
indispensable to the curing of provisions, for long 
keeping, or for exportation, other articlesconnected 
with agriculture, as cheese, butter, bacon, pickled 
beef and pickled pork; and that the English Gov- 
ernment permitted alum salt, under the name of 
bay salt, to be imported both into England and 
Ireland duty free, for these purposes, even when 
the domestic manufacture of common salt in Eng- 
‘and far exceeded the home demand, and furnished 
millions of bushels for exportation. Healso stated 
that the committee of the Flouse of Commons had 
examined the first physicians of Great Britain to 
prove the effect of a deficiency of salt in the pro- 
visions of the poor on their health, and that these 
physicians uniformily testified that many diseases 
of the poor, and especially in children, were the 
effect of using vegetables not sufficiently salted, 
and fish and meat not sufficiently cured. Ile also 
stated that the committee had extended their ex- 
amination to the use of salt in various manufac- 
tories,and had established, by proof, that a variety 
of useful manufactories required the abolition of 
the salt duty. On this point, he read extracts 
from the examination of Samuel Parkes, Esq., an 
eminent chemist of London, as follows: 

12. Examination of SAMUEL Parkes.—Extract. 

«(What is your profession ? ? 

“Cam proprictor of the chemical works in Goswell 
street, London, and of other chemical works in Maiden 
Lane, Islington,” 

“Can you acquaint the committee what are the manufac- 
tures most affected by the salt laws ? ?? 

“The manufactures of mineral ulkali, crystalized soda, 
muriatic acid, hard soap—distinguished from soft soap-— 
Glauber salt, Epsom salt, magnesia, and sal-ammoniac, are 
all materially affected by the duty on salt; but as common 
salt, or one or other of the component parts of common salt, 
is made use of in the composition of a great variety of nr- 
ticles that are employed in our manufactures, itis difficult 
to answer that question with precision.” * * * “ Re- 
specting soap, I have only to observe, that common salt is 
absolutely necessary for the manufacture of hard soap ; for 
however plentifully potash may be produced, large quan- 
ties of common salt must be employed with it, or the soap 
wilt be only temporary hard; it will have no lasting con- 
sistençe.™? * * * * * * s “ Salt is 
employed largely in the preparation and manufacture of 
a great number of other articles that might be enumerated ; 
and ina short time I have no doubt they would all be ben- 
efited by the reduction of the duty on salt.” 

“ How does the price of salt affect the soap boilers? ”? 

“As it affects all other trades in which salt is employed.” 

s State the way in which it affects them.” 

3 s ane cheaper it is, the cheaper they will have it, ifthey 

Uy Ft. : 
mail Dö you know any other (manufacturing) purposes for 

* Yes; it is used in very large quantities by dyers, when 
it can be had cheap ; and in a great variety of other ways.” 

“With respect to the salting of hides, I learn from further 
inquiry, that the butcher usually applies five pounds of salt 
to every ox or cow hide which he has occasion to fay by, 
or to send to the tanner at a distance.’* 

Ss Crystalized soda (made ofsalt) is much used in wash- 
ing. Four hundred tons are annually made atthe Long 
Benton works only.” 


“ You have stated that, during the last seventeen years, 
it has increased from one to four hundred tons? ” 

“Yes.” 

“'This at the Long Benton works only ?”? 

“ Yes.” 

*¢ Which is made from salt duty free??? 

“ Yes. They have an exclusive. privilege.?? 

When Mr. B. had read these extracts, he closed 
the book, and regretted that he could read no more 
without encroaching too much on the time of the 
Senate. He said the whole volume was replete 
with the most instructive information on the quali- 
ties of salt, the difference between that made by 
solar evaporation, and that made by boiling, and 
on its uses both in agriculture and manufactures. 
The living stock in England was believed to be 
advanced thirty-three and a third per cent. in value 
from the free use of salt; and for this purpose fire- 
made salt would answer sufficiently well. To fish, 
beef, bacon, pork, and butter, the sun-made salt 
was indispensable, and was admitted duty free 
by the English for these purposes, even while 
making a superfluity of common salt at home, and 
exporting to the United States. In manufactures, 
it was proved that there were nearly fifty varieties 
of manufactures in which salt was used either in 
its proper state, or in its chemical preparations of 
alkali, muriatic acid, oxy-muriatic acid, sal-am- 
moniac, or some other form, ‘The extent of this 
demand for salt in manufactures might be judged 
of from a single example in England, that of hard 
soap. It was computed that the manufacture of 
hard soap alone in England required two thousand 
tons of mineral alkali per annum. This alkali 
is obtained by a chemical process, either from 
salt of from barilla or kelp. The barilla only 
yields seventeen per centum of alkali; and kelp 
only six per cent. The decomposition of salt 
itself is the cheapest mode of procuring the alkali; 
but to make it the cheapest mode, the salt must 
be duty free. From this single example it might 
be judged how much manufactures required the 
free use of salt. In England it was computed that 
manufactures alone were annually injured by the 
salt duty to a greater amount than the whole prod- 
uct of the tax; and accordingly, for the joint ben- 
efit of agriculture and manufactures, the salt duty 
was totally abolished in that country after the 


publication of the transcendent papers from which 


extracts have been read. 


Mr. President, the small amount of this tax is | 


an argument also used by gentlemen against its 
repeal. 
that after 1842 it will be still less. I admit it is 
too small to answer any of the purposes of a tax; 
that it is too small either for protection or revenue. 
ft answers no purpose in either way, but it is 
large enough to do great mischief. First, it is 
large enough to keep up the fishing bounties and 
allowances; and while any part of it remains, that 
drain of a quarter of a million per annum will be 
kept up from the Treasury. Secondly, it is large 
enough to amount to nearly one hundred per cent. 
on Turk’s Island salt, to about one hundred per 
cent. on Portuguese and Spanish salt, and to near 
one hundred and fifty per cent. on the salt from 
the islands and coasts of the Mediterranean and 
Adriatic seas. It is large enough to amount to an 
enormous tax upon the value of this salt, the only 
kind that will cure beef, pork, bacon, butter, either 
for long keeping or for southern markets. But 
they say it is to come down to twenty percent. on 
the value; that the compromise act, as it is called, 
is to reduce it to twenty per cent. on the value. 
i answer, first, that this reduction is not to be at- 
tained for near four years; and when it is attained, 
itis not to remain at that point for one instant. 
This famous act, sir, expires upon its own limita- 
tion at the moment when the clock strikes twelve 
on the night of the 30th of June, 1842. It is an 
act which provides for carrying all duties down to 
twenty per centum by agiven day, and which does 
not provide for keeping them there one moment 
after they get there! They may all be raised 
on the morning of the Ist of July, 1842, to any 
amount that the Congress pleases; and this any 
person may see who will take the trouble to read 
the last section of the act. It is then four yeats 
before the duty is to ‘sink to twenty per centum 
on the value; and after it gets there, it is not to 
stay there a single moment; and so of all the duties 
reduced by that act. They are to go down to a 
certain point, but they are not to remain there! and 


They say it is too small to be felt, and | 


humbuggery which ever deluded and bomboozled 
the understandings ofa rational people! 
The obligatory character of that act, which as- 
sumed to be a sort of sub-constitution, controlling 
| and silencing the actual Constitution for nine years, 
| and now invoked to arrest our legisiation, was 
| scouted at the time; and among other declarations 
against it were a set of resolutions submitted by a 
Senator from Massachusetts, {Mr.Wessrer,] not 
now in his seat, one of which ran in these words: 
- That no law ought to be passed on the sub- 
‘ject ofimposts containing any stipulation, express 
“or implied, or giving any pledge or assurance, 
‘direct or indirect, which shall tend to restrain 
t Congress from the full exercise, at all times here- 
‘after, of all its constitutional powers, in giving 
‘reasonable protection to American industry, 
‘ countervailing the policy of foreign nations, and 
‘ maintaining the substantial independence of the 
‘United States. ” 

This resolve, Mr. President, was offered on the 
14th of February, 1833, while the compromise act, 
so called, was depending, and was expressly di- 
rected against that act. Itcontained the sentiments 
of many, besides the mover, and has since been 
sanctioned by a decided majority of the Senate in 
a solemn vote, and after full debute. It was in 
| the passage, through this body, in the session of 
1236-'7, of the bill to reduce duties to the amount 
of three millions of dollars on a great variety of 
| articles, of which saut was one, and which passed 
| the Senate by a majority of 27 to 18, mauger all 
; the invocations upon the sanctity of the so called 
compromise act. The yeas were: Messrs. Ben- 
ton, Black, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Hlinois, 
Fulton, Grundy, flubbard, King of Alabama, 
| King of Georgia, Linn, Lyon, Moore, Mouton, 
! Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Page, Parker, Rives, 
| Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Walker, 

White, and Wright. 

This vote Mr. President, settles the question of 
the obligatory force of that sub-constitution,which 
was arranged by two Senators in secret, the 
| knowledge of which, as it went on, was learnt in 
this body from the letter-writers—settled in secret 
meetings, from which a then Senator from New 
Jersey, (Governor Dickerson,) representing a 
large manufacturing interest, was excluded; in 
the formation of which, he told me that he was 
not consulted, and also told me that a Senator 
from Massachusetts, representing the largest man- 
ufacturing interest in the country,[Mr. WEBSTER,]} 
told hirn that he was not consulted, and had no 
part in the making of the bill. For one, I then 
protested against the binding force.of such legisla- 
| tion, concocted in secret by two members, brought 
| into the Senate at the last moment, when all was 
cut and dry, and rushing it through under a 
groundless cry of dissolution of the Union. Such 
legislation had no sanctity for me, and the vote 
just read proves that it has no sanctity for the 
Senate. Then why invoke it now? 

Sir, I devote myself to the extirpation of this 
salt tax, and its appurtenant abuses. I care not 
how long the tax may be reduced; I go for total 
abolition, and will stop at nothing short of that 
point. Twenty per centum would, of itself, add 
twenty dollars in the hundred to the cost of the 
article, which is something to a farmer; but it is 
not the nature of a duty to add nothing but its own 
amount to the cost of the article on which itis laid. 
It adds, also, to it the merchant’s profit upon that 
duty, and all the expenses of wharfage, storage, 
warehousing, carting backwards and forwards, 
wastage, losses by bad debtsor accidents; and, in 
case of some articles, of which salt is one, it creates 
an intermediate set of dealers in the sea-port towns, 
who get all the article in theirown hands, and put 
up the price, in seasons of scarcity, to what they 
please. I hold 20 per centum to be nearly as bad as 
twenty cents on the bushel, and go for total aboli- 
tion, and a free trade, in this prime necessity of life. 

Sir, I totally object to the manner in which some 
: Senators undertake to calculate the burden of this 
tax. They take the naked duty, add itto the low- 
| est price of the salt, then make a division, and 

show that it comes to but so many cents a head 
on a population of sixteen millions of souls. This 
is a counting-house view of the question; itis the 
view of a young clerk, standing behind a counter, 
with a quill over his ear. Itis not the view of a 


f thus this famousact becomes the sheerest piece of 


1639. } 
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charged with the duties of legislation, should ever 
take, Heshould look more at the nature than at 
the amount of the tax—-more at its effects upon the 
community than at its Tribute to the Treasury. 
He should consider what effect it has on the busi- 
ness of life, on the pursuits of industry, on the 


great avocation of the agriculturist and the manu- | 


facturer; he should look at it under these com- 
prehensive aspects; and, if found prejudicial to 


thege great interests, the tax should be abolished, | 


whether great or small, Tried in this way, and 


this tax must cease—not merely be reduced, but i! 


cease entirely. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. L. MURRAY, 
aie OF KENTUCKY, 


In rue House of REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 31, 1839, 
On the Army Appropriation bill, (the House 
being in the Committee of the Whole,) pending 
the amendment of Mr. Mason, of Virginia, to 


increase the item for National -Armories from 
$300,000 to $360,000, the amount in former 


! public ear, by which they were little more regarded 
‘than if uttered by a starling, taught to repeat them 
day after day, without being conscious of their |: 


import. And this must necessarily continue to 
be the case so long as the people see that the chief 
object of gentlemen here is to obtain in their re- 
searches food for invective, rather than truth to 


i enlighten the public mind. That their object is 


to procure, in advance, the condemnation of the 
Administration, rather than to give it a fair trial 
before the country. ‘hat their object is not to 
do justice to those ‘tin power,” as they so de- 
nominate them, but to eject them from their 
places, whether just or unjust. That they seldom 
spare either the national honor, or the national 
faith, when, by so doing, those who administer 


more to advance their own political prospects 
than the good of the country. A political course, 


the Government are likely to merit or receive | 
‘commendation; and that their object, in fine; is |; 


‘tien. 
_ Before proceeding to examine the manner in 
'| which large amounts of money have been expended 
i Within the last few years,it may not be amiss 
i, (said Mr. M.} to premise that the mere circum- 
| Stance of the expenditure of a large amount of 
| money is not itself evidence of extravagance or 
wastefulness.. Extravagance does not consist in 
the amount expended, but depends on the means, 
the manner, or the objects of expenditure. One 
of the sayings of Dr. Franklin’s Poor Richard is, 
that*‘he that buys an article which he’does not 
need, because it is cheap, pays very dear for it.” 
And thus itis we often see large amounts of money 
invested or paid out which may be said to be well, 
and even economically expended. A man who 
gives a dollar fora cane he does not need; has beet 
extravagant to the amount of a doltar, whilst he 
: that gives five,ten, or twenty thousand dollars for 
‘| a valuable farm, worth as much or more than the 
i amount given, cannot be said to be extravagant. 


years, 

Mr. MURRAY commenced by observing that 
he had intended, for some days, to occupy the 
frst suitable occasion with a very brief review 
and examination of the expenditures generally of |; 
the Government. He had felt the more anxious 
to dó so since the very able and excellent repurt 
of the Committee of Ways and Means had been || 
published—a document which appeared to him to |) 
be so obviously correct in all its financial sugges- 
tions, that he sincerely hoped it would receive the | 
unqualified support of at least every friend of the | 
Administration, He was against theamendment 
proposed to the bill under consideration. The: 
Committee of Ways and Means, by whom the 
vill was reported to the Honse, had charge of the 
public service, and knew better than the Elouse 
could know the amount of money necessary to be 
appropriated for its support. Fle warned gentle- 
men, friendly to the Administration particularly, 
to beware of appropriating more money than was 
recommended by the committee, lest they might 
render themselves obnoxious, in a greater or less 
degree, to the reiterated charge of extravagance 


|i tered by its 


« With a thousand mouths, a thousand tongues, 
And throat of brass inspired with iron lusige.?? || must’ actor 

And hence itis that gentleman who are always |: 
sounding the tocsin of alarm, and who piously 
“ pray without ceasing” for their ‘* kingdom come 
on earth,” are generally rewarded with the great- 
est indifference on the part of the people. This 


sie 


with which their ears had, almost without inter- 


mission, been saluted since the commencement of : 
the present Congress. These charges, as far as he 


knew, or believed, were made and repeated with- 


out justifiable cause, and he thought they were i| U ce 
i tions of the Opposition had been most woefully į 


so considered by the country; and it therefore 
behooved those’ gentlemen with whom he had 
acted heretofore, not to put weapons in the hands 
of those whose business and policy it was to use 
them to the best advantage. He was willing that 
Opposition members should, in a fair manner, 


make the best of their case; but as every wall had | 
two sides to it, one to cover the defense, as well j 


ag one to breast the onset, it was the duty of those 
in defense to vigilantly guard against the making 
of any breach sufficiently vulnerable to admit the 
enemy. For one, he was not afraid of any injury 
resulting to the cause of the Administration from 
the charges ‘which had been preferred by the Op- 
position. The disproportion was so great be- 


tweet the charges, and the alleged grounds upon | 


which they were sought to be based, that their very 
violence disarmed them of the harm intended by 
those who fulminated them. They had been too 
indiscriminate in ‘their character, involving merit 
as well as demerit, and innocence alike with guilt, 
to have the éffect intended upon a discerning and 
disinterested ‘public. He thought there was more 
danger of the satlety of public inquiry, from be- 
ing fed on political food, which is generally either 
bit distasteful, so much so as to threaten a 
disrelish in. future, to such as might be necéssary 
to the health, or inviting to the appetite, of the 
body-poliuc. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) 1 do not say so 
merely to ‘play upon words, but would earnestly 
ask if the course pursued by the party here, who 
wage and keep up ‘an_indisctiminate “warfare 
against the Administration, is not well calculated 
to destroy the wholesome effect of well-merited 


No. 16 


as given by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dux- | 
can,]in the most recent of his published works 


us, some days since, that the previous anticipa- 
overthrown, notwithstanding the warnings, the | 


this Congress, which were not for one moment 
| permitted to cool on the public ear. ‘This is ab- 
olately insufferable. It is past all endurance, | 
hat so much labor, and zeal, and noise should ' 
vanish into‘ thin air.” 
*¢ Ts it for this you gain those meager looks, 
And sacrifice your dinner for your books??? 

What is the cause of such indifference? It is 
that the cry of corruption, extravagance, &c., in 
this House is not supposed te farnish much evi- 
idence of its existence. It is that panics are | 
| ceasing to have their wonted effect, and because 
the people have heretofore so often been started | 
by the vexatious ery of wolf, when nu cause of 
alarm was to be seen or felt. 

One of the standing charges against the Admin- 
istration is that of extravagance in the expendi- 
tures of the public money; and of all the charges 
| made, it is perhaps the most plausible when 
addressed to those who are ignorant of the many 
items of which the aggregate of the annual ex- 
| penditure is composed. The charge seems to be 
| founded mainly onthe difference between the 
amount of the annual expenditure under Mr. 
Adams’s administration, and the expenditutes of 
ithe last few years ‘under General Jackson and 
IMr.. Van Buren. From the table of annual ex- 
| penditures, which I shall hereafter submit, (said 
Mr. M.,) the difference would seem to be con- ! 
siderable; and whee we recur to the amount alone 


may be seen in the history of the late elections, || 


ragings, and wailings of the two last sessions of | 


; of our imports and exports was $195,815,000, This 


|| amount was swelled against 1836°to'$318,643:000. 
; on that and other subjects, from which he showed i 
' to $112,000,006, and our exports to $1035136,000, 


: During the past year, 1838, our imports ‘aniountéd 


i Itis estimated that fifty per cent. may, be added 
| for the year ending September 30, 1839, which 
will make the former $168,000,000, and the latter 
| $154,704,000. Our tonnage, American and foreign, 
| entered from abroad in 1828, was 1,018,604. In 
1837 it was 2,065,423. In 1825-’26, the prodac- 
tions of the great valley of the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, which were transported to the New Orleans 
market, amounted in value to some eight or nine 
| millions dollars. In 1838, they amounted te 
| $25,000,000. ‘There is, besides, a large portion of 


| 


|| these productions sent to other markets than New 


Orleans. ‘The valuable live-stock of Upper Ken- 
tucky, consisting of horses, beef cattle, mules, and 
hogs, is generally driven to the South, whilst a 
| large amount of provisions from the States north 
; of the Ohio river is transported to the North and 
| East by the way of the lakes and New York 
| canals. In 1831 the number of tons that passed 
through the Louisville canal was 76,323, and the 
; amount of tolls collected $12,750. In 1837 the 
number of tons had increased to 242,874, and the 
amount of tolls to $145,424. The amount of tolls 
collected on the New York canals in 1898, was 
$838,444, which increased to $1,293,129 in 1837. 
‘The number of steamboats on the western waters 
| in 1826, amounted only to a few dozen, and the 
fiat and keel boats toa few thousand. In 1837 
the former numbered 638, and gavé employment 
to 15,350 hands. The latter numbered 6,000, and 
furnished employment to- 25,000 or 30,000: hafids. 
A sull greater increase has taken place on the north- 
ern lakes, and-a corresponding one in many-other 


i 


of the money expended, witkout reference to the 


i places in the Union. At the last census (1830) 
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our population numbered 12,866,920. According 
to the average ratio of increase for the last fifty 
years, which has been about thirty-four per cent, 
for every period of ten years, our population will, 
at the next census in.1840, number about seven- 
teen and one quarter million of souls. ` 

Within the last ten. years, two States and two 
Territories have been added to the Union, and are 
already far inadvance on their march to greatness, 
Their sudden growth and change of condition are 
unexampled, and passing wonderful to the bè- 
holder, They. have, as it were, leaped into exist- 
ence with the energy and strengtn of giants. Wit- 
ness Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa.. .They 
have rieen before our eyes like enchanted visions, 
or the morning mist. But we have also extin- 
guished the Indian title to 116,000,000 of acres of 
land, which we have added to our territory, What 
an immense, quantity! More than one third of 
the whole quantity of the public lands ceded to 
the Government in all the nine new States, includ- 
ing Ohio and three Territories, to which the Indian 
title has been extinguished, the whole quantity 
being 319,536,232 acres. x 

These facts, with others I might cite, (said Mr. 
M.,) all go to show the wonderful growth of this 
mighty nation. within that time. Considering, also, 
that during this period a large public debt has been 
paid. off, and the gold and silver circulation of the 
country increased from twenty to one hundred 
millions of dollars, it would certainly require much 
credulity on the part of a disinterested community 
to believe that the Government of the country un- jj 
der which these desirable, nay, more than looked 
for, results have taken, place, had been either op- 
pressively or unwisely administered, ; i 

We must keep another fact in view, (said Mr. 
M..,) in proceeding to examine this charge of ex- 
travagance. All, money expended must first be 
appropriated by Congress, who should alone be 
reaponsible therefor. The Executive is responsi- 
ble for its application only; but he cannot touch 
one dollar, even of his own salary, until it is first 
appropriated by law. For extravagant appropri- 
ations, therefore, Congress, and not the Execuuve, 
ia responsible. Appropriations are of two classes. 
The one ordinary, for the payment of the current | 
expenditures of the Government; the other extraor- 
dinary, for purposes other than the payment of 
the current and necessary expenditures of the na- 
tion. Which of the parties in Congress (said Mr. 
M.) is most blamable, (if either be so,) for having 
voted for extraordinary appropriations, I may have 
eccasion to examine hereafter; but, for the pres- 
ent, I shall pass-that subject. 

Few extraordinary appropriations were made 
by Congress till afier the payment of the national 
debt, Whilst that debt was being paid, the an- 
nual average of the ordinary and necessary ex- 
penditures of the Government, under Mr. Adama, 
was $12,625,477, and amounted to but little more || 
during the first term of President Jackson. The 
annual expenditures for the same purposes have 
to this time increased but little, as I will presently 
show;, not more, perhaps, than would become 
reasonably necessary, from the increased growth 
of the country, and general augmentation of the 

ublic service. The large amounts. of money 
ately expended, belong; therefore, to the clasa of |) 
extraordinary. appropriations, which I will now 
proceed to examine. The first, and one of the 
greatest drains upon our financiai means which I 
shall notice, (said Mr. M.,) is that. which has 
grown out of. our Indian relations for the last ten 
years. : l 
. Thè. number of Indians of indigenous tribes 
west of the Mississippi river, on the Ist Decem- 
ber, 1837, was....ccce cece enc coses oo 231,806 
Of this number, humanity has to regret the 

destruction, by small-pox, during the 

past year, Of, ee eeeeeeesccceceecenses 17,200 


Which reduces their number to.........214,606 
The number of Indians (of tribes east of 

the Mississippi): who had, previous to 

thai date, emigrated west of that river; 

WAG. ec iseceee cee seensenesreees 51,327 
The number then east of the Mississippi, 

WAS so ecernctesecseetesesceseeeres 49,365 || 


Which makes the whole number of Indians 315,298 


| chetransformation ofthe wide extended and gloomy 


| and happiness, to weep over the fate of the trans- 


| of the national honor. 


| overreaching grasp of the wnite man. Buton this | 


About one half of those Indians east ofthe Mis- 
sissippi at the above date, (1st December, 1837,) 
composed principally of eighteen thousand Chero- 
kées, have since emigrated west, whether the last 
remaining few of these unfortunate people must 
soon be sent. 

` Since the 4th of March, 1829, the commence- 
ment of General Jackson’s administration, there 
has been purchased by Indian treaties, of some 
fifty bands or upwards, of land ceded by them to 
| the Government, the quantity of 116,557,877 acres. 
For which the Government has paid, and stipulated 
to pay, in lands and money, sum of $72,609,056 
In addition to this, Congress appropri- 
ated, by the act of the 12th of June, 

1838, upon the recommendation of 

the Secretary of War, for the re- 

moval and subsistence, and as a 

further compensation for their im- 

provements, &c., the sum of...... 
Also, by act of the 7th July last, for 

temporary subsistence of such In- 
dians west of the Mississippi as 
might be unable to subsist them- 
selves, owing to removal or. disar- 
fangement of their territory by the 
Government...cecsccccercccccers 


1,147,067 


150,000 


Making altogether... +0. .eeee eee e. 873,905,123 


Here, then, is an expenditure of $73,905,123— |: 
enough to pay the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. for some four or five years; and if the 
greatness of the amount be full evidence of extrav- 
agance, then is the Government guilty of the į 
charge. ee 

But, sir, (said Mr. M.,) can we condemn either 
the policy which superinduced these appropria- | 
tions, or the application of the money expended 
for these lands, as unprofitable or impolitic? It is 
properly an investment of the money, and not an 
expenditure, The immense quantity of land we 
| have received in exchange will, after payment of ; 
| all expenses, more than remunerate us for the 
money paid to the Indians, with interest, ‘The | 
lands are said to be of the best quality. If so, i; 
they are an immense treasure to the nation. ‘They | 
would be amply sufficient to support three million ; 
| of inhabitants; a number equaling the population | 
of all the thirteen Colonies during our Revolu- | 
tion. In their acquisition, we reclaim an immense 
wilderness from. the occupancy of savages and || 
beasts of prey, and convert them into fruitful fields, 
thereby facilitating the march of improvement and 
dispensing comfort and happiness to civilized man, 
That philanthropy cannot be right which regrets |) 


forest, which buries within its own bosom the rich 
stores of its dormant wealth, into a land of culti- 
vation and fruitfulness, teeming with millions of | 
active and enterprising freemen, who are devel- 
oping its great resources, and thus making it the 
theater and the scene of man’s highest destiny on 
earth, That humanity is ill-born and sickly, 
which, under such circumstances, would stop 
whilst witnessing the creation of so much grandeur 


planted savage, and protest against the act that 
expelled him to give place to a civilized community. 
lt deserves nota place among the manly virtues 
of the buman heart. For as the Almighty, in 
ancient days, dispersed the inhabitants of Canaan, 
that the land might be better occupied by his more 
favored children, so in like manner did he destine 
this, his most favored land, to be held in reserve 
until delivered to his most favored people of these 
latter times, of whom he is making a great nation. | 
But the policy is not more wise for the white than 
it is generous and bumane for the red man. So; 
far from disparaging, it brightens the escutcheon 
Instead of exterminating, 


by the bloody hand of war, the remnant of an |, 
unfortunate race which still lingered in our way |) 
and claimed our protection, we have paid them | 
for their lands, and transplanted them to a land ; 
we give them beyond our limits, where they will ; 
be secure against the future encroachments of the : 


part of the subject I will here introduce the present | 
intelligent Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. | 


than anything I could say, it being not only 
official, but derived from a source where knowledge 
on this subject may be looked for. In his report 
at the commencement of the present session, he 
says: ; 
“The most striking feature of the peculiar relations that 
the Indians bear to the United States is their removal to the 
west side of the Mississippi—a ehange of residence effected 
under treaties, and with the utmost regard to their comfort 
that the circumstances of each admitted. The advance 
of white settlements, and the consuming effect of their 
approach to the red man’s home, had long been obseyved 
by the humane with pain, as leading to the speedy extinc- 
tion of the weaker party. But it isnot believed that any 
suggestion of the policy now in a course of execation was 
authoritatively made prior to the commencement of the pres- 
ent century ; since, it has repeatedly, and at various inter- 
vals, received the sanction of the Chief Magistrates of the 
United States, and of one or the other House of Congress, 
without, however, any definite action previous to the law 
passed eight years ago: Treaty engagements had: been 
previously made for their removal west, with several of the 
tribes; but the act referred to-was a formal and general 
recognition of the measure, ag desirable in regard to al the 


: Indians within any State or Territory east of the Missis- 


sippi. Whateverapprehensions might have been honestly 
entertained of the results of this scheme, the arguments in 
favor of its adoption, deduced from observation aod the 
destructive effects of a continuance in their old positions, 


| are so far strengthened by the success attendant upon its 


execution as to have convinced all, it is thought, of the 
humane and benevolent tendency of the measure... Experi- 
ence had shown that, however commendable the efforts to 
meliorate a savage surrounded by a white population, they 
were not compensated to any great extent by the gratifi- 
cation whieh is the best reward of doing good. A few 


li individuals in a still smaller number of tribes have beem 


educated, and profited by the opportunities afforded them 
to become civibzed and respectable men ; but the mass has 
retrograded, giving, by the contrast, greater prominency te 
their more wise-judging brethren. What. can even the 
moral, uneducated Indian promise himself in a white set- 
tlement? Equality he does not atid cannot possess, and 
the influence-that is the just possession of his qualities in 
the ordinary social relations of life is denied him. Sepa- 
rated from deteriorating associations with white men, the 
reverse will be the fact. A fair aud wide field will be open 
before him, in which he ean cultivate the moral and intel- 
lectual virtues of the human beings around him, and aid in 
elevating them to the bighest condition which they are 
copable of reaching. | If these views are correct, the reflec- 
tion is pleasant that is derived from the belief that a greater 
sacrifice of feeling is not made in their removal than falls 


ii to the lotof our fellow-citzens, in the numerous changes 


of residence that considerations of bettering their condition 


: are daily prodneing. Indeed, it cannot be admitted to beso 


great; tor while the white man moves West or South, ac- 
unpanied by his family only, the Indians go by tribes, car- 
rying wid them all the pleacures of ancient acquaintance, 
cominon habits and common interests. ‘It can scarcely be 
coutended that they are more susceptible of suffering at 


owe breaking up of local associations than we are; for, 


apart from their condition nat favoring the indulgence of 


‘the finer feelings, fact proves that they sell a part of their 


possessions without reluctance, and leave their cabins and 
burial places, and ibe mounds and monuments which were 
the objects of their pride or affection, for a remote position 
in the same district. For whatever they have ceded to 
the United States they have been amply compensated. F 
speak not of former times, to which reference is not made, 
but of later days. ‘The case of the Cherokees is a striking 
instance of the liberality of the Government in ali its 


| branches.” 


The honorable gentleman fom Vermont (Mr. 
Everett] entered on an examination of the origin 


i of this policy some days since, in order, as he 


said, to correct the President in a ‘ historical 
error,” in dating its commencement as far back 
as the administration of Mr. Jefferson. I have 
not critically examined this subject, nor do I think 
ita matter of much moment as to where or when 
it originated, But the supposed discrepancy al- 
luded to by the gentleman does not appear to me 
to be so great as he would make it. From the 
extract of the report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in 1834, cited by the gentleman himself, 
it appears that ‘tthe project for removing the 
‘eastern Indians west of the Mississippi may be 
* referred, for its origin, to a proposition of a part 
* of the Cherokee tribe, in 1808, to remove across 
‘the Mississippi river on some vacant lands of 
‘the United States.’” It is very certain that so 
much of the policy as relates to ‘‘an extinction, 
for a fair consideration,” of the title to all the 
lands occupied by the Indians within the States 


i and Territories of the United States, commenced 


as far back as Mr. Jefferson’s administration, if 
not before that time. 


1839.] 
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But whoever may have been the author of this 
wise and philanthropic plan for the preservation 
of the aborigines, it seems, at any rate, to have 
received no “ definite action previous to the law 
passed eight years ago” upon the pressing sug- 
gestions of President Jackson. It is clear that, 
although sanctioned by preceding Administra- 


tions, the policy was permitted to pass, neverthe- | 
less, without definite action, until General Jackson 
took hold of the subject, and made effectual work |; 
of it, as he has usually been remarkable for doing || 
This |i 
one act must give to his administration a luster | 
sufficient of itself to shed upon his name ‘‘im- |! 


The | 
gentleman from Kentucky was surely discussing | 
matters irrelevant to the subject before the com- | 


with everything he has ever undertaken. 


erishable renown.” 


Mr. MERCER rose to a point of order. 


mittee. 
Mr. POPE hoped his friend from Virginia would 
not press his objection. He was not sure but his 


colleague was in order; but whether he was or not, || 


he was not taking a wider range in debate than 
had been usual for other gentlemen. 
The CHAIR (Mr. Banks, of Virginia) could 


not discriminate between the policy of appropria- i| 


tions. and the appropriations themselves. The 
gentleman from Kentucky had a right to discuss 
the good or bad policy of the Government expend- 
itures. f 

Mr. MURRAY proceeded. He had always 
known that certain honorable gentlemen were 
never easy when this subject of our Indian policy 
was alluded to, but he had not supposed the very 
able and experienced gentleman from Virginia to 
be one of them. 

I know (said Mr. M.) that the Opposition gen- 
erally have opposed the whole course of this policy, 
so wisely suggested, and so successfully executed, 
Many of them are opposed to every constituent 
part of it. They are opposed to the purchase of 
the lands from the Indians, because it extends and 
quickens the growth of thenew States, They are 
apposed to it because they calculate, from the past 
legislation of Congress, that those of them who 
come from the eastern sea-board, and from the 
districts where great improvements have been 
made, by the Government, would, but for the pur- 


chase of these lands, obtain themselves all the | 
money paid to the Indians therefor, in addition to | 


the large amounts they now receive. ‘They are 
not satisfied with half, they want all the money 
the Government can spare. They are opposed, 
moreover, to the removal of the Indians, because 
many of them think the white and the red man 
ought to reside in the same neighborhood, and 
commingle in the same society. To such as en 
tertain. these sentiments, the money appears,.no 
doubt, to have been worse than wasted. 

Mr. M. then adverted to our relations with the 
Cherokees: - He regretted that the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. Evererr] had thought prop- 
ev to, bring forward again, in review the former 


difficulties interposed by Georgia, which, for a | 


time, interrupted our relations with that tribe. 
He highly appreciated the worth of that gentle- 
man’s services as a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Having been heretofore united 
with him as a co-member of that committee, he 
was able to. bear testimony to the value of his 
services, which entitled him to the thanks of the 
House, and the- gratitude of the Indians. Never 
had the Indians a more faithful sentinel in this 
House to watch over their interest, and complain 
for their wrongs. He would not. say there was 
any truth in the good humored suspicion, so often 
spoken of.in the. House, that the honorable mem- 
ber must be “akin’’-to the Indians, but he would 


venture to say, that he knew of no living white | 
man to, whom ‘the Indian could..so -appropriately | 


address.the paternal epithet, “My father.” The 
Government, says the gentleman, has not kept 
her engagements. with the Cherokees, because 
she had guarantied to them their lands in Georgia, 
by the treaty. of Holston. But did not. these 
lands belong. to the sovereign State of Georgia, 
and could the Federal Government give the In- 
dians a valid guarantee to the territory of Georgia? 
Was she not bound .to respect the rights of 


Georgia, and to maintain good faith towards that | 


State? But then the Government was bound, by 
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į the subject was referred to the Senate of the United i] 


States, composed then of a majority of Opposition |; 
members—a circumstance which no doubt in- || On this head the report continues: ** By some the 
duced the chiefs the more readily to make this || ‘measure may be regarded as just—by~ others 
reference. Well, the Senate decided that the); ‘generous.’ ‘It perhaps partook of both attri- 
Government should pay the Indians $5,000,000, || ‘ butes.” ‘Tf our acts have been generous, they 
besides the lands they were to receive west of the | ‘have not been less wise and politic... A large 
Mississippi—an award with which the chiefs pro- i| ‘ mass of men have been conciliated; the hazard 
fessed to be satisfied, and promised to recommend || ‘ of an effusion of human blood hag been put by; 
it to the favorable consideration of their people. || ‘good feeling has been preserved, and ‘we have 
How was this pledge kept by them, I will not say || ¢ quietly and gently tracsported eighteen thousand 
of my own knowledge, for I have never fully ex- | «friends to the west bank of the Mississippi.” | 
amined this point; but I well recollect of hearing | Mr. M. then called the attention of the House 
members affirm, on this floor, that although John ;i to the expenditure of $22,000,000 in Indian wars 
Ross called the council of his tribe, as he had: under the last and present Administration, viz: 
promised, yet he had secretly procured the decis- | For the Black Hawk war, $2,000,000; for, the 


jon given by the indians on that occasion. Heli Creek and Seminole difficulties, $20,000,000. 


i 
i 
j 


then believed that more could be obtained from `! 
the Government. A portion of the tribe, how- ii 
ever, accepted the terms by the treaty of New | 
Echota, which treaty was subsequently confirmed || 

by the Senate. Itis true that Ross did not as- i 
| sent to this treaty; but it is also true that he and il 
his co-chiefs proposed, of their own accord, to |! 
abide the award of the Senate; that. they pro- | 
fessed to be satisfied with the award after it was || 
made; that the amount of money settled by the | 
Senate was stipulated to be paid by the Govern- i| 
ment, a large portion of which was, in fact, paid ii 
by the Government before the execution of the '! 
treaty. But the gentleman says the Indians were |: 
forced, by the appearance of seven thousand |: 
armed men among them, under General Scott, at‘! 
the time when the treaty was to be executed. i 
Bat the Indians could not have been taken by sur- 
prise; they had ample time to prepare for removal; ` 
they had been warned, time after time, that the: 
treaty would be executed; they had received every |! 
| assurance that the Government would be jusi, '; 
and even liberal towards them, but that the treaty ;, 
must be executed. If they listened to the advice, 
of professed friends to resist the treaty, they had `; 
no warrant in the conduct of the Government for 
so doing. But how were they sent off? Why, |. 
sir, Congress appropriated to them $1,147,000 .. 
(in addition to what was before stipulated to be | 
paid) for their removal, subsistence, &c., upon 
which the Indians, without further murmur, im- 
mediately set out for their new homes, not under |! 
a guard of armed men, but under the guidance of ; 
their own chiefs. But the gentleman says that’ 
| some three thousand. of these Indians died on | 
their way to the West. It is true, they were, on || 
the road, attacked with the measels, and perhaps |) 
other diseases, by which. great numbers werelost; | 


perhaps, somewhat overstated. But, sir, (said | 
Mr. M.,) was not this a most remarkable charg 
against the Administration? 1 own i was sur 
prised myself, and listened to hear the Govern. 
ment charged next with the loss of seventeen | 
thousand two hundred Indians, who died of small- ' 
pox on the Missouri river during last spring. 1 | 
believed, however, that it has been common to j; 
chaige the Administration with misfortune resuli- | 
ing from the act of God, or other circumstances, |; 
| over which it had no control. Before reaching |: 


i treaty is closed and made absolute. 
done upon mature refiection, after the lapse of 
a year, and after a full examination of. their jew 


This was a large expenditure from which the 
administration of Mr. Adams was exempt. , He 
contended that the Administration was not more 
chargeable with this.expenditure than.was the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Madisen with the ex pen ses 
of the late war with Great Britain. He would 
not more than allude to the Black Hawk war, ag 
he was not aware of any charge which had grown 
out of it against the Administration. “As the war 
with the Seminoles, however, had been a leading 
subject, on which to found abuse of every char- 
acter against the Administration, and ‘that of ex- 
travagance amongst the rest, he would. dévole a 
few moments to its examination. By the treaty 
of Payne’s Landing, May 9, 1832, and ratified 
April 12, 1834, the principal chiefs of the Sem- 
inole Indians sold to the Government of the Uni- 
ted States all their possessions in Florida; upon 
condition, however, that they should, after exam- 
ination, be ‘satisfied with the character of the 
‘country to be assigned them for theirnew homes 
‘ west. of the Mississippi, and of the . favorable 
‘disposition of the Creeks to reunite with them as 
‘one people.” They, at the same time, appointed 
a deputation of their chiefs to proceed, at the ex- 
pense of the United States Government, to exam- 
ine the country,and make report. After examin- 
ation and return, this deputation, in March, 1833, 
addressed a letter to the United States commis- 
sioners appointed for. that ‘purpose, informing 
them that they were satisfied with their new coun- 
try. Whereupon, by articles bearing date March 
28, 1833, and ratified April 12, 1834, the former 
All this wag 


land.. I am aware (said Mr. M.) that the resiat- 


ance to this treaty is justified by the gentleman 
though the. number given by the. gentleman is, || fused Vermont, on the ground that the Creeks re- 
; fused to 
soi 
lation. 
that ‘an additional extent of territory, 

tioned to their numbers, should be added 
Creek country.” - The only thing stipulated to be 
obtained from the Creeks was their consent to 
“reunite with them as one people.” ‘To an appli- 
cation for this purpose, the Creeks replied, ** they 


give them a ‘separate allotment of their 
But this was no part of the treaty stipu- 
On the other hand, the stipulation Was, 
ropor- 
to. the 


L oF 


were willing to receive them within their limiis as 
a portion of thenation.”? Thie was ‘the extent of 
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the condition. But the honorable gentleman says 
jt appears from the late special message of the 
President that the *‘ fortune of war has placed in 
our hands two thousand Seminoles, whom we 
have transported over the Mississippi.” That 
the “ eastern Creeks have removed to, and taken 
possession of, the lands allotted to the Seminoles,”’ 
who have no lands, and must remain in the Creek 
territory till we assign them others. The state- 
ment itself admits that there wasan allotment for 
the Seminoles. Why are they not in possession 
of it? Because they resisted the treaty, and refused 
to emigrate to it. While they were engaged in 
war with the Government, the eastern Creeks re- 
moved to the West, and settled on the lands which 
the Seminoles would otherwise have obtained. 
And, now that they are at length removed by the 
« fortune of war,” the Administration is re- 
proached, notwithstanding the President recom- 
mends an allotment to them of a new tract. Sir, 
(said Mr. M.;) there was no just cause for the 
refusal of the Seminoles to execute the treaty, 
after its final ratification, to which they had pre- 
viously conserited, after the lapse of a year from 
the first agreement. But instead of the perform- 
ance of these engagements in good faith, as we 
had aright to expect and demand, we received 
the most savage treachery and murder at the hands 
of the Seminoles. The insolence and evident per- 
fidy of their chief, Oceola, soon provoked diffi- 
culties between him and the Government agent, 
General Wiley Thompson, who had lately been 
a rember ofthe House from the State of Georgia. 
The difficulties were at Jength settled in apparent 
good faith, and General Thompson presented to 

ceola a fine gun as a pledge of his future friend- 
ship. Professing great friendship for Thompson, 
às well as gratitude for his kindness and liberality, 
Oceola took the first occasion to murder him in 
cold blood, with this very gun. This was the 
signal for blood, and instantly this arch fiend led 
on to the slaughter. Before any steps could be 
taken by the Government to repress these out- 
rages, there arose along the Florida frontier the 
thick smoke of the consuming cottages, accom- 
panied with the wailings of death. It was the 
murderous work of Oceola, whose fiendish spirit 
was reeking with the innocent blood of the fron- 
tier sufferers. The sequel is known. One after 
another, and in quick succession, your ablest offi- 
cers, with the best disposable force that could be 
commanded, were ordered to the scene of action. 
It was not, however, a theater where glory was 
to be acquired. 

The difficulties to be encountered were innumer- 
able and insurmountable, The various expediuons 
did not want for energy or skill. Your command- 
ers were the most able and skillful officers, men 
whose swords had, on former occasions, gleamed 
in the battle fight, and whose names were already 
enrolled high on the list of the nation’s heroes. 
But no skill could surmount the dificulties inter- 
posed by the interminable swamps and hammocks 
of Florida. No valor could contend with the 
deathly blight of that hoxiousclimate. Driven from 
their desolated homes, even the inhabitants of the 
Territory had to be supported by the Government 
or perish. Provisions and munitions of war, as 
wellas men, had to be transported a great distance 
and at immense expense. Secure in the mazes of 
his own native swamp, where his path was track- 
less, and his home confined to no locality; where 
every tussuck furnished him a resting-place and 
roots for his subsistence, the Seminole could laugh 
at your skill, and defy your power. Yet the Gov- 
ernment did not falter in the prosecution of this 
unavoidable war, notwithstanding the many inter- 
posing difficulties, not the least of which was the 
accustomed opposition and resistance in this 
House. It was here the Government was arraigned 
for its alleged inefficiency, our generals and other 
soldiers covered with the epithets of opprobrium, 
whilst the deeds of the Seminole chief furnished 
the rich themes of penegyric. The very appropri- 
ations brought forward to relieve your suffering 
soldiers, who were wading the swamps and guard- 
ing the passes of Florida, sleeping on the ground 
and contending against all the horrors of that des- 
'olating climate, often without clothes and without 
food, were resisted at every step, and opposed with 
all the asperity of party violence. The supposed 


failures of success, the length of time employed in 
the war, and the treasure it was costing the nation, 
were all urged as reasons for opposing the appro- 
priations. And now that the war has been meas- 
urably closed, and the most of the leaders and 
warriors of the Seminoles removed beyond. the 
Mississippi, by the untiring perseverance of your 
Army, the money expended is added to the sup- 
posed list of extravagant expenditures, and parad- 


ed before the nation to break down this Adminis- i 


tration. But it will notanswer the purpose intended, 
(said Mr. M.) Hlowever much the people may dis- 
approve of a wasteful expenditure of the public 
money, they will nevertheless have the integrity 
of our treaties and the honor of our arms main- 
tained at every cost and at every hazard. They 
ever have, they ever will frown down every attempt 
to paralyze the country’s arms while maintaining 


or defending the rights of the nation by withhold- | 


ing from our armies the necessary means of sup- 
port. lt is not a sufficient apology to tell them 
that the war is inefficiently conducted, or that our 
arms meet with defeat. ‘They will rather expect 
you to redouble your energies, so as to place two 
soldiers in the field for every one that is lost. The 
enemies of the late war opposed the necessary sup- 
plies because of the alleged weakness and want of 
energy in Mr. Madison’s administration, and the 
reverses which, for a season, attended our arms. 
The surrender of Hull, the defeat at Raisin, the 
capture of Dudley and butchery of his brave men, 
furnished the themes of complaint against the Ad- 
ministration, and the reasons for resisting the ap- 
propriations, 

But although engaged some three years with 
twenty-five handred or three thousand Indians in 
the swamps of Florida, yet, when all the circum- 
stances are considered, neither our officers, nor 
our arms have suffered disparagement. We were 
at war some twelve or fifteen years with the north- 
western Indians, prior to the treaty of Greenville, 
1795, during which time our flag had to mourn 
the successive disasters which befell a Crawford, 
a Hardin,a Farmar, and St. Clair, who were not 
only defeated, but whose whole armies were one 
after another cut up and butchered, leaving scarcely 
enough of survivors to communicate the disastrous 
intelligence. There are many historic examples 
of the smallest and most circumscribed communi- 
ties being able, when protected by natural barriers 
and position, to resist successfully the most pow- 
erful nations. Witness the maroons of Jamaica, 
whom the power of Great Britain was unable to 
subdue for upwards of half a century, and suc- 
ceeded at last only by the barbarous expedient of 
the bloodhound. The case of the maroons of St. 
Domingo, composed at first, like the original ma- 
roons of Jamaica, of a few runaway negroes, who 
took shelter in the caves and mountain fastnesses 
in the interior of the island, where they formed a 
community of outlaws which resisted successfully, 
for half a century, the combined expeditions of 
the French and Spanish colonies on the island, 
demonstrates the great difficulty of overcoming 
natural obstacles, however feeble or contemptible 
the enemy may be in point, of strength, ‘* The 
exaggerated accounts of their numbers and dread 
exploits during this time,” says the historian, 
“ would fill a volume;’’ yet, when peace was re- 
stored: by negotiation, by which means only the 


colonists obtained security against these banditti, | 


the wonderful discovery was made that they did 
not exceed one hundred and fifty in number. But 
the attempts of France to subdue the insurrection- 
ary negroes of that island who rebelled against 
their masters, and which were repeated through a 
period of near twenty yeats, form a case, perhaps, 
no less striking and remarkable. Napoleon at 
length determined to crush the insurrectionists by 
one energetic blow; and the most formidable ex- 
pedition was accordingly dispatched for that pur- 
pose, yet itallresultedin disaster. Fifty thousand 
men of the conquerors of the Nile and of Italy, 
including their commander, the brother-in-law of 
Napoleon, perished in St. Domingo. The climate 
and natural obstacles to invasion enabled the in- 
surrectionists, who did not number half a millon 
of souls, including all ages, sexes, and colors, to 
withstand this otherwise most formidale army: 
The nextitem Mr. M. would allude to as having 


greatly increased our expenditures, was that of | 


|, amounts to $1,290,185 50. 


| pensions. Four of the principal pension laws 
have been brought into operation since the com- 
mencement of General Jackson’s administratioń, 
viz: the acts of 1828, 1832, 1836, and 1838. 
These several acts have increased the list of pen- 
sioners to forty-two thousand five hundred. 
The average annual excess or increase of pen- 
, sions from “1829 to 1838, inclusive, exceeds the 
| average annual payments on the same account 
i from 1825 to 1828, inclusive, $1,013,000. 
The aggregate of this increase for said ten years, 
ISe essossooceeseeseceeseesae eo e $10,130,000 
To this we'must add the annual ex- 
penditure of $292,000 for pensions 
to widows of revoiutionary soldiers, 
under the law of 7th July, £838. 
As these pensions commence March 
"4,1836, the amount for three years, 
up to the 4th of March, 1839, will © 


Deessoossaersenesereceveroreres 


1,176,000 
| Making the aggregate increase, since 
| LBQB ee ecce cece ec reveccveseeces $11,306,000 


| This is an expenditure. from which the admin- 
istration of Mr. Adams was exempt. And as it 
| has been incurred since the commencement of 
| General Jackson’s administration, the amount ic 
| added in, to swell the general expenditures, so as 
| to give feasibility to the charge of extravagance. 
Now, sir, (said Mr. M.,) for one, so far from 
regretting this increase of pensions, I both justify 
and rejoice qt it. And I am satisfied that Opposi- 
tion gentlemen are not disposed to disapprove it, 
; All know that such disapproval would smack too 
much of the odious sin of ingratitude, not to say 
| injustice; for I do not look upon the payment of 
pensions as a donation, but as‘ the discharge of a 
public debt, which we are, in point of morals, not 
to say gratitude and humanity, as much bound to 
pay as any other revolutionary debt. When we 
used the money of others to prosecute the war of 
the Revolution, we were, of course, bound to repay 
it, with interest; and surely those who gave their 
personal service, and periled their lives, are as 
much entitled to pay as those who advanced their 
money. But the pensions constitute no part of 
the permanent expenditure; the fund is temporary, 
}and must expire with the rapidly disappearing, 
| pensioners. A few more installments and the debt 
1s paid forever. 
i In looking down the dark vista of time, we soon 
! discover the only surviving pensioner of the Rev- 
| olution. Around us and before, they are fast fall- 
| ing like the ripened grain before the scythe or the 
sickle. They have passed the long lane of life, 
| throngh which they have journeyed in perils for 
| years three score and ten. Thesun of their exist- 
| ence is fast setting, and is already hidden below 
‘ the horizon of life. They are collected at the great 
inn at the end oftheir day’s journey; where, after 
| taking their last refreshments, and being worn 
' down with the fatigues of their travel, they are 
| preparing to lie down and sleep the sleep of death. 
i Already it grows late, and, amid. the surrounding 
i silence and darkness, they are seen, by the faint, 
| flickering light of their fast expiring tapers, to be 
laying down their weary heads in that repose which 
' shall only end with time. The last ones are nod- 
j ding to the tomb, and must soon be laid side by 
side with their companions. Peace be to their 
manes. They leave behind them the glory of the 
well-fought battle, which has added a new era to 
the history of the past, and developed still further, 
| to the astonishment of the world, the mighty ener- 
gies and the destiny of man. . i 

The expenditure for the South Sea Exploring 
| Expedition constitutes another item; and, includ- 
| ing the annual amount of $224,650, the estimated 
i expense of the expedition for two years anda half 
! 
1 


I shall neither enter 
upon any defense or condemnation of this measure, 
(said Mr. M.,) as it is not necessary to my pres- 
ent purpose. At the last session I voted, it is true, 
with those who were Considered the enemies of 
the measure, for the restrictive clause limiting the 
expenditure to a timé certain, and making a reduc- 
tion of $20,000 in the appropriation; but it was 
more from an adherence to a rule which I had 
prescribed for myself—that of voting for the ex- 


penditure of no money other than is required by 


1839.] 
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public necessity, during the present cendition of 
the Treasury—than from any convictions adverse 
to the objects of the expedition. 1 should, in all 
probability, have opposed it in its inception; yet I 
am far from being satisfied that it is nota measure 
pregnant with important results, which may be 
alike creditable to the nation and beneficial to 
commerce. But that my constituents may be able | 
to see and judge for themselves of the merit of the 
interesting objects of this expedition, I will read 
from the Register of Debates for December, 1834, 
themost condensed statement of them which I have 
been able to find: 

“Among the petitions and memorials presented to-day 
was one by Mr. Pearce, of Khode Island, of John N. 
Reynolds, lately returned from a voyage of exploration in | 
the Pacific ocean and the northwest coast, praying that an 
expedition may be fined out 10 survey the islands and reefs 
in that ocean and on that coast. The petition was recom- 
mended by both branches of the Legislature of Rhode 
Island; and Mr. P. stated that the Legislature of several 
other States would join in the prayer of the memorial, as 
would the merchants and chambers of commerce in the 
principal cities in the Union. To show the importance of 
the object in view, Mr. P. stated that there were now en- 
gaged in the whale fishery 132,009 tons of shipping, that 
there were employed 10,000 seamen, and that the business, 
direct and indirect, employed 170,000 tons of shipping, and 
more than 12,000 seamen; that more than one tenth part 
of our whole uavigation was engaged in it, and the capital i 
invested was $12,000,000. He further stated that the an- 
nual loss of property:upon the islands and reefs not laid 
down upon any chart, was fully equal to the expense of 
the expedition and survey requested.” 

Such were the commercial objects to be attained |j 
by this measure. There were, besides, other ob- 
jects of the greatest consequence to be attained, || 
growing out of an emulousand laudabie ambition || 
to advance the character of the nation, the reputa- |; 
tion of our Navy, and the cause of science. But ji 
what I had intended to say in reference to this | 
subject is, that this was a measure of which the 
Opposition could not complain; for, although itis li 
cf somewhat doubtful origin, yet its claims to | 
paternity on the Opposition seem to have the bet- 
ter foundation. it is true that no vote ever taken |; 
tpon it could be fairly said to be of a party char- |! 
teter; yet its strongest support has been from the |! 
Opposition ranks, They are, therefore, estopped |i 
trom making any complaint about the expenditure 
it has cost. The principal hopes of its success 
tre founded on a desire to promote their darling 
interest, that. of commerce, of which they claim 
to be the exclusive friends, because the friends of 
this Administration think that other interests de- 
Jerve equal encouragement. Upon recurring to 
the yeas and nays onthe first bill to bring forward 
this measure in 1829, we find among the yeas the 
rames of most of the leading Opposition members 
inthis floor who were then in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. There are the names of the long- i| 
tried veteran members from Virginia, (Mr. Mer- H 
LER and Mr. TaLtareEnrRo,} in company with the 
name of the gentleman from Philadelphia, [Mr. 
Serceant,]} and of the representative from Boston, |! 
{Mr. Davis,] now a distinguished member af the 
other branch of Congress; and there is the name |i 
of that faithful sentinel from Massachusetts, [Mr | 
Reep,} who is always at his post on the watch- | 
tower of commerce, guarding its various interests 
es he would the apple of his eye. Why,sir, (said 
Mr. M.,) the cause of commerce is to him what 
sack was to Falstaff It is his breakfast, his din- 
ner,and his supper. [tis his meat and his drink; 
he lives on it and sleeps on it. His constituents |! 
are a commercial people, and well are they aware 
of the value of his services to their favorite inter- | 
est. A proof of this is that they have, I believe, | 
kept him in Congress from time immemorial, as || 
l have no recollection of ever having read the yeas || 
and nays without seeing among them the name of || 
Jonn Reep. But, then, I am comparatively a || 
young man, and do not know whether the ‘* mem- |; 

f 
j 
| 
| 
H 
t 
| 


ory” of others around me ‘“runneth to the con- 
trary”? or not. Be that as it may, I can bear | 
testimony to the fact that no member deserves 
more the confidence of his constituents than the 
gentleman, the politics, the pursuits, and position 
of those whom he represents considered. 

There is another item (said Mr. M.) T must 
not omit to examine. It is that of $28,101,644 | 
deposited with the States by the law of 1836. | 
You may be surprised that I notice thig matter 
while speaking of expenditure, inasmuch ag the 
Government is not chargeable with this item under 
that head. That matter, however, is seldom con- 


Whether received as revenue, or expended as ap- 
| Aah jue; xp u p 
propriations proper for the public service, the : 


| was passed, which threw this $9,000,000 upon the 
| subsequent revenues of the Government, which | 


| unpaid duty bonds, amounting to $4,000,000 more. 


| is alone attributable, so far as concerns the dis- | 


. ath ra ! 
sidered by those whose business it is to make an | 
array of figures against the Administration. | 
W hether well founded or ill founded, is no matter | 


of concern tv those who only calculate in reference | 


to the effect to be produced. Gentlemen here, | 
when speaking of extravagant expenditures, never | 


speak of isolated items which compose the aggre- 
gate amount.: They are like the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Crarx,] when speaking in ref- 
erence to another subject, they never ‘‘ descend 


to particulars; they deal in generalities.” They | 


wiil tell you of all the money that has come into 
the Treasury, and then exclaim, * where isit?” 


peoplearenot informed. Thas, our foreign indem- 
nities from France, Denmark, Spain, Naples, the 


| Sicilies, and Brazil, amounting to near $7,000,000, 


which are received into the Treasury as a trust 
fund for the citizens who own it, being so much 
clear gain to the country, but belonging, neverthe- 
less, to the injured citizens for whom it is obtained, 


sale of their lands in 1835-’86, and $1,200,000 on 
the sale of their lands in 1836-’37, and invested 
for their benefit, amounting altogether to nearly 
ten millions of dollars, are included in the appro- 
priation bills in order to invest it, or enable the 
owners to draw it from the Treasury; and then 
it is classed with the round numbers of appropri- i 


ations, as part of the wasteful and profligate extrav- || 


agance of the Administration. Another instance | 
of this disingenuous mode of attack which we | 


ment in debt from a resort. to the expedient of 
Treasury notes.” 


those who make it, with a most signal estoppel to | 
the charge implied. The answer is, that there | 
would have been no embarrassment nor issue of : 
Treasury notes but for the deposit of $28,101,644 | 
with the States, which was a most favorite measure | 
with the Opposition; that of the money ordered | 
by the act of 1836 to be deposited with the States, | 
upwards of $9,000,000 was appropriated before | 
the close of the session at which the act of deposit 


i 
thereby became burdened with a preéxisting debt j 
to that amount. These appropriations, for im- | 
provements of riversand harbors, roadsand canals, | 
for light-houses, fortifications, and for the relief : 


of the corporate cities of the District of Columbia, jj 


(the last item being §1,500,000,) were supported | 
by most of the Opposition, and, therefore, they | 


have no right to say to the friends of this Admin- |} 


39 


istration, ‘* you are alone responsibie.” That of 


the public money in deposit with banks in 1837, | 


(a mode of deposit now advocated vy the Oppo- 
sition,) we were compelled, for their relief, and for 
the relief of the country, to postpone of those de- | 
posits for payment to a subsequent time $4,806,000, | 
viz: $2,40u,000 to July, 1838, and $2,400,000 to 


| July, 1839; thereby placing beyond our reach the | 
|| money paid by the people for the public service, : 


for the benefit of the most favorite institutions of | 
the political enemies of this Administration. We: 


also postponed the payment of moneys due on || 


i 
i 
To these measures the deficit in the Treasury, | 
which called forth the issue of the Treasury notes, : 


posal of the money by the Government; and. to | 


my own knowledge, the Opposition are wholly | 


precluded from objecting to any one of them. : 
But there sre other things rarely told to the 


| people when they are lectured on the subject of | 
The great de- i 
crease in the public revenue—a decrease passing |; 


the Government embarrassments. 
all precedent, and could not have been anticipated | 
by any—is seldom spoken of or commented on. : 


Now, the answer toall this i 
| is most destructive to this fine apostrophe, and 
casts back the reproach intended for others upon || 
ij Should ever be raised by this Government. 


; = = 
! it is supposed, belongs also to the credit 
part of the account. They are not told that the 
| imports of 1838 were $78,000,000 less than the 
i 


4 


Chis, 


corresponding imports of 1836; that the proceeds 
of public lands had fallen from $24,877,000, re- 
ceived in 1836, to $3,386,000 in 1837; that the 
whole amount ef revenues proper in 1836 was 
$48,000,000, and amounted from customs and 
lands in 1838, ‘excluding the amounts received 
| from postponed bonds, which formed part of the 
| receipts of 1837,” to only about $14,560,000, 
|| Tell these, and all these things to the pecple, and 
j they will not be imposed upon by the humbug 
| epithets of ‘public debt,” and ‘Treasury em- 
barrassment.”? l 


| 


i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
f 
| 


| had paid it for no such purpose. 
| Treasury, it was likely to tempt Congress. into 
an inordinate and dangerous system of appropria~ 
| tions,which was desirable to be avoided, and much 


i| poned. 


| Treasury. A revenue commensurate with the 


| either of fortifications, of light-houses, or for rivér 


! opposed altogether, and the others I would reduces 
| to a limited and economical establishment. - I 
have ever protested against the splendid and ex- 
tensive system of fortifications entered upon by 
Congress during the redundancy of. our Treasury 
means. A few necessary points, well fortified 
and fitted up for the shelter and protection of our 
soldiers and seamen, and the preservation of our 
arms and munitions of war, will be acknowledged 
| by all to be indispensable. But to line, our ex- 
tensive frontier and coast. with fortifications, to 
| increase our armed establishments of the Army 
: and Navy, and to cost annual millions in future 
to supply them with men and munitions, and. 
| repair their dilapidations, is justifiable on no 
ground whatever, whether our extensive territory, 
the genius and character of our people, or the 
simple and limited form of our Government, be 
consulted, Nor do I believe these extensive 


i 


i 
{ 
| 


| fortifications to be the best means of preparing 
| our wide-extended country for defense in time of 


| war, I approve much more of the policy of the 
i great Spartan lawgiver, who ordained that his 
countrymen should not make walls of wood, 
| brick, or stone, for the defense of their city, as 
| was done by other cities of that day, but that the 
| hearts and the courage of the citizens. should de- 
| fend them with a wall of men. God forbid that 
we should rely on fortifications and wooden walls 
for the defense of this wide-extended and mighty. 
nation. Whenever the patriotism and courage of 
our citizens shall become unegual to its defense, 
j then will it not be worth defending. It seems 

(said My. M.) from the report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, that the expenditure for 
this establishment ‘ has increased from something 
over $100,000, during the first years.of the Gov-~ 
ernment, to upwards of $1,000,000 annually.” 
The appropriation last year for this purpose was 


i 
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$1,015,000; and now, owing. to recent improve- 
ments in floating steam batteries, all our stationary 
works for the defense of harbors are about to be 
superseded and rendered worthless. Thus, after 
the expenditure of millions in building up the 
present system of defense, we are about to becalled 
on to abandon so much of it as relates to coast 


defense, as useless, and to appropriate millions | 


again to build up a system of floating steam bat- 
teries for the defense of harbors. 

1 will now (said Mr. M.) turn your attention 
to this system of harbor and river improvement, 
to which, as itat present exists, I am altogether 


opposed, as being both wasteful in the application | 


of the public money and unequal in its operation 
upon the people of the several States. f will give 
you its history from the report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, which very briefly traces 
its progress from its origin to its present condi- 
tion: 

tt This item was unknown in the early legislation of the 
Federal Government. The first appropriation was made 
in 1802; but prior to 1816. only $36,449 had been expended 
upon two works, connected directly and indirectly, with 
navy-yards and light-houses. A few appropriations were 
made tn 1820-21-22 and ’23, in the neighborhood oF light- 
houses and navy-yards, amounting altogether to $51,750, 
and ity 1823 two harbor surveys were authorized at an ex- 


pense of $350. Alter we had adopted the policy of raising į 


more revenue than was required for Federal purposes, and 
as the period approached tor the redemption of the puplic 
debt, this was one of the new branches of expenditure 
resorted to in order to absorb a contemplated surplus. Ac- 
cordingly, and for the first time in the history of our legis- 
lation, an cet was passed on the 20th of May, 1826, for 
improving certain harbors and the navigation of certain 
rivers and creeks ; and for anthorizing surveys to be made 
of certain bays, sounds and rivers therein, mentioned. On 
the 2d of March, 1827, this was followed by a regular an- 
nual bill ‘to authorize the improving of certain harbors, 
the building of piers, and for other purposes.’ >? 


These expenditures immediately increased in 
1827, to $82,500; in 1828, to $121,000; and in 
1829, $505,000. In 1838 the appropriations were 
more than a million and a half, and the estimates 
for 1839, amount to $1,713,000. 


«The original amount already appropriated for works is 
8,919,043 66, besides canal stocks, and the debt assumed 
‘or the corporations of the District, for iivestuents in the 


same, amounting to $3,383,490; making an aggregate of ji 


$12,302,533 66. The estimates for completing some of 
these works amount to $4,650,842 21; but judging by our 
experience as to former estimates, it will more probably 


require ten millions, besides the cost of some of the most | 


expensive works, for which there are no estates at all, Hit 
aldition to this, a billig now pending, and would have 
passed the House at the close of last session, Dul for want 
oftume, which, with the amendments, embraced appropri- 


ations for new works, amounting to near a million of dol- ; 


Jara, and involving an ultimate expenditure of probably five 
millions more.” 

Verily it is time for this branch of expenditure 
to arrest the public attention, All this has sprung 
from the weakest, and as it was supposed the most 
harmless branch of the American system. The 
tariff, internal improvements on roads by the Fed- 
eral Government, and the United States Bank, as 
the leading members of this system, were all cut 
down. Thislast member of the family was spared 
for his infancy and his promise, by reason of which 


forbearance we have paid, within the last twelve | 


yeurs, $12,000,000, and become liable, by works 
already commenced, to the payment of $10,000,000 
more. 
your table, to pledge us by new engagements to an 
ultimate payment of $5,000,000 more. Sir, (said 
Mr. M.) how are we to understand gentlemen, 
when they talk of extravagance. 


ic service, and then vote the appropriation of 
millions to rivers, creeks, canals, bays, &c., and 


then come here and denounce the Administration 


for exttavagance. 

: But I have said I was opposed to this system of 
Improvemenits, because of its wastefulness. We 
have, according to this report, within thirteen 
years, made appropriations for one hundred and 
three works. Of these we have completed twenty. 
May complete, with existing appropriations, four- 
teen; of the others, sixty-one are unfinished, four 
suspended, one abandoned, and three never com- 
menced. These improvements are commenced 
along and around our coast. The foundation is 
laid for the expenditure of millions. Some are 
badly executed, or injudicious in their structure or 
position, and are at length abandoned. Many of 
them dilapidated, and are renewed and built over 
again at perhaps greater expense than ever, And 


It is furthermore proposed, by the bills on | 


They will op- | 
ose every bill which is indispensable for the pub- | 


all this time there is a swarm of agents under 
different names, such as engineers, commissioners, 
superintendents, contractors, clerks, &c., all of 
| whom must handle part of the cash, and be quar- 
tered at Uncle Sam’s expense. Why, sir, this 
report itself tells us **that many of the works 
were built over again, and that others were rotten 
before they were completed.” . 
But I am opposed to the system, because of its 
unequal operation on the people of the several 
States. < On this point the report is fulland con- 
clusive. ` 
“It is certainly unjust to apply the money collected in 
some States to mere local improvements in a distant quarter 
| of the Union, simply because they appertain to the com- 
merce of the country. If every improvement of harbors, 
rivers, and creeks, and the buiiding of piers, 1s to be con- 
sidered national in its character aud benefits, as an append- 
age to our commerce, it is difficult to define any limit 
whatever to the jurisdiction of the Federal Government, or 
to say to what purpose the common rund of the Union may 
not be applied. The distribution made during the last 
thirteen years among the States, proves incontestably the 
injustice of these expenditures. ‘The whole amount appro~ 
priated and invested is $12,300,000, of which $5,190,000 
| has been granted to a district of country not one hundred 
and fifty milesfrom the capital. Without inquiring into the 


il importance of the works patronized by the Federa! Govern- 
ment, it is suffeient to remark that most of the States have | 


been at the same time employing their own money and 
erediton improvements ininuely more useful and profilable, 
and better caleulated to extend the commerce of the Union. 
Some of the States have not participated at all in these 
Federal appropriations. While four States only may be 
charged with $6,760,000 out of the $12,300,000, and some 
of the most expensive works remain to be completed in 
these States.” 

Well may this committee say, sir, (said Mr. 
M..,) that gome of the States have not participated 
at all in these Federal appropriations. In docu- 
ment No. 264, vol. 8, of &xecutive documents of 
| last session, js a table exhibiting the amount dis- 

bursed in each year, and in each State and Terri- 
tory, for the years 1834, 1835, 1836, and 1837, 
for Jight-houses, fortifications, internal improve- 
ments, and pensions, arranged under separate 


received each year for each object. It shows that 
| for those years there was disbursed— 

For fortifications. ....eseeeeseeee $2,789,634 77 
Wor light-houses .....s.eeeee.6-6 1,020,089 03 
| For internal improvements........ 3,653,061 99 


Total. isc cecceecereeeece eres $18.311,185 07 


For these objects, then, the disbursements in 
those four years amounted to $18,311,185 07. 
Exclusive of pensions, the sum is.. $7,462,784 79 
Then follows another table show- 

ing the disbursements during the 

same time to the Alexandria 

canal ....eere.e0e+ $150,000 00 
Cumberland road.....2,418,280 75 
Chesapeake and Ohio 

canal, .-.....-eese 990 00 
Ohio and Mississippi 

TIVEr we ecesseseese 549,908 01 


3,118,178 76 


Making for these objects, in four 
YEAS eonen ee cece ere we aeneo- - $10,580,962 55 


In looking over this table, every head is filled 
| out with something in most of the States, and when 
I come to New York, her sum for the four years 
is $1,000,000. But when I come to Kentucky— 


have been disinterestedly devoted to this system— 
I find her, like the unfortunate wight at the tottery 
wheel, receiving for her every drawa blank. [ 
read over the heads of each object of disbursement 


houses blank, for internal improvementsblank, and 
“blank” says echo. Yet Kentucky pays her share 
of all these moneys expended, and then pays for her 
own improvements besides, without the assistance 
of any otherState. For, sir, she hasimprovements, 
and valuable iniprovemenla; toy whith are better, 
and cost less, than if made by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. If the bill for the Cumberland road, 
now on your table, passes, we wili have appro- 
priated altogether $7,115,683 to that one object, 
which will yet cost many millions. The average 
amount paid for each mile, between Cumberland, 
in Maryland, and Columbus, in Ohio, a distance 
of some two hundred and sixty-five miles, is be- 


For pensions ..cecceneeesscceees 10,848,399 28 | 


oh, yes, ** Old Kaintuck,’’ whose whole energies | 


for each year, for fortifications blank, for light- ; 


heads, &c., &c., showing how much each State | 


tween nineteen and twenty thousand dollars. The 
cost of one hundred miles in Indiana, it is esti- 
mated, will be $15,875 per mile, and ninety miles 
reported upon from Hlinois, will cost $13,875 per 
| mile. In Kentucky, we have the best Macadam- 
j ized roads, graded to two and a half degrees, 
| covered with two coats of broken rock, nine inches 
| thick, and all well executed, for an amount vary- 
| ing from four to five thousand dollars per mile. 
; Examine, sir, if you please, the history of our 
| Federal improvements, and compare both their 
execution and cost with the improvements of the 
States, and my word for it, if you be not prepos- 
i sessed in your opinions, and your State is not 
| interested in expecting such appropriations, you 
' will turn with abhorrence against the notorious 
injustice and wastefulness of the whole system. 
| I might, sir, (said Mr. M.,) say much about its 
demoralizing tendency upon the legislation of this 
House. It introduces a system of combinations 
and log-rolling, as we say west of the mountains, 
dangerous and alarming in the extreme, when we 
consider that our legislation binds the destinies of 
twenty-six independent States. 

This system of improvements (continued Mr. 
M.) constitutes one point of the real issue be- 
| tween the two great political parties of this coun- 
try, and it is vain to attempt to falsify the true 
| issue by directing the attention of the people to 
' something immaterial and delusive. When Gen- 
| eral Jackson came into power, so much of this sys- 
tem as relates to the improvenrent of roads, had 
just ripened, as it were, into manhood, and set 
out with all the extravagance of a rich and pro- 
fuse heir, to squander whithersoever `e would the 
money he had acquired from others, But he was 
soon arrested by the firm grasp of that hand whick 
did not loose its hold until life was extinct. If, 
after strangling this young giant of interna! im- 
provement, by the veto of the Maysville road bill, 
“that extraordinary man,” as I have heard him 
denominated, had throttled this twin monster, 
which has now grown formidable, and is attack- 
| ing us on every river in the interior of our coun- 
| try, and at every inlet, and creek, and bay on our 
sea-coast, and exterminated him in his infancy, 
‘his political career would have been complete. 
| He would then have retired to the Hermitage, 
| with the consolation of Lycurgus, embraced in 
| the reflection that his country’s liberties were se- 
cure from all danger against the evils growing out 
| of this question, so long as his policy should be 
adhered to. As it was, his services were invalu- 
able, and he had full proof that they were so esti- 
mated by his countrymen, His return to his 
home from the arduous struggles of his adminis- 
tration against Federal encroachments (by which 
terms I mean the encroachments of the Federal 
Government) was brightened with every consol- 
ing felicitation, like the triumphal return of Na- 
poledn from Italy, or of Marlborough from the 
continent. But it were next to impossible, that 
| every evil could have been exterminated which 


i; and cry aloud for help, that the 


had been engendered and brought forward under 
the destructive auspices of the American system; 
which, however much I may admire and do admire 
the splendid talents by which jt was nurtured 
i and sustained, I nevertheless believe to have been 
| fraught with the most dangerous tendencies. It 
had become too firmly seated in the body-politic. 
Its roots had penetrated all the ramifications of 
society, and were rapidly ingrafting themselves 
on every branch of our national enterprise. The 
friends of each darling interest, which had grown 


i! up under its operation, were numerous and influen- 


tial. They filled your legislative halls, and enjoyed 
most places of trast and profit under the Govern- 
ment. The monster was silently stealing into our 
strongest citadels of prosperity and security, and 
was preparing to intrench himself in their posses- 
i sion, without alarming the fears of the people. 
| And although his encroachments and designs were 
| pointed out by this true defender of his country’s 
i liberties, yet, it was not until he would firmly 
i plant himself against the advance of this rapa- 
‘cious destroyer, take him boldly by the horns, 
people would 
come tothe rescue. Maddened like the wolf for 
the loss of her wheips, the friends of these numer- 
| ous interests — numerous themselves as the en- 
raged members of the disturbed hive—attacked 
the old hero on every side, and with frantic vio- 
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lence and asperity Whilst harassed by the mis- i 
giles of the internal Improvement interest, he was | 
suddenly called on to arrest the rapid and danger- i 
ous march of another branch of this incomparable | 
system, the Bank of the United States. And here, 
again, he had to throw himself into the breach, 
amid the fierce onset of the bank’s attack, and || 
ery aloud to his slumbering countrymen, who; 
awoke, and rallied to the standard of their daunt- 
less and incorruptible chief. There could be no | 
division of strength while engaged in this contest. | 
The enemy had, unobserved by the people, grown | 
strong in his power, and insolent in his vanity, |; 
setting “both God and man at defiance.”? The | 
struggle was long and doubtfal, the monster show- 
ing himself a match for the fame of the hero, the | 
energy and firmness of the President, and the 
patriotism of the people. This leading member, |; 
however, of the hydra family was at length sub- |: 
dued; but he showed himself terrible in the very 
agohies of death, dealing thick and fast around 
him the most deadly blows. Even the dread 
lashings of his tremendous tail—of panics and 
suspensions— produced soreness and revulsions 
in our circulation and commerce, afflicting alike 
to both Government and people. 

While the President was engaged with these 
relatives of the ‘Titan family, there arrived at full 
age and growth another tall son of the same pater- 
nity, who began to render himself conspicuous as 
a fomenter of discontent, and a disturber of the 
equal rights of the various interests of the Union. 
His favorite haunts were in the East, upon which 
he was concentrating the showers of prosperity, 
which had before, with undisturbed evenness, 
fallen.upon all the nation alike. Fie was a great 
patriot in his professions, and called himself the 

‘patron and protector of our domestic manufac- 
tures.’? In this he was no doubt sincere; but in 
tis devotion to this interest, he forgot that he was 
sacrificing equal or more important interests, es- | 
pecially agriculture and commerce, and that he 
~yas arraying.the several sections of the Union 
egainst each other, in such manner as to portend 
the most alarming disasters. It was soon discov- 
ered that no interest could long prosper, unless its 
sorrelative interests prospered, also, at the same |i 
sime. Like the fabled war between the different |; 
members.of the human body, by which each was 
iaught that it was dependent upon the healthful || 
and harmonious codperation of all the others, the | 

| 


i 
| 
i 
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pperation of this policy soon proved that it was 
futile and destructive to discriminate between the 
various interests of the body-politic, with the view | 
of encouraging some, when it would operate to the || 
expense of others. True to his natural and un- jį 
avoidable tendencies, however, this evil destroyer || 
of the peace and prosperity of our people, hastened | 
on to a crisis, the dangerous times of his power 
and influence. Nor do I believe him to have been | 
tess inimical to the innocence of the people and 
perpetuity of our Government; for the surplus 
revenue, his legitimate offspring, might, in a course 
of legislation, have undermined the one and ulti- 
mately terminated the other. But amid remon- 
strances the most importunate, and appeals the 
most fervent against the further continuance of his 
reign, which were as litle heeded as attended to | 
by his votaries, he alighted down in the South, | 
accompanied with his attendant evils, to desclate | 
her fields, and blight her prosperity. Here his || 
destined fate awaited him. {twas here he caught 

a tartar that unhinged all his prospects, and over- 
threw his ambitious schemes. Like King John 
of England, when Magna Charta was wrested from 
him at Runnymede, this king tariff saw at once 
that his power must be surrendered, and that he 
must make the best terms he could with those 
whose substance he was robbing, and whose se- 
curity he was endangering. He yielded to his 
fate, and consented to be shorn of his strength, for 
the boon of a sickly existence till 1842, when itis 
calculated by the sense of the good people of these 
United States that he will be permitted to expire |. 
in peace, without heirs living atthe time, and with- 
out à successor. ; 

` Bir, (said Mr. M.,) Lam no friend to nullifica- | 
tion, yet, in this instance, I rejoice, yes, heartily 
rejoice, at the legitimate consequences of South 
Carolina resistance. Nevertheless, I hold that this |: 
remedy, in such a casé, may not be used. It is, ji 
in my opinicn, both dangerous and unlawful; and 


i 
Í 
i 


i 
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| rise, tendencies, and fall of the tariff, from the re- 


| were revised, and our taxes levied, to supply the wants of 
\ Government, however they might operate incidentally on 


: Was entirely reversed. Our taxes were no longer graduated 
; by the wants of the Government, but by the demands of 


i though he did not think the digression would be 


| Mr. M.) I will submit a table of the annual ex- 


| Por 188 


| it will be seen that the two mostappropriate years 
|! to be contrasted with each other, in order to ac- 
‘| count for the sudden increase of the annual expend- 


| Statement showing the principal objec’s of the increase of | 


increase on each item. | 
The whole amount expended in 1836, «+66 $30,868, 164 |Í 
The whole amount expended in 1835, is........ 17,514,950 f 
! 
Excess expended in 1836, over the amount ex- i 
pended in L835... ccc see cece sees orere sers G13,353,214 || 
Increase from 1835 to 1830—items of increase : 
Legislature ssssessseseresroreeen $187,000 1 
Mint......... REESE PTE x 139,090 
Three and five per cent. fund to the 
NEW Slates... vsceeececseeeeceee 904,000 
Public buildings 112,000 
Custom-houses.. : 14,000 i 
Relief of corporate cities in the Dis- i 
trict of Columbia.....6. n 92,000 
Patent fund....... 8,000 
Foreign intercours eens eteees 51,000 
ay, subsistence, forage, ahd cloth- j 
U ing the Army acies PARES 233,0390 fi 
i Quartermaster’s Departrhent 32,008 
HE Pensions... .. ccs. ..eees ` 814,009 : 
Revolutionary claims $ 25,000 | 
Virginia claims... è 24,000 ii 
Armories and arsenafs..... « > 148,000 i 
Ordnance and ordnance stores..... © - 169,000 
i } 


although, as in this case, good may result from it, 
yet the most destructive evils might also be its 
consequence. And although 1 rejoice at the fall į 
of the tariff, yet, in the graduation of a system of 
duties for purposes of revenue merely, 1 should 
not be averse to a sound discrimination, so as to | 
give to a reasonable extent incidental protection. 
I subjoin the following graphic sketch of the 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
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port of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
“Prior to the late war with Great Britain, our tariffs 


the internal industry of the country. {It was never then 
designed to raise more revenue than was actually necessary 
to supply our Federal wants. During the war, large in- 
vestments were made by our capitalists and manufacturers; 
and when it was over, the principle of our revenue jaws 


our capitalists for protection; thus substituting the incident 
for the principal. Our tariffs were devised without any 
regard to the condition of our finances, and a broad founda- 
tion was laid for a redundant revenue, The consequence 
was a rapid extinguishment of tbe public debt, funded and 
unfunded, of one hundred and fifty millions of dollars. 
Anticipating this redemption, appropriations in every | 
branch of the public service were increased; and still more 
extensively, to absorb a prospective surplus, new objects of 
expenditure were sought for, which had been before con- 
sidered under the jurisdiction of the States. Surveys were 
authorized, laying the foundation fora Federal system of 
roads, canals, harbors, and other improvements, sufficient 
to exhaust any surplus which might possibly occur. Bx- 
lravagance was deemed patriotic, as designed to perpetuate 
protection to manufactures. The one was indispensable 
to the other; and for a time the rights of the tax payer were || 
wholly disregarded.” * * * “ Notwithstanding these 
expenditures, foreign as they are to the legitimate duties of 
a confederated Government, the extravagant tendency ofa 
surplus, and the rapid redemption of our public debt, we 
have been already compelled to deposit eight-and-twenty 
millions of doliars with the States. Fortunately, however, 
this association of protection, surplus, and extravagance, is | 
no longer the policy of our Government. Both Houses, by | 
overwhelming majorities, revived our ancient principle of 
revenue by the uctof the 2d of March 1833. The fourth 
se of the third section of that act provides that afier 
h of June, 1842, ‘duties shall be laid for the purpose 
of raising such revenue as may be necessary to an econom- 
ical administration of the Government.? ” 


Mr. M. would now proceed to a statistical ex- 
amination ofthe Government expenditures. He 
had wandered long enough, perhaps too long, 


uninteresting to his constituents. And first (said 
penditures, showing the amount expended each 
year, for thirteen years next preceding 1838. 
Table showing the amounts expended each year, exclusive 
of the public debt and the Post Office, from the year 1825 to 
the year 1837, inclusive. 
5 $11,490,459 
+ 13,062,316 


le -12,653,095 +o 18,425,417 
18 » 13,296,041 1835 .17,514,9; 
184 +. 12,660,460 1836 £30,868, 164 
1830 ++. 13,229,583 1837.05.06 e 39,164,745 | 
CTOS 13,864,089 


In glancing the eye over this tabular statement, 


itures, are the years 1835 and 1836. The sudden 
rise of the expenditores from $17,000,000, in 1835, 
o $30,000,000, in 1836, naturally brings up the 
nquiry, for what did this increase take place, and | 
are its grounds justifiable. 


expenditure from 1835 to 1836, with the amount of the j; 


Carried forward..csccscescesee $2952,000 


jable therewith. 


| ive amounts by them expended. 


Brought Up occ ccesscerceeeees $2,952,000 
Reliefs and miscelianeous è - 230,0: 0 
Accouterments,. &c....5 .. 102,000 
Arming the militia. ..,. Sees 42,000 

) Fortifications.......... ESen, 692,000 
Volunteers and militia. s..... sesse 292,000 
| Repressing and suppressing Indian 

hostilities sess sess sassesessseo. . 4,868,000 
Indian depariment.....- + 2,131,000 
Chickasaw fund 1,200,000 

| NAVY cinendi aea ks wae a 1,942,000 < 


Totai excess on the above items. 14,451,000 
From which deduct decrease of ex- 
penditure for internal improve- 
ments, Washington Canal, Poto- 
mac Bridge, Military Academy, 
and soma other items, amounting r 
in all tosenn ees sase $1,129,000 
— 13,322,000 


And the remaining excess over 1835 is only «s... . $31,000 


In looking over these items of ex.cess over pay- 
ments on the same accounts in 1835, it willbe 
seen that most of them are either nominal, being, 
in fact, no expenditure at all, or such as cannot 
attach any responsibility to the Administration. 
Thus, the Chickasaw fund and patent fand are 
merely nominal. The item of $904,000 for three 
and five per cent. fund paid to new States is un- 


| usually large this year, becauge a greater quantity 


of land was sold in 1836 than any other year, and 
the amount being dependent on. the amount re- 
ceived for lands, the Administration is not charge- 
For the increase in pensiona, 
revolutionary claims, and Virginia claims, the 
Administration is not more blamable than for 
paying a debt. The excess in the Indian depart- 
ment, is an investment and not an expenditure, 
being given for lands which will more than repay 
double the amount of cost. The large excess for 
repressing Indian hostilities, volunteers, and mili- 
tia, arming militia, ordnance stores, &c., forage, 
subsistence, &c., of the. Army, fortifications, ac- 
couterments, &c., being the results of the Florida 
and Creek wars, is rather attributable to the mis- 
fortunes of the nation than to the fault of the Ad- 
ministration. The burning of the buildings for 
the Treasury and Post Office Departments, occa- 
sions the excess for public buildings, ` 
It is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to submit to Congress, at the commencement of 
each session, a detailed estimate of the amount 
of appropriations which will be required for the 
public service during the current year. Should 
large appropriations be made beyond the amount 
recommended in the estimates, Congress assumes 
this responsibility, and the Administration ought 
not to be held accountable for the excess beyond 
the estimate. : ; 
The appropriations in 1835 amounted to.. 


+ $18,347,014 36 
The estimates submitted amounted t0.. 


» 15,660,232 73 


Excess of appropriations over estimates.. $2 686,781 63 


The appropriations for 1836 amounted to....¢39,467.844 62 
‘I'he estimates for the same year amounted to 19,788,933:27 


Excess of appropriations over estimates, $16,986,501 18 


The appropriations for 1837 amounted to. ..$39,756.698 75 
Amountof estimates for the same year...... 22,770,107 57 


+ $16,986 591 18 


Excess appropriated over estimates..... 


If, after recommending a reasonable amount of 
money for the public service, a much greater or 
doubie the amount shall be appropriated, the Ex- 
ecutive must see to its application, as directed by 
law; but, in such case, the responsibility must 
rest upon Congress. 

A full calculation of the expenditures for 1838 


i ig not completed, the several offices and Depart- 


ments not having yet made report of the respect- 
Judging from 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the nominal amount will be... . 840,000,000 
‘This includes of public debt, or a re- 
dempt’nof Trea’y notes, $8,600,000 
Transfer of unexpended ap- 

propriation for improve- 

ment of the navy to the 

years 1839 and 1840, and 

is nominal 1,506,000 
~ 9,500,000 


Expenditure, exclusive , of public 
debt sssseorsoeasisesese rsr 830,900,000 
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Expenditures (p. 151). <- e «aeee. $30,500 00 
The excess of this amount over the 
expenditure of 1829 is made up 
principally by the following items, 
to wit: es ; 
Florida war... eeose e. ve $6,592,933 
Approp’n for Cherokees. . 1,147,067 
Removal of In- `> hs Bek 
dians, .annui-. . 
ties, etc, o ee e $3,060,006 
Do. in 1829,only 420,000 
————-—— 2,640,000 
Pensions....-... 3,408,500 
Do. in 1829.... 949,594 


Making.a differ- 
ence Of...e%6 


Injprove’ents for 
harbors, etc.. 1,535,000 


2,458,906 


Do. in 1829..... 505,000 
| Difference... . 4,030,000 
A-ppr opriations 
for congres- 
sional expend-~ 
itures, owing 
tolong sess’n, 982,000 
Do.expenditures 
in 1829.-...- 467,000 
m 512,000 
Light-house ap- . 
propriationsin i 
1838... -eese 663,000 
Expenditures in 
1829. eese ee. 291,500 
—— 371,500 
Executive, territorial, jadi- 
cial, and miscellaneous.. 880,000 
Protection of. the northern 
frontier eveeedsevevceee 625,000 


m 16,212,406 | 


Leaving, exclusive of. above excesses 
over 499. seer ce recente ooweee $14,287,594 


The whole amount of expenditure from 1829 to 
4887, inclusive, is $184,957,479. The average 
annual expenditure for the same years amount 
Weesessccscccccerwrccssecoerece eeGo0,500,831 
The whole amount expended from 
1825 to 1828, inclusive, is $50,501,- 
911. ‘The average annual expend- 
iture during the sume years amounts 
LO senccesccveccvecccercceeesese 12,625,477 | 
Annual average excess of the last nine 
over former four years. «oeveceeres 
From this deduct average annual ex- 
cess of certain items of expenditure 
during nine years, over annual sums 
expended on same account during 
said period of four years, and for 
which the Administration 13 not 
properly chargeable or responsible, 
viz: 

The annual average excess of pen- 

BIONS ee eee eres eree e. ee Ñ1,013,758 
OF expenses of Indian de- 

partment......--.-6- -- 1,125,942 
Of trust funds for Indians, 
` and indemnities from for- 


7,925,354 | 


eign Powers.......--.. 568,333 
Of revolutionary claims,and 

balances due to States... 279,043 
Of sums paid new States on 

account of three and five 

per centsTund.......... 184,333 
Of duties refunded on draw- 

backs‘and debentures... 144,334 
Of judicial department..... 102,806 
OF census. .....3......00e 44,667 


Of expenditures‘on account 
of Indian wars, Black 
Hawk, Creek, and Semi- 
nole, amounting in all to ` 
$15,500,000, prior to 1838, 1,722,222 
naca 5,185,438 


Which leaves the truë annualexcess, $2,739,916 


No reasonable man would attempt to hold the 
Administration responsible forthe items of ex- 


penditure above deducted. Were such an attempt 
made, it would be futile. The Administration is 
no more chargeable for the increase of pensions, 
for payments of revolutionary ¢laims, balances 
due States, or repayment of duties on drawbacks 
and debentures, than for the payment of the na- 
tional debt. The trust funds are properly no 


expenditure at all; and so far as concerns the in- | 


| demnities from foreign Governments, which con- | 


stitute the greater portion of these funds, they are 
clear gains to the country, and not expenditures. 
By the terms of their admission the new States are 


entitled to a per cent. of the proceeds of the public | 


lands given in consideration of their agreement 
not to tax these lands. The amount which they 


| receive annually from this fund depends on the 
quantity sold of the public land, for which the Ad- | 


ministration is not responsible. In 1836 the pro- 


ceeds of public lands was swelled to $24,877,000. | 


This item, therefore, is properly deducted. For 
the expenditures of the Indian department, being 
on account of purchases of Indian lands, the Ad- 
ministration is not more responsible than was Mr. 
Jefferson for the fifteen millions paid for Louisiana, 
or Mr. Monroe for the five millions paid to Spain 
for Florida. Thecensus and increase in the num- 
ber of judges and other officers, from an exten- 
sion of the circuit courts, &c., to the new States, 
constitute charges of necessity, for which the 
Administration ig not blamable. 
expended in the Indian wars, the Administration 
is not more blamable or responsible than was 
Mr. Madison for the expenses of the late war 
with Great Britain. In these expenditures, there- 
fore, there is no ‘profligate extravagance, no 


| corrupt feeding of Treasury rats.” 


The remainder of the average annual excess of 
expenditure is composed in part of the average 
annual. excess of expenditure for the same nine 
years over average annual expenditures for the 
same items during the four preceding years, to wit: 
Navy establishment. ......ceeeeecee. $415,995 
Armories, arsenals, barracks, and 


Total annual average excess for these 

LEMS. oo eee pec e reece cence ecceee $1,399,054 
Which deducted from the general annual average 
excess of $2,739,916, leaves an average annual 
exceas still remaining of $1,340,862. 

Another principal item of increase, that of sur- 
veys, is not included. The excess of expenditure 
for the various items first above cited was, in 
part, thrown upon the Administration by its suc- 
cess and good fortune, as in case of the foreign 
indemnities and the various purchases of Indian 
lends; in part by national misfortunes, as in case 
of the several Indian wars. Butall of them either 
support themselves, as in case of the three and 
five per cent. fund paid to new States, or are 
temporary in their character, having already ex- 
pired or being shortly to expire. The aggregate 
amount of excess for the last-named items for 
nine years is $12,067,758 greater than would be 
the amount of expenditure on same account in 


nine years, at the rate of expenditure therefor, | 


from 1825 to 1828 inclusive. How far the people 
may be disposed to sanction this increase when 
they come to consider the wonderful growth of 
this mighty nation, I leave them ‘to determine. 
A large portion of it is not such as I approve 
myseif; but whatever may be the decision of the 
people respecting this matter, the Opposition are 
wholly precluded from blaming or abusing the 
Administration for this increase. The measures 
by which it has been effected have generally re- 


ceived their strongest support from the Opposi- | 


tion; and gentlemen of that party cannot with 
more reason hold the Administration responsible 
therefor than for the deposit of $28,101,000 with 
the States, which received the most cordial sup~ 
port of the Opposition. ‘The greatest increase in 
these items has grown out of large appropriations 
for internal improvements, light-houses, and the 
Navy; the increase in the last being partly attrib- 


For the money | 


UALLElS ce. ee ecee sees cececcscecs 168,000 
| Ordnance and ordnance stores........ 65,166) 
Fortifications, .... cece cece ee eeees 149,116 5} 
Congress and printing for Congress... 181,777 
Light-houses........cseeseaseeeeees 95,000 
{nternal improvements, including rivers, 
creeks, harbors, &c., and excluding 
Alexandria canal and Potomacbridge 324,000 


|| Congress? 
| reams of paper to envelope three speeches alone 


utable to the exploring expedition. For light- 
houses and improvements on roads, canals, rivers, 
and sea-coast, the Opposition have always voted, 
and arealways demanding more. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, in his last annual report, sug- 
gested a retrenchment in expenditures for these 
objects, noticing, at the samé time, that they were 
rapidly increasing every year to an extent un- 
warranted and impolitic. How was this responded 
to by the Opposition? The whole party abused 
him for suggesting the retrenchment, and some 
of them made the usual charge that he was at- 
tempting to dictate to Congress, * Our commerce 
must be broken down,” says the party organ in 
this city, ‘but not one of the Treasury leeches 
of the Administration departments to be dispensed 
with.” I guote from memory, but this is the 
substance of the editorial remark. How far the 
clerks in the several departments might be cur- 
tailed in number, or whether curtailed at all, I do 
not know. But one thing I do know: the aug- 
mentation of public business in those departments 
has been, within the last ten years, beyond al? 
conception, and I discover that business in many 
of them is always in arrear, The business in the 
Land Office department, since the administration 
of Mr. Adams, from the entry of public lands 


| alone, has increased tenfold, and there must be 


something like a corresponding increase in most 
of the other departments. There has been more 
than a corresponding increase in the labors im- 
posed upon them by this and the other branch of 
Congress, which have now become onerous in 
the extreme. One of the items of annual excess 
of expenditure submitted in the foregoing state- 
ment is that of Congress and printing for Con- 
gress, the annual excess over average annual 
expenditure therefor, under Mr. Adama’s admin- 
istration, being $181,777. This is owing, in part, 
to the great number of resolutions passed by this 
or the other House of Congress, calling upon the 
departments for copies of papers, records, corre- 
spondences, &c., under the plea of information. 
Look at your executive documents of last session, 
mostly made up in this way, and reaching the 
enormous dimensions of twelve volumes in the 
House and six in the Senate; in all, eighteen 
volumes, each one as large as the “big hall 
Bible.” They have to be copied by the clerks 
in the Departments, and then printed, (some of 
them several times over,) bound, and distributed. 
Is it any wonder that so many clerks are re- 
quired, when all this is superadded to their ordin- 
ary and official duties? Instances aré common 
of ten or a dozen clerks being at work for several 
months to prepare an answer to a single call. But 
the other day I read the published note of the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, stating that he had 
directed the labor necessary to answer a single 
call to be examined and estimated, and that it 
would tale an expert clerk five years and some 
months to copy the papers. It is notorious that 
seven eighths of these calls are made by Opposi- 
tion members, and that two thirds of the docu- 
ments obtained in answer are scarcely ever exam- 
ined even by the member making the call. Who, 
then, are most responsible for the increase of clerk 
service, and for the swollen expenditures of 
Why, sir, it has taken four hundred 


of the Opposition, besides the labor of pages, 


: messengers, superintendents, &c., in folding and 


preparing the huge mass for the frank. I allude 
to the speech of Mr. Biwwey, of Philadelphia, at 
the panic session in 1834, and the speeches of a 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wessrter,] and of the gentléman from Ohio, |Mr, 
Bonp,] during the last session. Now, sir, | am 
not complaining of all this; but are the friends of 
the Administration to be charged with all this 
extravagance? If we make the least show of 
resistance against these numerous calls on the 
Departments, we are instantly charged by fifty 
voices with an attempt to suppress information 


| which would subject us to exposure, and that we 
| evince a disposition to remain in the dark ‘ be- 


cause our deeds are evil.” 

Sir, (said Mr. M.,) until I was more familiar 
with the manner in which things are done here, l 
was at a loss to know how an argument, solely 
for party effect, could be made out, with all the, 
plausibility of truth, giving facts and figures, and 
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quoting the record with the utmost exactitude, and 
yet be false in effect, unfair, and unjust, to both 
ihe Administration and the people. As lam now 
beginning to understand this matter, I will say 
a word in relation to it, that the people may be 
warned to be on their guard, and to examine fully 
before they give in adhesion their belief, as it is not 
evrything that shinës in the dark that is fire in 
reality, but often turns out, on examination, to be 
fox-fire, or something else. Well,sir, to give you 


an example: a plain, honest farmer in the country | 
takes up a speech made in Congress by some ; 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


worthy orthodox high priest of the Opposition, and | 


he reads that “‘theexpenditures in 1828 amounted 
to $13,296,041, and that the expenditures of 1837 
are $39,164,000." He sees that the latter sum is 
three times the amount of the former, and as the 
speech is replete with the high-sounding epithets 
of ** corruption, ? “extravagance, °? ‘f wasteful- 


ness,” ‘public plunderers,’? &c.—for these gen- 


tlemen havea vein of great richness in coining such |: 
i in the other end of the Capitol, during last ses- i 


terms—he feels himself grow indignant at the man- 
ner in which the Administration is imposing on 
the public. Now it never occurs to the honest 
man, that although the Whig orator is telling the 
truth, he omits to tell the whole truth, and to make 
the proper explanations required by candor and 
fairness. Heis not informed that the expenditure 
stated for 1828 is the ordinary and current expend- 
iture of that year, and that the amount stated for 
1837 is the gross expenditure, including all sums, 
ordinary and extraordinary, and several millions 
of dollars besides. He is not told that the whole 


expenditure of 1828, including public debt, &c., | 
amounted to $25,459,000; and that in the stated | 
amount expended in 1837, there is included | 


$5,610,404 of trust funds for Indian tribes, and 


indemnities recovered from other Governments for | 


our own citizens, and which are, in fact, no ex- 
penditure at all, 
cess of pensions in 1837, over the amount of pen- 
sions in 1828, is 91,921,000, and that this sum is 
increased to about $12,000,000 by expenses of 
Florida war, repayments on drawbacks and de- 
bentures, three and five per cent. funds to new 
States, and investments for Indian lands, for all 
of which no reasonable man will hold the Admin- 
istration responsible. Still less is he told of the 
necessary augmentation in our expenditures from 
the great increase in the growth of the country, 
and in all the departments of business, besides 
extraordinary appropriations for improvements, 
for the benefit of commerce, exploring expedition, 
&c., many of which owe their paternity to the Op- 
position themselves. 

Now, sir, (continued Mr. M.,) if implicit cre- 
dence be given by the people to the oft-reiterated 


charges in reference to the late defalcations, which | 
have been made to give force and spirit to the: 


ceaseless torrent of abuse which has, without stint 
or mercy, been poured upon the Administration 
from the commencement of this session to the 
present time, they must have concluded that a 
new era of corruption and waste had taken place 
in the history of the Government. They could 
come to no other conclusion than that little or no 
money was ever lost by the Government until 
General Jackson was called to the Presidency. 
Surely they must have been lost in wonder, ay; 
horror struck, at the wastefulness and prodigality 


ofthat incompetent and reckless functionary. Stih | 


more must they have wondered at the inconceiv~ 


able folly of advocating any other mode of keeping į 


safely the public moneys, than that of permitting 
the bank corporations of the country to keep and 
manage all our financial matters, seeing that every 
sensible man must know that speculators are more 
to be trusted. than anybody else. Yes, they are 
‘more considerate and righteous, coming up even 
to the scriptural injunctions; for when they. find 
you-a:‘‘stranger” they “take youin.’’ Imagine, 
if you can, such an interesting crisis during this 
supposed painful suspense in the public mind, 


Ohio, [Mr. Duncan,] who, contumaciously and 
ernment, and, without prelude or apology, tells 


the whole story, backed by the record by which 
the mist is dispelled, and everything put back 


where it was before.. Yes, he had the audacity || worthy colleague, whom I much esteem, is very i} 


Nor is he informed that the ex- | 


ji 


: paper, 
' $5,000,000; that $800.000 was lost by banks un- || 
o der Mr. Monroe’s, $270,000 under Mr. Adams’s, : 
| and $42,000 under General Jackson’s administra- | 


: man, so far from being extravagant, is, in fact, | 
: short of the real amount lost on this account. 


Á |; Unperwoop] the other day—why was it, that as | 
and think of the cruelty of the gentleman from |! 


|| asked with great apparent confidence, and as read- 
| ily answered it himself with great felicity and seif- į 


| solvent, it being more the misfortune of the Gov- || 


r | during the last and present Administrations, to fil 
rudely, without introduction or welcome, comes | 
forward, armed, too, with the records of the Gov- | 


were fewer, and less in amount, during the Ad- | 
ministration of General Jackson, and this Admin- | 
istration, so far as it had progressed, by more 
than one half, than the average losses of all the 
preceding Administrations, although the collec- 
tions and disbursements were more than double, 
and that the heaviest losses sustained by both the ; 


late and present Administrations, were owing to |} 


the failures of banks and merchants.” 

He showed you that upwards of $6,000,000 had | 
been lost to the Government by banks prior to 
President Jackson’s term of service; that of this 
amount there was lost by depreciation of bank ; 
under Mr. Madison’s administration, 


tions. This statement of the honorable gentle- 


In: 


a letter of the Secretary to an honorable Senator ! 


sion, in answer to an inquiry made respecting this . 
subject, he says, in speaking of the amount lost į 
by banks, ‘‘that near $1,076,000 stands against | 
‘old bank depositories. The loss to the Treasury. | 
‘by taking depreciated notes in 1814-715~’16-’17, | 
‘is estimated at quite $5,500,000; and there isnow | 
‘on hand, of such notes then. received, and never | 
‘ paid away orcollected, about $80,000 more.” He | 
also speaks of large probable losses by the late de- į 
posit banks, including depreciation of their paper. | 

The gentleman from Ohio showed you that 
$1,028,000 had been lost by collectors of duties, 
including marshals and attorneys, since the com- 
mencement of the Government; $60,000 of which | 
only was lost under President Jackson. 

That of $403,000 lost by receivers for public 
lands, $200,000 occurred since General Jackson : 
came into power, which, though equal in amount : 
to what was lost before, is, nevertheless, one hun- | 


dred per cent. less, when you recur to the fact i| 


that twice as much land has been sold since the | 
Ath of March, 1829, as was sold previous to that | 
time. i 

That of $6,500,000 lost upon merchant’s bonds, | 
$6,000,060 were lost previous to the 4th of March, | 
1829, and that of the remaining $500,000, part | 
was lost upon bonds falling due subsequent to that | 
date, but which were executed previous to that |i 
time, and for which the Administration was not 
responsible. By turning to Senate document No. 
503, you will there find a list of forfeited upaid | 
duty bonds to the number of many thousand, | 
with the name of each delinquent, and the amount 
lost on each bond. The money lost on the bonds 
of a single man, [Edward Thompson,]| nearly all | 
of which were executed in 1825, after Mr. Adams | 
came into power, amounts to nearly $700,000. 1 | 
do not mention this to cast any reflection on his 
administration, which may not have been any li 
more to blame than any other creditor of an in- | 


ernment than the fault of the President. Yet the | 
unreasonable attempt is made to hold the late and | 
present Administration responsible for all such j 
cases, The whole ‘sum which will be eventually |; 
lost’? on these bonds, says the Secretary of the 
Treasury, ‘ will not vary much from $6,500 ,000.’” 

It seems there were some two thousand three 
hundred defauiting disbursing officers prior to the 
commencement.of President Jackson’s first term 
of service, and some forty more during his Ad- 
ministration. That by these officers the Govern- 
ment lost upwards of $4,100,000, previous to the ; 
above term, and about $100,000 during its contin- 
uance. ‘The whole amount lost since 1789, is} 
upwards of $18,000,000, a comparatively small | 
portion of which waslost under General Jackson’ 
administration. With all these facts staring us | 


| 
full in the face, let me now ask you, sir, what be- | 
comes of the question asked by my colleague [Mr. | 


honest men could not be, or were not, selected i 


the Government offices, as did fill them under the 
former Administrations—a question, sir, which he | 


complacency, for which all know my able and : 


to afirm, and to prove it, also, that the *logses |i remarkable. Why was itthat my colleague asked `! 


such a question, when it was not possible for it to 
be sustained by facts? It was, sir, because the 
very great and numerous labors of that gentleman 
had prevented him from looking into the facts,.and 
he was like many others, led away by the cry. of 
fire, fire, when there was no fire. Sir, ] am only 
astonished, as every unbiased man must be, on 
examination of the facts, that the amount of 
money lost since the commencement of the first 
term of President Jackson is not much greater. 
Certainly the hazards and responsibilities of his 
Administration. were much greater than. those of 
previous Administrations. ‘The unparalleled ex- 
tension of cur territory, and the immense quantity 
of public lands brought into tharket, greatly mul- 


| tiplied the number of receivers and other officers, 


The same is true in reference to officers of the cus- 
toms. The unparalleled increase of our tonnage, 
from one to two millions. in nine years, is proof of 


| this. But the great increase in the amount of money 


which has passed through the hands of our officers 
is conclusive. The largest amount of money re- 
ceived for public lands, during any one year of 
Mr. Adama’s administration, is $1,495,845. Thè 
amount received on the same account in 1836, is 
$24,877,179. The largest amount of revenue re- 
ceived any one year preceding 1829, is $24,844,000. 
The amount received in 1836, is $50,826,000, Add 
to this the unheard-of increase of bank note circula- 
tion, which rose to $140,000,000, the large amount 
of public money on hand, which was at one time 
upwards of $50,000,000, thé general extravagance 
and wastefulness which pervaded every section of 
the country, and every rank of society, and the 
madness of speculation with which the times were 
ominous, and: what living, honest, unbiased man, 
is not surprised that the loss of public money falls 


| so far short of corresponding losses in preceding 


years? 

By the general suspension of specie payments 
many public officers became defaulters to the Gov- 
ernment for the time being. The banks to the 
amount of more than $20,000,000. The Govern- 
ment had to give them time, in consequence of 
which the ultimate payment of mostof the money 
was secured. The respective sums due by most 
of the defaulting officers have also. been secured. 
The defalcations were not such as ordinarily occur. 
They were the unavoidable offspring of the un- 
usual and extraordinary times that produced them. 

This must be clear to every discriminating mind 
that is not blinded by prejudice. The general 
revulsion was an untoward and. unprecedented 
storm, which upset the whole monetary system, 
which carried with it in ita fall “the beggar and 
the king,’’ the citizen and the corporation. None 
were exempt, whether natural or.artificial persons. 
Even the Government had to share in the general 
discomfiture, which was deep and wide aa the 
commerce of the world. Amid the disasters of the 
times, which spared neither the Government, the 
banks, or the people, were all the numerous. col- 
lecting, receiving, and disbursing officers of the 
Government to escape? Who expected that such 
would be the case? Nobody. If not, does it fur- 
nish any evidence of dishonesty or corruption in 
the Administration? Certainly not. Where, then, 


i is the soothing voice of charity, even of justice, 


that would not visit the penalties of guilt upon 
the innocent? Alas! for our blindness to our frail- 
ties! We forget to *‘ first cast the beam out of our 
own eye,” that we may * see clearly to cast the 
mote out of our brother’s,”’ 

But- when the general consternation occasioned 
by the suspension passed by, and confidence re- 
sumed her wonted place. in the community, all 
interests began to right themselves, The default- 
ing banks secured most. of their balances, and so 
did most receivers and collectors. There had been 
little destruction of means. A suspension of busi- 
ness constitated the general afiliction, which passed 
away upon the resuniption which followed; and 
although gentlemen bave told us, day after day, 
about the large amounts lost by Linn, Spencer, 
Elarris, and Boyd, receivers of public moneys, and 
Reckless, a collector, yet it seems that ultimate 
collections for ihe balances against them will be 
made. Reckless, it seems, was properly ne de- 
faulter, but finding there was a balance against 
him of some thirty or fifty dollars, he paid the 
money. As tothe condition of the balances against 
the four receivers, the following note from the 
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Secretary of the Treasury to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Duncan] will show: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 31, 1838. 

Sır: In answer to your letter of the 28th instant, I would 
observe, that in the-document No, 111, sent to the House 
of Representatives in January tast, Mr. Harris, the receiver 
in note No. 48 on page 39, is stated to have paid part of his 
balance, and the remainder to be well secured. 

In Mr. Boyd's case, it is understood that the balance is 
well secured and in the course of collection. Such is pre- 
sumed to be the balance against Linn, it being in suit, and 
onc of the sureties of the latter being Governor Duncan, of. 
Iinois. He was not in default when reappointed. 

` These officers were ali dismissed, or they resigned as 
soon as the balances against them, appearing in the current 
returns, were not paid over as directed, or satisfactory rea- 
soy not given for postponement. : 

. Spencer is not, and never has been, a defaulter on the 
books to my knowledge. He once delayed making a de- 
posit from badness of the roads, but it was made as soon 
as they became passable, 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LEVI WOODBURY. 
Hon. A. Doncan, House of Representatives. 

The defalcation of Mr. Swartwout for nearly 
one and a quarter millions of dollare has not been 
embraced in the foregoing views. According to 
the repart of the First Comptroller and Solicitor 
of the Treasury, this defalcation commenced and 
ts increased. gradually from the first quarter of 
©1830 to the end of the first quarter of 1838, 
‘when his official term expired,” The message 
of the President at the commencement of this ses- 
sion informed us that ‘‘a change in the office of 
‘collector at one of our principal ports (New 
*York) has brought to light a defalcation of the 
‘gravest character.” This enormous defaulter 
appears to have escaped suspicion during his whole 
term of service, and until discovered by his suc- 
cessor, Mr. Hoyt, whose great vigilance in this 
matter, says the National Intelligencer, entitles 
him to great credit. This defalcation has been 
the subject of great abuse in this House, as 
though the fate of the Administration depended 
upon it. And here, again, the credit part of the 
account is not given. The people are left to infer 
that the money is alllost, The First Comptroller 
and Solicitor of the Treasury, in the report re- 
ferred to, inform us that they ‘‘ have every reason 
to believe that the sccurity of Mr. Swartwout’s 
official bond is amply sufficient for its amount.” 

Again, the Solicitor says: 
| On examining tha Jetter of attorney from Mr. Swart- 
wout to Mr. Ogden, I found that it conferred on the latter 
the fullest ag-eney. He was entirely impressed with the 
propriety of adopting, under it, such measures 
turity of the United States as were in bis power, He has 
paid over to ine 330,000 in cash,” &e. “t Mr. Ogden has 
also executed, as the attorney of Mr. Swartwout, three 
mortgages of all bis property in the States of New York, 
New Jersey, and Maryland.” These mortgages include 
the house and lots in this city, the large and valuable 
meadow property at Hoboken, and the interest in the coal 
lands ac Cumberland. As to their value, have no means 
of forming an opinion, but it is rated by Mr. Ogden ata 
very large amouut.?? : 

These extracts show that the large amount for 
which Mr.Swartwout is in default, is not all lost. 
That ali can ever be obtained, is not to be ex- 
pected. 
leaves but little doubt that a large portion of it is 
necure. ; 

I have no apology (said Mr. M.) to make for 
defaultera, The bitter denunciations against them 


are no doubt merited; and they shall have no} 


cormmiseration from me. But surely gentlemen 
cannot be so blind as not to see that it is utterly 
impersible for them to make up a great party 
issue on this point with the friends of the Admin- 
istration. Itis too plain that such an issue would 
be false, and foreign to the great points in contest 
between the two great political parties. No! it is 
rather a dernier resort—a forlorn hope—which, 


though precarious, is all that is left to lay hold of, | 


after being foiled at every other point. Every 
other subject which could be pressed into service, 
has been used to alarm and frighten the people 
heretofore, and this one must subserve the pur- 
poses of the present occasion. Gentlemen, how- 
ever, have rung the alarm bell-so often heretofore, 
when no injury followed, and no well-founded 
signs of danger were discoverable, that they would 
now find some difficulty in exciting the public 
fears, even if there were now cause of alarm in 
every deed. But there is none on this, any more 
than on former occasions, either to alarm or en- 
danger the cause of that party whose cause is the 
people’s, and who have been struggling to pre- 


for the sec- | 


The evidence here given, nevertheless, | 


serve and inculcate, by the merit ofits pretensions, 
the only true political principles upon which this 
Government ever can successfully, ‘or, in my 
humble opinion, ever ought, to he administered. 
It is certainly cause of regret that defalcations 
should take place at any time; but surely the mis- 
conduct of a subordinate officer furnishes no more 
reason for opposing the Administration, than for 
opposing the Government itself, of which he has 
shown himself an unworthy member. The defec- 
tion of a public officer cannot, and ought not, to 
contaminate the cause of an Administration which 
| gave him employ. The apostacy of Judas Iscariot 
could not be urged as an objection to the cause of 
the Redeemer, or cast any obloquy upon his for- 
mer associates. The vile conduct of an unworthy 
member of the church could not blacken or dis- 
parage the cause of truth and religion. What 
friend of his country would have affirmed, during 
the most eventful crisis of our history, that the 
cause of Washington ‘and his compatriots was 
dishonored by the treachery of Arnold? Yet such 
are the unreasonable conclusions to which gentle- 
men must arriv, from the positions they assume 
and the arguments they advance. 

Nor can the charges here fulminated militate 
against the fair standing of the public function- 
aries at the head of the Government, unless it can 
be shown that they connived at the alleged delin- 
quencies. But this cannot be pretended with any 
| semblance of justice. I am aware that through 
‘¢ life’s devious course,” it is much easier to find 
fault than to escape error. But the conduct of the 
Executive and his much-abused Secretary of the 
Treasury, so far as any corrupt motive or crim- 
inal delinquency is concerned, will survive un- 
scathed the severest scrutiny. Nota blot will be 
left to obscure the unimpeachable brightness of 
their escutcheon. Why, then, is so much of the 
time of this House, so precious to the nation, and 
so costly to the people, employed in denunciation 
and invective? { will tell you, sir, (said Mr. M.) 
It is to keep up the late alarms with which the 
people were so dolorously saluted from this Hall. 

t is to let down the tail of the late panic by a 
| gradual process, or it is, if possible, to reanimate 
and form again the broken phalanx, the flying 
legions of the Opposition, and bring them again 
to the charge upon some point more vulnerable 
than they have heretofore attacked. Above all, it 
|l is to divert the attention of the people from the 
true principles in contest between the contending 
parties, and to form with the Administration an 
immaterial and false issue, upon which to put 
| themselves for trial upon the country. Suppose 
we go to trial upon these charges in reference to 
the late defalcations, Do the Opposition hazard 
i anything in such a trial? Ff they fail in obtaining 
i a verdict on their charges against the Administra- 
ition, they lose nothing; no decision is given 
‘ against their political principles. If they succeed, 
on their charges, the Administration loses all. 

Can the great principles for which we contend be 
dependent upon the merit or demerit, the fidelity 
or delinquency of a collector of customs or a rè- 
ceiver for public lands? 
tent to answer such a question. 

An apparent determination on the part of the 
Opposition to obstruct the public business has 
been one order of battle since the commencement 
of the present Congress. 
almost daily stage from which gentlemen address 
their constituents for. the purpose of arousing 

party prejudices. Much zeal has been manifested 
| on former occasions to thwart the necessary 
measures of legislation with the view of leaving 
the public service unprovided for. Nor has the 
national honor or national safety furnished any 
security against these partisan attacks, the heavi- 


of the Administration could be reached thereby. 
And although designed exclusively for the trans- 
action of the public business, this House must be 


the party conflict. Í 
the public business, but to embarrass it, Not to 


break it down. Not to redeem the public faith, 
but to violate it. Not to strengthen the public 
confidence, but to wake up dormant and imagin- 
ary suspicions. Not to maintain the national 


The people are compe- | 


This floor has been the ; 


est blows being often leveled against the character | 
of the nation when it was supposed the character | 


the place, and each session the time, to fight over | 
We meet, sir, not to transact | 


provide for the public service, but to cripple and | 


| acter. 


honor, but, if possible, to disgrace the Adminis- 
tration, We make speeches, not to allay party 
excitement, but to fan its devouring flame. Not 
to enlighten the public mind, but to ‘darken 
counsel ” and bewilder the judgment. Why, sir, 
could the people be here from the distant corners 
of this wide-extended Republic, and see us 
« Play such fantastic tricks 
Before high heaven,” 

they would cry, ‘ Shame! shame! Is there no 
American blood to suffuse the cheek with the 
crimson blush? Is there no patriotic spirit to 
prompt to nobler action? These walls were not 
made to echo the jarring sounds of discord. This 
Hall was not constructed to be desecrated with 
mere party oblations.” : : 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


| SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC E. CRARY, 


OF MICHIGAN, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 30, 1839, 


On the motion to refer the various topics embraced 
in the President’s Annual Message to the appro- 
priate committees. 


Mr. CRARY rose and said: 

Mr. Cuairman: As the committee have dis- 
posed of the most important resolutions growing 
out of the message of the President, | hope they 
will indulge me in a reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Mason,] who has just 
taken his seat, and also to those of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. BeLL,} who occupied the 
floor some days since. 

If my memory serves me, the gentleman from 
Ohio has assumed very different ground in regard 
to the Supreme Court, from. that occupied by him 
some three years ago. He then considered this 
court an improper tribunal to decide the grave and 
highly important question between his own State 
and that which I have the honor to represent on 
this floor. The court then had none of that holy 
infallibility now claimed for it. It was too insig- 
nificant a body to sit in judgment upon the claims 
of a sovereign State. Congress must decide the 
question; and Congress did ‘decide it, with the 
gentleman from Onio acting as one of the judges, 
This, however, was only a temporary alienation 
of mind from the object of his affections. With 
that decision, he returns again to the embraces of 
his early love. The court is once more restored 
to favor, and looked upon ‘as the only stay and 
support of our institutions,”.as the only. branch 
of the Government to which we ‘can safely trust 
the exercise of power.” In the opinion of the 
gentleman, we ought not hereafter ** to go to the 
White House. to learn constitutional law,” or 
either Hall of Congress, but to the purlieus of 
the Supreme Court. There we can hear the re- 
sponse of the oracles, and see the priests of the 
Constitution ermined with black gowns, and fix- 
ing, by their fiat, the destinies of nations. Verily, 
Ephraim is joined to his idols. 

I could not agree with the gentleman on the 
occasion alluded to, and I cannot agree with him 
now. So far from considering the Supreme Court 
“ free from political bias,” 1 have long been in the 
habit of looking upon it as a political body. -Its 


. very organization, the habits of the men who sit 
: there in judgment, the nature of the cases which 


come before it, all tend to give it a political char- 
A majority of the Court has at all times 
been made up of men claiming the rank of states- 
men. Itig their delight and glory to pass upon 
the liberties and immunities of sovereign States; to 
bring before them the acts of ministers and gov- 
ernors and presidents; to sit in judgment on the 
powers of corporations, the validity of contracts, 
the rights of war, the nature of treaties, and, in 
fine, upon the very existence of nations. These 
high powers cannot be exercised without calling 
forth political feelings and party predilections. 
They necessarily make the court a political body, 
and of the very worst character for a Republic. 
The members cannot easily be removed for abuse 
of office; they cannot be operated upon by the 
healthy influence of a sound public opinion; they 
wear their ermine during “good behavior,” which, 
being interpreted, means till death. And this is 
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not all. As soon as they are transferred to the f 
bench they apply themselves to the study of British 
law and British precedents, and administer this 
law and these precedents as though they were the 
rich first fruits of the seeds of our institutions. 
The Supreme Court is the stationary, political 
branch of the Government; and if it would have 
the universal veneration of the people of this 
country, it must see to it that it no longer adopts 
the exploded maxim of thelaw, “ that it is the part™ 
of a good judge to enlarge his jurisdiction.” 
‘Tne gentieman from Ohio may sneer at the 


“constitutional law of the White House,” yet i; 
many a correct decision had been made there. |; 


The one first alluded to by him has ever met my 
approbation. Never were words more filly spoken, 
The President should interpret the Constitution as 
he understands it, and so should every member 
of this House. This we are sworn to do when 
we take our seats on this floor; and this the Pres- 
ident is sworn to do in the words of the Constitu- 
tion itself. The language to which exception is 
taken, was used by General Jackson in his bank 
veto message of the 10ih of July, 1832. Here it 
is: i 

«“ Ifthe opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole 
ground ofthis act, it ought not to control the codrdinate au- 
thorities of this Government. The Congress, the Executive, 
and the court, must each for itself be guided by its own 
opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer who takes 
an oath to support the Constitution, swears that he will 
support it as he understands if, aad not as it is understood 
by others. It is as much the duty of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of the Senate, and of the President, to decide 
upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution which 
may be presented to them for passage or approval, as it is of 
the supreme judges, when it may be brought before them for 
judicial decision, The opinion of the judges has no more au- 
thority over Congress than the opinion of Congress has over 
the judges, and on that point the President is independent 
of both. The authority of the Supreme Court must not, 
therefore, be permitted to control the Congress or the Exec- 
uive when acting in their legislative capacity, but to have 
only such influence as the force of their reasoning may de- 
Berve”? 

Admitting the Supreme Court to have decided 
the bank to be constitutional, was not the Presi- 
dent justified in using these very words? A bill 
was before him for signature; he considered its 
provisions a violation of the Constitution, and he 
refused to sign it. Did he violate the Constitu- 
tion? Should he have consulted the Supreme 
Court or any of the decisions of that court? This 
was no part of his duty. If he believed the bill 
to be unconstitutional, it was his privilege to say 
go, and * return it with his objections to the House 
in which it originated.” 

The gentleman from Ohio thinks the late Presi- 
dent claimed the exercise of a high-handed respon- 
sibility in an unofficial communication to his 
Cabinet in 1833, when the proposition was before 
them for a change of the deposits. 1 have often 
read over that communication, but never discov- 
ered in it any expressions deserving of censure. 
There is matter for grave and serious reflection. 
Some of the language is oracular. It foretells the 
evils that have befallen us by reason of the con- | 
nection between bank and State. The President 
said that- the banking power of the country ought 
to be entirely separated from the political power. 
Time has verified his opinions. Weare already 
engaged in the warfare of separation; we may not 
succeed immediately, but we shall not fail, for the 
people have willed it, and ‘*too often have they 
‘gained the victory in darker days than these, and 
‘with feebler forces than they now have at their 
‘command, to despair, or bate a jot of heart or 
thope.” But, sir, let us have the language of the 
President on that occasion: 

t< As one of the most serious objections to the Bank of 
the United States is the power which it concentrates, care 
inust be taken, in finding other agents for the service of 
the Treasury, not'to raise up another power equally for- 
midable, Although it would probably be impossible to | 
produce such a result by any organization of the State! 
banks which could be devised, yet it is desirable to avoid 
even the appearance. To this end it would be expedient 
to assume no more power over them, and interfere no more ; 
in their affairs than might be absolutely necessary to the | 
security of the public deposijs, and the faithful performance 
of these duties as agents of the Treasury. Any interference 
by them. in the political contests of the country, with a view 
to influence elections, ought, in the opinion of the Presi- 
dent, to be followed by an immediate discharge from the 
public service. 

** It is the desire of the President that the control of the 
banks and the currencyshall, as far as possible, be entire] 
separated from the political power of the country, as well 
as wrested from an institution which has already attempted 
to subject the Government to ite will, In his opinion, the 


i 
t 


action of the General Goverament on this subject ought {| 

not to extend beyond the grant in the Constitution, which : 

only authorizes Congress € to coin money and regulate the 3 

valne thereof; ’all else belongs to the States and the people, į 

and must be reguiated by public opinion and the interests || 

of trade.” $ 
* * * * 


. “Viewing it as a question of transcendent importance, || 


it 
* * = * +o i 


i 


; they arise. 


x * * * * * * * * * 


“Tts responsibility has been assumed, after the most `; 
mature deliberation and reflection, as necessary to preserve 
the morals of the people, the freedom of the press and the || 
purity of the elective franchise; without which, all will || 
unite in saying that the blood and treasure expended byour |; 
forefathers in the establishment of our happy system of |} 
Government will have been vain and fruitless. 7? 


scarcely a.dissentient voice. But let an individual 


| apply for such a drawback of the material tò be 


manufactured by him into axes for the prostration 
of the western forests; into scythes for the use of 
the farmers, or into ships for the navigation of the 


| ocean or your own inland waters, and his petition 


k is 
as important to the country for the farmer and 
mechanic to have their capital cheap, as for the 
stockholders of corporations. In the one case 
you bless the many, in the other you but enrich 
the few. 

In a Republic the law should operate equally 


upon all, and every divergence from this rule js 


Here is the whole of the responsibility claimed ji contrary to the genius of our institutions, We 
by the President. Does it exceed the limit of |: have legislated long enough for the interests of the 
power conferred in the words of the Constitu- |; moneyed power; let us hereafter attend to the 


“heap upon him, no punishment that you do not 
‘think he richly deserves. 


tion? Does it transgress that clause which says | K 
that ‘ he shall take care that the laws be faith- | 
fully executed ??? No, sir. The Constitution was 
not violated; and it was no such eause that made 
the welkin ring with the cry of tyranny. It was 
the occasion on which the language was uttered, 
and the object against which the responsibility 
claimed was exercised, that constituted the never 
to be forgiven offense. It struck a blow at the 
fair prospects of a great and powerful party in the 
country. It took from them their means of con- 
taminating ‘‘ the morals of the people,” destroy~ 
| ing “ the freedom of the press,” and corrupting |i 
“the purity of the elective franchise.” Hence 
! their persecuting cry of tyranny, of a violation of i| 
the Constitution. But the President assumed the | 
responsibility, and the effects of it will be felt until į 
the visions of the friends of our institutions are | 
| realized, and the prayers of the philanthropist are 
| heard and answered. 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Bert.} That 
gentleman occupies too distinguished a position on 
this floor not to receive an occasional attention. 


He is one of the field marshals of the grand army || 


of opposition, and can, on an emergency, bring 


into the field more than the forces of a single State. | 


Following the example of generals in a different 
service, he seldom shows himself in the thickest 


or storm a redoubt. At other times he takes up 
a commanding position in the rear of his forces, 
where he can readily be consulted by his numerous 
aids-de-camp. 


| upon the message, because it alludes to a probable 
| danger to our institutions from the “ anti-republi- 


these tendencies are not as great or as dangerous 
‘ag the tendency of power to accumulate in the 
hands of one man.’’ None but a mind corroded 


wealth. The most casual observer must have seen 
its anti-republican character. You cannot go into 
a city of the Union where you wiil not discover 
its all-pervading influence. Corporate powers 
have been granted for such a multiplicity of objects, 


that the rights of the individual are fast sinking | 
into insignificance. Even here, where the influence | 
of these associations should be felt the least, with | 
what facility do they accomplish their selfish pur- | 


poses. If they become defaulters to the Govern- 
ment, a law is immediately passed to extend to 
them lenity; but ifan individual uses your money, 
there are no epithets of reproach that you will not 


If a company send in 
a petition for a drawback on iron to be used in 
the construction of a railroad, the Committee on 
Manufactures. give a favorable answer to the 


prayer, and the bill goes through the House with | 


of the fight, unless it be necessary to turn a flank ; 


The gentleman from Tennessee has made war | 


| can tendencies of associated wealth. He thinks | 


interests of the ‘‘ entire people.” . We shall then 
hearless about Agrarians and Locofocos, and more 
about the prosperity and happiness of those whose 
hard hands have cleared the way for our greatness; 
and, under many a disadvantage, have, made us 
the most powerful of nations.. In making these 
remarks, [ do not intend to deny the importance 
and utility of many of these associations. They 
have grown out of our condition, and ‘are the 
natural results of an enterprising people. But they 


| have had bestowed upon them more than their 
| share of favor and attention. 


The time bas come 
when it behooves us to see well to it; that we do 
not, by these grants of power entail upon those 
who are to come after us, evils that they can only 
get rid of by a resort to revolution. 

Mr. Chairman, the President probably refers to 
the banking institutions of the country. In doing 
so, however, he expressly disavows any ‘ hostil+ 
| ity, official or personal, to those institutions,” He 
wishes to see them “ protected in the exercise of 
| rights conferred by law,” and does not doubt their 
| utility when properly managed in promoting the 
i interests of trade, and through that channel the 
other. interests of the community.” He is ‘* op- 
posed to their creation in the. form of exclusive 
privileges,” and ‘‘ desires to seë the community 
protected against the consequences of their ocea- 
sional mismanagement.” In these views thè great 
Democratic party of the country unite. Theasser- 
‘| tion, so often reiterated here, and elsewhere, that 
: this party are opposed to banking institutions, is 
i, without foundation. Itisa gross and malicious 
| libel. Weare at war—not with banking, or the 
credit which it honestly gives—-but with its abuses, 
its monopolizing character, its anti-republican 


i 


i, of opinion among Democrats as to the proper 
‘| system of banking to be sustained by the country. 
‘| Some are in favor of having the business done by 
|| State institutions; others by joint-stock companies. 
| Some would intrust the power to chartered asso- 
ii ciations; while others would regulate it by general 
+ laws, operating equally upon all. The latter plan 
`i has been adopted by my own State; but it has had 
to encounter much opposition, and may be super- 
seded by a State institution.. The law took effect 
at a disastrous period in the currency and credit 
of the country; when specie payments were sus- 
pended, and bank bills had no standard by which 
their value could be measured. Too many asso- 
ciations were formed, and there was an over-issue 
of bank obligations; bat the return to specie pay- 
ments rapidly corrected the evil, and bankers were 
taught that there are times and periods when bank- 
ing operations can only be carried on by the pos- 
i session of actual capital, and available exchange- 
i able products. 
This banking mania was natural. It wes the 
| frst fruit of freedom after an age of interdictions 
and restrictions. These had induced the com- 
munity to believe that great profits were to be 
realized from the trade, and the retaoval. of them 
created a general disposition to rush into it with- 


i 
ii 
H 
i 
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out a due consideration of the fact that lénders, as 
well as borrowers, are necessary to the existenceof 
such institutions. They were established among 
borrowers, and where only smali amounts of cap- 
ital could be used to advantage. They shared the 
fate that always awaits every premature attempt 
to extend the division of labor. But a failure 
from such causés is not to be used as an argument 
against a system of free banking, established on 
a proper foundation. Chartered associations have 
failed from similar causes, and even State institu- 
tions have been unable to redeem their promiges. 
Our motto for the seas has been, ‘freë trade and 
sailors’ rights; the improved modes of thinking 
of modetn times will soon cause it to be our motto 
for the land. When that time comes, the abuses 
of banking will be corrected, its monopolizing 


character destroyed, and its anti-republican tend- || 


ency abated. Capital will find its own level, 
and labor its own sure reward. 

But, sir, Jet us retutn once more to the con- 
sideration of the ‘¢ anti-republican tendencies of 
associated wealth.” In what State of the Union 
have they not been manifested? Look at the 
action of this associated wealth in suspending 
apecie payments without authority of law. The 
mandates of Bonaparte were never more imperious 
than were our banking institutions on that occa- 
sion. They said to trade, perish! and it perished 
without a murmur. They said to commerce, die! ; 
and it died without à struggle. 
shut tip their shops, and your ships were laid up | 
at the wharves. With millions of specie in their 
vaults, these institutions put the community at 
defiance, and, in many instances, dictated to the 
sovereign power the conditions of peace. They 
éntered the arena of politics, called conventions, 
deliberated on the condition of the country, regu- 
lated the laws of trade, and attempted to prescribe 
the course of action in this body. The moneyed 
king issued his proclamation, condemned the 


Your merchants |} 
| 


the present moment. They never before enjoyed | 
greater political franchises. The influence of the 
Democratic principle in the States has gradually 
removed the property requisitions for office, ex- 
tended the right of suffrage, and created a more 
immediate responsibility to the people of those | 
holding public trusts. When the Constitution | 
was formed, presidential electors were chosen | 
with the e€pectation that they would exercise 
their judgments in selecting a Chief Magistrate, | 
but they now deposit their votes as the agents of 
the popular will, and for the man designated by 
the majority. By degrees the people have as- 


| cers whose duties intimately affect their interest. ; 
The time has not long gone by since they were 

| denied the right of expressing their opinion on 
public affairs, for the purpose of influencing the | 
deliberations of this body. Now, they instruct į 
| us, and sometimes their instructions are obeyed. | 
| There is a powerful party in the country who ! 
| believe in the right of instruction, and those who | 
' oppose this right are willing to listen to addresses 
| and resolutions upon matters deeply affecting the | 
public interests. Even the opponents of the | 
i “fierce Democracy”? are beginning to study a | 
little in the school of popular rights. H 
Mr. Chairman, the time has gone by when 

| “three or four men at most,” however popular, 

can dictate the public policy of this country. No | 
man is powerful now who is not the exponent of ; 
the public opinion of the masses. The want of a | 
knowledge of this fact, or of a due appreciation of 
its truth, has been the cause of all the blunders | 
committed by the gentleman and his friends. | 
They have attempted to dictate to the masses. 

They have set up their own gods, and called on ; 
all Israel to worship them; and against those who 

would not bow down and cry out, ‘* these be our 

gods also,” they have uttered an anathema miara- 

natha. They have denounced them as outcasts, 


Treasury circular, impeached the conduct of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the distribution of 
the surplus revenue, attacked the message of the 
President at the extra session, and commanded 
his liege subjects to retreat behind their “t cotton 
bags.’? “We have seen them, ata late election in | 
oné of the largest States of the Union, uniting to | 


overthrow a party in power for the purpose of if 
perpetuating the reign of shinplastera, and of en- || | 
j| ‘The Democratic party here have been charged | 


abling their friends, on gaining the victory, to 
inscribe on their banners, ‘ No sub-treasurers for | 
the Empire State.” 

But the anti-republican tendency of associated 
wealth is not confined to our own country. The 
first English association for trading with the Kast 
Indies originated with a capital of about $150,000. 
This capital has been augmented from time to | 


time until it now amounts to almost $30,000,000. || 


The ussociation commenced esa trading company, 
kut the cupidity of the counting-house was soon 


tinited with the honor of the soldier; the merchant || 


became a conquetor, the trader a king. They | 
have despoiled one of the fairest portions of the 
globe, have waged relentless wars for plunder, 
murdered millions for their gold, and devastated 
acontinent for the sake of power. ‘There is no | 
act of cruelty, injustice, fraud, rapine, tyranny, | 
and baseness which does not stain the history of 
the career of this association. Verily, associated 
wealth has an anti-republican tendency. It not 
only uses its power to control the laws of trade 
and the polities of State, but to govern the desti- 
nies of nations. Such a power should be watched 
by the friends of Democratic institutions with 
never-ceasing vigilance. It is concentrating itself 
for a fearful struggle, and on the issue will depend | 
the question whether the few, a class, are to pre- 
dominate, or whether the many, the people, shall 
rule, TP have no fears of the final result. The 
people will come off more than conquerors. 
The gentleman from Tennessee denies the in- 
fluence of the mass of the people in the conduct 
of our national affairs.. He says “ never before 
t were the mass of the community so powerless. 
‘They have nothing to do but to follow blindly, 
‘and give their sanction to schemes and measures 
* dictated by the heads of the party, some three or 
* four men at most.” 
resentation of the condition of the Opposition, but 
it is not true when applied to the mass of the com- 
munity. Their power was never greater than at 


l had attempted the part of a dictator or a tyrant, | 


This may be a correct rep- l 
1 


levelers, agrarians, workies, and Locofocos. All 
of these epithets have been applied to the masses, 
who could not believe in the infallibility of the 
opinions of certain great men in this country. 
The people acknowledge no leaders, unless they į 
are the representatives of their opinions. They | 
i have no dictators but the principles of truth. į 
These they embrace, comprehend, and sooner or | 

| 

i 


later enforce. 


| with receiving their instructions from * the W hite | 
House.” This declaration needs proof. I know | 
of no one of their number whose conduct should | 
| Subject him to this imputation. Instructions come 
[to us from a different quarter, from the districts | 
| that we répresent. Even the President sometimes | 
| takes lessons in these normal schools. Fledid so | 

on the great question of a separation of bank and | 
State. On that occasion he put himself at the » 
head of a great and powerful party, which de- | 
manded that measure. 
i the long session of 1836; but its strength was | 
| more manifest in places far removed from the 
| corrupting influences of the Capitol. I stand upon 


i 


| this floor as the representative of that principle. 
| It was put at issue, in my awn State, before the : 
| President sent forth his message at the extra ses- | 


: boxes, 
| House; and none from those high in authority. | 
| The movement was voluntary on the part of the | 
| people, and was crowned with success. | 
| The mass of the community are far from being 
| powerless; and he who asserts it las entirely 
; mistaken the signsof the times. They make and 
| unmake us all. Whom they will they set up, and 
| whom they will they put down. The man who 
; assumes to be their dictator soon sees “ the fingers 
| upon the plaster of the wall;” and from that hour 
| his power departs from him and he becomes a 
| political outcast. In this particular the late Pres- 
: ident has been grossly libeled. 
' a dictator nor a tyrant. [do not deny his power, | 
‘ but it was power acquired by his sagacity to dis- | 


_ cern the feelings and wishes of the people. Ifhe 


P + | 
not all the honors acquired at New Orleans, not | 


| ical annihilation. General Jackson was thecham- | 


i 


pion of the rights of mankind in the aggregate | 


sumed the right to choose nearly all of those offi- || 


It shawed itself here in |; 


| sion, and it was nobly sustained’ at the ballot- i 
We had no dictation from the White || 


He was neither ‘| 


against certain classés who would have all to them- 
selves. He was the chosen representative of those 
who were in favor of circumscribing the action 
of this Government, of bringing back the Constitu- 
tion to what it was intended to be by its framers; 
of preserving the sovereignty and independency of 
the States, and with them, the rights of the people. 
He brought around him men fresh from the ranks 
cof the people, acquainted with their wants, and 
understanding the current of their opinions. He 
consulted those men; and for that cause alone his 
opponents charged him with being under the in- 
fluence of a ‘* Kitchen Cabinet.”’ It was a Cabi- 
net worthy of the man. It enabled his master 
mind to go on with the age, and keep up with the 
advancing spirit of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
says, “that new party names have been invented; 
that we of late hear of little else than the Democs 
racy of the country.” That man is little versed 
in the history of our politics who does not know 
that the word Democrat has been a party ‘cog- 
nomen for almost half a century. It was once 
used as a term of reproach for the purpose of 
bringing into disrepute the liberal views of such 
men as Jefferson and Madison. It was given as 
a party name as early as 1794, and has since been 
so much honored that our opponents seem disposed 
to talreit from us. In denying to us our ancient 
appellation, it was, doubtless, the intention of the 
gentleman to prepare for this grand larceny. The 
Federalists, once National Republicans, the Whigs 
of 1834, and the Republican Whigs of 1938, are 
about to assume the name of Democratic Whigs. 
New party names have indeed been invented, but 
not by us, sir. We stand by the old landmarks; 
we rally under the old banners—the banners that 
have so often led to victory and to glory. 

I said that the word Democrat was once applied 
to our party asaterm of reproach, In 1797, Trum- 
bull, the poet and Federalist, but an honest man 
withal, applied the word Democrat to our party 
in a poem published in the Connecticut Courant. 
Here is an extract: ` . 

“ See Mifflin stretching out the laws, 
To aid the anti-Federal cause, 
Sce him with Barclay, John, and Dallas, 
Poor Pennsylvania keeps no gallows, 


Play many a Democratic prank, 
In fleecing Pennsylvania Bank.” 


In the same year, a Philadelphia paper gives 
the following advice to the farmers, who were 
Democrats: : 

* Go weed your corn, and plow your land ;° 

And by Columbia’s interest stand; 
Cast prejudice away, ` 

To able heads leave State affairs, 

Give railing oer, and say your prayers 
For stores of corn and hay > 

With politics never break your sleep, 

But ring your hogs and shear your sheep.” 

The United States Gazette suid: ‘Itis very cere 
‘tain that the leading Democrats in the United 
‘States are almost to a man Deists and Arne- 
‘isrs.” These extracts, from Federal papers, 
show that there was- then a turbulent party in the 


i coaritry called Democrats, and that thé great body 


of them were considered as only fit to weed corn, 
ring hogs, and shear sheep. 

In further proof that we are still rallying under 
the old banners, let us have the words of the Au- 
rora—a Democratic paper, i 

In 1796, this paper says! “ Dr. Rush’s eulogium 
‘on Rittenhouse has given great offense to the 
€ Aristocrats, because he was the president of a 
‘Democratic society.” ` 

On the succeeding day, the same paper holds the 
following language: ‘* It isa little remarkable that 
‘the two great fires which have lately happened, 
‘ haveappeared in two places that send Democratic 
‘Rervusiicans to Congress.” Here, sir, is the 
appellation of our party at full length, and yet we . 
are gravely told that ‘* Democracy’’is a new name 
—an invention of modern times to gull the people. 

But, sir, there is still another charge against 


f the people. It is “ most emphatically denied that 


we are authorized to boast of their increased at- 
tachment to our institutions.” This is but the 
repetition of the language of by-gone days: In 


all the glories of a long and distinguished life of :1 1794, a writer in the Columbia Sentinel, the lead- 
military service, could have saved him from polit- | 


ing Federal print in New England, charged the 
Democrats “ with exerting opposition to the law, 
‘ actually raising an armed rebellion in the very 
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United States Gazette was of the opinion ‘that , 
Democrats were no republicans.” Jt therefore ; 
says: ‘¢ Let the party be styled Democrats, for 
t two reasons; first, it describes the sort of politics : 


‘they would introduce; and secondly, it is aname |: 


‘already disgraced, and fits the wearers.” The | 


language of the gentleman is that of the Tories of 
England when the people propose to shorten the 
duration of Parliament, simplify the qualification 
of voters, abridge the expenses of elections, abolish 
the small borough constituencies, abrogate the 
corn laws, reform the corporations, and reduce 
the temporualities of the clergy. The same lan- 
guage is used by the aristocrats of every age, 
when the people awake to a sense of their danger, 
and put forth their strength for the preservation 
of their liberties. 

The next assault in order is upon the Depart- 
ment of the Post Office, It is said that there were 
‘6 no abuses in this Department until the party in 
power began reform.” You, sir, know that this 
statement needs great qualification. You well 
recollect the confusion that prevailed in every 
branch of this Department when it was under the | 
charge of Mr. Meigs. In 1818 there was due the 
Treasury from this office the sum of $539,844. In 
1817, when the Fifth Auditor’s office was estab- 
lished, the Post Office accounts were only ad- 


justed to the third quarter of the year 1810, and || 


the accounts of postmasters were in arrears for 
thirty years. In many instances principals and | 
sureties had become bankrupt. But at that time 
a bankruptcy of half a million of dollars, unsettled 
accounts at the Treasury for seven years, and 
with the postmastera of the country for thirty | 
pears, were not a very serious offense to the pub- | 
ic morals, or ‘ dangerous attack upon the public | 
liberties.” They gave rise to a short report, oc- 
casioned afew speeches, and the whole matter | 
was adjusted without prejudice to Mr. Monroe, | 
or to you, sir, ag a member of his Cabinet. It | 
was not the fashion then to bring a whole party | 
before “ this grand inquest of the nation”’ for the 
errors and faults of one man. Let the same thing : 
happen now, and along session of Congress would 
not give sufficient time for the Opposition to ex- | 
press their feelings of indignation. The welkin 
would ring with the cry of corruption and pecu- 
lation, 
I do not deny the existence of abuses in this 
Department when under the administration of 
Major Barry.’ He was imposed upon by those in 
whom he had a right to place confidence; and that | 
which enriched them made him poor indeed. The | 
West, however, have occasion to remember him | 
favorably for increased mail facilities, and for 
giving to the Department animpulse which silenced 
murmurs, and put at rest the question ofa branch 
office beyond the Alleghanies. It is also to be 
remembered that Congress have authorized the 
settlement and payment of many of those contracts 
which were pronounced corrupt by the Post Office | 
investigating committee. The mandamus case 
grew out of the refusal of the present Postmaster 
General to pay the amount of the award made on 
those contracts. But whatever may have been the 
faults of the past management of the office, it must 
be admitted’that the present Postmaster General 
executes his trust with distinguished ability. His 
errors are of the side of economy, not of lavish 
expenditure, 0 o 75 i : 
“Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
thinks there are many abuses in the public service, | 
‘but he has a grand panacea for them all. ` It is to | 
_ operate on the political system’ as some of the late 
patented medicines are said to operate on the 
human system. “We have only to apply it, and 
the whole political body aséumes new life and 
vigor. It immediately puts on the innocent face 
of youthful existence: ` F never had much faith in 
the healing qualities of many of these medicines, 
‘and I have still less in the gentleman s bill ‘to 
secure the freedom of elections:?’ “tt looks „too 
much like the old sedition law.” It ig a bill to cir- 


l} 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


i asabar a | 


| are not necessary, and it is ever to be remembered , 
that the declarations of positive law are always 


an officer of this Government, except to vate, ‘an 


‘| attack upon the public liberties,” a high misde- | 


meanor, and punishes the offender by a fine of | 
$1,000, removal from office, and perpetual disabilty : 
to hold office forever after. But this gag is not | 
sufficient. The ‘‘ giving office on agreement with | 
the appointee to render political or otker service in 


disability. When this bill becomes a law by con- | 
sent of the people, they will have taken one grand 
step on the high road to despotism. The founders | 
of our liberties considered “ civil subjection as | 
either necessary or voluntary.” 


These restraints ; 


weak when in opposition to the will of the people. 
Instead of being a measure ‘‘ to secure the freedom 
of elections,” it grossly attacks that freedom; ay, | 
more, it violates the Constitution. It is no part 
of the duty of Congress to regulate the elective 
franchise. If the conduct of the officers of this 
Government at elections is odious in any of the 


principle.” It has been most bitterly condemned | 


by the Opposition here, and yet they have prac- 
ticed upon it in every State where they have ob- 
tained the power. They first established the prin- 
ciple; and yet the gentleman says he has often 


i “s foretold its bad effects.” This may be, sir, but | 


it only shows that he stands alone with his party. ` 
Even in his own State, they have rewarded friends 
by giving them office, and punished enemies by 
turnitig them out. 

Mr. BELL said they did not remove from of- 
i and only appointed their friends to the higher 
offices. 

Mr.CRARY. I speak from newspaper report, 
and may be in error. But I know no difference 
between a high and a iow ofice. Ifit is an attack 
upon the public liberties to remove a political op- 
ponent from an inferior office, it must be an attack 
upon the same liberties to remove one from a 
superior station. The principle is the same ih 
eithercase. This principle might prove injurious, 
if all our contests for power were of a personal | 
character. As the Opposition rally more in sup- 
port of men than measures, they ought, perhaps, 
to condemn it, and not only so, but never to prac- | 
tice it. The contests of the Democratic party are 
of a different character. Their motto is, and ever 
has been, principles first, and men afterwards, 
and they never rally around men until their prin- 
ciples are personified in them. ‘In support of these 
principles they have endured buffetings and re- 
proaches and stripes without number. They have | 
submitted to be called by the most opprobrious 
epithets, and all for the belief that was in them, 
that they were promoting the true doctrines of 
liberty, and the. real interests of mankind. When | 
principles are made to prevail at such a price, they i 
oughtnotto be represented and personified through- 
out the country by men who hate them, and labor 
by night and by day, in season and out of season 
to bring them into disrepute. No man or set of: 
men can long be at the head of the Democratic | 
party of this country, who will allow the sentinels 
upon the watch-towers to burn blue lights as sig- 
mals to the enemy. General Washington was 
right on this subject, when he said: “I shall not, 
‘whilst I have the honor to administer the Gov- || 
‘ernment, bring a man into any office of conse- 
«quence, knowingly, whose political tenets are ad- | 
“verse. to the measures which the General Govern- 
* ment is pursuing; for this, in my opinion, would 
“be a sort of political suicide. That it would em- | 
“€ barrass its movements is certain.’* Theexample | 
of Washington was followed by his successors— 
by your venerable father, and by Madison. I 
will say nothing as to the course of Mr. Monroe, | 
for he came. into power, and defaced the old land- || 
‘marks of party; and warriors came together, and | 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


ii prove “ political suicide,’ 


) l ‘lever be found difficult for any administration to 
elections, or otherwise,’ is punishable by a fine of | 
$5,000, removal from office, and the same perpetual ;; 


tion of their party, with the power of political sta- 
tion in the hands of opponents. If it does not 
i ’ it will “always em- 
i barrass its movements. ” . f 

Mr. Chairman, the speech of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is remarkable throughout for the pecu- 
liarity of its argument. Jt contains mahya jesuit- 
ical statement—many an illogical deduction. But 
I will not trouble the committee with their further 
consideration. I leave the rest of its fallacies to 
be commented upon by those who are more capa- 
ble of doing them justice. 


INTERFERENCE OF FEDERAL OFFICERS IN 
r "ELECTIONS, ` ‘ 
REPORT IN THE SENA’ 
January 31,. 1839. i 
Mr. WALL submitted the following report: 
The Committee on the Judiciary, to which. was 
referred “ A bill to prevent the interferencë of 
certain Federal officers in elections,” report: 
That they have examined the bill referred to 
them with the care and attention which the im- 
portance of the subject demands. The object, of 
the bill proposed in the title and preamble, is ta 
prevent the great powers given to the officers of tha 
ederal Government, and other persons erpployed 
in its service, from being used for the influencing 
of elections which ought to be free and uncorrupt, 
and its scope is very broad and comprehensive, $e 
proposes to enact that, after the first day of April 
next, no marshal or deputy marshal, no post- 
master or deputy postmaster, no receiver or régis 
ter of a land office, or any of their deputies of 
clerks, no surveyor general of public lands, or any 
of his deputies or assistants, no collector, surveyor, 
naval officer, weigher, gauger, appraiser, or othei 
officer, or person, whatsoever, concerned or em: 
ployed in the charging, collecting, levying, or mart 
aging the customs, or any part or branch thereof, 
no engineer, officer or agent employed or concernes 
in the execution or superintendence of any he 
public works, shall, by word, message, or writing, 
or in any other manner whatsoever, endeavor .ta 
persuade any elector to give, or dissuade any elect- 
or from giving, his vote for the‘choice of any per- 


isons to be electors of President or Vice President 


of the United States, or forthe choice of any per- 
son to be a Senator or Representative in the Con- 
gress of the United States, ot for the choice of any 
person to be Governor or Lieutenant.Governor of 
any State, or of any person to bea Representative 
or member of the Legislative Department of any 
| State of this Union, or for the choice of any per- 
son to serve in any public office established by the 
law of any of the said States; nor shall any such 
officer or person intermeddle in any of the elections 
above-mentioned, or use any means with intent to 


| influence or control the same, otherwise than by 

ee se h ; 
giving his own vote, under the penalty of five hun- 
dred dollars, one moiety thereof to the informer 
? y. ’ 


ures, and of free comm 
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any other manner he may judge proper. This 
right is not only asserted in the celebrated resolu- 
tions of. the Virginia Legislature, in the sessions 


of 1798, and 1799, and 1800, as belonging to the || 


general principles of free government, as well as 
the particular organization and positive provisions 
of the Federal Consticution, but declared to be 
“‘ the only effectual guardian of every other right.” 
The foundation of representative government is 
based upon the intelligence of the citizen, and to 
insure that intelligence, it is both the right and the 
duty of every one freely to discuss and communi- 
cate, both publicly and privately, such mattera as 
he may suppose will advance the public interest, 
or inform the public mind. , One of the most saly- 
tary and effectual agents, to promote such interest, 
is.an enlightened public opinion. To evolve such 
opinion, and to give form and direction to the 
general course of national policy, and the future 
destinies of all, every citizen, whether intrusted 
with public office or not, has alike deep, abiding, 
and active interest, and no Gitizen is at liberty to 
withdraw himself from this high responsibility, 
inseparably connected with republican institutions. 
One of the most celebrated Jaw-makersa of the 
ancient Republics declared every citizen infamous 
who.refused to take part in the affairs of his coun- 
try; and the word idiot, derived from the language 
of one of them, bears through all time this impress 
of their institutions, denoting one who was desti- 
tute of the spirit or, intelligence requisite for. the 
discharge of this highest duty of a citizen. 

The elective right is not.conferred by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, but belongs to rep- 
resentative government, and springs from its very 
nature; and the very essence of that right, under 
our institutions, is the right of electing the mem- 
vers of the General and State Governments. The 
value and the advantages of this right, s0 far as 
respects the public, depend upon the knowledge 
of public measures, and of the qualifications of 
candidates for public trust; and, consequently, 
upon the equal and unrestricted freedom of dis- 
cussing their comparative merits and demerits. 
The citizen who, by the choice of his fellows, is 
distinguished by being selected to perform official 
duties and trusts, is not thereby elevated above 
them, nor degraded below them. He parts with 
no righta of citizenship, but remains an equal 
among equals; still connected with them by the 
strong and enduring ligamente of mutuality of 
rights and privileges. Under our Constitution, 
the people, not the Government, possess the sov- 
ereignty; and the doors of office can be opened 
only by the powerful charm of the public voice, 
and no degrading sacrifice of any of the privileges 
of citizenship, or any separation from the com- 
munity of rights, feelings, and interests, which 
bind the people to the Governnient, is required. 

The object of the Constitution is the protection 
of the equal rights and privileges of all—the few 
as well asthe many. The spirit of despotism is 
widely different; erected upon the destruction of 
the rights of man, its main object is to protect the 
few against the many.. Tence the policy of sep- 
arating its officers from all sympathy of feeling 
and interest with the many, by attaching to office 
attractive distinctions and seductive privileges, 
which create a distinct class, and elevates them 
above the mass, or by degrading them by unnat- 
ural mutilations below their fellow-man, prepares 
them to become fit instruments of arbitrary power. 
Despots who surround their thrones with eunuchs 
and mutes, act upon the latter principle, and are 
impelled by the instinctof fear to resort to unnat- 
ural and unjust ‘means to retain what ig unjustly 
acquired. Happily our institutions, resting upon 
the just foundation of popular rights, neither 
demand nor will admit of the mutilation of the 
persons or the privileges of citizenship as a pre- 
requisite for office. Under the existing laws a 
citizen of a State does not, by accepting any office 
under the Federal Government, forfeit any of the 
rights and privileges which belong to him as a 
citizen of a State; and all: control over the priv- 
ileges and immunities of the citizens in the several 
States, is expressly withheld from the action of 
the Federal Government, and left with the States, 
by the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution. The committee believe that the 
State and Federal Governments under our sys- 
tem are codrdinate departments of one single and 


integral whole; that the compact between the 
| States unites them ina single Government, as to 
| their relations with each other and with foreign 
| nations, and as to certain articles particularly 


ji Specified, each retaining to itself the other rights 


: of independent Government, agreeing to appoint 
in conjunction for the administration of the Fed- 
eral branch, and each retaining its original right 
of appointing, for administering its domestic 
branch, a separate set of functionaries, legislative, 
executive, and judicial. These two sets of offi- 
| cers, each independent of the other, constitute a 
whole of Government for each State separately, 
the powers given to one, specifically made Fed- 
eral, exercised over the whole, the residuary 
| powers retained to the other confined to the par- 
| ticular State. 

| The committee have thus stated their views of 
| the existing law in regard to the rights of the Fed- 
eral functionaries upon whom the bill referred to 
them is proposed to operate. What, then, is. the 


It assumes that the great powers given to the 


employed in their service, may be used for the 
influencing of elections and corrupting their free- 
dom and purity. 

That elections ought to be pure and uncorrupt 
| ig a principle admitted by all, and no language can 
| be too strong to express theabhorrence felt by the 
; committee against any attempt to destroy this free- 
j dom and purity. He who is guilty of either, by 
| bribing or corrupting voters, violating the ballot- 
box, or setting at naught its voice, forging or sup- 
pressing returns, or disobeying the laws enacted 
for securing any elective right, is guilty of treason 
against republican institutions, and ought to be 
regarded by all as a dangerous foe to liberty. 

The committee are not aware that any such acts 
have been committed by any of the functionaries 
named in the bill referred to them; nor have they 
been able to discover the slightest evidence that 
any attempt has been made to bring the patronage 


| 


| freedom and purity of elections. It is true that 
such allegations have been made; but it will be 


have been made against some of the functionaries 
of some of the State governments, of attempting, 
| in violation of existing laws, to suppress returns, 
| Setaside the voice of the people, and substitute the 
will of the minority for that of the majority; in fact, 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


| acts of reckless and profligate officers for the voice 
| of the majority. We have seen one of the States 
of the Union brought to the brink of revolution by 
alleged efforts of this kind, and in other States 
| witnessed alarming attempts to defeat the voice of 
į the majority in elections. This state of things 
would indeed seem to indicate an alarming laxity 
, of political morality, and to require the exercise 
of appropriate remedies, by constitutional legisla- 
i tion. Whether, if true, they are to be attributed 
to the action of the functionaries of the State or 
Federal Government, or the officers of corpora- 
; tions of associated wealth, which have been brought 
| by indiscreet legislation into too intimate connec- 
tion with both, and whose influence insinuates 
itselfinto all the business of active enterprise and 
| the ordinary transactions of society, or to other 
| causes, it is not the legitimate province of the com- 
mittee to inquire. Those who are charged with 
| attempts to corrupt the purity, and destroy the 
freedom of elections, are very apt to makecharges 
| of the same kind against others, in the vain hope 
of exculpating themselves, or at least of drawing 
off public attention from thrir own acts, by incul- 
| pating others. Neither accusations from such 
| quarters, nor the mere assertions of disappointed 
| office-hunters, or reckless partisan editors, pealing 
| forth the war cries of party, can safely be made 
j the foundation of such legislation as destroys the 
| use of unquestionable rights for the purpose of 
| preventing their abuse. oe 

In the struggles of parties for power, it is be- 
lieved by the committee that it may well be 
doubted whether the patronage of office is to be 
deemed an advantage, inasmuch as while there 
can be but one incumbent of an office, the number 
of those who are stimulated to partisan activity 


by the hope of gaining it as a reward for extraor- 
dinary exertions, is unlimited, to say nothing 


mischief which this bill is designed to prevent? | 


| officers of the Federal Government, and others | 


or power ofthe Federal Government to destroy the 


recollected that it is equally true that allegations | 


t to treat elections as nullities, and substitute the | 


of those who may be paralyzed by disappoint- 
ment, or disaffected by rejection. Public senti- 
ment exercises a salutary and controlling influence 
over the conduct of public functionaries; and 
| while it properly watches their conduct with 
jealousy, and scrutinizes their actions rigidly, it 
tolerates almost unbounded liberty of speech in 
those who are seeking office, We cannot cast 
our eyes in any direction without perceiving the 
evidence of the fact that, for every office under the 
Federal Government, even to the Presidency, the 
numerical proportion of those who seek office by 
partisan activity is at least three to one against 
the possessors. The office-seekers have an un- 
limited freedom of speech and of action, denied to 
the incumbent by the circumstances of his posi- 
tion, and are at liberty to attack the motives and 
conduct of the latter, and indulge in professions 
of patriotic ardor and disinterestedness, restrained 
by no other limits than the elastic credulity. of 
their friends and party. That the possession of 
patronage does not insure its retention, is proved 
by frequent instances, both in the Federal and 
State Governments. i 

The committee believe that, in those places 
where the Pederal officers enumerated in the bill 
are most numerous, it will be found that the elec- 
tions more frequently result against than in favor 
of the Administration; and this proves either that 
they do not bring “ the great powers derived from 
the Federal Government” to influence elections, 
or that they use them against the party which 
conferred those powers, or that no danger is to 
be apprehended of their destroying the freedom 
and purity of election. It is believed that even a 
majority of those who would be affected by this 
bill are hostile to the views of policy, or o posed 
to the political principles of the present Adminis- 
tration; and if the sentiments of those who are 
found in possession of office in the ten miles 
square are any test, the majority would be very 
great. But the true and conclusive answer to all 
Such allegations, of bringing the patronage and 
power of the General Government in hostility to 
i the freedom and purity of elections, is to be found 
in the fact that such acts are everywhere, in all 
the States, punishable by State laws; and the 
committee are not aware of any prosecution even 
for such offenses. . 

It is -also worthy of special remark that, in 
those States where the most clamor has been 
raised and the most alarm has been expressed on 
this subject, the State functionaries are opposed 
to the Administration, and, as they have the 
power, itis their duty to punish such offenses. 
The committee are therefore constrained to believe 
that there is no just foundation for such an-accu- 
sation, and to look upon it as one of those allega- 
tions which those who are struggling to gain the 
power which they affect to.think so corrupt and 
corrupting consider themselves justified in making 
to stimulate their partisans and decry their op- 
ponents. But whether the mischief actually ex- 
| ists or not, the committee proceed to consider the 
policy and constitutionality of the remedy which 
is proposed by the bill referred to them. 

The object of the bill is to render what is lawful 
and praiseworthy, and in strict conformity with 
both the letter and spirit of our institutions, for all 
citizens, criminal in a particular class who have 
been honored by the confidence of the people of 
he whole States. It is not to punish a crime 
malum in se, but to create a new crime. , Ít is not 
to punish bribery and corruption, the robbery of 
the ballot-box, the. suppression or forging of 
returns, or usurpation or neglect of official duty 
in giving effect to the will of the majority in elec- 
tions, but the use of persuasion or dissuasion, of 
intermeddling to control or influence voters by 
| means that are lawful and right in others. Every 
| citizen ought to qualify himself by study, conver- 
sation, and every other means of acquiring knowl- 
edge, to understand the theory and principles of 
; our institutions, and to ascertain the best mode of 
administering them in their true spirit, so as to 
promote the greatest good of the greatest number, 
and to render himself capable of discharging any 
trust that may be conferred on him by his fellow- 
citizens, It is as well his right as his duty to 
discuss and promulge freely the measures of any 


Administration, and the character and conduct of 
` those who support or oppose it, as well to control 
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Federal Officers in Elections—Mr. Wall. 


SENATE. 


enumerated in this bill freely to discuss public | 


an elector is present, before or after an election, 
without subjecting himself to the sweeping pen- 
alties of this bill? It is unequal. While one set 


of functionaries under the Federal Government, į 


aud all those of the State governments, and the 
officers of the corporations of associated wealth, 
ure left with an unrestricted freedom of speech.and 
of the press, this bill puts a gag and fetters upon 
a few proscribed. men, in respect to public men 
and.public measures. Why this discrimination? 
Are the proscribed officers. more corrupt or liable 
to corruption than other office-holders? Is it to 
guard against the corrupting influence and patron- 
age of the Federal Administration? Ifso, the effect 
of the bill would be still more objectionable, as in 
degrading them by taking from them the rights į 
common to all others, it would prepare them to 
become the willing instruments of corruption or 
ambition.. This bill would create a caste among 
office-holders, deriving their authority from the 
same high source, the people, and requiring the 
same high qualifications to discharge their duties. 
Those enumerated would be degraded by the very 
acceptance of office, which would cut them off from 
all identity of feeling, interest, and sympathy with 
their fellow-citizens, by the voluntary mutilation 
of the very manhood of citizenship. It converts 
those officers into mutes. . It enforces temporary 
outlawry of the dearest and most inestimable rights 
of citizenship, witha penalty suspended over their 
heads during the continuance of office, which may 
be cut by a word, message, writing, or even a 
look, doom them to become outcasts—political 
lepers. They would be dishonored by the very 
act of surrendering such rights for the mercenary 


motives. of pecuniary gain and rewards of office, | 


and proclaim themselves slaves, and the fit instru- 
ments for making slaves of others. They would 
find the badges of slavery and dishonor written 
upon their commissions. It creates a privileged 
class of office-holders. The President and his 
Cabinet, the heads of bureaus and their clerks, the 
officers of Congress, the judiciary and their clerks, 
and the district attorneys, the officers of the Army 


and Navy, in short, all the Federal officers whose || 


emoluments are greatest, and whose sphere of in- 
fluence is most extensive, are left free, while those 
who derive their compensation from fees given for 
labor performed in the execution of their duties, 
or their daily support from their daily labor in the 
offices or employments enumerated, are prohibited 
from intermeddling in elections, by word or deed, 
save only by giving their own vote. Is it to 
recognize distinctions in society, grades of virtue 
in office-holders? Is it to imply that the pro- 
seribed office-holders,. being chiefly subordinate, 
and many of them hard-working men, must ‘ have 
‘bridles. in- their: mouths, and. saddles upon their 
backs,” as. 4 preliminary qualification for office? 
‘W hy. should those officers be rendered aliens, and 
be cut off: from the enjoyment. of the social rights 
of discussing: political subjects, even under the 
protection of their own household gods, while the 
other functionaries of the Federal and State Gov- 
ernments, and the officers of the corporations. of 
associated wealth, and the employés of private 
persons are permitted to retain the full rights of 
citizens? This bill degrades the rights.of suffrage, 
the guardian of all political rights by meting it out 
as a boon in different portions to different citizens, 
all equally worthy of trust, and distinguished by 


dom of speech and of the press from its operation? 
The open, manly independence of thought and 


li liberty of action, heretofore justly considered the 


| best preservatives of our institutions, must soon 
! perish under the parasitic embrace of this bill. It 
i not only punishes the freedom of action, but of 
thought. Jt forbids the designated person, as well 
from intermeddling in any Federal or State elec- 
tion, as from using any means with intent to con- 
trol or influence the same; thus introducing anew 
crime. in our code, without precision or technical 
definition, broad and comprehensive as the theater 
of human action, and expansive as human thought 
on political subjects. While it deprives one class 
of Federal officers of a portion of their rights, it 
bestows the most latitudinarian power upon another 
class, the furthest removed from the influence of 
the people—the judiciary. Them it clothes with 
jurisdiction to decide what is an endeavor to pur- 
suade, or to dissuade, an elector to give his vote; 
what act is an intermeddling in an election; and 
what is using any means with intent to influence 
or control the same, It is stamped with the most 
odious and miserable impress of tyranny, vague- 
ness, and uncertainty. It may well be doubted 
whether the end—the purity and freedom of elec- 
| tion—would justify such means, a delegation of 
such undefined power, even to the purity of the 
sacred ermine. The history of other countries is 
full of warning upon this subject. The Spanish 
Inquisition, with sll. its terrible atrocities, was 
reared upon quite as slender a foundation. Its 
proposed object was to render religion pure and 
uncorrupt; and, for that avowed holy purpose, the 
most Jatitudinarian power was given to its minis- 
ters. To prevent heresy in religion, they had, or 
soon assumed for that purpose, the power to punish 
all persons who endeavored to ‘* persuade’’ or 
“dissuade”? others, or in anywise ‘intermeddle”’ 
in matters of religion. Hence, also, they gradually 
assumed cognizance of the intentions, and even 
the thoughts, of men, and the tendencies of their 
words and writings, in the streets and in the sacred 
privacy of the closet, on a subject of universal con- 
cern and everlasting interest, and subjected them 
to the never-sleeping eye of a body of informers, 
under the name of familiars. The parallel between 
the bill referred to the committee and the origin of 
the Inquisition, is as striking as it is alarming, and 
| differs Jess in the means than the end; the one 
being designed to render religion pure and uncor- 
j rupt, and the other to preserve the elective fran- 
| chise pure and uncorrupt. The delegation of such 
| unlimited power corrupted even sacred the priest- 
hood; and religious heresy became the means of 
| their power, and the terrible instrument of their 
malice ortyranny. Arelaymen more pure or safer 
| depositaries of unlimited discretion? Mayit not be 
| justly apprehended that political heresy may be- 
| come, in the hands of the judiciary, as formidable 
a means of power and as vindictive an instrument 
of malice and tyranny? ‘ Confidence is every- 
t where the parent of despotism; free government 
‘is founded in jealousy, not. confidence. It is 
| ‘jealousy, not confidence, which prescribes limited 
t constitutions, to bind down those whom we are 
t obliged to trust with power.” A 

The committee believe that the spirit of our 
institutions is onward, and that it is more. consist- 
ent with that spirit to look upon the ruins of the 
Inquisition which have fallen before the progress of 
human liberty, as monuments of its triumph, than 


to find materials to reconstruct new fortresses, from 
which to assail the imprescriptible rights of man. 


‘The magnitude of the discretionary power. com- 
mitted by this bill to the judiciary has a tendency 
to convert our form of Government into a judicial 
despotism, quite ag intolerable to a free people, 
and equally odious as any other. The history’of 
the Star Chamber, like that of the Inquisition, 
proves that no class, however venerated and ele~ 
vated, is.the safe depository of unlimited discre 
tionary power, even for the most holy and salutary 
ends. The mostdangerous and destructive assaults 
| upon human rights have been made from fortresses 
constructed for their defense. It deserves serious 
consideration whether a law like this bill could 
| ever be carried into execution at this day, and 
under our free institutions; alaw which prostrates 
| the freedom of thought, of action, of speech, and 
| of the press, so far as respects a large portion of 
| the most intelligent, respected, and meritorious of 
our citizens. ‘The great body of the functionaries 
whom this bill would affect have been honored by 
the selection of the people to discharge responsible 
duties, for their honesty, capacity, and fidelity to 
į the Constitution. The habitual reviler of repub- 
lican institutions, and of the capacity of the people 
for self-government, may in vain attempt to fix a 
stigma upon all officers who derive their appoint- 
ments from the people, for the purpose of thua 
gradually undermining their confidence in the Gov- 
ernment of their choice, but the people will always 
be found true to themselves, and will never submit, 
totheexecution ofa law which deprives theirfellow- 
citizen of his common.and equal rights, simply be- 
cause they had distinguished him by their favor 
and preference. In the opinion of the committee 
this bill would arm a body of informers with dan- 
gerous powers. In the contest of parties it may 
happen that the State functionaries may unite with 
the corporations of associated wealth, in a party 
struggle to obtain the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment; armed with the tremendous enginery of 
this law, actions of debt, bill, or plaint, in any 
district or circuit court of the United States, and 
penalty and costs, is there not reason to fear that 
it would be used with ruinous effect against any of 
the proscribed officers, who would not use ‘‘ the 
great powers” given to the officers of the Federal 
| Government to promote the views.of the office- 
seekers? On the other hand, would. it not enable 
a corrupt Administration to, punish them for an 
independent. exercise of their jadgment, in Hike 
manner? The committee will only advert to ona 
other objection to the policy. of this bill, Its ‘ob- 
vious tendency is to alienate the people from the 
Federal Government by infusing a jealousy of its 
powers and its officers, by unjust. discriminations 
between the two sets of fu aries. chosen by 
the people to carry on the two, codrdinate depart; 
ments of the one single and integral Government, 
formed by the compact of the States, to array the 
State governments and its functionaries against 
the Federal Government and its functionaries, 
| and thus gradually to undermine or weaken it by 
treating as aliens in the State governments those 
| who accept office under the Federal Government. 
i In short, its tendency would. be to ‘“alienate one 
| portion of the country from the rest, and to en- 
feeble the sacred ties which now link together the 
yarious parts,” and therefore,in the opinion of 
the committee, it ought to be resisted in. the be- 
ginning. | REE, i 

The committee are aware that.a precedent may 
| be found for the principles of this bill, and almost 
its language, in the legisiation of England. So also 
may be found a precedent.for the total disfran- 
chisernent of the officers of the customs, excise 
duties, and post office, while holding office. Such 
a plant may.be.indigenous in such a soil. Here 
it mustever be an exotic, from the essential differ- 
ence between the two Governments. In the Brit- 
ish Government, the jealousy of encroachment on 
the rights of the people is confined to the. King. 
The representatives of the people are. considered 
not. only exempt themselves from distrust, but 
likewise the guardians of the people against such 
/ encroachments, Hence, there, it is a principle 
that Parliament is omnipotent; and all-barriers are 
raised, not against the Parliament, but the prerog- 
ative of the King. Here, all power emanates from 
the people; and the Constitution, which is para- 
| mount to all Jaws, secures. them as well against 
legislative as executive usurpation, The committee 
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are not prepared to yield to the policy of import- |! 


ment, irrespective of mere official authority. No 
far, they believe. the experience of the working of 
our institutions has proved the truth of the axiom 
of the great apostle of Democracy, that “ error of 
opinion’ may always be safely tolerated, where 
reason is left free to combat it.” They can find 
no justification of the policy or justice of restrain- 
ing, by law, the unlimited liberty of the exercise 
of the freedom of ee or of the press by every 
class of citizens, whether in or out of office, than 
such as in other countries has prompted the estab- 
lishment of political or religious inquisitions, 
rnalogous to the tendencies of this bill, which are 
alike at war with experience, the spirit of the age, 
and the genius of our institutions, But ifany mis- 
chief has arisen or may arise from this source, the 
legitimate remedy must be sought and found in 
the legislation of the several States, whose con- 
atituttonal duty it is to prescribe the privileges and 
immunities of their citizens, free from the control 
of Federal legislation. > 

But whatever may be the opinion entertained, 
as to the policy of, this law, the committee are of 
opinion that the remedy proposed ta unconstitu- 
tional. The second section of the first article of 
the Constitution declares that the members of the 
House of Representatives shall be chosen “by the 
‘people of the States, who shall have the qualifica- 
‘tions requisite for electors of the mést numerous 
‘branch of the State Legislature.”?. And byarticle 
necond, section first, declares that electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President ‘shall be appointed in 
such manner as the State Legislatures may direct;”” 
and the’ second Section of the fourth article of the 
Con tion declares that the citizen's of each State 
“shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni- 
‘tes of citizens in the several States: Congress, 
therefore, fiave no right to intermeddle, by law, 
in prescribing the qualifications of electors or the 
mode of conducting élections of members of the 
‘House of Representatives, or electors of President 
and Vice, President, nor in respect to the privilege 
or immunities of a citizen of a State; that right 
belongs exclusively to the States, and is’ by the 
Constitution withheld ‘from the Pederal Govern- 
ment. His difficult’ to peréeive upon what: con- 
stitutional grant of power the right to prescribe the 
qualifications of electors, and the mode-of conduct- 
ing State elections ‘for State officers, can be sus- 
lained, and the committee cannot find any watant 
in that instrument for its assumption by Gonetéss: 
~ But if any doubt upon this subject could exist- 
ia dispelled by the firatarticle of the améridmenta 


sovereignities are only diminished by powers spe- 
cifically enumerated or necessary to carry the 
specified powers into effect; and that theStates, by 
i the Constitution, retained to themselves the right 
of protecting the freedom of religious principles, 


speech and of the press may be abridged without 
į lessening their useful freedom, and how far the 
| abuses which cannot be separated from their use 
sheuld be tolerated, rather than the use be de- 
stroyed. ‘Fhe freedom of religion, of speech, and 
| of the press, and of the right of the people peace- 
| ably to assemble and petition for the redress of 
| grievances, is withdrawn in express terms, from 
j the powers of the Federal Government. It is 
| deemed unnecessary by the committee to attempt 
to demonstrate these propositions. They have 
already been done by the resolutions of the Vir- 


resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky in 1798 
and 1799. The provisions of this bill are, in the 
Opinion of the committeé, more clearly unconsti- 
tational than those of the alien and sedition laws; 
| their tendency is more clearly and wnequivocally 
to abridge the freedom of speech, of the liberty of 
the press, and of the right of peaceably assembling. 
It is true it is confined to a particular class, cer- 
tain designated officers under the Federal Govern- 
ment, but it will hardly be seriously contented that 
this makes any essential difference. If you may 
lawfully abridge the freedom intended to be granted 
by the Constitution to all, by laws embracing only 
a portion, you may thus proceed until all are 
finally deprived of their rights. 

Under every aspect that the committee have been 
able to view the provisions of this bill, it appears 
| to them that it is unjust, unequal, impracticable, 
| impolitic, tyrannical, and unconstitutional; that it 
iis founded on an assumption of power by the 
| Federal Government not granted by the Consti- 
tution, and destructive of the rights of the several 
independent States composing the Union, and of 
|| the constitutional rights of the citizens of those 
States, and that its provisions are of a most alarm- 
ing and dangerous tendency—not. called for by 
any existing mischief, and would not afford an 
appropriate remedy if such mischief existed. 
They, therefore, respectfully report the said bill, 
without amendment, and recommend that the same 
should not be passed. i 


NAVY APPROPRIATIONS. 


REMARKS OF HON. D. PETRIKIN, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


fy rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 15, 1839, 


In the Committee ofthe Whole, onthe motion to 
strike:out the appropriation for the Board of 
Navy Commissioners, and in reply to the re- 
marks of Mr. Apams. os 
Mr. PETRIKIN said: 

Mr. Cuatrman: As to the propriety or expe- 
diency of abolishing the Board of Commissioners 
of the Navy at this time, there may be some little 
doubt, but there can be no‘doubt that a reorgan- 
ization of the whole Navy Department is absolute- 
ly necessary. The Board of Navy Commissioners 
has, from its first organization, acted as an incubus 
on the Navy; this ìs a matter of history, and can- 
not be denied. This board has become odious 
to the people, and in every quarter of the coun- 
try the people are complaining ofit. This alone 
otight to be sufficient ‘cause for abolishing the 
board. The people in this country are sovereign, 
and if an office or any branch of the Government 
becomes odious or obnoxious to them, we, as 

their Representatives, ought at once to abolish the 


and of judging how far the licentiousness of | 


office, or reorganize the obnoxious branch of the 
Government. As to the suggestion by the gentle- 
inan from Kentucky, (Mr. Witxrams,] that the 
present head of the Executive Department is 
odious to the people, it is not the case, and is con- 
tradicted by facts. The people have, on several 
occasions, and some of them very recently, 
declared themselves satisfied with the general prin- 
ciples the present Executive has acted upon in the 


administration of the Government, and the people 


will advocate and approve of hisadministration as 
long as he acts on those general principles, which 
they consider necessary for the preservation of the 
Constitution and liberties of the country. But they 
do not approve of many of those who are kept in 
office. Was the will of the people obeyed, the 
President would sweep out of the Departments in 
this city, a horde of officers and clerks of the samé 
political party of the gentleman, (who has volun- 
teered the suggestion I allude to,) who are truly 
odious to a large majority of the people. So mùch 
for thesuggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
We are told the Board of Commissioners of the 
Navy was created at the close of the last war with 


| Great Britain, to remedy evils that were discov- 


ered during the war in the organization of our 
Navy. But the true reason is the scene we see 


| every session of Congress in every department of 
ginia Legislature in 1798, 1799, and 1800, and the |} 


this Government—a disposition to create offices 
and officers, and to furnish salaries to enable men 
to live in ease and affluence, under'the pretext of 
doing service to the country. We heard of no 
deficiency in the organization of our Navy Depart- 
ment during the war. On the contrary, our Navy, 
for the number of vessels and size, excelled that 
of all othersin the known world for disciplineand 
bravery. italy had its Capua; so has the United 


| States. Idleness; luxury, and dissipation, has a 


tendency to enervate and debilitate both body and 
mind. We are told of the preéminent services: of 
those who have composed the Board of Navy 
Commissioners, and that they are high-minded, 
honorable men. This may be, and is, no doubt, 
all true. J do not know them, nor have | heard 
any charges made against them as individuals. It 
is not my intention to say aught disrespectful of 


| the individuals who now fill the offices of that 


board; and I have no doubt they have, in times 
past, rendered service to the country; but, sir, the 
man who would come to this place, or any other 
of the cities of the Union, and live five or six years 
in idleness and luxury, without becoming debili- 
tated in body and mind, must bean exception to 
the rest of mankind. The ‘history of the world 
proves what I assert to be true. And does age, 
and the natural debility consequent to that stage 
of life, tend to lessen the debility produced by 
dinner parties and dissipation? 

We were told yesterday by a gentleman of long 
experience in government, from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Avams,] that men who represented people 
residing in inland districts, had no right to express 
opinions here relative to the organization of the 

avy Department, and that he was surprised that a 
gentleman (Mr. Crary, of Michigan] should have 
made the motion to strike out this appropriation, 
who had not a sea-port in all his State. I came‘to 
Congress under the impression that each niember 
had an equal right to express his opinions in rela- 
tion to every branch of this Government, and to 
find fault or approve as he thought the merits of the 
case required. -T was aware that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts acted with a party, the leaders 
of which would, if in their power, deprive us of 
that equal right, but I had not heard it before open- 
ly avowed on this floor. I can tellthe gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the constituents of mem- 
bers who represent inland districts, and have “tno 
sea-ports,’’ during the war of 1812, rejoiced when" 
they heard of the victories achieved by our Navy, 
not only by words, but also by acts. They. will- 
ingly submitted to pay every species of tax, direct 
and indirect, to support the Navy then, and are will+ 
ing now to do the same, when the honor and safety 
of thecountry require it. But, when the'constiti- 
ents of those whom the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts says have no right to interfere with the Navy 
were rejoicing at its victories, the gentleman’s'con- 
stituents, and their representatives in their State 
Legislature, were passing resolves “‘that'it did not 
become a moral and religious people to rejéice’at the vic- 
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tories of our land and naval forces;’? and not only 
that, but his State Executive even refused to de- 
fend their own soil. ; 

The gentlemen from Massachusetts, [Messrs. 
Anams and Rexp,] who are opposing the present 
motion, and appear anxious to take the Navy into 


the special care and keeping of themselves and | 
their constituents, are not uninfluenced by their | 


own private interests in this matter, although it 
did not become “a moral and religious people to 
rejoice at the victories” of this same Navy, when 
fighting the battles of the country: yet the Navy, 
as it is now employed for the benefit of a few, 
deserves, in their estimation, all commendation of 
praise. What is the present employment of two 
‘thirds or more of the vessels of our Navy now in 
commission? Why, sir, they are employed ata 
vast expense in looking after the property, and 
guarding the vessels of the traflickers, traders, and 
speculators, who live, like the gentlemen’s con- 
stituents, on the sea-coast; in exploring distant 
seas and oceans, to find new seal and whale fish- 
eries, or new sources of trade and trafic for the 
gentlemen’s constituents; but when the money 
has to be raised to pay the enormous expenses, 
our constituents, who reside in inland districts, 
and have no sea-ports, have to pay the taxes, 
although their Representatives are told that it is 
a matter of surprise to gentlemen if they happen 
to.ask how their money is expended. Our con- 
Stituents are producers; the district I represent is 
inhabited by people who send to market flour, 
pork, whiskey, coal, and iron. We furnish the 
gentlemen’s constituents on the sca-board with the 
necessaries of life, food and fuel; we, who reside 
in inland districts, although we have no sea-ports, 
pay the taxes and bear the burdens of Govern- 
ment. The gentlemen’s constituents, or a large 
majority of them, are traders, traffickers, and 
speculators, who live by their wits, and not by 
their works, and get their living and their wealth 
by the profits derived from the farmer, manufac- 
turer, and miner, of the interior, I should like to 
hear from the gentlemen some reason why we 
have nota right to inquire how our money is ex- 
pended, and when we think it wasted, complain ? 

have heard no reason given, except that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Crary} ‘had no 
sea-port’’ in his State. 

The advocates of this appropriation and of the 
present organization of the Navy Department, 
have urged another reason why the Board of 


Navy Commissioners ought not to be abolished. | 


It is not, sir, the usefulness of the board, as at 


present constituted, nor is it the flourishing situ- | 


ation of our Navy under their care, nor is it the 
retrenchment of the expenses of the Navy Depart- 
ment. No, sir; they have not ventured to rest 
their defense on any one or all of those matters; 
bat, sir, they tell us of the preéminent services of 
the persons composing the board during the last 
war, 
most every week respecting every officer of both 
Army or Navy, who comes here with a claim, or 
whose name happens to be connected with any 
subject of inquiry. Now, sir, I am willing to 
give every person credit. and reward to the full 
extent for services rendered to the country. But, 
sir, have the individuals composing this board 
ever done more than their duty in the service of 
their country? If they have, I for one am willing 
to reward them ina direct way, but not by giving 


them place and pay for pretended services, to the | 


injury of an important part of the defense of the 
country. Ishould like to hear in what particular 
case they, or either of them, have done more than 


their duty. When they solicited and obtained i 


commissions in the Navy, did they not contract 
to do certain duties for the country, and to receive 
for their services a certain amount of pay, and if 
wounded or disabled, to be supported during their 
lives? Haye they done more on their part than 
was required of them: by. the contract, or has the 
Government.and country done less on their part? 
Will the advocates of the board answer those 
questions? I know hundreds who have shed 
their blood and worn out their constitutions, now 
living in poverty, equally meritorious and de- 
serving with the generals, commodores, and other 
officers, that we hear extolled by members on this 
floor every day; and yet let one of those poor 
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‘We hear that same story in this hall al- | 


7 
f 
} 


l 


į 


.Rerp] called on the gentleman from. Michigan 


men come here I have alluded to and ask for their 


rig 


stance of this kind in this Hall. 
dier who had fought in the battles of the two wars 
of independence, that of 1776 and that of 1812, 


who was wounded and honorably discharged, || 


denied the trifling pittance of $3 75 per month, 
and that, too, by many of those who are loud in 
the praises, and are for lavishing thousands of 
dollars on men not so deserving, but who wear 
epaulets and belong to a higher caste in society. 
Although I do not wish to derogate from the 
character or services of any man, yet I wish to 
see equal justice done to all. 

I have always been opposed to extra rewards, 
such as swords, medals, &c., to persons who have 
done no more than their duty; and, in many in- 


stances within our knowledge, those rewards are |} 
In fact, 


not given to persons most deserving. 
these matters are looked upon by plain, sober, 
thinking people as mere frippery, procured, in 
most instances, by management and intrigue, or 
forfashion’s sake, and notfor any services beyond 
what duty required of the individual, and for a 


neglect of which he would have deserved pun- j| 


ishment. F 
This course of procedure has another bad ef- 
fect; is morally wrong, and an injury to the peo- 
le. It is at once declaring that an officer is not 
ound by the contract. he enters into with the 
Government to discharge the duties of his office 


faithfully, without receiving a greater reward than | 


he stipulates to receive when he accepts office. 
Honor ceases to be an incentive to duty; money 
is the object. 

Gentlemen on the Committee on Naval Affairs 
talk about being taken by surprise by this mo- 
tion. Why, sir, I saw a resolution early in the 
session, submitted to this House, directing that 
committee to inquire into the expediency of reor- 
ganizing the Navy Department. Have they given 
us any reason why they did not inquire as direct- 
ed? Have they submitted to us any plan for a 
new organization of that Department? Have 
they applied to the present, on all hands acknowl- 
edged, talented and competent head of the Navy 
Department for his views on this subject? If not, 
I should be glad to know why. 

Mr. INGHAM, chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, said no-such resolution had 
been referred to that committee. A resolution 
to inquire. into the expediency of abolishing the 
Board of Navy Commissioners had been re- 
ferred, and the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


| [Mr. Reen] had given his reasons for not report- 


ing. 

Mr. REED said the resolution referred to had 
been in his charge, and that he had called on the 
gentleman from Michigan to give his views in 
writing, and had delayed reporting to receive 
them. : 

Mr. PETRIKIN. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs says he has seen no such į 
resolution as I have referred to, but acknowledges 


the existence before the committee of a resolution | 


from this House directing them to inquire into 
the expediency of abolishing the Board of Navy 


| Commissioners. Mr. Chairman, is not that tanta- 


mount to a direction by this House to inquire 
into the expediency of reorganizing the Navy 
Department? Certainly, no man in his senses 
would abolish the board without giving something 


In its stead. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.Reep]} 
does not pretend to say that he called upon the 
Secretary of the Navy for his opinions on. this 
important subject; nor does the chairman, or any 


other member of that committee, get up in his | 
place and inform us of their having inquired of | 


the Secretary of the Navy for advice or instruc- 
tion, so as.to enable them to act on the requisition 
of this House knowingly. The only attempt.to 
get any information that we hear of being made, 
is that the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 


{Mr. Crary] for his opinions. Now, sir, does 
it not appear strange that he should. go to the 
very man for advice, who, we are told, had. no | 


hts, we do not hear gentlemen say a word in jj 
their behalf. It is not long since we had an in- || 
We saw a sol- i; 


of the country and the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, we should have seen a report long since 
recommending it, and the gentlemen of.the Naval 
Committee would have soon found the way to 


the Secretary of the Navy for information. “But 


: the resolution to abolish the Board of Navy Com- 


missioners savors of an attempt at retrenchment 


! and reform; and therefore finds no favor from the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 


right to interfere with matters relating tothe Navy, | 
because ‘he had no.sea-port in his district,”’ and | 


During the war of 1812, we had no. Navy 
Board, yet our Navy was the admiration of the 
world, both for the construction of our vessels 
and the discipline of officers and crews. How 
isitnow? Why, sir, we were told yesterday, 
by the very men of the party who profess to be 
the exclusive friends of the Navy, that our Navy 
is everything but what it ought to be. We heard 
it stated that one of our finest vessels has lately 
been converted into horse stables, cow stalls, and 
donkey pens. The gentlemen who made {this 
charge ought not to have confined their wrath to 
Commodore Elliott alone; they ought to have 
gone back for years, and examined the history 
of our Navy, and they would have found that 
Commodore Elliott has done no more than has 
been the practice for years with others. I was 
sorry to-see gentlemen. show their partiality by 
attacking one individual out of dozens equally 
culpable. If they did not know such to be the 
case, I do, and many others know it, who are 
now on the floor of this House, to be the fact, 
that our naval officers have not only imported 
horses, cows, and donkeys, in national vessels, 
but some of them have acquired fortunes by car- 
rying other kinds of freight. And, sir, who is 
accountable for this abuse, if abuse it is?) Are 
not the Commissioners of the Navy Board, ag 
the guardians and executive officers of the Navy, 
bound to take cognizance of all abuses in the 
Navy, and sce them corrected, or at least report 
them to their superiors for their action? But, 
sir, we have no evidence that they have done so; 
on the ‘contrary, this abuse complained of by 
their own friends, has been countenanced by them 
for years; and, for aught I know, they may have, 
when in command of vessels, participated in the 
donkey and horse traffic: > : ; 

But, sir, the importation of animals, and the 
converting our ships of war into horse stables, 
cow stalls, and donkey pens; I consider a much 
more laudable use of them than another use they 
are applied to, and. for which the same Navy 
Board are responsible. We hear of our ships of 
war sailing from one port to another; from Eu- 
rope to Asia, and from thence to. Africa; the offi- 
cers giving fétes, balls, and regalias to the princes, 
nobles, and gentry of despotic Governments, and 
our brave tars, dressed like mountebanks, man- 
ning the yards to cheer those nobles. We have 
had applications made to Congress by officers, 
asking us to pay them an sums of money, 
which they allege they expended in making feasts 
and giving balls and fétes to the nobility of Eu- 
rope, Is that, sir, fit employment for. the officers 
or the vessels of war of plain Republicans? It 
may do for the subjects of despots; but, sir, my 
constituents abhor it, and I believe a large por~- 
tion of the people of this country are of the same 
opinion. This, also, is not a new occurrence; it 
„has been the practice for several years, but has 

lately been indulged in to a greater extent, and 
on-a more magnificent scale, bya man who has 
acquired immense wealth by holding office under 
the Government of this country; whether hon- 
estly or not, every one must judge for himself, 
and by the circumstances make up his own opin- 
ion. 

Why did we not hear of those matters from the 
gentlemen in their very. eloquent exordiums this 
morning, praising the administration of the Board 
of Navy Commissioners? For years past, this 


„board have had the exclusive management of the 


Navy, and it was not until the present efficient 
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owes the prohibition of oar Navy commanders | 
convetting our ships into horse and donkey sta- 
bles. Ele has also, I understand, made some other 
changes, but those commissioners have still too 
much power, without any direct responsibility, 
and it is my wish to see a new organization of | 
the Navy Department, so that there may be one 
responsible héad, a healthy body, and active and 
efficient limbs to take the place of the sickly, un- | 
healthy condition of the present system. 

Before I close, I must say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that my constituents alone 
send more grain, flour, pork, whiskey, iron, and 
other necessaries of life, which cannot be dis- | 

enged with, to market, than two thirds of all the į 

ew England States north and east of New York, 
besides coal and lumber to an immense amount, 
and depend upon industry and frugality for their 
prosperity, and not upon appropriations from the | 

g 


General Government for light-houses, harbors, | 
dry-docks, or exclusive privileges, as most of his | 
constituents do. 
.. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will adopt | 
the amendment; but whether it is adopted or not | 
at this session, the discussion of the subject will ; 
‘call the attention of those who administer the | 
Government to provide, by next session, a plan | 
to remedy the evil complained of; and it will also | 
let those in office know that the people are not 
either blind, deaf, or dumb, although they may 
not have “a sea-port” in their vicinity, but are 
busy scrutinizing the conduct of those intrusted 
with the management of the affuirs of the nation. 
I wish it to be distinctly understood that it has 
not becn my intention to say aught derogatory 
to the private character of any man in office; it is 
not the men or their private characters I attack, 
but the office, and the effect produced by an im- 
proper and improvident organization, producing 
aoe those lL represent wish to have rem- | 
edied. 


SETTLEMENT OF FLORIDA. 


REMARKS OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In tHe Senate, February 5, 1839, 

©n the bill providing for the armed occupation and settle- 

mént of Florida, and in reply to Mr, Morris, of Ohio, and 

Mr. Davie, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BENTON said the Senator fram Ohio had 
acted with his accustomed frankness in ‘stating 
the reason which induced him to oppose this bill. 
It is because Florida is a slaveholding Territory, 
and because the bill will have the effect of increas- 
ing the slaveholding interest. For these reasons 
he opposes it, and he seems to think that God | 
will curse any country or place which admits of | 
slavery. He instances St. Domingo, as a coun- 
try which has declined and decayed because the 
French, as he says, hunted the slaves with dogs; | 
seeming to forget the horrid massacre of the white | 
race which took place in that island about forty | 
years ago, and which destruction of the white 
race is the true cause of the decline of the island. 
He also instances Alton, as a place which has 
become desolate because Mr. Lovejoy, the Abo- 
litionist, lost his life there. This may be a double 
error. Alton may not be desolate; may not have 
experienced any decline but that which is the tem- 
porary effect of overaction; and if not as flourish- 
ing now as formerly, it may be for a very differ- 
ent reason than that of the wrath of the Deity | 
for the death of Mr. Lovejoy. But what has 
Florida done to excite these remarks, or to make | 
her dread the Divine vengeance? She has done 
nothing against the black race or the Abolitionists. | 
She has done nothing to cause the Deity to make | 
her a place of desolation; but desolate she is—des- 
“olate is forty-one thousand square miles-of her | 


territory, made so by the ravages of. the colored 
races upon the white ! : 


Four counties of Florida are depopulated—great 
numbers of families, fathers; mothers, and chil- 
dren, have been massacred—a great many officers 
end soldiers have been killed, and none made pris- 


i They 


| defeat of Major Dade. That defeat wag a treach- 


erous attack before war had been openly made; 
and when, at two o’clock in the afternoon, there 
was rio longer a man left standing—when nearly 
all were dead, and the survivors, covered with 
wounds and blood, lay among the dead in the 


little breastwork which they had thrown up for | 


their defense—when, in this condition, even In- 
dian ferocity relented, and savage cruelty was 


| satiated—then it was that a band of forty negroes 


came down upon the helpless survivors, sought 
out for each one. that was alive, and gave the 


l| knife and the hatchet to every helpless being in 
whom breath or motion could be found. Thisis | 


what the negroes did; and it was only from two 
wounded soldiers, believed to be dead, but who 
were able to craw! off in the night, that the de- 
tails of that disastrous defeat and massacre have 
come to the public knowledge. So far as the In- 
dians were concerned, they left a part of the 
wounded alive in the breastwork; so far as the 
negroes were concerned, they spared not one! 
killed to the last rnan in whom they could 
find a sign of life, and the two that escaped were 
not spared by design, but believed to be dead, 
and left for dead. This has been the conduct of 
the colored races in Florida; and certainly the 
Senator from Ohio should see that his sympathy 
is misplaced; that it is his own white race which 
has been the sufferer in Florida; and that the 
colored races have exulted in the slaughter and 
destruction of men, women, and children, de- 
ascended, like the Senator himself, from the white 
branch of the human race. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Morris} is can- 
did enough to speak for others as well as himself; 
he speaks for certain sagacious politicians, as he 
describes them, who saw in this bill, from the 
morhent it was brought forward, a design to raise 
up new Territories in the South to become slave 
States, and to increase the slaveholding interest. 
He tells us that these sagacious politicians all 


saw this effect the moment this bill was brought ! 


in, and he applauds the foresight of these saga- | 
oubtless the effect of the bill will | 
be to increase the population of Florida; and is | 
that a sufficient reason with the sagacious politi- | 
cians to whom he refers for opposing the bill ? | 
Certainly the politicians of the South and West | 
have not acted on this principle in relation to the : 


cious men. 


nonslaveholding Territories. Look at Wiscon- 
sin and Iowa, two Territories on the Upper Mis- 
sissippi, both fully organized, filling up with 


than two years from this day. Where was 
southern jealousy when these two Territories 
were organized? Where were the sagacious 
politicians of the South at that time? They were 
here, sir—here in this Senate and in the House 
of Representatives; they knew very well that 
they were raising up two non-slaveholding States; 
but they did nothing to obstruct the organization 
of the two Territories; they indulged no jealousy; 
they made no political calculations; they did 
what they believed was right; and now all that 
they ask from the politicians of the non-slave- 
holding States is to acton the same principle—to 


in jealousy or political calculations. 


has followed the Senator from Ohio, and has en- 
tered into an élaborate opposition to the bill. He 
objects to all parts of it, the details as well as the 

rinciple, and strenuously opposes its passage. 


considers it a free gift of so much of the public 
domain. So far as the fishing bounties are con- 
cerned, they aré, where not a drawback of the 
salt duty, a naked gratuity for which no services 
‘are rendered to the United States; but in the case 
of these settlers, the !and will not be a bounty in 
thé nature of a premium or a gift, but will bea 


to saý, it will be in-payment, or part payment, of 
military-service. This is the nature of the bounty 
land to be granted by the bill, Itis nota gift, 
but is a price paid for services, real services, 


settlers in Florida are to go into stations—into 


oners! No prisoners—not one—not even in the 


blackhouises and stockades—into fortification, in 


people, and ready to become States within less | 


do what is right for Florida, without indulging | 


- The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] | 


He objects to the land bounty, and treats it as a | 
naked gratuity, like the fishing bounties, and ' 


bounty in the military sense of the word, that is | 


which are to be rendered. The ten’ thousand | 


i 


fact; which they are to man and defend until 
Florida is pacified, and the Indians are removed. 
They are to do the service of any army, and to 
accomplish an object which armies have not been 
able to accomplish. They are torender military 
service, which may continue one, two, or more 
years. Now, this is no gift of land. Itis a sale, 
and a sale for a valuable consideration; and sucti 
a consideration as thousands will reject for one 
that will accept. Thousands will refuse to take 
the land on the terms of the bill, for one that will 
take it. Perhaps few from the Senator’s own 
State will accept three hundred and twenty acres 
of land on the terms proposed, yet every one of 
them would certainly accept it as a gift. 

The Senator, therefore, is in great error in treat- 
ing these bountiesas gifts. They are pay for mil- 
itary services, as much so as the military bounty 
lands of the late war. By anact of Congress, the 
soldiers in the latter part of the late war received 
a bounty in land of three hundred and twenty 
acres each—the soldier received this over and 
above his pay, subsistence, clothing, and other 
allowances. The land was called a bounty; but 
it was a bounty in the sense of the bounty money 
paid to the recruit at the time of enlistment; 1t 
was pay,and not a gift. The Senator comes from 
a State which opposed the bounty land to the 
soldiers of the late war, to aid in repulsing the 
British. He now opposes bounties to settlers in 
Florida, to drive the Indians from that Territory; 
and in all this his State is consistent. She acts 
on a uniform principle, and is entitled to respect 
for her steadfastness of purpose. No, sir, these 
bounties are not gifts, but payments for greatand 
valuable services. The Senator says the land 
will amount to three million two hundred thou- 
sand acres, and will be worth $4,000,000; and this 
is true. The land would bring, if sold, $4,000,000 
to the Treasury; but it has to be conquered be- 
fore it can be sold! It will have to be conquered ! 
These settlers will have to conquer the three mil- 
lion two hundred thousand acres for themselves, 
and, also, at the same time, will conquer above 
twenty million acres more for the Government; 
for the Indians now have possession of twenty- 
six million acres of land in East Florida, the 
greater part of it public land, and of which the 
Government can have no use until the Indians are 
expelled. Grant that the land would be worth 
$4,000,000, when it is conquered, it is worth 
nothing to us now; and it will be the cheapest 
payment that can be made for the conquest of 
`lorida. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
startled at $4,000,000; yet his fishermen have 
drawn upwards of six million dollars in bounties, 
and are now actually drawing, from year to year, 
at the rate of $257,000 per annum. 

The Senator from Massachusetts objects also 
to the rations, the medicines, the seed grains, the 
transportation, and the hospital attendance, which 
is to be given to the settlers. He considers all 
these aids as gratuities, as naked gifts, bestowed 
upon the settlers for nothing. Far otherwise is 
the fact, Mr. President. They are in payment of 
military services; they are in part payment for 
the same services for which the land is granted; 
and they rest upon the same principle as similar 
supplies to militia and volunteers, when called 
into the service of the United States, would rest 
upon. The whole of these small items together 
will not cost the Treasury more than half a mil- 
lion dollars; a mere trifle compared to the expense 
of calling out militia and volunteers on every 
alarm. Governor Gilmer, with the sanction of 
the Government, has just called out five hundred 
men for the protection of the frontiers of Georgia; 
other bodies have been called out for the protec- 
tion of middle Florida and the country about St. 
Augustine; and these calls must be repeated as 
often as depredations are committed, as often as 
alarms, real or false, continue to occur. The teg- 
ular troops cannot guard the frontiers; they may 
do all they can; the Indians will elude them; will 
avoid their presence; will steal in upon the settle- 


iments, and will massacre families. Then volun- 


teers will be called out; they will come when they 
are called; and they will be paid. A large annual 
expenditure must be looked for in this way, over 
and above the expenses for the regular troops, 
until the Indians are removed, unless the country 
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is occupied by armed settlers. These are the effi- 
cient means to terminate the war; and they are 
the cheapest means—cheapest in a mere moneyed 
point of view, to say nothing of being cheapest in 
lives. 

It is objected to the bill by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] that these ten thou- 
sand settlers are to be without military organiza- 
tion; and possibly he might have found a still 
stronger objection to them if they had been or- 
ganized. If they had been organized, then we 
should have encountered objections to an army 


of ten thousand men, over and above our regular | 


Army of twelve thousand. This was well fore- 
seen; it was foreseen that we should have a cry 
against a new army; and, therefore, the settlers 
go under their real characters of cultivators, and 
when assembled in their stations, they can 
form themseives into companies and battalions, 
if they please, under the laws of Florida, or 
they may remain in their stations and choose 
a leader from among themselves, if they wish 
to make expeditions, and pursue the Indians. 
They can make such expeditions if they please; 
it will be at their.own option; the bill does not 
require it; itrequires but three things; first, to live 
at the station; secondly, to defend it if attacked; 
thirdly, to cultivate the ground for their own ben- 
efit. This is all that the bill requires, and to do 
these things requires no military organization. 
Doubtless the settlers will defend themselves, and 
they can ‘choose their own leaders for that pur- 
ose. United States troops will always be at 
and to aid them; and such disposition of the 
troopscan be made that every station will be with- 
in protecting distance of a body of regulars. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
further objects to the bill because it contemplates 
a settlement of the Territory of Florida. He 
says itis a bill to promote settlement, to cause 
the country to be settled, to induce people to go 
to the country and settle there. Sir, it is rather 
a bill to resettle the country, to reoccupy it, to 
repeople it. Often has it been stated in this de- 
bate that the inhabitants of four counties and a 
half of this portion of Florida have been driven 
from their homes for three years; that about one 
hundred miles square of the territory between 
the Suwannee and the St. Johns, and between 
the Georgia line and the Withlacoochee river, all 


settled over at the breaking out of this war, and | 


part of it settled under the Spanish Government, 
has been depopulated by this war, the inhabitants 
driven from their homes, and now anxiously 
wishing to return. 


It is an object of the bill, also, to restore the set- 


tlement and to rebuild the light-house atthe point | 


of the peninsula, whereso much commerce passes, 


where the contracted gorge of the gulf, the vio- | 
lence of the guifstream, and the frequent preva- | 


lence of contradictory winds, subject merchant 


vessels to danger of being wrecked, and where | 


the wrecked American mariner is more certain of 
being massacred than he would be on the most 
barbarian coast of any part of Africa or of Asia. 
Mr. B. here read a letter from Licutenant Shu- 
brick, of the United States Navy, dated in De- 
cember last, showing the force of the Indians, the 
danger to ships and mariners, the supplies which 
the hostile Indians received there from wrecked 
vessels, and the necessity of aiding the commerce 
of the country, as well as protecting the lives of 
our citizens, in that exposed point of the penin- 
sula of Florida. The following is the letter: 


UNITED STATES SLOOP PANTHER, 
Orr Key Biscayno, December 3, 1838. 

Sir: I have the honor to report to you, that after having 
executed your order relative to the transfer of stores from 
Indian Key, I proceeded to Key Biscayno, and made expe- 
ditions in the Boca Ratones. We fell in with large bodies 
of Indians, who came to the edge of.the woods and built 
fires, to entice us on shore. I did not attack them, their 
force being too large. On Sunday, the 24th November, a 
boat came alongside, informing me that the steamer Wil- 
mington was ashore to the north of Cape Florida. The 
Panther was immediately under weigh, and about fifty miles 
above the cape I had the pleasing satisfaction of rescuing 
the rest of her crew, sixteen in number. These, with two 
boats, I brought to Key Biseayno. 

In the interim I dispatched acting Lieutenant C. R, 
Howard with the barge Shacco, in one of thesloops of Mr. 
Housman, to the wreck of a Spanish brig. He saved her 
crew, (nearly thirty slaves,) a large portion of her cargo, 


but was subsequently blown off, and the barge, most unfor- | 


tunately, lost in getting her in, I then went upin the Pan- 


It is one of the objects of the | 
bill to restore these exiled families to their homes. | 


| day thatthe New World was discovered up to the 


| the old and tried mode of proceeding—to go back 


| until the Indians arc expelled from the country. 


ther—got a great deal of lead from her, and other articles 
that would have been valuable to the Indians, and burnt her. 
The Indians were in sight in the river behind the hill. 
Respectfully, &c., I have the honor to be, > 
E. T. SHUBRICK, 


Acting Lieutenant. 
Lieutenant Commandant Jons MeLavcnLin, United States | 
Schooner Wave. ! 
Having read this letter, Mr. B.. appealed to |; 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] as 
a friend to commerce, and as representing a com- 
mercial State, to aid in restoring the exiled in- 
habitants to their homes at the point of the pen- 
insula; that the light-house which the Indians | 
had burnt down might be rebuilt, and a popula- | 
tion established there, not only to succor mariners 
and ships after they were wrecked, but before it; | 
to relieve them while in distress, and to save lives, | 
vessels, and property, from the dangers which 
they now encountered. In the name of commerce, 
Mr. B. invoked the Senator from Massachusetts 
to cease his opposition, and to give his aid to the 
settlement of Florida; to its occupation and re- | 
occupation by our own citizens, to the exclusion 
of the marauding and murdering Indians which |! 
now roamed over it, ravaging where they went. | 
Forty-one thousand. square miles of territory; | 
a region from the Suwannee river to the Atlantic 
ocean, from the State of Georgia to Cape Sable; 
a region of country above four hundred miles in 
length and more than one hundred in breadth— | 
this vast region, capable of sustaining a large 
population, rich in the production of the most 
valuable tropical crops and fruits, the proper re- 
gion of the mulberry, where three generations 
of the silk worm, and consequently three suc- | 
cessive supplies of their rich products, may be | 
annually expected; where fisheries of great value | 
await our industry; and where, from its geo- | 
graphical position, commerce demands aid and 
succor. This large and rich region now demands 
the protection of this Government, and certainly | 
protection is the first duty which the Govern- | 
ment owes to its citizens. | 
The Senator from Massachusetts, in the uni- | 
versality of his objections to the bill, deprecates 
it as a new measure—as a new mode of proceed- | 
ing, never before thought of. Sir, it is new, I | 
admit; but new only in the sense of the French | 
proverb, which says: ‘nothing is new but what | 
has been forgotten.” In this sense the plan of! 
the bill is. new; for the Senator seems to have for- | 
gotten that every inch of territory on this conti- | 
nent, now occupied by white people, was taken | 
from the Indians by armed settlers, and that pre- | 
emptions and donations of Jand have forever re- | 
| 
| 


warded the bold settlers who rendered this ser- 
vice to the civilization of the world. The savages 
have given way before the armed settler from the 


presenttime. The blockhouse, the stockade, the 
rifle, have taken the country, and have held it, 
from the shores of the Atlantic to the far West;and 
in every instance grants of land have rewarded the 
courage and enterprise of the bold pioneer. The 
bill, then, instead of proposing something never | 
heard of before, proposes, in fact, to go back to 


to the ancient and wise practice of our forefa- 
thers, and to follow the course which has been 
always followed in the settlement of new coun- 
tries. 


SETTLEMENT OF FLORIDA. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In rue Senare, February 5, 1839. 


The bill for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of that part of Florida which is now over- || 
run and infested by hostile bands of Indians, was 
taken up and read. . 

[The bill proposes to grant three hundred and |} 
twenty acres of land to each white settler over | 
the age of eighteen, able to bear arms, not eX- 
ceeding ten thousand men, who shall settle in 
such parts of Florida as shall be indicated by the | 
Government, and to remain there as cultivators | 

| 
i 


j 
The settlers to live in stations of from forty to jj 
one hundred men; to have a special protection 
from the United States troops while putting up 


| for the benefit of the health, comfort 


Tae : 
l their blockhouses, and a general protection after- 
wards. The United States to supply them with 
| provisions for one year, and with seed grains and 
| seed vegetables for the first crop, with ammuni+ 
| tion until peace is restored, and transportation to 
distant stations; each settler to choose his own 
land, according to the date of settlement, so that 
first settlers shall have first choices within their 
respective districts; with several minor provisions 
, and safety 
of the settler.] f 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. BENTON said that it wasa new measure, 
proposing a radical change in the mode of ex- 
pelling the Indians from Florida, and that an ex- 
position of its principles, and of the reasons for 
proposing it, would naturally be expected by the 
Senate. 

It isa new measure. It proposes to carry sèt- 
tlers, instead of militia and volunteers, to Flori- 
da; it proposes settlement and cultivation, instead 
of campaigns and battles; it proposes to substitute 
the ax, the plow, and the hoe, for the gun, the 
sword, and the bayonet.” This isa radical change 
in our mode of operating in Florida, and the rea- 
sons for it are clear and decisive. Troops have 
been tried, and have failed in accomplishing thè 
object. Every species of troops have been tried; 
regulars, militia, and volunteers, horse and foot. 
They have made campaigns and fought battles 
for three years, and have done all that men could 
do under'such ciréumstances; and they have suf- 
fered more than men ought to be required to suffer 
in such a war; and all without accomplishing the 
object. Three years have been consumed in mili- 
tary operations; and at what cost and with what 
results? Atthe cost in money of near $20,000,000; 
in lives, of near forty officers killed, or died of 
their wounds, or of the climate; of many wounded; 
of nearly four hundred soldiers killed and wounded. 
of the regular Army; besides heavy losses among 
the militia and volunteers. Thisisthe cost! and 
what are the results? The results are four coun- 
ties of Florida depopulated—the Indians ravag- 
ing the country from Cape Sable to the Okefino- 
kee swamp—the frontiers of Georgia attacked— 
depredations carried to the suburbs of St. Augus- 
tine and Tallahassee—the light-house at Florida 
Point burnt and destroyed—shipwrecked mari- 
ners on the coast of Florida massacred—and all 
cultivation suspended over a large district of 
country, part of which was settled and cultivated 
under the doniinion of Spain, when Florida was 


| a province of that kingdom. These are the re- 


sults after three years of military operations— 
after this great cost in money and in lives. 

The incfficacy of campaigns and battles is 
proved; and the question is, what shall we do 
next? Shall we continue to call out thousands of 
volunteers to codperate with the regular Army in 
the further prosecution of the war ?. Shall we con- 
tinue to call upon the surrounding States for their 
annual supply of men and horses for this fruitless 
service? Shall we stil project campaigns and bat- 
tles? Our opinion is, that.we shall cease with 
that mode of carrying on the contest; that we 
shall give up the idea of campaigns and battles; 
that we shall open our eyes to the truth of the 

roblem that this is not a service for an army to 
be employed upon! that it is an unfit and im- 
practicable service for an army; and that an armed. 
occupation and settlement of the territory is the 
true way of expelling the Indians and pacifying 
the country. 

This is the mode recommended and sanctioned 


| by the Administration, and approved by the most 


experienced officers. The Secretary of War, in 
his report at the commencement of the session, 
suggests the plan. General Jesup, who has been 
so much employed, and rendered so much real 
service in‘Florida, fully approvesit. The Surgeon 
General, Dr. Lawson, who has done double duty 
in Florida—commanding a corps and healing the 
sick and the wounded—also fully approves it. 
Governor Call, in a message to the ‘Territorial 
Legislature, does the same. General Hernandez, 
a native of St. Augustine, engaged in several of 
the expeditions against the Indians, and a great 
loser by their depredations, also is full and ex- 
plicit in favor of the new plan.’ The sentiments 
of all these gentlemen have been made known to 
the Senate, in written communications, addressed 
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to the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and printed and laid upon the tables of 
members. The change, then, which the bill-pro- 
poses, has the approval of experienced officers, 
best qualified to give an opinion upon the subject. 

The state of things in Florida, cannot remain as 
they are. They cannot stand still in their pres+ 
ent condition. We must do something; and it 
does seem to me that the plan proposed is not 
only the best, but, perhaps, the only mode of ac- 
complishing what has been so long tried in vain. 
I hold it to be. the best mode, in every aspect, 
under which the question ‘can be considered, of 
expelling the Indians from Florida. , In the first 
place, itis the cheapest mode. Considered ina 
Mere pecuniary point of view—under the mere 
head of expense—and it mustbe far cheaper than 
the further employment of large bodies of militia 
and volunteers, in addition to the regular force 
disposable for that service. Almost the only ex- 

ense would be in land; and land of which we 
ave not the possession, and which the settlers 
must conquer for us before we can give it to them; 
and, with it, must. conquer upwards of twenty 
million acres more for us. The whole quantity 
to be granted will be but three million two hun- 
dred thousand acres; its value to the United States 
nothing now, and only $4,000,000 when these 
settlers shall have expelled the Indians from it. 
The quantity is kut three million and a quarter 
of acres; only the eighth part of what the settlers 
will acquire for the United States; for the whole 
quantity, of lands of which these Indians have the 
ossession is about twenty-six million acres, and 
ar the greater part of it public property. The 
settlers, then, are to be paid with a small part of 
their own earnings. Four million dollars’ worth 
of land, to be conquered from the Indians by the 
settlers themselves,. will constitute almost the 
whole expense. The rations, the ammunition, 
the transportation, the medicines, and the seed 
rains, all together, cannot cost half a million dol- 
ars; so that the total expense under the bill will 
be $4,500,000; and this upon a certainty; for, un- 
less the object is accomplished, no land will be 
earned. 

In the next place, it is the most humane method 
of terminating this war. It is most humane to 
our own people; for it is terrible to employ our 
Army and our citizen soldiers—all of them valu- 
able in themselves, and connected with parents, 
wives, and children, to whom their lives are both 
precious and necessary—it is terrible to emplo 
officers, soldiers, and citizens upon a service w hich 
is but little above that of hunting wild beasts, and 
in which the killed and wounded undergo a spe- 
cies of assassination from an invisible hand, and 
in which no prisoners are made. It is most hu- 
‘mane with respect to the Indians themselves; for 
the effect of the settlements will be to expel them 
from the country by the advance of population, 
and almost without bloodshed. The establishment 
of ten thousand cultivators in the country, occu- 
pying one or two hundred positions to command 
the coasts and all the healthy and valuable spots, 
will soon have its uniform effect upon the Indians. 
They will recede as the stations advance: they 
will retire beyond the Mississippi when they hear, 
from the Okefinokee swamp to Cape Sable, the 
sound of the ax, the crack of the rifle, and the 
fierce barking of the house-dog. With litile efu- 
sion of blood on either side will this protracted 
contest, in this manner, be brought to a close. 
Considerations of humanity, then, demand its 
adoption, In the third place, it will be the most 
efficacious method. It will be no longer a strug- 
gle of the whites against the Indians, but of the 

ndians against the whites. The action of the war 
will be reversed. Now the Indians are the pos- 
sessors of the country, and the effort is on the 
part of the whites to dislodge them from their fast- 
nesses; then the whites will become the possessors, 
and it will be the business of the Indians to drive 
them out of their stations. This they can never 
do. A hollow square of block-houses, manned 
by four or five rifles each, and guarded by the 
faithful mastiff, is secure from attack or surprise 
from any number of Indians whatever. All the 
Indians in the United States could not take one 
of these stations. The plan which we recommend 
is, therefore, certainly the best in three essential 
features of cheapness, humanity, and efficiency. 


that the plan is not practicable; thatis'to say, that 
ten thousand men cannot be found who will go to 
Florida upon the terms of the bill. To this would 
answer, in the first place, that there is no know- 
ing whether the plan will succeed or not, until it 
is tried. In the next place, I would answer that 
the objection furnishes no reason for. voting 
against the bill, even if it could be known to be 
true; for the experiment. can cost nothing unless 
itsucceeds, ‘The settlers can receive no rations 
unless they go to their stations: they. can receive 
no land unless they remain there until the Indians 
are removed. It is, therefore, a bill which may 
do great good, and can do no- harm. If it suc- 
ceeds, everything is gained; if it miscarries, noth- 
ing is lost. It will bean innocent and costless 
experiment at all events. There is, therefore, no 
harm in trying it. So much for the objection even 
if founded in truth !. But I deny its truth. {hold 
it to be unfounded; and that, in point of fact, the 
plan is every way practicable; that the ten thou- 
sand settlers will go—thatthey will maintain their 
position when they get there—will accomplish 
the object for which they go—and will do well 
for themselves, as well as render a great service 
to their country by going. 

The settlers will go if the bill passes; the in- 

ducements are sufficient to carry them. Three 
hundred and twenty acres of land, selected by 
the settler himself out of twenty-six million 
acres, (for the large grants to the Duke of Ala- 
gon, the Count Punon Rostro, and Don Pedro 
de Vargas, are all declared null and void by the 
treaty of epee three hundred. and twenty 
acres of land so selected out of so jarge a quan- 
tity, in a region of such valuable productions, 
must be a rich remuneration for two or three 
years residence in Florida, with all the other ad- 
vantages which the bill proposes toconfer. True, 
this land would be worth but $400 to the Govern- 
ment; true, the Treasury would receive no more 
than $400 if the three hundred and twenty acres 
should be sold; but the sum which the Govern- 
ment would receive would be no criterion of its 
value. It would be worth a far larger sum; it 
would be worth many dollars an acre to the set- 
tler—far more than he could earn in the same 
length of time by any pursuit or occupation which 
he could follow. Great is the intrinsic value of 
good land in the peninsula of Florida. Highly 
valuable it is for its productions and for its local- 
ity. Besides the rich products of cotton and 
sugar, and the famous Cuba tobacco, worth thirty 
dollars a hundred — besides these rich staples 
many of the most valuable tropical fruits are 
grown there; fruits, the cultivation of which is 
so easy and the value so great. ‘The pine apple, 
the orange, lemons, limes, figs, the plantain, 
cocoa, with the most delicious grapes and melons, 
are all grown there. The capacity for producing 
these valuable crops and fruits give a great intrin- 
sic value to the good lands of Florida, to say 
nothing of the liveoak and other fine timber which 
abound in many parts. Besides the land, the bill 
proposes other advantages to the settler; sub- 
sistence for one year, seed grains and vegetables, 
ammunition, medicines, reception of the sick in 
the military hospitals, transportation, aid in put- 
ing up ieek houses, special protection while 
establishing the station, general protection after- 
wards, land to ase before they get their own, and 
the benefit of all their own time and labor. Such 
are the advantages which the bill proposes, in 
addition to the three hundred ‘and twenty acres 
of land; and surely there is no possible way in 
which a man by his own exertions—any young 
man able to bear arms, though not of age—can 
in so short a time, with so much ease to himself, 
without the use of capital, and by his mere indi- 
vidual personal exertions, make and clear so val- 
uable an estate. 

Great error prevailsin the common estimate of 
_the value of these Florida lands. By many, all 
the pine lands are condemned, when in fact much 
of them have a clay and marl foundation, and are 
of great value. Great bodies of savanna, exten- 


and marl, are found, all adapted to valuable cul- 
tivation. On this head the letters of Dr. Lawson 
and General Hernandez are full and satisfac- 
tory. 


It-may be objected by some, Mr. President, į. 


| or five riflemen in it. 


sive hammocks, rich swamps, alluvials, clay, | 


The settlers will go, and when there will main- 
tain. themselves. Subsistence will be easy, for 
the first yearthe Government suppliesit. In that 
time grain and -vegetables will. be produced. 
Cattle, swine, and fowls, will be introduced. The 
natural. supplies of. the country will contribute 
much towards the support of the inhabitants. 
The. forests abound with game, with deer, tur- 
keys, and quails; the waters are covered with 
aquatic fowls, and filled with fish, turtle, and 
oysters. Itis the opinion of General Jesup, so 
declared in his letter which has been printed by 
order of the Senate, that the fisheries on the coast 
of Florida, in proportion to their extent, will 
prove as valuable as those of Newfoundland. 
Many indigenous vegetables are found; of which 
the wild potato, the brier root, the cabbage tree, 
the palmetto, and the wild arrow root, are the 
most considerable. The climate will admit of 
two crops of grain and vegetables within the 

ear. The settler can find no difficulty in pro- 
viding for his subsistence. He should, go the 
first year without his family. His rations will 
be sufficient: for himself that year; the second 
year his family will find their support in the 
produce of the crops, in the increase of cattle, 
swine, and fowls, and in the boundless supplies 
of the forest and waters. 

The settlers can maintain themselves against 
the Indians. Even if they had no assistance from 
the United States troops, they could maintain their 
positions. They are to be formed into stations 
of from forty to one hundred men at each place. 
These stations will be a species of fortification, 
covering ground enough to shelter many people, 
and impregnable to Indians. The block-houses 
may be arranged into hollow squares, to include 
several hundred acres of ground for cultivation; 
or they may be formed into a line across a point, 
or along a coast, within the distance of rifle cross 
firing, with four or five men allotted to each house. 
Such stations could not be taken by force; and, 
with the faithful house dog for a sentinel, they 
could not be surprised. I hold a block-house to 
be impregnable against Indians. No number of 
Indians can take one of those houses, with four 
It is the strongest defense 
in the world against small-arms. Of this, you, 
sir, {addressing himself to the Vice President, 
Colonel R. M. Jounson,] of this you have full 
knowledge, from the experience of the carly set- 
tlers in Kentucky and Tennessee. Few or no 
block-houses were even taken there, the strength 
of the house securing it against force, and tie 
vigilance of the mastiff securing it against strata- 
gem. Our late southern Indian wars have fur- 
nished striking instances to the same effect, of 
which I will mention one. At the breaking out 
of the Creek war in 1813, the inhabitants on the 
Mobile and Alabama rivers collected into a sta- 
tion, which soon acquired a frightful celebrity. 
It was called Fort Mimms. A battalion of militia 
guarded the place, and a great number of families 
sought shelter within its huts and stockades. I 
wos at the place a few months afterwards, and 
verified the facts of which I speak. Among other 
families under the shelter of this fort, was that 
of two brothers, their names Pearce, natives of 
one of the New England States. They were 
considerate, reflecting, clear-sighted men, cautious 
and brave. 

In the Friday night preceding the Monday on 
which the fort was surprised, they were con- 
vinced, by the fierce and peculiar growling of the 
dogs, that the Indians were about—that they were 
exainining the place preparatory to an attack 
upon it; and they were convinced, from the neg- 
ligence which prevailed at the fort, that it might 
be surprised. These brothers had asaw milltwo 
miles off, and for its protection a block house 
near toit. They concluded that they would be 
safer in their own block house, with their four or 
five rifles, than in a fort so negligently guarded. 
This was Friday night; on Saturday morning 
they acted on this belief; they removed their 


| household to the block house; and, at twelve 


o’clock on Monday, Fort Mimms was surprised 
andtaken. Hearing the firing, one ofthe brothers 
mounted a horse, rode down to the scene, sat in 
a copse of wood, saw the rifle, the knife, and the 
hatchet dispatching the children, the women,and 
the men, as the flames of the burning fort drove 
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no Senate: 


them out of the stockade into the open ground 


about. When the massacre was over, the- In- 
dians turned their steps to the block house of the 
Pearces. They examined it; they walked round 
it at a respectful distances they went off; and 
those two brothers, with a few- men- in their €m- 
ploy, maintained their position during the whole 
war, Without the loss of a life,and with the com- 


plete protection of their own property. This is || 


an example, in point, te show. the safety of a 
block house, and numerable others. might be re- 
lated. Entirely safe, then, will be the proposed 
settlers in Florida, even without the protection of 
a military foree: But it is not intended to leave 
them without protection. The regular troops of 
the United States will remain in the country, oc- 
cupying commanding positions, reconnoitering, 
aarching, pursuing the Indians, and defending 
the settlers. There are now six regiments em- 
ployed on that service; one of dragoons, two of 
artillery, and three of infantry. They comprise 
nearly four thousand men; and, even without the 
clause to that effect in the bill, there can be no 
question but that the Government will keep upa 
strong military force in the country, and give all 
possible protection, security, and. defense to. the 
settlers. Besides this:land force, small vessels of. 
war have been kept upon that station:to succor 
troops and mariners, and will doubtless be con- 
tinued there. 

The settlers will find healthy positions for their 
stations. On this point the letter of the Surgeon 
General, Dr. Lawson, is full and explicit; and his 
skill asa medical man, and his knowledge of the 
country as having been in it, and at the furthest 


extremity of the peninsula, for nearly two years, | 


make hima judge of the highest character, and 
& witness of the highest authority. He testifies 


found at various points, and generally along the 


coasts, and particularly at the point of the penin- | 
After describing a great number of | 


vula itself, : 
healthy and fertile districts, desirable for settle- 


‘nents, he thus speaks of the immediate point of | 


the peninsula: 


“¢ At Cape Sable there is a beautiful spot for a military 
post and depot for a colony, which should be established on 
& prairie running east and by north from tiiat cape along the 
coast towards Cape Florida. This prairie rans immediately 
an the sea-sbore for thirty-five miles; then. turns a little 
aorth and tothe interior of the country, extending, perlfaps, 
iwenty or thirty miles more in length. It appears to be an 
Inclined plane, failing iinpereeptibly from the sea-shore to 


the everglades, a distance of Gitteen or twenty miles, to the | 
From what I saw of the products | 


interior of the country. 
of the land on the cape and the islands in the vicinity, È 
am induced to believe that the soil of this prairie. will pro- 
duce in great perfection grain and vegetables of every kind, 
with sugar-cane, colton, &e. Through the prairie there are 


numerous clumps and groves of trees, which will afford i 
The keys | 
end saudbars in front of the cape make an excellent harbor | 


hoth fuch and building timber for the settlers. 


for steamboats and sail vessels drawing from six to ten fect 
water. “he waters along this coast are full of turtle and 


fish of every kind, and the prairie and woods around | 


bound in game. 


“The immediate site of Cape Sable is evidently healthy, | 


ks are almost all situations directly on the sea-board ; and I 
have no doubt that healthy positions can be gotten on the 


j 


prairie, asthe. climate is delightful even in the suinmer : 


cason, from the prevalence of the sea breeze, or trade ! 


winds.” 


This deseription of the peninsula (said Mr. B.) | 


puts a different face upon. it from that which it 
had before borne. 


shown to be healthy, fertile, and beautiful, and 


furnishing good. homes for two thousand settlers | 


under this bill, at three hundred and twenty acres 
of land each. 

Sir, the plan proposed by the bill is a good 
plan, and must succeed if it is tried. The men 
will go; they will maintain their positions; and 
the Indians will goaway. 
than can be devised; for, unless-it succeeds, it 
will cost nothing.. No rations will be issued un- 
less the men go to the stations; no land will be 
granted unless they remain there until the In- 
dians are expelled. It will cost-nothing unless 
it succeeds; and in this it differs from all other 


all. other plans the expense is certain, the suc- 


It is certain that it will sus- | 
tain a.large population, merely from-agricultural | 
pursuits, and. independently of the commerce | 
which its geographical position will command. | 
The immediate point itself, heretofore believed to į 
be barren sand, or insalubrious marsh, is here | 


Itis the cheapest plan- 


į 
i 
E 
f 
i 


but $4,500,000, $4,000,000 of which will be paid 


iv land, of which the settlers will have to gain 
possession from the Indians; and, at the same 
time will gain possession of upwards of twenty 
million acres for the United States, over and above 
what will pay. themselves. Compared to the 


| heavy expense.of campaigns against the Indians, 


this expenditure is comparatively nothing. Com- | 
pared with the mere defense of the country and 
the surrounding settlements, now occupying six 
regiments of regulars, and always more or less 
of militia and volunteers, called out upon every 
alarm, and it will still be found to be far the 
cheapest. Manage as they may, unless the 
country is occupied by armed settlers, the mere 
defense of the frontiers in perpetual calls for mili- 
tia and volunteers, will amount to a great sum 
annually; and, eventually, to far more than would 
be the whole expense of expelling the. Indians 
and pacifying the country under this bill. The 
ten thousand men are not too many. Itisacase 
in which both economy and humanity require an 
ample number to be employed at once. The 
country to:be occupied is of great extent, abound- 
ing with fastnesses; and of a form to require the 
greatest number of men to protect it. It is up- 
wards of four hundred miles in length, by above 
one-hundred in: breadth, with large swamps in 
many places, and presenting an outline of: at least 
nine hundred miles, every part of which requires 
defense. Spread ten thousand men over this su- | 
perfice, and along this outline, in: stations of 
from forty to. one hundred each, and it will be 
found that the settlements will be sparsely enough 
scattered over it. 

This is the plan, Mr. President, for the recov- 
ery and pacification of Florida. It is recom- | 


| mended by the Secretary of War, approved by | 
to the salubrity of the stations which may be | 


the most experienced officers, and is practicable 
on its face. It is the plan on which we rely; and 
the question is, shall we adopt this plan, or do 
nothing, and leave the work to the regular troops, 
and to the militia and volunteers which, from time 
to time, may be called out? Experience shows 
that this mode of warfare can accomplish no re- 
sults; that, at the end of three years, the popula- 
tion of four counties remain driven from. their. 


and St. Augustine are penetrated and attacked, 
forty-one thousand square miles of our territory 
are ravaged by a savage foe; and a large extent of 
coast, including a cape which must be doubled, 
lying between the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlan- 
tic—between New Orleans and New York—is 
more unsafe to the American mariner than the 
savage shores of the most barbarian nationsin any | 
part of Africa, Asia, or New Holland. This state 

of things cannot be tolerated—cannotbe permitted 

to continue. The United States Government owes 

defense to its citizens, and protection to its Terri- 

tories. It owes protection and security to its com- 

merce. We cannot give up the peninsula of 

Florida to a banditti of savages; we cannot sur- 

render it to become a refuge to runaway slaves, 

marauding Indians, and to freebooters and pirates 

from the surrounding islands and keys of the 

Gulf of Mexico. 
own coast to remain more dangerous to our mar 
iners than the coasts of the most distant and bar- 
barian nation; we cannot suffer ourselves to be 
baffled in a contest with a tribe of savages. We 
must subdue these Indians; we must pacify and 
settle Florida. The plan we propose is the only 
one from which success, in any reasonable time, 
is expected. It is the only one which we now 
have to offer; and, having thus made an exposi- 
tion of the principle of the bill, it would be very 
agreeable tome, and a course strictly parliament- 
ary: in itself, to take the sense of the Senate on 
the principle of the measure, unembarrassed with 
details, on a motion to strike out the first section, | 
or to postpone the whole bill indefinitely. If 

there are: Senators who object. to the whole plan. 
of the bill—to- the whole idea of an armed-occu- 
pation by settlers and cultivators—let them move | 
to strike out, or to postpone. We shall then | 


We cannot permit a part of our | 


|| tain number of 


SETTLEMENT OF FLORIDA. 


REMARKS OF HON. LEWIS F. LINN, 
OF MISSOURI, 
In tue Senate, February 5, 1839. 
The bill for the armed occupation and settlement of that 


| part of Florida which is now overrun and infested by hos- 
| tile bands of Indians, being under considcration-— g 


Mr. LINN said there was great necessity of 

| adopting this or some similar measure, and gave 

it as his opinion that, with the means heretofore 

used, we should not bring this. unfortunate war 

| toa close in less than halfa century. We will ac~ 

complish no good by sending detachments of the 

regular army against these Indians. Our officers, 

it seemed to him, were too fearful of being beaten 

to act efficiently or to encounter them successful- 

ly. We-must get men there who will be determ- 

ined to subdue the Indians at all hazards. Let an 

| one look back at the battle of Okechobe, and it 

would be obvious that there never was less mili- 
tary skill than was displayed on that occasion, 
| that the errors committed on that day; arose from 
the fear on the part. of the commanding general: 
of being defeated-by the Seminoles, Mr. L. said. 
i that he could scarcely trust himself to speak: of 
that battle, for, generally speaking, it agitated: 
him profoundly even. to think of it, ; He was-not 
certain that he ought to trust himself to speak of 
it at all, and the Senate would remember the rear, 
sons why, asa Missourian, he manifested feeling 
and discomposure in adverting to that -battle,. 
{Mr. L. alluded to the slaughter of the Missouti. 
volunteers, and the attempt that was made totar- 

nish their reputation] He was satisfied that ‘the 

| best defense for the great western frontier. would 

be a cordon of just such men as his colleague had, 
asked for in his bill. If you will give three hun-. 
dred and twenty acres of land lying along that: 
whole line of frontier, of one thousand two hun- 
dred miles in length, to every man who would 
settle on it, and engage in its defense, you would 
at once organize a force that would set at defiance 
those hordes of savages which the policy of this 
Government had accumulated on that border, and, 
of whose formidable numbers his. friend from 
South Caroling [Mr. Preston] had spoken. 
Mr. L. here spoke in favorable terms of the bill 
introduced by one of the Senators from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Funron,] setting apart a certain portion of 
land on that frontier as bourity lands for settlers 
who will engage in its defense. That whole fron- 
tier (Mr. L. said) was sparsely settled, and. this 

| state of things offered a temptation to marauding 

bands of savages to attack them. Build upa wall 

against the sixty thousand Indian warriors strung 

along that border, of hardy, brave, and enterpris- 

ing pioneers, and your regular army will find 

employment in preventing the whites from’en- 

croaching on and overwhelming the Indians. And 

that should be the state of things. We are enti- 

| tled to tranquillity and safety, and they to per- 

manent protection, that they. may. pursue the path 

| which is to lead them to: improvement in civiliza- 

i| tion, Christianity, and their concomitant: bless- 


i 
|i ings. 
|| Mr. L. said he did not believe there was any 
| danger. of a general war with ali the Indians on 
i that frontier, unless we should have war with 
|| Great Britain, in which event we may look forit 
| to a great certainty. At present-we have a strong 
|i hold on many tribes, through large annuities se- 
|i cuted to them by treaties, and which they will 
lose by going to war with the United States. Bat 
the danger now is, that some tribe on which we 
have no hold through their interests, may com- 
mence hostilities, and be joined immediately by 
clouds of young, turbulent, and active warriors, 
from veighboring tribes. If you will, Mr. Presi- 
dent, give lands to persons who will pledge them- 
selves to inhabit and cultivate the same for a cer- 
ears, and let them have choice 
| land, you wold. find many, very many, in the 
| South and West, actuated by pretty much the 
same motives which Toussaint or Christophe said. 
| governed the Yankees—that is, if a bag of coffee 


have the sense of the Senate upon the principle | 


: “of the measure; and if that sense is against tne- 
plans which have been or can be devised, In| 


whole measure, much time and trouble will be i 


: : | saved in avoiding: all the labor of perfecting de- | 
cess uncertain, If it does- succeed, it will cost | tails, 


i 


was hung up at the gates of the infernal regions; 
| a Yankee would be found enterprising enough to 
'go there and get it. So it was. with the hardy 
i pioneers of the West and Southwest.: Tell them 
i that you will give them a section or half section 
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‘Ho. or Regs. 


of first-rate land, and you will find plenty to go 
and take it, and keep it, too, in defiance of all the 
savages that may infest it. Place Colt’s rifle in 
the hands of the settlers, and let them havea few 


dogs to give warning of their lurking places, and | 


to start them from their coverts, instead of send- 
ing into the dark and tangled hammock your 
men, to be shot down by ah invisible foe, and he 
would venture to assert that, ina very short space 
of time, a hostile Seminole would not be left in 
Florida. oe : 

He said he was con 
would not bring the war to a close in half a cen- 
tury. Neither the education nor habits of the of- 
ficers or men qualified them for this kind of war- 
fare, where abundance of hard knocks were given 
but no laurels to'be gained. If the regiinent that 
was held in reserve at the battle of Okechobe had 
been thrown upon one of the flanks of the enemy, 
and Colonel. Foster’s on the other, we would have 
been- spared the pain of seeing our people shot 
down in the presence of a masked battery, and 
where all the noble efforts were unavailing; but 
the contest would have been ended at once, either 
by driving the Seminoles into Lake Okechobe in 
their rear, or forcing an immediate surrender. 
This, to us, bloody battle was ended at last, when 
Colonel Foster made an attack upon one of the 
flanks of the Indians. Ele said he did not know 
whether Colonel Foster made this movement on 
his own responsibility or under orders from his 


commander; but, if it was a voluntary act, he de~ | 


served the lasting gratitude of his country. The 
officers of our regular Army were generally gal- 
Jant'and accomplished gentlemen, and would, no 


doubt, distinguish themselves in a war with Eng- 


fident the regular Army i| 


land, France, or any civilized Power; but they | 


were not very efficient in Indian warfare, 
considered that death, eternal death, to their mil- 
itar 

of their being defeated by a miserable band of un- 
tutored Indians, which, in his opinion, rendered 
them overcautious. Jf you want this war ended 
promptly, you must send men into Morida who 
can swim creeks, plunge into swamps and mo- 
ragsea, pillow their heads upon logs, Ded 

and water, thread the forest and hammock, and 
undergo every hardship and privation; and the 
war will be closed only by such men. 


TREASURY NOTES. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. W. POTTER, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In rue Fouss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 18, 1839, 


On the bill amend An act to authorize the issuing of 
Treasury notes to neet the current expenses of the Gov- 
erament,” approved 2ist of May, 1838. 

Mr. POTTER said: 

Mr. Srcaxer: The bill under consideration 
only carries out the provisions of the last session 
for an issue of Treasury notes. The amount re- 
quired is necessary to meet the ordinary expend- 
itures of the Government, without reference to an 
extraordinary expenditures which may be created, 
by further appropriations, during the present ses- 
sion. Prior legislation and appropriations here- 
tofore made by Congress, under this auxiliary to 


the finances, were necessary, to enable the national | 


Treasury to meet existing demands on it. The 
pensions granted to revolutionary soldiers, and 
those of the late war, take rank among the most 
sacred debts that a nation can contract with indi- 
viduals, and creates an obligation of the highest 
and most important character for their prompt 
and faithful liquidation. Every motive of patri- 
olism imperiously demands that the honor and 
faith of the Government should be sacredly pre- 
served, and the promises made faithfall yredeemed. 
Is the issue of ‘Treasury notes: required to place 
the Government in funds, to preserve its unsullied 
character, and perform ita obligatione? If neces- 
sary, then, a high sense of duty requires that this 
body, in making provision for the payment of the 
debt, should act promptly and efficiently. ‘This 

[take it, is the only true question presented for 
our consideration. The evidence of the existence 
of that necessity is not denied, and is abundantly 


They | 


fame and character would be the consequence | 
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clear, from the reports om our tables. Although 


itis with unfeigned reluctance that I shall now, 


and have heretofore, voted for an issue of Treas- 
ury notes, yet that feeling is overcome by the 
necessity of the crisis. I have failed to discover 
the usual acumen and form of argument that 
characterizes the efforts of my honorable friends 
from South Carolina, in the objections urged 
against the immediate passage of this bill.: © 
The prominent argument assigned. against this 
provision for the liquidation of a fair and recog- 
nized claim on the public Treasury is because, 


forsooth, it will tend, in the other branch of the | 


Legislature and in this, at the present session, to 
wasteful, extravagant, and unconstitutional ap- 
propriations. What! are we to presume that the 
passage of this bill will induce Congress to vio- 
late the letter and spirit of the Constitution, to 
embark in a ‘profligate expenditure of the public 
money? A violent and forced presumption, 
which I am not prepared to make. The spirit of 
charity and forbearance forbids such presump- 
tions against the integrity and parity of the 
American Congress. I would most respectfully 
remark to the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Bext,] that the course of the Pennsyl- 
vania delegation, in the last session of this Con- 
gress, in casting their votes on the Cumberland 
road bill, and on the appropriation to the Dela- 
ware breakwater, was strictly in accordance with 
the course of policy generally pursued by the 
delegation from that State in analogous cases, 
from the adoption of the Constitution. He is in 
error in thinking that a single member was influ- 


| enced in casting his vote from the circumstances 


of the pending congressional elections in our 
State, or that now, when the elections are past, 
it will have the slightest effect in producing a 
different result. 

Another subject has been commented upon in 
this debate, upon which I desire to offer a few 
remarks. I allude to the reportsubmitted by the 


Committee of Ways and Means on the state of | 


the Treasury and the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. ‘That report contains much that meets 
my decided approbation. ‘The principles ad- 


vanced in it, touching the lavish and wasteful |! 
expenditure of the public money which grew out | 
of, and was fostered and cherished by the large | 
surplus revenue accumulated in the Treasury, are | 
germane to the approved doctrines of construc- | 
tion given by the Republican party to the Consti- ! 


tution. The danger of corruption to the simple 
republican institutions of our country, from hav- 
ing in the public ‘Treasury immense amounts of 
surplus revenue, beyond the economical wants 
of the Government, are justly and forcibly por- 
trayed. With a full and overflowing Treasury, 


the purity of. the Government is endangered. | 
Extravagance, the forerunner and prolific parent | 


of corruption, steals, “ like a thief inthe night,” 


into our expenditures, and insensibly saps our | 
Civil and political rights are best | 
urity of the Government pre- | 
Pederal powers are adminis- | 


institutions. 
protected, and the 
served, when the 
tered upon the basis of that rigid and economical 
expenditure contemplated by the framers of the 
Constitution, that glorious bond of union and 
sacred charter of our rights and liberties, 

There is, however, one portion of that report 
from the accuracy of which I entirely dissent. I 
refer to the intimation that the principle of pro- 
tection to the great navigating, agricultural, and 
manufacturing interests of the country, is an in- 
Novation upon our legislation, which first arose 
during and at the close of the late war. Unless 
Tam greatly mistaken, a review of the history of 
legislation previous to that period will conclu- 
sively establish the fact that the principle was 
coeval with the Constitution itself; nay, the de- 
fect of the want of power in the Articles of Con- 


federation authorizing the National Legislature | 


to,extend adequate protection to these primary 


interests of a free people was, in connection with | 
others, one of the causes which led to the conven- | 
Inthe: de~ 


tion that framed the Constitution, 
bates in some of the State conventions, when the 
adoption of the Constitution was under discus- 
sion, the importance and necessity of such a del- 


egation of power was ably and eloquently urged | 


as an argument in favor of the Constitution. 


| Virginia, under the articles of confederation, evi~ 


denced ‘a desire to protect her commercial and 
agricultoral interests.. The futility of the effort, 
unless the adjoining States united and acted in 
concert, rendered it entirely impracticable. The 
entire commerce of the State would have been 
rapidly concentrated in the ports of Maryland 
and the adjacent States. The abortive attempt 
to regulate commerce, and protect thereby the 
interests connected therewith, demonstrated the 
importance of Congress possessing the power of 
general and uniform regulations, which unques- 
tionably gave an impulse to the idea of constitu- 
tional reform. It was impossible for the States, 
acting without union, and in their separate capa- 
cities, to afford encouragement or give protection 
to these great interests, the existence and pros- 
perity of which are essential to the freedom and 
independence of the country from foreign infla- 
ence, 

That the provisions of the Constitution, vest- 
ing in Congress ‘‘the power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excise,’’ and ‘the 
power to regulate trade,” clothed that body with 
authority to protect the common agriculture and 
manufactures of the country, was urged by Mr. 
Dawes, in the convention of Massachusetts, who 
advocated the adoption of the Constitution, and 
the necessity of such provisions. He enforced 
it in the following language: i 

“ Our manufactures are another great subject which has 
reccivedno encouragement by national duties, and they never 
can by any authority in the old Confederation.” 

Again he observed: 


“If we wish to encourage our own manufactures, to 


| preserve our commerce, to raise the value of our own lands, 


we must give Congress the power in question.” 

A distinguished opponent to the Constitution, 
in reply, remarked: 

“All we hear is, that the merchant and farmer wilt 


flourish, and that the mechanic and tradesmen are to make 
their fortunes directly, if the Constitution goes down.” 


It would seem, at that day, that friend and ad- 
versary concurred in the opinion that the power 
of protection would be vested in the Federal Gov- 
ernment by the provisions of the Constitution. 
The second act to be found on your statute-book, 
after the adoption of the Constitution, solemnly 
declares, in its preamble: 

“That itis necessary for the support of the Government, 
for the discharge of the debts of the United States, and the 
encouragement and protection of manufactures, that duties 
be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported.?? 

In that act, passed in 1789, you will find fult 
and adequate protection given to the staples of 
the planting States. Cotton, indigo, and tobacco 
are protected by heavy duties; three cents per 
pound on cotton, sixteen cents per pound on in- 
digo, and six cents per pound on tobacco. The 
coal of Virginia had a protection of two cents 
per bushel, and discriminating duties, in favor of 
merchandise imported in vessels built in and be- 
longing wholly to citizens of the United States, 
were adopted. 

In the modification and amendment to this act, 
passed in 1790, the same language relative to the 
protection of the leading interests of the coun- 
try is preserved. And we find in the earliest 
annals of the legislation of the country the prin- 
ciple of protection recognized and sustained in 
the most emphatic manner. Such was deemed 
its magnitude and importance to the prosperity 
of the country, that itis placed on arequality and 
in juxtaposition with the necessity of the support 
of the Government; and the preservation of the 
faith and credit of the nation in the payment of 
the debts of the Revolution. ‘The cultivation of 
cotton, the great staple of the South, which has 
grown and increased in importance and magni- 
tude until it has overshadowed in value all the 
other exports of the country, in its infancy, re- 
ceived the cherishing and fostering care of the 
Government. This great agricultural interest, 
which has done so much to enhance the wealth, 
increase the prosperity, and, as a medium of ex- 
change, to pay the European debt of the coun- 


! try under the most depressing and embarrassing 


circumstances, owes its palmy fortunes to the 
wise and judicious application of the protective 
system. The report of Alexander Hamilton (the 
first Secretary of the Treasury) on manufactures, 
early after the organization of the Government, 
carried, in some respects, the doctrine of protec- 
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tion by bounties farther, or at least as. far, as. its 


most strenuous advocates have ever required. |! 


Mr. Madison’s motion for commercial restric- 

tions, in the House. of, Representatives, on the | 
14th February, 1806, emphatically declares.‘ that: 
the interests of the United States should be pro- 
moted by further restrictions and higher duties, in 
rertain cases, on the manufactures and navigation 
of foreign nations employed. in the commerce of. 
the United States.” .The principle of the impo- 
sition of duties for protection standing forth asa 
naked column to the view of the eye, is enforced 
in this measure, proposed by that wise and patri- 
otic statesman. The restrictive measures of Mr. 
Jefferson’s administration, the embargo and non- 
intercourse, breathed hope into, and gave vitality 
to the great manufacturing interests. These were 
southern measures, sustained by enlightened 
statesmen from all the various sections of this 
widely extended country. 

With those evidences of encouragement and 
protection to the navigating, manufacturing, and 
agricultural interests, existing.on the records of 
national legislation anterior to the late war, how 
can any man yield. an unqualified assent to the 
position taken in this report? The colonial pol-: 
icy of Great Britain was to prevent the colonists 
from spreading a sail upon the ocean, or manu- 
facturing even a, ‘‘ hob nail.’?. The declaration 
of independence and the successful termination 
of the revolutionary. war severed forever the po~ 
litical vassalage which Great. Britain ever held 
over this country. Yet, if we had remained de- 
pendent on. her for a supply of. all the munitions 
of war necessary: for national defense, and for 
the clothing we wear, we would have still been 
in commercial pupilage and vassalage to that 
Power. .No people can be free and independent 
who have not within themselves the means of; 
defense against the invasion of aforeign enemy, 
and the necessary clothing and breadstuffs to | 
protect and sustain its population. Grain, the 
great agricultaral staple of the State [ have the 
honor in part to represent, has received a protec- | 
tion of twenty-five cents per bushel, So abun- 
dant. has, heretofore been. the supply, that it ig 
only within the last year or two that any consid- 
erable amount of that article has been imported 
into the country, The peculiar circumstances 
that brought about. this result will not, in all hu- 
man probability, occur for years again. I would 
ask, are not the interests. of an enlightened, in- 
telligent, and bold yeomanry, the tillers of the 
soil, the stay.and defenders of the rights and lib- 
erties of the country, worthy of the protection 
and encouragement of their own Government? 
Commerce, agriculture, and manufactures, are 
twin handmaidens, each necessary to the pros- 
perity of the other. A common interest insepar- 
ably joing: them-together; when either languishes 
and is depressed, the others equally suffer. I 
am: no advocate for, excessive. duties and high 
tarifs, which would again produce a bloated 
Treasury... All we require is uniformity and sta- 
bility in your revenue laws, and such discrimina- 
tion. in the imposition of duties necessary to | 
raise sufficient revenue tọ supply the economical 
wants of the Treasury as will best protect, pre- 
serve, and encourage, the great and leading inter- 
ests of commerce, agriculture, and manufactures. 
Iam no advocate for drawing money, by either 
direct.or. indirect taxation, out of the means of 
the people, unless it is wanted. for the purposes 
of. sustaining the Government. and maintaining 
“the common defense and general welfare.”’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Tennessee, called the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to order, alleging 
tkat it wag notin order to discuss the tarif on a 
bill for the issue of Treasury notes. 

-Mr, CRARY (who :temporarily occupied the 
cani j dpeided that the gentleman. was- not out of 
orders 9. peo te hg canineta ¢ . : 

Mr. POTTER. proceeded... Ishould have con- 
cluded, before .this.the observations which I had 
contemplated. to malre if the gentleman had .not 
interposed. 1 but‘follow.the example which those 
who preceded; me. had-set inthis debate. ifa: my 
humble judgment, manufactures have suffered 
more from the uncertainty and. fluctuations. of 
legislation, fromthe wantef reliance in the stead-. 
iness and continuance of any particular system, of 
duties, than all the advantages.derived by. the high 


[i 


| duties imposed by the provisions of the acts of 
| 1828-and 1832. .;Certainty and stability-of legis- 
| lation will enable. them. to accommodate their. 
| business to the existing. state. of the country. 
| Give to these leading interests of the country that 
| certain and moderate. protection arising from the 


to. raise revenue to supply the wants of the Treas- 
ury when the Government is administered on the 
most economical scale, necessary for the protec- 
| tion of the country and the advancement of its 
| prosperity, and you will do more, infinitely more, 
for the certain and steady advancement of the ag- 
! ricultural and manufacturing interest than was | 
accomplished by high tariffs, accompanied by in- 
| cessant changes and violent-political convulsions. 
Representing a great agricultural and manufac- - 
turing district, a sense of duty to my constituents 
has constrained me to make the remarks which 
| have fallen from me. ‘ Sufficient for the day is 
the evil thereof.” Hereafter, when it becomes 
necessary to readjust the revenue laws and the 
tariff of duties, if I am honored by a seat on this 
floor, I trust I shall be enabled to enter upon that 
į duty in the spirit of forbearance, conciliation, and 
compromise, which produced the Constitution 
under which we are assembled here;.and that the 
interests of all sections of our common country 
may be preserved without ‘essential injury to the 
interests of any. dake Sata 

My thanks are due to the House for the indul- 
gence which has been‘accorded to me. EE 


ABOLITION PETITIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOS. MORRIS, 
OF OHIO, 
In rue Senate, February 9, 1839, 


On presenting certain petitions for the abolition of the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia, &c. f 


Mr. MORRIS said: 

Mr. Presipent: Irise to present for the con- 
sideration of the Senate numerous petitions, signed 
by, not only citizens of my own State, but citi- 
zens of several other States, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Michigan, Illinois, and Indiana. These 
petitioners, amounting in number to several thou- 
sand, have thought proper to make me their‘ or- 
gan in communicating to Congress their opinions’ 
and wishes on subjects which, to them, appear 
of the highest importance. These petitions, 
sir, are on the subject of slavery, the slave trade 
as carried on within and from this District, the 
slave trade between the different States of. this 
Confederacy, between this country and Texas, 
and against the admission of that country into the 
Union; and also against. that of any other State | 
whose constitution and laws recognize or permit 
slavery. Itake this opportunity to present all 
these petitions together, having detained some of 
them for a considerable time in my hands, in or- 
der that as small a portion of the attention of the 
Senate might be taken up. on their account as | 
would be consistent with a strict regard to the 
rights of the petitioners. And I now present them 
under the most peculiar circumstances that has 
ever probably transpired in this or any other.coun- 
try. ‘I present them on the heel of the petitiqns 
which have been presented by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] signed by the inhabitants 
of this District, praying that Congress would not 
receive petitions on the subject of slavery in the 
District from any body of men or citizens but 
themselves.: This is something new; it is one of 
i the devices of the slave power,and most extraor- 
dinary in itself. These petitions Iam bound in 
duty.to present—a duty which. I cheerfully per- 
form; for I consider it not only.a.duty but an 
honor. The respectable. names which these pe- 
titions bear, and being against a practice which I 
as deeply deprecate and deplore as they can pos- 
sibly do, yet I well know the fate of these. peti- 
tions; and I also know the time, place, aud -dis~ 
advantage under which I -present.them. 

Inavailing myself of this opportunity to 
| plain my.own views on. this agitating topic, and 
to explain and justify the character and proceed- 


ex- 


| judiciousarrangement of impost duties, necessary |; 


ments. The strong prejudice which is evidenced: 
by. the petitioners of the.,District, the unwilling-, 
ness of the Senate to. hear, the power which is ars: 
rayed against me on this occasion, as well as in, 
opposition to those whose rights ‘Iam, anxious te, 
maintain, opposed by the very lions of debate in, 
this body, who are cheered on by an.applanding- 
gallery and surrounding interests, is enough to 
produce dismay.in one far more able and eloquent: 
| than the done and humble individual who now ad- 
dresses you. . What, sir, can there. be to induce 
me to appear on-this. public.arena, opposed, by ; 
such powerful odds? Nothing,.sir, nothing. but 
a‘strong sense of duty, and a deep. conviction that 
the cause I advocate is just; thatthe petitioners: 
whom I representare honest, upright, intelligent, 
and respectable citizens, men who love their.coun- 
try, who are anxious to promote its best interests, 
| and who are. actuated by the purest patriotigni, - 
as well as the deepest philanthropy and benevo- 
lence. In representing such men, and in sucha 
cause, though by the mest feeble means, one. 
would suppose that, on the floor of the Senate of 
the United States, order, and a decent respect ta- 
the opinions of others, would prevail. From the 
causes which I have mentioned, I can hardly hope 
for tkis. I expect to. proceed through: scenes 
which. ill-become this Hally-but nothing, shall de- 
ter me from a- full and. faithful discharge.of my 
duty on this important occasion... 0, 
Permit me, sir, toremind gentlemen that I have 
now. been, six. years a member of this. body.. L 
have. seldom, perhaps too seldom, in the opinion 
of many of my constituents, pressed myself upon 
the notice of the Senate, and taken, up-their.time 
in useless and windy debate. -I question very. 
much if I have occupied the time of the Sénate 
during the six. years as some gentlemen. have. 
during six weeks, or even six days, I hope, 
therefore, that I shall. not be thought obtrusive, 
or charged with taking up time: with abolition 
| petitions. I hope, Mr. President, to hear no more 
about agitating this slave question here. : Who 
has begun the agitation now? The Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Cuay.] Who has responded to 
that agitation, and congratulated the Senate and 
the country. on ‘its results?.. The Senator, from: 
South Carolina, (Mr, Cannoun.].And pray, sir; 
under what circumstances is this agitation begun? 
Let it be remembered, let us collect.the facts.from. 
the records on your table, that when IJ, as a mem- 
ber of this body, but a. few. days.since offered a 
resolution as the foundation of proceedings on - 
these petitions, gentlemen, as if operated on ‘by 
an electric shock, sprung from -their seats ang- 
objected to its introduction.: And when, you,.sir, 
decided that it was the right of every:member to 
introduce such motion or-resolution as hepleased, 
being responsible to his constituents and. this 
body for the abuse of this right, gentlemen seemed 
to wonder that the Senate had. no.-power.to pre- 
vent the action of one of its members in cases 
like this, and the poor privilege of having ‘the. 
resolution printed, by order of: the Senate, was 
denied. Ge sa 
Let the Senator from South Carolina.before me, 
| remember that, at the.last session, when he offered 
resolutions on the subject. of slavery, they were 
| not only received without objection, but printed; 
voted on, and decided; and let the Senator from 
Kentucky reflect that the petition which he offered 
against our right was also. received and ordered 
tobe printed without a single dissenting voice; 
and I call on the Senate and the country to re- 
member that the resolutions which I have offered 
on the same. subject have not only been refused 
the printing, but have been laid upon the table 
without being: debated or referred. Posterity, 
which shall read the proceedings of this time, 
may. well wonder what power. could induce the 
Senate of the United States to proceed in such a 
strange and contradictory manner. Permit: me 
to tell the country now. what this power behind 
the throne, greater than the throne itself, is, It 
is the power of sLavsry. Jt is a power, accord= 
ing to the calculation of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, which owns §1,200,009,000 in-human be~. 
ings as property; and if money is powers this, 
power is not to be conceived: oy calculated;: a 
power which claims. human. property more. than 
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itioners,it-must be obvious to all 


ings of. these peti t E 
that Lam surrounded by no ordinary discourage- | 


| double the amount which the whole money of the 


What can stand -before 


Í world could purchase. 


168 


APPENDIX’ TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


{February 9, 


Q5ru Conc....3D Sess. 


Abolition Petitions—-Mr. Morris. 


o SENATE: 


this power? "Froth, everlasting’ truth, will yet 
overthrow it. This power is aiming to govern 


the country, its constitutions and laws; but it is’ 
not certain of success, tremendous as it is, with- 


out foreign or other aid. Let it be bornéin mind | 


that the bank: power some years since, during 
what has béen called'the panic session, had influ- 
ence sufficient in this body, and upon this floor, 
to prévent the reception of petitions against the 
action of the Senate on: their resolutions of cen- 
sure against the President.: The country took 
instant alarm, and the political cornplexion of this 
body was changed as soon as possible. 

The same power, though double in means and 
in strength, is now doing the same thing. ` This 
is the array of power that even now is attempt- 
ing such an uhwarrantable course in this coun- 
try; and the people are also now moving against 
the slave, as they formerly did against the bank 

ower. It, too, begins to`tremble for its safety. 

hat isto be done? Why, petitions are re- 
ceived and ordered to be printed against the right 
of petitions which are not received, and the whole 
power of debate is thrown irto the scale with the 
slaveholding'power. But all will not do; these 
two powers must now be united; an amalgama- 
tion of the black power of the South with the 


white power of the North must take place, as- 


cither, separately, cannot succeed in the destruc- 
tion of the liberty of speech and. the press and 
the right of petition. Let me tell gentlemen that 
both united will never-sueceed. As I said ona 


former day, God: forbid that they should ever’ 


rule this country. I have seen this billing and 
cooing between these different interests for some 
time past; I informed my private friends of the 
political party with which I hara heretofore acted, 
during the first week of this session, that these 
powers were forming a union to overthrow the 
present. Adthinistration; ‘and I warned them of 
the folly and mischief they were doing in their 
abuse of those who ware opposcd to slavery. 
AN doubts are now !terminated. The display 
made by the Senatorfrom Kentucky, [Mr. Ciay,] 
and his denunciations of these petitioners. as Abo- 
litionists, and the hearty response and cordial cin- 
brace which his efforts met from the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carnoun,] clearly show 
that new moves have taken place on the political 
chess-board, and new coalitions are formed, new 
compromises and new bargains, settling and dis- 
posing of the rights of the country for the ad- 
vantage of political aspirants: 

The capnileman from South Carolina (Mr. Car- 
noun] seemed, at the conclusion of the areument 
made by the Senator from Kentueky, to be filled 
not only with delight but with ecstacy. He told 
us that about twelve months since ne had offered 
a resolution which turned the tide in favor of 
the great principle of State rights, and says he 
is highly pleased with the course taken by the 
Kentucky Senator. Allis now safe by the acts 
of that Senator. The South is now consolidated 
as one man; it was a great epoch in our history, 
but we have now passed it; it is the beginning of 
a moral revolation; slavery, so far from being a 

olitical evil, isa great blessing; both races have 
jeen improved by it; and that Abolition is now 
puap, and will soon be forgotten. So far the 
Senator from South Carolina, as I understand 
him. But, sir, is this really the case? Is the 
South united as one man, and is the Senator from 
Kentucky the great center of attraction? What 
x lesson to the friends of the present Adminis- 
tration, who have béen throwing themselves into 
the arms of the southern slave power for sup- 
port! = Ehe-black enchantment 1 hope is now at 
an.end—the dream dissolved, and we awake into 
open day.’ No longer is there any uncertainty 
orany doubt on this subject. But is the great 
epoch passed? is it not rather just beginning? Is 
abolitionism pean? or is it just awakening into 
life? Is the tight of petition strangled and for- 
gotten? or is it increasing in strength and force? 
These are serious questions for the gentleman’s 
consideration, that may damp thd ardor of his 
joy if examined with an impartial mind, ‘and 
looked at with an unprejudiced eye, : 

Sir, when these pæans were sung over the death 
of Abolitionists, and, of course, their right to 
liberty of speech and the press, at least in fancy’s 


eye, we might have seen them lying in heaps. 


upon heaps, liké the enemies of the strong man 
in days of old. But let me bring back the gentle- 
man’s ‘mind from this delightful scene of aboli- 
tion death, to sober realities and solemn facts. I 


sands of living witnesses that slavery has not en- 
tirely conquered liberty; that Abolitionists (for 
so are all these petitioners called) arenot all dead. 
These are my first proofs to show the gentleman 
his ideas are all fancy. -I have also, sir, since 
the commencement of this debate, received a 
newspaper, as if sent by Providence to suit the 
occasion, and by whom I know not. It is the 
Cincinnati Republican of the 2d instant, which 
i contains an extract from the Louisville Adver- 
tiser, a paper printed in Kentucky, in Louis- 
ville, our sister city; and though about one hun- 
dred and fifty miles below us, is but a fow hours 
distant. That paper is the leading Adminis- 


tion: 

“ABOLITION — CINCINNATI — THE LOUISVILLE ADVER- 
TIBER.—We copy the following notice of an article which 
we lately published, upon the subject of abolition move- 
ments in this quarter, from the Louisville Advertiser : 

“ ApoLrrion.—The reader is rcferred to an interesting 
article which we have copied from the Cincinnati Repub- 
lican—a paper which lately supported the principles of 
Democracy; a paper which has turned, but not quite far 
enongh to act with the Adamses and Slades in Congress, or 
the Whig-Abolitionists of Ohio. It docs not, however, give 
a correct view of the strength of the Abolitionists in Cin- 
cinnati, There they are in the ascendant. ‘They control 
the city elections, regulate what may be termed the morals 
of the city, give tone to public opinion, and rule the roast’? 
by virtue of their superior piety aud intelligence. The Re- 
publican tells us that they are not laboring Locofocos—but 
“drones? and “ consumers’—the rich and well born,” 
of course 3 men who have Icisure and means, anda dispo- 
sition to employ the latter, to equalize whites and blacks in 
the slaveholding States. Even now, the absconding slave 
is perfectly safe in Cincinnati. We doubt whether an in- 
stanee can be adduced of the recovery of a runaway in that 
place in the last four years. When negroes reneh “the 
Queen city” they are protected by its intelligence, its piety, 
and ite wealth, They recuive the aid of the élite of the 
Buckeyes, aud we have astrong faction in Kentucky strug- 


Cincinnati! Let our mutral sons go on. ‘The day of mutual 
retribution is at hand —niueh nearer than is now imagined. 
| The Republican, which still looks with a friendly eye to the 

slaveholding States, warns us of the danger which exists, 
although its newborn zeal for Whiggery prompts itto insist, 
indirecuy, ou the right of petitioning Congress to abolish 
slavery. ‘There are about two hundred and fifty abotition 
societies in Ohio at the present time, and, trom the cirealar 
issued at headquarters, Cincinnati, it appears that agents 


| are to be sent through every county to distribute books and 


pamphlets designed to inflame the publie mind, and then 
organize additional socicties—or, rather, form new elans, 
to aid in the war which has been commenced on the slave- 
holding States.” 

I do not, sir, underwrite for the truth of this 
statement as an entire whole; much of it I repel 
as an unjust charge on my fellow-citizens of Cin- 
cinnati; but, as it comes from aslaveholding State 
—from the State of the Senator who has so elo- 
quently anathematized Abolitionists that it is al- 
most a pity they could not die under such sweet 
sounds—and as the South Carolina Senator pro- 
nounces them dead, I produce this from a slave- 
holding State for the special benefit and consola- 
tion of the two Senators. Itcomes from a source 
to which { am sure both gentlemen ought to give 
credit. But suppose, sir, that Abolitionism is 
dead: is liberty dead also, and slavery triumph- 
ant? Is liberty of speech, of the press, and the 
right of petition, also dead? True, it has been 
strangied here; but gentlemen will find themselves 
in great error if they suppose it also strangled in 
the country; and the very attempt in legislative 
bodies to sustain a local and individual interest, 
to the destruction of our rights, proves that those 
rights are not dead, but a living principle, which 
slavery cannot extinguish. And be my lot-what 
it may, I shall, to the utmost of my abilities, 
under all circumstances and at all times, contend 
for that freedom which is the common gift of the 
Creator to all men, and against the power of these 
two great interests—the slave power of the South 
and banking power of the North—which are now 
uniting to rule this country. ‘The cotton bale and 
the bank note have farmed an alliance; the eredit 
system with slave labor.’ These two congenial 
spirits have at last met and embraced each other, 
both looking to the same object—to live upon the 
unrequited labor of others—and have now erected 
for themselves a common platform, as was inti- 


mated during the last session, on which they can 


have now lying before me the names of thou- i 


tration journal, too, as I am informed, in Ken- | 
tucky. Hear what it says on the death of aboli- 


gling zealously to make her one of the dependencies ot 


meet; and bid defiance, as they hope, to freé prin- 
ciples and free labor. i 

With these introductory remarks, permit me, 
sir, to say lere, and let no one pretend to misun- 
derstand or misrepresent me, that I charge gen- 
tlemen, when they use the word Abotitionists, 
they mean petitioners here such as I now present 
——men who love liberty, and are opposed to sla- 
very—that in behalf of these citizens l speak; andy 
by whatever name they may be called, itis those 
who are opposed to slavery whose cause I advo- 
cate. Imake no war upon the rights of others, 


| I do no act but what is moral, constitutional, and 


legal, against the peculiar institutions of any 
State; but acting only in defense of my own rights, 
of my fellow-citizens, and, above all, of my State, 
Ishall not cease while ‘the current of life shall 
continue to flow. ee 

I shall, Mr. President, in the further consider- 
ation of this subject, endeavor to prove, first, the 
right of the people to petition; second, why sla- 
very is wrong, and why I am opposed to it; third, 
the power of slavery in this country, and its dan- 
gers; next, answer the question, so often asked, 
what have the free States to do with slavery ? 
Then make some remarks by way of answer to 
the arguments of the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cray.] 

Mr. President, the duty I am requested to pér- 
form is one of the highest which a Representa- 
tive can be called on to discharge. It is to make 
known to the legislative body the will and the 
wishes of his constituents and fellow-citizens; and 
in the present case I feel honored in the confidence 
reposed in me, and proceed to discharge the duty. 
The petitioners have not trusted to my fallible 
judgment alone, but have declared in written doc- 
uments the most solemn expression of their will. 
It is true these petitions have not been sent here 
by the whole pespie of the United States, but from 
a portion of them only; yet such is the justice of 
their claim, and the sure foundation upon which 
it rests, that no portion of the American people, 
until a day or two past, have thought it either 
safe or expedientto present counter petitions; and 
even now, when counter petitions have been pre- 
sented, they dare not justify slavery and the sell- 
ing of men and women in this District, but con- 
tent themselves with objecting to others enjoying 
the rights they practice, and praying Congress 
not to receive or hear petitions from the people 
of the States—a new device of slave power this, 
never before thought of or practiced in any coun- 
try. I would have been gratified if the inventors 
of this system, which denies to others what they 
practice themselves, had, in their petition, at- 
tempted to justify slavery and the slave trade in the 
District, if they believe the practice just, that their 
names might have gone down to posterity. No, 
sir, very few have the moral courage to record 
their names to such an avowal; and even some of 
these petitioners are so squeamish on this sub- 
ject, as say that they might, from conscientious 
principles, be prevented from holding slaves. 

Not so, sir, with the petitioners which I have 
the honor to represent; they are anxious that 
their sentiments and their names should be made 
matter of record; they have no qualms of con- 
science on this subject, they have deep convic- 
tions and a firm belief that slavery is an existing 
evil, incompatible with the principles of political 
liberty, at war with our system of Government, 
and extending a baleful and blasting. influence 
over our country, withering and blithing its fair- 
est prospects and brightest hopes. Who has: 
said that these petitions are unjust in principle, 
and on that ground ought not to be granted ? 
Who has said that slavery is not an evil? Who 
has said it does not tarnish the fair fame of our 
country? Who has said it does not bring dissipa- 
tion and feebleness to one race, and poverty and 
wretchedness to another, in its train? Who has 
said it is not unjust to the slave and injurious’ to 
the happiness and -best interests of the master? 
Who has said it does not break the bonds. of 
human affection, by separating the wife frony the 


į husband, and children from their’ parents? Lr 


fine, who has said it is nota blot wpon our coun- 
try’s honor, and a deep and foul stain upon her 
institutions? Few, very few, perhaps none but 
him who hves upon its labor, regardless of its 
misery, and even many whose ‘local situations 
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are within its jurisdiction, acknowledge its in- 
justice, and deprecate its continuance; while mil- 
lions of freemen deplore its éxistencé, and look 
forward with strong hope to its final termination, | 
Suavery! a word like a secret idol, thought too 
obnoxious or sacred to be pronounced here “but 
by those who worship at its shrine; and should | 
one who is not such a.worshiper- happen to-} 
pronounce the word, the most disastrous coü- | 
sequences ate immediately predicted, the Union | 
is to be dissolved, and the South to take care of | 
itself. ` i ' : oo 

Do not.suppose, Mr. President, that I feel asif ; 
engaged in a, forbidden or improvident act. No | 
such thing. -Iam contending with a local and 
* peculiar?’ interest, an interest which hasalready 
banded together a force sufficient to seize upon 
every avenue by which a petition can enter ‘this - 
Chamber, and exclude all without its leave. I 
am not now contending for the rights of the ne- 
gro—rights which his Creator gave him, and | 
which his fellow-man has usurped or taken away. 
No, sir; I am contending for the rights of the | 
white person in the free States, and am endeav- 
oring to prevent them from being trodden down 
and destroyed by that power which ¢laims the í 
black person as. property. I am endeavoring to. 
sound the alarm to my. fellow-citizens that this | 
power, tremendous ‘ds it is, is endeavoring to | 
unite itself with the tioneyed power of thé coun- 
try, in order to extend its dominion and perpet-'| 
uale its existence. I am endeavoring to drive | 
from thé back of the negro slave the politician 
who has ‘seated himself there to ride into office | 
for the purpose of carrying out the object of this ; 
unholy combination. The chains of slavery are | 
sufficiently strong, without being riveted anew | 
by tinkering politicians in the free States. I feel | 
myself compelled into this contest, in defense of | 
the institutions of my own State, the persons and | 
firesides of-her. citizens, from the insatiable grasp | 
of the slave power, as being used and felt in the | 
free States. , To say that I am opposed to slavery | 
in. the abstract, are. but cold and unmeaning | 
words. If, however, capable of any meaning. 
N ver, they may fairly be construed into alove 
or its existence; andauch I sincerely believe to be | 
the feeling of many in thé free States who use, 
the phrase. I, sir, am not only opposed to sla-: 
very. in the abstract, but also in its whole volume, | 
in its theory äs well as practice. This principle 
is deeply implanted within me; it has ‘ grown 
with my growth, and strengthened with my |! 
strength.”’ | 
_In my infant years [learned to hate slavery. 
Your fathers’ taught me it was wrong in their! 
Declaration of Independence, the doctrines wliich | 
they promulgated tothe world, and upon the truth | 
of which: they staked the issue of the contest that ! 
made us a nation. They proclaimed ‘that all 
men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that | 
amongst these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness.’’. These truths, as. solemnly declared 
by them, I believed then, and believe now. They 
are self-evident, Who can acknowledge this, and | 
not be opposed to slavery? It is, then, because | 
Llove the principles which brought your Gov- 
ernment into existence, and which have become 
the corner-stone. of the building supporting you, | 
sir, in that chair, and giving to myself and other 
Senators seats in this body—it is because I love 
all this, that I hate slavery. Ts it because I con- 
tend for the right of petition, and am'opposed to 
slavery,that Ihave been denounced by many as | 
an Abolitionist? Yes; Virginia newspapers have | 
so denounced me, and called upon the Legislature 
of my State to dismiss me from publie confidence. 
‘Who taught me‘to hate slavery and every other 
oppression? Jefferson, the great and the good’ 
Jefférsón ! Yes, Virginia Sénators, it. was your | 
own. Jefferson, Virginia’s favorite soni a man 
who-did more for the natural liberty of man, and | 
the civil liberty’ of His ‘country, than any man 
that ever liyéd” in, our’ country; it was him who 
taught me to hate slavery; it was în his échool I. 
was brought ùp. That Mr. Jefferson was as 
much opposed to slavery as any mani that ever 
lived in our country, there can be no doubt; his 
life and writings abundantly prove the fact. I) 
hold in my hand a copy, as he penned ‘it, of the | 
original draft of the Declaration of Independence, | 


a part of which was stricken out, as he says, in| 
compliance with. the wishes.of South Carolina 
and Géorgia. I will-read it. Speaking of the | 
wrongs done us by the British Government, in | 
introducing slaves among us, he says: 

* He [the British King] has waged cruel war against ; 
human nature itself, violating its most saered right of life 
and liberty in the persons ‘of a distant’ prople who never ! 
offen led him, captivating and carrying them into SLAVERY 
in another: hemisphére; or to incur:miserable death in their 
transportation thither. Tiis piratical warfare, the oppro- 
brium of infidèl Powers, is the warfare of the Christian 
King of Great Britain. Determined to keep opein a market | 
where MEN should be BoucHT and soLD, he has prostituted | 
his prerogative for suppressing every legislative. attempt to 
prohibit or restrain this execrable commerce ; and that tùis | 
assemblage of horrors might want no fact of distinguished 
dye, he is now exciting those very people to rise in arms 
against us, ahd purchase that liberty of Which he has‘de- | 
prived them by murdering the people on whom he also. ob- 
truded them, thus paying off former crimes committed 
against te liberties of one people with crimes which hè 
urges tiem to coinmit against the lives of another.* 

Thus far this great statesman and philanthro- 
pist. Had his cotemporaries been‘ruled by his 
opinions, the country had now been at rest on this 
exciting topic. What Abolitionist, sir, has used 
stronger language against slavery than Mr. Jef- 
ferson. has done? **Cruel war against human 
nature,” “ violating its most sacred rights,’? ** pi- 
ratical warfare,’’** opprobrium of infidel Powers,” 
“a market’ where men should be bought and 
sold,” ‘ execrable commerce,” *‘ assemblage of 
horrors,” crimes committed against the liberty. 
of a people,” are the brands which Mr, Jeffer- 
son has burned into the forehead of slavery. and 
the slave trade. When have I, or any other 
person opposed to slavery, spoken in stronger 
and more opprobrious terms of slavery than this? 
You have caused the bust of this great man to be 
placed in the center of your Capitol, in that con- 
spicuous part where every visitor must see it, 
with its hand resting on the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, engraved upon marble.. Why have 
you done this? Is it not mockery? Or is it to 
remind us continually of the wickedness and 
danger of slavery? I néver pass that statue wfth- 
owt new and increased veneration for the man it 
represents, and increased repugnance and sorrow 
that he did not succeed in drivmg slavery entirely. 
fiom the country. IfI am an Abolitionist,. Jef- 
ferson made me sò; and I only regret that the 
disciple should be so far behind the master, both 
in doctrine and practice. eke 

But,-sir, other reasons and other causes have 
combined to fix and establish my principles in 
this matter, never, I trust, to be shaken. A free 
State was the place of my birth; a free Territory 
the theater of my juvenile actions. Ohio is my | 
country endeared to me by every fond recollec- 
tion. She gave me political existence, and taught 
me in her political school; and I should be worse 
than an unnatural son did I forget or disobey her į 
precepts. In her constitution it is declared “that 
all men are born equally free and indepéndent,” 
and ‘that there shall be neither slavery nor in- 
voluntary servitude in the State, otherwise than | 
for the punishment of crimes.” 


such high authority as this? No, never! But! 
this is not all. Indiana, our younger western 
sister, endeared to us by every social and politi- | 
cal. tie, a State formed in the same country as 
Ohio, from whose tefritory slavery. was forever 
excluded by the ordinance of July, 1787—she, 
too, has declared her abhorrence of slavery in 
more strong and emphatic terms than we have 
done. In her constitution, after prohibiting sla- 
very, or involuntary servitude being introduced‘ 
into the State, she declares, ‘*butasto the holding 
any part of the hurnan creation in Slavery, or in- 
voluntary servitude, can originate only in tyranny. 
and usurpation, no alteration of her constitution | 
should ever take place, so asto introduce slavery 
or involuntary servitude into the State, otherwise 
than for the punishment of crimes whereof the | 
party had been duly convicted.” < IMinois and 
Michigan also formed their constitutions on the’ 
same 'principles.. After such a cloud of witnesses 
against slavery and whose testimony is so clear | 
and explicit, ‘as a citizen of Ohio, f should be 
recreant to every principle of honor and of jus- 
tice, to be found the apologist or advocate of'sla-, 
very in any State, or in any country whatever. 
No,-I cannot be so” incofsistent as to say I am 


il 


Shall I stand |! 
up for slavery in any casé, condemned as it is by || 


: is converted into a THING. ac : 
| which is not prohibited by our laws, but prompted 


opposed to slavery in the abstract, in its separa- 
tion from a human being, andstill lend. my aid.to 
build it up, and make it. perpetual in its opera- ` 
tions and effects upon man in this or ‘any. other 
country, 0 Sere 

i also, in early life, saw a slave kneel before bis . 
master, and hold up’his hands with as much ap- 
parent submission, humility, and adoration, as a 
man would have done before his Maker, while his 
master, with outstretched rod, stood’ over him, 
This, 1 thought, is slavery—one man. subjected 


;| to the will and power of another, and the laws. 


affording him no protection; and he has to beg 
pardon of man, because he has offended man, (not 
the laws,) as if his master were a superiovand all’. 
powerful being. Yes, this is’ slavery—boasted 
American slavery—without which, itis contended 
even here that the union of these States would be | 
dissolved in a day; yes,.even in an hour L, Hu- 
miliating thought, that we are bound together as» 
States by the chains of slavery! It cannot be; 
the blood and the tears of slavéry form no part 
of the cement of our Union; and it is. hoped that, 
| by falling on its bands they may never corrode 
and eat them asunder. We who are opposed to, 
and deplore the existénce of; slavery in our.coun-,. 
try, are frequently asked, both in public and pri+, 
vate, what have you to do with slavery? It Bas 
not exist in your State; it does not dis yout 
Ah, sir, would to God it. were’ so: ; 
nothing to do with slavery, nothing to fear i 
its Fag 


its power or action within our own borders 
its name and its miseries were unl ) 
But this is not our lot; we live upon 
and in hearing. of its cries; yet, we are. unwi 
to acknowledge, that if we enter its territo r 
violate its laws, that we should be punished at its: 


the slave interest. Tt was five out.o 
of the Supreme Court; here, also, iS a 


i suppose that, with all this, power operating ‘in 
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by every feeling, Christian and humane, the slave- | 
holding power enters our territory, tramples under’ 
foot the sovereignty of our State, violates the 
sanctity of private residence, seizes our citizens, 
and, disregarding thè authority of our laws, trans- 


| ports them into its own jurisdiction, casts them 


into prison, confines them in fetters, and loads 
them with chains, for préeterided offenses against 
their own laws, found by willing grand juries 
upon the oath (to use the language of. the late 
Governor of Ohio) of a perjured villain.” Is this 
fancy, or ig it fact, sober reality, solemn fact? 
Need I say all this, and much more, is now mat- 
ter of history in the case of the Rev. John B. 
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Mahan, of Brown county, Ohio? Yes, itis so; 
but this is but the beginning—a case of equal out- 
rage has-lately occurred, if newspapers are to be 
relied on, in the seizure of a citizen of Ohio, 
without even the forms of law, and who was car- 
ried into Virginia and shamefully punished by 
tar and feathers, and other digracsfil. means, and | 
rode upon a rail, according to the order of Judge 
Lynch, and this only because in Ohio he was an 
Abolitionist.’ Would I could stop here—but I 
cannot. , : 

This slave interest or power seizes upon per- 


sons of color in our State, carries them into States | 


where men are property, and makes merchandise 
of, them, sometimes under sanction of iaw, but 
morte properly by its abuse, and sometimes by 
mere personal force, thus disturbing our quict and, 
harassing our citizens, A ‘case of this kind has 
lately occurred, where a colored boy was seduced 
from Ohio into Indiana, takén from thence into 
Alabama and sold as a slave; and to the honor 
of the sluve States, and gentlemen who administer | 
the laws there, bè it said, that many who have 
thus been taken and sold by the connivance, if 
not downright corruption, of citizens in the free 
States, have been liberated and adjudged free in the ! 
States where they have been sold, as was the case 
of the boy mentioned, who was sold in Alabama 
Slave power is seeking to establish itself in every 
State, in deflante of the constitution and laws of 
the States within which it is prohibited. In order 
to secure its power beyond the reach of the States, 
it claims its parentage from the Constitution of 
the United States. It demands of us total silence 
as to its proceedings, denies to our citizens the 
liberty of speech and the press, and punishes 
them by mobs and violence for the exercise of 
these rights, It has sent its agents into free 
States for the purpose of influencing their Legis- 
latures to pass laws for the security of its power 
within such State, and for the enacting new of- 
fenses and now punishments for their own citi- 


zens, 80 as to give additional’ security to its in- 
terest. It demands to be heard in its own person 
in the Tall of our Legislature, and mingle in de- 
hate there. Sir, in every stage of these oppres- 
sions and abuses, permit me to say, in the lan- 
guage of the Declaration of Independence—and 
no language could be more appropriate—we have | 
petitioned for redress in the most humble terms, 
and our repeated petitions have been answered 
by repeated injury. A power, whose character 
is marked by every act which may define a tyrant, 
is unfit to rule over a free people. In our sufer- 
ings and our wrongs we have besought our fel- 
low-citizens to aid us in the preservation of our 
constitutional rights, but, influenced by the love 
of gain or arbitrary power, they have sometimes 
disregarded all the sacred rights of man, and an- | 
swered in violence, burnings, and murder. 
After‘all these transactions, which are now of 
public notoriety and matter of record, shall we 
of the free States tauntingly be asked what we 
have to do with slavery? We should rejoice, in- 
deed, if the evils of slavery were removed far 
from us; that it could be said with truth that we 
have nothing to do with slavery. Our citizens | 
have not entered jis territories for the purpose of | 
obstructing its laws, nor do we wish to do so, | 
nor would we justify any individual in such an 
acti yet we have been branded and stigmatized 
by its friends and advocates, both in the free and 
slave States, as incendiaries, fanatics, disorgan- 
izers, enemies to our country, and as wishing to 
dissolve the Union. We have borne all this with- 
out complaint or resistance, and only ask to be | 
secure in our persons, by our own firesides, and 


in the free exercise of our thoughts and opinions | 
in speaking, writing, printing, and publishing on 
the. subject of slavery that which appears to us to 
be just and right; because we all know the power 
of truth, and that it will ultimately prevail in de- 


spite of all opposition. But, in the exercise of 
all these rights, we acknowledge subjection to the 
laws of the State in which we ave, and our liabil- 
ity for their abuse. We wish peace with all men; 
and that the most amicable relations and free in- | 
lercourse -may exist between the citizens of our! 
State and our neighboring slavcholding States; 
we will not enter their States, either in our proper : 
persons, or by commissioners, legislative resolu- 
tions, or otherwise, to interfere with their slave 


policy or slave laws, and we shall expect from 
them and their citizens a like return, that they do 
not enter our territories for the purpose of vio- 
lating our laws in the punishment of our people 
for the exercise of their undoubted rights—the 
liberty of speech and of the press on the subject 
of slavery. We ask that no man shall be seized || 
and transported beyond our State in violation of |; 
our own laws, and that we shall notbe carried into 
and imprisoned in another State for acts done in 
ourown. We contend that the slaveholding power 
is propérly chargeable with all the riots and dis- 
pete which take place on account of slavery. i 
We can live in peace with all our sister States; if 
that power will be controlled by law, each can 
exercise and enjoy the full benefits secured by 
their own laws; and this is all weask. I[f we hold: 
up slavery to the view of an impartial public as it | 
is, and if such view create astonishment and in- | 
dignation, surely we, are not to be charged as 
libelers, A State institution ought to be consid- 
ered the pride, not the shame, of the State; and, 
if we falsify such institutions, the disgrace is ours, 
not theirs. 

If slavery, however, is a blemish, a blot, an 
eating cancer in the body-politic, it is not our 
fault if, by holding it up, others should see in the 
mirror of truth its deformity, and shrink back 
fromthe view. We have not, and we intend not, 
to use any weapons against slavery but the moral j 
power of trath and the force of public opinion. 
If we enter the slave States, and tamper with the 
slave contrary to law, punish us—we deserve it; 
and if the slaveholder is found in a free State, 
and is guilty of a breach of the law there, he also 
ought to be punished. These petitioners, as far 
as Í understand them, disclaim all right to enter 
a slave State for the purpose of intercourse with 
the slave, It is the master whom they wish to 
address; and they ask and ought to receive pro- 
tection from the an as they are willing to be 
judged by the laws. We invite into the arena of 
public discussion in our State the slaveholder; we | 
are willing to hear his reasons and facts in favor 


of slavery or against Abolitionists; we do not |: 


fear his errors while we are ourselves free to com- 
bat them. The angry feelings which in some de- 


gree exist between the citizens of the free and j; 


slavcholding States on account of slavery are, in | 
many cases, properly chargeable to those who | 
defend and support slavery. Attempts are almost 
daily making to force the execution of slave laws 
in the free States; at least, their power and prin- 
ciples; and no term is too reproachful to be 
applied to those who resist such acts, and con- 
tend for the rights secured to every man under 
their own laws. Weare often reminded that we 
ought to take color as evidence of property in a 
human being. We do not believe in such evi- 
dence, nor do we believe that a man can justly 
be made property by human laws. We acknowl- 
edge, however, that a man, not a thing, may be 
held to service or Jabor under the laws of a Slate, | 
and if he escape into another State, he ought to 
be delivered up on claim of the party to whom 
such labor or service may be due; that this de- | 
livery ought to be in pursuance of the laws of the | 
State where such person is found, and not by , 
virtue of any act of Congress. 

This brings me, Mr. President, to the consider- 
ation of the petition presented by the Senator 
from Kentucky, and to an examination of the 
views he has presented to the Senate on this highly 
important subject. Sir, I feel, sensibly feel, m 
inadequacy in éntering into a controversy with 
that old and veteran Senator; but nothing high or 
low shall prevent me from an honest discharge of 
my duty here. If imperfectly done, it may be 
ascribed to the want of ability, not intention. If) 
the power of my mind, and the strength of my 
body were equal to the task, I would arouse every 
man; yes, every woman and child in the country, 
to the danger which besets them, if such doctrines 
and views as are presented by the Senator should 
ever be carried into effect. His denunciations are 
against Abolitionists; and under that term are 
classed all those who petition Congress on the 
subject of slavery. Such I understand to be his | 
argument, and as such F shail treat it. I, in the 
first place, put in a broad denial to all his general 
facts, charging this portion of my fellow-citizens 
with improper motives, or dangerous designs. 
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_den by conscience to hold slaves. 


| 
{ 
H 
j 
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j That their acts are lawful, he-does not pretend to 
i| deny. 


I call for proof to sustain his charges, 
| None such has been offered, and none such ex- 
| ists, or can be found. I repel them as calumnies 
| double distilled in the alembic of slavery. J deny 
| them, also, in the particulars and inferences; and 
let us see upon what ground they rest, or by what 
process of reasoning they are sustained. 

` The very first view of these petitioners against 
our right of petition, strikes the mind that more 
is intended than at first meets the eye. Why was 
the Committee on the District overlooked in this 


ashamed of this open position in favor of slavery, 
they, in a very coy manner, say that some of 
them are not slaveholders, and might be forbid- 
There is more 
| dictation, more political heresy, more dangerous 
| doctrine contained in this petition than I have ever 
| before scen couched together in so many words. 
We! Congress their own legislator in all that 
concerns this District! Let those who may put 
on the city livery, and legislate for them and not 
for his constituents, do so; for myself, I came 
here with a different view, and for different pur- 
poses. I came a free man, to represent the peo- 
ple of Ohio; and I intend to leave this as such 
representative, without wearing any other livery. 

Why talk about Executive usurpation and in- 
fluence over the members of Congress? F have 
always viewed this District influence as far more 
dangerous than that of any other power, It has 
i been able to extort, yes, extort from Congress 
millions to pay District debts, make District im- 
provements, and in support of the civil and crim- 
inal jurisprudence of the District. 

Pray, sir, what right has Congress to pay 
the corporate debts of the cities in the District 
morethan the debts of the corporate cities in your 
State and mine? None, sir. Yet this has been 
done to a vast amount, and the next step is, that 
we, who pay all this, shall not be permitted to 
petition Congress on the subject of their institu- 
tions; for, if we can be prevented in one case, we 
can in all possible cases. Mark, sir, how plain 
a tale will silence these petitioners. Ifslaveryin 
the District concerns only the inhabitants and’ 
Congress, so does all municipal regulations. 
Should they extend to granting lottery, gaming- 
houses, tippling-houses, and other places calcu- 
lated to promote and encourage vice—should a 
representative in Congress be instructed ‘by his 
constituents to use his influence, and vote against 
such establishments, and the people of the Dis- 
trict should instruct him to vote for them, which 
should he obey? To state the question is to an- 
swer it;otherwise the boasted right of instruction 
by the constituent body is.‘ mere sound,” signi- 
fyingnothing. Sir, the inhabitants of this District 
are subject to state legislation and State policy; 
they cannot complain of this, for their condition 
‘is voluntary; and as thiscity is the focus of power, 
of influence, and considered also as that of fash- 
ion, if not folly, and as the streams which flow 
from here irradiate the whole country, itis right, 
it is proper, that it should be subject to State pol- 
icy and State power, and not used as a leaven to 
ferment and corrupt the whole body-politic. 

. The honorable Senator has said the petition, 
though from a city, is the fair expression of the 
opinion of the District. As such I treated it, am 
willing to acknowledge the respectability of the 
petitioners and their rights, and I claim for the 
people of my own State equal respectability and 
equal rights that the people of the District are 
| entitled to: any peculiar rights and advantages I 
cannot admit. 

I agree with the Senator that the preceedings 
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on abolition petitions, heretofore, have not. been 
the most wise and prudent course. They ought 
to have been referred and acted. on. Such was 
my object, a day or. two since, when I laid on 
your table a resolution to refer them to acom- 
mittee for inquiry. You did not suffer.it, sir, to 
be printed.: The country and posterity will 
judge between the people whom I represent and 
those who-caused. to:be printed: the petition from 
the city. It cannot be possible that justice can 
have been done in both cases. The exclusive 
legislation of Congress over the District. is as 
much the act of the constituent, body as the gen- 
eral legislation of Congress over the States; and 
_tothe operation of this act have the people with- 
in the District submitted themselves. I cannot, 
however, join the Senator that the majority, in | 
refusing to receive and refer petitions, did not 
intend to destroy or impair the right in this par- 
ticular. They certainly have done so. 

The Senator admits, the Abolitionists are now 
formidable; that something must be done to. proa 
duce harmony. Yes, sir, do justice, and. har- 
mony will be restored. Act impartially, that 
justice may be done; hear petitions omboth sides, 
if they are offered, and give righteous judgments, 
and your people will be‘satisfied. You cannot 
compromise. them out: of: their rights, nor :loll 
them to:sleep with fallacies..in the shape of: re- | 
ports. - You cannot: conquer them. by rebuke, 
nor deceive them by.sophistry.. Remember you 
cannot now turn public opinion, nor can. you 
overthrow it. You must, and you will, abandon 
the high ground you have taken, and receive 
petitions. The reason of the case, the argument, 
and the judgment of the people, are all against 
you. One in this cause can ‘ chase a thousand,”’ 
and the voice of justice will be heard whenever 
you agitate the subject. In Indiana, the right of 
petition has been most nobly advocated in a pro- 
test, by a member, against. some puny. resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of that State to'white- 
wash slavery. Permit me-to.read.a paragraph, 
worthy of an American freeman: 

But who would have thought until lately that any would: 
have doubted the right of petition, in a respéctful manner, 
to Congress ?:. Who would-have believed that Congress had 
any authority to refuse to consider the petitions of the peo- 
pie? Such a step would overthrow the Autocrat of Russia, 
or cost the Grand Seignior of- Constantinople “his: head. 
Can it be possible, therefore, that it has been reserved for 
a republican Government, in a Jand boasting of its free ins 
stitutions, to set the first precedent of this kind? Our city 
councils, our courts of justice, every department of Gov- 
ernment, are approached by petition, however unanswer- 
able or absurd, so that its terms are respectful. None'go 
away unread or unheard. The life of every individual is a 
perfect illustration of the subject of petitioning. . Petition 
is the language of want, of pain, of sorrow, of man in all 
his sad variety of woes, imploring relief at the hand of some 
power superior to himself, Petitioning is the foundation 
of all government, and of all administrations of law. Yet 
it has been reserved for our Congress, seconded indirectly 
by the vote of this Legislature, to question this right, hither- 
to supposed to'be so old, so Heaven deeded, so undoubted: 
that our fathers did not think it necessary to piace a guar- 
autee of it inthe first draft of the Federal Constitution. 
Yet this sacred right has been at one blow driven, de- 
stroyed, and trodden under the feet of slavery. The old 
bulwarks of our Federal and State constitutions seem utterly 
to have been forgotten which declares, ‘that the freedom 
of speech and the press shall not be abridged, nor the right 
of the people peaceably to assemble and petition for the 
redress of their grievances, ? ?? é 


These, sir, are the sentiments which make Abo- 
litionists formidable, and set at naught all your 
councils for their overthrow... The honorable 
Senator not only admits that Abolitionists are 
formidable, but that they consist of three classes. 
The friends of humanity and justice, or those ac- 
tuated by those principles, compose one class. 
These form avery numerous class; and the ac- 
knowledgment of the Senator proves the immuta- 
ble-principles upon which: opposition, to slavery 
rests: » Men are opposed to'it from-principles of 
humanity. and. justice; men ‘are. Abolitionists; he 
admits, on that account. «We thank the Senator 
for-teaching us that word; we intend to improve 
it. ‘The next ‘class of Abolitionists, the Senator 
says, are so, apparently, for the purpose of advo- 
cating the right of petition. What are we to un- 
derstand from this? That the right of petition 
needs advocacy. Who has denied this right, or | 
who has attempted to abridge it? -The slavehold- 
ing power; that power which avoids open discus- 
sion. and the free exercise of opinion; it.is that! 
power alone which renders the advocacy of the L 


4 
i 


i tion of the country against another. I deny, sir, 


| views of the Abolitionists are not confined to se- | 


‘country, it will not be by those who seek redress 
of wrongs, by exercising the right of petition, but | 
| by those only who deny that right to others, and 


i; move, 


elsewhere, have been. filled with essays against | 
| Abolitionists for exercising the rights of freemen. 


right of petition necessary, having seized uponall | 
the powers of the Government, It is fast uniting |) 
together those opposed to its iron-rale, no matter | 
to what political. party they have. heretofore be~- 

longed; they are united with the first class, and 

act from principles of humanity and justice; and 

if the mists and shades. of slavery was not the 

atmosphere in which gentlemen were enveloped, 

they. would see constant and increasing numbers 

of our most worthy and intelligent citizens attach- 

ing themselves to the two classes mentioned, and 

rallying under the banners of Abolitionism. They 

are compelled to go there, if the gentleman will 

have itso, in order to defend and perpetuate the į 
liberties of the country. The hopes of the op- 
pressed spring up afresh from this discussion of 
the gentleman, ; . 

The third class, the Senator says, are. those 
who, to accomplish their ends, act without regard 
to consequences. To them, all the rights of 
property, of the States; of the Union, the Sen- 
ator says, are nothing. He says they aim at 
other objects than.those they profess—emanei- 

ation in the District of Columbia. No, says the 

enator, their object is universal emancipation, not 
only in the District, but in the Territories and in 
the States... Their objectis to set.free three mil- | 
lions of negro slaves. . Who. made the Senator, 
in his place -here, the censor , of -his..fellow-citi- 
zens? Who authorized him to charge them with 
other objects than those they profess? How long 
is it since the Senator himself, on this. floor, de- 
nounced slavery as an evil? What other induce- | 
ments or objects had he then in view? Suppose 
universal emancipation to be the object of these 
petitioners: .is it not a noble and praiseworthy ob- 
ject; worthy of the Christian, the philanthropist, 
the statesman, and the citizen? But the Senator 
says, they (the petitioners) aim to excite one por- 


this charge, and call for the proof; it is gratuitous, 
uncalled for, and unjust towards my fellow-citi- 
zehs. This is the language of a stricken con- 
science, seeking for the palliation of its own acts 
by charging guilt upon others. It is the language 
of those who, failing in argument, endeavor to 
cast suspicion upon tie character:of. their. oppo- 
nents, in order to draw. public attention from. 
themselves. It is the language of disguise:and 
concealment; and not that-of fair and. honorable 
investigation, the object of which is truth, E 
again putin a broad denial to this charge, that 
any portion of these ‘petitioners, whom I) repre~ 
sent, seek to excite one portion of the countr 
against another; and without proof I cannot ad- 
mit that the assertion of the honorable Senator 
establishes the fact. Itis but.opinion, and naked 
assertion only. . : 

The Senator complains that the means and 


curing the right of petition only; no, they resort 
to other means, he aflirms—to, the ballot-boz—and j 
if that. fail, says the Senator, their next appeal | 
will be to the bayonet. . Sir, no man who is an 
American in feeling and in heart, but ought to re- | 
pel this charge instantly, and without any reser- | 
vation whatever, that if they fail at the ballot-box 
they will resort to the bayonet. Ifsuch a fratra~ | 
cidal course should. ever be thought of in our 


seek to usurp the whole power of the Govern- 
ment, If the ballot-box fail them, the bayonet | 
may be their resort, as mobs and violence now 
are, Does the Senator believe that any portion | 
of the honest yeomanry of the country entertain | 
such thoughts? I hope he does not. If thoughts 
of this kind exist, they are to be found in the |; 
hearts of aspirants to ofice, and their adherents, i 
and none others. Who, sir, is making this ques- 
tion a political affair? Not the petitioners. Tt was 
the slaveholding. power which first made. this | 
I have noticed for some time past that | 


| feared. by. the tyrant; he who.usurps power, 


many of the public prints in this city, as well as, 


I 

Both political parties, however, have courted 
them in private and denounced them in public, | 
and both have: equally deceived them. And who | 
shall dare say thatan Abolitionist has no right to 
carry his principles- to. the ballot-box ? - Who fears | 


the ballot-box ? The-honest in. heart, the loyer of. 
our country and its institutions? No, sir. is i 
and, 
seizes- upon the liberty of others; he, for one, fears . 
the ballot-box. Where. is the. slave to, party.in 
this country who is-so:lost to his own dignity, or. 
so corrupted. by interest or, power, that he. does 
not, or will not, carry his principles, and his judg: 
ment into the ballot-box? ‘Such a one ought to 
have the mark of Cain in his forehead, and. sent 
to labor among the negro slaves of the: South. 
The honorable Senator. seems. anxious ‘to. take 
under his care the ballot-bqx, as he has the slave 
system of the country, and direct who shall or 
who shall not use it for the redress of what,they , 
deem a political grievance. Suppose the power 
of the Executive chair should take under its care 
the right of voting, and should proseribe any 
portion of-our citizens who should carry. with. 
them to the polls of election their own opinions, - 
creeds, and doctrines. This would at once be a. 
deathblow to our liberties, and the remedy could 
only be found in revolution... There ean be no. 
excuse or pretext for revolution while the ballot- 
box is free.. Our Government is not one of forces.. 
but of principle;.its foundation, rests upon- publie. 
opinion, and its. hope is.in, the, morality, of, the. 
mation. The moral power. of that of. the ballot- 
box. is sufficient to correct all abuses. Liet me, - 
then, proclaim here, from. this-high areng, to the ` 
citizens. not only of.my own State,, but to ihe., 
country, to all sects and parties who are entitle 
to the right of suffrage, to the ballot-box! carry.. 
with you honestly your own sentiments. respèct- 
ing the welfare of your country, and make.them , 
operate as effectually as you: can, through. that, 
medium, upon its policy and for its prosperity. 
Fear not the frowns of power. It trembles while 
it denounces you., a ere 
The Senator complains that the Abolitionists , 
have associated with the politics of the country. 
So far as I am capable of judging, this charge is’ 
not well founded; many. politicians of the coun-. 
try have used Abolitionists as stepping-stones to` 
mount into power; and, when there, have turned: . 
about and traduced them.. He admits that, polit-. 
ical parties are willing to unite with them any 


class of.men,.in order to carry, their purposes, 


Are Abolitionists, then, to blame if they,pufsue. 
the same course? It.seems, the Senator js, willing 
that: his party shoyld.make use of even Abolition-., 
ists; but he is not willing that A bolitionists should, 
use the same party for their purpose. This seems, 
not.to,be in accordance with that equality of rights, 
about which we heard so. much ‘at. the last ses-, 
sion. Abolitionists have nothing,to fegt.. If pub-. 
lic opinion shouldbe for them, politicians will be, 
around and amongst.them as thick andas noisy. 
as the locusts of Egypt. ‘The Senator seems. to 
admit that, if the Abolitionists are joined to either 
olitical party, therc is danger—danger of what? 
hat humanity and justice will prevail? that the 
right of petition will be secured to ALL, EQUALLY? 
and that the long-lost. and trodden African race 
will be restored to their natural rights? , Would 
the Senator regret to see this accomplished by àr- 
gument, persuasion, and the force of an enlight- 
ened public opinion?. I hope. not; and these peti- 
tioners ask the use of no other weapons. in. this’ 
warfare. : i a a 
These ultra-Abolitionists, says the Senator, in-, 
voke the power of this Government to their aid, 
And pray, sir, what power should they invoke? 
Have they not the same. right to approach this 
Government ag other men? Ís the Senator or 
this body authorized to deny them any privileges, 
secured to-other citizens? If so, let him show 
me. the charter of hi. power, and 1 will be silent.. 
Until he:can.do this, 1 shall uphold, justify, and 
sustain them, as I do other citizens. . The exer- 
cise of power by Congress in behalf of the slaves, 
within this District, the Senator seems to.think. 
no one without the District bas the-Jeast claim to. 
ask for. , It is because I reside without the Dis-, 
trict, and am called within it by the Constitution, 
that. L.object to the existence. of slavery here... L 


| deny the gentleman’s position, then, on this point, 


On this, then, we are equal.. T'he Senator, how- 
ever, is at war with himself. He contends, the 
object of the cession by the States of Virginia and 
Maryland was to establish a seat of Goyerument 
only, and to give to Congress whatever power was 
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necessary to render the District a valuable and 
comfortable situation for that purpose, and that 
Congress have full power to do whatever is ne- 
cessary for this District; and if to abolish slavery 
be necessary to attain the object, Congress: have 

ower to abolish slavery in the District. [am sure 

quote the gentleman substantially; and I thank 
him for this precious confession in his argument; 
it is what I believe, and I know it is all I feel 
disposed to ask. If we can, then, prove that this 
District is not as comfortable and convenient a! 
place for the deliberations of Congress, and the 
comfort of our citizens who may visit it, while 
slavery exists here,asit would be withoutslavery, | 
then slavery ought to be abolished; and T trust 
we shall have the distinguisliéd Senator. from 
Kentucky to aid-us in this great national reform- 
ation. Y take the Senator at-his word. I agree 
with him that this ought to be such a place as he 
has déscribéds but Fdeny that itis so. Andupon 
what facts ‘do I rest‘my denial? We area Chris- 
tian nation; a toral'‘and religious people. Pspeak 
for the free States; at least for my own State; and 
what a contrast does the very streets of your 
capital daily present to the Christianity and mo- 
rality of the nation?’ A race of slaves, or at least 
colored persons, of every hue, from the jet black 
African, in regular gradation, up to the almost 
pure Anglo-Saxon calor. During the short time 
official duty has‘ called me here, | have seen the 
really red haired, the freckled, and’ the almost 
white negro; and I have been ‘astonished: at the 
numbers of the mixed race when compared with 
those of full color, and [*have deeply deplored 
this stain upon our national morals; and the 
words of Doctor Channing have, thousands: ofj 
times, been impressed on my mind, that ‘a slave 
countty reeks with licentiousness.”’ 

How comes this amalgamation of the races? It 
comes from slavery. Itis a disagrecable annoy- 
ance to’ persons wha come from the free States, 
especially to’ their Christian and moral feelings. 
It isa great hinderance toa proper discharge of | 
their duties while here. “Remove slavery from this 
District, and this evil will disappear. Weargue 
this circumstance’ alone ag a sufficient ‘cause to | 

roduceé ‘that effect: - Rut slavery presents within 
the Distriét other and still more appalling scenes 
—scenes well calculated to awaken the deepest 
emotions of the human heart. ‘The slave trade 
exists here in al) its ronnors, and unwhipped of ! 
all its crimes. “In view of the very chair you 
now occupy, Mr. President, if the massy walls 
of this building did not prevent it, you could sce 
the prison, the pen, the hell, where human 
beings, when purchased for sale, are kept, until 
a Cargo can be rocured for transportation toa 
southern or foreign market, for Lhave little doubt 
that slaves are enrried to Texas for sale, although 
E do not know the fact.’ 

Sir, since Congtess have been in session, a 
mournful group of these unhappy beings, some 
thirty or forty, were marched, as if in derision 
of your members of Congress, in view of your 
Capitol, chained and manacled together, in open 
daylight, yes, in the very face of heaven itself, 
to be shipped at Baltimore fora foreign market. 
J did fiot witness this cruel transaction, but 
speak from what I have heard and believe. Is 
this District, then, a fit place for our delibera- 
tions, whose feelings are outraged with impunity 
with transactions like this? Suppose, sir, that 
mournful and degrading spectacle was at this 
moment exhibited under the windows of our 
Chamber: do you think the Senate could delib- 
erate, could continue with that composure and 
attention which I see around me? No, sir; all 
your powers could not preserve order for a mo- 
ment. The feelings of humanity would over- 
come those of regard for the peculiar institutions 
of the States; and though we would be politically 
and legally bound tot to interfere, we are not 
morally bound to withhold our sympathy and 
our execration in witnessing such inhuman traf- | 
fic. This traffic alone, in this District, renders | 
it an uncomfortable and unfit place for your seat 
of Government. a 
_ Sir, itis but one or two years since I saw stand- 
ing at the railroad depot, as I passed from my 
boarding-house to this Chamber, some large wag- 
ons and teams, as if waiting for freight; the cars 


1 


had not then arrived. 1 was inquired of, when 1 


iy 


| slaves only as persons. 


i for some time. 


returned to my lodgings, by my landlady, if I 
knew the object of those wagons which I saw in 
the morning. I replied I did not; I suppose they 
came and were waiting for loading. “ Yes, for 
slaves,” said she; ‘f and one of those wagons was 
filled with little boys and little girls, who had 
been bought up through the country, and were to 
be taken to a southern market. Ah, sir,” con- 
tinued she, “fit made my very heart ache to see 
them.” The very recital unnerved and unfitted 
me for thought or reflection on any other subject 
It ig scenes like this, of which 
ladies of my country and my State complained in 
their petitions, some time since, as rendering this 
District unpleasant, should they wish to visit the 
capital of the nation as wives, sisters, daughters, 
or friends of members of Congress. Yet, sir, these 
respectable females were treated here with con- 
temptuous sneers; they were compared on this 
floor to the fishwomen of Paris who dipped their 
fingers in the blood of revolutionary France. Sir, 
if-the transaction in slaves here which I have men- 
tioned could have made such an impression upon 
the heart of a lady, a resident of the District, one 
who had been used to slaves, and was probably 
an owner, what would be the feelings of ladies 


| from the free States on beholding a like transac- 


tion? I will leave every gentleman and every 
lady to answer for themselves. I am unable to 
describe it. Shall the capital of your country lon- 
ger exhibit scenes so revolting to humanity that 
the ladies of your country cannot visit it without 


| disgust? No; wipe off the foul stain, and let it 


become a suitable and comfortable place for the 
seat of Government, The Senator, as if conscious 
that his argument on this point had proved too 
much, and of coursé-had proven the converse of 
what he wished to establish, concluded this part 
by saying that, if slavery is abolished, the act 
ought to be confined to thecity alone. We thank 
him for this small sprinkling of correet opinion 
upon this arid waste of public feeling. Liberty 
may yet vegetate and grow even here. 

he Senator insists that the States of Virginia 
and Maryland would never have ceded this Dis- 
trict if they had thought slavery would ever have 
been abolished i# it. This is an old story twice 
told. It was never, however, thought of until 
the slave power imagined it, for its own security, 
Let the States ask a retrocession of the District, 
and I am sure the free States will rejoice to make 
the grant. . 

The Senator condemns the Abolitionists for 
desiring that slavery should not exist in the Ter- 
ritories, even in Florida, He insists that, by the 
treaty, the inhabitants of that country have the 
right to remove their rrrecrs when they pleases 
and that, by this condition, they have the riglit to 
retain their slaves as effects, independently of the 
owerof Congress. Lam no diplomatist, sir, but- 
venture to deny the conclusion of the Senator’s 
argument. In all our intercourse with’ forcign 
nations, in all our treaties in which the words 
t goods, effects,” &c., are used, slaves have never 
been considered as included. Inal cases in which 
slaves are the subject-matter of controversy, they 
are specially named by the word ‘‘slaves;”’ and, 
if I remember rightly, it has been decided in Con- 


Toe $ % 
gress thatslaves are not'‘property for which a com- 
| pensation shall be madé when taken for public 


use, (or rather slaves cannot be considered as 
taken for public use,) or as property by the en- 
emy, when they are in the service of the United 
States. If Lam correct, as I believe Iam, in the 
positions { have assumed, the gentleman can say 


| nothing, by this part of his argument, against 


Abolitionists for asking that slavery shall not 
exist in Florida. 

The gentleman contends that the power to re- 
move slaves from one State to another, for sale, 


is found in that part of the Constitution which | 


gives Congress the power to regulate commerce 
within the States, &c. This argument is nen 
sequitur, unless the honorable Senator can first 
prove that slaves are proper articles for com- 
merce. We say that Congress have power over 
protect persons, but cannot make them property; 
and they have full power in regulating commerce, 
and can, in- such regulations, prohibit from its 
operations everything but property; property 


li € to exercise their benevolence. 


municipal regulations: The dominion of man 
over things, as property, was settled by his Cre- 
ator when man was first: placed upon: the earth. 
He was to subdue the earth, and have dominion 
over the fish of the sea, the fowls of the air, and 
over every living thing that moveth upon the 
earth; every herb bearing seed, and the fruit of 
a tree yielding seed, was given for his use. This 
is the foundation of all right in property of every 
description. It is for the use of man the grant 
is made, and of course man cannot be included 
in the grant. Every municipal regulation, then, 
of any State, or any of its peculiar institutions 
which makes man property, is a violation of this 
great law of nature, and is founded in usurpation 
and tyranny, and isaccomplished by force, fraud, 
or an abuse of power. It is.a violation of the 
principles of truth and justice, in subjecting the _ 
weaker to the stronger man. Ina Christian na~ 
tion such property can form.no just ground for 
doinihiersial regulations, but ought to be strictly 
prohibited. I therefore believe itis the duty of 
Congress, by virtue of this power to regulate 
commerce, to prohibit, at once, slaves being used 
as articles of trade. ; 

The gentleman says the Constitution left the 
subject of slavery entirely to the States. To this 
position I assent; and, as the States cannot regu- 
late their own commerce, but the same being the’ 
right of Congress, that body cannot make staves 
an article of commerce, because slavery is left en- 
tirely to the States in which it exists, and slaves 
within those States, according to the.gentleman, 
are excluded from the power of Congress. Can 
Congress, in regulating.commerce among the sev- 
eral States, authorize the transportation of articles 
from one State and their sale in another, which 
they have not power so to authorize in any State? 
I cannot believe in such doctrine; and’ I now sol- 
emnly protest against the power of Congress to. 
authorize‘the transportation to, and the sale in, 
Ohio, of any negro slave whatever, or for any 
possible purpose under the sun, Who isthere in 
Ohio, or elsewhere, that will dare deny this posi- 
tion? If Ohio contains such arecreant to her con- 
stitution and policy, I hope he may have the bold- 
ness to stand forth and avow it. If the States in 
which slavery exists love it as a household god, 
let them keep it there, and not call upon us in the 
free States to offer incense to their idol.. We do 
not seek to touch it with unhallowed hands, but 
with pure hands, upraised in the cause of trath 
and suffering humanity. 

The gentleman admits that, at the formation of 
our Government, it was feared that'slavery might 
eventually divide or distract our country; and, as 
the BALLOT-Box seems continually to haunt his 
imagination, he says there is real danger of dis- 
solution of the Union, if Abolitionists, as is evident 
they do, will carry their principles into the BALLOT- 
pox. If not disunion in fact, at least in feeling, 
in the country, which is always the precursor to 
the clash of arms. And the gentleman further 
says we are taught by holy writ, thai the race 
is not to the swift, nor the battle to the strong.’’ 
The moral of the gentleman’s argument: is, that 
truth and righteousness will prevail, though op- 
posed by power and influence; that Abolitionists, 
though few in number, are greatly to be feared; 
one, as I have said, may chase a thousand, and 
two put ten thousand to. fight; and, as their 
weapons of warfare are not‘ carnal, but mighty 
to the pulling down of strongholds,”’ even sla- 
very itself; and as the ballot-béx is the great 
moral lever in political action, the gentleman 
would exclude Abolitionists entirely from its use, 
' and, for opinion’s sake, deny them this high priv- 
ilege of every American citizen. Permit me, sir, 
to remind: the gentleman of another text of Holy 
Writ: “fhe wicked flee when no man pursueth, 
but the righteous are bold asg a lion.” The Sen- 
ator says that those who have slaves’ are some- 
times supposed to be under too much. alarm. 
Does this prove the application of the text I have 
just quoted? ‘ Conscience sometimes makes 


| cowards of us all.” The Senator appeals to Abo- 
he United States can | 


litionists, and beseeches them to cease their efforts 
on the subject of slavery, if they wish, says he, 
>> “What! Abo- 
; litionists benevolent! He hopes they will select 
; some object not so terrible.. Oh, sir, he is willing 


made so by the laws of nature, and not by any i: they should pay tithes of “ mint and rue,” but 
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the weightier matters of the law, judgment and 
mercy he would have them entirely overlook. _ I 
ought to thank the Senator for introducing Holy 
Writ into this debate,.and inform him his argu- 
ments are not the sentiments of Him, who, when 
on earth, went about doing good. .. oe 

The Senator further entreats the clergy to de- 
sist from their efforts in behalf. of abolitionism. 
Who authorized the Senator, as.a politician, to 
use his influence to point out to the clergy upon 
what they should preach, or for what they should 
par? ould the Senator dare exert his power 

ere to bind the consciences of men? . I think 
not. “By. what rule of ethics, then, doés he un- 
dertake to use his influence, from this high place 
of power, in order to gain the same object, I am 
at a loss to determine? Sir, this movement of 
the Senator is far more censurable and dangerous, 
as an attempt to unite Church and State, than 
were the petitions against Sunday mails, the re- 
port in opposition to which gained for you, Mr. 

resident, so much applause in the country. I, 
sir, also appeal to the clergy to maintain their 
rights of conscience; and if they believe slavery 
to be a sin, we ought to honor and respect them 
for their open, denunciation of it, rather than call 
on them to. desist; for between their conscience 
and their God we have no power to interfere; we 
-do not wish to make them political agents for any 
purpose. i ; 

But. the Senator is not content to entreat the 
clergy alone‘ tfo desist; he calls on his country- 
women to. warn them, also, to cease their efforts, 
ana reminds them that the ink shed from the pen 
held in their fair fingers when writing their names 
to abolition petitions, may be the cause of shed- 
ding much human blood! Sir, the language to- 
wards this class of petitioners is very much 
changed of late; they formerly were pronounced 
idlers, fanatics, old women, and school misses, 
unworthy of respect from intelligent and respect- 

able men. I warned gentlemen then that they 
would change their; language; the blows they 
aimed fell harmless at the feet of those against 
-whom: they .were intended to injure. In this 
movement of my countrywomen Í thought was 
_plainly to be discovered the operations of Provi- 
‘dence, and a sure sigh of the final.triumph of 
universal, emancipation ! All history, both sacred 
and profane, both ancientand modern, bears tes- 
_timony to the efficacy of female influcnce and 
power in the cause of human liberty. From the 
time of the preservation, by the hands of woman, 
of the great Jewish lawgiver, in hisinfantile hours, 
and who was preserved for the purpose of free- 
ing his countrymen from Egyptian bondage, has 
woman been made a powerful agent in breaking 
to.pieces the rod of the oppressor. With a pure 
and uncontaminated mind, heractions spring from 
the deepest recesses of the human heart. De- 
nounce. her as you will, you cannot deter her from 
duty. Pain, sickness, want, poverty, and even 
death, itself form no obstacles in her onward 
march. Even the tender virgin would dress, as 
a martyr for the stake, as for the bridal hour, 
. rather than make sacrifice of her purity and duty. 
The eloquence of the Senate, and clash of arms, 
are alike powerless when brought ih opposition 
_to the influence of pure and virtuous woman. 
The liberty of the slave seems now to be commit- 
ted to her charge, and who can‘doubt her final 
triumph? I do not. You cannot fight against 
her and hope for success; and well does the Sen- 
ator know this; hence this appeal to her feelings 
to terrify her from that which she believes to be 
cher duty. Itisa vain attempt. | $ 
The Senator. says that it was the principles of 
the Constitution which carried. us through, the 
“Revolution. Surely it was; and to use the lah- 
. guage.of another Senator from a slave State, on 
a former. occasion, these are the very principles 

on which the Abolitionists plant themselves. It 

was the principle that all men: are born FREE -And 
- EQUAL, that _nerved the arm.of our fathers in their 
f contest for independence. It was forthe natural 
_and inherent rights of.men they contended. ‘It 
-isa libel. upon the Constitution to say.that its 
object was not liberty, but slavéry for millions of 
_ the human race. i; 

The Senator, well fearing that all his eloquence 
cand his arguments thus far are butas chaff when 
weighed in the balance against truth and justice, 


+ 


seems to find consolation in the idea, and says, 


that which opposes the ulterior object of Aboli- 
tionists is that, the General Government has no 
power to act.on the subject of slavery, and that 
the Constitution. or Union would not last an hour 
if the power claimed was exercised by Congress, 
It is slavery then, not liberty, that makes us one 
people. To dissolve slavery, is to dissolve the 
Union. Why require of us to support the Consti- 
tution by oath, if the Constitution ‘itself is sub- 


| ject to the power of slavery, and not the moral 


power of the country? Change the form of the 
oath which you administer to Senators. on taking 
seats hére; Swear them to support slavery, and, 
according to the logic of the gentleman, the Con- 
stitution and.the Union will both be safe. We 
hear almost daily threats of dissolving the Union, 
and from whence do they come? From citizens 
of the free States? No! From the slave States 
only. Why wish to dissolve it? The reason is 
plain—that a new Government may be formed, 
by which we, as a nation, may be made a slave- 
holding people. No impartial observer of pass- 


ing events can, in my-humble judgment, doubt 
‘the truth of this, ; 


The Senator thinks the Abolitionists in error, 


lif they wish the slaveholder to free his slave. He 


asks, why denounce him? I cannot admit ‘the 
truth of the question; but I might well ask the 
gentleman, and the slaveholders generally, ‘ why 
are, you angry at me because I tell you the truth?”” 
It is the light of truth which the slaveholder can- 
not endure; a plain, unvarnished tale of what sla- 
very is, he considers a libel upon himself. The 
factis, the slavcholder feels the leprosy of slavery 
upon him. He is anxious to hide the odious dis- 
ease from the public eye; and the ballot-box and 
the right of petition, when used against him, he 
feels as sharp reproof; and, being unwilling to 
renounce his errors, he tries to escape from their 
consequences, by making the world believe that 


ue is the persecuted, and not the persecutor. | 


Slaveholders have said here, during this very ses- 
sion, “ the fact is, slavery will not bear examin- 


‘ation.’? It is the Senator who denounces Aboli- 


tionists for the exercise of their most unquestion- 
able rights, while A bolitionists condemn that only 
which the Senator himself willacknowledge to be 
wrong, at all times and under all circumstances; 


“because he admits that, if it wag an original ques- 
“tion whether slaves should be introduced among 


us, but few citizens would be found to agree to it, 
and none more opposed. to it than himself. ‘The 
argument is, that the evil of slavery is incurable; 
that the attempt to eradicate it would commence 
a struggle whith would exterminate one race or 
the other. Whata lamentable picture of our Gov- 
ernment, so often pronounced the best upon earth ! 
The sceds of disease, which were interwoven into 
its first existence, have now become so incorpo- 
rated into its frame that they cannot be extracted 
without dissolving the whole fabric; that we must 
endure the evil without hope and without com- 
plaint. Our very natures must be changed before 
we can be brought tamely to submit to this doc- 
trine. The evil will be remedied; and, to use the 


language of Jefferson again, “‘ this people will yet | 


be free.” The Senator finds consolation, how- 
ever, in the midst of this existing evil, in color 
and caste. The black.race (says he) is the strong 
ground of slavery in our country. Yes, itis color, 
not right and justice, that is to continue forever 
slavery in our country. It is prejudice against 
color which is the strong ground of the slave- 


holders hope. Is that prejudice founded in na- 


ture, or is it the effect of base and sordid interest? 
Let the mixed race which we see here, from black 
to almost. perfect white, springing from “white 
fathers, answer this question. Slavery has no just 
foundation in color; it rests exclusively upon 
usurpation, tyranny, oppressive fraud, and force. 
These were its parents in every age and country 
of the world. ; i y vy 
The Senator says, the next or greatest difficulty 
to. emancipation, is the amount of property ut 
would take from the owners. “All ideas of right 
and wrong are confounded in these words: eman- 
cipate property, emancipate ‘a horse, or an oX, 
would not only be an unmeaning, buta ludicrous 
o emancipate, is to set free from 


expression. 8 t 
slavery. To. emancipate, is lo set free a man, 
not property. The Senator estimates the number 


| 


of slaves—men now held in bondage—at three 
millions in the United States.” Is this statement 
made here by the same voice which was heard ‘in 
this Capitol in favor of the hberties of, Greece, 
and for the emancipation of our South American 
brethren from political thraldom? ftis; and has 
all its fervor in favor of liberty been’ exhausted 
upon foreign countries, so as not to leave a single 
whisper in favor of three millions of men in our 
‘own country, now groaning under the most gali- 
ing oppression the world ever saw? ‘No, sit. 
Sordid interest rules the hour. Men are made 
property, and paper is made money, and the Sen- 
ator, no doubt, sees in these two peculiar institu- 
‘tions a power which, if united, will be able to 
‘accomplish all his wishes. “ He informs ‘us that 
some have computed the slaves ‘to be worth the 
average amount of $500 each, ‘He ‘will estimate 
within bounds at $400 each. Making the amount 
twelve hundred million dollars’. worth of slave 
property. Theard this statement, Mr. President, 
with emotions of the deepest feeling, “By what 
rule of political or commercial arithmetic does the 
Senator calculate the amount of, property in‘hu- 
man beings? Can it be fancy or fact, that T hear 
such calculation, that‘the people of the United 
‘States own twelve hundréd milfions™ (double the 
amount ofall the specie in the world) worth of 
property inhuman flesh! ‘And this’ property. is 
owned, the gentleman informs us, by all’ classes 
of society, forming part of all our contracts within 
our own country and in Europe. “I should have 
been glad, sir, to have been spared the hearing of 
a declaration of this‘ kind, especially’ from the 
high source and the place from which it has.em- 
anated. ne eee he See 
But the assertion has gone forth ‘that wehave 
twelve hundred millions of slave property at the 
South; and can any man so close his understand- 
ing here as not plainly to perceive that the power 
of this vast amount of property at the South is 
now uniting itself to the banking power of. the 
North, in order to govern the destinies of this 
country? Six hundred milions of banking cap. 
ital is to be brought into this coalition, and the 
slave power and the bank power are thus to 


‘unite in order to break down the present Admin: 


istration. ‘There can be no mistake, ag T believe. 
in this matter, The-aristoctacy of the North, 
who, by the power of a corrupt banking system, 
and the aristocracy of the South, by the powei 
of the slave system, both fattening ‘upon the la- 
bor of others, are. now about to-unite in order:to 
make the reign of each perpétual. “Isthere an in- 
dependent American to'be found who will become 
the recreant slave to such ab unholy combination i 
Is this another compromise’to barter’ the Hber- 
ties of the country for personal aggrandizement? 
« Resistance to tyrants is obedience to God.” 

The Senator further insists, ‘that what the law 
makes property is property.” This is the pred- 
icate of the gentleman; ’ he has. neither ‘facts nor 
reason to proveit; yet upon this alone does he 
rest'the whole case that negroes are property.. ‘I 
deny both the predicate and the argument. Sup- 
pose the Legislature of the Senator's own State 
should passa law declaring his wife, his children, 
his friends, indeed, any. white citizen of Ken- 
tucky, property, and should they be sold and trans- 
ferred as such, would thegentleman fold ‘his arms 
and say, “ Yes, they are property, for the law 
has made them such?’ No, sir; he would de- 
nounce such law with more vehemence than he 
now denounces Abolitionists, and would deny the 
authority of human legislation to accomplish an 
object. s6 clearly beyond its power. 

Human laws, I contend, cannot make human 
beings property, if human force can doit. If it 
is competent for our Legislatures to makea black 
man ‘property, it is competent for them to make a 
white man the same; and the same objection ex- 
ists to the power of the people in an organic law 
for their own government; they cannot make 
property of each other, and, in the langyage of 
the constitution of Indiana, such an act “ can 
only originate in usurpation and tyranny.” 
Dreadful indeed would be the condition of this 
country if these principles should not only be 
carried into the ballot-box, but into ‘the presi- 
dential chair. “The idea that Abolitionists ought 
to pay for the slaves if they are set free;and that 
they ought to think of this, is addressed their 
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fears and not to their judgment. There is no 
principle of morality or justice that should require 
them or our citizens generally todo so. To free 
a slave is to take from usurpation that which it 
has made property and given to another, and be- 
stow it upon the rightful owner. It is not taking 
property from its true owner for public use. 

en can do with their own as they please, to 
vary their peace if they wish, but cannot be com- 
pelled to do so. 

The gentleman repeats the assertion that has 
been repeated a thousand and one times—that 
Abolitionists are retarding the emancipation of 
the slave, and have thrown it back fifty or a hun- 
dred. years; that they have increased the rigors 
of slavery, and caused the master to treat his 
slave with more severity. Slavery, then, is to 
cease at some period; and because the Abilition- 
ists have said to the slaveholder, ‘Now is the 
accepted time,” and because he thinks this an 
improper interference, and not having the Abo- 
litionist in his power, he inflicts his vengeance on 
his unoffending slave. The moral of this story 
is, the slaveholder will exercise more cruelty 
because he is desired to show mercy. 1 do not 
envy the Senator the full benefit of his argument. 
It is no doubt a true picture of the feclings and 
principles which slavery engenders in the breast 
of the master. It is in perfect keeping with the 
threat we almost daily hear, that if petitioners 
do not cease their efforts in the exercise of their 
constitutional rights, others will dissolve the 
Union. These, however, oughtall to be esteemed 
idle assertions and idle threats. 

The Senator tells us that the consequences 
arising from the: freedom of slaves would be to 
reduce the wages of the white laborer. He has 
furnished us with neither data nor fact upon 
which this opinion can rest.. He, however, would 
draw a line, on one side of which he would place 
the-slave labor, and on the other free white labor; 
and looking over the whole, as a general system, 
both would appear on a perfect equality. T have 
observed, for some years past, that the southern 
slaveholder has insisted that his laborers are, in 

oint of integrity, morality, usefulness, and com- 
fort, equal to the laboring population of the 
North—thus endeavoring to raise the slave, in 


public estimation, to an equality with the frec | 


white laborer of the North; while, on the other 
hand, the northern aristocrat has, in the same 
manner, viz: by comparison, endeavored to re- 
duce his laborers to the moral and political con- 
dition of the slaves of the South. It is for the 
free white American citizens to determine wheth- 
er they will permit such degrading comparisons 
longer to exist, Already has this spirit broken 
forth in denunciation of the right of UNIVERSAL 
aurrracs. Will free white laboring citizens 
take warning before it is too late? 

The last, the great, the crying sin of Aboli- 
tionists, in the eyes of the Senator, is that the 
are opposed to colonization, and in favor of ea 
gamation. It is not necessary to enter now into 
any of the benefits and advantages of coloniza- 
tion; the Senator has pronounced it the noblest 
scheme ever devised by man; he says it is pow- 
erful but harmless. I have no knowledge of any 
resulting bencfits from the scheme to either race. 
I have not a doubt as to the real object intended 
by its founders, it did not arise from principles 
of humanity and benevolence towards the colored 
race, but a desire to remove the free of that race 
beyond the United States, in order to perpetuate 
and make slavery more secure. The Scnator 
further makes the broad charge, that Abolitionists 
wish to enforce the unnatural system of amalga- 
mation. We deny the fact, and call on the Sen- 
ator for proof. The citizens of the free States, 
the petitioners against slavery, the Abolitionists 
of the free States in favor of amalgamation! No, 
sir! If you want evidence of the fact, and rea- 
soning in support ofamalgamation, you mustlook 
into the slave States; it is there ii Spreads and 
flourishes from slave mothers, and presents all 

ossible colors and complexions, from the jet 

lack African to the scarcel y-to-be-distinguished 
white person. Does any one need proof of this 
fact? Let him take but a few turns through the 
streets of your capital, and observe those whom 
he shall meet, and he will be erfectly satisfied. 
Amalgamation indeed! The charge is made with 


a very bad grace on the present occasion. No, 
i sir, it is not the negro woman, it is the slave and 
the contaminating influence of slavery that is the 
mother of amalgamation. Does the gentleman 
want facts on this subject? Let him look to the 
i colored race in the free States; it is a rare occur- 
rence there. A colony of blacks, some three or 
four hundred, were settled, some fifteen ortwenty 
years since, in the county of Brown, a few miles 
distant from my former residence in Ohio, and I 
was told by a person living near them, a country 
merchant with whom they dealt, when convers- 
ing with him on this very subject, that he knew 
of but one instance of a mulatto child being born 
amongst them for the last fifteen years; and I ven- 
ture the assertion, had the same colony been set- 
tled ina slave State, the cases of a like kind would 
have been far more numerous. I repeat again, 
in the words of Dr. Channing, it is a slave coun- 
try that recks with licentiousness of this kind, 
and for proof I refer to the opinions of Judge 
Harper, of North Carolina, in his defense of 
southern slavery. 

The Senator, as if fearing that he had made his 
charge too broad, and might fail in proof to sus- 
tain it, seems to stop short, and make the inquiry, 
where is the process of amalgamation to begin; 
he had heard of no instance of the kind against 


gin it with the laboring class; and if I understand 
the Senator correctly, that abolitionism, by throw- 
ing together the white and the black laborers, 
would naturally produce this result. Sir, I regret, 
I deplore, that such a charge should be made 
against the laboring class—that class which tills 
the ground, and, in obedience to the decrec of their 
Maker, cat their bread in the sweat of their face 


chosen people on earth, they are those who thus 
labor. This charge is calculated for effect, to in- 
duce the laboring class to believe that if emanci- 


reduced to the same condition as the colored la- 
borer. The reverse of that is the truth of the case. 
lt is the slaveholder now, he who looks upon 
Inbor as only fit for a servile race, it is him and 


the condition of the slave. They do not yet claim 
him as property, but they would exclude him from 
all participation in the public affairs of the coun- 
try. 
hae, the. black would rival the white laborer in 
the free States. I cannot believe it, while so many 
facts exist to prove the contrary. Negroes, like 


attached to the place of their birth, and the home 
of their youth; and the climate of the South is 
congenial to their natures, more than that of the 
North. If emancipation should take place at the 
South, and the negro be freed, from the fear of 
being made merchandise, they would remove from 


return to that country, because it is the home of 
their friends and fathers. Already in Ohio, as far 


(emigrants) from foreign countries, engrossed 
almost entirely all situations in which male or 
female labor is found. But, sir, this plea of ne- 
cessity and convenience is the plea of tyrants. 


the use of his hands as the white person; the same 
right to contract and labor for what price he 
pleases? Would the gentleman extend the power 
of the Government to the regulation of the pro- 
ductive industry of the country? This was his 
former theory, but put down effectually by the 
public voice. Taking advantage of the prejudice 
against labor, the attempt is now being made to 
begin this same system, by first operating on the 
poor black laborer. For shame! let us cease 
trom attempts of this kind. 

The Senator informs us that the question was 
asked fifty years ago that is now asked, can the 
negro be continued forever in bondage. Yes; and 
it will continue to be asked, in still louder and 
louder tones. But, says the Senator, we are yet 
a prosperous and happy nation. Pray, sir, inwhat 
part of your country do you find this prosperity 
and happiness? In the slave States? No, no! 


There all is weakness, gloom, and despair, while 
in the free States all is light, business, and activ- 


Abolitionists; they (the Abolitionists) would be- | 


—that class, as Mr. Jefferson says, if God has a | 


pation takes place, they will be, in the free States, | 


his kindred spirits who live upon the labor of | 
others, endeavoring to reduce the white laborer to | 


It ig further said that if the negroes were | 


the white race, but with stronger feelings, are | 


the free States of the North and West, immediately | 


as my knowledge extends, has free white labor | 


Has not the free black person the same right to | 


ity. What has created the astonishing difference 
between the gentleman’s State and ‘mine; between 
Kentucky and Ohio? Slavery, the withering curse 
of slavery, is upon Kentucky, while Ohio is free. 
Kentucky, the garden of the West, almost the 
land of promise, possessing all the natural advan- 
tages, and more than is possessed by Ohio, is 
vastly behind in population and wealth. Sir, I 
can see from the windows of my upper chamber, 
in the city of Cincinnati, lands in Kentucky which, 
I am told, can be purchased from ten to fifty dol- 
lars per acre, while lands of the same quality, 
under the same improvements, and the same dis- 
tance from me in Ohio, would probably sell from 
one to five hundred dollars per acre. I was told 
by a friend, a few days before I left home, who 
had formerly resided in the county of Bourbon, 
Kentucky—a most excellent county of lands, ad- 
joining, [ believe, the county in which the Sen- 
ator resides—that the white population of that 
county was more than four hundred less than it 
was five years since. Will the Senator contend, 
after a knowledge of these facts, that slavery in 
this country has been the cause of our prosperity 
and happinees? No, he cannot. It is because 
slavery has been excluded and driven from a 
large proportion of our country that we are a 
prosperous and happy people. 

But its late attempts to force its influence and 
power into the free States, and deprive our cili- 
zens of their unquestionable rights, has been the 
moving cause of all the riots, burnings, and mur- 
ders that have taken place on account of Aboli- 
tionism; and it has, in some degree, even in the 
free States, caused mournin , lamentation, and 
woe. Remove slavery, and the country, the 
whole country, will recovor its natural vigor, and 
our peace and future prosperity will be placed on 
a more extensive, safe, and sure foundation. It 
is a waste of time to answer the allegations that 
the emancipation of the negro race would induce 
them to make war on the white race. Every fact 
in the history of emancipation proves the reverse; 
and he that will not believe those facts, has dark- 
ened his own understanding, that the light of 
reason can make no impression; he appeals to 
interest, not to truth, for information on this sub- 
ject. Wedo not fear his errors while we are left 
free tocombat them. The Senator implores us to 
cease all commotion on this subject. Are we to 
surrenderll our rights and privileges, all the off- 
cial stations of the country, into the hands of the 
slaveholding power, without a single struggle? 
Are we to cease all exertions for our own safety, 
and submit in quiet to the rule of this power? Is 
the calm of despotism to reign over this land, and 
the voice of freemen to be no more heard? This 
sacrifice is required of us in order to sustain sla- 
very. Freemen, will you make it? Will you 
shut your ears and your sympathies, and with- 
hold from the poor, famished slave a morsel of 
bread? Can you thus act and expect the bless- 
ings of Heaven upon your country? I beseech 
you to consider for yourselves. 

Mr. President, I have been compelled to enter 
into this discussion from the course pursued by 
the Senate on the resolution I submitted a few 
days since. The ery of Abolitionist has been 
raised against me. If those resolutions are abo- 
litionism, then am I an Abolitionist from the soles 
of my feet to the crown of my head. If to main- 
tain the rights of the States, the security of the 
citizen from violence and outrage, if to preserve 
the supremacy of the laws, if insisting on the 
right of petition as a medium through which 
every person subject to the laws has an undoubted 
right to approach the constitutional authorities of 
the country, be the doctrines of Abolitionists, they 
find a response in every beating pulse in my 
viens. Neither power, nor favor, nor want, nor 
misery, shall deter me from its support while the 
vital current continues to flow. 

Condemned at home for my opposition to sla- 
very, alone and single handed here, well may I feel 
tremor and emotion in bearding this lion of sla- 
very in his very den and upon his own ground. 
ĮI should shrink, sir, at once from this fearful and 
unequal contest, was I not. thoroughly convinced 
that I am sustained by the power of truth and 
the best interests of the country, ` 

I listened to the Senator from Kentucky with 
undivided attention. I was disappointed, sadly 
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disappointed. I had heard of the Senator's tact 
in making compromises and agreements-on this 
floor; and though opposed in principle to all‘such 
proceedings, yet I hoped to hear something. apon 
which we could hang a hope that peace would be 
restored to the borders of ‘our‘own States, and 


all future aggressions upon our citizens from the |! 


‘slave States be prevented.:: Now, sir, he offers 


us nothing but unconditional submission’ or po- i| 


litical deaths and.not political alone, but absolute || 
‘death. © We have counted the cost in this matter, 
and are determined to live-and die free. Let the 
slaveholder.“hug his system to’ his bosom in his 
‘own State; we will not-go there to disturb him; 
but, sir, within our’own borders we claim to 
enjoy the: same privileges. Even, sir, here, in 
this District, this ten miles square of common 
property and common right, the slave power has 
the assurance to come into this very Hall, and 
request that we—yes, Mr. President, ‘that my 
constituents—be denied the right of petition on 
the subject of slavery in this District. ‘This most 
extraordinary petition against the right of others 
to petition on the same subject of theirs, is gra- 
ciously received and ordered to be printed; pans 
sung to it by the slave power; while the petitions | 
‘J offer, from as honorable, free, high-minded, and 
patriotic American: citizens: as any in this Dis- 
“trict, are spit upon, and. turned’ out of doors as 
an:unclean thing. Genius of liberty! how tong 
“will you ‘sleep under this iron power of oppres- 
sion? Not: content with: ruling over their-own 
slaves, they claim the: power td instruct Con- 
“gress on the question of receiving petitions; and 
“yet wé are tauntingly and sneeringly told that 
“we have nothing to do with the existence of sla- 
very in the country—a suggestion as absurd as it 


is ridiculous. We are called upon to make laws in || 


favor of slavery in the District, but it is denied | 
that we can make laws against it; and at last the | 
right of petition on the subject, by the people of | 
the free States, is complained of as an improper 
interference. 

I leave it to the Senator to reconcile all these 
difficulties, absurdities, claims and requests of the 
people of this District, to the country at large; and 

: I venture the opinion that he will find as much 
‘difficulty in producing the belief that he is correct 
now, that he has found ‘in obtaining the same be- 
lief that he was ‘before correct in his views and 
political course on the subject of banks, internal 
improvements, protective. tariffs, &c., and the 
regulation, by acts of Congress, of the productive 
industry of the country, together with all the com- 
promises and coalitions he has entered into for 
the attainment of those objects. 1 rejoice, how- 
ever, that the Senator has made the display he 
has on'this occasion, It is a powerful shake to 
awaken’ the sleeping energies. of liberty, and his 
voice, like a.trumpet, will call from their slumbers 
millions of freemen to.defend their rights; and the 
overthrow of his theory now is as sure and cer- 
tain, by the force of public. opinion, as was the 
overthrow ofall his former grand schemes, by the 
same mighty power, 3 

‘I feel, Mr. President, as if I had wearied your 
patience, while Lam sure my own bodily powers 
admonish me tọ close; bat Lcannot do so without 

‘again reminding my constituents of the greetings 
- that have taken place on the consummation and 
raification of the treaty, offensive and defensive, 
between the slaveholding and bank powers, in 
order to carry on a war against the liberties of 
our country, and to put down the present Ad- 
: ministration... Yes, there is no voice heard from 
New England now. Boston and Faneuil Hall are 
sileht'as-death. The freeday laborer is, in pros- 
pect, reduced tothe political, if not moral, condi- 
tion of the:slave;'an/ideal line is to-divide them in 
their labor; yes, the'same: principle is to.govern 
on‘both sides. : Even the farmer, too, will soon 
be brought: into the same fold. It will be again 
said, with: regard: to the government of the coun- 
_ try, “ The-fatmer'with his huge paws upon the 
statute book, what can he do?” ‘I have endeav- 
ored to warn my fellow-citizens of the present 
and approaching: danger, but the dark cloud of 
slavery is before theireyés, and prevents many 
of them from seeing the condition of. things as | 
they are. The cloud, like the cloud of summer, 
will soon pass away,and its thunders cease to be 
heard. Slavery-will come ‘to an-end,and the sun- 


-shine of presperity warm, invigorate, and bless 
our whole country. . A 

I do not know, Mr. President, that my voice 
| will ever again be heard on this floor. Inow-will- 
ingly—yes, gladly—return to my constituents, to 
the people of my-own State. I have spent my life 
amongst them, and the greater portion of it in 
‘their service; and they have bestowed upon me 
their confidence in numerous instances... I feel per- 
fectly conscious that, in. the discharge of every 
trust which they.have committed. to’me, I have, 
to the best of my abilities,’ acted solely with a 
| view to the general good, not suffering myself to 
be influenced by any particular or private interest 
| whatever; and I now challenge: those who- think 
I have done otherwise, to lay their finger upon 
| any public act of mine, and prove to, the country 
its injustice or anti-republican tendency. That-[ 
-have often erred inethe selection of means to ac- 
complish important ends I have no doubt; but my 
| belief in the truth of the doctrines of the Declara- 
| tion of Independence, the political creed of Presi- 
‘dent Jefferson, remains unshaken and unsubdued. 
My greatest regret. is that I have not been more 
zealous, and done more for the cause of individ- 
ual and. political liberty than I have done. I hope, 
on returning to my: bome and my friends, to join 
them again in rekindling. the beacon-fires of Jib- 
-erty upon every hill inour State, until their broad 
-glave shall enlighten every valley; and the song 
of triumph will soon be heard, for the hearts of 
our people are in the hands.of a just and: holy 
Being, who cannot look upon oppression but with 
abhorrence; and He can turn them whithersoever 
He will, as the rivers of water are turned. Though 
our national sins are many and grievous, yet re- 
pentance, like that of ancient Nineveh, may divert 
from us that impending danger which seems to 
hang over our heads as by a single hair. That 
all.may be safe, I conclude that the Necro will 
yet be set free. 
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In rue Senate, February 13, 1839, 
On the bill to prevent the interference of certain Federal 
` ` Officers with Elections. 


Mr. STRANGE said: 

Mr. Presipenr: I am not a volunteer in this 
debate. At the beginning of the session, the 
Senate thought proper to assign mea place on an 
important committee, to which the subject now 
under consideration was referred, and upon it the 
chairman of that committee presented a long and 
able report. To the credit of the exclusive au- 
thorship of that report, the chairman is entitled. 
Both its substance and its language are his own. 
But although I lay no claim to any part of the 

„authorship of the report, I yielded it my hearty 
assent, and it is due to myself to show that I did 
not yield that assent hastily, or upon insufficient 
reasons. Upon the report the most extraordin- 


lent to be found in the history of this body. I 
had not the good fortune to hear the remarks 
made by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN,] but I listened attentively to the assault 
made upon the report by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Rives,] who appeared to me to have 
wrought himself up to a most extravagant pitch 
of excitement. Hespoke of the reportas fraught 
with doctrines subversive-of liberty, and so cor- 
rupting in their nature, that the Senate ought to 
undergo'a lustration to purify itself from their 
contaminating. effects. I listened. to the Senator 
-with equal surprise and disappointment. Sur- 
prise at the fury into which he seemed. to. have 
wrought himself, and disappointmient at the re- 
‘sult of his argument. I was-not prepared tofind 
his extravagant promises fall so far short of ful- 
fillment, and little expected to see an advocacy of 
the bill result in its total'abandonment. nos 
The Senator stated he-was so much surprised 
and bewildered at the reading of the report, that 
he was at-a loss to know whether: he was in the 
Senate of the United States or in the kingdom of 
France or of England. Iam not at all disposed 
| to. question the truth of this statement, for it fur- 


ary attack has been made; perhaps the most vio- | 


| some.reason in abeyance, 


elections. 


nishes the only mode known. to.me ofiaceounting 
for the strange. statements made by the, Senator 
in relation to the report... No man. in his sober 


senses, in. the full possession of ‘all his faculties, 
| could take up that report and extract from it the 


doctrines ascribed to it hy the.Senator.from. Vir- 
ginia. Those high faculties, that. good: sense 
which usually characterize.that Senator, were for 
He must have been, 
as he himself, declares, bewildered; for cannot 
suppose (the only remaing alternative) that the 
Senator would willingly. misrepresent. what he 
‘really understood. So perfect was the Senator’s 
bewilderment, that. he-not only asserted that cer- 
tain doctrines were set forth in the report which 
I insist are not to be’ found there, but” pledged 
himself to the proof, and procééded to read there- 
from certain passages for that purpose. His first 
allegation is, that the réport inculeates on’ the 
office-holders of the General Government “the 
duty of intermeddling with theelections: of the 
country, and is calculated to’ stir them up to 
greater exertions. If any one will take the trou- 
ble to examine that report, he will find that, so 
far from inculcating upon the ‘office-holders of the 
Government, improper intermeddling with the 
elections, its tendency is directly the, other way. 
The following is one of the passages it coniaing, 
which is, I think, anything bata persuasion’ to 
intermeddle improperly in elections: 7. | 

«That elections ought to be pure and incorrupt is'a prin- 
ciple admitted by all, and no language can be-too strong to 
express the abhorrence:-felt by the committee ‘against any 
attempt. to destroy. this freedom. and ‘purity. :\He who is 
guilty of either, by. bribing or: corrupting voters, violating 
the ballot-box, or setting at naught its‘voiee, forging or sup- 
pressing returns, or disobeying the laws enacted ‘for 'secur- 
ing any elective right, is guilty of treason against republican 
institutions, and ought to be regarded by all as a dangerous 
foe to liberty.” 3 . £ a 


I will now proceed to review the passages cited 


| by the Senator, and, so far as my memory serves 


me, read them all over again to the Senate. The 
first is as follows: : esate í 


“The foundation of representative Government is based 
upon the intelligence of the citizen, and to-insure. that in- 
telligence, itis both the right and the duty of every one 
freely to discuss and communicate, both publicly and prj- 
vately, such matters as he may suppose will advance the 
public interest, or inform the public mind, Onevof the most 
salutary and effectual agents to promote such interest is an 
enlightened public opinion. To evolve such opinion, and 
to give form and diréction to the general course of national 
policy and the future destinies of all, every citizen, whether 
intrusted with public officeor not; has a like deép, abiding, 
and active interest, and no citizen is at liberty to withdraw 
himself from this high responsibility, inseparably counected 
With republican institutions. ‚One -of the most celebrated 
law makers of one of the ancient republics, declared every 
citizen infamous, who refused to take part in the affairs of 
his country ; and the word idiot derived from the language 
of that republic, bears through all time this impress 6f their 
institutions, denoting one who was. destitute. ọf the spirit 
or intelligence requisite for the discharge of this highest 
duty of a citizen. : ` i ` 

“The elective right is not conferred by the Constitution 
of the United States, but belongs to representative Govern- 
ment, and springs from its very nature ;, and -the very es- 
sence of that right, under our institutions, is the. right of 
electing the members of the General and State Govern- 
ments. ‘Phe value and the advantages of’ this right, so far 
as respects the public, depend upon the knowledge of public 


| measures, and of the qualifications of candidates for public 


trust, and, consequently, upon, the equal and unrestricted 
freedom of discussing their comparative mrrits and de- 
merits. The citizen who, by the choice of his fellows, is 
distinguished by being selected to.perform official: duties 
and trusts, is not thereby elevated: above them nor degraded 
below them. He parts with no rights of citizetisHip, but 
remains an equal among equals; still connected with them 
by the strong dnd enduring ligamerits of mutuality of rights 
and privileges. Under our Constitution the people, not the 
Government, possess the sovereignty, and the doors of 
office can be opened only by the powerful charm of the 
public voice, and*no degrading sacrifice of any of the priv- 
ileges of citizenship, or any separation from the commu- 
nity of rights, feelings, and interests, which bind the people 
to the Government, is required.” 

- These positions are all general, including:every 
citizen, and not asserting any peculiar rights or 
duties as belonging to office-holders in relation to 
ns. Can any dispassionate man discover 
anything, in any part of the foregoing passage, 
inciting office-holders to the exercise of improper 
influence in elections? Is it not true.that enlight- 
ened public opinionis the basis upon which our 
institutions rest? Is it not true that free discus~ 
sion is important to the formation of sound pub- 
licopinion? And isit not the duty of every man, 
whether he holds an office or not, to contribute 
his mite towards enlightening the public mind, and 
giving to public opinion a direct and healthy cur- 
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rent? And isit notalso true that those who shrink | 
from that duty are, for the most part, idiots in the 
more modern acceptation of that word, or men so 
thoroughly selfish as to be indifferent to every- 
thing but their own private concerns? Men so 
“indolent by nature as to’ decline every species of 
exertion; or so devoted to the acquisition of for- 
tune as to ‘be totally unmindful of the public 
weal, so that affairs are so conducted as to enable 
therr to feather well their own nests ? The report 
goes ‘on to’say: 

“The object of the bill is. to render what is lawful and 
praiseworthy, and in strict conformity with both: the letter 
and spitit of our institutions, for all citizens, criminal-in a 
particular. class, who have. been honored by the confidence 
Of the:people of the whole States,” 

_ ot Where is the incentive in that passage to ofice- 

holders to intermeddle with elections? What is 
vthere init mot accordant with the strictest pro- 
puicty?,. Tt states what every man must see to be 
-theeffect of the bill, It contains solemn truth 
eWhigh no: man can doubt who is not willfully 
blind, "The-next passage to which the Senator 
calls our attention, is: 

Jt inas well his inherent right as his duty to discuss and 
_ promulgate freely the measures of any Administration, and 
the character and conduct of those who support or oppose | 
- if, às well to control them by the censorship of public opin- 
ion, as tossubject them to the test of the Constinution. In 
dojug.so, heanay win the confidcuce of his THow-citizens 
by his declared opinions, or may become identified with | 
some great principle which coneiliates their support. Al | 
this is imocent and praiseworthy, even if the motive isthe | 
> Acquisition: of office, because it promotes the public good. 
Can it bo wise, or even just, to punish as a crime, When a 
citizen attains office, what was patriotic and praiseworthy | 
while.be was seeking it? Yet why should oflice-sceking and 
affice-holding be thus separated by arbitrary enactuncuts, 
whieh bestow honors and confidence upon the ane, and 

‘penalty and. ignominy upon the other, for doing the same | 
aot? 

Now, is not all this just and tme? Ts it not 
sound doctrine?) And would it be pretended by | 
any one that a free discussion of public men and 
public measures should be forbidden to any citi- | 
zen? Would any bill containing such a proposal, 
in plain and undisquised terms, meet with favor 


from any quarter? And yet all that is asserted in | 
the passage quoted is, in substance, that no such | 
restriction ought to be imposed. The next pas- | 
sage quoted in support of the first charge is the | 
‘following: 
“Phe committee can perceive no reason forthe adoption | 
by Coogresa of any restriction upon any of what they deen | 
Abe inbereut and inalienable rights of every hiss of citizens, | 
morely because they have been honored with the confidence | 
ef the peoples? i 
And does any man see a reason why a citizen | 
should be deprived of his inherent and inaliena- | 
ble rights, merely because he has becn appointed | 
to office? - I challenge any man in the Senate to | 
assume such ground. Neither the Sonator from | 
Virginia, nor any other member, dare assume it. | 
And shall tho report be denounced for asserting | 
its untenability? Upon these passages it is that 
the Senator from Virginia has based his assertion 
that the report urges the office-holders to anim- 
proper interferenco in the elections of the country. 
And does not the bear reading of these passages ! 
dispel at once the plausibility of the charge? Ij 
have said I was surprised that the charge should | 
have been made. But £ admit I ought not to have 
been surprised. After what has occurred under | 


my own observation, my capacity for surprise at || 


any opinion uttered,.or any language used by the | 
Senator upon a political aubject, should have been i 
exhausted, H 
And now, having utterly failed to prove the | 
-Aangerous nature of the report, the Senator goes ; 
on to: say that he would not have felt himself so | 
imperatively called upon to assail it, could he | 
consider it as the mere work of the chairman of | 
‘the Judiciary Committee, or even as the produc- | 
‘tion of all the conimittec; but he regards. it as an | 
exposition of the opinions and sentiments of a | 
“whole. political party—by which he evidently 
meant what is called the Administration party. 
Now, if the Senator intended ‘to insinuate that 
- any sentiment contained in the report: was sup- 
plied ‘from any source extraneous to the commit- 
tee, that it was dictated by that : Executive of ! 
- whom the Senator seems to have conceived such | 
a sudden, violent, and holy horror, he does great | 
injustice to the committee, to the chairman, and | 
still greater injustice to himself. -But if he means | 


no more than to assert that the report ‘contains | 


| to retain the full rights of citizens? 
| right of suffrage, the guardian of all poli 


only such doctrines and opinions as are enter- 
tained by a great political party of this country, 
he asserts what is strictly true. It does contain, 
upon the subject of which it treats, the opinions 
and doctrines of the purest party of which this 
country will ever boast; a party of which any 
man may feel proud to be a member; a party 
numbering in its ranks a Franklin, a Jefferson, a 
Madison, a Taylor, a Jackson, anda host of other 
stars, which have shone the brightest in the 
political galaxy of our country. 

But the Senator further imputes to the report 
an attempt to degrade the States, and put them 
upon a level with the private corporations of their 
own creation. This charge seems to. me to be 
quite as baseless and gratuitous as the one which 
preceded it. The Senator does not, as in the 
former case, cite the passages in which he fancies 
this lurking vice is to be found, but contents him- 
self with making the charge; and I defy any man 
to point out a portion of the report that at all jus- 
-tifies the imputation. 1 have, for the purpose of 
detecting such a vice, if itexists, in vain ransacked 
the report from end to end. But two or three 
times are the State governments and corporations 
mentioned in connection, and in every instance, 
I believe, the Federal Government is found in the 
same company; so that if the leveling process is 


introduced at all, it is by leveling up as well as 
leveling down. But let the passages speak for 
themselves: 


“ While one set of functionaries under the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and all those of the State governments, and the 
oflicers of the corporations of associated wealth, are left 
with an tnrestrieted freedom of speech and of the press, 
this bilt pats gags and fetters upon a few proscribed incen, in 
respeet to public men and public measures, Why this dis- 
crimination? Are the proscribed olficers more corrupt or 
liable to corruption than other office-holders? Is it to guard 
against the corrupting influence and patronage of the Fed- 
eral Administration? Ir so, the effect of the bill would be 
still more objectionable, asin degrading them by taking trom | 
them the righty common to all others, it would prepare 
them to become the willivg instruments of corruption or 
ambition, ‘Mhis bill would create a caste among oflice 
holders, deriving their nuthority from the same high source, j 
the people, and requiring the same bigh qualifications to 
discharge their duties.’? 

Now, is there any thing in this paragraph draw- 
ing a distinction between any classes of officers 
degrading to the governments of the States? Is 
it not, on the contrary, the drift of the passage, | 
to disapprove of degrading distinctions which it | 
alleges the bill will create ? 

“Why [says the reportin another place] should those 
officers be rendered aliens, and be prohibited from the en- 
joymenut of the social right of discussing political subjects, 
even under the protection of their own household gods, 
while the other functionaries of the Federal and State Gov- 
ernments, and the officers of the corporations of associated 
wealth, and the employés of private persons, are permitted 
This bill degrades the 
cal rights, by met~- 
ing it out as a boon in different portions to different citi- į 
zens, ul equally worthy of trust, and distingnished by pop- 
ular favor, and by placing it under an odious espionage.” 

Are there here any invidious distinctions or 
degrading comparisons drawn? On the contra- 
ry, are they not, as before, disapproved and 
complained of? The report goes on to say: 

“Phe committee can find no scales in the Constitution 
in which to weigh the relative patriotism, integrity, and in- 
dependence of the functionaries of the Federal and State 
Governments, and. the officers of eorporauions, or the en- 
ployés of individuals. They cannot believe that the cm- 
ployés of the Federal Government are more corrupt or cor- 
rupting than those of otherbodies-corporate or politic, or of 
individuals.” 

Fs not this precisely the reverse of what is 
charged? The report declares that greater hon- 
esty is not to be found in one class of citizens 
than another; or, if so, that the committee know ! 
of no means of asccrtaining its existence: so far 
is it from placing the officers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment upon any point of peculiar elevation, or 
degrading the State officers and those of corpora- 
tions to a level below them, as is most unjustly 
charged by the Senator from Virginia. 

From this topic the Senator launches forth 
into a philippic against what he is pleased to call 
modern Democracy, one of whose characteristics 
he charges to be a tendency to curtail legislative 

ower and to extend exceutive. Democracy is 
just what it always has been under our institu- 
tions. Its distinctive principles consist in trac- | 
ing political power to its true source, and circum- 


scribing-all the departments of the Government | 
strictly within their constitutional limits; andas 


experience has shown that legislative usurpation 
is of much more frequent occurrence than exec- 
utive, against the former has its efforts, through 
the whole history of our country, been chiefly 
directed. 

The Senator speaks of -his early Democracy, 
and dates it back, I believe, as far as the year 
1798, when, without meaning to compliment, fam 
sure the Senator must have been a very young 
politician, Against which, then, I pray you, were 
the celebrated resolutions of that period directed 
—legislative or executive usurpation? Was itnot 
against the former? Was it not against a law 
passed by Congress, and not against any sup- 
posed misapplication, by the Executive, of power 
conferred by. that law? Every one acquainted 
with the history of that transaction knows it is 
so. And we may be well assured, that while we 
are able to preserve the Constitution from legis- 
lative encroachment, we have nothing to fear from 
the Executive. Ifadespot should ever complete 
the overthrow of the institutions of American lib- 
erty, it must be when legislative violence has di- 
minished their strength. And of the latter it is 
that Democracy is justly and particularly watch- 
ful. Its principles are now fe same that the 
ever have been. Men may change, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but principles never. Yea, men do change, 
and to justify or conceal their changes, endeavor 
to create confusion in principles themselves. The 
principles of the Democracy are now what they 
were in 1798, and the principles of its opponents 
are the same, also, however they may seek to dis- 
guise them under new names. The principles 
that distinguished the opponents of Democracy 
then are the principles that distinguish them now; 
and what would have made a Federalist of that 
day, and subsequently a Federal Republican, and 
still later a National Republican, makes a Whig 
now. Men may change their principles, and thus 
the Federalist of one day may be the Democrat 
of another. But it is only, by changing his prin- 
ciples that a man becomes the one from having 
been the other. ‘Che principles themselves are 


fas immutable as trath. 


The Senator next gocs on to charge the report 
with stirring up the people to rebellion against 
the Jaw; and to establish that charge, cites from 
it the following passage: 


“Tt deserves serious consideration, [says the report,] 
whether a law like this bill could ever be carried into exe- 


| ention at this day, and under our free institutions--a law 


which prostrates the freedom of thought, of action, of 
speech, and of the press, so far as respects a large portion 
of the most intelligent, respected, aid meritorious of our 
citizens. The great body of the functionaries whom this 
bill’ would affect have been honored by the selection of the 
people, to discharge responsible duties, for their honesty, 
capacity, and fidelity to the Constitution. The habitual 
reviler of republican institutions, and of the capacity of the 
people for selt-government, may in vain attempt to fix a 
stigna upon all oflicers who derive their appointinents from 
the people, for the purpose of thas gradually undermining 
their confidence in the Government of their choice; but the 


| people will always be found true to themselves, and will 


never submit to the execution of a law which deprives their 
fellow-citizen of his inherent, common, and equal rights 
simply because they had distinguished him by their favor 
and preference.” 

What is there here in the nature of an exhort- 
ation tothe people to rebellion? What were the 
famous resolutions of 1798, but an appeal to the 
people to restore the breaches of the Constitu- 
tion, not by force and violence, but by the exer- 
cise of their sovereign and constitutional powers? 
And does the Senator venture to complain of those 


| resolutions? But this report does not go even so 


far as the resolutions; it makes no appeal to the 
people, but merely utters the voice.of warning to 
this body against the passage of the proposed 
bill. By the will of our constituents we all pro- 
fess to be governed, and the report only declares 
what its framer believes to be the immovable will 
of our common constituents. 

But the Senator chooses to consider it a stirring 
up of the people, and this he denominates Loco- 
focoism. Now, whether it is Locofocoism or not, 
itis solemn truth. This word Locofoco is one 
of those cabalistic terms which a certain class of 
politicians use to conjure up any accusation it 
may suit their convenience to fasten upon their 
adversaries. Its acknowledged unintelligibility 
relieves them from all obligation to.explain, and 
it fixes a sort of undefined odium upon whom- 
soever or whatsoever they choose to denounce. 


i Those who use it seem to attach to- it no other 
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idea than that of a nomen generale of whatsoever | 
is odious and detestable to.them in politics. At 
one time, it is agrarianism; at another, a general 
community of everything, unregulated by law; at 
a third, hostility to corporations; and. ata fourth, 
itis made to signify a seditious stirring up of the | 

eople. . 

But the 


Senator doubts whether he is a compe- 


tent judge of Federalism and Locofocoism. Now, !: 
YT admit, in a philological sense, no man is com- j; 


petent to define Locofocoism; but if it is to be 
taken as the proper name of any political party 
in the country, the Senator is, I think, altogether 
too modest in disavowing his competency to speak 
ofit. If there is any truth in the maxim, experi- 
entia docet, (experience teaches,) the Senator is 
unusually well qualified to speak of the parties of 
this country and to define them. He has avow- 
edly belonged to two, and the evidences are pretty 
strong that he is now uniting himself to a third, 
THe ought, therefore, to be well acquainted with 
what lics upon the surface of things, palpable to 
the eye of any discerning man; and if there be 
any party secrets or mysteries in any of the par- 
ties of this country, they, also, cannot fail to be | 
known to him who had been initiated into all. 
But, after all, these violent assaults upon the 
report of the committee are not so much to be 
wondered at.. The report hag been very trouble- 
some.to the gentlemen on the other side. It so 
far shook the confidence of the Senator whoin- 
troduced the bill as to induce him to propose an 
amendment changing materially its character; and 
the Senator from Virginia is for abandoning the 
bill altogether, and substituting in its place a string 
of resolutions. A general must be much dissat- 
isfied with his position who changes it in the face 
of an enemy; but this our adversaries ought not 
to be allowed to do; they have made an issue be- 
fore the country, and they ought to be required | 
to meet it. It is one of the artifices of war, when 
a party is weak at home, to endeavor to transfer 
the scene of strife to the territory of the enemy; 
and by a similar artifice do the gentlemen seek to 
turn away observation from the enormities of the 
bill by directing it to the supposed defects in the 
report; but to little purpose is it adopted.’ The 
report scarcely ‘admits af defense, because, in 
truth, it has no assailable point. The Senator 
from Virginia is unquestionably a gentleman of 
ingenuity and talent, and has come to the onset 
with a hearty will, if possible, to demolish this 
report; but every assault made by him has sig- 
nally failed, His blows were dealt with dexterity 
enough, bat chey were unaccompanied with the 
force of truth. The bill, on the other band, is as- 
sailable at every position; and were a shot di- 
rected against every weak point, it would be 


converted into a perfect riddlc—nay, it is uncer- |! 


tain whether it would even hang together. 


The bil is founded on a total misconception of | 


our institutions and of-existing facts. It is a mis- 
conception pervading the whole Federal party. 
They strangely imagine that there is in the Fed- 
eral Constitution a cure for all the ills of-life. 
No evil can exist but the powers of this Govern- 
ment are thought competent to reach. it. Like 
the oriental tent spoken of by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] which a man may carry 
in his waistcoat pocket, it may yet be spread forth 
so as to. cover the army of Xerxes. . ‘This is. the 
radical error of that. party, and from this root 
springs forth a legion of errors. From this litue 
fountain issue large streams correspondent in bit- 
terness. The gentleman read the Constitution 
as a certain personage is said to utter his prayers 
—hbackwards. So far from restricting its action to 
the province ‘of granted. powers, they seem to 
consider it omnipotent, except so far as its-action 
is expressly restricted. “Instead of forhearing to 
exereise Federal power where the right is doubt- 
ful, they exert it often where it is manifest it docs 
not legitimately exist. This is, as I have said, 
their radical politi¢al mistake, and from it numer- 
ous errors have. sprung up and overspread the 
land, Many of these errors have even taken 
possession of the Democratic ranks, and insin- 
uated their corrupting influences into. the purest 
Administration this country has ever seen. It is 
impossible to associate with bad men-and not im- 
bibe corruption, * Evil communications corrupt 
good manners,” said an inspired man; and thus 
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| But even in an unlimited Government it is ac- 
_ knowledged, as a wise maxim,that much legisla- 
| tion ought to be avoided; that no law should pass 
| until an existing evil, demanding correction, is 
apparent, and the remedy proposed seems likely 
to prove efficient, without creating evils greater 
than that it is intended to remove... The bill un- 
der consideration assumes that there is an evil, 
and proposes a remedy; and in the assumption 
of that evil, exposes one of the most dangerous 
and operative errors of the whole Opposition 
party, viz: that the people and the Government 
are foreign to each other, and may have separate 
and distinct interests, So muchare they dazzled 
by British glory, and so accustomed are they to 
give credit to that country forall that we possess, 
that they can conceive of:no political prapasition | 
which would be true, in Britain and. not true in 

this country. They forget. that our Constitution | 
was formed by the people, that it is, in trath,.a 

mere social. compact, and that it is one of the 

people who is employed in each office necessary. 

to give efficiency to the compact; while the British į 
constitution recognizes the king as the fountain 
of all honor and power, and all the guarantees of 
liberty it now. contains, consist of concessions 
made from time to time by him. Here power 
and authority is entirely official; there it is per- 
sonal as well as official. Here power and author- | 


mass, to be disposed of anew as it shall determ- 
ine. There it has a perpetual existence, sepa- 
rated from the mass of the people, into whose 
hands it can never fall without a revolution. Con- 
founding things so totally dissimilar, naturally 
leads gentlemen into further errors. They šup- 
pose that what is an evil in one country must 
necessarily be so in another where the same state | 
of things exists, and that the same remedies are 
applicable. This would be all true, if their first 
supposition were not altogether erroneous; but, 
being so, all the conclusions drawn from it are 
misapplied. But of what does the bill complain? 


then, is the evil? It is stated in the caption of 
the bill: “A bill to prevent the interference of 
certain Federal officers in elections. To the end 
that the great powers given to the officers of the 
Federal Government, and other personsemployed 


of elections, which ought to be free and incor- 
rupt.” 
| Now, sir, what are those great powers given 
to Federal officers? Can any man point one of 
them out? Ilas the Senator in his bill told us 
what they are, or indicated even one of them? | 
To use an expression of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, he has entirely pretermitted them. I deny 
their existence. They are among the phantoms 
which vivid imaginations have of late so fre- 
quently made to stalk across the political stage, 
to frighten men from their propriety. It would 
have been impossible for the Senator to point out 


| 
| 
ji 
' 


H 
| 


has therefore taken the more judicious course of | 
assuming their existence as a matter needing no | 
proof. Every man is conscious, in his own ex- 
perience, of the effect this process has upon the | 
mind: The use of the simple epithet “ Cicero, 
the rator,” is much more persuasive to the mind 
that Cicero was a great and distinguished orator, 
than the most labored argument, . A like course: 
is pursued in the construction of this bill, Ft 
assumes as a fact what requires proof, and inge- 
niously passing by the fact, states the principle | 
also in such obscure terms, that the mind is not 
a little confused by the semblance of propriety | 
and its real inconsistency with sound doctrine, 
No one will deny that if office-holders, or any 
other persons, endeavor to corrupt the voters at | 
an election, by bribes or promises, it would be- 
grossly criminal; while at the same. time any ar-: 


! 
| 


j ity is continually falling back into the common || 


Of bribery? No! Thatis not practiced, or proper || 
punishment for it is already provided: What, | 


n its service, may not be used for the influencing |! 


these great powers to which he alludes, and he | 


ij 


|| gument addressed-to their. reason. and-patriotism 


would be highly proper. If the office-holders use 
the former, their acts are grossly criminal, and 
they ean doubtless be punished by the existing 
laws; but against the latter there is not, nor ought 
there to be, any law. : ite a 
The bill assumes that great powers exist in 
Federal officers, which are applied unfairly tọ the 
control. of elections; and this I deny, toto calo. 
| This assumption of the bill is calculated tọ. give 
force and circulation to one of the most dangerous 
| errors in public opinion, now becoming too. prey- 
i alent, that office-holders and office-seekers should.. 
be an odious class. Why should they beso. Itis 
| contrary to practice and opinion in the purest 
' days of ancient liberty, It is contrary to.sound.. 
| Opinion now. The man who devates himself to. 
| the service of his country is no fit object for cons: 
tempt. Ifa man seeks office by base and dishon-: 
| orable means, or seeks.to retain it.when obtained, 
by any unfair devices, he is a base and dishonest ; 
; man; but in the receiving or holding office itself 


i 
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ji there is no dishonor. He who serves his.country 


| on the field of battle is honored by all. -If it could; 
be ascertained that lie had-done. so.from base and.. 
dishonorable. motives, respect. would, be’ with-.. 
drawn, and the finger of scorn, pointed at him, 
But if, in that service, it could. be discovered. that 
he: was moved by no. higher consideration. than. 
‘seeking the bubble, reputation, even in the cans. 
non’s.mouth,’? he would be hailed with. acclamar,: 
tion. And iş it for the American people to think y, 
or say, that he who seeks their favor by fai and. 
honorable means acts .unworthily ? That hẹ who., 
aspires to distinction, by filling the offices, whigh 
they confer, is not thereby seeking honor? It has. 
been fashionable of late to hold such doctrines, 
and this bill follows up the idea, and endeavors 
to widen the guif between the people and their. 
official agents. And why has it become fashion-, 
able? ‘There are two principal reasons: the. one. 
is, that a spirit of avarice is abroad throughout 
; our land, and bending every soul to his sway, 
and leveling all distinctions but those, which, 
money can create. Wealth is the only true badge, 
of honor, and as wealth is seldom obtained in, 
faithful publie service; public service has ceased. 
to be.honorable... The other reason is: obvious, 
Many who desire office. are disappointed, and, 
like the fox in the fable, cry out ‘sour grapes,’?. 
while, like the same fox, they are ready enough 
to seize upon every cluster that hangs within. 
their reach, PTAR oig Puyi 

Sir, public opinion upon. this subject is. fast. 
| being perverted, and this bill is calculated. to con- 
tribute greatly to that perversion. In the seundest. 
days of the Republic, it was an-honor to serye the. 
country in any capacity; and, in the language of 
the report, every man who. shrunk from it was 
deemed an idiot. The man who secks the. service 
of his country by honorable means, should be. 
honored. There is but one honorable mode of 
seeking it, and that is by discharging faithfully. 
the duties of the station healready fills, and fitting. 
himself to fill ethers well when called upon. Let 
those who denounce office-holders.and office-seek-. 
ers lay their hands upon their hearts and answer, 
whether they do not desire office, and would. not 
hold it if they might. Not one ina million.could: 
i answer in the negative; and those few. would be. 
found mostly among the indolent, the. sordid, or- 
the misanthropic. Nothing can be more unfavor~ 
able to the stability of our institutions than the 
spread of this prejudice against office, which Fed-- 
eral men and Federal presses are active in propa- 
gating. I had the good fortune the other day to. 
peruse the letter of the celebrated John Taylor, of, 
Caroline, lately brought to the publicattention, se. 
replete with instructive matter. Speaking of the 
operations of the paper monopoly party, he says, 
among other things: 


| 


* It will distract the public mind, detach the national con- 
| fidence, by falsehood and artifice, from its honest servants, 
| and take advantage of the confusion generated by its own: 
acts avowedly to erect monarchy, under the prerence of 
| restoring order.” ga ' 


This is precisely what is now doingyand. the, 
i great tendency of the bill under consideration, by 
| Stirring. up suspicion between the péople and thei 
officers, and detaching the confidence of the former: 
from their honest servants... This bill rests upon 
the basis that the interests of the people and their 
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officers are ‘at variance; and, if that basis be false, 
the whole fabric must fall. No- one would object 
to persons having common interests consulting 
together about those interests. The assumption, 
then, of an existing evil is erroneous; and the 
necessity, therefore, for a remedy, is without 
proof. , ; 
But passing by the evil for the present, let us 
look à little to the remedy proposed: Even al- 


lowing, for the sake of argument, the evil to exist ` 


at all, it is comparatively a small one, while the 
remedy proposed would introduce evils of the 
greatest magnitude. It would be like cutting off 
the head to relieve the toothache, or laying open 
the heart to diminish arterial action; it is striking 
at the very vitals of liberty to remove an unseeml 
pimple from her cheek. What are the evils whic 
the bill would produce? They are:numerous, and 
I will consider a few of them. : 

EK. In the first place it introduces into our legis- 
lation the odious principle of distinction. It dis- 
unites the interests of the people and the office- 
holders, ‘and places them on different grounds. 
The great principle of equality lies at the base of 
all our institutions, and distinctions, official or 
otherwise, except mere functionary distinctions, 
ought carefully to be shunned. ` If it were pos- 
sible to have the functional operations of the so- 
cial compact carried on without singling out indi- 
viduals to perform them, it would doubtless have 
been done; and so far our institutions would have 
more approximated the perfection at which they 
aim. But it was impossible; and the mere dis- 
tinction of holding ofice must necessarily exist. 

But it ia altogether unwise and foreign to the 
genius of our institutions to render this distinc- 
tion more conspicuous; and it is, in principle, a 
matter of indifference whether this distinction be 
privative, or one of addition; and, indecd, it is 
doubtful whether the former ig not thd more mia- 
chievous of the two. For the robbery you prac- 
tice upon the office-holders they will geck to in- 
demnify themselves by ‘assuming something to 
which they have no right, and their claim, with 
the aid of a little sophistry, will probably be sus- 
tained,  * J am cut off from such and such priv- 
ileges,” they will argue, “and surely it is not 
unreasonable that I should enjoy such and such 
privileges in return.” A generous people, in some 
moment of weakness, will allow the plea, and cus- 
tom, if not law, will establish the right. Besides, 
it stifles the benevolent feelings of the man, and 
forces him to pursue, with more undivided aim, 
his own peculiar interest. Anything which se- 
gregates us, as it were, from our kind, or renders 
us unlike the’ rest of our species, weakens the 
claim which that species has upon our kindnesses 
and sérvices, and separates our interests from 
theirs. Does not experience prove this in the 
case of deformed persons? Are they not, with 
some honorableexceptions, suspicious, malicious, 


and repulsive in their dispositions? Do they not: 


seek to indemnify themselves, for the contempt 
which they most uhjustly suppose is genorally 
chtertaitied for them, by noting with peculiar se- 
verity, the faults, the vices, the follies, and the 
defects of others? ` : 
Again: when distinctions, however degrading 
in themselves, are associated with honors, while 
all the other evil effects and degrading distinc- 
tions remain, it inclines the subject of this dis- 


tinction to magnify the honor with which it is 


aésociated, and to set upon it an unjust value. 
The mutilated Asiatic who treada an eastern 
court forgets, for a time, the wrong done to his 
nature in contemplation of the honor and power 
which it brings him, and glories in his shame, 
and knows no sympathy br those whom an ar- 
bitrary monarch may commit to his cruel domin- 
ion. Just so-with the office-holder in this land, 
upon whom you fasten any degrading distinction. 
de comes-at once falsely to estimate the honors 
with which it is associated, and. strives, as rap- 
idly ss possible, to appropriate to himself all that 
comes within his reach. In the present healthy 
state of public opinion, a public officer, who as- 
sumes official pomp and tonsequence, is certain 
to have the finger of scorn pointed at him; and 
this fixes upon his mind an abiding sense that he 
has no property.in his office, that he is a mere 
public servant, pro hac vice. ns 
H If this bill does not rend fror their places 


| rie, 


i i ab an intimate knowledge of public affairs 
ant 


i an eminence, from whence they can look around 


| ave been ‘so” 


the pillars of the Constitution, it saps the foun- 
dation upon’ which they rest. It has been well 
remarked, , that “the price of liberty is eternal 
vigilance.’ By this bill you propose to close the 
eyes, stop the ears, and seal the lips of those 
whose peculiar duty it is to watch, and whose po- 
sitions enable them to watch to most advantage. 
Constantly employed in the public service, they 

public men. They stand, as it were, upon j 
and see danger approaching from afar, and from 
any quarter. False alarms they will doubtless 
often give. But in political matters, the story of 
the boy and the wolf does not apply. No matter 
how often the alarm is given, there will be plenty 
to listen to it; the difficulty is in procuring it to 
be given. How foolishly, then, should we act 
in stopping the mouths of those who are best sit- 
uated for giving it! The proposal of the Oppo- 
sition to pass this bill reminds me of the fable of 
the sheep and the wolves. While their dogs re- 
mained with the sheep they were in comparative 
safety; but when the silly sheep were persuaded 
to surrender their dogs as hostages, the wolves 
fell upon the sheep and devoured them. 

Ili. But not only would the pillars of the Con- 
stitution be shaken by the passage of this bill, 
buta breach would be made in itsown noble fab- | 
Congress has no right to pass any law not 
expressly authorized by the Constitution, or ne- 
cessarily incidental to the exercise of some power 
expressly granted. So at least every Democrat 
in this body holds. Now, what clause in the 
Constitution expressly authorizes the passage of 
this law? To what granted power is it incidental? 
If the power exists in either form, under the Con- ! 
stitution, gentlemen can point out the clause in 
which the grantis contained. They have not done 
so, and I defy them to do it. Nay, not only is 
the act not authorized, but it is expressly forbids | 
den. By the first article of the amendments to | 
the Constitution it is declared that 

“ Congress shall make no law respecting the establish- 
ment of religion or prohibiting the exercise thereat, or 
abridging the freedom of speech or of the press, or the right 
of the people peacerbly to assemble and to petition Wie 
Government for @ redress of grievances”? j 

And is not, I would ask, the liberty of speech 
assailed by this bill? Does the Constitution make 
any exception to the exclusion of office-holders 
from the protection of this clause? Yet the Sen- 
ator from Virginia says, let us hear no more of 
arguments drawn from the alien and sedition laws, 
and their fate under the denunciations of the peo- 
ple of this country. Why should we hear no | 
more? Are not those laws and the present bill so 
similar that they might well pass for the offspring 
of the same parent? The bill, as it now stands, 
is subject to all the objections to the sedition law; 
and if modified as the Senator from Kentucky 
proposes, it will then become subject to all the 
objections to the alien law also. Let us look for 
a moment to the language of the sedition law: 

That if any person shall write, print, utter, or publish, 
or shall cause or procure to be written, printed, uttered, or 
published,” &c. È 

What is the language of the bill under consid- 
eration? 


t That no marshal, &c., shall, by word, message, or 
writing, or in any other manner whatsoever,” &c. 


How similar in their objects the act and the 
bill. How immediately are both leveled at the lib- 
erty of speech and of free discussion. What, 
then, were the objections of the patriots of 1798 
to the sedition law? Iwill read from that cele- 
brated report of Mr. Madison: 

“The second object against which the resolutions pro- 
test is the sedition act. Of this it is affirmed: 1. ‘Phat it 
exercises 2 power not delegated by the Constitution. 2. 
That the power, on the contrary, is expressly forbidden. 
3. That this is a power which, more than any other, ought 
to produce universal alarm; because itis leveled against 
the right of freely examining public characters and meas- 
ures, and of free communication thereon, which has ever 
been justly esteemed the only effectual guardian of every 
other right.” : 


The report then goes on to show that all these | 
objections apply to the sedition law; and isit not 
obvious that they apply with equal force to the 
bill under consideration? And shall we pass a 
law containing all these odious features, which 

fully ‘exposed to the American peo- 


i| is once conceded, the security of all is gone? 


ple, in the very able report from which I have 
read the extract? But I said, if the bill was 
amended as proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, the objections to the alien law would be 
brought to bear upon it also. What are those 
objections? I will call them to the attention of 
the Senate, from the same source to which I have 
just adverted: i 

*¢ Of the alien act, it is affirmed hy the resolution: 1. 
That it exercises a power nowhere delegated to the Fed- 
eral Governinent. 2. That it unites legislative and judiciat 
powers to those of the Executive. 3. That tbis union of 
power subverts the general principles of free government. 


4. That it subverts the particular organization and positive 
provisions of the Federal Constitution.” 


It will be found by the reasoning in the report, 
under the ‘second objection, (with which I will 
not occupy the Senate,) that the indefinite terms 
in which the law was couched, gave force, if not 
existence, to that objection. And with a law so 
indefinite as the one under consideration, com- 
manding the President to dismiss from office alt 
who shall be guilty of the acts against which the 
law may be supposed to be directed, will he not 
be constituted, to a certain extent, legislator, 


| judge, and executive officer? No other judge, or 


even jury, intervenes to inquiré into the facts; 
and so indefinite are the terms of the bill, that the 
field of construction is so wide as to amount to 
legislation, and then the President himself is to 
execute the law. The President first says what 
the law shall mean. He then adjudges the culprit 
to have violated it, as so construed, and finally 
performs the executive act of dismissal. If this 
1s not confounding all the powers af Government 
in a single individual, it is difficult to conceive 
what would be. The bill under consideration, 
then, combines all the objections to both the alien 
and the sedition law, and ought to be subjected to 
the same condemnation, and will doubtless arouse 
the same popular indignation, should it become 
a law. 

1 know it may be said that this law operates 
upon a peculiar class only, and can never endan- 
ger the freedom of the citizens generally. ‘The 
same might have been said of the alien law. But 
it was not said, or at least it was not successfully 
urged, And is itnot obvious that, ifthe prineipie 
f 
Congress has a right to legislate with regard to 
one class of citizens, why may it not with regard 
to all upon the same subject? It is contended 
that this isa mere condition annexed to official 
tenure, and that Congress has a right to prescribe 
the terms upon which officers created by itself 
may be held, If the latter proposition be true to 
any extent, it can be so no further than may be 
necessary to insure official fitness and fidelity. Et 
cannot be that Congress has an unlimited and ca- 
pricious right to attach conditions to official ten- 
ure. If so, it might require a man to live single, 
to be deprived of some of his limbs or members, 
and, under the pretense of official conditions, com- 
pel him to submit to every species of tyranny and 
degradation, and to barter all his rights as a citi- 
zen, for the poor privilege of holding ‘office. It 
is only quasi officers that any law can be made to 
operate upon, those who may hold office, which 
may not be made to operate upon every other 
citizen of the country. Can it be pretended that 
because a man accepts office, he is bound hand 
and foot to Congress, that he is so far segregated 
from the rest of the community, that Congress 
acquires over him a power greater than that of a 
master over a slave. All the powers of Congress 
are to be rigidly and rationally construed, and es- 
pecially such as may be abused to the oppression 
and disfranchisement of any citizen. 

But in reply to the objection against the re- 
moval from office, by the President, it is said that 
he already pomsesses that power to an unlimited 
extent, and this bill willadd nothing to it. There 
is great fallacy in this reply. The present power 
of removal is held by the President, as the gen- 
eral executive officer of the Government, who is 
responsible to the people for its proper conduct; 
and ought, therefore, to have it in his power to 
dismiss any agent for whom he is not willing to 
be responsible; and when an officer is removed. 
under that authority, it is only because the Pres- 
ident judges him not qualified. His want of qual- 
ification may consist in moral delinquency, or in 
want of capacity, but, in either case, he is dis- 
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and the soundest judgment would infer that noth- 
ing but the deepest convictions of right, founded 
upon unquestionable means of knowledge, would 
induce him so to act. 


missed not asa punishment for the past, but as 
a security for the future. But the bill under con- 
sideration enjoins removal expressly as‘a punish- 
ment, and in so doing confounds all constitutional 
distinctions, and creates evils similar to those for 
which the odious alien law was responsible. 

But the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Rives,} | 
in reply to the constitutional objection to this 
bill, cites several cases in which he supposes Con- 
gress has or may abridge the liberty of speech, 
and quotes, in the first place, the law passed at 
this session, prohibiting the carrying or sending 
a challenge to fighta duel. In the answer, it is 
proper to remark that this expression in the Con- 
stitution, ‘liberty of speech,’* bas a specific and 
well-settled meaning, and is synonymous with 
the right of free discussion, the very thing against | 
which the bill under consideration is leveled. But | 
a right of free discussion is not involved in send- | 
ing a challenge to fight a duel, which is a thing | 
malum in se, and forbidden by the laws of every :| give it application. It is not true that the Presi- 
civilized nation, The right of Congress, there- |; dent has control over the bread of the office-hold- 
fore, to prohibit the sending a challenge, is not |! ers, for he can neither increase nor diminish their 
negatived by that clause uf the Constitution which || salaries. It is true he may dismiss them from 
forbids the passage of any law ‘abridging the || office, but he cannot do so without danger to 
freedom of speech;’’ and her right to legislate || himself, except, upon sufficient reason. ` So far is 
upon that subject within the District of Columbia || it from being true that the President can exercise 
is part of her general exclusive legislative power || this control, that it has become exceedingly fash- 
over this District, beyond which she has not |i ionable for the office-holders to’ be clamorous 
attempted, and could not exercise it. against him; and it is little less than a libel upon 

The Senator next supposes the case ofan office- || the people of this country to say ‘that there is 
holder writing a letter or sending a message to a |! danger of their being controlled by the office-hold- 
voter, by which he informs him if he will vote || ers, or that they may be seduced by them into 
for such a man he will give him such an office; || giving improper votes. A few individuals here 
and asks if Congress cannot prohibit and direct || and there may possibly be influenced, but no 
the punishment of such an act? Tanswer, within || general control can be exercised. Man is frail 
the District of Columbia it can unquestionably. |i in his best estate, and may be corrupted; and if 
Such an act, if not actual bribery, it is so very || the means existed to sufficient extent, bribery 
like it that no moral distinction can be drawn be- || might control the elections. But stopping short 
tween them; and f promise the Senator if he will || of that, the agents of the Administration, should 
introduce a bill to prohibit and punish such an || it think proper to employ any, would be worse 
act within the District of Columbia, I will will- || than useless in procuring votes. Happily, the 
ingly vote for it; and if E thought the power of || means of bribery are very limited, and the offense 
Congress over the subject extended so far, I would || is already sufficiently checked by the laws of the 
vote for it throughout the Union. + But how does 
it happen that no such provision is included in 
this bill? I suppose, either because no such thing 
has been practiced, or the laws in relation to it 
are already sufficiently penal. The Senator lastly 
refers to the case of a judicial officer going about 
among the crowd at acourt-house, and soliciting 
jurors to give their verdict in a particular way; | 
and the Senator asks if this would not be a breach 
of official dignity, and subject the transgressor to 
impeachment? Unquestionably it would; butas 


| which he serves, is scarcely believed, although 
he backs his assertions by the most convincing 
proofs. ‘The people are ready enough to adopt 


true security against improper influence, and not 
in legislative enactment. It answers well in dec- 
| lamation to hold up this idea to the people “that 
control over the man’s bread is control over the 
| man,” in order to keep them watchful, and the 

olitician deserves no blame for so doing. But 
It is a fit subject only for declamation, as applied 


as an abstract proposition, there are no facts to 


ity upon the subject. j 

V. But there is an objection to the bill, which, 
if possible, lies still deeper than those before no~ 
ticed. Whether taken as it stands, or amended 
as proposed, it is essentially one of the most ty- 
rannical measures ever proposed in this body. 
1, In the first place, it sets forth the offense pro- 
posed to be punished in terms so very indcfinite, 
that an act, inconsiderable in itself, may become 
the subject of most enormous punishments. Et 


Buta man advocating the administration under | 


the idea that he who has the control of a man’s || 
bread, has the control of the man, and to act with | 
correspondent distrust; and in that distrust is the |: 


to the politics of our country; for however true | 


States, who possess. the only competent author- ; 


suspicion upon, and speak with caution before, 
another. The great value of our institutions of 
Government is the security and protection they 
throw around the domestic circle: but when they 
are rendered the destroyers of all its confidence 
and innocent freedom, they may truly be said to 
be worse than war, pestilence, and famine. Let 
|; US suppose a case: a venerable man, surrounded 
| by sons and sons-in-law—one who has grown 
i| gray in the service of his country—is the holder 
| of an office; his sons and sons-in-law hold con- 
versation in his presence respecting some pending 
election, and he finds them all inclined to vote in 
| favor of a man whom he knows to be a Catiline 
| at heart, and ready to ‘seize the earliest opportu- 
;| nity of prostrating the institutions of his country; 
i yet is he condemned to silence, or doomed ‘to en- 
Or, to 
| make the case still stronger, one of these persons, 
| who are by nature entitled to the fruits of his 
: wisdom and experience, turns to him and asks 
i his opinion. His lips are sealed; he dare not utter 
ja word; and from one of the holiest offices of pa- 
| ternal love is cruelly cut off. Cana bill produce: 
ing such results deserve any countenance from the 
Senate? Does it not fill every bosom with horror 
in their contemplation ? i 

3. It is tyrannical, i 


i! dure the penalties of this ruthless law! 


» inasmuch as it interferes 
with the rights of common conversation among 
i neighbors. Ifa man is so unfortunate as to hold 
an office, however intimate the footing upon 
which he may be with a friend, polities; that 
subject so interesting to every ‘man. under a 
free Government, must be altogether excluded’ 
from their conversation. It is impossible to con- 
|i ceive of tyranny more absolute than that which 
i| stands forth embodied in this bill. j 

|| 4. Again, this tyranny is rendered doubly 
|| oppressive to its victims from its partial op- 
| eration. Distinctions are made by it between 
different classes of office-holders. ‘Misery loves 
i company, and the sorrows of the captive are al- 
ways embittered by contrasting his condition 
: with that of those who are sporting in the airof 
‘freedom. Why is this distinction made among 
| different classes of office-holders? Are those upon 
į whom the law is intended to operate more likely 
|| to be mischievous than those who are left, free 
from its fetters? Surely not. The humble offi- 
cers are the subjects of the law, while the aris- 
|| tocratic officers are left free. The district attor- 
neys, those gentlemen on whose lips dwell the 
notes of soft persuasion, are left at large to prac- 
tice such electioneering arts as may suit them. 
Unfortunately, but few officers are found friendly 


I see no similarity between the case supposed, 
and the one under consideration, it would be an 
idle undertaking to point out their differences. 
IV. Inow proceed to another objection to the 
bill under consideration, and that is, that it is 
based upon a radically false notion and estimate 
of the people of this country. A belief seems to 
pervade the whole Opposition party, that the peo- 
ple are stupid, ignorant, guilible, and altogether 
unfit for self-government, and require to beguarded | 
by law against themselves. This I hold to be ut- | 
terly untrue. If a man acquires influence among 
the people, it must be upon the strength of achar- | 
acter for integrity and devotion to the interests of 
the commonwealth, and a capacity for under- 
standing well those interests: But so far from 
this influence being increased by his promotion 
to office, it is often, if not generally, greatly di- 
minished, The people are, if anything, over 


j 
i 
} 
l 


suspicious, but if is erring on the safe side, and, |) 


therefore, I will not complain of it. Let them for | 
a moment suspect a man to have any private in 
terest in a question, and ‘his influence, however 
great before, is at once paralyzed. This interest | 
they are ready enough to suspect in an office- 
holder, whose established moral worth does not 
defy suspicion; and hence ‘an office-holder is 


ually injure the cause he attempts to support 
All experience is in favor of this position, and 
wherever the Administration has most. offiee- 
holders, there are its defeats the most signal. It 
is true, though an office-holder cannot be efficient 
in favor of the Administration under which he 


1 
| 
i 
atts, he may be very much so against it. Ap- | 


|| of the bill, be declared infamous, and fined $500, : 


| 
| 


j and the. punishment? 


ito the execution of such a law. 


i can in the country. 


; reign. Under ita man’s own household may fur- ;: 


; duce its members to become so; and, should one 
l li of them think proper to charge him falsely, there 
generally dead at the polls, if he does not act=') 


| progress of depravity, one may be founda swift 
| witness in the destruction of a venerable parent. 


is a maxim lying at the foundation of all whole- 
some government, that the punishment should, 
in the sense of the community, bear some pro- 


to the Democratic cause; This is not the time 
; or place to inquire into the reason, but it is a 
; melancholy truth that a very large portion of the 
portion to the offense. This principle is by this |; lawyers and merchants of the country are op- 
bill utterly disregarded. If a man shall but say |! posed toa Democratic administration of the Gov- 
a certain candidate is well qualified for the office i; ernment. 
to which he aspires, he must, inthe present form || 5. A fifth objection to the bill is, that it forces 
‘upon the Executive removal from ofice.. I speak 
and, either in its present or amended form, be | not of it now asI did when I objected to it as 
dismissed from office. Now does any man per- || an invasion of the Constitution similar to that 
ceive a just proportion here between the offense | of the alien law, but in a totally different point of 
Well might the report say |, view. How frequently do we hear upon this 
the people of this country would never consent |! floor of Executive patronage, and what còm- 
They never; plaints are made whenever the President exer- 
would agree that a man who holds an office ema- |! cises his constitutional power of removal? Ft 
nating from them should be thus bowed down in| never happens but the motives of the President 
a slavery more grinding than that of any Afri-| are impugned, and the torch of party strife is 


| lighted. This bill proposes greatly to multiply 
| and aggravate this evil. Whenever any one shall 
|; be removed under it, the elements of civil strife 

will be set in motion. 


2. It is tyrannical, in that it invades the sanc- 
tity of the private circle, and begets suspicion 
and jealousy and caution where the most un- 
bounded confidence and freedom should forever 


nish enemies for his destruction. As the bill 


stands, the hope of gain is held out to them to in- i} and love, and in their efforts to remove that stig- 


i 
u 
ji 


is no mode of rebutting the charge; hè cannot | e 
prove a negative. The son may unwillingly be 
made the accuser of his own father; nay, in the 


| fabled apple of discord, if caused to roll abroad 
i through the country, could scarcely be more 
fruitful in the production of strife. a 

> i Vi. Another objection to the bill is that it is 

consciousness that the-slightest expression may || calculated to degrade morally the holders of office. 


be construed into a persuasion or dissuasion, will || It will fx upon them a diseracefal mark, and’ 


English history furnishes ‘such instances. The 


parently, then, he is acting against his interests, || cause one member of the same family to look with | lower them in their own estimation. Who docs 
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not know, who has not felt, the. sustaining power 
of a consciousness of being held. in’ high moral. 
estimation .by his fellow men. against the pres- 
sure of temptation? As long asa man.can main- 
tain a consciousness of his.own moral elevation, 
there is little danger of his falling into disgrace- 
ful acts; but as soon as you force him to e a 
low estimate on his own moral. worth, you ac- 
complish. one step, at least, in his downward | 
progress. When you, fix:on him the stigma of. 
baseness, you. go far towards preparing him for 
base deeds. Upon the general moral elevation. of | 
our citizens. depends the. permanency of our in- 
stitutions, By. degrading. your officers,.you tend, 
towards the degradation of the, people also. “A j 
little leaven Jeaveneth the whole lump; and with | 
atill more.rapidity does moral contagion spread 
through society. Fhia is, to me, a powerful ar- 
guipent against the, bill. eae 
Butall argumenty in, favor of the bill having 
failed; an effort is mada to rest.it upon that which 
is always. resorted to,.far. the support of that- 
which bas nowhing. else, to. sustain it—precedent. 
And fram: wheuce ds the, precedent drawn? From 
England L And atthe very mention. of the name 
of agland. the heart of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia Mr. Rives] seemed to be warmed with a 
soxt-of sacred fire, and be burst forth into an im- 
passioved eulogium upon her institutions. I could 
not but be reminded.of Mr. Hamilton’s remark, 
that the British constitution, with all, its. cor- 
ruptiona, was the most perfect system of Gov- 
ernment. that, ever existed, We have heard 
enough, in by-gone years, of English institu- 
tions—-- . . 

Mr. RIVES disclaimed having eulogized Brit- 
ish institutions ys they existed. He spoke merely 
of: the great principles they contained. 

"Mr. STRANGE. Leertainly did misunderstand 
the Senator,ashe hasexplained bimselt,as, I doubt 
not, correctly. But itis not singular {should have 
misunderstood him, for the drift of the argument 
was. calculated to mislead me. A precedent is 
sited from England, and the object is to give force 
to that.precedent. The natural mode of doing so 
was to [aud and commend to our favor those in- 
atitutions, of which the precedent constituted a 
part, and not to eulogize mere abstract principles, 
which had no particular connection with the pre- 
cedent. But let that pass. I believe myself the 
British constitution has many excellencies; but I 
believe, also, it is thoroughly soaked with cor- 
ruption through all its pores. I do not believe, 
with the Senator, that the free principles of our 
Government were derived from the British con- 
atitution. | ‘Those great principles had their exist- 
ence in the clear heads and pure hearts of the fra- 
mers of our Constitution. They did not ingraft 
them into our Constitution because they were in 
the British. They eschewed the evils of the British 
constitution; bat they did not throw away any- 
thing that was good. because it happened to be 
there. E admit they surveyed the long track of, 
ages, and gathered from it a large stock of expe- 
rience. The history of England formed a portion 
of their study, and helped them in maturing their, 
great designs; but the great penapis upon which 
they acted. existed without the British constitu- 
tion. Our Constitution contains many things in 
common with the British, but itis purged of its 
corruptions; aod I, for one, am unwilling to see 
them restored, . Was it because. British institu- 
tions were free and equal, and just in their op- 
eration, that our forefathers fled from the com- 
forts of home agd civilization tq build upan empire 
ju the western wilderness? ‘I have always heard 
it was for a very different reason, It was, as I 
have learned, that, they might rear a fabric of 
liberty, in which they might enjoy, unmolested, 
those rights. and privileges inestimable to them, 
which the British constitution did not secure. 

jut it is not only insisted. that we ought to follow 
this English precedent, but that, in fact, there is | 

a greater necessity for such a provision here than 
in England. | ne eee ok 

We are told, in substance, that liberty is in 
more danger from the encroachments of the Pres- 
ident of the United States than from those of the 

King of Great Britain, and that beeatise the one 
is elective and the other hereditary. And is this 


indeed so? It is wonderful, then, that our fore- 


| 


|! ing but idle rumor whereon to ground his charge, 


i 
i 
] 
t 
i 


| the government of one who was no less a tyrant. 


| been 


! serve always to keep him awake. 


| his exhortations. 
| the lawyer to ask for this violation of decorum, 


| greatest rogues are apt to turn State’s evidence.” 
Now Ido not mean to ap 


| seducing the people to. vote for particular candi- 
| dates; and the Senator again intimates that the 


fathers, in-their admiration of the British consti- 
tution, ‘had not borrowed from it an hereditary. 
monarch along with the other admirablefeatures. | 
It is strange they did not guard against the dan- 
gers of an elective Chief Magistrate. Their 
views, I fancy, must have differed from those of |, 
the Senator. from Virginia. The Senator then: 
proceeds to point out the enormities which gave 

rise to the precedent, and draws a glowing pic- į 
ture.of the tyranny of the Stuarts. It jsa little |: 
singular that, among the many tyrannical kings |; 
of England,.whenever gentlemen wish to portray j; 
a tyrant, they pounce upon one. of these unfor- | 
tunate Stuart kings. Lam not the advocate of 
the Stuarts, nor do I deny the right of the people 
of England to expel this family and choose their 
own rulers, but I must insist they were not the 
most. tyrannical. of the British kings, and that 
when Britain exchanged the weak and bigoted 
James for his ungrateful son-in-law, (to say the 
least of him,) they did not commit themselves to 


But what were the tyrannical acts of these odious 
Stuarts to which the Senator has called our atten- 
tion? The first is closeting with members of Par- ! 
liament; and it is intimated that similar acts have 

practiced in this country. When, I would 
ask? Ifthe Senator had specified time and place, ' 
perhaps a more definite answer might be given 
to the charge. But how does the Senator know 
that it has been practiced? Has he anything but 
vague and uncertain rumor? I admit, if it has 
been practiced in the sense intimated by the Sen- 
ator, “it is a grievous fault, and grievously 
should Cæsar (or anybody else) answer it.” But 
does the Senator speak ex cathedra? -Does he i 
mean to say it.was practiced when he is supposed | 
to have had, in a peculiar degree, the ear of the 
Executive? If so, he ought to have informed us 
of this before. There was a time when it was 
his right, and even his duty, to have made the 
disclosure. But after having slumbered upon, L; 
will not say his rights, but his duty, for so long | 
a time, it seems a little out of place to make the | 
charge now, It forcibly reminds me of an ance- | 
dote which is said to have occurred some years j 
ago in my own town, 

There resided a certain preacher, remarkable 
for his eloquence, and equally so for his high es- 
timate of his own powers. ‘There also resided a 
lawyer, far advanced in life, who, although not 
much interested in matters of religion, yet for 
fashion’s sake, or the pleasure derived from list- 
ening to the eloquence of the preacher, occasion- 
ally went to hear him, and especially of an even- 
ing, when a hearty dinner, washed down with a 
glass or two of good wine, rendcred the lawyer 
rather inclined to doze, Under these circumstan- 
ces, even the eloquence of the preacher, did not 
This rather 
nettled the divine, who could not bear to think 
that any intelligent listener could fall asleep under 

One Sabbath evening he took 


a 


| 
| 


| 
| 


and by way of enforcing his admonition, “ Do you 
not know,” said he, “ that I willbe called upon 
at the last day to testify against you for all these 
things??? **If you should be called upon,” re- 
plied the ready lawyer, ‘‘ I do not doubt you will 
willingly testify, for I have always heard the 


0 Ry any opprobrious 
epithet to the Senator from Virginia, or to insin- 
uate that he has acteddishonestly. I only mean 
forcibly to convey the idea that a man bringing 
such charges againstan Administration of which 
he once formed a part, and with which he has 
since fallen out, does notstand in an enviable po- 
sition. But if, as I believe, the Senator had noth- 


he is certainly to blame in lending the sanction of 
his name, from the place he occupies, to an accu- 
sation so grave, upon such authority, and basing 
thereupon a serious argument. _ 

The next complaint against the Stuarts is, that 
circulars were issued advising, commanding, and 


same thing has been practiced in this country, and 
singles out the Secretary of War as the guilty 
person., He then burst forth into an impassioned 


eulogy upon the distinguished: gentleman whom 
he supposes to have been the victim of this in- 
terference. Now I am notatall disposed to ques- 
tion the merits of the gentleman on whom the 
eulogy is bestowed, or to deny its justice. But 
I must be pardoned for saying it is out of piace 
at present, as the defeat of that gentleman has 


| nothing to do with-the subject under discussion. 


I have high authority for déclaring that the charge 
against the Secretary is altogether founded in 
misapprehension. Ifthe gentlemen on the other 
side have any cause to complain of him upon 
that subject, it is for refusing to ‘intermeddle in 
the election, tis known to every one, that up 
to the time of his taking office under the present 
Administration, no man stood. higher before the 


; country, for his talent, his patriotism, and morał 


worth, than the Secretary of War. On an im~ 
portant-occasion he sigvalized the honor of your. 
' flag, more than he could have done had he borne 
itan triumph over an ensanguined field. But no 
_ sooner does he become a member of the Admin- 
| istration, than the shafts of malice are leveled at 
his fame. Such is the Moloch spirit of party, 
and that, too, among those whocry out the loudest 
_against party! Nay, more, upon the vague swr- 
mises of a party press, a charge is solemnly 
brought against him upon the floor. of the Senate. 
These were some of. the evils compiained of 
under the Stuarts, and this.is the precedent of 
facts; and these evils, we are told, the glorious 


| Whigs of that day attempted to remedy; and. F 
' fancied there wag something in the magner and 


tone of voice, in the allusion tothe glorious Whigs 
of that day, which seemed to glance off to the 
glorious Whigs of the present day, ov this side. of 
the Atlantic;.and I thought there: was an intima- 
tion that the glorious Whigs of this day should 
imitate the glorious. Whigs of that in:their noble 
achievements, ‘There was a time, I think, when 
the Senator from Virginia would. not be found 
checring on the Whigs of the present day to any 
enterprise; when he would have looked upon any 
triumph of theirs as a triumph over the true in~ 
terests of the country. What, then, has wrought 
this change in his opinion and feelings? But Ido 
not desire to assume the office of catechist to the 
Senator, or to render him my political catechu- 
men. I will content myself with the inquiry, if 
the Senator does not desire the triumphs of the 
Whigs of the present day, why this. significant 
stress upon the glorious Whigs of England?) But 
if the glorious precedent must be followed, why 
stop.short? We have seen what. was the pre- 
cedent of fact; let us now see what is the prece- 
| dent of law. It was not-only that office-holders 
should not meddle in elections, but that they 


| should not vote; and that. no public. contractor 


should sitin Parliament. If the precedent is to be 

our guide and reason for action, why stop short 

of the point to which it conducts? Isit the inten- 
‘tion of gentemen, when they have carried out the, 
‘principle of prohibiting interference, to go still 
further, and adopt all the features of the prece- 
dent? There is great force and beauty and. pro- 
! priety in the favorite maxim of the Senator: “It 
is the first step that costs;’’ and never was there. 
a time when this maxim more deserved to be 
heeded. Imagination, following the direction in 
which this bill points, is incapable of perceiving 
the termination of its course; but enough is per- 
ceived to make us start back with horror. Butif 
gentlemen had thought of pressing their measure 
to the fullest extent of the precedent, they know 
that the people of this country are not prepared 
for such astep. This isa mere tentative measure. 
The people are first tried with a lighter chain; 
and when accustomed to that, the heavier will 
be applied. According to the remark of that 
great man, a part of whose essay I read from 
the Globe of yesterday, the tendency of this bill 
is to weaken the confidence of the people in their 
officers. 

But there is, in truth, no parallel between the 
complaints of the Whigs of England of that day, 
and the Whigs of this country at this. The Eng- 
| lish Whigs complained of the personal interfer- 
| ence of the King, or directly through his officers. 
| But the bill is predicated upon a supposed inter- 
ference of the office-holders, from their own head 

and imagination, and not upon the instigation. of 
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the President. - If otherwise, the condlision of 
the bill is most lanie and: impotent. - It proposes: 
to make the very man who procites the act to be 
done punish thesé who perpetrate it; as ff, sup= 
posing the Presidènt to be 80 lost'to asetise of pro“ 
piiety and official integrity as actuaily'te employ: 
his ‘officers iw the management öf elections, he: 
would hesitate to retain theri iñ their places after: 
it was done, in defiance of ‘your law. The -con-. 
trary expectatiot would be about as’ reasonable 
as that of the valiant knightóf La Mancha, that 
hia faithful Sancho would flagellate himself un- 
mercifully with nidny'stripes, that the fair Dul- 
cinea might bé disenchanted. k 

But the “Seritor cites us another precedent, 
drawn frómi the Constitution itself, which de- 
clares that no public officer shall have a seat in 
either House of Congréss. But this docs not 
meet the difficulties of the present case at all. 
There is no parity between a constitutional pro- 
vision and a legislative enactment. . 
: Another precedent is quoted from the laws of 
Virginia, which prohibit-an officer under the 
United States from holding office under the State 
of Virginia; and the Senator might have cited 
similar précedents from other States; but this has ; 


it, and the report assuwes that the States have a 
tight to legislate ón this subject’ if they think 
proper. : ee ee gee 
"© But [says the report] ifany mischief has arisen of may 
arise from this source, the legitimate remedy must be sought 
and found: in the legislation of the several States,. whose 
constitutional duty it is to prescribe the privileges and im- 
munities of their citizens, free from the control of Federal 
dcgistation.”” 

But, sir, the subject is an exceedingly delicate 
one.. [deny thatany evilexists. But if it does, 
it had better be borne than to attempt its remedy 
by the means proposed. If I were conscious of 
some disease in the eye, however threatening 
might be its character, sooner than suffer it to be 
dealt with by an uaskillful hand, I would take the 
chance of any: result.. This bill is one.of the 
most dangerous assaults upon the integrity of our 
institutious L-have ever known, and is well calcu- 
lated, if it passes, totally. to change them. It is 
highly mischievous in that by assumption, its 
tendeney is erroneously. to impress the public 
mind as to facts and principles. Now, [do not 
impute.to the Senator from Kentucky, who framed 
the bil, any design to overthrow the institutions 
of his country. But { speak of the tendencies of 
the bill, and believe the state of mind under which 
it has been brought forward, is happily described 
in a short newspaper paragraph, which I will 
jake the liberty of reading to the Senate: - 


“Mr. Crirrenpen’s Biti.—Parties, as well as individ- 
uals, are Hable to monomania. They are apt to become 
insane upon’ particular. points, and though a faction may 
aever imagine itself io be atea-kettle, er to have glassiegs, 
is has been the case with persons who were specifically 
«ccranged, yet factions sometimes contrive to possess theii- 
selves ofan idea which: is ‘scarcely less ridiculous. ‘The 
universal. Whig -party of the United States is a curious in- 
stance of this, Having been continually defeated fora iong 
series of yéars, under évéry variety of uame and every as- 
sumption of principle’ that ‘ingenuity could devise, they 
finally came to the coneinsion that there must be some dia- 
blerie at work—that- nothing less than a new-element could 
possibly se often overthrow a body so rich in means, so able, 
and so remarkably clever. Afterlang and close study which, 
dike much philosophical iavestigation, overtcoked obvious 
causes as too simple to produce grcat resuits, our oppo- 
nents happened ta think of ‘“office-holders,” and forth- 
with believed tbat they had reached the true reason of their 
vexatious failures. From that dme to the ‘present tlils.cont- 
pound word hag been their resért on’ every o¢easion, Wher 
preparing for battle, they talk of office-holders;and when 
flying from the field in discomfiture, they: still.cry ofice- 
holders.” “ot ios te Loans 


Now, sir, believing, as:I do; and as | have had 
frequent: occasion:té remark;:that-if any ‘one suf- 
fers from ‘offite-holdérs m:elections itis- the Ad- 
ministiation patty; I pet-prefer submitting to the 
evil; such.as'it-ix, than: to:¢amper with a subject 
so. very delicate, » I think the existing laws, if 
properly enforced, go. far enough, and that an ats 
tempt to’extend them further would threaten se- 
riously constitutional liberty. lam for adopting 
the language of the English barons on a remark- 
able occasion, and hope the Senate will, with one 
voice, exclaim upon this subject, Nolumus Amer- 
cance leges mutere We are unwilling to change | 
the law of America. aen DIP | 


| 


H 
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=T .ı INTERFERENCE IN-ELECTIONS. | 
SPEECH OF HON. JOHN NORVEEL, 
OF MICHIGAN, 0° fate 
Iw tHe SENATE, February16, 1839, 7 
On the bill of Mr. CRITTENDEN to prevent the interference’ 
of certain Federal Officers in Elections. ... 

“Mr. NORVELL said: © 000o 
- Mr; PRÉSIDENT: Before T proceed to present my 
views of the bill row ander consideration, I de- 
sire to perform an ‘act of justice to my Whig 
friends on the other side of the Senate, and to a 
distinguished statesman of the Republican party, 


once a member of this body. It was the misfor- | 


tuné of thateminënt statesman, in vindicating the 
removals and appoittments made by President 
Jackson, to utter the sentiment that ‘s to the victor 
belong the spoils.’? For that doctrine he has re- 
ceived the unqualified denunciations of the Oppo- 
sition; and his party friands have shared an equal 
degree of condemnation for confirming, by their 
policy, the principle which heavowed. y pur- 
pose now is to show that Governor Marcy is not 
entitled to the credit of first proclaiming’ this as 
the rule of ‘political warfare; that its:origin is to 
be traced to a Whig source, afid-its example and 
prautine to the Federal party of Massachusetts. 
nthe second volume of the Life of Elbridge 
Gerry, written by James T. Austin, now the 
able Whig attorney general of that State, and the 
biographer of Mr. Gerry, I find these passages: 


t“ Mr. Gerry entered upon the office of Governor of Mas- 
sachusetts twenty-nine years ago. At that time, says his 
biographer, * with the directors of political parties the long 
retirement of Mr. Gerry had given him no opportunity to 
become intimate. The changes which time had made in 
the members of the different departments of the Govern- 
ment, had left him almost without personal acquaintance 
with them; and the desire which his party had to place his 
name as a candidate at their head,bad itself, ifthere had been 
no Other reason, rendered his advance to the Chief Magis- 
tracy wholly independent of all conditions, stipulations, 
and expectancies. In his own political sentiments, matured 
as they were by time and experience, he was immovably 
confirmed; but in regard to-individuals or- parties, other 
than as they came recommended by character and conduct, 
he was impartial, unfettered, and independent. ‘Bat, after 
all, what is the worth of a victory ifthe enemy ùre allowed 
to possess THE SPOILS? Of what consequence is it who are 
masters of the field, so long as the vanquished retain their 
possessions? The battle between the great political parties 
had been fought at the ballot-poxes again and again, and 
constant defeat had embittered aid exasperited the disap- 
pointed -compctitors.. ‘hey beheld, for a: jiong. ‘series of 
years, the honors and emoluments of office, the pride of 
place and the dignity of station, held by their political ad- 
versaries, until the reproach of being a Democrat was con- 
sidered as impassable a barrier to public station as the want 
of moral, character or intellectual ability? “She judicial 
department, the most. stable and the most efñcient in its 
operation, was, from the Chief Justice to the crier of the 
court, wholly in Federal hands. Asa consequence of this 
the bar, with hardly sufficient execption to be noticed, 
added ail the force of professional character to the Federal 
cause. . The literature of the State, so far as it had official 
fonn, was under the same control. Colleges and learned 
societies'seemed to have settled a sort of common law that 
the honors of science would be as inappropriately bestowed 
upon Democracy as the chef @euvres of taste upon the abo- 
rigines of the country.’ ‘It had been the policy of the 
federalists to inspire the opinion, and it was probably their 
beliéf—for self-love is exceedingly credulous of praise— 
that in their ranks were all the talents, and all the learning, 
aud all the moral character of the country; andas the Ro- 
mans looked upon the rest of mankind as barbarians, so 
they were pleased to consider their fcllow-citizens on the 
Democratic side as little better than the Goths and Van- 
dals; in whose power had untortunately fallen the heritage 
of the State?” 


Phe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wer- 
STER} inquires from what book-T have read these 
passages; and asks. whether 1 do not know that 
Governor Gerry belonged to my party, and was 
turned outin one year? Ifthe Senator had-not 
been inattentive, he would have heard it distinctly 
announced that the ‘book which Ihave just laid 


| down was the biography of Elbridge Gerry; writ- 


ten by James T. Austin, the present attorney gên“ 
eral of Massachusetts. Tt is the production ofa 
modern Whig, sir, now in the enjoyment of “the 
spoils” of Federal victory. He it is, and not Gov- 
ernor Marcy, who first: proclaimed ‘* the spoils”? 
doctrine, and: demanded what was the value of a 
triumph if the vanquished were suffered’ ‘* to re= 
tain their possessions > He was destribing the 


practice of the Federal party when in power, their | 


proscription from: office: of every Democratic Re- \ 
publican, and their: strict adherence tothe prin«! 


ciple; that **-to the victor belong the spoil? Biry 
I do know that Governor Gerry was of my partys 
He was not dismissed in one year. “He waite! 
élected; he acted in a spirit of liberality ‘and coni 


‘||, tation towards His opponents diving his first 


te#tm; he déviated from ‘that course in his second. 
~ Ta the history of patties in England, wevhave 
memorable examplés of thé ‘secession of leaderx 
i from their early friends, and the formation ‘of allis 
ances: with-ancient political adversaries... A cor 
dial union for the common object; the destruction 
of the existing administration, has always nata- 
rally followed. On such occasions, the netessity 
of breaking. down all party names; in order tõ, 
form a strong body in’ oppositiol, has #enerally 
been well understood, and urged with mutual ardor 
and vigor. Ulterior views, ‘and the ‘division’ of: 
spoils between the new allies, have béen “post 
poned uritil the common enemy: has ‘been ware 
quished. Party spirit, the agitation of variant 
principles, as between the different ‘nfembers of 
the coalition, have been deprecated;-and meas» 
ures which might bring them into common con- 
cert have been devised, and supported ‘with zeal, 
until the compact has been consolidated, ‘and 
capable of moving on with perfect'‘union and har- 
mony. >- i T atanh ads a 
A conjuncture of this sort igiħow before our 
eyes. We see secessions here, and in ‘some of 
the States, from the great Republican party of the 
country. We see a coalition formed and’ fortnings 
in the midst of ‘us, to subvert thé ptesent-repubs 
lican Administration. “We see: party namés p 
tinguished, the agitation of: discordant principles’ 
hushed into profound silence, the ulterioy views 
of rival chieftains suppressed'from public observa 
tion, and the division of the spoils deferred “until 
the power of parceling them out shall have been 
completely attained. Andi- sir; fam much mise 
taken if the bill before us be not '$ méasare de- 
vised to enable the dawning Whig and Conserv- 
ative coalition to meet on common ‘ground, and: 
to prosecute the war against us without the dan~ 
ger of agitation and discord among. the allied 
leaders of Opposition. E R 
This Government, Mr. President, has been: in 
operation fifty years. It has rarely trariscended’ 
its limited powers. When it hag pone ‘beyond 
its constitutional-boundariés, it-has been brought 
back to its republican tack. “It’has notinterfered’ 
with the right of suffrage, which belongs exclu- 
sively to the States. “The elective franchise, the 
liberty of speech-and: of the préss, have been left 
to their regulation.’ The General Gove’ 
except ‘during’ the short reign’ of terror in the 
days of Federal phrensy, acting‘in the ‘spirit of 
its chartered grant df power, has abstained from 
invading any of the reserved rights of the States. 
The: abuses ‘committed at elections: by public 
officers, during the administration of the ‘elder 
Adams, goaded Mr. Jefferson into the utterance 
of impressive animadversions upór their cdnduct.’ 
He admonished those of his appointment against 
the imitation of the example which'‘had been-set 
them. He warned them of the consequences 
| which would result from’ the pursuit of sucha 
| course of interference inthe State’ elections. The 
distinguished leaders of the Republican opposi- 
tion to the administration ofthe younger Adams 
directed public attention tothe’ corrupting. infus 
ence of executive patronage, through the medium 
| of officers of executive appointment, upon the 
elections of the country: ‘President Jackson eon- 
| sideréd “it his duty to denounce the: practice of 
bringing the influence of executive patronage to 
bear upon the freedom and purity of the elective 
i franchise. But, sir, did Mr. Jefferson ever con- 
| template the passige ‘of ataw to prohibit public 
officers from freely expressing their opinions upon 
all: political questions, Which’ they might: think 
proper to discuss? Did he propose anything'as 
a remedy for the evil, more than the exertion of 
+a moral influence, thé: menace of Executive dis- 
pleasure, to restrain the. publie officers from im- 
; proper interference in elections? - Did the report 
of the Senator from Missouri, thé speech of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, theinaucural address 
| of President Jackson, the report of the Senator 
from South Carolina, propose’ to ‘check that in- 
terference by fines and perpetual disabilities? 


Sir, in the most exasperated state of feeling 
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against the outrages perpetrated by a few’public 
oficers-at popular- elections; it.neyer entered the 
mind of a Republican. statesman, till the present 
day, to pass penal and proscriptive laws for their 
prevention and punishment. It was reserved for 
these enlightened days, these times of Opposition 
purity, to suggest the extraordinary enactments 
proposed in the bill now before the Senate. The 
model for this measure, Mr. President, has been 
sought and discovered in British history. It has 
been drawn from the ancient code of omnipotent 
British parliamentary law. Principle for princi- 
ple, word for word, letter for letter, the glorious 
model has been’faithfully transcribed... Sir, there 
is'no measure of proscription, there is no attack 


upon the freedom of individual opinion, there is 


no, degree of punishment, which may not find its 
precedent in British history, in the reigns of the 
queens and kings in which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has so industriously hunted up the proto- 
type of hig bill. If, says this bill, in effect, your 
public officer expresses an opinion, remove him 
from- office. Ifhe mingles with his fellow-citi- 
zens, and exercises his constitutional right to tell 
them what he thinks of men or measures, of this 
candidate or that candidate for their suffrages, fine 
him, and imprison him until he can pay the fine. 

If he advances an argument. to his fellow-coun- 
trymen; if he persuades or dissuades him, cut off 
his head, sir; disable him from ever holding an- 
other public office. You will find precedents for 
all these things in British history, in the profligate 
reigns of male tyrants, and of female tyrants, 
too, in the fast-anchored isle. 

. Sir, what is the mischief of which the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpgn] complains; 
and what the remedy which hia bill suggests for 
that mischief?: The evil is ‘* the interference of 
certain Federal officers in'elections.” Well, sir, 
I unreservedly admit that partial abuses have been 
committed in this way. Tadenit that partial evils 
spring from this source.. But in this, as in the 
other affaira.of human life, ‘all partial evil ’s 
universal good. i As a matter of propricty and 
decorum, from feelings of self-respect and respect 
to public opinion, as representatives of the char- 
acter and-dignity of their Government, your pub- 
lic officers are morally bound to speak and toact, 
at all times, with decorum and due regard to their 
fellow-citizens, They are bound to abstain from 
noise and brawling: in political contests... Some 
of them may occasionally fail in these proper ob- 
servances. When they do so fail, the correction 
of the evil is found in public opinion. That in- 
variably condemns them. That counteracts, 
with effect, the transgressions of the public offi- 
cer. That excites to greater vigilance, to more 
zeal, to still more animated exertions, the citizen 
who witnesses and disapproves of any such mis- 
conduct.: Inthe increased ardor of the contest, 
in the stronger excitement of opposition, the peo- 
ple find the appropriate remedy for the evil, and 
the ballot-box vindicates their rights, as well as 
puntie decency, from. any outrage which may 

ave been perpetrated upon them. Besides, sir, 
the office-holder may be safely left to the office- 
seeker in the conflict of elections. He who is in 
pursuit of a favorite object exerts more energy 
for its attainment than its possessor does to re- 
tain it. This is n universal principle of human 
nature. The Senator from Kentucky is mis- 
taken in.supposing that the office-seekers are on 
the same side with the office-holders. To a par- 
tial extent, bis position on this point is true; but 
the. great ‘mass of aspirants for office, of those 
wio are açtive in its pursuit, are in the opposi- 

OM a Br dys 

-The Senator; must remember the outcry with 
which these walls resounded during the whole 
administration, of; General Jackson, against the 
removals.and appointments made by that Admin- 
istration.,.That outery, sir, was echoed and re- 
echoed from the Atlantic to the Mississippi, from 
the lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. The removals 
were declared to be offensive to public purity, to 
the patriotism and justice of the country, and to 
the spirit of the Constitution, The. victims” 
ef this policy, as they were feelingly described, 
excited the warmest sympathies of Senators over 
the way, They were treated as martyrs to their 
peinciples and: ingepandence, and received with 
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' of station; that not a patriot among them would 


j are in very little danger from either. 


open arms into the ranks of the Opposition. The 
removals were denounced as all wrong! The 
incumbents were entitled toa. life estate in their 
places, unless they had failed in’ the fulfillment 
of their official duties. Such, then, was the Whig 
doctrine. The principle that “ to the victors be- 
long the spoils,’? was pronounced to be odious 
in the sight of God and man. Every term of) 
obloquy was heaped upon the new appointments. 
The maledictions of the pure disciples:of politi- 
cal Whig religion were poured forth upon every 
new man brought into office by General Jackson. 
The great power of this body was frequently 
invoked to veto the presidential nominations. 
Well, sir, a stranger in this republican tand might 
suppose, from these facts and from the speech 
of the Senator from Kentucky, that- no office- 
seekers were to be found among the Opposition; 
that its members were too pure to seek or accept 


deign to take an office from which any friend of | 
the Administration had heen removed for politi- 
cal cause. Mr. President, two years ago the lit- 
tle State of Rhode Island, one year since the State 
of Connecticut, three short months past the Em- 
pire State of New York, fellinto the hands of the 
political friends of Senators over the way. And 
what was the immediate result? Sir, in Rhode | 
Island and Connecticut the Republican incum- 
bents were swept by hundreds from office, for 
political reasons alone. Was there any diffi- 
culty in finding pure and patriotic Whigs to 
supply their places? No, sir; the only difficulty 
produced ‘by the emergency was in making se- 
lections among the crowds of hungry vultures, 
anxious to fatten upon the public crib, The 
atrocious injustice, the cruel tyranny, of remov- 
als from office, the suffering wives and children, 
the starving families, of the dismissed officers, 
were forgotten as things of by-gone days. Mem- | 
ory was bathed in the waters of Lethe, and no | 
longer remembered what had been said and sung | 
prior to the halcyon days of Federal triamph. 
In New York, whose able Republican son had 
been stigmatized as the proclaimer of the spoils” | 
doctrine, towards whom no epithet of Federal | 
reprobation was too strong for daily utterance, 
the first days of the Whig saturnalia have been ` 
celebrated by the proscription of some of the | 
best public officers ever confided in by the people | 
of that or any other Connnonweali K. Sir, her: 
accomplished Secretary of State, the able Comp- | 
troller of her financial interests, not less remark- 
able for his stern integrity and firmness than for 
his solid talents, the Treasurer, the Attorney 
General, known here as a man of great ability, 
and all others that could be stricken down, have jį 
been swept from the board; and no virgin timid- 
ity, no coy reluctance, no holy horror of removals | 
for political cause, no contempt for the spoils of 
victory, have presented any obstacle to the ele- 
vation of patriotic and office-hating Whigs to 
the places vacated by these removals. Indeed, 
sir, the public Journala tell us that a multitude of 
candidates were brought forward, and prepared 
to fill each ang all of the stations, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think that, by this time, the Senator from 
Kentucky must be willing to admit that the office- 
seekers are not all on the side of the Administra- 
tion, and that every opposition to every admin- | 
istration is filled with them. They are ten times 
more numerous than the office-holders; and they 
are generally more than a match at elections for 
the incumbents of public place. These two 
elasses are antagonist interests, and may be re- 
lied on to counteract the improper efforts and 
practices of each other, Between them, the mass 
of unaspiring people, the public liberty and rights, 


The remedy for the evils which I have shown 
not to be very great, and susceptible of counter- 
action without the aid of penal laws, is very par- 
tially provided in the bilt of the honorable Sen- 
ator. “Fo the end,” says the bill, “ that the | 
great powers given to the officers of the Federal 
Government, and other persons employed in its | 
service, may not be used for the influencing of | 
elections, which ought to be free and incorrupt,” 
marshals, postmasters, land officers, public engi- 
neers, custom-house officers, and others connected 
with: these branches of the public serviee, ave ! 


prohibited from persuading or dissuading any 
elector. to give his vote at any election, State or 
Federal.. They are prohibited from intermeddling 
or attempting to influence any of these.elections; 
and for a violation of this enactment, the offend- 
ing officer is subjected to a fine of $500, and dis- 
abled from ever after bearing or executing any 
office or place of trast whatever under the United 
States. For the better encouragement of political 
informers, one half of. the fine is to be paid as a 
reward for the discoveries and disclosures of that 
honorable description of spies upon the words and 
actions of their fellow-citizens. Shocking, sir, 
as this bill is to all my republican, notions, of the 
equal rights of all classes of the American people, 
there is one thing aboutit which still more palpably 
indicates its avowed British origin. With regard 
to the Secretaries of Departments, the Attorney 
General, the district attorneys, the publishers of 
the laws, to say nothing of the members of this 
House and the other, the very public men who 
possess the greatest powers, and can exercise the 
most effective influence over the elections, State 
and Federal, are exempted from the operation, 
prohibitions, and penalties of this bil. Our 
elections may be neither free nor incorrupt from 
their influence, their persuasions or dissuasionsy 
whether they be sent forth from these Halls in 
partisan speeches, or directed and brought to bear 
upon the people from the hundred batteries of the 
official press throughout the States. Precisely 
similar was the British statute from which this is 
taken. The Ministers of State, the Lords and 
Commons, the law officers of the Crown, might 
exert all their powers of influence at elections. 
They might, through their friends, spend thou- 
sands, and tens of thousands, to influence and 
contro} elections. No fine, no penalty, no disa~ 
bility, could be imposed upon them. hey were 
too high to be reached even by the legislation of 
an omnipotent British Parliament. 'Fhese invid- 
ious distinctions between the high and the hum- 
ble, the exemption of the aristocratic few, and the 
punishment of the mass, who hold and enjoy of- 
fice and place, may have well comported with the 
spirit of the British Government, but would not 


| be tolerated in this country, if it were possible to 


suppose that this bill could ever become a law of 
the Jand. Our marshals, postmasters, ard col- 
lectors, are equal iv intelligence, and, 1 trust, in 
spirit, too, to those who occapy the highest sta- 
tions of this Government. And, sir, they will be 
more wanting in manly feeling, less farthful to 
themselves than I think they are if they do not 
bear in perpetual remembrance the authors and 
supporters of this bill. Fhey will, I trast, ** nobly 
act what they nobly think.” : 

But, sir, you have no power to pass the bill. 
No part of the Federal Constitution confers upon 
you any authority to interfere, direetly or indi- 
rectly, with the elective franchise in the States. 
You have no right to prescribe the qualifications 
or conditions upon which any man may vote, 
either for President or Vice President, either for 
a member of Congress or a member of a State 
Legislature. It belongs to the States alone to pre- 
scribe the qualifications of voters. The Federal 
Constitution declares that the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States shall be chosen by 
the electors in each State qualified as electors of 
the most numerous branch of the State Legisla- 
ture; that the Senate shall be chdsen by the Le- 
gislatures of the several States; that the President 
and Vice President shall be chosen by electors 
appointed in each State, as its Legislature may 
direct; and that each House shall be the judge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications, not of 
the voters, but of its owm members. Congress is 
carefully excluded from all legislation as to the 
qualifications of electors of both the legislative 
and executive branches of the Federal Govern- 
ment. Congress can abridge neither the freedom 
of speech nor of the press, Your officers, in ac- 
cepting appointments, do not cease to be citizens; 
they surrender none of their freedom of speech; 
they can be restrained only by that sense of pro- 
priety and decorum which every gentleman ought 
to feel, especially when both his own respecta- 
bility and the character of his Government may 
be affeeted by his conduct. A law of Congress, 
prohibiting a public officer from debating political 
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questions with his fellow-citizens, punishing him 
with fines and eternal disabilities for persuading 
or dissuading them in regard to their votes at 
elections, would far transcend the sedition law in 
the enormity of its transgression of the constitu- 
tional rights.and liberties of the.people. - The se- 
dition law.simply provided for the-punishment of 
slander and seditious publications. « This bill en- 
acts the punishment of innocent and. laudable 
opinions expressed. by the citizen, if he happens 
to be.a public officer. Sir, no honorable man 
would accept appointment if this bill should be- 
come alaw. No: man of character, no freeman 
possessed of the spirit of ‘‘ the noblest work of 
God: would deign to serve. you in a public capa- 
city with the terrors of this shocking bill of pains 
and penalties. hanging over him. Your offices 
would fall into ignoble, degraded, and worthless 
hands. The man who would consent to serve you 
at the sacrifice of the most precious of his natural 
and constitutional rights, would merit thë scorn 
and contempt of his fellow-citizens; they would 
shun and despise him; : 
é And put in every honest hand a whip, 
To fash the rascal naked through the world.” 

Sir, that merit, those qualities and talents, which 
entitle the citizen to.confidence and public station, 
are by this bill menaced with proscription, and 
disability, if their. possessor shall dare to. éxer- 
cise the liberty of speech common to the humblest 
and most elevated member of society, andsecured 
to all by a special provision in the Federal Con- 
stitution. A brand, sir, is fixed upon merit and 
ability. This bill divests several classes of pub- 
lic officers of all right to use the least freedom of 
speech in relation to great questions in which 
their own interests are as deeply involved as those 
of any of their fellow-citizens. Your postmasters 
and marshals, your collectors and land officers, 
are degraded, insulted, and menaced with the loss 
of caste in society, Sir, whence do you derive 
your power to invade the exclusive prerogative 
of the States, under the pretext of protecting the 
purity of their elections? Have they demanded 
your interposition? Have they failed in their duty 
to themselves? And if they had desired your in- 
terference; if they had emitted to protect the pu- 
rity of the elective franchise, they would have no 
tight to call upon you for the exercise of the ex- 
traordinary powers assumed in this bill, except 
through the medium ofan amendment to the Con- 
stitution, Are you wiser, more virtuous, more 
pure, than your predecessors for fifty years past? 
Are you more enlightened? Fave you a higher 
sense of virtue and patriotism than the illustrious 
framers of the Federal Charter, under which you 
occupy stations in this dignified assembly? Sir, 
we seem like children wanting some amusement 
for the occupation of our time and minds; and, in 
the absence of other employment, we have turned 
upon the parent States, to whom we owe our ex- 
stence, the very breath of our lives in this body, 
to tear from them theirpeculiar, exclusive, and sa- 
éred guardianship over the elective franchise, the 
liberty of speech, and of the press. 

But the Senator from Kentucky seems to justify 
the bill, on the ground that a distinction exists 
between the public officers and the citizens, and 
that the citizen possesses rights which ought not 
to belong to the officer. Sir, this argument is not 
only a fallacy, but is based upon an assamption 
not founded in fact. In accepting office, no man 
ceases to be a citizen. The possession. of office 
neither weakens; his intellectual faculties, -his 
ability to discharge his social and political duties, 
nor does it take from him his equal rights and 
liberties as a citizen, under the constitution. Sir, 
under.the pretense of preserving. the purity.of. 
elections, this billis a palpable attack upon’ the 
freedom of sentiment and opinion... Does. the 
Constitution, in broadly and. unqualifiedly pro- 
hibiting Congress from abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press, confer upon Congress a 
power to punish twenty or thirty thousand of your | 
most intelligent and honorable .fellow-citizens for 
the exercise of that freedom? Does it give you. 
any authority to send your informers into. the ! 
domestic sanctuary, there to discover and report, | 
for proscription and punishment, whata post 
master or collector may. say to persuade or dis 
suade bis neighbor or his son, with regard to his 


vote at a pending election? 


represents the bill as a very innocent and harm: 
less affair, only prohibiting your public officers 


from persuading or dissuading their fellow-cit- 
izens in relation to their yotes at elections, and 
rendering them answerable -tọ the courts of jus- 
tice for the commission.of the offense of speaking 
on politics, so terrible to all good Whig patriots, 
and yet so common to all men, and. to all parties, 
in this nation! Sir, the measure is the very es- 
sence of despotism over individual opinion, and 
is the. worse for the reason. that it. inflicts. a dis- 
graceful punishment upon one class of citizens, 
for doing what all have a right to do,.under the 
constitutions of the States and of the United 
States. For the expression of a judgment in 
favor of one candidate or against another, at an 
election, one description of public officers is fined 
and. rendered forever incapable of holding any 
office, while others may say what they please, 
may persuade or, dissuade any of their fellow- 
citizens with entire impunity, at all elections, and 
at all times. - a 

: But.you, Mr. President, it seems, are restrained 
from voting in this body, except in the case of 
an equal. division. of its members; and, therefore, 
some of -your rights have been taken from, you; 
and, therefore, those of other public officers may 
be annihilated! Sir, is it possible. that human 
ingenuity could so. have tortured itself as to dis- 
cover any analogy between your case and this 
bill? Does the Constitution make you a Sena- 
tor? Does it confer upon you a right to mingle 
in debate, to speak and vote, in common with 
Senators? As well might the honorable Senator 
have illustrated his principle by alluding to the 
exclusion of the crowds who daily throng these 
galleries from the right of debating and voting in 
this Hall. No, sir; what you do here, what 
you are prohibited from doing here, flows from 
the Constitution .of the land. -But are you re- 
strained, as this bill restrains other public offi- 
cers, from freely discussing any. election, from 
persuading or dissuading your fellow-citizens ‘in 
your dwelling, upon. the. hustings at the: polls? 
Is there one word in the-Constitution, is there 
a word to be found in the law-of nature or the 
law of God to punish any citizen, whether an 
officer or a private individual, for uttering: his 
opinions of candidates selected°to represent the 
interests of all, his own, as well as these of his 
country? + . 

But collectors cannot be merchants; receivers. | 
cannot purchase public lands; marshals cannot 
buy property, sold by them under execution. 
This, says the honorable Senator, proves that 
you may put restraints upon your public officers. 
Now, sir, if this were the fact, these restraints 
would have altogether a pecuniary character, and 
they would be designed to secure the fair and 
impartial execution of the official duties of the 
officer... They would not affect his opinions, his 
free soul, his right to speak, to utter his thoughts, 
to commune with his fellow-citizens. The col- 


lector could still purchase goods for himself and | 


his family; the receiver could buy lands from his 
neighbor; the marshal could purchase. property 
anywhere but at the sales where he officiates as- 
the ministerial officer of justice. ey 
But if these officers do not like the penalties, 
of this bill, let them resign! Sir, this argument 
of the Senator reminds. me of asimilar observa- 
tion made in the British House of Commons. 
Jack Fuller, alluding to the complaints made-by 
the. people against the measures of Parliament 
and the Ministry,exclaimed, in debate, with about 
as much patriotism as piety, “ Those who don’t 
like England, damn them, Jet them leave it!” 
Sir, I beg pardon; it is not my oath—l never 
swear. .The honorable Senator is equally patri- | 
otic. He tells the public officer whose feelings 
are outraged, whose, spirit is attempted to be 
subdued and broken down by this bill, that if he 
does not like offiee upon these tyrannical and 
proscriptiye terms, let himleave it! -Yes, sir; let | 
honest, high-minded, spirited. men, who. scorn 
yourdegrading penalties upon thoughtand speech, 
give up their offices, and let them be filled by the 


base, the abandoned, the degraded. outcasts of 


society.: Let your bill drive the independentand 
honorable citizen-from; public station; and-bring 
in the starveling slave, who would-sell his liberty 
of speech and his soul for:the crumbs.which:fall 
from the public Treasury. eroe a ai ial 
-Leannot follow the honorable Senator through 
all his inappropriate and: fanciful. illustrations. 
Not one of:them appeared to me tó be applicable 
to the bill before the Senate. But, sir, he spoke 
of the Jacobinical doctrines of the report of. ny 
able friend from New Jersey... This, Mr. Pres- 
ident, was an unfortunate epithet. ::1,.sirjam not 
very old;. but Iam-old. enough to remember the 
language applied by the-supporters of the alien 
and sedition laws to. Mr, Jefferson ‘and the :òthér 
friends of liberty, who nobly .resisted-thoge at- 
tributary measures.which distinguished that-dark- 
est period of our political history. ‘They. wére 
denounced a levélers, anarchists, and, Jacobins: 
My. honorable friend from New Jersey may well 
feel proud..of the same sort of denunciation from 
congenial sources. The. bill,beforeus is of.akin- 
dred nature with the sedition law. . The-report 
against it will descend: tq: posterity ;with mo Ja- 
cobinical taint upon.it.. -Etis a sound, able, Re- 
publican vindication of. the equal: political rights 
of the American. people, whether they -besin the 
walks of private life, or clothed ‘with the. honors 
of public office. 6,5 a ep gS 
But, says the honorable Senator, from; Ken- 
tucky, the bill does not prohibit the public officer 
from voting. - It does worse, sir, It» requires 
him, if he votes at all,-to creep to the pọllsdilteia 
guilty culprit, deposit: his vete in. the.ballot-box, 
and return home, silent as.the grave; Fle must 
not commune with his fellow-cilizens., He:mast 
net assign to him his reasons for voting, ~ Hë 
must truly act the part of a.“ mnte,” and not dare 
to open his lips to his friend or neighbor, lest: he 
may be suspected of. persuading or dissuading 
him. He must shrink from -the manly bearin 
which nature and nature’s God have. stamped. 
upon him, or suffer the pains and penalties, the 
fines and disabilities of this precious Whig bill, 
Sir, the Senator from Kentucky : might ag well 
have perfected the copy of his. British. model, by: 
a.elause forbidding the public officer to vote.: 
If, Mr. President, ‘this interference.of publie 
officers in elections. beso pernicious, $0. odious), 
in the eyes of gentlemen, how does ithappen.that. , 
Kentucky. has. passed no: law to punish the exec 
utive officers of that State. for persuading ordige 
suading others with regard to. their votes?.,, Why: 
is-it that no State in-the Unioñhas done so? The 
obsolete statute of New Jersey, cited-by-the hon- 
orable Senator, applies only: to the candidates* at. 
elections. It does net. apply to the, officers gen- 
erally of the State. It is well that it does pot. 
If I comprehend the history of the, late ‘election 
in New Jersey, some of the officers, whose very 
fate depended on the result, not only mtermeddled 
in the elections, but suppressed the, votes ‘of 
townships, in order to. change that, result. from 
what it would have been, if the law, the duty. of 
these officers, and common fairness aad, decency. 
had been observed. i : 
The honorable Senator fro 


m. Virginia. [My, 
Rives] the other day brought up his columns:to 
the support. of his friend. trom Kentucky., He 
performed various evolutions, moved down upon 
the positions of the Senator from New. Jersey 
with al the force which be could bring to bear 
upon them, and closed hig, operations by an 
abandonment of the ground occupied by his ally! 
The resolutions of the Senator were a sorry strat- 
agem. to extricate. his new political associates, 
from the difficulty in which. the bill had placed, 
them. J trust, sir, that this Senate will not alow: 
them to avail themselves of that stratagem, but. 
will require them to stand or fall upon their own 
chosen ground. i ae 

The Senator considers this subject to be ope- 
of great importance to the liberties and destiny of, 
this country. In his imagination, the report. of 
my friend from New Jersey, is evidence that the 
madness of party is conducting us to the precipice: 
of a despotism equal to. that of the Stwartsin 
England, or the purpled: tyrants of imperial 
Rome. He looks upon the.reportas.a creed and 
doctrine fatal to public. liberty; and. his. faney. al-, 
ready bodies forth some American: Casar, clothed 
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in imperial robes, crowned- with the: glittering 
diadem of royalty, and trampling down the free- 
dom of the nation. ‘Sir; language-of this kind, 
oman occasion affording sœ little ‘pretext for it, 
indicates a- feverish state of feeling, which” has 
driven the judgment of the honorable Senator 
from its moorings, but which may readily be ex- 
lained by the peculiar circumstances in which 
fe has been placed by a change of political posi- 
tion. i E ` i 

I concur with him:in the importance of this 
proposition. it does, sir; strike at the liberties 
of a large pòrtion of your most enlightened and 
most honored citizens.. It-does demonstrate the 
madpess of party. It does prove that evén in 
this sacred Hall, consecrated ‘to equal and just 
legislation; an odious despotism over the right to 
speak and ‘to act can be entertained. It does ex- 
hibit a disposition here to:-imitate the invidious 
and despoticlegislation ofthe British Parliament. 
But, sir, Tteost that‘a majority of this body will 
always: bde‘found prepared to resist all -such prop- 
ositions, and that they will permit no demagogue 
to drag the Senate into such palpable infractions 
of the Constitution. The honorable Senator com- 
plains that the report not only justifies the officers 
of Government in. the exercise of the common 
right which belongs to every citizen, but incites 
them to intermneddle in elections. Sir, the report 
properly incites them to assert and vindicate their 
equal rights, attempted to be violated by this bill; 
and they would be unworthy of the character of 
American citizens, if they did not maintain those 
rights with manly firmness. f 

The Senator professes to be uninformed of the 
extent to which modern Democracy admits of an 
infusion of ‘Federalism into it. My friend from 
New Jersey is quite able to defend hiniself from 
these insinuations, But Iwill tell the honorable 
Senator that his Democracy, his Republicanism, 
appears to: have received .a sufficient infusion of 
Conservatism ‘to spoil its former purity; that, in- 
deed, it has been mérged in the modern Federal- 
ism with which the Conservatism of associated 
wealth so naturally amalgamates. 

~ Sir, the honorable Senator alleges that the 
bill before you is of lite importance; that the re- 
port upon it presents the true issue to the Senate. 

do not wonder that gentlemen are anxious to 
divert public attention from this bill of pains and 

enalties. It cannot bear the touchstone of pub- 

icrsentiment; but no artifice can be permitted to 
change the issue from the bill to the report. The 
bill, sir, is the thing upon which the Senate has 
to give its vote, and the people to pronounce 
their judgment. ‘The report will take care of it- 
self. It is but a fair, forcible, and triumphant 
commentary on the bill, and will prove an extin- 
guisher to it. 

The Senator declares that the language of the 
report, inciting the people to a resistance of the 
provisions of this bill, is rank radicalism. Sir, 
radicalism has always been charged upon all op- 
positions to tyranny, to bank monopolies, and to 
all other aristocratic tendencies; and if hostility, 
if resistance; to this unjust and arbitrary bill, be 
radicalism, the whole mass of the people will, I 
trust, entitle themselves to the name of radicals. 

~The honorable Senator has imbibed, from his 

new position, fresh terrors of Executive patron- 
age and of the Executive veto. He tells us that 
no King of England, for onc hundred years, has 
dared to veto an act of Parliament; that if he had 
done. so, a storm of public indignation would 
have swept him from his throne. It is easy, sir, 
to understand the present drift of the honorable 
Senator: * That gentleman sustained General 
Jacksén’ in his' administration throughout. He 
has frequently since he feft his friend, called into 
requisition the exarhple‘arid authority of that il- 
lustrious patriot aghinst! the: measures proposed 
on this side of the Senate. He supported the 
resolution expuingifig'a previous vote of the Sen- 
ate against-General Jackson. No whisper of 
disapprobation was breathed by himin this Sen- 
ate in relation to the Executive veto upon the 
bank and distribution bills. : ; 

Sir, the Senator has gained new light from new 
associations; and, after the alleged’ mischief has’ 
been done by the exercise of the executive veto; 
after he has participated in sustaining that veto, 
the honorable gentleman is now éxerting’ hin 


self to.‘raise: that storm of public indignation, 


which, he Ropes suse pes Republican party, | 


with whom ‘he once professed it: to be- his pride 
to act, from their ascendency in the councils of 


the nation: Sir, I regret to say, that our political | 


history has furnished too many examples for the 
imitation ‘of the Senator. He: has‘ too easily 
yielded-tothem. But I will tell him, for his con- 
solation, that few Republican leaders who have 
gone over: to the enemy have survived their de- 


géertion with reputation; few have acquired: the j 


honors, fewer still the confidence, of the Repub- 
lican party of the country. -Unless he retrace 
his steps, the Senator will have to look else- 
where for confidence; he will have to rely upon 
other suffrages for the gratification‘of his ambi- 
tuon. ; 

The Senator, if Í understood him, committed 
agreat mistake in his speech of Tuesday. He 
seemed to suppose that the Virginia and Ken- 
tucky resolutions were mainly dirccted against 
the increase of exécutive patronage. Sir, they 
were mainly intended to check the assumption of 
legislative power, in derogation of the rights of 
the States, by the Congress of the United States. 
The increase of executive patronage was con- 
demned as the inevitable result of that unconsti- 
tutional legislation. The honorable Senator, I 
fear, is a worse interpreter of the Virginia and 
Kentucky resolutions than my friend from New 
Jersey, with all the imputed infusion of ancient 
Federalism into his Democracy. He is now 
fighting the battles of republican liberty. The 


| Senator has gone over to Philip and his Mace- 


donian phalanx. 

Mr. President, I protest against the effort.of 
the Senator to identify the cause of banks and 
bank monopolies with the State governments. It 
is true, that the States have been by degrees en- 
trapped into excesses upon this subject. They 
have been caught in the toils of associated wealth. 
But many of them have seen their error, and are 
retracing their steps. The free banking system, 
either by its success or its failure, will, I hope, 
extricate State legislation from the pernicious in- 
fluence which has been too long exercised over 
it by the banking power. 

But the Senator asks, do not the State laws 
prohibit State officers from holding Federal ap- 
pointments? Does not the Federal Constitution 
prohibit certain officers from being elected to seats 
in this or the other branch of Congress? And are 
not these disqualifications? Sir, I am surprised 
that an argument so inapplicable to the enact- 
ments of this bill should have been advanced by 
any Senator on this floor. The Federal Consti- 
tution, the State laws, do prohibit, as they ought 
to prohibit, the same individual from holding in- 
compatible offices. They do not punish him for 
speaking or acting at elections. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia charges 
a high officer of the Government with the avowal 
of the principle that, in making appointments, he 
selects his political friends alone. No Adminis- 
tration could be successfully conducted without a 
gencral adherence to this principle. He accuses 
another high officer of interfering in an clection in 
South Carolina, -Sir, what are the facts? I am 
informed that ‘the friends of a candidate for Con- 
gress in that State [Mr. Lecare] attempted to in- 
fluence votes‘in his favor by representing the Sec- 
retary of War to be his friend. A gentleman 
addressed a letter to the Secretary on the subject, 
and inquired whether the candidate in question 
was a supporter of the Administration? The an- 
swer was, that Mr. Poinsett did not regard him 
as such. Now, sir, while the name of the Secre- 
tary could be -clandestinely used on the side of 
the Conservative candidate, it was all right and 
proper; but the moment that the Secretary of War 
was forced into the declaration that ‘he did not 


regard the gentleman as a friend of the Adminis- | 


tration, then the honorable Senator sees in the 
conduct of that high officer an interference in 
elections dangerous to public liberty! 

The honorable Senator from Virginia has re- 


nounced the principles of Democracy. He said, | 


in his speech last evening, that he was nota Dem- 
ocratic Republican; that he did not belong to the 
Democracy of the country. Sir, I thank him for 
making the avowal. He has thrown off the mask; 


‘héis ‘not of the people; he is against being gov. 


j of the age. 


érned by the people,- “We shall now understand 
Kim; he lids changed sides; he has appropriately 
placed Himself in the society ‘of those gentlemen 
so far advanced in life that they disclaim the knav- 
ery of Démocracy. The Senator declares that Dem- 
ocratic- Republicanism does not belong to the soil 
of Virginia. ‘Sir, Ithink I-have a right to proi 
nounce the allegation a libel upon. her character. 
Democratic principles, the binding authority of 
the pedple, the doctrine of the equal and inalien- 
able rights of the people, subsist nowhere in 
greater force than in Virginia. Sir, the Senator 
has retrograded behind the spirit and principles 
Democracy, radical Democracy, as 
near an approach-as possible to the enforce ment 
of the popular will, is the spreading light of ‘the 
times. It isa ptinciple dear toevery true Réepub- 
lcan, > Ls ae eee 

Sir, permit me, in the language of a late elo- 
quent writer, to’say to the Senator that this prin- 
ciple “lies at the foundation of all our institu- 
tions.” The party must become tral y Democratic. 
“lt must go for. the whole people; against alt 
monopolies; against all exclusive privileges ; 
against all aristocratic measures; in favor of mild 
and equal laws; in favor of equal rights, of edu- 
cation, literature, arts, and philosophy. It must 
plant itself upon the essential equality of: man; 
upon the fact that there is something’ divine in 
every man. It must be ever on the sidé of free- 
dom; sympathize with the oppressed, with all 
who are struggling for their rights. Jt must be 
high toned and moral; confiding in the people, 
and still more in the immortal vigor of truth and 
justice.” Sir, the man who renounces these prin- 
ciples may well declare that he does not belong to 
the Democracy of the country. ‘Parties, merely 
as parties,’’ says the same profound writer, “ are 
nothing to the masses. Individuals, aş individ- 
uals, are nothing to them. A Clay, a Webster, 
a Van Buren, a Calhoun, are nothing to them, 
any further than they are impersonations of great 
principles. Show them that this or that man 
embodies in himself the cause of millions; that 


j in raising him to office the cause of the million is 


secured, and then, as the representative of that 
cause, does he become of importance.” And let 
me add, sir, in the prophetic spirit of the same 
author, that if the present Chief Magistrate “ fait 
in his Administration, it will be because he may 
fail to identify himself with the popular cause. 
Let him be really and truly the representative of 
that cause, and no power on earth can prevent 
his reëlection.” The party, sir, can spare the 
man who disavows the principles of Democracy, 
as here delineated. 

The honorable Senator has frequently expressed 
his admiration of Edmund Burke. He is notonly 
his admirer, but his imitator. He proudly gis- 
dains to answer certain Senators on this floor. 
Who gave him a right to place himsclf above any 
gentleman sent here by a sovereign State? Such 
an assumption of disdain of his equals, on an oc- 
casion of deserting his friends, and disavowing 
what they supposed to be his Democratic princi- 
ples, illustrates the temper and political character 
of the Senator, who has closely followed his great 
model in these respects. Upon Burke’s defection 
from the English Whigs, Cooke remarks that, 

“Although a Whig from political connection, from a con- 
currence of views upan certain great questions, and ftom & 
disapproval of the ‘fories, he was, nevertheless, pever in 
his heart a friend to popular Government. With the most 
extended views of philanthropy, he hated the people. His 
philosophic mind shrank from a contact with the vulgar, 
To him nothing was so disgusting, He would labor for the 
advantage of the crowd, but he must be allowed to dis- 
pense his blessings from above. So genuine an aristocrat 
ig heart was with great difficulty kept within the pale of 
Democracy.” 

Gentlemen may run out the parallel. 

The honorable Senator passesa glowing eulogy 
upon England and English institutions, and de- 
clares that we have derived from that glorious 
country, and her magna charta and bills of rights, 


tall that is valuable‘in our institutions. Sir, when 
Lheard this extravagant encomium pronounced 


upon the British institutions and the British Gov- 
ernment, I was prepared toexpect any change on 
his part. [could not be surprised at his renun- 
ciation last night of the principles of Democracy. 
That I may not be accused of misapprehending 
the Senator on this subjetf; I “beg leave to read 
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the version of his remarks given by his friend in 
the Baltimore Patriot. Baltimore Opposition jour- 
nals have, of late, become good authority with 
the honorable Senator. ‘The reporter says: 
«Mr. Wall, with the genuine spirit of a demagogue, had 
srecered at the tegislation of England affording a precedent 
for this bill, and said, ‘such a plant may be indigenous in 
such a soil? Mr. Rives noticed this remark, and repelled 
the sneer and the argument in one of the most glowing, im- 
passioned, and effective passages T ever listened to. £ What 
soil,’ he exclaimed, ‘the English soil, the Anglo: Saxon soil? 
Jn what soil would we expect to find such a plant indige- 
nous? In what soil lias the tree of liberty flourished more 
than in England? Is it not the land of our glorious ances- 
tors, whence they brought the most valued principles of our 
Constitution, their love ofliberty, and hatred of tyranny and 
defiance of oppressors, and, above all, that sturdy spirit, 
which, if now revived, would be the salvation of our pres- 
ent institutions? Whence did your fathers imbibe the prin- 
ciples of the Declaration of ludependence, of our bills of 
rights, ang of the great charter of our liberties? Whence 
but from England ?. Is that land to be thus dishonered ?? ”? 


“Sir, the honorable Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Preston] was even more extravagant 
than this in his rapturous plaudits upon the Brit- 
ish constitution. He distinctly intimated that 
liberty was not a native of our soil. We brought 
it with us from England. It was written in our 
hearts by our illustrious Anglo-Saxonancestors. 
Their institutions, says the honorable Senator, 
constitute the most magnificent fabric of liberty 
ever erected under the wide circle of the sun. 
This oriental language of admiration is not ori- 
ginal with the Senator. It was uttered fifty years 
ago by the father of ultra-Federalism. In his 
treatise upon the American constitutions, he pro- 
nounced the British constitution to be “ the most 
stupendous fabric of human invention.” These 
gentlemen are taking us back to the days of 
Adams and Hamilton, when admiration of Great 
Britain was the predominant feeling of their party. 
They disparage our people and our institutions, 
We are not indebted to England for otir liberty. 
That tree is indigenous to every soil. It springs 
up spontaneously in the heart of every man. 
Liberty is the gift of God to every human being. 
We are indebted to ourselves, and to our own 
intrepid revolutionary ancestors, for the freedom 
we enjoy, and the Democratic institutions which 
secure that liberty. The sword won those glori- 
ous trophies against all the valor and all the in- 
solence of British mercenaries, British tyranny, 
and British oppression. 

Sir, the author of the ‘ History of Party in 
England” has this passage in reference to the co- 
alition between Mr. Fox and Lord North. I 
recommend it to the attention of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia. 

“The occurrence of this coalition [says Cooke] is 
greatly to be deplored, as an exam) te to men who, without 
any of the power, may nevertheless fecl inclined to imitate 
the errors of Fox. Itis to he deplored as a blot upon the 
character of a great man, asa precedent which strikes ut the 
foundation of political morality, and as a weapon in the 
hand of those who would destroy all confidence in the 
honesty of public men.” 


Mr. President, let me console the honorable 
Senator in his new position, which he has suffi- 
ciently defined to render it quite intelligible, with 
a quotation from the defense made for himself by 
Mr. Fox: 

“Tf [said that statesman] men of honor can meet on 
points of general national concern, I see no reason for call- 
ing such a meeting an unnatural junction. Itis neither 
wise nor noble to keep up animosities forever. It is neither 
just nor condid to keep up animosity when the cause of it 
is no more. [tis not my nature to bear malice, or to live 
in ii wills My friendships are perpetual ; my enmities are 
not. 
` The honorable Senator has sufficiently dem- 
oristrated that his enmities are not perpetual. 
‘Whether his friendships are so, I leave to the de- 
cision of those who have so long and so painfully 
listened to his denunciations of the measures of 
his former party friends, witnessed his gradual 
change of principle in important respects, and 
seen his adoption of the very language of the Op- 
position in relation to the exercise of the Exec- 
utive veto by President Jackson. 

Sir, the animation and perseverance of the Sen- 
ator in his hostility to his early friends are worthy 
of a better cause. The Senator from New York, 
two days ago, called up his bill to protect the 
public moneys in the hands of receiving and dis- 
bursing officers. 
declaration of the Senator from Pennsylvania, as- 
sented to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 


In the face of the prophetic | 


that another bank explosion must soon take place, 
the gentleman, quick as thought, rose in his place, 
and offered a substitute to the bill, requiring the 
public money to be deposited in banks. The 
second failure of the Mobile Branch Bank, with 
moré than half a million of the funds of the Gov- 
érnmentin its custody, is disregarded by the Sen- 
ator, and he seéms determined again to place us 
at the mercy of banks. f 
The Senator tells us that he has not changed 


| his principles, nor deserted his party. They 


have abandoned their principles. He stands 


| where he has always stood. Sir, how often have 


you and I heard excuses of this sort urged in 


justification of apostacy? Why, sir, the Sena- - 
tor has become the leader of the. party on the. 


other side of the Senate. He has put himself 
into the front ranks of the Opposition. 
their child and their champion. But he denies 
that he has entered into any coalition with them. 
I know not that he has made written stipulations 
with them, but we must judge the tree by its fruit; 
his bears that only which is palatable to them. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Pres- 
Ton] alleges that the principle of this bill is “ to 
prevent the interference of certain Federal officers 
in elections,’’ and that the report of the commit- 
tee ought to have recommended a bill to enforce 
that principle. Sir, all this sophistry to blind the 
people to the real character of the bill can be of 
no avail. The principle of the bill is to deter 
certain public officers from speaking, writing, or 
publishing their sentiments on any subject hav- 
Ing a bearing upon elections, under the penalty 
of $500 fine, and perpetual disability to hold any 
place or station under this Government. The 
character of the billis that ofan invidious, odious, 
unconstitutional prohibition of thousands of the 
freemen of this nation from the exercise of those 
rights which belong to all our citizens. The bill 
is a direct attack upon the free and independent 
exercise of the elective franchise. 

The Senator repeats a trite remark, that the 
young man who is not a Democrat is a fool, and 
that the old man who is a Democrat is a knave. 
Well, sir, the honorable Senator is neither young 
nor old. What, then, is he in politics? I should 
like to hear him define his position. 

Sir, the Senator from Kentucky closed his re- 
marks by an appeal to the patriotism and pride 
of this body. He implored us to sanction this 
bill, that it might stand among the recorded hon- 
ors of the Senate, as a monument to its wisdom 
and virtue, in all time to come. He desired that 
this Hall might become the honored place where 
this great sacrifice should be made. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this Senate is composed of the embassadors 
of the several States, specially sent here as the 
guardians of their reserved rights and sovereignty. 
If they were to sanction this bill, they would be 


| faithless to their trust; they would authorize. the 


infraction of the exclusive powers of the States, 
the liberties of the people, and the independence 
of the citizen. They would, indeed, render this 


Hall the dishonored place, where that monstrous | 


sacrifice would be made. And the extinction of 
individual freedom, the obliteration of the traces 
of State sovereignty, and the humiliation of the 
character of this Senate, would constitute a mon- 


| ument of its contempt for the Constitution of its 


country, and of its degrading subserviency to the 
domineering will of a party minority, in all ages 
to come. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


‘SPEECH OF HON. W. H. ROANE, 
i OF VIRGINIA, 
Ix THE Senare, February 15, 1839, 


| On the bill to prevent the interference of certain Federal 


officers with elections. 


Mr. ROANE said: 


Mr. Present: I desire to address the Senate | 
I have purposely left my own seat, į 


this evening. 
come round to this side of the Chamber, and oc- 
cupied the vacant chair : 
sissippi, (Mr. Waxxer,] now absent, in order to 
be near my friend from Michigan, {Mr.Norvet1,] 
whom I wished to persuade to yield to me his just 
title to the floor. He had, on one or two previ- 


He is | 


of the Senator from Mis- | 


ous océasions, yielded it to others; and but for 
peculiar circumstancés, I would not have now 
appealed to his liberality.” I most sincerely thank 
him for generously’ yielding. to, the peéultar cons 
sidevations I have presented to him. Tam aware, 
sir, that at this late hour.of the evening——-[[Here 
propositions were made to adjourn, if Mr. Roane 
desiréd it.] He said no; he hoped.that the Sen- 
ate would not adjourn, but would permit him to 
proceed this evening. Yes, sir, this 15th day of 
February, of all the days in the year, is that on 
which I desire to be heard. This day emanci- 
pates me from those considerations of delicacy 
which, for.sonie time past, have restrained me 
from saying what I now consider myself free to 
say, however painful it may be to'say it. ‘ as 
| . Mr. President, a stern sense of that duty which 
I owe to myself, to those who sent me ‘here, and 
to those with whom I am here associated in po- 
litical feelings and principles so congenial to my 
own, will not permit me longer to maintain that 
silence which, at all times, I so anxiously desire 
to observe in this august assembly. My sima- 
tion here has been, for a long time past, one of 
pain and delicacy: of pain, because, on, the great 
momentous questions of national policy which 
have been agitated in this Chamber from the first 
moment I took my seatin it, I have been con- 
strained, by every dictate of my judgment, every 
feeling of my heart, and every consideration of 
patriotism to differ totally from my colleague, 
with whom I had so fondly and sanguinely, and, 
I think, justly expected to codperate on all nå- 
tional, political, and party questions. Finding, 
tomy pain and'sorrow, that such coöperation has 
not existed, I have heretofore, forreasons which 
will be obvious to the Senate, to the country, 
and to my colleague, contented myself with giv~ 
ing a silent vote. Those reasons no longer exist. 
That delicacy, growing out of the peculiar rela- 
tion which my colleague has for some time past 
borne towards our mutual constituents, has been 
this day removed by the action of the General 
| Assembly of Virginia; and I feel that malignity 
itself cannot now charge me with an effort to in- 
termeddle in that relation. - ? , 
Besides, sir, my colleague has but very recently 
fully “ defined his position.’? The course which 
he has recently hastened to take, the time which he 
has selected, and the zeal, to say nothing of the 
temper, which he has manifested in defining his 
i| position, would render a longer sitence on my part 
obnoxious to the suspicion that I assented to hia 
views, or was incompetent or afraid to utter a dis- 
sent. Sir, I differ from him as wide as the poles; 
and, in expressing that dissent, I tale leave, in 
his own strong language, to say that J too am an 
“c unterrified Senator of the unterrified Comman- 
wealth of Virginia;’’ and mean this evening, with 
the blessing of God, to “ define my position”? in 
characters which * he that runs may read.’? There 
shall be no doubt about it; no equivocation, no 
mental reservation, no non-committalism, shall, with 
my consent, obscure it. F define it, ‘sir, not be- 
cause I believe that a human being who knows 
| me wellcan doubt it, but because those who never 
knew me, and those who are to come after me, 
i) when adverting to this memorable chapter in our 
national history, in which it has been my destiny 
to bear a part, might, peradventure, draw im- 
proper inferences from my total silence. Ido not 
object, sir, to the time my colleague has selected 
to define his position. The General Assembly of 
Virginia, my immediate constituents, and whose 
servant I am, are now in session, and watching 
with a scrutinizing eye our deliberations in this 
|! Chamber. To that Legislature—to a Whig Legis- 
lature, as it has been reputed to be~1 boldly de- 
fine my position. f : 
In these days, when novelty and change are 
all the rage, 1 can have no hope thatthe definition 
Tshall give can carry with it the pleasure which 
that given by my colleague will convey to those for 
whom it was intended. Of this | am certain, that 
it will lack one of the best. ingredients of every 
pleasure—surprise. I dare say that my position 
will be found to be the same plain, old-fashioned, 
and, I would fain believe, straightforward one 
which I have held from the first moment that I 
entered into the service of the people. f have no 
highland fling to throw off, no ground and lofty 
tumbling with which to amuse, and no brilliant 
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erson., Mr. President, if I should speak less’ of 
the bill which is the immediate subject of delib- 
eration for the Senate, than of other matters, I 
find my apology and excuse in the many exam- 
les which have been set me in this Chamber, and 
in the. comity invariably extended by the Senate 
to its members. With this introduction, and 
with a view that I should not seem to have been 
inattentive to the important, the vital bill now on 
your table, I beg leave‘to make a few remarks in 
regard to it, : i 
. Sit; I agree with my colleague in regard to that 
bill, only so far as he represents it to be one of 
reat and of pervading importance. None could 
è more so. I might well leave the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which has, in a 
masterly manner, exposed the dangers of this bill, 
to the luminous speech of its author, the honor- 
able Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Waru] in 
defense of its positions; and the bill itself, and the 
arguments in jts favor, to the masterly, and, in 
my opinion, unanswerable speech of the honora- 


ble Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan.] | 


Anything from me now would be but a vain at- 
tempt. to “add. a perfume to the violet.” But, 
sir, I differ so totally and entirely from my col- 
league on this question, that I cannot, and will not 
forbear to notice some of his points. And, sir, 
first and foremost, I beg leave to say that I utterly 
differ from him in the doctrine he urges in defense 
of this bill, and has often pressed on other occa- 
sions—of the “duty of the Government to take 
care of the peorie.”’ Sir, I repudiate and utterly 
deny any such doctrine, It is at war with the 
genius of our institutions; it is at war with the 
spirit of the Constitution; it is at war with all 
my observation and understanding of the practi- 
cal operation of our Government, from the year 
1789 to ihe prenent moment: It was the intention 
of those who framed it, to make this, as near as 
possible, a Government of the people, identified 
with them, and finding its only support in their 
virtue, affections, intelligence, and wisdom. The 
doctrine, sir, that it is the daty of the Government 
to take care of the people, is a doctrine much bet- 
ter suited to that cquntry which has a ‘ king that 
can do no wrong,” and a Legislature that is * om- 
nipotent,”? than to this country, where all the 
power of the Government is granted by the peo- 
ple; and that power not specifically granted, is 
specinily reserved tothem. Sir, England has been 
g orified in this Chamber, and held up as the 
ountain of our liberty, and the proper model for 
our imitation. I will, by-and-by, touch upon 
that view taken by my colleague; for the present 
I will only remark on this one great essential 
difference between the liberty of the people of 
England and this country.. Itis this: That all 
the liberty which the people of England enjoy is 
by grants forced and extorted from their Govern- 
ment; whilst all the power possessed by the Gov- 
ernment of America has been cautiously and spar- 
ingly granted by the peorLe, who retained to 
themselves all thatis not plainly and clearly granted. 
Sir, l acknowledge not this doctrine of the “duty 
of Government to take care of the people.” There 
is no knowing the dangers and excesses to which 
itmightnotlead. Ladopt, as my creed, precisely 
the reverse of such a doctrine, and say that it is 
the duty of the people to take care of their Gov- 
ernment. The Government belongs to them, and 
not. they to the Government. So much, sir, bas- 
tily , for this point. 

Sir, what is the bill on your table? It proposes 
to make it highly penal for certain persons hold- 
ing offices under the General Government to give 
their opinion, except by a vote at the polls, about 
any public election whatever, wheilier for the 
General or State governments! And this bill is 
advocated by my colleague! Sir, I do most cor- 
dially agree with my honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bucnanan] when he calls it a gag 
law, and pronounces it to be worse than the * se- 
dition law.’” That law went to abridge the free- 
dom of the press,.and permitted the tuth to be 
given in evidence; and this goes directly and openly 
* to abridge the freedom and liberty of speech,” 
which is sọ, sacredly guarded by the Constitu- 
tion. ‘t None of these enumerated office-holders,” 
says the bill, “ shall: persuade or dissuade any 
elector to give, or notto give,a vote}’? Persuade, 


somersault with which to delight and astonish any 


i train-bands, these cohorts, and such names, with 


| because it is unconstitutional. I am opposed to it 


! the Constitution, or whose rights are defended by ; 


| see that public officers are no portion of the people, | 


| stitutional right! I, sir, like my friend from New į 


sir, means to advise; and advice is most frequently. 
the mere expression of opinion. And, sir, we 
are told that one hundred thousand freemen. of 
America are to be put under the ban of this odious 
law, and subjected to the surveilance of the mil- 
| lion of base informers, who, by it, are to be re- 
warded. with money for eavesdropping, and dis- 
torting and reporting the generous impulses of 
the freemen of your States, to whom alone is left 
i the power to legislate on the great right of suf- 
frage. There is not a State in this Union that 
has not legislated on it; that has not passed laws 
to protect its freedom, and to punish its abuse. 
i Bat, sir, why is it that this bill has not em- 
| braced all the officers of the General Govern- 
‘ment? Why has it omitted the highest, who, | 
from their station, their talent, and frequently their | 
wealih, might be supposed to have influence on 
theircountrymen? It has assailed those who, its 
advocates say, owe their bread to the Government. 
Yes, sir, we have heard a great deal about cus- 
tom-house officers, about weighers and gaugers 
and tidewaiters, asif their ‘‘ persuasion”? or ‘* dis- | 
| suasion”? was to control the destinies of elections. 
i Sir, when we see men filling the second most 
elevated station in the world interfering in elec- : 
| tions—nay, sir, endeavoring to promote their own | 
to the very highest stalion, itis mockery, indeed, 
to pass a law to muzzle, to gag, and silence weigh- 
ers, gaugers, tidewailers, and quill-drivers! And 
at last, sir, what is, or bas ever been, the power 
and influence of these “legions,” these “ Preto- 
rian bands,” as my colleague calls them?. an 
the cities, where Government officers are most 
numerous, the Administration has been defeated. 
Look to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more and Richmond. Indeed, sir, look through- 
out every village even, where ‘‘ two or three are | 
athered together’? in commerce, and you will sce 
Low impotent are all your public officers against 
the all-corrupting power and influence of money; 
and yet, sir, we cannot prevail upon these gen- 
tlemen, who are willing to abridge the freedom of 
speech of these poor impotent public officers, to | 
| aid us in any effort to rescue the Government and | 
| the people of this country from the foul and cruel į 
dominion of associated wealth—of monopolies, | 
| of banks. But what does the experience of by- į 
gone times say about the dangerous and omnipo- 
tent influences of these public officers—these 


which they are designated? Surely no one will 
ay that it was by their mighty influence that 

ashington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe 
were hept in office for eight years! And how! 
was it, sir, that the elder and the junior Adams 
eaca went by the board, and were merged, and | 
drowned, kad sink forever in the ocean of popu- 
lar indignation? Their “legions” of public ofi- 
cers were impotent to save them. All their 
patronage was of no avail. 

But why, sir, should I be assailing this bill on 
these details, when it is to its principles I object? 
Why should I attack it on the facts I have stated, 
when, if they were all untrue and unfounded, I 
should be opposed to it. I am opposed to it, sir, 


because the Congress of the United States have no 
right to pass any law “ abridging the freedom of 
speech.” Nay, I go further, and say they have 
no right to pass any law abridging the freedom 
of election, which great subject is left with the 
States; and it is of the very essence of that free- 
dom, the “ right of freely examining public characters 
and measures, and of free communication among the 
people thereon.” Bat, sir, this truth is gotten over 
on the. present occasion by a view which, as far 
as my memory serves ‘me, was not presented by 
any of the sagacious and bold.defenders of the 
“ sedition law.” That view is taken by my col- 
league. It is, that the office-holders are no por- 
tion of the people, embraced by the provisions of 


the celebrated report of Mr. Madison! He informs 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. WaLL] that 
he does not understand that great work; that he 
has read it to but little advantage if he does not} 


| 
contemplated in that unequaled defense of con- | 
i 


Jersey, have also. read this glorious document, 


{holding Madison’s Report in his hand]—this | 


little book, which I once heard John Randolph call 
his political Brste—to but little purpose, if-one 
hundred thousand free citizens, (the numer men- 
tioned by my colleague,) who have rendered 
themselves respectable enough in their various 
callings of life to become public officers, are at 
that moment cut off from the great constitutional 
rights secured, without exception, to all the peo- 
ple! Officers of the Government not a portion of’ 
the people! The proposition is startling; it is, to 
me, monstrous! I hardly know how to refute it. 
But, sir, I turn to this sacred paper, the Constitu- 
tion. You will there find that the word people is 
mentioned six times, and six times only. I will 
be as little tedious as possible; but let us look 
into it. The first time the word occurs is jn the 
preamble: “* We the PEOPLE,” &c., “to secure 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and posterity,” 
&c. Now, sir, it is evident that no office-holders 
of the Government could be members of the con- 
vention that created it; yet, sir, if my colleague’s 
doctrine is correct, that the office-holders are nota 
portion of the people, it would inevitably follow 
that those men who now hold offices under the 
General Government, who are the ‘ posterity’? 
of the then people of the United States, are not 
entitled to the ‘* blessings of liberty,” which that 
charter intended to secure to ‘‘themselves and 
posterity.” : 

The second occurrence of the word is in the 
second section of the first article: “* Members, 
&c., shall be chosen every second year, by the 
PEOPLE of the several States, and the electors in 
each State,” &c. Now, sir, in this place the peo- 
ple are mentioned without restriction; and such of 
them as are electors, by the State laws, are secured 
in all the qualifications granted by the laws of 
the State; and there is no law in any State that I 
know of—certainly not in Virginia—that deprives 
Federal officers of any of the rights of other elec- 
tors. . ; 

The third instance occurs in the first amend- 
ment to the Constitution: ‘ Congress shall make 
no law abridging the right of the people peaceably 
to assemble,” &c. Now, sir, if the officers of the 
Federal Government are not a portion of the peo- 
ple, they lose this inestimable privilege. 

The fourth occurrence of this word people in 


| our charter isin the second amendment: “A well 


regulated militia, &c. The right of the people to 
bear arms shall not be questioned.” Who does 
not perceive that, under this extraordinary dc- 
trine advanced by my colleague, no public officer 
embraced in this bill can keep a fireloct ? 

< The fifth time this word people is written in the 
Constitution, is found in the fourth amendment: 
‘© The right of the people to be secure in their per- 
sons, houses, papers, and eflects, against unrea- 
sonable searches and seizures, shall not be ques- 
tioned.” What security have the poor public 
officers against search and seizure, if this mon- 
strous doctrine, that they form no portion of the 
people, is to prevail ?”? 

The sixth and last time in which the word peo- 
ple is to be found in the Constitution, is in the 
tenth amendment: “ The powers not delegated to 
the United States, &c., are reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people.” 

l am sorry, Mr. President, to have been thus 
tedious. Who does not sec, from this plain, sim- 
ple reading of the Constitution, that an officer of 
this Government, who ought to feel at least that 
he isa freeman, is cut off from every right which 
this Constitution meant to secure to freemen, if 
this new and astounding doctrine be true? But, 
Mr. President, I must pass to other poins, as I 
have much to say on other matters besides this 
bill. : 

My colleague says ‘he does not look upon 
the report against this bill as the work of an indi- 
vidual, but as a concerted system to sustain the 
Executive by rue party!’’ Strange language this 
from thatsource. May I ask him what he means 
by ‘* the party??? What party, sir, does my col- 
league speak of? It is too early for him to be 
talking with emphasis about “ the party.” Such 
language may evince his feeling towards the 
“* [’xeculive’’ he is so distressed to see receiving 
support, but I must be permitted to say that it 
can have no further effect. [tis “ ad captandum,” 
and can only be intended to aid in breaking 
down this Administration. My colleague asks the 


1839.} 


187 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


257TH Cona....3D Sess. 


Interference in Elections —Mr. Roane. 


‘SENATE. 


Senator fram New Jersey, [Mr. Watt,] with a 

flourish, if ‘* we are to understand that Democracy 

will bear an infusion of Federalism?” : I answer 

yes. Yes, sir, true Democracy will bear an infu- 

sion of that Federalism which, when our country is 

warting with a foreign ota domestic foe, girds on 

its armor, and, sword in hand, goes forth to the 

battle-field to encounter its foes, instead of con- 

yening at Hartford, or anywhere else, to sell the 

country to the invading enemy. Good Democ- 

racy will bear an infusion of that Federalism | 
which, in all times, will advocate and sustain the | 
inalienable rights of man, the freedom of con- 
science, the freedom of the press, and of religion, 
and of speech. My Democracy will bear an | 
infusion of all that; and if my colleague’s will 
bear an infusion of:the principles contained in 
the bill, under discussion, I can only say that 
his is a very different Democracy from mine, or 
from any I had ever supposed him, to possess. I 
consider this bill much worse than the memora- 
ble sedition Jaw. That assailed the freedom of 
the press, and permitted the truth to be given in 
evidence. But, sir, this is agag law; it is a direct 
violation of the Constitution, because it abridges 
the freedom of speéch, and is demoralizing in its | 
tendency, by creating a host of miserable spies 

and informers. . My colleague objects to the able 

report of the committee, because, as he says, it 

intimates that such a law might be resisted, and 

asks who would resist a law passed with all the 

constitutional rorms? I say to him, sir, that Z 

would. I say to this Senate, and to the world, | 
that I would not regard constitutional Forms 

when the substance was wanting—the Constitu- | 
tion violated, and my liberty usurped, Forms ! | 
talk not to me of forms! The alien and sedition | 
laws had all the forms of the Constitution; and 

had I been on the theater then, I would have re- 

sisted them to any and every length, if reason 

and truth had not timely prevailed over tyranny 

and injustice. And, sir, should the odious. bill | 
on your table become a law, and I ever become | 
a public officer, there is no torture, no rack which 

the invéntive genius of cruelty could devise, 

which should compel me to relinquish the rights 

which it proposes to usurp. 

My colleague complains of some comparison 
which has been made between the officers of the 
Government and bank officers; he contrasts them, 
and gives the preference to the latter, as being 
State officers, inasmuch as banks are “ Stale insti- 
tutions;’’ and he asks if it is Democratic to decry | 
them? He further tells us that Mr. Jefferson re- 
vered ** State institutions;’’ therefore, of course, 
Mr. Jefferson revered State banks ! Sir, I have no 
hostility to banks; I would do them no violence | 
or injustice; let them go on, and trade and spec- 
ulate and shock and convulse the country from 
time to time; I have nothing to say; but, in the 
sense which my colleague means, Í totally deny 
that they are State institutions, On the contrary, 
unless they are checked by legislative power, or 
unless, as has ever been my hope, the evil shall 
cure itself, they will overshadow, and ultimately 
overawe, your legitimate, constitutional State in- 
stitutions—the Departments of the Government. 

My colleague has informed the nation that he 
was the protegé of Mr. Jefferson. 1 stand here to 
rescue that great apostle of liberty from the im- 
putation that he revered these State institutions— 
these State banks. I undertake to say that not a 
word that ever escaped his lips or his pen war- 
rants the imputation; on the contrary, he thought 
them inimical to liberty and to virtue. In the 
many volumes which John Taylor, of Caroline, 
wrote, there is scarcely a page on which he does 
not denounce them; and Mr. Jefferson has sol- 
emnly said that that great.man had never written 
a word to which he did not give his assent. He 
said he had read his writings annually, and rec- 
ommended to the rising youth of the country to 
do the same. But my colleague says that t State 
rights’? “implies jealousy of Executive power!” 
It is strange to me how any person professing, as 
he does, to understand and to admire this little 
volume, (Madison’s Report,) can have fallen into 
so gross an error. I have only time to refer him 
to that report, to prove how utterly erroneous is 
the position. It inculcates on the States a jeal- 
ousy of their reserved rights against all and every 


i| Minister to France? Why, surely, the officer of 


terly repudiates the idea of special and exclusive 
danger from the Executive; and who. does not 
know Mr. Jefferson’s opinions on this subject? 
He speaks of danger to State rights from all the 
departments of the Federal Government, but says: 

« The judiciary is the subtile corps of sappers and miners, 
working under ground to undermine the foundations of our 
į confederated fabric.” i Boy ia 

No, sir; this exclusive jealousy of Executive 
power is not sustained by the Constitution, or any 
of its cotemporaneous expounders. It is a part 
of modern machinery, worked on the prejudices 
of the people, by those who want the very power 
they thus repudiate. ; 

My colleague says, “ officers of the Govern- 
ment are not officers of the people.’ This, to 
me, is a new and strange doctrine! Whose offi- 
cers, Lask, are they ? Whose officer is he at this 
moment? Whose officer was he when he was 


che people of the United States. According to 
nis doctrine, that no man not immediately se- 
lected by the people is their officer, they have no 
other officers of the Federal Government except 
the members of the House of Representatives; 
for even the President and Vice President are 
chosen indirectly by them to act for them, and 
are directly responsible to them at the great and 
| controlling bar of public opinion. : 

My colleague speaks of that ‘* atrociously cor- 
rupt doctrine,” that “ to the victors belong the 
spoils.” Now, Mr. President, I have never paid 
the least regard to many of these phrases, seized 
| upon by party newspapers and electioneerers, 
and often perverted from their true sense. The 
one quoted, and that about ‘glory enough for 
one day,” and hundreds of others, are unworthy 
of attention. J know not to whom is attributed 
the above expression; the first time I ever saw it 
| in print, over a responsible signature, was ina 
| letter signed by the Senator from New York, 


(Mr. TALLMADGE. ] 

Mr. TALLMADGE said it was marked with 
inverted commas. 

Mr. ROANE. Beitso. I know not whence 
came the quotation, or whether the gentleman 
used it at the time in irony, or derision, or ap- 
proval. Let it all pass. ; 

My colleague says, “if Mr. Jefferson did not 
dismiss from office, it was because no instance of 
interference in elections occurred.” Now, sir, | 
Ican never forget the hue and ery raised against 
that great man for turning out the Federalists 
whom his predecessor had foisted into every dc- 
partment of the Government. When complaints 
were loudest against him for so doing, he asked 
what he was to do? for that ‘ none resigned, and 
but few died.” General Washington had declared 
that “it would be a sort of political suicide to 
put into office men whose political tenets were 
adverse to the measures of the General Govern- 
ment.” What would that immortal patriot have 
thought of the odious provisions of the bill before 
us? But Mr. Jefferson’s circular to public ofi- 
cers has been read and appealed to in justifica- 
tion of this bill. That circular only speaks of į 
the public officers so interfering as to control the 
free exercise of the elective franchise. It speaks | 
not of advice or persuasion. No, sir; that great) 
man, who thought there was no danger to our 
institutions as long as “ reason and truth are left 
free to combat error,” could never have sanc- | 
tioned this bill. His remedy was to turn out 
faithless or incompetent officers, whether that in- 
fidelity or incompetency arose from intermed- 
dling in elections, or from any other cause. When 
did he ever recommend to Congress to pass such 
alaw? Ile knew they had no such power, and 
that he had ample power to make all his subor- 
dinates behave themselves. My colleague asks, 
when did a minister of England or France ever 
interfere in an election, as did the Secretary of 
| the War Department last fall, by writing a letter | 
to South Carolina? Now, sir, I have no very m- 
timate acquaintance with ministerial doings in | 
England or France, but I am yet to learn of that 
|| scrupulous nicety, that fastidious delicacy on the 
|| subject of elections claimed for them by my col- 
league. I have read, with inexpressible disgust, | 
of the foul corruption openly practiced to secure | 
a seat in the House of Commons of Great Brit- 


department of the General Government, and ut- 


jain, Seats in that body are purchased. Great 


as seems the sdlary of your President, instances 
exist of a much larger. amount. being paid by a 
candidate for a seat in the Housg of Commons 

That country, sir, where not one man in many 
thousands is entitled to suffrage, can, in no-man- 
ner, form the illustrations for us which gentle- 
men pre so urgently pressing. I respect not the 
British examples: about elections or office-hold- 
ing. | oe : 

But, Mr. President, tothe other point, I know 
nothing of the letter of Mr. Poinsett, which has 
been so harshly spoken of by my colleague, E 
know not when, to whom, or about what, it was 
written, or whether it-was an original or a re- 
sponsive letter, and, therefore, cannot defend or 
condemn its contents. But this much I will say; 
no man cares or thinks less than I do about what 
is called dignity of office. The office of Senator of 
the United States has, by many, been considered 
in that aspect as second only to that of the Pres- 
ident; and I am yet to learn that a Secretary of a 
Department, having a temporary residence in this 
city, is to be rendered odious for writing a polit, 
ical letter to his native State, where he has left- 
for a time only, his friends, his property, and all 
his dearest rights, while a Senator may, with per- 
fect propriety, write letters to a distant State, in 
which he has no such stake or interest. It will 
be readily perceived that I allude to a letter writ- 
ten to Pennsylvania, pending an important State 
election. 

Mr. President, I must omit many things I might 
say in reply about this bill; and say that I utterly 
disagree with my colleague as to all his mighty 
compliments on the British system, as affording 
examples for us: No manis more disposed than 
I to pay the just tribute to those immortal pa- 
triots, who have occasionally risen in that nation, 
and fallen martyrs to the true spirit of freedom. 
Locke, Sidney, Russell, Hampden, and others, 
will be ever dear to the friends of liberty; bat I 
deny that it is to them we owe our freedom. In 
support of this doctrine, so warmly pressed, al- 
lusion has been made to the early settlers of our 
country. I deny thatany support for such prin- 
ciples can be drawn from those men who first 
landed on the barren rock of Plymouth, the burn- 
ing sands of Carolina, or the Island. of James- 
town. Their history affords no countenance to 
this doctrine. They fled from the persecution and 
oppression of that Government, now so lauded 
by American Senators; they preferred to en- 
counter hunger, and all the terrors of savage man 
and wild beasts, than to submit longer to the op- 
pression of that Government which is, in this 
Chamber, exhibited as a model for our imitation. 
These people were persecuted and oppressed for 
two hundred years by that Government; they, 
with filial obedience, during that whole period, 
were unresisting; but at length were obliged to 
raise their hand against a cruel parent, and fight, 
yes fight, for the liberty and freedom we now 
enjoy. Andam I, sir, by subseribing to all the 
fulsome compliments to the British Government, 
to charge upon my glorious ancestors the crime 
of parricide? No, sir; no, sir, I totally deny 
the truth of the contrast which has been drawn 
between the two Governments in favor of Eng- 
land. In the conflicts of the Revolution, in the 
appeals then made to the justice of the mother 
country, and in drafting our publie papers, ref- 
erence might well be had to British Magna Charta, 
and to the writings of Locke, and other British 
patriots, But that time is passed away; we have 
a Magna Charta of our own, a glorions one-— 
written. Yes, sir, written with a pencil of light. 
Here it is, sir, [holding aloft the Constitution.] 
By that sacred instrument do I choose to be 
guided, without any reference whatever to British 
“ Magne Charta,’’ or British usages; and when 
ever any measure is proposed, l am willing to 
adopt the golden rule laid down in Madison’s 
Report to test its constitutionality. ‘* The first 
question is, whether the power 1s expressed in 
the Constitution??? If it be, the question is de- 
cided. “If it be not expressed, the next inquiry 
must be, whether it is properly an incident to an 
expressed power, and necessary to its execution,” 
&c. If by this rule the bill before us is tested, 
it cannot gain favor with the American people. 
Nor have we further use for the writings of 
Locke to define our liberty. We have those of 
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Jefferson, :Madison, Taylor, and hundreds of 
others, whose paths we can safely follow. 

‘Sir, those who are perpetually quaffing from 
the pure fountains, as they call thera, of Locke 
and other British writers, but too frequently, be- 
fore their thirst is‘ slated are found drinking from 
the muddy pool of Filmer; yes, sir, the exploded 
doctrines of Filmer; that man is not capable of 
self-government lies at the bottom, and is the 
necessary inference: from all these fine theories 
drawn from- British writings and British prae- 
tices. My colleague should recollect, in all his: 
learned, and, in my opinion, mistaken applica- 
tions from England to this country, this great 
essential difference between the two Governments, 
which constitutes our‘ great shield. There they 
have septennial’ élections and a hereditary mon- 
arch; here we have frequent élections and twenty- 
six separate, independent governments, all watch- 
ing with ceaseless vigilance the movements of each 
other, and of the General Government, common 
to-themi all; and, sir, if my colleague could look 
with the same Democratic eye of faith and admi- 
ration for the precepts of the immortal Jefferson 
he has sò often’ professed, he would admit that 
there is nothing in the character or history of his 
life, of in any word in his writings, that does not 
put upon the whole British system the seal of his 
abhorience and detestation. Yet, sir, is that sys- 
tem quoted in this Sénate asa model for imita- 
tion, and as an argument in favor of the present 
extraordinary and abominable- bill! I could cite 
innumerable passages from the writings of Jeffer- 
son to sustain me, if time permitted; but Lam ad- 
monished to draw toa close on this subject, and 
pass on to others. Iam, sir, a Democrat of the 
school of 1798. Ihave never changed my name or 
my principles. My colleague well recollects Mr. 
Jefferson’s prophetic history of the change of 
names which the old Hamiltonian Federalists 
would assume; but I doubt whether his prophetic 
Spirit could keep pace with the extended nomen- 
clature of the present day. 
Mr. President, one word more about this jeal- 
ousyi of Executive power. T have shown that it 
is against Federal power, in all its departments, 
that the States ought. to be jealous. What has 
been the history of the Government as to this 
point? Every two years shows you great changes 
in the popular branch of your Government; and 
they are very often occurring here by the power 
ofa vigilant people, Yet, sir, in a period of fifty 
years, there have been only two instances in 
which the President of the United States has not 

iven satisfaction to his constituents; only twice, 
in the thirteen elections we have had of a Presi- 
dent, have the people expressed their disappro- 
bation of his conduct. Your Congress has passed 
unconstitutional laws; one or more judges have 
béen impeached; but there has not been an instance 

et in which the President of the United States 
has been impeached. No, sir, with all the bitter 
oppdsition which each of them has encountered, 
not one has yet been impeached! Then, why all 
this railing against the danger of Executive usurp- 
ation? Who does not see thatit is unfounded, 
and all for party aggrandizement? Sir, when, 
some few years ago, an honorable Senator from 
Kentuoky, now in my eye, [Mr. Cray,] offered 
to the Senate a resolution condemning and cen- 
suring, in strong terms, the official conduct of the 
then President of the United States, it was deemed 
to be a sort of quasi impeachment of that high of- 
ficer, and my colleague promptly stepped forward, 
and, byan able speech and an efficient vote, aided 
to expunge the resolution from your Journals, on 
whicl it had’ been recorded; and yet, sir, he is 
now alarmed at the mighty * persuasive’? powers 
of these poor gaugers, weighers, and tide-waiters! 
He is frightened about Executive patronage! 

_ Sir, I must passon. My colleague, on this sub- 
ject, as on many others, admonishes us against 
the ** mad dominion” of. party spirit. Yes, sir, 
very much has he said about motives, about party 
and party lactics and party dictation, and about pa- 
triotism and elevated, statesmanlike views, and 
all that. Not less strange than new is it to hear 
Lim thus railing against party ! 


I have nothing, sir, to do with the patriotism | 


or motives of any gentleman. I only claim for 
myself all that any Senator can ask and receive 
on that score; while I set-up:no special claim tò 


those great statesmanlike views, rising above all 
party feeling, of which we are so often reminded 

y my colleague; and whilst I boast not of a patri- 
otism warmer, or motives purer, than those of 
others, yet, sir, am bold to say, that Í am utterly 
unconscious of ever having been actuated by any 
vote given in this Chamber by any other consid- 
eration than a free, independent, and unbiased 
desire to promote the public good. I-came into 
this Chamber, and am at this moment, as free as 
any man in it to’ pursue on all questions which 
may arise whatever course my own cohscience 
and judgment shall indicate as most conducive to 
the best interests of the nation. I had no con- 
sistericies to establish, no inconsistencies to. rec- 
oncile, no resentments‘to gratify, no heart-burn- 


ings to appease, no favors to ask, no hopes to | 


indulge, no fears to allay, and, thank God, no 
ambition to gratify. I brought with me no bant- 
ling scheme of my own; and have most patiently 
and attentively listened to all that have been pro- 
posed by others, to give ease to the public mind, 
and promote the great interests of our beloved 
country. And if, sir, like the fabled Momus, 
there was a glass in my bosom, I would not hes- 
itate to permit all the world to look in upon the 
operations of my heart, in regard to the great na- 
tional questions we have agitated in this Chamber. 
But, Mr. President, candor requires that I should 
admit that, on such an inspection, it would not be 
found that those operations were beyond the reach 
or influence of party. I adrait, sir, that they are 
much controlled by party feelings. I pretend 
not to be beyond ‘or above the influence of party. 
I am a party man, and glory in being so; for my 
heart tells me that my party feelings are the result 
of an honest and an ardent, though, perhaps, 
mistaken or misguided, patriotism. I doubt not 
the word of any gentleman who says he is not 
influenced by party feelings. But, sir, itis al- 
most inconceivable, to me, how any man, who 
has taken an active part in the late political tur- 
moils of the day, can be free from. its influence. 
Whoever he may be, his temperament is very dif- 


ferent from mine, and, I believe, from that of | 
nine tenths of the people of this country, and of | 


England too; and I go further, and say that neither 
of these countries would long preserve their lib- 
erty bat for party spirit, and that the great prin- 


ciple of self-preservation will always afford a | 


timely check to its mad or dangerous excesses 


Of this truth we have recently had an exemplifi- | 


cation at Harrisburg, in Pennsylvania, which is 
consolatory to every lover of the liberty and union 
of America. Mr. President, in connection with 
this subject of party spirit, which my colleague 
now so bitterly reprobates, and in order fully to 
define my position in regard to some of the lead- 


ing topics of the day, I beg leave to be permitted | 


to take a brief and rapid review of the present 
Administration of the Federal Government, and 
its supporters and opponcuts. 

Throughout America we have recently passed 
through a convulsive struggle ta form a new ex- 
ecutive administration, Violent, indeed, was that 
struggle. ‘That party who, for eightlong years, 
had so bitterly opposed all, ay, sir, indiscrim- 
inately all the leading measures of the late Ad- 
ministration, made a bold, grand, and well con- 
certed effort to electa Chief Magistrate entertaining 
their own feelings and opinions. Their oppo- 


nents were equally active and untiring in their! 


exertions to elect one who would, in the main, 


pursue the course of that reviled Administration; | 


ay, Sir, if you choose so to have it, who would 
‘* follow in the footsteps of his illustrious predecessor.’ 
They succeeded in those exertions, and elected 
the present Chief Magistrate. [, sir, in Virginia, 
in my individual capacity, took a zealous and open 
part, within my limited sphere of action, in-aid- 
ing to bring Martin Van Buren, of New York, to 
the station he now so ably fills, and was one of 
the organs of Virginia, in her electoral college, 
to bestow upon him the vote of that ancient Dem- 
ocratic Commonwealth. In that memorable con- 
test, we encountered all that excited, nay, mad- 
dened, party spirit could address to the ignorance, 
to the fears, the prejudices, or interests of a vir- 
tuous people. The vocabulary of epithet was 
exhausted and heaped uponus. The foulest names 
ever given to n party were freely bestowed upon 


us by our adversaries, and the fairest that ever | 


| edness. 


adorned the friends of liberty were: assumed for 
themselves; but all, all, sir, would ‘riot do. The 
people could not be intimidated or deluded; they 
could not “be “ persuaded or dissuaded;” they 
could not be led or driven to abandon ‘those evi- 
dent principles of republicanism they bad so long 
and so dearly cherished. : In vain, sir, had they 
been told that Andrew Jackson was a despot, a 
knave, and a fool; in vain liad they been told, in 
one breath, that he was a self-willed, obstinate, în- 


| domitable tyrant, and in the next, that he was a 


cypher, a supple tool, a mere automaton, vilely used 
by others; and in vain, also, were they told b 
these same men that the promises of Martin Van 
Buren could not be relied on; that he was falsei 
hood and treachery personified; that, notwith- 
standing his oft-declared opposition to a national 
bank, he would, in his first message to Congress, 
recommend one in its most ddious form, to be lo- 
cated in his favorite city of New York; and that, 
mauger all his honeyed words and fair promises 
about southern rights, and the sacred compyomises 
of the Constitution, he would, before he was warm 
in the presidential chair, show himself to be in 
heart and deed, a northern Abolitionist, and much 
more such prophetic stuff, which I will not waste 
our precious time to recapitulate. Jas he ver- 
ified the forebodings of these men in any one of 
these particulars? I ask his friends, and I ask 
his foes; and for their complete and entire’ falsi- 
fication, I appeal to the three calm, luminous, 
statesmanlike, republican messages he hasalready 
sent to the Congress of the United States; and I 
furthermore appeal to his whole conduct, both 
public and private, since he has filled the presi- 
dential chair. oS ; 
I have, it is true, heard much difference of 
opinion about the correctness and practicability 
of his views in regard to the financeiand currency: 
of the country; but I have heard no man yet doubt 
their constitutionality, or complain of the temper 
or manner in which they have been submitted to 


| the consideration of Congress. And here permit 


me, sir, for myself, to say, that I have heard no 
man yet (and I have listened attentively to all 
that has been said here, and read much that has 
been written) who has answered the lucid argu- 
ments by which he has sustained them, or shaken 
the firm, republican, constitutional ground on 
which his recommendation of an independent 
Treasury, in which to keep the people’s money 
secure from the clutches of bank or other specu- 
lators, is based. Mr. President, believing Martin 
Yan Buren to be a republican, and a statesman 
of the first order, I came into Congress with a 
predisposition, nay, sir, I might almost say with 
a pledge, and predetermination, to support his 
administration, not right-or wrong, sir; no, sir; 
not to ‘register his edicts;’? no, sir, for I abhor 
and loath all dependence and vassalage as much, or 
more, than those who now boast most loudly of 
their independence and patriotism and disinterest- 
I came here elected by those who con- 
tributed to elect him; and I came, sir, I repeat, 
determined to support his administration as far 


j as I possibly could, witha safe conscience, and 


not to abandon it for light and trivial causes; 
and, above all things, for any cause personal to 
myself, This course, I undertake to say, was 
expected from me by every man of every party 
in Virginia. I have thus far given to it an honest 
support; and, in so doing, my cotiseiénce and my 
judgment sustain my course. Nor, sir, has it 
been necessary to my support of his-administra- 
tion, that I should concur in all his views and 
recommendations, any more than that I should 
have deemed it proper to become its bitter op- 
poser, because I differed with him on any one 
measure of policy. That, sir, I have done, and 
am at all times free to do. It cannot be expected 
that there can, in the nature of the human mind, 
be a universal concurrence of opinion on every 
subject, even among those who generally agree. 
The whole country knows.my course, from the 
first moment I took my seat in the Senate to the 
present time, in regard to the great subject of the 
public lands, on which | have differed entirely 


: from many of my- political friends; and, sir, had 


1 been associated. with my colleague during the 


i! administration of General Jackson, when he rec- 


ommended the same policy in. regard to. them 
which is advocated by his successor, 1 should 
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have differed with him then with the same cordi- 
ality with which he now concurs.with me. 

But, sir, a difference with the Administration 
on this great. subject has not for a moment indi- 
cated that it was my duty to oppose it out and 
out, and, affiliate myself with those who. avow 
«c uncompromising hostility to Martin Van Buren.” 
No, sir; I have gone on steadily to give to his 


administration an honest and.a conscientious sup- | 


port; and let me add, sir, that as long as I shall 
rémain. here, andthe President shall advocate the 


true principles of the Constitution and republican | 


doctrines, as he has thus far done, that support 
will be continued with unabated zeal and pleas- 
ure. Does this, sir, define my position? No, sir; 
notas fully as I desire. My colleague, who. has 
from time to time, and little by little, ‘* defined 
his position’? towards this Administration, and 
recently in a manner which none here present 
doubt or misunderstand, was with me, or rather 
I should say I was with him, as.far as I had an 
opportunity. to know, (and I had many,) inevery 
thought and feeling, during the late warmly-con- 
tested presidential election; and, for the life of me, 
I cannot see why it is that we are now so wide 
apart in those thoughts and feelings about the 
Administration and administrators of the Gov- 
ernment. I know of no public reasons for this 
difference, and much less of any private ones. 
But, sir, either I or my colleague have entirely 
changed our positions, since we were sent hither; 
and I am reluctantly driven to put myself upon 
my country, to say whether it is I who have 
changed, as is roundly charged by my colleague 
upon all the friends of the Administration. 

Mr. President, before I came hereas a Senator, 
I was personally unacquainted with Martin Van 
Buren. My colleague knew him intimately; he 
had served with him in public life; he had stood 
shoulder to shoulder with him in this Chamber, 
in resisting the powerful and combined assaults 
which were made on the great measures of Jack- 
gon’s administration; he had zealously supported 
his election to the Presidency; he had voted for 
me ag one:of the electors: of Virginia, substan- 
tially pledged to vyote for him; and I have no hes- 
itation in saying, that amidst all the foul charges 
brought against this then personal stranger to 
me, the support which my colleague thus gave 
him strengthened. my confidence in the correct- 
ness of the vote I had given for him at the polls, 
and afterwards bestowed upon him as a member 
of the electoral. college. On my arrival here as a 
Senator, I determined to endeavor, during my 
stay in this city, to form a personal acquaintance 
with the President, andto judge for myself in re- 
gard to the many charges which had been brought 
against him. Accident has afforded me a fuller 
opportunity for this investigation than I could 
have anticipated; and, sir, I have scanned, with 
a scrutinizing eye, as far as my poor abilities 
would enable me, the character, opinions, and. 
conduct of the man. I have, sir, when ‘the 
curtain of ceremony. was drawn to the skies,” 
and when it was utterly impossible for him to 
know the operations of my mind, “ tented him 
to the quick.’ I have looked, but: looked in 
vain, sir, for all those leading characteristic traits 
non-committalism and management and intrigue 
and ‘‘ mighty magic,’’ wherewithal he was so 
loudly charged. . I believe, sir, that his first mes- 
sage to.the Congress of the United States hus 
hushed forever all the croakings about his non- 
committalism; and that all the slang about his 
magic arts ceased: as soon as it was found pow- 
erless to dupe and deceive the people. 

Does any one pretend that the President has 
as yet violated:any of the principles which those 
who elected, expected him to maintain?. Let the 
continued, the untiring and remoreless opposition 
of the far greater part of those who opposed his 


election answer the question; let those of them’ 


who now give either the cold, reluctant approba- 
tion. of silence, or are willing to receive, as a 
*‘*o0d half-way house,’ the once by them denounced 
and reviled ‘* pet bank ” ‘* experiment,’’ answer 
the question. And how is it, why is it, that I 
find my colleague now pulling kindly in the traces 
with. these gentlemen, and charging upon the 
President duplicity and deception? But, sir, he 
says he was the friend—the best friend—of the Pres- 
ident, for. that he advised: him. beforehand—nay, 


| which, my colleague says, has been repudiated | 
| by the voice of Congress and the nation. 


sir, he warned him—not to recommend to Con- 
gress his scheme of.a sub-Treasury. Ay, sir, 
| he advised the President, and. he did not follow 
his advice; he warned him, and. he did not heed 
his warning, but went on to discharge his high 
duty according to the dictates of his own judg- 
ment and conscience. 

Sir, suppose that some kind friend, (and would |; 
that he could have found such a one,) knowing | 
or suspecting that my colleague intended to recom- 
mend to.Congress his favorite ‘‘petbank scheme,”’ |; 


ploded experiment; that it had been already fully 
and fairly tried, and, in his own impressive. lan- 
guage, ‘‘ had signally and mournfully failed,” and 
advised and warned him not te submit it; and 
that, notwithstanding all this, he thought it his 
duty to do as he did, and propose it to the na- 
tion: does he think that that friend should have 
manifested towards him the feeling and temper | 
which he, on all occasions, now evinces towards 
the President? 

My colleague has opposed alland every scheme 
thought of for the custody and disbursement of 
the public money, except the one which he intro- 
| duced, which has notoriously met with less favor 

in Congress and elsewhere than any other yet į 
suggested. He condemns, with unmeasured cen- 
sure, the President for again recommending to |! 
the consideration of Congress a financial plan, 


He 
knows that the people have, not yet finally or 
fully passed upon that plan, He knows that it 
has twice received the sanction of this body, and 
each time been defeated by a small majority in 
the other House of Congress; and yet, strange 
to tell, he who urges this objection to the Presi- 
dent’s plan, thus sustained, is perpetually press- || 
ing on Congress and the nation a scheme which, | 
besides himself, finds but one supporter in the 
Senate, and very. few, indeed, in the other House | 
of Congress, or elsewhere—as though his plan 
had been less repudiated by the nation than the | 
one submitted by the President, or the President || 
of the United States was less authorized than he 
to “ recommend to the consideration of Congress such | 
measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient.” 
My colleague is opposed to the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States, because, I presume, it is unconstitu- 
tional. He is opposed to the sub-Treasury, be- | 
cause it will increase Executive patronage, because | 
it will create two currencies—one for the people, the | 
other (the best) for the office-holders ! and, I sup- | 
pose, because he advised and warned the Presi- | 
dent not to recommend it; and as to a special 
deposit scheme, he says that is all a humbug. | 
Nothing, sir, nothing but his own dear scheme of 
“ State-rights banks,” or “bank State rights,” į 
I forget which he called it, will do for him; and 
I am frec to say that, after the fullest attention I! 
have been able to bestow upon all that he has said || 
in favor of this his darling pet, I can distill from 
it nothing more than this: that having, on the 
emergency occasioned by the removal of the de- | 
posits in 1834 from the Bank of the United States, 
voted for the experiment of the State banks as | 
fiscal agents, he is consistent in voting for them | 
| again; Yes, sir, every change has been rung on 
the inconsistency of those who voted for them 
then, and now, that they have ‘signally and 
mournfully” failed to answer the desired purpose, 
are opposed to trusting them a second time; whilst | 
1 have heard from my colleague not a word of | 
reproof against those who then denounced his | 
schere as fraught with corruption and ruin to | 
thecountry,and now ‘‘ damnit with faint praise,” 
or stigmatize it as “a good half-way house.”’ 
Half way where? half way to what? Why, sir, |} 
half way between that constitutional Treasury and 
that unconstitutional bank, between which, my | 
colleague says, he would pause long before he |, 
would make an election! 
Mr. President, I beg leave further to define my |; 
position, by saying that every day’s reflection | 
and observation—nay, that ‘‘recent events, if |i 
my colleague prefers the phrase—confirm me in |; 
my conviction that the money of the people paid |} 
for the support of their Government, and no || 
other purpose, should be kept in a Treasury in- || 
dependent of, and uncontrolled by, any other 


had gone to him and told him that it was an ex- |; 


| know, sir, that efforts have been recentl 


| different from what its words clearly import. 


i Government, or the creatures. of any other Gov- 


ernment on earth; and that I will try every pos- 
sible, feasible scheme which wise,.patriotic states- 
men can devise, before I will confide: the public 
treasure—the taxes paid and intended. by the 
people for specific purposes—to the uncontrolled 
custody (as uncontrolled it must be,.for I agree 
with my colleague that a general scheme of 
special deposits is all a humbug) of any bank; 
and least of all of banks who owe their existence, 
and allegiance to other Governments, and whom 
we cannot, therefore, supervise, regulate, control, 
or punish. If you cannot exercise these powers. 


| in regard to these banks, when curators of the 


the public money, it seems most clear to my 
mind that it should not be intrusted to them; and 
if you can, it is equally clear that we may bid an. 
eternal adieu to-all State rights, except what my 
colleague is pleased to denominate“ bank State 
rights.” Far be it from me, sir, now to go. into 
anything like an argument in favor of the sub- 
Treasury. That task has long since been ably 
performed by others. Its.principles. are before. 


| the people; and, like the principles. of. constitu- 


tional liberty and reform on other great occasions, 
may be slow, but will be sure. It has always 
been sufficient for me that the system is support- 
ed by the plain principles of common sense. and 


| common honesty, and is notoriously the only 


mode contemplated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution, who denied to the Government the aid: 
of a national bank, and therefore could not have 
contemplated or anticipated that of State banks 
in conjunction with the national Treasury. 
Further, sir, to define my position, in contra- 
distinction to that of my colleague, and that which 
he now occupies in contradistinction to the one: 
he occupied a few years ago, I beg leave to read 
to the Senate an extract or two from a speech de- 
livered by him in this Chamber in the year 1834, 
on the occasion of the removal of the deposits. $ 
y made to 
explain away that speech to mean soriething very, 
3 
he has not, since that speech was delivered, 
changed his opinion and shifted his ground, then, 
indeed, is language a most imperfect exponent of 
thought. I certainly have not changed my opin- 
ions on the subject of that speech—it was about 
gold currency. I shall never forget the pleasure 
with-which I read it, and what melee opinions it 
obtained for my colleague with the entire Democ- 
racy of Virginia, or what heavy denunciations it 
brought upon him from those with whom -he is 
now cooperating to make this a bank-paper Gov- 
ernment. But tothe extracts. He then said: 

“¢ Of all reforms, social, political, or economical, required 
by the great interests of the country, that which.is most ùr- 
gently demanded, and which promises in its accomplishment 
the largest results of wlility, security, and public benefit, ig 
beyond comparison the RESTORATION of the Government to 


; what it was intended by the framers of the Constitution to 


be—a hard-money Government. We are too much in the 
habit, Mr. President, of regarding the evils of a paper sys- 
tem as necessary and incurable, and of being content with 
the delusive palliation of these evils, supposed tò be derived 
from the controlling supremacy of a National Bank.’? = * 
* ig r Whatever influence such an institution 
may be supposed to exert in preserving the soundness of the 
currency, that object would be much more effectually pro- 
moted by a return, as far aS PRACTICABLE, t0 a metallic cit~ 
culation. The first step towards that return is to let the 
Bank of the United States go down. The ordinary channels 
of circulation being thus supplied with gold and silver, the 
Government would be prepared, without hardship to the 
public creditor, to reyuire payment of its dues in specie, and 
thus realize a reform, than which none could be more. 
deeply interesting, in every aspect, to the safety and pros- 
perity of the country.” i = k «T conjure 
gentlemen, then, with ability so eminently fitted for this 
great work, to leave the Bank of the United States to its 
fate, and bring forward their powerful aid in an effort to re- 
store the Government to its true constitutional character and 
DESTINATION—that Of a SIMPLE, SOLID, HARD-MoNEY Gov- 
ernment.” j 


Can language possibly be. more plain, intelli- 
gible, or impressive than this? Sir, when I read 
this part of that memorable speech of my col- 
league, 1 thought of John Randolph, whose 
dulcet and peculiar. tones of voice, methinks, $ 
can still hear ringing in. my ears: “This is a 
hard-money Government—give me gold and silver 


‘none of your trash—none of your rags—none 


” 


of your paper money.” These were the senti- 
ments of that distinguished man, than whom, 
none better knew, or more sacredly revered, the 
meaning and spirit of the Constitution. These 
were the sentiments of the fathers and cotempo-~ 
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raneous éxpounders of the Constitution: and, sir, | 
they were the sentiments of my colleague, when | 
he.delivered his speech, in 1834, if I can under- 

stand plain English. ‘Yet, sir, I know it has been 

recently attempted so to explain the above ex- 

tract, aS to give to it a meaning totally different 

from that which I gave, when I read it first, and 

which I give now. The word PRACTICABLE is 

seized upon to pervert its true meaning, and make 

this a Government of STATE BANK PAPER MONEY. 

Mr. President, cotemporaneous construction of lan- 

guage is frequently, and most justly, resorted to 

in cases of doubt or difficulty. It has been a 

most efficient aid in settling doubtful phrases in 

our glorious Constitution. We are not without 

that aid in the present difficulty. Three days 

after the above speech of my colleague was de- 

livered, Mr. WEBSTER, in a speech on the re- 

moval of the deposits, said: 

The second suggestion is that which was made by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Rives.) | That bon- 
orable member pledges himself to bring forward a propo- 
sition, having for its object to do away with the paper system 
altogether, and to return toan entire metallic currency. I 
do not expect that the honorable member will find much 
support in such an undertaking. Mere gold and silver eur- 
reney, and the entire abolition of paper, is not suited to the 
times. The idea has something a little too Spartan in it. 
We might as well think of going to iron at once. If such 
a result as the gentleman hopes for were even desirable, I 
regard its attainment as utterly impracticable and hopetess. 
Ilay that scheme, therefore, out of my contemplation.» 

_ Mr, Crary, in a speech on the same subject,’ 
said: ; 

_ “And what are the remedies proposed by those in pos- 
session of the Government? None—none. Idle and vis- 
fonary and chimerical schemes are; indeed, sometimes 
thrown out; bat even they gre not seriously proposed. A 
tember, not now in his seat, (Mr. Rives,) had suggested 
one of those schemes, which ig to banish all paper circula- 
tion, and to resort exclusively to hard money. A more wild 
ahd impracticable project never entered into the head of 
wman.” ue i 

“Here is cotemporanedus construction for you. 
With the understanding of two such men, present 
on the occasion of delivering this speech, with my 
own understanding of it at the same time, and 
that of every human being who I heard speak of 
it, 1 must be excised for not yielding my opinion 
to’ any quibble about the meaning or import or 
bearing of a single word. I should like to know, 
sir, whether my colleague is now in favor of the 
“hard money Government’? the framers of the Con- 
stitution intended to make ours? I should like to 
know the advent of the time when he now thinks 
it will be practicable to ‘return to a metallic cir- 
culation?” Ashe advised, the Bank of the United 
States, which he considered the great impediment 
to his political and financial millenniwm, was per- 
mitted to go down.: And [should like, farther- 
more, to know whether he expects his litter of 
State banks, trading on all the revenues of the 
Government, arc likely to supply. the ‘ordinary 
channels of circulation with gold and silver,” and to 
aid in the *‘ effort to restore the Government to its 
true constitutional character and destination—that 
of a simple, solid, hard money Government ?” But, 
Mr. President, I will not longer dwell on this 
topic, but go on to define my position in regard 
to-others. : 

‘Tread attentively, at the earliest opportunity, 
the ‘report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to the call of my colleague on that officer, 
in regard to the manner of his executing the law 
authorizing him to sell the bonds of the Bank of. 
the United States. And here, sir, permit me to 
remark, that I have not the least doubt but that 
the course of my colleague on that occasion was 
strictly parliamentry, because it was permitted; 
but it was certainly novel and unusual, to say the 
least of it. On that call he made a long speech, 
condeinning in unmeasured terms that officer on 
the very points’ on: which, by the permission of 
the Senate, he was about to seek information. 
Yes, sir, my colleague madè three long speeches 
against the ecretary of the Treasury; in the first, 
he prejudged him without hearing; in the second, 
he condemned him without a trial: and in the 
third, he attempted to execute him without the 
“ benefit of clergy.” oe 

Mr. President, it is a mournful ‘fact, that, 
owing to the imperfection of language, there is 
nothing which the wisest man can indite that 


ingenunity cannot pervert to’ mean something to- 
tally different from what the auther intended tò 


convey; and had I, sir, perhaps, read the Secre- 
tary’s report with the same querulous temper 
and morbid feeling which seems to possess my 
colleague in regard to that officer, and also pos- 
sessed the same ingenuity in collating and con- 
struing language to mean exactly what I wish it 
to mean, I, too, might have discovered black 
spots, and picked many faws in it. But Ido 
declare, that after an attentive perusal, with a 
sincere desire to see them, that report did not 
strike me as being in any manner obnoxious to 
the severe criticism and harsh rebukes which my 


‘ colleague had in anticipation bestowed upon it. 


After his second speech, his review of the docu- 
ment, in which he confidently asserted that its 
appearance had fulfilled all its predictions about 
it, I read it a second time with increased atten- 
tion, and a similar desire to detect its vices; and 
I was alike unsuccessful in discovering the frauds 
and cheats and juggling by which it had been 
characterized. othing upon earth is further 
from my mind than to believe that Government 


has any the remotest idea of forming any the | 


slightest connection with the banks, further than 
is justified by existing laws, is demanded by the 
creditors themselves of the Government, or grows 


out of the necessity arising from the neglect, | 


nay, sir, I may almost say the refusal, of Con- 
gress to provide and designate sufficient deposi- 
tories for the funds of the Government. If such 
an intention were manifested, it would, sir, be for 
those with whom I act to complain, and complain 
they would. It would seem to me that it would 
be a source of pleasure to my colleague, unless, 
indeed, he goes entirely for victory, and will not 
use banks at all, except in the precise manner, 
and to the precise extent, he may think right 
and proper. 

Sir, one of these bonds was sold. There is the 
solemn, written contract for cash. But my col- 
league denies that any cash was paid, because, 
l suppose, the Spanish milled dollars were not 
lugged all the way from Philadelphia to this city, 
and counted out to the Treasurer.: The money, 
sir, was wanted for immediate use; and why? 
Because, sir, Congress ‘sat here from the first 
Monday in December, 1837, to the 9th day of 
July, 1838, and did not, till the last moments of 
the session, make provision to meet the debts of 
the nation; most of them, too, growing out of 
appropriations made by that very Congress, when 
they knew there was not money on hand to meet 
them. That is the reason the money was wanted 
for immediate use; but it was not wanted here. 
It was wanted in Florida, on the Canadian fron- 
tier, and at distant points in tbe far West, and 
elsewhere, to pay your Army and Navy, and 
other public creditors; and was, in my opinion, 
wisely and prudently left in Philadelphia, whence 
it could be with facility and certainty, and “ with- 
out cost or charge” to the Government, remitted 
when or where it was wanted. Sir, is a sale less 
acash sale, because my convenience or my inter- 
est induces me to leave the proceeds in the hands 
of the purchaser, subject to my order? My côl- 
league seems to think that the terms of the law, 
“cash in hand,” or “ready money,” would re- 
uire that the Secretary of the Treasury, or the 
reasurer, should have actually received into his 
hands, should have fingered the millions of dollars. 
Sir, this sale was, to all intents and purposes, a 
cash sale; it so purports to be in the solemn writ- 
ten contracts it so proved to be, both tothe Gov- 
ernment and the bank; and ought so to appear to 
my colleague above all others, as it was for specie, 
or its equivalent—that is, the notes of specie- 
paying State banks, which he thinks ‘as much 
a constitutional currency as gold and silver,” 
(which F do not.) j 
` Mr. President, it is no part of my present plan 
to go into an analysis or minute defense of the 
report of the Secretary. That work has been so 
luminously and efficiently performed by my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Wricur,] that a further 
prosecution of it would be supererogation. This, 
however, I will sey, that after the most careful 
éxamination of his conduct, I do deliberately 
think that when the situation of the country, the 
peculiar embarrassments of the currency, the 
emptiness of the Treasury in consequence of the 
failure of Congress timely to provide ways and 
means to meet their heavy drafts upon it~—his 


e] 


entire privation, ever since the spring of 1837, of 
the. ordinary depositories of the public money, 
added to the many other difficulties he has had 
to encounter, shall be duly and impartially esti- 
mated—he ought, and will receive the thanks of 
the country for his steady, patient, and untiring 
labor, and for his firm, persevering, and success- 
ful efforts to keep the currency of the country, as 
far as existing laws permit, within the range and 
meaning and limitation of the Constitution. But, 
Mr. President, the whole tenor and temper of the 
speeches of my colleague prove, beyond all doubt, 
on the mind of any man who heard them, that it 
was not the humble Secretary at whom his barbed 
and poisoned shafts were aimed. Ona former, 
and a memorable occasion, when another Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was the object of bitter de- 
nunciation in this Chamber, and was held to be 
responsible for acts required by the President to 
be done by him, my colleague proved’ that the 
Secretary was but the arm, the organ of the Pres- 
ident; and but a few days ago, he said that the 
present incumbent was his mere * cat’s paw.” It 
is not with a ‘*cat’s paw’? ‘that he has been in- 
tending to deal on the present occasion. No, sir, 
he had higher game in view. It was at the Pres- 
ident he aimed his javelin; no man who heard 
him candoubtit. And, sir, nothing that he said 
more astonished me than to hear him—yes, sir, 
him above all other men—reiterating the stale 
slang about Executive patronage, and the ‘ purse 
and the sword,” and chanting over again the old 
‘* doleful jeremiade ” about ‘ta power behind the 
throne greater than the throne itself.” 

Mr. President, I know nothing about this won- 
derful thing called Executive patronage. I have 
never tasted of it,and cannot, therefore, speak of 
its blighting influence on the moral character ind 
independence of those who bask in its' sunshine. 
There was a time, a few years ago, when it was 
said to be used to its utmost extent. Complaints 
of its use, and its abuse, were louder during a 
portion of General Jackson’s administration than 
ever before, or since. My colleague was in Con- 
gress at that time. Ido not recollect that he then 
raised his voice against this corrupting influence; 
but I do recollect that he received a pretty good 
slice of the patronage of that day. During the 
same Administration, when a hero, a military 
chieftain, a conqueror, a warrior, indeed, who had 
done bloody service with his sword, sat in your 
presidential chair, there was a prodigious outery 
about this same danger from the ‘ purse and the 
sword” in the hands of the Executive. My col- 
leagué was then a member of this body, and boldly 
stepped forward to prove that such an idea was 
absurd and ridiculous, inasmuch as the power to 
raise money, (the purse,) and the power to raise 
armies, (the sword,) were both, by the Constitu- 
tion, confined to Congress. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, in my eye, (Mr. Cray,] will 
recollect how fiercely my colleague contested this 
point with him, and how clearly he put down the 
inference he had erroneously drawn from an ex- 
pression of Patrick Henry about the States having 
parted with the * purse and the sword,” by show- 
ing that Mr. Henry only: meant to say that the 
States had given to Congress the power to raise 
money and to raise: armies. And, after all this; 
is it not most strange, passing strange, that now, 
when a man of peace—a meek, mild, placid man 
—one whose whole life has been devoted to civil 
pursuits, and who, I dare say, never ‘had an ep- 
aulet on his shoulder or a sword upon his thigh, 
is the President of the United States, my col- 
league should feel alarmed about the ‘* purse and 
the sword” being in the hands of the Executive. 
Sir, I can scarcely realize this. There is some- 
thing amusing in the thought of danger from the 
sword in the hands of our little President. Why, 
sir, he could hardly lift a grenadier’s broadsword; 
but, sir, it is the danger from these *‘legions”’ of 
officers, these ‘* Pretorian bands,” whom our 


| President is to head, sword in hand, and march 


to the Capitol, that has seized upon the imagina 
tion of my colleague. I hope he will get over his 
uneasiness on that scoré; and I assure him that 
it is too late in the day to frighten the people by 
such talk. If they could not be alarmed by the 
sword of Andrew Jackson, they will not be afraid 
of his pacific successor. "> oD A oes 
: -But this other ‘terrible ‘thing “that we tised, int 
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days of panic memory, to hear so much about, 
and which my colleague has revived, this “power 
behind the rurowe greater than the throne itself.” 
Perhaps, sir, if, when my colleague put himself 
behind the“ throne,” as he informs us he did, 
and gave his ‘¢ advice and his warning,” they had | 
been followed, and he thus, in his opinion, be- | 
came the ‘t power behind the throne greater than the | 
throne itself, we might not now hear from him ! 
all these deep lamentations, these bitter denun- | 
ciations, these fearful forebodings, with which he | 
is attempting. to excite the public mind. When, 


i 


some days ago, I heard my colleague allude to | 
certain Senators on this side of the Chamber in a | 
sarcastic, if not a sneering manner, as the pillars |; 


of this Administration, it filled me with strange 
feelings. Icould but inquire where I was and to! 
whom I was listening. Before and at the time, | 
sir, when I was-sent to the Senate by Virginia, 
I know well that that State claimed the proud 
honor of having on this floor a pillar of this Ad- 
ministration. Yes, sir; a lofty, bright, adaman- | 
, tine pillar; a pillar which had heretofore stood | 
* firm and unshaken against the many rude shocks, 
violent assaults, and wily arts of Whiggery. That | 
pillar was my colleague. 1 was sent here to twine | 
around and supportit; I was sent here to cheer į 
him on in that career which had already rendered 
him as dear to the Democratic party of America 
as it had rendered him hateful to the sclf-styled 
Whige My support, I well know, could be but 
feeble indeed, except in the honest zeal with which 
it. would be rendered; feeble as it might be, little 
did I think, and deeply have I been disappointed 
and mortified to find that it has been totally re- | 
jected. Feeble as I am, I will stand alone in this 
Chamber as the pillar of the Democracy of Vir- 
ginia; and should the edifice be battered down 
over my head, and crush me to the earth, I had į 
rather be the smallest fragment of such a pillar, | 
which can be raked up from the rubbish, than to 
be the loftiest and proudest triumphal column 
which those who contribute to beat it down can 
ever erect upon its ruins, 

Sir, my colleague, strange to tell, deplores most 
bitterly anything like party? He says “party, 
party; Igo for my country 1” Sir, this was an 
exclamation worthy of Brutus or Cato; but we 
do not, now-a-days, often see such men as they. 
Sir, I take no exception to the remark, although 
the assertion by any one gentleman, that he goes 
for his country may carry with it the inference 
that those who differ with him do not. No, sir, I 
take no exception, because the only way in which 
we can go efficiently for our country is through 
the medium of party; and, sir, because there is 
such a universal admission by the contending 
parties in this country, that each has at heart the | 
good of the country, that whenever I hear aman 
who deems it necessary to say that he cares not 
for party, that he goes for his country, it does 
not, in the slightest degree, strengthen my esti- 
mation of his patriotism. No, sir; far from it. 
Far be it from me to deny, sir, that my colleague 
has gone for his country. I have labored too 
often and too zealously to shield him from the 

. immolating wrath of the Whigs, and to contrib- 
ute to his elevation, to have doubted that fact. 
Sir, he has been highly and justly honored. by 
his country.. But he should never forget that 
it was party which conferred upon him alt those 
honors. Sir, I know of no man who has been 
more ‘emphatically the child, the nurseling of 
party, than my talented colleague. It was party 
that first sent him, a young man, into the. Le- 
gislature of Virginia, where it had sent me a 
few years before. It was party that sent him to 
the Congress of the United States in the other 
end of this Capitol—the Democratic party. It 
was party that sent him thence as Minister to 
France—the Democratic party. “It was party 
which, on his return to America, sent him to the 
Senate of the United States—that same Demo- 
cratic party. It was party that drove him out of 
this Chamber—rue Wnr party! It was party, 
sir, the same old Democratic party, that sent him 
back into it, and it will be party—a new party— 
the Neutral party, that will send him—I know not 
where—my sagacious and oft-prophetic friend 
from Connecticut [Mr. Nies] thinks to the 
Treasury Department; or, as it.is in parlance, 


often called here, the Exchequer—(a custom, Í 


i 
‘ 


think, t“ more honored in the breach than in the 
observance’’)—perhaps, for aught | know, tothe 
White: House itself; or mayhap. to the dignified 
chair you now fill, in-which some—not I; no, not 
I sir—but in which some say he might be now 
calmly, quietly, and contentedly sitting if he had 
not been- jostled out of it. 

But, sir, to this neutral party. I must,.in far- 
therance of my object, to define my position, say 
something of it. I wish it to be most distinctly 
understood, that there is no neutrality in regard 
to party politics in my composition; and, such is 
my temperament, that I cannot well conceive how 
any man (as I before said) who has borne an 
active share in the storm of party politics which 
has long raged in our country, can possibly enjoy 
that state of blessed quiescence and composure. 
When my colleague first began to file off from 
those ranks in which he had long stood a prom- 
inent and active member, he called himself a 
Conservative. Yes, sir; we heard then of nothing 
butthe Conservative party—Conservative—a sweet, 
a honeyed word. But in a little time, those of 
us who did not agree with this conservative party 
were called ‘* SUBSERVATIYES,” avery harsh and 
bitter word. These Conservatives, however, soon 
began to lose much of their sweetness, and be- 
came very spicy, and again changed their name, 
and called themsclves the ‘* Spartan band.” Yes, 
sir, we saw the Spartan band, with Leonidas at 
their head, forcing their way through the strong 
hosts of Democracy, over to the Whig camp; and 
now that they “ read their title clear ” to rank in 
that camp, they again change their names, and 
call themselves Neutrals—yes, Neutrals; and we 
now hear, as if from Jupiler Tonans himself, of 
nothing but the thunder of the armed neutrality. 
Now, Mr. President, I have said that I never 


| the year 1806? I am sure. you do, much better 
i than I. John Randolph of Roanoke was at the 


|! head of that party; yes, sir, John Randolph, the 


i great, the talented, the. proud, the daring John 


|i Randolph, was its head and founder. Compared. 


| to any minority party, before or since, it was 
; greatly superior, both intalentand numbers. And 
what became of it? It melted away; and ina few 
years not a trace or vestige of it was left: 
“ Like the snow falls in the river; 
A moment white, then gone lorever.?? 

It was fierce and formidable for a while; but it 
soon lost all its strength and dissolved, and its 
members took their stations.in one or. the other 
of the two great contending parties of the day; 
which, most assuredly; with some slight shades 
of difference growing out of the altered condition 
of the country, and a change of name, were the 
same identical two parties that fought the battle 
of 1798, and are now again struggling for ascend- 
‘ency. It may be worthy of remark, as to that 
minority party, to state that John Randolph, with 
all his talents and zeal and fiery temper and love 
| of conquest, never set up the pretension to “an 
armed neutrality.” He laid no claim to the de~ 
i lusive inference, speciously drawn by sophistical 
analogy, and with diplomatic subtlety, from the 
position of Queen Catherine of Russia—to con- 
trol the destinies of the nation, and subject the 
will of the majority to the power of a small mi- 
nority of the people. No, sir; John Randolph-of 
Roanoke, with all his peculiarities, was, in many 
respects, one of the purest republjcans America 
has ever had. He adhered with pertinacious 
nicety to the principles of the Constitution as itg 
framers intended them, and notas its latitudinous 
construers would have them to be; and, above all 
things, he valued the great principle at the root 


was, and am not, a neutral in party politics. 
Should I ever become one, (which is very im- 
probable,) J do sincerely hope that I may be en- 
abled, with Christian meekness, to fold my arms | 
and say, “God bless the Commonwealth;” or, 
if that divine feeling is denied me, that I may, 
with the justice of Aristides, and the impartiality 
of Cato, look upon the battle-field, and suffer no 
consideration whatever to induce me, in my ne- 
cessary intercourse between the great belligerents, 
to deal in articles ‘‘ contraband of war.” And 
above all things, if the great law of nature and 
justice, self-defense, shall drive me to armasa 
neutral, that I may endeavor to deal my blows 
with strict impartiality; and, if anything, look 
rather with a kindly eye to those who had ever 
been my friends and allies, and with one of sus- 
picion and fear to that party who, through all 
time, had hated and reviled me. Ido not mean, 
sir, to question or impeach the impartiality with 
which my colleague will discharge the delicate 
duty of a neutral armed at all points. I trust 
that it will be his intention to be strictly impar- 
tial in the blows which he says’ he will have to 
deal out on the right and the left. Ido not know 
how deeply wounded or how keenly pained have 
been the great belligerent Whig party, by the 
blows he has already inflicted on them; but can- 
dor compels me to say, that their adversaries, the 
Administration party, have felt that his sword | 
“was sharper than a serpent’s tooth.”’ : 
But, sir, it may not be amiss to look a little 
further into this thing of a third party, no matter 
by what name they may call themselves. None 
that has ever arisen in this country, or in Eng- 
land, has lived long as a distinct, independent 
party. It is not consistent with the nature of man, 
or with the institutions of either of these coun- 
tries, that such parties can long maintain a dis- 
tinctive, separate existence; and if a minority or 
third party could long exist in this country, and 
wield the power set up for this aforesaid * armed 
neutrality,” to regulate and control the conduct of 
the other two great parties—that is, to rule the 
will of the great majority of the people—I, for 
one, should think it a most deplorable case in- 
deed; and have no hesitation in saying, that the 
pretension thus set up for this party is more dan- 
gerous to the liberty of the people, and more di- 
rectly hostile to the principles of our blessed Con- 
stitution, than any I have ever yet heard urged 


ainst them. : , 
i recollect the memorable third party, 


- Doyou,sir, 


yelept the minority party, that sprung up about 


of all our institutions, that the majority should 
govern the minority; and however haughty and 
aristocratic he might séem in his personal car- 
riage, he more than once, in a manner and under 
circumstances which evinced his devotion to that 
great principle, bowed to the ** majesty of the 
people,” when ostracised by a majority of their 
| suffrages. No, sir; the great object of the third 
party, headed by John Randolph, in the year 
1806, was to change the minority into a majority; 
and in that way, and that only, to rule the coun- 
try. Failing ir that plan, the party was dissolved, 
without a resort to arguments drawn from the 
position of Queen Catherine of Russia, to break in 
upon the great principle which lies at the founda- 
tion of our institutions. No, sir; John Randolph 
scorned, knowing that he was in a minority, to 
exert power in any other way. He scorned to 
hold the balance and, as did the monkey in the 
fable who weighed for the two cats, pinch off 
first from the one scale, and then from the other, 
till he had robbed them of all their cheese. 

Sir, the longest-lived minority party I have ever 
heard of is the one which has existed for some 
years past in France, under the name of the third 
party. What has been its history? In reading, 
a short time ago, an extract froma French news- 
paper, I was struck with its speaking of the +t Sofa 
party.’ J at firstsupposed that a fourth political 
party had risen up in France to confound their 
confusion; but, on reading a little further, I dis- 
covered that the writer was speaking of the same 
old French third party that has made so much 
noise in the world; and which had acquired the 
cognomen of the ‘* sora PARTY,” because— what 
do you suppose, Mr. President, was the cause? 
Why, sir, because they are now so reduced in 
numbers that they can all sit together on a sofa? 
Such, sir, will be the fate of this Conservative party, 
this Spartan band, this armed neutrality. They 
may, sir, have to sit for a season on what, I be- 
lieve, in some of our churches is denominated the 
anxious bench ; and may, perhaps, be required to 
subscribe their faith, and give in their experience, 
before they can gain full admission into the tem- 
ple of the grea‘ church militant of Whiggery, and 
take their seats on the sofa, alongside with the 
fathers and elders of that renowned sect. 

Mr. President, 1 am truly sorry that I have 
been compelled to break silence at all, on this oc- 
casion, and pained to be compelled to break it in 
strains which may not be agreeable to my col- 
league; but it is the misfortune of this life that 
most of our sacred duties are of a painful charac- 


192 


APPENDIX TO'“FHE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 21, 


Q5ru::-Gona....3D SESS. 


Punishment of Defaulters—Mr: Hubbard. 


_ ov SENATE. 


ter. The ane which I have been constrained to 
discharge this evening is of that description. Be- 
ing so, I have postponed its discharge to the last 
moment, and to-a period when none could say 
that I was interfering in the relations now exist- 
ing between him and our mutual constituents. 
No, sir; I have been perfectly content that, with- 
out any the least- interference on my part, he 
should manage those relationsin his own way. 
have meant no personal offense tohim. Thisis not 
the place in which I would seek to indicate such a 
feeling, if I entertained it. My difference with 
him is entirely of a political character; and it has 
been my pride, and frequently my boast, that that 
difference had not disturbed our personal rela- 
tons. 1 only seek, sir, and this is the only time, 
according to my nations, (which may have been 
fastidious,) in which I could find the opportunity 
td present myself fully and fairly: to our mutual 
constituents, in the antagonistical position which 
itheas been, most unexpectedly and paintally, my 
miafortuneto ‘hold towards my colleague, from 
the first moment L-entered this Chamber to the 
resent. «Jistand where I did when I was sent 
hither by: Virginia. 
proper, at this critical moment, to throw himself, 


with all his great weight, into one of the scales of | 


that balance in which we are both to be weighed; 
and it is not in my nature, sir, to permit that in 
which he has left me to stand alone to ‘ kick the 
team,” without a solitary feeble struggle to main- 
tain its equipoise. 

» No man, Mr. President, in this Senate cares 
less than I do about retaining his seat in this 
Chamber. I would not, sir, to hold it for life, 
make an overture for the Whig vote of the Le- 
gislature: of Virginia, or. permit, knowingly, a 
single man in that Commonwealth to doubt my 
opinions in regard to this Administration, or any 
of the leading-measures.or men of the day. ‘To 
the Whigs, as:a party, I am utterly and abso- 
lutely: opposed; as ‘individuals, no man is. dis- 
posed more. fully and more liberally to appreciate 
themi than 1, Some of the dearest friends of my 
heart are of them. Bothin.the General Assembly 
of Virginia and throughout thet Commonwealth, 
there are Whigs, as they call themselves, whose 
friendship Lam proud to enjoy.. I have long en- 
joyed. it, They know that l never did, and never 
wall deceive them, 

Now, sir, by way of summing up, and reca- 
pitulating the definition I have desired to give of 
my position, interms not to be doubted, or mis- 
understood by any, I take leave to say, that as 
AT PRESENT ADVISED, Í prefer Martin Van Buren 
as the next Presidentof the United States to any 
man. who, to my knowledge, has been- as yet 
named or thought of as his successor, I give him 
this preference because | thus far, in the main, 
approve of his administration of the Government; 
because he is in favor of a strict construction of 
the Federal Constitution, as laid down in Madi- 
son’s célebrated report; because he is opposed to 
the bank, a bank, or any bank established by 
Congress, or any other department or power of 
the: General Government; because he is opposed 
to'a system of internal improvement by the Gen- 
eral Government; because he is opposed to a pro- 
tecting tariff, and is. for quadrating, as near as 
possible, the revenue of the country to a reduced 
expenditure of. public money, so as never again, 
if-atoidable, to have. a large. surplus fund in the 
Federal Treasury; with which to debauch the 
State.governments and demoralize the people. 
And; last; though not least, I am for him because 
hetis a “CNDRTHMRN MAN. WITH SOUTHERN FEEL- 
ives.’ +. Vhanks to: him for the:stand he timely 
and ‘ihagnanimously. made,:and: is. ever. ready in 
the hour-of need:or: peril ta make, for the sacred 
compromises of the-Constitution in regard to that 
great, vital, and-delicate subject which is at this 
moment « burning: torch:in-the hands of the vile 
incendiaries of the tetaple.of: our liberty and the 
Unions: He did not,-siny:wait till the: battle had 
been fought and won-before he defined, his: posi- 
tion to the vile Abolitionists: : He‘stood side by. 
side with us during the ‘sheat and burden of the 
day:’? . No southern man-ought ever te forget hid 
stand-on that question. eee ee eee 

Mr. President, my colleague has very frequently 
advised and invoked the Administration members 
af:the Senate, of whom he:knows.me.to be one, 


He, however, has thought | 


| to bethink themselves, and pause in their mad 
| career of party, and change their course. Let 
me now, in turn, most earnestly and most anx- 
iously implore him to pause; yes, sir, to pause— 
| for it is not too late—and reconsider his position 
i and return to the fold of his old Democratic Re- 
publican friends, companions, admirers, and sup- 
porters. Ido assure him that there is not one 
| of them who is not grieved to part with him, and 
| is not still willing to give him the fraternal hug, 
| and forgive and forget all that has passed. We 
| have required no sacrifice by him of his opinion 
or his conscience on any isolated measures. We 
are all prone to differ from each other in opinion, 
and it is the part of charity and kindness to think 
nothing of minor differences. There is nothing— 
I know it—there is nothing about which my col- 
league was ever more mistaken than in the inti- 
mation, if not the assertion often made by him, 
that there was a settled purpose to drive himfrom 
the ranks of the Administration party. When 
the first symptoms of his disaffection were mani- 
fested, no mother ever treated her infant babe 
| with more tenderness than his old political asso- 
ciates in this Chamber were disposed to treat 


i| him; and they endeavored, to the utmost of their 
power, and by all their conduct, toafford him no | 


pretext of that Kind, if he should ultimately de- 
termine to abandon our camp. And may Í say 
to my colleague, that if any newspaper editor or 
i scribbler, or * organ,” has injured or slandered 
him, he should have put it down to the freedom, 
if not to the licentiousness, of the press; and 
that, under any circumstances, it is far. below the 
“elevated, statesmanlike feelings” he professes, 
to make their abuse a justification for leaving a 
party with whom he has so long codperated, and 
who would so willingly have continued in fellow- 
ship with him; and of his codperating with those 
between whom and him there has been, for an 
equally long: period, a reciprocal hostility of the 
strongest character. j 

But, sir, if my colleague will not or cannot con- 
tinue in communion with us, we may deplore, 


i United States, assumed, in the ‘name of his 
‘country, te forbid the bans,” 
| perceive that a marriage is about to be solem- 
|| nized between my colleague and the great Whig 
party, as I certainly believe will be, unless there 
| is the most cunning coquetry on the one side, or 
should be a cruel jilting on the other, I will as- 
| sume, in the name and behalf of the Democracy 
of my country, to confirm and retify the bans, 
and give him away in marriage, (and certainly I 
never expected to stand sponsor to a runaway 
match;) and, sir, I will, on the solemn occasion, 
say to his new spouse that we have parted re- 
luctantly with one of our dearest and most favor- 
ite children; that if he is treated with kindness 
and distinction he will be a valuable acquisition 
to his new connection, for that his dowry is rich 
indeed, consisting of all those precious family 
secrets which we never impart to any of our chil- 
dren, except to those of them who, we have good 
reason to think, will never quit the household, 
or marry out of the family. 

Mr. President, have done. I have discharged 
| a painful duty. If any one thing, more than all 
others, could alleviate the painful task, it is the 
kind and profound attention with which the Sen- 
ate, exhausted by a session. of unusual length, 
have honored my remarks. My heart assures 
me that I shall never forget the compliment. 


PUNISHMENT OF DEFAULTERS. 


‘SPEECH OF HON. H. HUBBARD, 
l OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


In THE Senate, February 21, 1839; 


On the bill providing for the better security of the Public 
` Moneys, and for the punishment of Public Defauiters. 


Mr. HUBBARD said: : KPE 
Mr. Presipent: The Senator from Massachy- 
setts: has presented to the: Senate extracts-from 
| various acta. of Congress, defining .particularly 


| but we cannot help it. And, sir, as, ona recent | 
| occasion, my colleague, imagining that he saw a | 
| marriage about to be solemnized between the | 
Government and the Pennsylvania Bank of the | 


so, sir, should I || 


the dutiés of certain officers connected with the 
Treasury Department, alleging that so express 
and well-defined were: these duties, that it was 
impossible that there could: have been any defal- 
cation of any custom-house officer existing for 
any considerable length of time, without discov- 
ery and detection at the Department, had there 
been a faithful discharge of official duty. The 


i the Senator has not, in direct terms, charged upon 


Secretary of the Treasury any such dereliction 
of official duty; but the tenor'and general char- 
acter of his remarks, if not so designed, were 
calculated to make an impression upon the pub- 
lic mind that the recent defalcations in New York 
and elsewhere were tobe attributed to the want 


| of discharging properly and seasonably. that su- 


pervisory power which the head of the Depart- 
ment was bound, as the Senator says, to exercise. 
And the Senator has contended that. there is no 
necessity for further legislation on this subjects 
that we have law enough; all that is required ia 
greater fidelity and diligence in the execution of 
the law. 

It is my purpose, Mr. President, to show, and * 
I trust that I shall be able to show most. conclu- 
sively, that the Secretary of the Treasury, in the 
discharge of his appropriate duties, could no more 
have discovered the frauds which have been prac- 
ticed upon the accounting officers by collectors 
and receivers than any member of. this, Senate; 
that, with the returns of collectors’ accounts for 
settlement, he has nothing to do. Under the laws 
of Congress, the Secretary of the Treasury could 
not, without usurpation, exercise any control over 
the officers to whom they were made. Both classes 
were beyond his reach, He had no agency in 
their appointment, nor could he have-any infus 
ence in their removal. Théy were accountable 
to a higher officer in our Government forthe per- 
formance of their respective official functions. 
From the examination which I have given to this 
subject, I do not hesitate to declare, in the most 
unqualified manner, that, whatever may have 
been the faults of others, the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, in the discharge of his official trust, 
could not have known of existing defaults in any 
officer charged with the collection of the public 
revenue; that there is no neglect of official duty 
to be imputed to him; that there is no sin of omis- 
sion, or of commission, in reference to this. sub- 
ject, chargeable upon the head of the Department, 

Before, Mr. President, I proceed to show the 
importance, the indispensable necessity, of further 
legislation upon this subject; of the additional 
legal provisions, which may not only lead to the 
discovery of frauds in the conduct of collectors 
and receivers, but which shall also bring to cer- 
tain punishment all such offenders; before I advert 
to the penal provisions of the bill now before the 
Senate, the punishment which awaits the offender, 
the .ignominy and disgrace consequential upon 
the seizure of the public money, I will proceed at 
once to show what are the provisions of existing 
laws touching the duties of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and of the accounting officers: of the 
Department, in order to make good my declara- 
tion that no blame can properly attach to the Sec- 
retary for any defalcation which may have arisen 
under his administration of that Department.: 

The act establishing a Treasury, Department 
was approved September 2, 1789;, and this act 
prescribes with minute exactness the duties of all 
the officers which then constituted that Depart- 
ment. The officers were a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, a Comptroller, an Auditor; a Treasurer, a 
Register, and an assistant to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which. assistant shall be appointed by 
the Secretary. The second section defines all the 
duties of the Secretary: 

‘It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
digest and prepare plans for the improvement and manage- 
ment of the revenue, and for the support of the public credit ; 
to prepare and report estimates of the public revenue and the 
public expenditures ; to superintend the collection of therev- 
enuey to decide on the forms of keeping and stating accounts 
and, making returns; and to-grant, under. the limitations 
hereinafter established, or to fe hereinafter provided, all 
warrants for money to be issued from the Treasury, in. pur- 
suance of appropriations made by law; to execute such 
services:relative to the. sale of the lands belonging to the 
United States as,may be by law required of him; to make 
reports, and give. information to either branch of the Legis- 
lature in person or in writing, (as he may be required,) re- 
specting all Matters referred to him by the Senate or House 
of; Representatives or: whìch shail appertain taibis office, 
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and generally to perform all such services relative to the 
finances as he shail be directed'to perform.” 

These constitute all the duties devolving upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury, under the. act of 
1789, when that Department was first established. 
And what is their sum? It would seem to be dif- 
ficult to misapprehend the precise meaning of the 
terms of the section contained in the act above 
recited. : 

1. “ He is to prepare and lay before Congress at the com- 
mencement of each session, a réport on the subject. of 
finance, containing estimates of the public revenue and 
public expenditures.” < He is to recommend plans for the 
support of public credit,” &c. : 

“< He is to superintend the collection of the reve- 
nue.” This, admit, was the express provision of 
the act of 1789; and from this superinténding pow- 
er, vested as it was in the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, theSenator from Massachusettsinfers that that 
officer must have been derelict in the performance 
of that part of his duty, or he would have been 
able to have discovered and exposed the frauds 
which had been practiced for such a length of time 
by the returns of the collector of customs at New 

ork. Let us examine this matter, and let us 
see whether this supervisory power has not, in 
effect, been taken from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and devolved upon another, in persuance of 
an act of Congress. It will be recollected that, 
by the act of 1789, there was provision made for 
an assistant secretary, to be appointed by the 
Secretary himself. By the act of the 8th of May, 
1792, it will be found, that the.‘* Secretary of the 
Treasury shall direct the superintendence of the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage, as he 
shall judze best; that the present office of assist- 
ant to the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
abolished; and that instead thereof there be an 
officer in the Departinent.of the Treasury, to be 
denominated Commissioner of the Revenue, who 
shall be charged with superintending, under the 
direction of the head of the Department, the col- 
leeson of the other revenues of the United States,” 

C, 

Under.this discretionary power, given by this 
act to the Secretary of the Treasury, it will be 
found that, by a circular letter of October 25, 
1792, the immediate superintendence of the collec- 
tion of the duties on imports and tonnage was 
committed to the First Comptroller of the ‘Treas- 
ury; but this delegation of power did not include 
the disposition and payment of moneys accruing 
from such duties. At this period of our history 
—as carly as 1792—terminated the superintend- 
ing power over the collection of the duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, created by the act of 1789, 
and those very duties were transferred, in pursu- 


ance of law, to, and vested in, the First Comp- | 


troller, who has exercised that power under every 
Administration, from that period to the present 
time. 

It cannot, then, bealleged, with even the shadow 
of truth, that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
justly chargeable for gross neglect of official duty 
in failing to exercise a superintending power over 
the collectors of the customs, when that power 
was, in pursuance of law, transferred to another 
officer in the Department. Tt cannot. be said that 
the Secretary of the Treasury stands justly charge- 
able for the defalcations which have recently oc- 
curred, and which were undiscovered and unde- 
tected, when, by the laws of Congress, that officer 
is expressly excluded from exercising any juris- 
diction whatever over the subject. 

My purpose, Mr. President, is to defend the 
Secretary of the Treasury from the unmeasured 
and unwarrantable abuse which has been cast 
upon that officer in Congress and out of Congress 
—here and elsewhere-—for an alleged neglect of 
official duty with reference to the recent defalca~ 
tions which have taken place in the city of New 
York. Whatever may have been the fault of 
others, the head of the Treasury is blameless. 
“Whatever may have been the neglect of other 
functionaries, the head of the Treasury Depart- 
ment has never failed to perform his whole duty, 
with all fidelity and integrity. I know him weli; 
we were educated at the same institution; native 
citizens of the same State; practicing.attorneys 
in the same courts; fellow-laborers in the same 
Legislature; and no man who is not.less familiar 
with the official history of that man than I am, 
but must do him’the justice to say, that fidelity 
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| issued in the different offices for collecting the 


and integrity, and the most untiring industry, are 
prominent characteristics of the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in -the execution and dis- 
charge of the responsible duties of public office. 

But what further duties were imposed upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the act of 1789, 
from which it can, by any possibility, be inferred 
that he was to exercise any supervision over the 
officers of the customs, so as to be enabled, from 
time to time, to ascertain the exact state of their 
public accounts? Itis said, and said with truth, 
that “he is to decide onthe forms of keeping anu 


stating accounts and making returns;”’ butit will | 


be found, on referring to the same act, that in the 
first instance, the Comptroller was ‘° to report to 
the Secretary the official forms of all papers to be 


public revenue, and the manner and form of keep- 
ing and stating the accounts of the several per- 
sonsemployed therein.” This was the business 
of the Comptroller. He was charged with the 
superintendence of the collection of the duties on 
imports, and it became his peculiar duty to sub- 
mit to the Secretary the forms which he had pre- 
sented, for his (the Secretary ’s) approbation. This 


was all; and it seems.to me to be idle to contend 
that, inasmuch as the Secretary was to decide on 
the forms of keeping and stating accounts, and 
making returns, that he thereby must necessarily 
make himself, and should maké himself, ac- 
quainted with the true condition and state of the 
accounts of the revenue officers, from time to 
time. The fact is otherwise, and is known to 
be otherwise. With those accounts the Secretary 
could not, without a usurpation of power, inter- 
fere. Nor could he, in any way or manner, inter- 
fere with the specific returns which were made to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

I will endeavor to show to whom those returns 
were to be made, and by whom they were to be 
examined. But before doing this, I will proceed 
and show some further duties the laws of Con- 
gress have imposed upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. By the act of 1789, and by the act of 
the 25th of April, 1812, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is charged with the performance of certain 
duties in relation to the public lands; but the re- 
turns of all sales are made to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. By.the act of 10th 
of February, 1820, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is required to lay before Congress, on the first 
Monday of December, annually, or as soon there- 
after as possible, the statistical accounts of the 
commerce of the United States with foreign coun- 
tries for the preceding year; and, by referring to 
various acts of Congress, it will be found that cer- 
tain, but well defined, duties have been, from time 
to time, imposed upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; but I state, fearless of contradiction, that, 
from 1792 to the present time, there cannot be 
found a single statutory provision requiring the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or giving any author- 
ity to that officer, to supervise the returns of the 
collectors of the customs, or in any way or man- 
ner to control the accounts of collectors and re- 
ceivers. 

But, Mr. President. we are not left in the dark 
upon this subject. While the law has defined 
the duties of the Secretary of the Treasury, it 
has, with equal precision, defined the duties of 
the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. And, first, what was the duty of the First 
Auditor of the Treasury imposed by the express 
terms of the act of 1789? and what were the du- 
ties of the First Comptroller as imposed bythe | 
same act? There can be no mistake in this mat- 
ter. The terms of the act are plain, and whoever 
is disposed may easily understand its provisions; 
and, unless there is a disposition to ‘* pierce the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the sins of others,” 
unless there is a disposition to charge home upon 
him the default of every subordinate officer, the 
inspection and fair consideration of those provis- 
ions cannot fail to produce conviction, that not į 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury is to be 
charged any neglect of official duty, by reason of 
which any portion of the public money has been 
fraudulently diverted to private use. : 

By the act of 1789 it is made the duty of the 
Auditor ‘to receive all public accounts, and, 


cate, to the Comptroller, for his decision thereon: 
i Provided, That if any person whose account shall 
be so audited’ be dissatisfied therewith, he may, 
within six months, appeal to the Comptroller 
against such settlement.?? S z 
- It, therefore; most clearly results that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury can have nothing to do 
| With the receipt, examination, and adjustment of 
| these accounts of the collectors of the customs; 
for that duty is imposed upon the Auditor, by the 
same act which requires the Secretary.of the 
Treasury to submit to Congress.an annual state- 
ment of the public finances. The Auditor isre- 
quired to receive and examinethese accounts; with 
the vouchers; and there is no other officer desig- 
| nated in the acts of Congress to whom: these ac- 
counts, with the vouchers, shall, in the first in- 
stance, be transmitted. They are not only to be 
received and examined with: the vouchers, but 
they are to be adjusted and. audited bythe Audi-~ 
tor; and a certificate of: balance in all cages, with 
the accounts and vouchers, is‘to be transmitted, 
not to the Secretary of the Treasury, for his.re- 
vision, but to the Comptroller, who is to reéxanine 
all accounts settled by the Auditor, and** to cér 
tify the balances arising thereon, *? not to. the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but to the Register, whose 
duty it shall be ‘* to preserve such accounts, with 
their vouchers and certificates;’? and whose fur- 
ther duty it is “ tø transmit to the Secretary of 
the Treasury copies of the certificates of balances 
of accounts adjusted, as is herein directed.” The 
accounts, with the vouchers, are nowhere required 
to be placed with the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
for his examination; but’ simply a certificate of 
balances is transmitted to that officer, to enable 
him not only to make drafts to satisfy the public 
creditors, but also to enable him to make his an- 
nual statement to Congress of receipts and ex- 
penditures. It does seem that this highly vigilant 
and most faithful public officer has been most 
unjustly assailed with reference to this matter. 
again say that, with the accounts and’ the 
vouchers of the collectors of the customs, the 
Secretary of the Treasury has as littie to do as 
any member of this Senate. 1 speak not without 
| some authority upon this matter. The time was 
i when it was supposed that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, from the fact of his being the head of 
the Treasury Department, had an appellate juris- 
diction over this whole subject; and the time was 
when it was supposed that the President of the 
United States, from the fact of his being the 
highest officer under our Government, must neces~ 
sarily possess a controlling influence over the 
decisions of those subordinate officers, the Audi- 
torand the Comptroller; and on sundry occasions 
an appeal has been taken from the decision of 
the Comptroller to the President himsclf; and 
that, too, with reference to these very accounts, 
| the consideration and final decision of which were 
imposed upon the Auditor and Comptroller by 
the express terms of the act of 1789, and which 
duty has not at any subsequent period been in 
i the slightest degree abated or altered. This ap- 
peal to the President drew forth the opinion of 
i the law officer of the Government, in relation to 
the power of the President over. that subject, ac- 
cording to the existing laws of the land. 

I will subjoin the opinion of the then Attorney 
General, Mr. Wirt, and I will also add to that, 
i the opinion of the late Attorney General, Mr. 

: A i 

i Taney, upon the same subject. l'rom their legal 
"opinions, as well as from the language of the act 
| of 1789, there is no room even to doubt that the 
| accounting officers of the Treasury, the Auditor 
and Comptroller, have the sole and the exclusive 
: jurisdiction over this whole subject, and that their 
‘decision is. final, and that it is without the power 
| of any other officer of the Government to alter 
or reverse their decision. Congress,.and Con- 
gress alone, can grant relief, if injustice has been 
| done to the. officer rendering the account. Tbe- 
lieve that in no instance, since the act of 1789, 
has the Secretary of the Treasury undertaken to 
reéxamine the adjudications of the. Comptroller. 
In the language of the ordinance of the Lith of 
September, 1781, “that, when an account is au- 
| dited in the manner described, itshall be reported 

| to the Comptroller; and any person who shall 


į 


after examination, to certify the balance, and 
transmit the accounts, with the vouchers and certifi- 


think himself aggrieyed by ihe judgment of the 
Auditor, shall have the privilege of appealing to 
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the Comptroller. : -In all such appeals, the decision 
of the Comptroller shall be conctusive.”’. Such were 
the provisions incorporated into the act of 1789; 
and in perfect accordance. with those provisions 
has been the opinions of the two Attorneys Gen- 
eral above referred to, 

In October, 1823, Mr. Wirt. gave an opinion, 
showing that the President has not power to in- 
terfere with the duties of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury; and, if the President can exer- 


cise, in pursuance of law, no such power, it will į 
be in vain to urge that such a power of necessity | 
appertains to. the office of the Secretary of the | 


‘Treasury. 

< “ Let-us carry this principle to the laws which regulate 
the settlement of public accounts. In the original organi- 
zation of the Treasury Department (Laws U. S., vol. 2, p. 
48,) the duties of the officers. are designated specifically. 
There was one Auditor and one Comptroller. The duty 
ofthe Auditor. is declared to be to receive all public ac- 
counts, and, after examination, to certify the balance, and 
transmit the accounts, with the vouchers and certificate, 
tö the. Coniptroller, for his‘decision thereon ; with this pro- 
viso; that if any person be dissatisfied therewith, he may, 
within six months, appeal to the Comptroller against such 
settlement. Here the right of appeal stops; there is no 
proviso for an appeal to the President. With regard to the 
Comptroller, it directs that it shall be his duty to superin- 
tend the adjustmentand preservation of al! public accounts, 
to examine all accounts settled by the Auditor, and certify 
the balances arising thereon to the Register ; no right of ap- 
peal from bis decision to the President.” 

Again: 

«Thus, in every instance, the decision of the Comptrol- 
Jer is declared to be final; and it is manifest that the law 
contemplated no further examination, by any officer, after 
such decision. i 

“ How will it be possible for the President to perform 
these great duties, if he is also to exercise the appellate 

ower of revising and correcting the settlements of all the 
Individual accounts which pass through the hands of the 
accounting: officers? Let. it.be remembered that, out of 
the vast multitude of these accounts. which are annually 
settled by these officers, where are very few which are set- 
tied to the entire satisfaction of the claimants; and if every 
dissatisfied claimant has `a right to appeal to the Prosident, 
and to:call upon bim to revise and correct the settlement, 
the President would he constrained to abandon the great 
national objects which are committed to his peculiar care, 
and become the accountant general of the Government. 
Nor, if he should devote himself exclusively to the minor 
object, would he be able to accomplish it: for the whole 
duties of the five Auditora and two Comptrollers would be 
accumulated upon him in the last resort, together with all 
their responsibility for the correctness of the settlements ; 
and, under this responsibility, he would huve to perform, 
singie-handed and alone, the whole work which the Legis- 
lature has found it necessary to partition out among those 
seven officers, aided by their respective retinues of clerks. 

«My opinion is, that the settlement made of the nc- 
counts of individuals, by the accounting officers appointed 
by Jaw, is final and conclusive, so far as the Executive 
Department of the Government is concerned. Tf an indi- 
vidual conceives himself injured by such settlement, bis 
recourse must be to one of the other two branches of Gov- 
ernment—the legislative or judicial.” 


Extract, on the same subject, from an opinion of Roger B. 
Taney, late Attorney General of the United States, dated 
April 5, 1832. : 
tc These laws, ag well, indeed, ns those which preceded 

them on the same. subject, appear to me not to contemplate 

any appeal to the President, and I think, therefore, that the 
decision of the Comptroller in this case is conclusive upon 
the executive branch of the Government, and that the Pres- 
ident does not possess the power to enter into the exam- 
ination of the correctness of the account, for the purpose 
of taking any measures to repair the errors which the ac- 
counting officers appointed by law may have committed. 

The party who supposes that justice has not heen done to 

him, must seek relief in court, when a suit is brought 

against him, or may bring his claim to the consideration or 

Congress ; and these, in my opinion, are the only means of 

redress left to General Taylor, if the accounting officers 

have erred in their decision”? 


But let us examine this matter a little further, 
in order to show that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can have no concern with the rendition, the 
settlement, or the final disposition of these ac- 
counts of the collector. It will appear that he 
has no power over the subject in the event that 
such officers fail to make the returns required by 
Taw. By the act of the 15th of May, 1820, it is 
provided: 


“That when any collector of the revenue, receiver of 
the public money, or other officer, who shall have received 
the public money, before it is paid into the Treasury of the 
United States, shali fail to render his account or pay over 
the same, in the manner or within the time required by 
law, the Comptroller shall cause to be stated the account 
of such collector, receiver of public. money, or other offi- 
cer, exhibiting truly the amount dae to the United States 
and certify the same”— i 


not to the Secretary of the Treasury, but— 


to the agent of the Treasury, who is authorized to issue 
a warrant of distress against such delinquent officer,” 


And under the act of the 29th of May, 1830, 


'| oid systems, when bonds taken for customs were- 


l these statements are required to be made to the 
| Solicitor of the Treasury, for the. self-same ob- 
ject. But in all this proceeding the Secretary of 
ithe Treasury has no concern; and it is done, and 
‘| often done, without his knowledge, certainly with- 
out his direction. The very organization of these 
| respective offices excludes the idea that the head 
of the Department can have any concern with 
l! the examination and disposition of the accounts 
of collectors. While to the office of the Secre- 
tary may be attached ten or a dozen clerks, to 
the office of the Auditor on whom devolves, in 
the first instance, the receipt and examination of 
l accounts with the Government, more than one 
i hundred clerks are attached. And to the office 
! of the Comptroller, whose duty it is to reéxamine 
and ultimately to decide thereon, there is at least 
one fourth of the clerical force-attached to his 
|| office which belongs to the Auditor’s, and double 
of that which belongs to the office of the Secre- 
tary proper. 

In May, 1832, a resolution passed the Senate, 

“ Tyiat the President of the United States be requested to 
cause to be prepared, and laid before the Senate at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, a plan for the 
reorganization of the Treasury Department, with a view to 
! simplify the form of settling and keeping the accounts, and 
of rendering them more intelligible ; of a more equal distri- 
bation of the labor and duties ; and for abolishing some of 
the subordinate branches, and reducing the number af clerks 
in the Executive Departments.” 

This resolution was referred by the President 
to the present head of the Treasury Department; 
and at the commencement of the session of Con- 
gress in 1834, the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury presented a detailed report, recommending a 
reorganization of that Department. Under the 
head of simplifying the forms of settling and 
keeping the accounts, and of rendering them more 
intelligible, the Secretary proposed some import- 
ant changes in the duties of the Auditors and of 
the Comptrollers, with a view to the correction 
of any errors they might commit in the final set- 
tlement of public accounts. He also strongly rec- 
ommended that there should be a commissioner 
of customs, and that the Comptroller should be 
relieved from that particular duty; and that he 
should be charged exclusively with those duties 
appropriately connected with the settlement and 
final comptrolling of accounts with the Govern- 
ment. The creation of such an office, with the 
appropriate duties defined as they were in that 
report, could not fail to impose proper checks in 
the disbursement of the public money, and in 
passing upon public accounts. But the recom- 
mendations of the Secretary were disregarded; for 
it will be found that the bill which was presented 
to Congress, consequent upon that report, did not 
contain the provisions which the Secretary had 
so strongly recommended. Ihave ailuded to this 
fact to show that the attention of Congress has 
been recently directed to this subject; and yet no 
change whatever, in the mode of receiving and 
examining public accounts, has been made. It 
is the same now as it has been ever since 1789. 

There is no doubt that, by a general regulation 
at the Treasury Department, all collectors and 
receivers of the public moneys are requested to 
make monthly returns of the aggregate of the 
receipts and expenditures at their respective of- 
fices, and in the districts where a large amount of 
the public revenue accumulates, weekly state- 
ments of their aggregate balances are requested 
to be made. But, Mr. President, for what pur- 
pose are these statements requested to be made? 
To enable the Secretary to compare them with 
the returns made to the accounting officers, in 
| order to see whether they agree, or, if not, wheth- 
| er they furnish any intrinsic evidence that there 
is a wrong, an attempt to conceal the truth in 
these returns? No, sir; these abstracts, these 
statements of balances, are made to the Secretary 
for a totally different purpose, to enable him to 
discover at once the actual state of the public 
finances; to enable him to determine where he 
can draw, with propriety, to satisfy the public 
creditor, and to furnish him with the means of 
making to Congress his annual financial report. 
For the same purpose, the Secretary requires 
monthly statements of the aggregate amount of 
bonds, in order that he may be enabled to judge 
all the.means of the Department; and, under the 


i 
j 


“ent session. 


twelve, eighteen, and twenty-four months, such 
returns would enable the Secretary to present, 
with great precision, what would be the amount 
of the receipts from those sources in any one year; 
but since 1832, when the credits were reduced to 
three and six months, and when at least twenty~- 
five per cent. of the duties on imports are received 
in cash, it has not been so easy or so certain to 
calculate on the amount of the annual receipts as 
it was formerly, under the old system of exclu- 
sive and of long credits. But it caunot fail to 
impress every man that these returns of balances 
cannot lead to the discovery of fraud where fraud 
exists, or to detect fraud where fraud is purposed. 
The running account with the vouchers are never 
transmitted to the Secretary, for the best of all 
reasons, that he has never been charged with their 
examination and adjustment. 

In the Secretary’s report, to which I have 
already referred, speaking of a possibility thata 
combination among officers, or an accident es- 
caping the vigilance of officers, might lead to an 
improper withdrawal from the Treasury of some 
part of the public money — whereupon he re- 
marked that, to guard against this, it.might be 
advisable to require, by a standing law, what has 
been heretofore, at least on two occasions, (in 
1794 and 1801,) that is, a periodical examination, 
by a committee of Congress, into the actual con- 
dition of the Treasury. That examination, going 
beyond the forms and records—beyond the face 
of al] the accounts kept, and even the publication, 
required by the Constitution, of the receipts and 
expenditures of all public money—should, in a 
special manner, whenever the. slightest suspicion 
exists, extend to a close inquiry into the settle- 
ment of any accounts; the occasion for every 
allowance; therules and extent of all discretionary 
expenditures; the evidences of the actual amount 
of the money in the Treasury; or any other cir- 
cumstance which would tend to detect error, or 
lead to salutary improvements in any of the ex- 
isting jaws.” These all-important suggestions 
wore alike disregarded by Congress. Defaleations 
had alarmingly occurred under former Adminis- 
trations, and to guard against any such recur- 
rence, as well ag to prevent any improper with- 
drawal of the public money from the Treasury, 
the recommendations to which I have referred 
were submitted, and submitted in answer to a call 
from the Senate itself. But there has been since 
no action of Congress upon the subject; and if 
defalcations have arisen, and those. defalcations 
cannot be charged upon any neglect of official 
duty in any public officer, it may fairly be con- 
sidered whether the fault does not lay at the door 
of Congress—whether there has not been a great 
omission of public duty in this respect, on the 
part of the legislative branch of the Government. 
In view of this matter, and in the discharge of 
what they believed to be their duty, most emphat- 
ically urged upon us by recent events, the Com- 
mittee on Finance have presented to the Senate the 
bill now under consideration. I do not propose 
to go into an examination of its details; that has 
already been done; but as a whole, it will furnish 
those guards for the safe-keeping of the public 
money, which have long been wanted. It will 
prevent any appropriation of the public funds to 
private use; it will most effectually lead to the 
discovery of any frauds which may be attempted ` 
by collectors and receivers in making their re- 
turns; and what is of the utmost importance, it 
imposes a severe penalty upon the transgressor, 
Not only will the accounting officers, if this bill 


| shall be passed, be able to detect fraud, but also 


to bring to punishment the offender. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that 
there is law enough, but the fault is in the execu- 
tion. Then, sir, every Administration, from 
1789 to the present period, has been in fault. No, 
sir; there isa want of legislation upon the subject. 
More checks are demanded, and more guards are 
required, to preserve the public money in the 
hands of collectors, for the exclusive use of the 
Government. How stands the fact? What has 
been our history in relation to the defaults of 
public officers? 

I have read the document about which much 
has been said elsewhere in the course of the pres- 
I refer to House document No. 111, 
and which was submitted to the House of Repre- 
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sentatives in January, 1833; and, if J rightly rec- 
ollect, that document contained the names of one 


hundred and fourteen persons who had been col=" 


fectors of the customs, and were returned as pub- 
lic defaulters. Nine tenths of those defaults oc- 
curred under the Administration previous to the 
iast Administration. The laws which the Senator 
has recited were then in full force; they did not 


prevent defaults then; they did not then lead to | 


the discovery of frauds. The same laws cannot 
now effectuate those objects; there is a defect in 
the law, and that defect the present bill is intended 
to supply. Why were not those laws sufficient 
to prevent the defaults of General King, of Mr. 
Wingate, of General Upham, and of Mr. Swan- 
ton? They occurred under the administration of 


force. Why were they not sufficient to detect the 
default of Robert Arnold, who stands recorded as 
a defaulter to thé amount of more than eighty 
thousand dollars, with an official bond amounting 
only to five thousand dollars. This default also 
occurred under the administration of Mr. Adams; 
and, from my recollection, the report states that 
there is no expectation that this amount will be 


reduced by subsequent receipts. I mention these | 
facts to show that the existing acts of Congress | 


are not sufficient to prevent these frauds, and to 
preserve in safety the public money for the use 
of the Government. The imposition is practiced 


in the return itself; and, if the collector of the cus- | 


toms can induce some half dozen clerks to con- 
ceal the fraud, he can make, as he has from time 
to time made, such false returns to the accounting 
officers, and furnish to the Secretary weekly such 
false statements of the aggregate balances as to 
prevent the discovery and the detection of the 
fraud. But pass this bill, and you impose such a 


perfect system of well-ordered checks and guards | 
that no collector, of himself, can make a false re- | 


turn without an immediate discovery of his fraud. 

Up to 1835, a practice prevailed that, when the 
Auditor received tlie quarterly yearly returns from 
the collectors, &c., &c., the clerk in the Auditor’s 
office having these returns in charge, was in the 
habit of handing those returns to a clerk in the 
oflice of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the 
sole purpose of entering the footings, so as to 
show officially to the Secretary the amount of 
available means at the end of ever 
answer the same object, in fact, which the weekly 
and monthly statements to the Secretary from the 
collectors, of the aggregate balances, were in- 
tended toanswer. No vouchers were ever handed 
with these official returns, and no means could 
thereby be afforded to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to detect the fraud, if fraud existed. The 
only way, as I have before stated, of detecting 
the fraud, is by a careful examination and com- 
parison of the accounts with the vouchers at the 
Auditor’s office. 

This practice is now discontinued, and I have 
heard it said, among other things, by way of 
charge against the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
this was done at the instance of the Secretary. 


The practice, sir, was discontinued by the clerk | 
in the Auditor’s office; and, from inquiry, I have | 


not been able to learn that the oldest clerks in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury ever knew 
that these returns from the Auditor’s office were 
made for the purpose of making an examination 
or comparison with any returns which may have 


been made direct to the Secretary himself. No | 


such comparisons were ever made under any Ad- 
ministration. No such returns were ever made 
for any such purpose to the Secretary’s office from 
the office of the Auditor. 

I cannot close my remarks without again re- 
ferring to the House document No. 111, in order 
to show that the existing laws do not afford suf- 
ficient checks and guards, and that further legis- 
lation is indispensably necessary, with a view to 
the security of the public money. That docu- 
ment states that William Brown, a collector at 
New Orleans in 1809, was a defaulter to the 
amount of more than $107,000; and if I have a 
right recollection of that case, he became a de- 
faulter, and had actually absconded before the 
date of the last letter of instructions to him from 
Mr. Gallatin, the then head of the ‘Treasury De- 

artment. Although there had béen some little 
informalities as to the time of making his weekly 


quarter, to | 
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i Mr. Woodbury in his circular, wherein he un- 
the younger Adams, when those laws were in full || 


! copy of Mr. Gallatin’s letter to Mr. Brown: 


f such sum as may remain in your hands; and will continue, | 


i been so often made, and constantly reiterated | 


| any falsities or frauds contained in the return of | 


statement of balances, &c., yet neither from the 
face of the accounts themselves, nor from any 
other source, was the Secretary of the Treasury 
led to suspect that-all was not right in the case of 
this defauiter. 

And.as the present Secretary’s circular to cer- 
tain receivers has been. somewhat severely, and, 
I think, unjustly animadverted upon, I will take 
the liberty to transcribe Mr. Gallatin’s letter to 
Mr. Brown, in order to show that the present 
Secretary has high authority for the course he 
pursued, and that the sentiments, and even the 
language, of Mr. Gallatin, in his letter to Mr. 
Brown in 1809, reproving him for some omissions 
of duty, are very similar to the language used by 


dertook to complain for some omissions of official 
duty, and recommending, properly, in my judg- 
ment, a different course, rather than reporting the 
individual as unworthy of place—and who ought 
at once to be removed from office. I subjoin a 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, December 4, 1809. 

Sir: [have this day received eight weekly returns from 
you, from the Istof July to 3ist August last, with sundry 
other returns, some of which bore the post mark of Novem- 
ber 13. As the standing instructions of this Department 
respecting weekly returns; and the particular instructions 
to you upon that subject, contained in my letter of the 26th 
of June Jast, have not been complied with, T take the lib- 
erty to repeat that it is indispensable that the weekly re- | 
turns should be weekly made, and put in the post office 
immediately after the end of the week to which the return 
relates. 

{ have also this day received from the cashier of the office 
of discount and deposit your receipt for $100,000, taken up 
from him under the authority contained in my letter of the 
9th of March last. It was not my intention, and the tenor 
of that letter implies it, that the whole of this sum should 
be drawn at once; but that, after the moncysin your hands 
were exhausted, you should draw on the bank, from time 
to time, to meet the debentures, as they should be present- 
ed to you for payment. If, therefore, you have not paid 
away, for debentures, the whole of that sum of $108,000, 
together with the sums remaining from your collections, 
and which appear to have amounted, on the 3lst of August, 


to $23,000, you will be pleased, immediately on the receipt | 


of this fetter, to refund to the office of discount and deposit ; 


as fast as any moneys come into your hands, to apply them, 
from week to week, to the reduction of the balance of the 
advance from the bank, until it is wholly repaid. 

I have received no statement of the debentures issued, | 
nor any intimation from you of their amount. From the 
time when the money was taken up by you, I presume 
they were issued in the month of September. No state- 
ment for that month has been received, although the state- 
ment of debentures issued in the subsequent month of Oc- 
tober came to hand by the last mail. Thisis an irregularity | 
which ought not to have taken place. As you are not igno- 
rant of ihe manner in which all your returns te this De- 
partment ought to be made, E must request your particular 
attention that no omissions or irregularities be permitted 
hereafter to occur. 

You will be pleased to acknowledge the receipt of this 
letter by the first mail after its arrival. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Wixtiam Brown, Esq., Collector, New Orleans. 


Mr. President, I have said all that I wish to 
say. My object in rising was to defend the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from charges which had 


against him, on account of some knowledge which | 
it is supposed that officer had of the late defalca- 
tions in New York, in such time as to have ena- 
bled him to expose the fraud, and to have con- 
victed the wrong doer. It has been my purpose 
to show that a faithful and vigilant discharge of 
the appropriate duties of that officer could not, 
by any possibility, enable him to discover or de- 
tect any frauds whick any collector, in his official 
returns, mightintend to practice, I have endeav- 
ored to show that to the accounting officers of 


the Treasury belong, and exclusively belong, not || 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


only the receipt, examination, and final adjust- 
ment of such accounts, but I have also shown ; 
that to the First Comptroller belongs the business ! 
of superintending the collection of the duties on : 
imports and tonnage, and that so specific are the | 
duties of the Secretary of the Treasury, as pointed | 
out by the existing laws, that without undertak- | 
ing at his mere motion to perform the official du- | 
ties of other officers, he could not have discovered 


the collectors of customs or of any of the receiv- 


and if justice shall be done to that distinguished 
officer an that report,as I cannot doubt it will be, 
I have every reason to believe that he will be en- 
tirely exonerated from all blame and from every 
unworthy imputation. lam perfectly aware of 
the nature and character of the charges which 
have been made and circulated against the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with reference to the recent 
defaleations in New York, and with reference to 
other defaults which have recently occurred. 
i But, sir, let the report come; let the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, be faith- 
fully presented to the American people; let party 
prejudice be laid aside, and a just account given 
of these transactions, and I have no doubt that 
it will be discovered: that these charges against, 
and these attacks upon, the public conduct of the 
Secretary have been made without right and with- 
out authority. i > 

It is known to you, Mr. President, itis known 
to me, it must be known to us all, that most ex- 
i traordinary allegations have been made against 
i the Secretary, pending the present session of 
Congress, in this Senate, and out of this Senate. 
If, sir, there was any reliance to be placed on 
popular rumor, if the public journals of the times 
could be regarded as the faithful chronicles of 
passing events, long before this we had a right 
to expect to have had the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury arraigned before this Senate to answer for 
high misdemeanors to be preferred against him 
by the House of Representatives. I have felt 
some solicitude, some anxiety, to have such a 
proceeding instituted against my friend. It would 
be to him the proudest day in his whole life. He 
would then have the opportunity to meet his ac~ 
cusers face to face; and he would then be able to 
show forth that integrity of character, that up- 
rightness of purpose, which belongs to him—to 
| convince his accusers, and to satisfy the Ameri- 
can people of the great injustice done him. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, all that I have to 
i say is, that those who have been so prolific and 
| constant in their charges against the Secretary of 
ithe Treasury, have mistaken their aim; for, not- 
| withstanding the attacks which have been made 
: upon, and which are, day following day, repeated 
| against him on this floor and in another part of 
| this Capitol, but little impression is made abroad. 
: Itis manifest that intelligent and patriotic portions 
| of the community, (while those things are going 
j on here,) are giving to the Secretary the most 
gratifying evidence of their unshaken confidence 
i in him, and of their fixed determination to give 
; support to his public and official acts, 


| 
i 
i SETTLERS IN CREEK INDIAN COUNTRY. 


| REMARKS OF HON. R. CHAPMAN, 


OF ALABAMA, 


Ix tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 25, 1839. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
: Public Lands, reported a bill from the Senate for 
| the relief of certain settlers in the country acquired 
‘from the Creek Indians, who lost their improve- 
: ments, to which they were entitled under the pre- 
i emption law of 1834, by the location of the res- 
| ervations for chiefs and orphans of that tribe, 
| with an amendment. 

Mr. C. said that the amendment reported only 
hanged the phraseology, not the sense, of the 
il; and he hoped it would be concurred in. He 
aid that, as the session was so near a close that 
i this bill might not be reached if ordered to the 
: Committee of the Whole, which was the usual 
; course, he asked the House to consider it at once, 
i since it proposed no appropriation, and therefore 
‘did not, under the rules of the House, require 
: commitment. 


Mr. LINCOLN, having moved to commit the 


c 
b 
Si 


[| bill, insisted that it proposed an appropriation of 


i land, and consequently was embraced within the 
_rule requiring commitment as much as if an ap- 
: propriation of money was proposed. 


ers of the public moneys. 

As the friend of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
I look forward with entire confidence to the pub- 
lication of the report of the committee of inves- 
tigation, who have this whole subject in charge; 


: Mr. CHAPMAN said he lamented the neces- 


sity, at this time, of resisting the motion to com- 
' mit; butas that course would probably, ifadopted, 
; defeat the bill, he was constrained to oppose it. 


: He said that, as the vote on the motion pending 
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would probably decide the fate of the bill, he must 
ask the House to indulge him in making-a.brief 
explanation of its provisions, and the. peculiar 
claim tó relief the thdividuats had for whose ben- 
efit it was intended. He was never disposed to 
waste the time of the House, especially when so 
little remained in which to transact the great 
amount df important pablic business, and would 
promise not to consume as much in. stating the 
merits of the bill, as the: gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts [Mr. Lincony] had in the technical ob- 
‘jection he had made to its consideration at this 
time. : 

‘After the treaty with the Creek:Indians, these 
‘settlers had removed into the territory acquired, 
and ‘made valuable improvements on fertile land. 
‘Sndeed, he had been informed that they are much 
‘the most valuable improvements in the-country. 
At the passage of the preémption law in 1834, 
they were completely embraced within its provis- 
dons; and, at the-time. of the first land sale.in the 
Greek*country, ‘(in January, 1834;) they were 
actually settled: on their improvements. At that 
time, the chiefs’ and orphans’ reserves, author- 
zed by the Creek treaty to be selected, had been 
already Tocated by Colonel Bright, the agent ap- 
pointed for that purpose, but upon unimproved 
though fertile land. After this, and while these 
settlers were peaceably residing on their own im- 
‘provements, not even subject to be divested by 
‘these contingent locations, (for they had been se- 
‘lected by the agent,) that agent was prevailed 
upon to remove the locations he had at first made 
ifor the chiefs and: orphans, and place them on-the 
ogaluable improvements of these-settlers, only ren- 
dered-more-valuable than the lands before located 
on by the labor and expense of these industrious 
‘and enterprising citizens. Mr.C. said it was not 
‘gertain‘but that these injured settlers right have 
successfully ‘resisted the authority and binding 
effect df the change of locations; but they were 
‘tod poor to undertake a controversy so expensive; 
ahid -wero forced to give up their homes, and, with 
ithéir families, geck shelter elsewhere, relying on 
-the justice of this Government to make them com- 
“pensation for their losses. 

‘Mr. C.-said, that very soon after he had the 
honor of holding a seat on this floor, he had 
-brought this subject before Congress, and made 
-a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
‘these settlers. That bill had been again and again 
reported by him to this House, but, lilke many 


other important measures that propose to relieve | 


only one class of citizens, he had found it impos- 
sible to get it directly considered. The bill he 
had reported proposed nothing more than those 
individuals were justly entitled to. But still it 
proposed much more than this. That bill pro- 
posed -an.absolute grant to those settlers of one 
‘quarter section of lard, subject to private entry, 
by paying the fees of office only; or a quarter sec- 
tion of other land not settled upon, at Govern- 
ment price. This bill proposes no grant, but only 
authorizes such’ settlers who establish the facts I 
chave'stated as the ground of their claim by proof, 
itó enter any land at Government price not settled 
upon. 

“The advantage this bilt proposes is inconsider- 
-abje indeed, for in. the country to which they are 
-eonfined, I assure the House, but little land.worth 
More than Government price can ‘be found, if 
any, notnow settled upon. But still they propose 
take this bill, rather than submit to: further de- 
vy yor vet nothing. 

‘Mr. C; said the ‘could show precedents for a 
igrant, without priee, of three hundred.and twenty 
vacres to-each. settler in Arkansas, under similar 
-elroumstanees; but-for: these citizens no such ben- 
cefit is ‘asked, nor, indeed, anything that can pos- 
æibly prejudice the Government, for no land sells 
“Yor: more thana fraction over the minimum price, 
and they are required to pay that much. 
Mr. C. said that ‘on several oceasions this.bill 
‘has passed the:Senate, and hasbeen lost in this 
House, either for want: of time; or forsome:ob- 
ee ‘One-objectian*has been 
eretofore that, under ‘its ‘provisions, -a great 
-many ‘might claim who are ‘not-entitled.. “Fhis 
~bill guards against any ‘such .frauds; however, 
-sinee. the last session, proof has-been made of all 
~whovare entitled, which sis-now.on: your ‘table, 
and the whole: numbertloes not-exoved isixty2or 


i sixty-five. He knew most-of them personally, 
and more honest; industrious, respectable citizens 
cannot be found in:any country,.nor none more 
meritorious. He-was conscious of having most 
earnestly pressed the claims of these citizens, 
‘since he had been a member of this body. No 
opportunity had been suffered to pass unim- 
proved, to obtain for:them that justice he had 
been: satisfied they were entitled to, before he had 
a seat here. ‘He had been less fortunate in this 
House than the able and efficient Senators from 
his State,.in the other, had been in their efforts, 
and consequently some had insinuated a want of 
zeal on his part, in pressing this measure; but he 
would not-regard such insinuations, and.should, 
in despite of them, continue to urge their claims, 

Pending the motion of Mr. Lincoin to: com- 
mit, Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to ‘lay the bill on the table; which motion pre- 
vailed. 


-PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. G. HARRISON, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 15, 1839, 


Vindieating the doctrines and principles contained in 
‘| certain resolutions submitted by him to the select com- 
mittee to whom was referred the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury upon the subject of the public lands. 


The following are the resolutions of Mr. Flar- 
RISON: 


\| Resolved, That the powers of the Federal Government 
-result from the compact to which the. States are parties, 
limited by the plain'sense and intention of the instrument 
constituting that compact, and are no further valid than they 
are authorized by the grants enumerated in the compact. 

2. That State sovereignti¢s are only diminished by powers 
specifically enumerated in this compact, or by such as are 
necessary 10 carry the specified powers into effect. 

3. ‘Phat there being no terms or conditions mentioned in 
the Constitution by which new Stites coming into the Gou- 
federacy should be bound or restricted, each and every 
State, whether now or old, as a member of this Conteder- 


acy, 
deper 
as completely sovereign, to all intents and purposes, as it 


idence, in all respects whatever,” as another; and is 


was, or would have been, had the Union never been formed, 
except only so far as it has given certain rights and powe 


tion, for specified purposes. 


limits of State territory is an unqualified and undeniable 
attribute of sovereignty; and as by the nature of the re- 
served rights, and the terms of the Constitution, no one 
State bas a greater portion of reserved rights than another, 
so no. other power whatever has any right to interfere, hy 
legislative enactment or otherwise, with the property or 
rights of property which lie within the acknowledged limits 
of any of the States, since these are subjects of a local char- 
acter, and appropriate only for tocat legislation. 

5. Resolved, therefore, As the States of this Confederacy, 
“ijn all respects whatever; are equally free, sovereign, and 
independent,” no conditions being imposed or required by 
the Constitution npon those that might be admitted into the 
Union, that all restrictions and conditions upon the new 
States, on their admission, being opposed to the fundamen- 
| tal principles and analogies of the Government, and not 
sanctioned by the Constitution, are null and void; and that 
cach new State, upon being admitted into the Union, being 
y free, sovereign, and independent as the other States, 
in all respects whatever, was absolved, by the act of ad- 
mission, from all terms, conditions, restrictions, aud limi- 
tations whatever, whether under deeds of cession, ordi- 
minces, or eompacts,; and became, ipso facto, the absolute, 
unqualified, and wicontrollable sovereign of the.soil lying 
within its respective limits and jurisdiction. 


Mr. HARRISON said: 
Mr. Sreaxen: In the investigation which I 
propose to make of:the doctrines and principles 


‘the select committee to whom the subject of the 
public lands:was referred, :I. deem it proper to 
state, at the threshold, that no extraneous influ- 
ence whatever induced meto introduce these res- 
olutions, whith ‘have been so unceremoniously 
denounced as “startling, monstrous,and extraor- 
dinary.’’ -I consulted no human being on the 
-subject. I-had no-secret-or disguised object in 
view, éither personal or political. It wasinot-my 
wish or intention that the ‘resolutions should be 
connected with any party, or any influence that 
was now agitating the country; nor did Llook 
forward to any feeling of popular favor that might 
-berattained by their intreduction, since it is ‘my 
-unalterable-determination not to apply-again for 
æseat upon ‘this floor-a : 
p time:T have-yet:tocterve. I have been. actuated 


has t the same rights of freedom, sovercignty, and in- | 


to the General Government, enumerated tu the Constitu- i| 


4, That the right of exclusive jurisdiction to the utmost į; 


set: forth in the resolutions which I submitted to | 


pon: the expiration. of -the 


1 

by higher motives, and influenced by considera- 
tions of a more comprehensive and patriotic char- 
acter. Itis my sober and deliberate conviction 
that these resolutions contain a true exposition 
of the. relative powers and rights of the new 
| States, and advance no doctrine. that is not sus- 
tained by the Constitution, by the early docu- 
| mentary history of the country, and by all the 
| fundamental principles and analogies of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rozert- 
| son] and myself differ widely on the questions 
involved in this subject. Were I to admit hig 
premises, I should-be forced to adopt his conclu- 
sions. But I.go behind all the positions he has 
taken, and contend, and shall endeavor to show, 
that the compacts made between the Generał 
Government and ‘the several States that made 
the cessions, upon which he seems to rely with 
so much confidence, do. not give the power to 
bind and restrict us,as.has been exercised to- 
wards us; that they could not give the powers 
claimed, because, having been-made during the 
existence of the Articles of Confederation, that 
‘instrament positively prohibited, and the Con- 
i stitution of the United States, coming into exist- 
; ence upon the dissolution of the Articles of Con- 
i federation, nowhere authorized, the exercise of 
i such powers. I go further: I not only main- 
ji tain the doctrine that these compacts do not 
| give the powers which are claimed, and if they 
ii did, that they are void, because against the ex- 
| press letter of the Articles of Confederation, 
| which were the peramount law of the land at the 
i time these compacts were made; but also, that it 
i never was the intention of those who framed 
| those articles thatthe Federal Governmentshould 
i have.the power. of owning the lands lying within 
| the limits of a.State: in fact, sir, so far from en- 
| tertaining any such idea, that they did, in the 
| most positive and unequivocal manner, express 
| a contrary intention. And this I will prove from 
li facts that occurred at that period, constituting & 
i: portion of the history of that day, which cannot 
| be met, contradicted, or denied. 

i In the examination of -these resolutions we 

must look closely at the nature and character of 
| our Government, its Constitution, the object and 
extent of the powers granted, and of the rights 


and powers of the several States anterior and 
subsequent to the formation of the Confederacy. 
i It is in this way that I mean to examine the sub- 
ject, and endeavor to establish all the principles 
which I have advanced, 

The Federal Government is the creature of the 
States, made by them for their common benefit; 
and the Constitution of the United States the great 
charter of Federal power, The: beauty of the 
system is, that the Federal Government, having 
been created for certain great national purposes, 
which could not have been attained so well with- 
outa common Union, deriving all its powers from 
the States that formed it, can exercise none but 
such as are-.specifically granted and enumerated 
in the instrument that contains these powers. 
And if we desire to know whether the General 
Government can exercise a particular power, the 
only guide that we have in making such inquiry 
is.the Constitution. The powers, therefore, of 
the General Government are binding, sọ far as 
they are given, and all laws, compacts, treaties, 
and ordinances, made without authority from the 
Constitution, are void. 

In-section third of.article fourth. of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, we find the power 
| that is-given for the.admission of new States. It 
is contained in one short line. Jt says, ‘new 
‘States-may be admitted into the Union.” The 
| language is plain and simple. No power is found 
connected with the power to admit which author- 
izes the General Government to impose conditions 
and restrictions upon the. new States when ad- 
mitted into the Union. Now, as the Constitution 
is aninstrument containing delegated powers only, 
authorizing the Federal Government to exercise 
such alone as-are specifically granted and enu- 
.merated, Lceall upon gentlemen opposed to me on 
this.gubject.to inform me how, and from whence 
-they get the power to impose conditions upon the 
new States, which were not and cannot be im- 
-pesed upon the. original thirteen. Is not the 
power for the. admission. of the new States full 
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and perfect? Was it left unfinished by the wise 
men that made the Constitution? Or did they 
mean that the powercapressly granted of admitting 
new States should carry along with it others of 
a broader and more unlimited character not enu- 
merated in the grant?’ 

The Constitution says, ‘* the powers not dele- 
gated to the United States, by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to 
the States respectively, or to the people.” Now, 
the power to impose conditions upon the new 
States isnot a delegated power—itcannot be found | 
in the Constitution. And if it be not a delegated | 
power, by what authority are these conditions | 
imposed upon us? The compacts, even if they 
intended to give such a power, could not do so, 
asthe powers in the Constitution could not be 
enlarged, altered, or diminished by any compact 
or ordinance whatever, 

With these general remarks upon the character 
and principles'of our Government, I shall pro- 
ceed toa particular examination of those com- 
pacts by which it is contended: the new States are 
bound. Butit may be proper to look into the 
causes which led to these compacts, before ex- 
amining the compacts themselves, as calculated 
to explain the objects which were to be gained. 

Before and during the revolutionary war many |! 
of the States laid claim to a vast extent of vacant |i 
territory. These claims excited murmuring and i| 
discontent among those who had no such claims, | 
or whose claims were not so clear. They con- 
tended that, as the war was carried on by the 
common sacrifice of blood and treasure, the lands 
belonging to the Crown of Great Britain should, |: 
upon the successful issue of the war, become the |! 
common property of all the States, and go to dis- || 
charge the debt incurred by the war. ‘To quiet | 
the discontent that prevailed, and to obviate the || 
difficulties and troubles that were constantly rising |} 
in view, Congress appealed to those States that || 
daid claim to this vacant territory to cede it to the |i 
Federal Government, for the purpose of allaying 
the heartburning which was then corroding the |! 
peace and disturbing the good feeling of the Con- 
federacy. No cession was made before the ap- 
peal of Congress on thé subjects; and it is by 
reference to the acts of Congress alone that we 
can rightly understand the real objects which 
they had in view in appealing to the States to 
make the cession. 

The first movement on this subject was the 
resolution of the 6th September, 1780. This may 
be regarded as the firstdawning of the light which 
afterwards breaks upon usin full blaze from other 
acts that followed. 


“That having duly considered the several matters to 
them submitted, they conceive it unnecessary to examine 
into the imerits or policy of the instructions or declaration | 
of the General Assembly of Maryland, or of the remon- 
strance of the General Assembly of Virginia, as they involve 
questions, a discussion of which was declined ou mature 
consideration, when the Articies of Confederation were de- 
bated ; nor, in the opinion of the committee, can such ques- 
tions be now revived withany prospect of conciliation ; that 
it appears more advisable to press upon those States which 
eau remove the embarrassinents respecting the western 
country, a liberal surrender of a portion of their territorial 
claims, since they cannot be preserved entire without en- | 
dangering the stability of the General Confederacy ; to r 
mind them how indispensably necessary it is to establish : 
the Federal Union on a fixed and permanent basis, and on 
principles acceptable to all its respective members ; how es- 
sential to publie credit and confidence, to the support of our 
Army, to the vigor of our councils and success of our meas- 
ares, to our tranquillity at home, our reputation abroad, to 
our very existence as a free, sovereign, and independent 
people ; that they are fully persuaded the wisdom of the 
respective Legistatures will lead them to a full and impar- 
tial consideration of a subject so interesting to the United 
States, and so necessary to the happy establishment of the 
Federal Union ; that they are confirmed in these expecta- 
tions by a review, of the beforementioned act of the Legis- 
lature of New York, submitted. to their consideration ; that 
this act is expressly calculated to accelerate the Federal |} 
alliance, by removing, as far as depends on that State, the | 
impediment:arising from the western country, and for that 
purpose to yield up a portion of territorial claim for the gen- 
eral benefit: Whereupon, 

Resolved, ‘hat copies of the several papers referred to 
the committee be transmitted, with a copy of thé report, to 
the Legislatures of the several States; and that it be ear- 
ecounnended to those Srates who have claims to 
eru country, to pass each laws, and give their dej- 

g such powers, as may eifectualiy remo 
uly obstacle to a final ratification of the Articles of 
ration; and that the Legislature of Marviand be ! 
requested te authorize their dclegates.in Congress | 
be the said articles.” i 

i 
i 
i 


j 
1 
| 
| 
| 


It is unnecessary to dwell on the language of 


‘States, upon relinquishing their claims, that the 


this report and resolution. The object is mani- 
fest. To pay. the debt incurred by the war, and 
to silence the murmuring that was beginning. to 
break forth into audible and serious complaint, 
was the design of Congress:in- making: the appeal. | 
to the States. On the 10th of October, 1780, Con- 
gress again addressed the States on the subject. 
This resolution, it will be seen, is stronger in its’ 
terms, and more direct in its meaning, than that 
of the 6th September: 

Resolved, That the unappropriated lands that may be 
ceded or relinquished to. the United States by any particu- 
lar State, pursuant to the recommendation of Congress of 
the 6th day of September last, shall be disposed of for the: 
common benefit of the United States, and be settled and 
formed into distinct Republican States, which shall become 
members ofthe Federal Union, AND HAVE THE SAME RIGHTS 
OF SOVEREIGNTY, FREEDOM, AND INDEPENDENCE AS THE 
OTHER STATES; that each State which shall be so formed 
shall contain a suitable extent of territory, not less than one 
hundred nor more than one hundred and fifty miles square, 
or as near thereto as circumstances will admit. Thatthe 
necessary and reasonable expenses- which any particular 
State shall have incurred, since the commencement of the 
present war, in subduing any British posts, or maintaining 
posts or garrisons within and for the defense, or in acquir- 
ing any part, of the territory that- may be ceded or relin- 
quished to the United States, shall be reimbursed.” 

The language here employed is of a most strik- 
ing character. Congress solemnly promises the 


territory so ceded ‘ shall be settled and formed 
into distinet republican States, which shall be- 
come members of the Federal Union, and Have 
THE SAME RIGHTS OF SOVEREIGNTY, FREEDOM, 
AND INDEPENDENCE AS THE OTHER STATES.” 
What were ‘ the rights of freedom, sovereignty, 
and independence” which belonged ‘ to the other 
States’? at that time? How far, and to what ex- 
tent, were the old States free, sovereign, and in- 
dependent, at this particular period in the history 
of our country? ‘ The rights of freedom, sov- 
ereignty, and independence,” which then belonged 
to them, is our inheritance at this day, which can- 
not be taken from us by any power on earth. 
And the compact with Virginia does not conflict 
with, or in any degree impair, the rights here 
mentioned. In truth, it confirms all that was 
promised. The States not yet complying with 
the earnest appeals that had been made, Congress 
again addressed them on the same subject, April 
13, 1783, through the means of a committee ap- 
pointed for that purpose, of which Mr. Madison 
was chairman. Still unsuccessful, Congress made 
another appeal to the States, in the resolution of 
the 29th April, 1784, which is in more precise 
language than the former resolution, as Congress 
explains, in a definite manner, what was intended 
by the resolution of 10th October, 1780. Thisis | 
the resolution: 


“ Congress, by their resolution of September 6, 1780, 


having thought it advisable to pressupon the States having |} 


claims to the western conntry a liberal surrender of a por- 
tion of their territorial claims; by that of the 10th of Oc- 
tober, of the same year, having fixed conditions to which 
the Union should be bound on receiving such cessions; 
and having again proposed the same subject to those States 
in their address of April 18, 1783, wherein, stating the na- 
tional debt and expressing their reliance for its discharge 
on the prospect of vacant territory, in aid of their resources, 
they, for that purpose, as well as to obviate disagreeable j 
controversies and confusions, included in the same recom- 
mendations a renewal of those of September the 6th and 
of Oetober the loth, 1780, which several recommendations į 
have not yet been complied with: 

* Resolved, That the same subject be again presented to 


i of the 29th of April, 1784. 


| 


the same States, (to the attention of,) that they be urged to 
consider that the war being now brought to a happy term- 
ination by the personal services of our soldiers, the supplies 
of property by our citizens, and loans of money from them 
as well as from foreigners, these several creditors havea 
right to expect that funds shall be provided on which they 
may rely for their indemnification ; that Congress still con- 
sider vacant territory as an important resource; and that, 
therefore, the said States be earnestly pressed, by immedi- 
ate and liberal cessions, to forward these necessary ends, 
and to promote the harmony of the Union.” 


I would here call the particular attention of the 
House to the language that is here employed. It 
says: 

“ Congress, by their resolution of September 6th, 1789, 
having thought it advisable to press upon the States having 
claims to the western country, a liberal surrender of a po 
tion of their territorial claims; by that of the 10th October 
of tbe same Fear, HAVING FIXED CONDITIONS TO WHICH TE 
UNION SHOULD BE BOUND ON RECEIVING SUCH cEssions,” 
ec. 

What “ conditions?” By what was the Union 
to be bound on receiving such cessions? Why, 
sir, that new States should be made out of the 
territory soceded, which should be admitted with 


Ho. or Revs. 
‘THE SAME RIGHTS OF FREEDOM, SOVEREIGNTY, 
AND INDEPENDENCE AS THE OTHER States.” This 
was. one of the conditions. The. other was, that 
the territory ceded should constitute a source of- 
revenue to pay the debt incurred by the Revolu- 
tion. Now, if the conditions were fixed by the 
resolution of October, 1780, by which the Union 
should be bound. on receiving these cessions, I 
ask, how can they be altered orchanged? They 
still exist for the benefit of the States that were 
to be carved out of this territory, and which were 
i to be admitted into the Union. These resolutions. 
show not only the motives which impelled Con- 
| gress to ask that the cessions should. be made, 
i but also the consideration which was offered as an 
inducement to the States to make the céssions.. 
These historical facts are particularly important, 
as it is presumable they contain all the reasons 
which influenced Congress to address the States: 
| upon the propriety of making the cessions, and 
especially as they are antecedent to the cessions, 
as well as the Constitution of the United States. 

The cessions, upon. these earnest and repeated 
applications of Congress, were made; ‘and, as it: 
is my object to examine these deeds of cession’ 
with a rigid scrutiny, to discover if thete be any~ 
thing in. them incompatible with the ‘rights of 
freedom, sovereignty, and’ independence” which” 
were promised and guarantied to the States that 
might be admitted into the Federal Union, I shall’ 
take up and comment upon the deed of cession 
made by Virginia, asia sample of the whole. 

In treating of these deeds of cession, it must be 
borne in mind that they were compacts made by. 
and entered into between two parties; and also 
that they were made during. the existence of the 
Articles of Confederation. For, in the examina~ 
tion of these compacts, it will be found that there 
are expressions in them which cannot be under- 
stood without reference to the Articles of Confed- 
cration. 

It cannot be denied that the State making the 
cession had the right to impose the conditions, if 
conformable to the Articles of Confederation, and 
that the Government accepting them could not 
afterwards enlarge, add to, or diminish, the terms. 
of the cession, without the consent of the other 
party. Being a compact between two parties, it 
required the consent of both to make any altera- 
tion. What were the conditions upon which Vir- 
ginia ceded her territory? They were, first, that 
the ceded territory should be laid out into distinct 
republican States, which should be admitted into 
the Union ‘with the same rights of freedom, 
sovereignty, and independence as the. other 
States,” and also that the lands ceded should be a 
common fund for the benefit of the United States, 
to be disposed of according to their usual respect- 
ive proportions in the general charge and expend- 
iture. These are the two important conditions 
mentioned in the compact with Virginia; the first 
conforming to and complying with the conditions 
that were fixed in the resolution of Congress of: 
the 10th of October, 1780, as explained by that 
Jt was upon these 
conditions that Congress accepted the deed of 
cession from Virginia. They cannot be altered 
without the consent of the other party. And if, 
in the course of this investigation, it should be 
discovered that in the acts of Congress adinitting 
new States into the Union, there are other con- 


|! ditions than those contained in the decd of ces- 
li sion, they are null and void, because not au- 
i! thorized by the original deed, and the General 
i| Government had no power whatever, without the 
consent of Virginia, to alter the terms and condi- 
tion of the cession. 

There is one most remarkable feature in this 
deed of cession. Virginia not only cedes all her 
right, title, and claim to the seil, but to the juris- 
diciion. - 

For the purpose of calling the attention of the 
House to this point, I will read the clause that 
contains it: 

“Be it enacted by the General Assembly, That it shalland 
may be lawful for the delegates of this State to the Congress” 
of the United States, or such of them as shall be assembled 
n Congress, and the said delegates, or such of them so ns- 
scinbled, are hereby fully authorized and empowered, for 
xd on behalf of this State, by proper deeds or instruments 
n writing, under their hands and seals to convey, wansier, 
en, and make over unto the United States in Congress 
ssembied, for the beneft of the said States, all right, ttle, 
| and claim, as WaLL OF SOIL AS JÜRISDIĜTION, Whith this 
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Ho. or Reps. 


Commonwealth hath to. the territory, or tract ef country 
Within the limits of the. Virginia charter, situate, lying, and 
being to the northwest of the river Ohio, subject to the 
terms and conditions contained in this before -recited act of 
Congress of the 13th day of September last; that is to say, 
upon condition that this territory so ceded-shall be laid out 
and formed into States, containing a suitable extent of ter- 
ritory, noť less than one hundred, nor more than one hun- 
dred and fifty miles square, or as near thereto as circum- 
stances will admit; and that the States so formed shall be 


distinct republican States, and admitted members of the | 


Federal Union, having the same rights of sovereignty, free- 
dom, and independence, as'the otier States.” 

What was that jurisdiction before the cession? 
When the property, and in possession of the 
State of Virginia, it was full, complete, and ab- 
solute. No other power could limit, restrict, or 
interfere with it. here is it now? Does the 
General Government possess it as full and abso- 
late as Virginia had it before the cession? No, 
sir. None will venture to advance such doctrine. 
Where is it then? It wasathing that existed 
before the cession, and it must still exist some- 
where. Ifit be not found with the General Gov- 


ernment, it must be with the States; and if with | 


the States, how came it there? By compact? 


By any arrangement or understanding between | 


the General Government and the States? None 
of these. I't fell to the States as one of the re- 
served rights, By the magical influence of sover- 
eignty itattached itself to the powers of the States 
as being one that was. not delegated to the Gen- 
eral Government. Inreference to jurisdiction as 
an attribute of sovereignty, Vattel, in his book 
on the law of nations, says: 


“The general domain of the nation over the lands she 
inhabits is naturally conhected with the empire ; for, in es- 
tablishing herself in a vacant country, the nation certainly 
does not intend to possess it in subjection to any other 
Power; and can we suppose an independent nation not 
vested with the absolute command in her domestic con- 
cerns? Thus we have already observed (book 1, sec, 205) 
that in taking possession of a country, the nation is pre- 
sumed to take possession of its government at the same 
time. We shatl here proceed further, and show the natu- 
ral connection of these two rights in an independent na- 
tion. How could she govern herself, at her own pleasure, 
in the country she inhabits, if she cannot truly and abso- 
lately dispose of it? And how could she have the full and 
absolute domain of a place where she bas not the com- 
mand? Another’s soverciguty, and the rights it compre- 
hends, must deprive her oF the free disposal of that place. 
And to this eminent domain, which constitutes a part of 
the sovereignty, (book 1, sec. 244,) and you will the better 
perceive the intipate connection existing between the do- 
main and the sovereignty of the nation, And, accordingly, 
what js calted the Aigh domain, which is nothing but the 
domain of the body of the nation, Or of the sovereign who 
represents it, is everywhere considered as inseparable from 
the sovervignty. 

“The sovereignty united to the domain establishes the 


jurisdiction of the nation in her territories, or the country | 


that belongs to her. It is her province, or that of her sov- 


ereign, to excraise justice in all the places under her juris- | 


diction, to take cognizance of the crimes committed, and 
the differences that arise in the country.” 

Here, sir, we havea definition given of the 
term ‘ jurisdiction,” such as must satisfy every 
one does not belong to the General Government 
over lands which it claims, lying within the lim- 
its of a State. And it is clear that the exercise 
of such a power on the part of the Government 
would utterly annihilate every vestige and fea- 
ture that characterize a State. Mr. Henry, in 


the debates of the Virginia Convention on the; 


adoption of the Federal Constitution, speaking 


on the subject of giving up the navigation of the | 


Mississippi, says: 

“ France has guarantied to us our sovereignty, and all its 
appendages. Whatare its nppendages? Are not the riv- 
ers and waters that wash the shores of a country append- 
ages inseparable from the right of sovereignty?” 


Governor Randolph, in the same debate, suid: 


“Tt will, moreover, be contrary to the law of nations to 
relinquish territorial rights. There is a prohibition natu- 
rally resulting from the nature of things, if being contradic- 


tary and repugnant to reqson and the law of nature and na- | 


tions to yield the most valuable right of a community, for 
the exclusive benefit of one part eae YJ 


Mr. Nicholas also said: 


“ The deprivation of territorial rights was obviously re- 
pugnant to the law.of nations.” 

But, sir, I have still other authority of a high 
character, bearing direetly on the point, to which 
I would particularly call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr.-Parxer,] who 
was a member of the select committee to whom 
this subject was referred, as the authority I am 
about to read is a decision of the supreme court 
of the State of New York, delivered by Chief 
Justice Spencer. The case was this: a murder 


was committed at Fort Niagara, lying within: the 
limits of the State of New. York. The man was 
tried for the murder, found guilty, and sentenced 
according to the laws for the crime he had com- 
mitted. The case was taken up to the supreme 
court, upon the ground that the State authorities 
| had no jurisdiction of the case, inasmuch as the 
crime was committed at a place which was the 
property of the United States. IF wiil now read 
that part of the decision which relates to the 
point in-question: 

“Their possession of this post must be regarded, there- 
fore, as a possession for the State, not against it; it was àa 
| friendly occupation, not in derogation of our rights; and 
| we regard it as a fundamental principte that the rights of 
sovereignty are never to be taken away by implication. In 
the case of the United States vs. Bevans, (3 Wheaton, 388,) 
Chief Justice Marshall said : ‘ The power of exclusive legis- 
lation, under the eighth section of the first article of the 
| Constitution, which is jurisdiction, is united with cession 
of territory, whieh js to be the free act of the States? The 
correctness of this remark is fully udmitted ; and if the Uni- 
| ted States had the right of exclusive legislation over the 
|| fortress of Niagara, they would have also exclusive juris- 
diction ; but we are of opinion that the right of exclusive 
legislation within the territorial limits of any State can be 
acquired by the United States only in the mode pointed out 
‘tin the Constitution—Ly purchase, dy consent of the Legisla- 


i 
i 
1 
i 
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of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
buildings, ‘Vhe essence of that provision is, that the State 
shall freely cede the particular place to the United States, 
for one of the specific and enumerated objects. "This juris- 
diction cannot be acquired tortuously, or by disseism of the 
State; much less can it be acquired by mere occupancy, 
with the implied or tacit consent of the State, when sueh 
occupancy is for the purpose of protection. 

«The third section of the fourth article of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is clearly adapted tothe territorial 
rights of the United States, beyond the limits or boundaries 
of any of the States, and to their chattel interests, and it 
therefore drops the expression of exclasive legislation.” 


Now, sir, I would ask if anything could be 
stronger, or more directly in point than this which 
I have just read? The court not only takes the 
ground that there is but one way in which the 
Government can acquire or hold lands within the 
limits of a State, which is by consent of the 
State; but also, that this acquisition must be for one 
of the specified and enwnerated purposes mentioned 
‘| in the eighth section of the Constitution of the United 
States. And they say that the third section of 
the fourth article has clearly a reference to the 


|| or plainer than this? Am I not sustained in the 
i| broadest position I have taken in my resolutions. 
l feel confidence, by such high authority, that 


i! power of ridicule, as well as the mortification of 
‘| defent. 


in this deed of cession. It is: 


‘edhat all the lands within the territory so ceded to the 
United States, and not reserved for, or appropriated to, any 
of the before mentioned purposes, or disposed of in boun- 
{| fies to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall 
be considered a common fuud for the use and benefit of 


i 
H 

| Confederation or Federat alliance of the said States, Vir- 
i ginia inclusive. according to their usual respective propor- 
i 
i 
i 


tions in the general charge and expenditure, and shall be 
faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and 
for no other use or purpose whatsoever: Provided, That 
the trust hereby reposed in the delegates of this State shall 
not be executed, unless three of them, at least, are present 
i in Congress.” 
{| ‘To understand this rightly, we must go back 
to the time when the Articles of Confederation 
were the paramount law of the land, and look at 
| the state of things that existed at this particular 
period of our history. ‘The eighth article of the 
Articles of Confederation says: 


i 


« All charges of war, and all other expenses that shalt be 
| ineurred for the common defense or general welfare, and 
allowed by the United States in Congress assembled, skali 
be defrayed out of a common Treasury, which shall be sup- 
| plied by the several States, in proportion to the value of all 
| the land within each State, granted to, or surveyed for,any 
person, as such land, and the buildings and improvements 
thereon, shall be estimated, according to such mode as the 
United States in Congress assembled shall, from time to 
time, direct and appoint. 

« The taxes for paying that proportion shall be laid and 
levied by the authority and direction of the Legislatures of 
the several States, within the time agreed upon dy the Uni- 
ted States in Congress assembled.” 


This explains the expression in the deed, “< ac- 


the general charge and expenditure.” Each State 
was- to pay its proportional part of the expenses 
of the Government, according to the proportion 


ture af the State in which the same shall be, for the erection | 


territorial rights of the Government beyond the Limits | 


of the States, Sc. Sir, can language be stronger i & . 
S i $ Les ae mo l State, had one been admitted, would have come 


| animates to the struggle, and lifts me above the | 


|. T come now, sir, to the last important condition | 


such of the United Stites as have become members of the | 


cording to their usual respective proportions in | 


mentioned in this article, and the State, not the 
Government, as is now the case, alone had the 


right of levying and collecting the taxes necessary 


to pay her proportion. Now the part just quoted 
from the deed of cession did not mean, and docs 
not say, that the Federal Government should 
have the power to hole lands within the limits of 
a State; for the ninth article of the Conferation, 
which expressly says that ‘the territory of no 
State shall be taken for the benefit of the United 
States” forbids it. Al that was meant by it was, 


; that the proceeds of the land sold, lying ‘ê beyond 


the limits of the States,” should go into the gen- 
eral Treasury, according ‘to their usual respective 


| proportions in the general charge and expendi- 
j ture. 


> Suppose, then, a new State had been ad- 


mitted into the Union during the existence of the 
Articles of Confederation, what would have been 
the extent of her sovereignty? Exactly that which 
was the extent of the sovereignty of one of the 
old States. And how could this have been ascer- 
tained?. By a reference alone to the second and 
ninth articles of the Confederation. The second 
article says: 

“ Bach State retains its sovereignty, freedom, and inde- 
pendence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right, which 
is not, by this Confederation, EXPRESSLY DELEGATED l0 the 
United States in Congress assembled.”? 

And the ninth article says: 

“ Provided also, That no STATE shall be deprived of ter- 
ritory for the bencfit of the United States.” 

Can any language be used more direct and 
pointed than that found in the two articles quoted, 
to show that a State coming into the Union under 
the Confederation, would be equal in all the at- 
tributes of sovereignty with the old States, and 
that the territory of no State could be taken for 
the benefit of the United States? In other words, 
that the Federal Government had no power to 
hold lands within the limits of any of the States. 
The compact, if it is supposed to conflict with 
the Articles of Confederation, could give no new 
power, nor alter in any manner whatever the 
powers which had been vested in the Federal 
Government by the Confederation. The sover- 
cignty of no State, therefore, could have been 
limited, as the Confederation did not permit it, 
and the deed of cession or compact with Vir- 
ginia did not and could not grant it; and the new 


into the Confederacy with “the same rights, of 
freedom, sovereignty, and independence as the 
other States.” If further proof is wanting on 
this head, 1 have that at hand which, it seems to 
me, is conclusive and irresistible beyond the 
power of human contradiction, After the adop- 
tion of the Confederation, several of the States, 
not satisfied with many of its provisions, made 
objections to joining the Confederacy, and con- 
sequently remained out of it for some length of 
time. Among these were Rhode Island and New 
Jersey, who seemed to object particularly to that 
clause of the ninth article of the Confederation 
which says: 

Provided, also, That no State shall be deprived of ter- 
ritory for the benefit of the United States.” 


The objection of Rhode Island, is as follows: 


“In the ninth article, at the end of the second paragraph, 
after the words ‘for the benefit of the United States,’ add 
t provided, nevertheless, that all lands within these States, 
the property of which, before the present war, was vested 
in the Crown of Great Britain, or ont of which qnit-rents 
arise, payable to said Crown, shall be deemed, taken, and 
considered as the property of these United States, and be dis- 
posed of and appropriated by Congress for the benefit of the 
whole Confederacy, reserving, however, to the States within 
whose limits such Crown lands may be, the entire and com- 


| plete jurisdiction thereof? ” 


Rejected—ay 1, noes 9. The objection of New 
Jersey is in the following language: 


& The ninth article provides that no Slate shall be deprived 
of territory for the benefit of the United States. Whether 
we are to understand that by territory is intended any land, 
tho property of which was heretofore vested in the Crown 
of Great Britain, or that no mention of such land is made 
in the Confederation, we are constrained to observe that the 
present wat, as we always apprehended, was undertaken 
for the general defense and interest of the contederating Col- 
onies, now the United States. it was ever the contident 
expectation of this State that the benefits derived from s 
successiul contest were to be general and proportionate’ 
and that the property of the common enemy falling in eon- 
sequence of a prosperous issue of the war, would belong to 
the United States and be appropriated to their use. Weare 
therefore, greatly disappointed in finding no provision for 
empowering the Congress to dispose of such property, but 


| especially the vacant and unpatented lands, commoniy called 
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the Crown lands, for defraying the expenses of the war and 
for such other public and general purposes. The jurisdic- 
tion ought, in every instance, to belong to the respective 
States within the charter or determined. limits of which such 
tands may be seated ; but reason and justice must decide 
that the property which existed in the Crown of Great Brit- 
ain, previous to the present Revolution, ought now to be- 
long to the Congress, in trust for the use and benefit of the 
United States. They have fought and bled for it in propor- 
tion ¢o their respective abilities; and, therefore, the reward 
ought not to be predilectionally distributed.” 

These objections were made and rejected in 
1778. Here, sir, we find the text of all the speeches 
and reports which have been made from that day 


to this on the subject of the public lands. 


marrow of all that has been said and urged in 
favor of the old States to what are called the pub- 
He lands. Mark the language that is used. They 
are willing that jurisdiction, entire and complete, 
shall belong to the States in whose limits the lands 
may lie, but they require that the property in the 
soil shall be the common property ofall the States. 
If this ninth article did not forbid that any other 


power should hold a property in the soil of a State, | 


why object to it? Ifit be said that it was meant 
to apply to those States that had large claims to 
vacant territory, what is there in this or any other 
part.of the Confederation that forbids the same 
application to a new State, had one been admitted 
during the existence of the Confederation? It 
applied equally to all; there was no exception, 
and these States knew the fact; and therefore it 
is that we find them urging in such earnest and 
pathetic strains the claims which they considered 
they had to this vacant territory, and which, by 
this article, was unjustly withheld from them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON said, as he did not desire 
to reply to the gentleman from Missouri, he hoped 
he should be allowed to correct the extraordinary 
misapprehension into which the gentleman had 
fallen in regard to the effect of the proviso in the 
ninth article of the Confederation and the deeds 
af cession. 

Mr. HARRISON assenting, 

Mr. ROBERTSON proceeded. 


subsisting among the States in the carly period 
of our revolutionary struggle, on the subject of 
the western lands, because I considered those dif- 
ferences finally adjusted by the compacts of ces- 
sion and the Federal Constitution. It was imma- 
terial whether the lands belouged to this Govern- 
ment or tothe States which claimed them, since, 
in either case, the terms of the compacts and the 
provisions of the Constitution must be carried 
into effect. Butif the gentleman will go beyond 
these instruments, he will find that Virginia 
claimed all the lands within the limits of her an- 
cient charters long before the Confederacy was 
formed; and actually proclaimed these as her 
rightful boundaries in her State constitution, 
adopted prior ta the declaration of American in- 
dependence. Barly in 1778, her Legislature au- 
thorized the raising of a regiment for the defense 
of her western frontier. Colonel Clark was ap- 

ointed to command it, and reduced the forts of 

askias and St. Vincennes, both of them, at the 
time, in the possession of the British, adding the 
right by conquest to that by grant. The Articles 
of Confederation were signed in July, 1778. In 
resisting the pretensions of the other States, Vir- 
ginia denied that the United States held any ter- 
ritory, but in right of some one State, and relied 
on the proviso in the ninth article, referred to by 


the gentleman from Missouri, as reserving her |j; 
|| &e, 


sovereignty and jurisdiction within her limits. 


Without that proviso, she would not have acceded | 


to the Confederacy. 
gentleman from Missouri should rely on that or 
any other article of the Confederation to defeat 
the rights it was intended to secure, more espe- 
cially when, as he himself tells us, that article 
was objected to by some of the States, and their 
cbjections overruled with but one dissenting 
voice. 

There is nothing in the Articles of Confedera- 
tion to sustain the argument that all the lands 
within the limits of the States belong to the State 
in which: they be. The expression is, that no 
State shall be deprived of territory for the benefit of 
the United States. But that is a very different 
proposition. The territory within the new States 
was ceded to the United States before those new 


The 
objections of these States are the very pith and | 


I purposely | 
avoided, sir, all commentary upon the differences | 


And it is strange that the | 


j 


| which Í entertain for the delegation from that 
State, and the respect which I would wish always || 


United States, and their disposition of it conse- j 
quently does not deprive any State of territory; 
since no State can be deprived of what does not 


We must comply with the conditions of the grant 
or restore the property. But, sir, the Articles of 
Confederation were abrogated by the Federal 
Constitution, which, as I have shown, ratified 
the compacts of cession. The ordinances made 
under those compacts, the very terms òn which 


and their own State constitutions, all declare that 


sition of the soil by the United States. 
obligation then, sir, be more binding? 

Nor is there anything in the objections of New 
Jersey and Rhode Island, referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, to support bis idea that 
the Federal Government cannot hold lands within 
a State. If anything, they prove exactly the 
reverse. Those States proposed that a cession 
| should be made of the soil to the Confederacy, 

the States making it to retain the jurisdiction. 
This offer was evidently intended as a concession 
to induce a surrender. It was not accepted. 
But the offer itself proceeds upon a ground at 
war with the principle asserted by the gentleman | 
from Missouri; for it necessarily supposes that | 
the right of soil might be in the United States as 
to lands within the limits of a State, while the ; 
State retained the right of jurisdiction. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman’s explana- 
tion, I think, does not avail him. It was before | 
Congress that the objections of Rhode Island and | 
New Jersey were made, who alone had the right 
to determine upon the matter. They rejected the | 
objections; and stronger negative testimony can- | 
notbe brought, in my opinion, to show the clear | 
intention of Congress that no such power was 
granted by the Confederation as that claimed by 
the gentleman. But, sir, E cannot now digress 
to notice the gentleman’s explanation further at 
this time. I must resume the subject where I 
left off when the gentleman asked me togive way. 
I was then speaking, I believe, of the objections 


san any 


the objections of this State—a most strange and 
extraordinary circumstance — which must lead 
the mind irresistibly to the conclusion, that the | 
views which I have taken on this subject are cor- ; 
rect; and in inviting the attention of the House 
and of the country to the fact to which I have 
just alluded, I must say that the personal regard 
| 


to show to the States of this Confederacy, forbid 
me from using that language which the occasion 
would otherwise call for, and justify. Sir, what | 
is the spectacle now exhibited by the State of | 
New Jersey before this nation and before the | 
world? Why, sir, that she is guilty of a sup- 
pressio veri in a report made during this very 
winter, by her Legislature, upon the subject of ; 
the public lands, in which, in pretending to quote 


three of the most important lines in that objection. 
And these lines, Mr. Speaker, are in the middle 
of the objection, before and_after which she goes on | 
to make the quotation. The lines left out com- 
mence at the words “ the jurisdiction,” &c.,and 
go to the word *‘ but,” inclusive, which imme- 
diately precedes the words ‘‘ reason and justice,” 
Sir, is this fair play? Is it honorable for a 
sovereign State of this Confederacy to be guilty 
of such an artifice? 

Mr. RANDOLPH asked leave to explain. 

Mr. HARRISON yielding the floor, 

Mr. RANDOLPH said, lest he might not have 
another opportunity, he would ask leave to ex- 
plain. He said he had not observed the discrep- 
ancy noticed by the gentleman from Missouri 
| till this moment; yet the explanation was obvi- ; 
ous. The report of 1839 purports to give a mere 
| “extract” from ‘a statement of reasons” of the 
| Legislature ;of 1778, against ratifying the Arti- 
cles of Confederation; it neither gives the com- 
; mencement nor conclusion of the sixth objec- 
Í tion, but, beginning in the middle of a sentence, 


| 
| 
| 


it quotes only so much of the objection as refers 
to the reason thereof, leaving out the three lines ! 


States were created. It belonged then to the | 


belong to it. These deeds of cession were equally | 
las obligatory as the Articles of Confederation, 


the new States have been admitted into the Union, |; 


they shall never interfere with the primary dispo- 


of New Jersey. There is one fact connected with || 


the objections made by her in 1778, she leaves out |; 


relating to what had been a vexed question, viz: 
where the jurisdiction over the public lands 
should be. That, the Legislature thought, had 
nothing to do with the object of the quotation, 
nor, in’ fact, since the cession of the States and 
the adoption of the Constitution, with the sub- 
ject-matier of the objection itself. Her only 
omission,.then, is that of two inverted commas, 
which would have divided the quotation instead 
of leaving it entire. i of 

Mr. HARRISON. I am aware, sir, that the 
j question made by the late Legislature of that 
State does not commence with the sixth objec- 
tion, nor end with it. But, fromthe place whera 
the quotation was commenced, down to the con- 
clusion ofit, the whole ofthe objection is continuous, 
in language and meaning, and therefore import- 
jant. AndI am sure that no disinterested mind 
can look at the omission without readily seeing 
that it was purposely made. She had the best of 
all reasons for making the omission, for the lines 
that were omitted contained the essence of the 
doctrines I am now contending for, which she 
found to be a stumbling-block to the great object 
she had in view. Sir, the conduct of the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey, on this occasion, fortifies 
me in all my views, and gives me the strongest 
assurance in the force and power of my positions 
by the tacit acknowledgment she had thus secret- 
ly made. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the ordinance of 1787 is re- 
ferred to, and is made to cuta conspicuous figure 
in this debate. This, as well as the compact, is 
relied upon asa source from whence the power 
is derived of stripping the new States of those 
rights of freedom, sovereignty, and independence, 
which belong to the other States. This, too, like 
the deed of cession from Virginia, was made 
during the existence of the Confederation, and had 
an immediate reference to it, as will be seen upon 
examination of some of the striking and import- 
ant provisions of that instrument. 

I do not mean to assert the doctrine that the 
ordinance, upon the adoption of the Constitution, 
became null and void; nor will I admit, as some 
contend, that it is not only binding, but wnalter- 
able, in its provisions. It is immaterial to me, in 
this discussion; in what light itis regarded. In 
either point of view, my purpose will be equally 
answered. But | must confess it isa strange doc- 
ument to be called a compact; for “4 it is ordained 
and declared that the following articles shall be 
considered as articles of compact between the 
original States and the people and States in the 
said Territory, and forever remain unalterable, 
unless by common consent,” &e. Itis not de- 
clared to be a compact made between two existing 
parties, able and competent to contract, but sim- 
ply ordained that ‘* the following articles shall be 
considered as articles of compact,’’&c. It is, be- 
i sides, a very strange idea that a compact can be 
made by one party only; for me people ‘in said 
Territory” were not represented; they had no 
agent to act for them; none that could attend to 
and take care of their interests; and as for the 
States “in said territory,” there was not one in 
existence at the time; so that the General Gov- 
ernment, in the usual exercise of its kind and pa- 
ternal care, made a compact with a party that had 
no existence; and most amply provided, I must 
in candor confess, for its own particular interests 
in the outrages which it committed, in anticipa- 
tion, upon the rights of the States that were yet 
to come into the Union, and for whose admission 
such liberal and generous provisions were so am- 
ply provided. 

But, sir, good or bad, binding or not, I main- 
tain that this ordinance, so far as it conflicts with 
the deed of cession, or imposes restrictions not 
to be found in the deed of cession, is void; be- 
cause, the deed being a compact made between two 
parties, it cannot be altered, in any respect, with- 
out the consent of the other party. Independ- 
ently of this, the new States have a right to de- 
mand the fulfillment of your promises according 
i to the letter of your bond, and you cannot escane 
| by falling back upon powers which it requires no 
ingenuity to prove are arbitrary and tyrannical. 
The simple question in this stage of our investi- 
gation is, does the ordinance impose conditions 
not found in the deed of cession? This no one 
can doubt or deny, as the fourth article not only 
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prohibits the new States from interfering with the. 
primary disposal of the soil, but actually takés 
from them the privilege of imposing a tax upon 
the lands claimed by the Government—a right 
that has always been regarded as an inherent at- 
tribute of sovereignty. These restrictions are 
directly opposed to all that is contained in the 
deed of cession, and, I contend, are void, because 
not authorized by that instrument, nor imposed. 
with the consent of Virginia. - 

That the consent. of Virginia is necessary to 
make any changein her compact with the Govern- 
ment, is conclusively proven by the fact, that the 
Government, wishing to alter the terms of the 
deed, applied to the State of Virginia for that pur- 
pose, and her consent was obtained: Here, sir, 
13 the resolution of Congress in which the appli- 
cation I speak of was made: 

: “Resolved, : That it be, and it hereby is, recommended to 
the Legislature of Virginia to take into consideration their 
act of cession, and revise the same so far as to empower the 
United States in Congress assémbled to make such a division 
of the territory of. the United States, iying northerly and 
westerly of the river Ohio, into distinct republican States, 
not more than five, nor less than three, as the situation of 
that country and future circumstances may require; which 
States shall hereafter become members of the Federal 
Union, and have the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, 
and independence, A3 THE ORIGINAL STATES, in conformity 
with the resolution of Congress of the 10th of October, 
1780.99 

Virginia gave her consent in an act of her Le- | 
gislature of the 30th December, 1788, allowing 
the alteration only which is to be found in the 
fifth article of the ordinance. Why was it neces- 
sary to apply to Virginia to have this alteration 
made, if the compact was not equally binding 
upon both parties, and could not be changed or 
altered without the consent of both? If it was 
necessaty to make the application to have an 
alteration made in one particular, is it not equally 
incumbent to make a similar application to have 
any others made? If the ordinance altered the 
deed of cession, or undertook to extend and en- 
large its powers, the proposition is clear to my 
mind that not only iy the ordinance void, so far 
ag the alteration goes, but the ordinance itself, 
supposing it to be n compact, upon every acknowl- 
edged principle of construction within the range | 


of civil and nadonal jurisprudence, is also void, 
for having violated the solemn engagements of | 
the deed of cession, which were unrepealed, still | 
id full force and effeet, and which were prior in | 
point of time, and paramount in its obligations, | 
to this ordinance. 


But admitting that the ordinance is binding: if || 


binding in part it is binding for the whole, and if 
MOINEAU] a ` 

binding upon us, so also is it upon the General 
Government; for, according to the doctrine of 


some gentlemen, itis unalterable without common 
consent, and this consent has never been given, | 
Now, let us test it according to this doctrine, and | 
sec how far it is compatible with the change pro- 
duced in the Government by the adoption of the | 
Constitution, and what are, in fact, the present ! 
rights of thenew States under this unalterable and 
unaltered compact. To show this point clearly, 
and the consequences of this preposterous doc- 
trine, [ must call your attention to a portion of 
the fourth article of this instrument: 


therein, shall forever remain a part of this Confederacy 
&e. The inhabitants and settlers in the said territory shat 
bé'subject to pay n partof the Pederal debts contracted o 
to be contracted, and a proportional part of the expenses o 
Government, to be apportioned on them by Congress, ac- 
cording to the same common rule and measure by which ap- 
portioninents thereof shall be made on the other Slates, and 
the taxes for paying their proportion shall be laid and levied 
by'the duthority aid direction of the Legislature of the dis- 
trict ọr districts; or mew States, as in the original States, 
within the time agreed upon by the United States in Con- 
giess assembled.” 

The mode here .mentioned.of levying and col- 
lecting taxes is-the mode adopted by the Confed- j 
eration; and if the ordinance be unalterable, that 
is the only móde now by. which taxes can be | 
raised. off of the new States. The alternative is 
inevitable. The change in the character of the 
Government praduced, by the- adoption of the | 
Constitution, according to the doctrine that the 
ordinance is unalterable, did not, and could not, 
affect this article, because there is no. clause jn. 
the Constitution which specifically alluded to and 
altered. the provisions. of this article; and the. 
Constitution of the United States, if it did not | 


i 
Y 
f 


affect the ordinance as an integral thing, did not, 
therefore, affect it in any of its parts. If it be 
true, therefore, that the ordinance is unalterable, 
Task why is it you have not complied with the 
provisions in this article, which you bound your- 
selves to perform, and which was required of yow 
by all that is sacred in the obligations that flow 
from reciprocal engagements? Itis you that have 
disregarded plighted faith and your own solemn 
stipulations. 

ut this ordinance is inconsistent with itself. 
It says, in one part, that ‘‘ whenever any of the 
said States shall have sixty thousand free inhab- 
itants therein, such State shall be admitted, by | 
its Delegates, into the Congress of the United 
States, on an equal footing with the original States, | 
IN ALL RESPECTS WHATEVER.” And in another : 
part, it not only contains the prohibition that the 
new States shall not interfere with the primary 
disposal of the soil, but asserts, in imperious 
language, that ‘€ no tax shall be imposed on lands 
the property of the United States.” Does this 
arbitrary edict, forbidding the new States from 
exercising one of the highest and most unques- 
tionable attributes of sovereignty, place us “on 
an equal footing with the original States, in all 
respects whatever?” Js the power to tax, of the 
original States, limited or restrained in any par- 
ticular? Can it be done? Has the General Gov- 
ernment the power to Jay even the smallest re- 
stricuions on their right to do so? If such a power 
does exist, with what propriety can it be said 
that we are upon “ an equal footing in all respects 
whatever with the original States??? The prac- 
tical explanation which you have given of this 
stipulation, renders it supremely ridiculous to 
every intelligent and disinterested mind. * 

As the Articles of Confederation expired with 
the birth of the Constitution, it becomes a grave 
question how far the adoption of the Constitution 
affected the condition of things which existed 
under the Confederation. That the change most 
materially affected the relative powers and rights 
of the States and the Federal Government, will 
not be disputed. ‘The powers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, like those under the Confederation, being 
granted only, were greatly enlarged. That the | 
change which the formation of the Constitution 
produced in the character of the Federal Govern- 
ment, altered also the nature of the relations 
which subsisted with the Government under these 
compacts, is, to my mind, equally clear. To 
comprehend this rightly, we must take a survey 
of the objects contemplated by the change; of the 
powers that were granted; the rights that were 
affected, and the consequences that were pro- 
duced. 

The Constitution, like the Articles of Confeder- 
ation, js an instrument containing powers granted 
for specific and enumerated purposes, only more 
fulland extensive than those in the Confedera- 
tion, ‘The second article of the Confederation 
says: 

“Faeh State retains its sovereignty, freedom, and inde- | 

pendence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right, which | 
is not by this Confederation expressly delegated to the Uni- | 
ted States in Congress assembled”?— 
—showing conclusively that no power could be 
i claimed or exercised unless ‘ expressly dele- 
gated.’’ ‘The clause in the Constitution differs 
in language only. It says: 

«The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
| to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Both instruments contain none but delegated į 
powers, allowing the exercise of such only as 
were expressly mentioned and enumerated. And 
the peculiar and striking characteristic of both is, 
that they were the creatures of another power, 
and had, and could have had, no existence until 
called forth by the fiat of the States that formed 
the Confederacy. 

Now, in reference to the compacts so often al 
luded to, had it been the intention of the framer: 
of either to retain and exercise the power of own 
ing and disposing of the Jands lying within the 
limits of a State, it would have been expressed 
in so many words, in terms-that could not have 
been misapplied and language that conid not 
have been misunderstood. . There was every in- 
ducement to be explicit; they were framing an į 
instrument that was to contain a grant of powers | 


T : 
for specific and:enumerated purposes; and were, 


at the same time; embodying in the same instru- 
ment the powers that were necessary to carry out 
and accomplish the great objects for which the 
Confederacy was formed. 

If it was intended that the General Govern- 
ment should hold a property in the soil within 
the limits of a State, how easily could: it have 
been so expressed, especially as the ninth article 
of the Confederation had prohibited the territory 
of any State being taken for the benefit of the 
United States. This wasa strong reason why, 
if they meant that such a power should belone 
to the Federal Government, it should have been 
expressed. plainly and unequivocally in the Con- 
stitution as one of the powers belonging to the 
Government. 

In fixing and defining the grants and limita- 
tions of power between the two, could anything 
have been more just and prudent than the expli- 
cit avowal on the part of the framers of the Con- 
stitution, that this was a necessary power, and 
should belong to the Federal Government? Cer- 
tainly not. And the omission to make this one 
of the specific and enumerated grants of power, - 
is conclusive that it was not asked for, and never 
was intended to be claimed, 

I have thus, so far as relates to the grant of 
the power in question, been reasoning from anal- 
ogy. I will now recur to historical facts to show 
that it never was the intention of the fathers of 
the country to give such a power to the Federal 
Government as the one now claimed, 

In the Federal Convention, when discussing the 
propriety of-admitting new States into the Union, 
and fixing the terras upon which they should be 
admitted, propositions to give the power now 
claimed were submitted and rejected. Regarding 
the debates that took place, and the various prop- 
ositions that were submitted in the Convention, 
as a proper, and perhaps the best, exponent we 
can get, in all doubtful questions, as’ to the reat 
intention and meaning of the Convention, I wilt 
now trouble the [Touse with a few extracts from 
the Journals of that body to show that Tam cor- 
rect in the positions I have taken. It is well 
known, as a historical fact, that Maryland ob- 
jected to coming into the Union for several rea- 
sons, and did not come into the Union until all 
the others had joined it. One of the propositions 
made by this State, which had been raised as an 
objection on her part, and which was submitted 
to the Convention which formed the Constitution 
of the United States, is this: 

& The Legislature of the United States shall have power 
to erect new States within, as well as without, the territory 
claimed by the several States, or either of them, and admit 
the same into the Union: Provided, That nothing in this 
Constitution shall be construed to affect the claim of the Uni- 
ted States to vacant lands ceded to them by the late treaty of 
peace.” š 

Here we have a broad proposition, compre- 
hending in its scope all that is now claimed; a 
proposition clear in its object, plain in its terms, 
and direct in its meaning. Had it been adopted, 
the question as to the property of the United 
States, in the lands lying within the limits of the 
new States, would have been definitively settled. 
If it had been the intention to give the power which 
is now claimed, why was it rejected? [s more posi- 
tive evidence wanting of the intention of the Con- 
vention than this? Hor, if they intended to confer 
such a power upon the Federal Government, why 
reject the identical proposition which undertook 
to give it? Itis impossible to bring stronger tes- 
timony to show that the powers over the new 
States, mentioned in the ordinance, were not in- 
tended to be embraced in the Constitution. And 
therefore I say the change produced by the adop- 
tion of the Constitution in the character of the 
Government, annulled and set aside this ordi- 


; nance. 


But let us trace a little further the proceedings. 
of the convention on this subject, and it will be 
seen that every step corroborates my position. 
On the same day it was moved and seconded to 
add the following clause: 

t“ Nor shall any State be formed by the junction of two 
or more Siates‘or parts thereof, without the consent. of the 
Legislature of such States, as well as of the Legislature of 
the United States. 

Upon which it was:moved to ddd'the following: 

“ Provided, nevertheless, That nothing in this Constitu- 
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tion shall be construed to affect the claim of the United States i 
to vacant lands ceded to them by the late treaty of peace.” 


This was withdrawn, and the following ‘offered: 


“ Nothing in this Constitution shall be construed to alter 
the claims of the United States or of the individual States to 
the western territory ; but all such claims may be examined 
into and decided upon by the Supreme Court of the United 
States.?? x 

This, on motion, was postponed, and the fol- 
lowing presented and adopted, and which now 
constitutes the third section of the fourth article 
of the Constitution: ` 

©The Legislature shall have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
Lory or other property belonging to the United States. And 
nothing in this Constitution contained shall be so construed 
as to prejudice any claims, either of the United States or of 
any particular State”? 

Now, sir, I would ask why all these various 

ropositions, commencing with one that was 
Prok enough to include beyond any doubt the | 
power now contended for, if it had been the in- | 
tention and object of the convention to give such 
a power to the General Government? Can any 
other meaning be given to the third section as it 
now stands, by any rule or principle of fair con- 
struction, than what has been given it by the 
supreme court of the State of New York, that it 
meant only such vacant territory of the United 
States as was ‘beyond the limits or boundaries of 
the several States??? None, none, sir; can be given. | 
The construction of that court cannot be success- 
fully met, and the whole proceedings of the con- | 
vention which I have just read lead irresistibly | 
to the conclusion that the power claimed was not 
given, and never was intended to be given, tu the 
General Government. The proceedings in the 
convention that formed the Conadtucian bear a 
striking resemblance to the proceedings of Con- | 
gress on the objections of Rhode Island and New | 
Jersey to the ninth article of the Confederation, | 
Both clearly show that the intention of giving 
such a power to the General Government as the 
one now set up never was entertained; nay, 
more, so far from entertaining it, that they ac- ; 
tually rejeuted, in both instances, the very prop- | 
ositions which were brought forward to confer | 
the power. 

Bat to show, further, thatthe Constitution paid | 
no regard to the ordinance, it is only necessary | 


to show that the ordinance is'in direct opposition || 


to the Constitution. You will recollect, Mr. | 
Speaker, that I referred, in the course of my re- | 
marks, to the fourth article of the ordinance, | 
with the view of showing the particular mode by | 
which taxes, going into the common Treasury, 
were to be collected from the new States that 
might be formed out of this new territory. This 
mode is identical with that mentioned in 
Confederation. The new States, by the fourth ; 
article of this ‘ wnallerable’’ compact, were to 
ay taxes according to the proportion mentioned | 
in the Confederation. Now, if the Constitution | 
did not alter this compact, which was ‘* unalter- 
able,” this is still the mode, and the only mode, 
by which you can collect taxes from the new 
States. There is none other, because the Con- | 
stitution not affecting this compact, which was 
ordained to be “ unalterable,” this compact is j 
still binding upon the country, in all its parts | 
and provisions, as the paramount law of the | 
land. If this view of the subject be correct, | 
then, even supposing the compact, otherwise: 
considered, to be binding upon us, I contend that | 
itis void, because the Government has failed to j 
comply with the solemn engagements which de- | 
| 
| 
l 
| 


volved upon it by the provisions of this fourth | 
article. But, sir, can we really suppose that the | 
framers of the Constitution would have permit- 
ted such a discrepany to exist on the subject of 
collecting its taxes as that found in this article, | 
and that which now exists under the Constitu- | 
tion? We have still further evidence in that, 
clause of the Constitution which gives to the i 
Government the power of holding land within i 
the limits of a State, with its consent, for certain | 
purposes, such as arsenals, dock-yards, &c., that | 
it was not the intention of the framers of the: 
Constitution that farther power than is there | 
expressed and conferred should be exercised by | 
the Government over the territory of a State. 
lor can it be supposed, will any one allege, that 
they were so neglectful of their duties, so forget- l 


the | 


j| within the limits of a State, with the consent of 
suid State, for some one or other of the specific | 


i eum clastic. 


ful of the interests of their country, and so un- | 
mindful of the powers necessary to be granted, | 
if they intended to claim and exercise the right 
to the soil lying within the limits of a State, as 
to omit to give, in express terms, the specific 
power which is now set up by implication? 
Upon the supposition that the lands within the 
new States belong to the General Government, I 
desire to know whether, being the property of the | 
Government, the Government has ‘exclusive | 
jurisdiction” over them or not? And if not, why? 
‘The land, according to the doctrine of the day, 
is as much the property of the Government as 
though the Government had acquired it under the 
particular section in the Constitution which gives 
to the Government the power of holding lands 


purposes enumerated in the particular section to 
which I allude. And why not, therefore, exer- 
cise “t exclusive jurisdiction?” If the power is 
not given to exercise “exclusive jurisdiction,” 
why not exercise ‘¢ jurisdiction” under the third 
section of the fourth article? If you havea right 
to the lands according to the Constitution—and 
I deny that you can get it any other way—why 
not exercise ‘‘ jurisdiction?” As a test upon this 
point, I would particularly call the attention of 
State-rights men to the views which I am now sub- 


mitting. The General Government has the right— 
which, so far as I know, has never been doubted 
—of constructing works of internal improvement | 
within the District of Columbia. Why? Because 
the power to do so is expressly given. So, also, 
has the Government the power to construct and | 
carry on such works in the Territories. Why? 
Because the land within the Territories is the 
absolute and undoubted property of the United 
States; and, by the third section of the fourth 
article, the Congress of the United States has | 
power to dispose of, and make all needful rules | 
and regulations respecting, the territory or other | 
property of the United States. 

Now, as the General Government can exercise | 
the power of constructing works of internal im- | 
provement within the District of Columbia, I ; 
wish to know of those gentlemen who believe that | 
the General Government has no power to con- | 
struct such works within the limits of a State, ; 
whether the Government, being the owner of the | 


lands, has or can cxereise such a power within | 


those new States where the lands belong to the 
Government? Ifit can, then the Constitution is | 
one thing with the old States, which cannot be | 
extended or enlarged, and another thing with the | 
new States, that may be stretched like a piece of ! 
But, if no such power can be exer- | 
cised within those States where the lands belong | 
to the General Government, I call upon those gen- 

tlemen to inform me why it cannot be done, į 
Within the Territories of the United States, 

where the lands are the property of the General | 
Government, such a power can be exercised, But | 
the lands lying within the limits of the new States ; 


i| belong, also, to the Government, and I ask why i 
| 
1 


is it that this same power cannot be equally ex- 


ercised in either case, since in both the Govern- į] 


ment has the exclusive property to the soil? The | 
right to the soilis no more limited in the one case 
than in the other. But the right of the Govern- 
ment to exercise jurisdiction and its legislative 
powers is not equally great in both instances. 
Why? Where is the prohibitory clause in the 
Constitution that forbids it? Do not gentlemen | 
see the force of the position, and the application | 
of the argument? [leave the point for them to | 
settle. 

Before leaving this branch of the subject, I 
must call your attention to another striking cir- 
cumstance in the history of these compacts. It 
is a remarkable fact, that Virginia herself has 
given, in practice, an interpretation to the com- 
pact, which sustains the position I have assumed. 
By the terms of the compact, a certain tract of 
country lying within the limits of the present , 
State of Kentucky, between Green river and the | 
Tennessee river, were specifically set apart for | 
the Virginia troops upon the Continental estab- | 
lishment, and in case the quantity should prove | 
insufficient, the deficiency was to be made up | 
“ in good lands, to be laid off between the rivers | 
Sciota and Little Miami.” The lands lying be- 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
{ 


tween Green river and the Tennessee river were 

not applied agreeably to the terms of the com- 

pact. Virginia, in giving her assent to Kentucky 

becoming a State of the Union, permitted Ken- 

tucky to use and appropriate these Jands as her 

own. -Kentucky has sold these lands, and ap- 

plied the proceeds to her own benefit. What 

right had Virginia, directly or indirectly, to per- 

mit the State of Kentucky to claim and sell these 

lands for her own benefit, if it be true that the 

compact is binding, and the lands ceded under 

the compact are the common property of the Uni- 

ted States, and are to be disposed of for their 

benefit alone? It may be replied that these lands 

were not ceded. Grant it. Butif the lands ceded 

were ceded for the common benefit of all the 

States, Kentucky having claimed as ‘her own the 

lands lying between the Green river and the Ten- 

nessee river, how could “ thedeficiency’’ be made 

up without intrenching upon those that were 

| ceded for the common benefit of all? The lands 
which lay between the Sciota. and the Little 
Miami were not to be touched until those in Ken- 
tucky had been exhausted. And as those ity 
Kentucky were not applied in the way contem- 
plated by the compact, it is impossible that the’ 
lands lying between the Sciota and the Little 
Miami could be sufficient to make up the defici- 
ency, without taking more than was originally 
expected under the compact, and the common fund 
had, of course, to be taken to supply the defi- 
ciency. Why did Virginia’ permit this? For 
what reason did she permit Kentucky to claim 

and dispose of, for her own benefit, those lands 

that were specifically set apart to pay her own 

soldiers on the Continental establishment? She 

could have done it upon no other ground than 

that the lands, upon the admission of a State, in- 

cluded within the limits of that State, became 

absolutely the property of the State; or that the 

compact did not bear, and was never meant to 

bear, the construction which more recent times 

have given it. 

Bat, sir, it may be said that my arguments and 
reasoning apply only to the States made in the 
Northwestern ‘Territory, and not to those em- 
braced within the limits of the territory acquired 
from France. I proceed to give a passing notice 
to this point. 

Ly the third article of the treaty between France 
and the United States it is provided that 

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor- 
porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted as 
soon as possible, according to the principles of the Federal 


Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, 
and immunities, of citizens of the United States.” 


Here, sir, you find an express provision for the 
inhabitants of the ceded territory to be incorpo- 
rated in the Union, according to the principles of 
the Federal Constitution, and nowhere any power 
given to impose conditions or restrictions. The 
charter of their rights was as broad as the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, and there were 
no compacts or ordinances to cramp their energies 
and entangle them in the mazes of political ab- 


| surdity. 


But, sir, let me ask, and Task the question em- 
phatically, why impose conditions and restric- 
tions upon the new States? Where is the neces- 
sity? For what reason are they to come into the 
Union fettered and handcuffed? The very act of 
imposing these conditions and restrictions is an 
acknowledgment of their sovereignty, and that, 
by virtue of their sovereign rights, they would 
otherwise be entitled, indisputably, to the right to 
the soil without them. If, then, without these 
restrictions, they would be free and sovereign, the 
question naturally occurs, to what extent free and 
sovereign? Beyond that of the old States? Im- 
possible. It is forbidden by the Constitution. 

ess so than the old States? Neither can this be. 
The Constitution is the equal guarantee in both 
cases. What, then, would be the real extent of 
their freedom and sovereignty? Why, sir, that 
THEY WOULD BE “AS FREE AND SOVEREIGN AS 
THE OLD States.” What are we to understand 
by the freedom and sovereignty of the old States? 
The Declaration of Independence will tell us what 
was meant by this freedom and sovereignty an- 
terior to the formation of the Confederacy. The 
Articles of Confederation will inform us of their 


extent under the Confederation; and a reference 
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to the. Constitution will furnish us a guide for the 
purpose of learning what they now are. The 
eclaration of Independence says: 

«“ We, therefore, the representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, appealing to the Su- 
preme Judge of the world for the rectitude of our intentions, 
do, in the name and by’ the authority of the good people of 
these colonies, solemnly publish and declare that these 
united colonies are, and of right ought to be, FREE AND IN- 
DEPENDENT STATES; that they are absolved from all alle- 
giance to the British Crown; and that all political connec- 
tion between them and the State of Great Britain is, and 
ought to be, totally dissolved; and that, as FREE AND INDE- 
PENDENT Srares, they have full power to levy war, con- 
elude peace, contract alliances, establish commerce, AND 
TO DO ALL OTHER ACTS AND THINGS WHICH INDEPENDENT 
STATES MAY OF RIGHT DO.” 


Here, sir, you have a full and unequivocal ex- 
planation of what was meant by ‘‘ free and inde- 
endent States” at that day. And it must not 
e forgotten that the word ‘* State” is applied to 
Great Britain, evidently meaning by the applica- 
tion of the term that it was an independent Power, 
If, then, these States had all the attributes of 
sovereignty which belong to other independent 
Powers, how far was that sovereignty limited by 
the Confederation? Exactly to the extent men- 
tioned in the second article. Now, sir, I put the 
question to the Elouse and the country, are the 
new States, with the conditions and restrictions 
that are imposed upon them, as free, sovercign, 


and independent as the old States? No, sir, they | 


are not. And the conclusion is inevitable that 
all such conditions and restrictions are therefore 
void. 

But, sir, I am answered by some, and told that 
we are bound by our compacts—the compacts we 
made with the General Government at the time 
of our admission into the Union. I reply, by 
asking if any compact, ordinance, or treaty, can 
give a new power to the Constitution? Can it 
enlarge, diminish, or in any respect whatever 
modify the powers of the Constitution? They 
must conform to the Constitution, and not the 
Constitution to them, There is no use for a Con- 
stitution if such means can change its character. 
The Constitution never had and never can have 
but such as are granted powers. The power must 
be delegated, or it cannot be used. But the States 
—the new States—gave up certain rights and 
powers. Did they, indeed? Upon whose stern 
demand were they given up? 
to do it, or not allowed to come into the Union. 

But, granting that they did give up what you re- 
quired of them, can the General Government re- 
ceive them? By what authority can she receive 
rights and powers which diminish the freedom 
and independence of the new States, and en- 
large the sphere of her own? If a State can 
give up one power to the General Government, 
sbe can give up another, until all are given up; 
and if a new State can do this, there is nothing 
to prevent one of the old ones from doing the 
same. And, sir, if such a thing can take place, 
then the General Government can destroy the 
Constitution, and break down all its barricrs, by 
the simple contrivance of compacts. One of the 
rights which we have given up, is the right of 
taxing your lands, a right which belongs to and 
is inseparable from sovereignty. It is the right 
which gives to a State the power of carrying on 
its operations. It is the salient principle of po- 
litical existence; the fundamental clement of the 
life, the action, and the vigor of all communities. 

Tf it be true that we have given up the rights 
as contended for, then indeed have we not only 
given up sovereign rights which belong to the 
other States of this Confederacy, but also that in- 
herent right of self preservation which, belongs 
to every people, and lies at the bottom of all Gov- 
ernments, ou have, for instance, in the States 
of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, immense 
bodies of land subject to inundation, and covered 
with impenetrable swamps, that are the fruitful 
sources of disease and death. They have been 
untouched ever since the country was acquired 
from France, without an effort on your part to 
remove the evil. According to your doctrine, we, 
although free and independent States, being as 
free, sovereign, and independent as the old States, 
cannot do it, because the lands are yours, and any 
attempt on our part to do so would bea trespass 

pon your domain, which might, perhaps, subject 
ws to an action for trespass committed upon so 


We were forced } 


much of your lands covered with water. Have we 
no power to abate’such a nuisance without being 
called to. an account for it? Have we not the 
right, common to all Governments on earth, of 
taking care of our people and preserving their 
health and their lives from the contagious effects 
of such loathsome and fatal nuisances? Will any 
man here tell me that a community of people 
may exist as a government without the power of 


| protecting itself from destruction? I turn with 


disgust from the thought. It is an inherent, in- 
defeasible, and inalienable right, which we can- 
not give away,and which cannot be taken from 
us without sweeping from under us the very 
foundations upon which are built the liberties of 
all just Governments. 

According to the right which you claim, you 
fetter us in such a way as to deprive us, too, of 
all the means of moving on with the march of the 
age in all those works of internal improvement 
which constitute the glory of those who have 
undertaken them; those works which are almost 
annihilating distance and time, infusing a new 
life into society, reorganizing the elements out of 


| which it is composed, and developing powers and 


resources which the startled senses can scarcely 
yet realize. We cannot construct a road or dig 
a canal without your permission. The lands are 
yours, and we would be violating public faith if we 
dared to exercise those common attributes of 
sovereignty which belong to all Governments— 
of carrying on a system of internal improvement, 
according to our own will, We cannot improve 
the condition of our people; we cannot contribute 
to our own prosperity; we cannot increase the 
facilities of communication for either traveling or 
carrying our surplus produce to market; we can- 
not develop our resources; we can do nothing that 
an independent State ought to do. Wherever we 
turn we see your iron grasp; wherever we move 
we feel its power. Should we desire to construct 
a road or dig a canal, we must do as you did when 
you were, as we are now, colonies of an unre- 
lenting Power, to propitiate whose favor, and to 
get what your very necessities required, you were 
compelled to kneel in the attitude of a servile ap- 
plicant, beseeching and supplicating at the foot- 
stool of power for those as favors which nature 
and nature’s God gave you as your rights. If we 
want but the right of way to construct a work of 
internal improvement, in the bountiful overflow- 
ings of your kindness and generosity, we must 


| supplicate you year after year, and bear with un- 


resisting humility the taunts which are always 
thrown upon us, that we design secretly tot‘ plun- 
der? you, or that it is the project of some knav- 
ish speculation. Sir, to my knowledge, applica- 
tion has been made to you, time after time, for 
the right of way only to constructa railroad from 
the Tron Mountain, in my State, one of the great- 


est natural curiosities in the known world, to the | 


Mississippi river; and to this hour we have not 
yet succeeded in this most modest and moderate 
request. 

tis thus, sir, that we are deprived of all those 
facilities which lead on to the advancement and 
prosperity ofa people, and stimulate them to noble 


| exertion, 


But, in another point of view, I contend that 
the compacts which you have made with the new 
States are void, for a non-compliance on your 
part of those stipulations which you have obli- 
gated yourselves to perform. 

It will be seen, by a reference to all the com- 
pacts made between the new States and the Gen- 
eral Government, that the Government bound 
itself to apply a certain portion of the money 
arising from the sales of the lands to construct 
roads from the waters of the Atlantic to the sev- 
cral States respectively. The States, on their 
part, agreed to certain conditions that were re- 
quired, and which are mentioned in the compact. 
Have you kept your promises with the States? 
Have you observed the obligations which you 
solemnly stipulated to perform? Where are the 
roads you were to make? Many of these com- 
pacts have been made for more than twenty years; 
and, with the exception of the Cumberland road 
through Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, you have not 
made a move, nor have you even evinced an in- 
tention of making a move, towards fulfilling the 
solemn obligations of your plighted faith. Tell 


me. not of the promises that would be broken, the 
faith that would be violated by the propositions 
I have introduced. Where is your own faith? 
Have you kept it? Whatexcuse can you render 
to the injured States who have relied so Jong and 
so implicitly on your plighted word? Have we 
not, in every instance, and to the very letter, kept 
all the promises we made you? Have you ever 
complained of us for a violation of faith? And 
yet we are constantly having homilies preached 
to us about the observance of public faith! The 
conditions and stipulations which were entered 
into at the time of the admission of the States 
were mutual and concurrent. They were made 
for the reciprocal benefit of both parties. We 
have performed, on our part, allthat you required, 
and all that can be demanded. You have done 
nothing; and in the face of this gross violation of 
your own obligations, you give usa lecture about 
the importance of preserving public faith. Now, 
sir, by every principle of the construction of com- 
pacts, where there are mutual obligations to be 
performed by both, anon-compliance on the part 
of one for an unreasonable length of time, of 
those engagements which the party was bound 
to perform, discharges the other party from the 
performance of his obligations, and completely 
and effectually annuls the agreement. 

Butsome gentlemen take the ground that there 
is no power in the Constitution that authorizes 
the General Government to construct works of 
internalimprovement. If there be none, then these 
compacts are void, because the Government en- 
tered into an engagement to fulfill an impossible 
obligation—to execute a power which did not 
belong to them, the consideration for which formed 
the stipulations which the States, on their part, 
assumed. When gentlemen who hold this doc- 
trine talk of our violating public faith, they have 
reason to be more prudent and circumspect when 
they look upon this act of the Government—an 
act that transcends in enormity a breach of prom- 
ise, or a violation of faith; for, having no power 
to carry out and perform its obligations, it was 
the double act of fraud and deception to come 
under such responsibilities, 

I know, sir, that my doctrines are unpalatable. 
Many are startled and seem terrified at the bold- 
ness of my propositions. But, sir, the doctrine ia 
not new. Would to God I could claim to be the 
author of it. It has justice, truth, and reason as 
the eternal foundation upon which it rests, and 
defies the test of human scrutiny, and the search- 
ing analysis of the profoundest ability. The same 
doctrine has found advocates in other quarters, 
and in other times. Ohio took the ground in a 
memorial to Congress, in which, although she 
was asking the permission of Congress to sell her 
sixteenth section, she claimed it as an inherent 
right to do, of her own accord, all that she re- 
quested of Congress. And where is Ohio now? 
Faithless to all her former professions and doc- 
trines, she has taken sides with those that denom- 
inate us plunderers and land pirates. Rich in 
population, rich in resources, with but a few 
acres of the public lands remaining unsold within 
her limits, she turns traitor to all her former prin- 
ciples, and, with gracious complacency, under- 
takes to preach to us lectures upon the enormity 
of violating public faith! This is the unkindest 
cut of all. And I cannot think of it without being 
forcibly reminded of the memorable expression 
of Cæsar in the hands of his assassins, when his 


| eye caught the form of his friend Brutus among 
| them, ‘Et tu Brute.’’ i 


Tennessee also took the same ground after she 
became a State, and the difficulty which grewout 
of it between her and North Carolina, as the 
lands lying within her limits were to go mainly 
for the benefit of North Carolina, was not settled 
until in 1806, when, by an act of Congress, the 
matter was compromised and arranged. 

Indiana in 1829 assumed the ground as broadly 
as I have done, without qualification or reserva- 
tion. Whether she isto act the part of Ohio I 
will not say; but I must acknowledge I have my 
suspicions. 

Louisiana and Ilinois seem, from certain me- 
morials of theirs, to be strongly inclined to the 
doctrine, although they have not assumed the 
doctrine in broad terms. But, sir, it is not alone 
the néw States, or those from the new States, 
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that have taken this ground, Some gentlemen 
from the old States,as eminent for their standing 
as their acknowledged abilities and talents, have 
taken and advocated the same doctrines; and I 
am proud of the opportunity of bringing to my 
aid the names of such men as Tazewell and Jobn 


Taylor of Caroline, who have afforded to the | 


world a practical illustration of their sincerity in 
the State-rights doctrine, by openly avowing and 
advocating the doctrines I speak of. 

Now, sir, I feel no hesitation in saying, if I 
had not the long established prejudices of the 
House and of the country tu contend against, if 
it were not for the sacra auri fames, the accursed 
thirst for gold, whose rapacious spirit is devour- 
ing and swallowing up all that is pure and holy 


in the great and fundamental principles of our | 
Government, I should confidently expect to reach | 


their convictions, and to break forever the power 
of that incubus which has been so long pressing 
down upon our bosoms, stifling our breath, re- 
pressing our energies, paralyzing our efforts, and 
blasting all our hopes. 1 should expect to see 
us very soon occupying that position of equality 
among the States of this Confederacy, which 1s 
its broad foundation, and upon which the whole 
structure is erected, entire in its form, and perfect 
in allits parts. Tell me why it is that you see 
every State represented equally in the Senate of 
the United States, but upon the beautiful and 
sublime’ idea that equality in rights, equality in 
power, equality in sovereignty, is the all-pervad- 
ing and life-giving principle of this Confeder- 
acy? ; 

Sir, let me say to you, if you would consult 
your own interests—1f you would look to the 
great cause of human advancement, and to the 
onward principles of genuine liberty—if you 
would steadfastly fix your cye upon the true 
causes of a nation’s glory—upon those elastic 
springs in the action and conduct of man, which, 
like the little rivulets that burst from the mount- 
tain’s side, and move on their placid course to 


swell the volume of the mighty river, contribute | 


to enlarge the circle of the power, the wealth, and 
the greatness of a people, you would at once re- 
lease your grasp, and draw out from our sides 
the iron claws which have been so long fastened 
in our vitals. 

Let me beg you to look at and examine the 
document I hold in my hands. Here is that 
which tells a nation’s power, and speaks a peo- 
ple’s wealth. It contains estimates of the ex- 
ports and imports of New Orleans and Mobile, 
which the Secretary of the Treasury was kind 
enough to furnish me upon an application I made 
to him for the purpose of using it on this occa- 
sion. lt speaks a language more eloquent and 
more forcible than any I can employ. 


it points | 


out to you in letters of light your true policy. | 


Considering how we have been cramped and op- 


pressed by your course towards us, the facts | 
Lh 
“and happy, and the country rich in every bless- | 
ing. What a guarantee to the perpetuity and sta- ;! 
bility of the Government, living in the hearts of : 


which it conveys can scarcely be eredited. 
will give the aggregate, without wearying your 


patience with the details. The aggregate of the | 
gross amount of duties secured in the district of |) iving 
i! its own people, and borrowing its own luster and 


New Orleans from the 31st of December, 1804, 


to the close of the year 1837, is $35,093,965 81. | 


At Mobile, $1,332,143 90. The aggregate amount | 
of exports from New Orleans, from the Ist of! 
October, 1820, to the Ist of September, 1837—a | 
period of about seventeen years—is $290,160,409; : 


and the amount of imports for the same length of 
time is $138,351,357. In the district of Mobile 
the exports are stated to be $53,508,999, and the 


imports $4,460,101. Here, sir, yousee the source | 


of our wealth, which may give you some faint 
idea of our power and resources. 


vast country? ‘Lhe exports from New Orleans 


are more than double the imports, and from Mo- | 


bile about twelve times the amount of imports. 
The duties which accrue from these sources bring 
you more clear revenue than the millions of the 
public lands you have sold. 

If, under the peculiar circumstances of embar- 
rassment and oppression which much the larger 
portion of the great valley of the Mississippi has 
labored under, we can exhibit to you such proud 
results, let me ask you to consider what we would 
have been, what you would have been had we 
been placed under different circumstances, with 


Can a parallel | 
be found anywhere in the whole bounds of our: 


more latitude for exertion, more freedom for en- | 
terprise? But.with the power which you claim, |! 
and which you have so perseveringly exercised, : 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS, 


| ever take place to pull up the deep foun 


i i 
i found flickering on the plains of the West, in the 


of unlimited authority over the public lands with- 
in the limits of the States, you have with it un- 


limited authority over our wealth, prosperity, and į 


happiness. We are cramped, fettered by the 
strong arm of inexorable power, whose shackles 
we cannot break. You have locked up our re- 
sources by reservations, and denied to us the 


very gifts and bounties. of Heaven by the rigor 


of your system. You have even denied to us 
the salt of the earth, by reserving from sale the 
saline lands and salt springs, and hermetically 
closed in the bowels of the earth the untold and 


incalculable wealth which lies embossed in its ; 


| SPE 


ECH OF HON. J. BUCHANAN, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In tHe Senare, February 14, 1839, 


' On the bill to prevent the interference of certain Federal 
Officers with Elections. R 

i Mr. BUCHANAN said: 

| Mr. Present: The question raised for discus- 
ii sion by the bill now before the Senate is very sim- 
|i ple in its character. This bill proposes to punish, 
i by a fine of. $500—the one moiety payable to the 
|| informer and the other to the United States—and 
a perpetual disability to hold office under the 


ib 
. . . i! . $ 
depths. Nay, more; instead of disposing of the || United States, any officer of this Government, 


lands according to the express terms of the deeds | 
| : : | 
of cession, you have withheld them from sale, ; 


expecting an enhancement in their value by our 
industry and labor; and thus in another respect 
violated an obligation and disregarded a plighted 


| faith which had their birth with the deeds of 


cession. And instead of disposing of the lands, 
as you should have done, according to the com- 
pact, you descended to the low and contempti- 


b . e [ 
ble business of leasing your lands, thus creating || 


a system of landlord and tenant—a state of igno- 
minious dependence between the Government and 
the citizens of the country, wholly incompatible 
with the genius, the spirit, and the principles of 
the Government. Give it up. Abandon it for- 
ever. Raise us up from that state of colonial 
degradation, deliver us from that condition of 
humiliating vassalage in which the exercise of 
unfeeling power has so long kept us. Assume 
for once in the history of the country your own 
proud and elevated position, in exercising only 
such legitimate grants of power as were ex- 
pressly given you, and thus fulfill the high des- 
tinies which the holy enthusiasm of the conse- 
crated fathers of the country expected of you. 
All that we ask is, to be equal with the other 
States of this Confederacy in freedom, sovereign- 
ty, and independence. Grant us only this, and 


you will see this whole country, like the giant 


that gathered strength in his wrestle with Her- 
cules every time he touched the earth, spring up, 


with an elastic bound, to new vigor and power, | 


and the proud galaxy that adorns your stars and 
your stripes shine forth with a rich splendor 
which nothing but regenerated liberty can give. 
Enable us to make our roads and canals, to carry 
on our works of internal improvements, to man- 
age our own internal police, as our genius and 
necessities may require, and you will soon wit- 


ness the wonderful change which the uncontrolled | 
and plastic power of self-government can alone | 
accomplish, the waste lands speedily sold and set- | 
tled, the desert made to smile and blossom as the Hi 
garden, the country improved and cultivated to | 
its utmost limits, industry stimulated, Jabor re- '; 


warded with rich returns, the people prosperous 


glory from their proud, prosperous, and inde- ;! 
And permit me to tell you |: 


pendent condition! 


that, deep and firm as may be the foundations of i 
our country, still deeper will they be made by the | 
policy which is before you. Let me beseech you | 


to cast aside your prejudices, to throw off from 


| your eyes the scales which have so long blinded 


you,and come up to this mighty and momentous 


question with nothing but the holy impulses of i 
patriotism directing your heart; and you will see 


inscribed upon our banners TRUTH and JUSTICE, as 
all for which we would appeal to you, or ask at 
your hands. Our strength will be yours. The 
glory that may surround us will radiate its eful- 
gence to every portion of our common country, 
a 
d 
o 
o 


ren will be indissolubly connected with your 


our Government, and tear down our noble edifice, 
let me tell you that, in the general wreck of the 
erties of the country, the last spark will be 


domiciles of the humble tillers of the earth. 


nd the same destiny that awaits us and our chil- ; 


wn; and should any great event, in the changes | 
f life and the vicissitudes of the affairs of nations, | 
dations of | 


; below the rank of a district attorney, who ‘* shall, 
i, by word, message, or writing, or in any other 
‘' manner ‘whatsoever, endeavor to persuade any 
| elector to give, or dissnade any elector from 
| giving, his vote for the choice of any person to 
: be elector of President and Vice President of the 
|| United States,” or to be a Senator or Represent- 
| ative in Congress, or to be a Governor or Lieu- 
i tenant Governor, or Senator or Representative, 
within any State of the Union, * orfor the choice 
of any person to serve in any public office estab- 
| lished by the law of any of the States.” The 
i officers of the United States against whom the 
i penalties of this bill are denounced, consist of 
marshals and their deputies, postmasters. and 
their deputies, receivers and registers of land 
|| officers and their deputies and clerks, surveyors 
i| general of the public lands and their deputies and 
i! assistants, collectors, surveyors, naval officers, 
i weighers, gaugers, appraisers, or other officers 
` or persons concerned or employed in the charg- 
ing, collecting, levying, or managing the customs, 
or any branch thereof; and engineers, officers, or 
agents, employed or concerned in the execution 
or superintendence of any of the public works. 
The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTEN- 
pEN,] before he commenced his remarks, moved 
to amend the bill by striking from it the pecuniary 
| penalty and perpetual disability against these of- 
ficers, and substituting, in their stead, the penalty 
of a removal from office by the President, upon 
the production of evidence satisfactory to him 
that any of them had been guilty of the offense. 
Now, for myself, I shall not vote for this amend- 
ment. I will not take advantage of the amiable 
weakness of my friend from Kentucky, in yield- 
ing to the solicitations of others that which his 
| own judgment approved. Iwill more especially 
notgive such a vote, because the proposed amend- 
| ment makes no change in the principle of the bill. 
There is a beautiful harmony and consistency in 
its provisions as it came fresh from its author 
which ought to be preserved. T shall not assist 
in marring any of its fair proportions. Let it re- 
main in its perfect original form, and let his 
i: friends upon this floor come up to the baptismat 
i! font, and act as its sponsors; and let its avowed 
| principles be recognized as the established doc- 
‘trines of the political church to which they are 
i all devoted. No, sir, no; ifa village postmaster 
i should dare to exercise the freedom of speech, 
| guaranticd to him by an antiquated instrument 
: called the Constitution of the United States, and 
have the audacity ‘ to endeavor to persuade any 
elector’? to vote for Martin Van Buren, or what 
i would bea much more aggravated offense, dis- 
! suade any good Whig from voting for the other 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
| a mere forfeiture of his office would bear 


| 
| 


| 
li 
Í 


| as a man of blasted reputationall the days of his 
life. With honest Dogberry, in the play of 
* Much ado about Nothing,” I pronounce the 
i! offense to be “flat burglary as ever was commit- 
jted.?? ; 

There is another reason why I shall vote 
against the amendment. An issue has been fur- 
i| ly made between the Senator from Kentucky and 
my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. Wars,] who, 
‘| from what we have heard’ in the course of this 
| debate, has but a few shattered planks lefi on 
j which he can escape from a total shipwreck of 
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his fair fame. In mercy to him I would not re- 
move any of them. ‘ Let him have a chance for 
his life.. He has dared to’make a report against 
the bill in its original. form, as it was referred to 
the committee of which he is the chairman; and 
for this cause has encountered all the withering 
denunciations of the Senators from Kentucky and 
Virginia, (Messrs. Crrrrenpen and Rives.) In 
justice to him, the aspect of the question should 
not now be. changed. Let us, then, have the 
bill, the whole bill, and nothing but the bill, 
against which his-report was directed. 

It would seem almost unnecessary to disctiss 
the question whether this bill be constitutional or 
not; as the Senator from Kentucky, throughout 
the whole course of his argument, never once at- 
tempted to point to any clause of the Constitu- 
tion on which it could be supported. Itis true 
that he did cite some precedents in our legisla- 
tion whicli he supposes to have a bearing on the 
subject; but which, T shall undertake to prove 
hereafter, are wholly inapplicable. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr, Rives] has gone further into 
the argument, and’ has attempted to prove that 
this bill is constitutional. At the proper time I 
shall endeavor to furnish the proper answer to 
his remarks. By-the-by, this Constitution is a 
terrible bugbear, Whilst a member of the other 
House, I once heard an old gentleman exclaim, 
when it was cited against one of his favorite meas- 
ures, ‘what avast deal of good it prevents us 
from doing!’ After this bill shall have passed it 
will be a bugbear no longer, so far as the free- 
dom of speech or of the press is concerned. It 
will not then alarm even political children. 

The gentlemen have a precedent for their bill. 
Yes, sir, they have a precedent in the sedition 
law; but it does not go far enough for their pur- 
pose. That law, which is the only true precedent 
on which this bill can be founded, and on which 
atone it can be sustained, permitted every man to 
write and. to publish what he pleased concerning 
public men and publi¢ measures, and only held 
rim responsible in case his charges should prove 
to be false, But this-billis a gag law. It goes 
to the fountain at once, and prohibits the officer 
not only from writing, but from speaking any- 
thing good, bad, or indifferent, whether truc or 
false, on any subject whatever which may affect 
any pending election, from that of a President 
down to a constable. It has a much broader 


aweep than the sedition law, which did not inter- lj 
fero with the liberty of speech, however much it | 


may have abridged the freedom of the press, 
Indeed, among the more enlightened despotisms 
of Europe, I know not one which prohibits the 


freedom of specch on all public subjects; itis only į 

America that we propose j 
actually to insert the gag. The sedition law was } 
bad enough, God knows; but it extended only j 


in free and enlightened 


to the use of the pen, not to that of the tongue. 
There is, therefore, no parallel between the two 
cases. 

[lad it not been for the existence of the sedi- 


tion law, I should have supposed it to be impos- į 


gible that there could have been two opinions in 
regard to the utter unconstitutionality of this bill. 
‘The Constitution, in language so plain as to leave 
no room for misconstruction, declares that * Con- 
gress shall make no law abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press.” The rule is universal. | 
There is no exception. This bill proposes not 
only to abridge, but utterly to destroy the free- 
dom of speech and of the press; to interdict their 
use altogether to the enumerated officers, on all 
questions touching the election of any officer of 
the Federal or State Government. A plain man 
would naturally suppose that, barely to state the 
contradiction between the Constitution and this 
Lill was to decide the question, Notso. An in- 


genious and astute lawyer, in favor of a liberal 

construction of that instrument, can, by infer- į 
ence and ingenuity, confer powers upon Con- | 
gress in direct violation both of its letter and its ; 
gpirit, aod of which its framers never once 
dreamed. Such was the power to pass the sedi- | 
uon law. Thatlaw ingrafted one limitation upon 
the freedom of the ‘press. - lt, in effect, changed | 
the meaning of the general terms “ Congress: 
sball make no law abridging the freedom of speéch | 
er of the press,” and excepted from {heir opera- | 
tion any law which might be passed” to punish | 


libels against the President, the Government, or 
either House of Congress. The present bill, in 
principle at least, proceeds much further. Itex- 
cepts from the general prohibition of the Consti- 
tution the power of punishing all persons holding 
offices under the Government of the United States 
who shall dare either to speak or to write at all 
on questions which may affect the result of any 
election. “This interpolation must be inserted, 
before gentlemen can show any power to pass the 
present bill. They cannot advance one step in 
theirargament withoutit. This Constitution can 
never be construed according to the meaning of 
its framers but by men of plain, well-informed, 
and practical judgment. Common sense is its 
best expounder. Ingenious men disposed to 
raise one implication upon another in favor of 
Federal power, and to make each previous pre- 
cedent the foundation on which to proceed añn- 
other step in the march towards consolidation, 
may soon make it mean anything or nothing. 
The liberties of this country can only be pre- 
served by a strict construction of the enumerated 
powers granted by the States to Congress. 

Before l proceed further in my argument against 
the constitutionality of this bill, it will be proper 
that I should develop some of its latent beauties. 
I desire to delineate a little more precisely its 
character—to present some of its striking features, 
and to show what it is in principle, and what it 
will prove to be in practice. 

There are twenty-six sovereign States in this 
Confederacy, united by a Federal compact, called 
the Constitution of the United States. Each in- 
dividual elector in this country sustains two dis- 
tinct characters. He isa citizen of some one of 
the States, and he is also a citizen of the United 
States. Ele is bound to perform the duties of a 
good citizen both towards his own State and to- 
wards the United States. Now, what does this 
bill propose? In the older States of this Confed- 
eracy, all the Federal officers which we have in 
tho interior are postmasters. It is true that at 
our ports of entry there are custom-house officers; 
but in Pennsylvania, for example, from the 
Schuylkill to the Ohio and to Lake Erie, our 


people scarcely feel their connection with the | 


General Government, except through the medium 
of the Post Office Department. These postmas- 
ters are very numerous, They are planted at 
every village and at every cross road. They are 
agents for disseminating information throughout 
the country. I might probably say that in nine 
instances out of ten the office is scarcely worth 
holding, on account of its pecuniary emoluments. 
In most cases, the postmaster accepts it for the 
accommodation of his neighbors. Now, this 
postmaster is generally a man of property and of 
character, having a deep stake in the commanity, 
and in the faithful administration and execution 
of the laws. Two candidates are presented to 
the people for office; say that of a justice of the 
peace. 

If one of these village postmasters should, in 
the exercise of his unquestionable rights as a citi- 
zen of Pennsylvania, advise his neighbor to vote 
for one of these candidates, and against the other, 
this bill dooms him toa fine of $500, and to a per- 
petual disqualification from ever holding any office 
under the Government of the United States. No 
matter whether the merits which he may have 
ascribed to one of the candidates be true as Holy 
Writ, and the delinquencies which he may have 
charged against the other may be susceptible of 
the clearest proof, this will not arrest the ven- 
geance of the bill. He is doomed to remain mute, 
although his dearest interests may be involved, 
or incur its penalties. A gag is to be put into his 
mouth, and he is to be punished if he dare to ex- 
press a preference for one candidate over the 
other. And let me tell the gentleman, these post- 
masters hold all sorts of political opinions. In my 
own State a considerable proportion of their num- 
ber are Whigs and Antimasons, opposed to the 
present Administration. I might cite other ex- 
amples to depict the enormity of this bill, but I 
consider it wholly unnecessary. I mightascend 
from the justice of the peace or the constable, 
through all the gradations of elective office, State 


and Federal, tothe President of the United States, |! 


and show that, at each ascending grade, the vio- 


lation of the rights of the citizen becomes more 


and mors outrageous. 


T might enumerate the 
weighersand the gaugers, and the other proscribed 
classes of inferior office-holders, and paint the 
mad and’ wanton injustice which this bill would 


inflict upon them. But enough. 

The man who would accept office upon such 
terms must forfeit all self-respect, and would be- 
come. at once a fit tool for corruption and for des- 
potism. He must be degraded in his own eyes, 
and degraded in the eyes of his fellow-citizens 
below the rank of a freeman. If you desire to 
depreciate the Government itself under which we 
live; you cannot do it more effectually than by 
placing such a stigma on its officers. 

Why, sir, you could not, by any possibility, 
carry such a law into execution. If it should 
pass to-morrow, it would fall a dead letter upon 
your statute-book. I would notadvocate a forci- 
ble resistance to any law, and do not believe 
that such was the intention of my friend from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Watx,] when he spoke: of 
resistance; but does not the Senator from Vir- 
ginia know that laws may be passed of a char- 
acter so odious that nobody could be found to 
carry them into execution? Such are all laws 
which are entirely opposed to the spirit of the 


| age, and the united and overwhelming current of 


public opinion. I firmly believe this to be the 
character of the present bill. 

But suppose me to be mistaken in this opinion, 
and that the law could be carried into execution, 
what would be the consequences? The doomed 
oficer, the postmaster, the weigher, or the gauger, 
is placed in the midst of a thinking, acting, bus 
population. Everything around him is proceed- 
ing with the impetuosity ofsteam. Public opinion 
is marching onward with giant strides, The offi- 
cer is talked at and talked to, daily and hourly, 
by the surrounding multitude, whilst the law 
compels him to close his lips in silence. Under 
such circumstances, it would be impossible for. 
human nature long to refrain, What then? If 
he utters a syllable on any of the exciting polit- 
ical topics of the day, and these are alt involved 
in the perpetual canvass which is proceeding for 
offices, high and low, he is at once seized upon 
by some harpy of an informer. This bill offers a 
most tempting bribe to such eavesdroppers. It 
would soon cali into existence such a race, to dog 
and surround every officer, and to catch up every 
incautious word which might be construed into 
an endeavor to persuade or dissuade an elector. 
Mach individual in society is stimulated by this 
bill to become a common informer, by the tempt- 
ing offer of a bribe of $250 ineach particular case. 
The proscribed officer thus becomes his prey, 
and, in most cases, will be glad to compromise 
with him for the payment of a great part, or the 
whole, of the penalty of $500, in order to avoid 
the stigma of perpetual disability to hold any 
office under this Governinent. 

There is another remark which I desire to make 
on this branch of the subject. Whenever you 
attempt to violate the plain letter and spirit of the 
Constitution,a thousand evils, of which you have 
never dreamed, present themselves in the per- 
spective. This law can alone be executed by the 
courts of the United States. Where are they 
situated? Inthe large States, such as Pennsyl- 
vania or Virginia, they are held at great. dis- 
tances from each other. A postmaster in either 
of these States, the income of whose office docs 
not exceed fifty dollars per annum, may be 
dragged from home, a distance of one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred miles, to stand his trial 
under this bill before a Federal court. The ex- 
perise would be. enormous, whilst he is obliged 
to`appear before a tribunal far from the place 
where his character and that of his prosecutor, 
are known and appreciated. Under such circum- 
stances, he would almost be certain to become 
the victim of the common informer, under this’ 
most unjust and unconstitutional law. He would 
either be convicted, or compelled to buy his peace 
at almost any price. 

In conferring the powers enumerated in the 
Constitution on the Federal Government, the 
States expressly reserved to themselves respect- 
ively, or to their people, all the powers not dele- 
gated by it to the United States, or prohibited by 
it to the States. Now I would ask the Senator 
from Kentucky when, or where, or how, has the 
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State of Pennsylvania surrendered to Congress 
the right of depriving any of her citizens, who | 
may accept office under the General Government, 
of the freedom of speech or of the press? Where 
is it declared by the Constitution, either in ex- 
press terms, or from what clause can it be fairly 
inferred, that Congress may make a forfeiture of 
the dearest of all political rights an indispensable 
condition of office? Each one of the people of 
Pennsylvania, under her constitution and laws, 
is secured inthe inalienable right. of speaking his 
thoughts. The State, as well as cach individual | 
citizen, has the deepest interest in the preserva- | 
tion of this right. Pask the gentleman to lay his 
finger on the clause of the Constitution by which į 
it has been surrendered. Where is it declared, 
or from what can it be inferred, that because the 
States have yielded to the Federal Government 
their citizens to execute public trusts under the 
General Government, therefore they have yield- 
ed the rights.of those citizens to express their 
opinions freely concerning public men and public 
measure? The proposition appears to me to be 
full of absurdity. In regard to the qualifications of 
electors, the States have granted no power what- 
ever to the United States: This subject they 
have expressly reserved from Federal control. 
The Legislatures of the States, and they alone, 
under the Constitution, possess the power of pre- 
scribing the qualifications of the electors of mem- 
hers of the House of Representatives in Con- 
gress. They have reserved the same power to 
themselves in regard to voters for the choice of 
electors for President and Vice President. 

What, then, does this bill attempt? To sepa- 
rate two things which reason and the Almighty 
himself have united beyond all power of separa- 
tion. You might as well attempt, by arbitrary 
jaws, to separate human life from the power of | 
breathing the vital air, as to detach the elective 
franchise from freedom of thought, of speech, and 
of the press. In this atmosphere alone can it 
live and move and have its being. To speak his 
thoughts is. every free elector’s inalienable right. 
Freedom of speech and of the press are both the 
sword and the shield of our Republican institu- 
tions, ‘To declare that, when the citizens of a 
State accept office from the General Government, 
they thereby forfeit this right to express an opin- 
ion ‘in relation to the public concerns of their own 
State and of the nation, is palpable tyranny. In 
the language referred to in the report, ‘it puts 
bridles iuto their mouths and saddles upon their 
backs,”’? and degrades them from the rank of a 
reasoning animal, The English precedent of the 
Senator was wiser, much wiser, in depriving these 
officers of the right of suffrage altogether. It docs 
not attempt to re by the power of man, 
two things which Heaven itself has indissolubly 
united. 

If, therefore, the Constitution contained no ex- 
press provision whatever prohibiting Congress 
from passing any law abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press, I think I have shown con- 
clusively that the power to pass this bill could 
not be inferred from any of its express grants of 
power. But the Constitution is not silent on the 
subject. Before its adoption by the States, it 
was dreaded by the jealous patriots of the day, 
that the Federal Government might usurp the 
liberties of the people by attacking the liberty of 
speech and of the press. They, therefore, in- 
sisted upon the insertion of an express provision, 
as an amendment, which, in all time to come, 
would prevent Congress from interfering with 
these inestimable rights. The amendment to 
which I have referred was adopted, and these 
rights were expressly excepted from the powers 
of the Federal Government. And yet, in the very 
face of this express negative of Federal power, 
we find the Senator from Kentucky coming for- 
ward with his bill deciaring direct war against 
any exercise of the freedom of speech and of the 
‘press by those citizens of the States who happen 
to be office-holders under the General Govern- 
ment. 

But, says the Senator from Virginia, Congress 
possess, and have exercised, the unquestionable 
power of creating officers under the Constitution; 
and they may, therefore, annex to the holding of 


‘these offices such a condition as that prescribed 


| trol. 


| with the duties of his office? 


by the bill, or rather the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. Now, sir, what is this but 
to say that Congress may declare that any citi- 
zen of Pennsylvania who accepts a Federal office 
shall take it upon condition that it shall be for- 
feited the moment he exercises the dearest polit- 


| ical right guarantied to him and every other citi- 
| zen by the Constitution of the United States, 


Can Congress impose any such condition upon 
an office? [f they can, they can repeal the most 
solemn provision of the Constitution, and render 
ita dead letter in regard to every personin the 
émployment of the General Government. All 
mankind may then speak and publish what they 
please, except those individuals who have been 
selected, I hope, generally, for their integrity and 
ability, to.execute the important public trusts of 
the country. 

The Senator from Kentucky has adduced sev- 
eral precedents to prove that similar powers have 
been already exercised by Congress in other 
cases. Let us examine them for a moment. 
Congress, says he, has declared that an Indian 
agent who shall himself trade with the Indians, 
shall be punished for this act. But why? Itis 
because this agent is vested with the power of 
granting to our citizens licenses to trade with the 
Indians, and thus to take care that they shall not 
be imposed upon and cheated. To allow him, 
therefore, to trade with them himself, would be 
to make him ajudge in his own cause, and to 
withdraw from them that protection which the 
law intended. Besides, Congress have received 
from the States, by the Constitution, the power 
to regulate commerce with the Indian tribes, 
The whole subject is thus placed under their con- 
What, then, is this precedent worth? Is 
not the trading of an Indian agent with the In- 
dians an express and palpable violation of a duty 
necessarily involved in his office? Can anything 
be clearer than the power and the duty of Con- 
gress to punish him for this offense? But what 
interference can there be between the perform- 
ance of the duties required by law from a post- 
master, or from any other of the proscribed offi- 
cers, and his expression of an opinion to his 
neighbor, either for or against any candidate for 
public office? If the postmaster, for example, 
performs his whole official duty, if he receives 
and delivers the letters intrusted to his care, and 
regularly settles his accounts with the Depart- 
ment, what human power can arbitrarily place a 
gag in his mouth, and declare that he shali be 
punished for exercising the freedom of speech 
and of the press, upon the pretext that the exer- 
cise of these rights of a freeman are inconsistent 
You might just as 
well punish him or deprive him of his office for 


i speaking or writing on natural philosophy or 


mathematics, or any other scientific subject. 
You would have the same power to violate that 
clause in the Constitution conferring upon every 
man the free exercise of religion, and punish him 
for expressing his opinion on religious subjects, 
for attending prayer meetings or bible societies, 
or for endeavoring to persuade or dissuade any 
member of the religious society to which he be- 
longs in relation to the choice of its pastor. The 
pander is precisely the same in both cases. 
our whole power hath this extent—no more. 
You can punish the officer for neglecting or for 
violating the duties which appropriately belong 
to his office. You cannot repeal the Constitution 
by declaring it to be an official duty that he shall 
abandon the constitutional right of speaking his 
thoughts upon any subject whatsoever, whether 
religious, scientific, or political. In other words, } 
you have no right to declare that he shall become 
a slave when he becomes an officer. : | 
A similar answer, if it were necessary, might 
be given to the Senator’s other precedents. oñ- 
cers of the customs are prohibited from owning 
any vessel or cargo under a pecuniary penalty. 
And why? Because they themselves are to direct 
and superintend the entry of vessels and car- 
goes belonging to other persons, and the collec- 
tion of duties; and to allow them to transact this | 
‘business for themselves, would be to make them | 
judges in their own cause. It would be an evi- 


| scended their powers. 


dent violation of the duty naturally attached to 
their office. But will any one contend that their 


constitutional freedom of speech, in regard to 
candidates for office, is incompatible with the 
proper entry or unloading of vessels engaged 


| either in foreign commerce or the coasting trade? 


So the register of a land office is prohibited 
from entering lands in his.own name; or, in other 
words, from selling lands to himself. 

Such are the precedents which:the Senator has 
cited to justify himself in depriving the officers 
embraced by his bill of the right of freedom of 
speech and of the press. 

But I do not mean even to rest the constitutional 
question here. From the very-nature of the Con- 
stitution itself, two great political parties. must 
ever exist in this country. You may call them 
by what names you will, their principles must 
ever continue to be the same. The one, dreading 
Federal power, will ever be friendly to a strict 
construction of the powers delegated to the Fed- 
eral Government and to State rights. The.other, 
equally dreading Federal weakness, will ever ad- 
vocate such a liberal construction of the Consti- 
tution as will confer upon the Genéral Govern- 
ment as much power as possible, consistently 
with a free interpretation of the terms of the in- 
strument. The one party is alarmed at the dan- 
ger of consolidation; the other at that of disunion. 
In the days of the elder Adams, the party friendly 
toa liberal construction of the Constitution got 
into power. And what did they do? -Among 
other things, in the very face of that clause of the 
Constitution which prohibited Congress from 
passing any law abridging the freedom of speech 
ov of the press, they passed the sedition law 
What were its provisions? It punished false 
scandalous, and malicious libels.against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, either House o. 
Congress, or the President, by a fine not exceed 
ing two thousand dollars and imprisonment not 
exceeding two years. 

At the present day it would be useless to waste 


| the time of the Senate in proving that this law 


was a violation of the Constitution. It is now 
admitted that Congress, in passing it, had tran 
If any principle has been 
established beyond a doubt by the almost unani- 
mous opinion of the people of the United States, 
it is that the sedition law was unconstitutional. 
Such is the strong and universal feeling against 
it, that if it could now be revived, the authors 
would probably meet a similar fate with those 
deluded and desperate men in France who have 
themselves lately fallen victims upon the same 
altar on which they had determined to sacrifice 
the liberty of the press. 

The popular odium which followed this law 
was not so much excited by its particular provis- 
ions, as by the fact that any law upon the sub- 
ject was a violation of the Constitution, and 
would establish a precedent for giving ‘such a 
construction to it as would swallow up the rights 
of the States, and of their people, in the gulf of 
Federal power. 

The Constitution had declared that ‘ Congress 
shall pass no law abridging the freedom of specch 
or of the press.’ Its framers well know that, 
under the laws of each of the States composing 
this Union, libels were punishable, They, there- 
fore, left the character of all officers created under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States to 
be protected by the laws of the several States. 
They were afraid to give this Government any 
authority over the subject of libels, lest its colos- 
sal power might be wielded against the liberty of 
the press. Congress were, therefore, prohibited 
from passing any law upon the subject, whether 
good or bad. It was not merely because the law 
was unjust in itself, though it was bad enough 
Heaven knows, that the indignant Republicans 
of that day rose against it; but it was because it 
violated the Constitution. It expired by its own 
limitation in March, 1801; but not until it had 
utterly prostrated the political party which gave 
it birth. 

Now, sir, I shall say a few words concerning 
the Virginia and Kentucky resolutions of 1798: 
although the Senator from Virginia may consider 
it sacrilege in me to discuss this subject. I have 
at all times, ever since I read and understood 
these resolutions, held to the political doctrines 
which they inculcate; and 1 can assure the Sena- 
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tor I have studied them with care. I will read a 
few extracts from the Virginia resolutions. The 
General Assembly, in the third resolution, 

“ Doth explicitly and peremptorily declare, that it views 
the powers of the Federal! Government, as resulting from 
the compact, to which the States are parties, as limited by 
the plain sense and intention of the instrument constituting 
that compact, and as no further valid than they are author- 
ized by the grauts enumerated in that compact.” 

And in the fourth resolution they express their 
deep regret 

“ That a spirit has, in sundry instances, been manifested 
by the Federai Government to enlarge its powers by forced 
constructions of the constitutional charter which defines 
them.” 

In regard. to the sedition law, they declare that 
its passage was the exercise of 

“ A power not delegated by the Constitution ; but, on the 
contrary, expressly and positively forbidden by one of the 
amendments thereto ; a power which, more than any other, 
ought to prodvee universal alarm, because it is leveled 
against that right of freely examining public characters and 
measures, and of free communication among the people 
thereon, which has ever heen justly deemed the only effect- 
ual guardian of every other right.”? 

Now, sir, what is the essence, what is the root 
of all these resolutions? It consists of one plain, 
clear, fundamental principle, from which all others 
proceed as branches. It is this: that patriotism 
—that the permanence of our institutions—that 
all the principles of correct construction require 
that the Federal Government shall be limited to 
the express powers granted to it by the States, 
and that no implied powers shall ever be exer- 
vised, except such as are evidently and plainly 
necessary to carry the express powers into effect. 
This is the foundation, the cornerstone, the vital 

rinciple of all the Virginia and Kentucky reso- 
utions. It was because the sedition law violated 
this principle that the republican statesmen of 
Virginia and Kentucky opposed it with such a 
determined spirit. .It was, as Mr. Madison says 
in his report, because such a loose construction 
of the Constitution as would bring this law within 
its pale, would lay the foundation from which 
the friends ofa strong central Government might 
proceed to rob the States and the people of their 
iberties, and establish a consolidated Govern- 
‘mont, It was the first stride towards a limited 
monarchy, 

The Federalists of that day honestly believed 
that the Government should be strengthened at 
the center, and that the pulsations of the heart 
were not powerful enough to extend a wholesome 
circulation to the extremities. They, therefore, 
used every effort to enlarge the powers of the 
Federal Government by construction. This was 
the touchstone which then divided parties, and 
which will continue to divide them until, which 
God forbid, the Government itself shall cease to 
exist. 3 

Now, sir, if I have correctly stated the princi- 
ple which runs through all the Virginia and Ken- 
tucky resolutions, I would ask whether the bill 
now before the Senate is not a more palpable vi- 
olation of this principle than the sedition law. . 1 
shall now proceed to establish this position. 

In the first place, then, the sedition law did not 
interfere with the freedom of speech. The citizen 
might speak what he thought, and say what he 
pleased, without subjecting himself to its penal- 
ties. Under the despotisms of Europe there isa 
strict censorship over the press. Everything 
written for publication must undergo the super- 
vision and correction of a Government censor be- 
fore itcan be published. In the most despotic 
countries, however, some indulgence is granted 
to the liberty of speech on political questions. 
The bill establishes more than a universal cen- 
sorship over the freedom of speech. It compels 
the officer to be silent altogether on political ques- 
tions. He dare not utter a word without incur- 
ring its penalties. In this country, every public 
question connects itself with our elections. If 
there be two candidates for any State Legislature, 
and the election should turn upon internal im- 
provements, or the division of a county, the of- 
ficer is as much exposed to the univeral sweep of 
this bill, in case he utters a word in favor of the 
one or against the other, as though it were the 
presidenual election. He is equally doomed to 
silence in the one case asin the other: Such 
tyranny is unknown to the sedition law. 


` Whilst I was abroad, some years ago, I heard 
an anecdote highly creditable to the King of Prus- 
sia, who, although a despot, is, by his subjects, 
called a Democratic King. The revolutionary 
war of Poland against Russia was then raging, 
and the Polish subjects of the Prussian King were 
highly excited in favor of their brethren under 
the dominion of Russia. They talked very freely 
in favor of taking part in the contest; of casting 
off the Prussian yoke, and uniting with their | 
brethren in reéstablishing the independence of 
Poland. The counselors of the King advised him 
to prohibit and punish this freedom of speech; he 
answered that he would do no such thing; that 
he would suffer them to express their opinions, 
and that there was less danger that they would 
rise against his Government than if they remained 
silent. This was the remark of a liberal and wise 
man, who had been instructed in the school of 
adversity. ; 
But, in this favored land of liberty, in the nine- 
teenth century, we are about to deny to our citi- 
zens the privilege of speaking their thoughts. 
This is the first attempt which I have ever known 
or read of, either in England or this country, to 
punish the expression of opinions relative to can- 
didates for office as a crime. Ifever this was done 
in England, even in the reigns of the Tudors or 
the Stuarts, it must have been a Star Chamber 
offense. In the more enlightened despotisms of 
Europe they will learn, with astonishment, that 
a bill has been introduced into the Senate of the 
United States proposing to punish a postmaster 
for expressing his opinion in favor of a candidate 
for office, as if this were an enormous crime, with 
a fine of five hundred dollars, and a perpetual dis- 
ability to hold any other office under the Govern- 
ment, Even under the common Jaw of England, 
oral slander is not punishable as a crime. The 
party injured by it is left to his private remedy. 
In the second place, the sedition law, although 


it did abridge, did not, like this bill, totally de- 
stroy the freedom of the press. The sedition 
law deprived no man of the right or the power, 
in the first instance, to write and publish to the 
world any strictures upon the Government which 
he might think proper. ‘To be sure, if, in exer- 
cising this privilege, he violated the trath, he | 
was made responsible to its penalties. This bill 
| reaches the very fountains of thought. Its ob- 
j jectis to prevent its victims from speaking or 
writing atall. Nomatter how innocent, or praise- į 
worthy, or true, may be the conversation or the 
publication, stiil if it can be construed into an 
endeavor to persuade any elector to give his 
vote for a particular candidate, he is doomed to 
a fine of $500, and a perpetual disability to hold 
office. : 
Agnin: under the sedition law, the accused was 
ermitted to protect himself against its penalties, 
y giving the truth of his charge in evidence. 
Any individual who had accused the President 
of the United States of being a bad and dangerous | 
man, who was aiming a blow at the liberties of | 
his country, and desired to usurp ‘the powers of 
the Government by a latitudinarian construction | 
i of the Constitution, was protected by this law 
from all responsibility, provided he could prove 
the truth of these allegations to the satisfaction 
of a court and jury of his countrymen. Not so 
the present bill. If a postmaster, or a land offi- 
cer, or a weigher, or a gauger, should endeavor 
| to dissuade any elector from voting for a partic- 
ular candidate, and should say that this candidate | 
has been guilty of a crime, and therefore his elec- 
tion would be dangerous to the country, and is 
brought before a court and jury for trial under 
this bill, he must be convicted, although he may 
be able to prove the truth of his charge by evi- 
dence as clear as a sunbeam. The old English | 
maxim, “the greater the truth the greater the 
libel,” is again revived, with some show of rea- 
son; because the language of truth would be more 
powerful in persuading or dissuading an elector 
than that of falsehood. Although every member 
of the court and the jury might personally know 
that what the accused had uttered was the truth, 

et, under the provisions of this bill, they would 


e bound to convict and sentence him to suffer 
its penalties. a wg 
Ithink I have thus established my position, that 


this bill is worse, and more glaringly unconstitu- 
tional, than the sedition law. ` ; 

I now approach the argument of the Senator 
from Virginia in favor of the constitutionality of 
this bill. The old argument in favor of the sedi- 
tion law, as stated by Mr. Madison in his report, 
was that the general phrases in the preamble and 
one clause in the Constitation, were sufficiently 
powerful to extend the limited grants of power 
contained in the body of the instrament, and to 
confer upon Congress the authority to enact any 
law they might think proper for the common de- 
fense and the general welfare. This doctrine has 


| long since been exploded, and was not adverted 


to by the Senator from Virginia. We are in- 
formed, by the same authority, that another ar- 
gument used was, that all the State Legislatures 
had passed laws for the punishment of libels; and 
that, therefore, the same power belonged to the 
Government of the United States. A similar 
argument could not be urged by the Senator in 
support of this bill; because no State Legislature 
ever has, and I will venture to say no State 
Legislature ever will pass such a bill as that now 
before the Senate. To what argument then did 
the Senator resort? I shall endeavor to state it 
fairly. He asks, if a judge were to use the free- 
dom of speech or of the press in canvassing the 
merits of a cause before the people, which it would 
become his duty afterwards to decide, would it 
be an abridgment of this freedom to punish him 
for such conduct? I answer, certainly not. But 
does not the gentleman perceive that the offense 
in this case is substantive and independent, and 
amounts to a total violation of his official duty, 
for which he ought to be impeached? The lan- 
guage, oral or printed, which he has used, is the 
mere agent which he has employed in the com- 
mission of the offense. This argument is a beg- 
ging of the question, for it assumes that, under 
the Constitution, Congress possesses the power 
to punish one citizen for persuading another, by 
fair argument, to give his vote for or against any 
candidate for office. This is. the very principle 
to be established. 

Again he asks, suppose one of the officers em- 
braced by the bill were to use the freedom of 
speech or of the press, in saying to an elector, if 
you will give your vote for such a candidate, I 
will procure you an office: would not such an 
officer be punishable? I answer, certainly he 
would, under the State laws; because this would 
be an attempt to procure a vote by corrupt and 
improper means. Itis a distinct offense, the pun- 
ishment of which in no manner interferes with 
the liberty of speech or the press when exercised 
to accomplish constitutional purposes. A simi- 
lar answer might be given to his interrogatory 
in regard to giving a challenge, by word or 
by writing, to fight a duel. The last question, 
which capped the climax of his argument, was, 
if a man be guilty of a false and malicious libel 
against an innocent person, may you not punish 
him, under the Constitution, without invading 
the freedom of speech or the press, because it is 
not the words He may use which you punish, 
but the falsehood of the charge, the evil inten- 
tion, and the injury inflicted? Task the Senator 
if this argument is not a justification of the sedi- 
tion law to the fullest extent? I have taken 
down the Senator’s words, and cannot be mis- 
taken in their meaning. What did the sedition 
law declare? That the authors of * false, scan- 
dalous, and malicious’? libels, with the evil inten- 
tions enumerated in the act, should incur its pen- 
alties. It was not the mere words published that 
were punished, but it was their falsehood, their 
malice, and their evil intention. The constitu- 
tionality of the sedition law is, therefore, em- 
braced not only within the spirit, but within the 
very words, of the Senator’s argument. Has he 
not, however unconsciously, defended the sedi- 
tion law? This argument, to my knowledge, 
never occurred to thosé who passed that law; 
but itis one which, if well founded, would give 
us the power to-morrow to pass another sedition 
law. f = ee 

Do not Senators perceive that the passage of 
this bill would utterly disfranchise a large and 
respectable class of our people? Under it, what 
would be the condition of all the editors of- your 
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political journals, whose business and whose duty 
it is to enlighten public opinion in regard to the | 
merits or demerits of candidates for office? Pass 
this law, and you declare that no editor of a pub- | 
lic paper, of either party, is capable or worthy 
of holding any of the proscribed offices. He 
must at once cithcr abandon his paper, and with 
it the means of supporting himself and his fam- 
ily, or he must surrender any little office which 
he may hold under the Government. - 

And yet this bill is supported by my friend 
from Virginia, who, to use his own language, 
“ has been imbued with the principles of democ- | 
racy, and a regard for Stace rights, from his ear- 
liest youth.” If such a charge should ever be 
made against him hereafter, his speech and his 
vote in favor of this bill will acquit him before 
any courtin Christendom where the truth may be 
given in evidence. I yet trust that he may never 
vote for its passage. 

Every measure of this kind betrays a want of 
confidence in the intelligence and patriotism of the 
American people. Itis founded on a distrust of 
their judgment and integrity. Do you suppose 
that when a man is appointed a collector ora 
postmaster he acquires any more influence over 
the people than he had before? No, sir! On the 
contrary, his influence is often diminished instead 
of being increased. The people of this country 
are abundantly capable of judging whether he is | 
most influenced by love of country or love of of- | 
fice. If they should determine that his motives 
are purely mercenary for supporting a political 
party, this wilt destroy his influence. Ifhe bea 
noisy, violent, and meddling politician, he will 
do the Administration under which he has been 
appointed much more harm than good. Let me 
assure gentlemen that the people are able to take | 
cave of themselves. They do not require the in- 
terposition of Congress to prevent them from being 
deceived and led astray by the influence of office- 
holders. Whilst this is my fixed opinion, I think 
the number of Federal officers ought to be strictly 
limited to the actual necessities of the Govern- 
ment. Pursue this course, and, my life for it, 
all the Jand officers and postmasters and weighers 
and gaugers which you shall send abroad over 
the country can never influence the people to be- 
tray their ‘own cause. For my own part, I en- 
teriain the most perfect confidence in their intelli- | 
gence as well as integrity. 

‘That office-holders possess comparatively but 
little influence over the people, will conclusively 
appear from the brief history of the last two years, 
the period during which this dreaded man, Mr. | 
Van Buren, has been in office. What has all this | 
alarming influence of the office-holders effected at 
the only points where they are to be found in any 
considerable number? In the city of Philadelphia, 
notwithstanding all the influence of the custom- 
house, the post office,and the mint, the majority, | 
at the last election, against the Administration 
was tremendous, being, I believe, upwards of four 
thousand. The Pretorian guards, as they have 
been called, performed but little service on that 
day in that city. On the other hand, Jook at the 
interior of Pennsylvania. There the Governor, | 
whose patronage within the limits of the State 
was as great, under the old constitution, as that 
of the King of England, had filled every office 
with enemies of the present Administration. Of 
this | do not complain; for, whether right or į 
wrong, it has been the long-established practice 
of both political parties. It is true that many of 
the postmasters were friendly to the Administra- 
tion; but it is equally certain that a large propor- 
tion of them warmly espoused the cause of the 
Opposition. What was the result? Those wield- 
ing this vast patronage were entirely routed, not- 
withstanding the exertions of the office-holders. | 
Gentlemen may quiet their alarms, and be assured 
that the people cannot. be persuaded to abandon 
their principles by the influence of men in office. | 

Again: let us look at the State of New York | 
for another example. There the Albany Regency | 
were seated in power. The Democratic party | 

l 
| 
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was well drilled. All the office-holders of the į 
State and of the city were friendly to the Admin- 

istration. Besides, in my opinion, they fought in į 
the righteous cause; and this same abused Albany | 
Regency, who were their leaders, was composed i 
of as able und as honest men as were ever at the | 


head of any State government. What was the | 
result there? With all this official power and 
patronage, both of the State and Federal Govern- 
ments, we were beaten, horse, foot, and dra- 
goons. There is not the least necessity for pass- 
ing an unconstitutional law to save the people 
from the influence of the office-holders. 

Have we not been beaten in all the large cities 
of the Union, where only there aré Federal offi- 
cers in any considerable number? What has 
been our fate in New York, Philadelphia, Bos- 
ton, Baltimore, and New Orleans? We have 
been vanquished in all of them. The hobgob- 
lins and chimeras dire respecting the influence of 
office-holders which terrify gentlemen, exist only 
in their own imagination. The people of this 
country are riot the tame and servile creatures 
who can be seduced from their purpose by the 
persuasion of the office-holders. It is true that 
in 1828 I did say that the office-holders were the 
enlisted soldiers of that Administration by which 
they were sustained. This was too strong an 
expression. But admit them to be enlisted sol- 
diers; and whilst I do not deny them some influ- 
ence, there is no danger to be apprehended from | 
it as long as there is virtue and intelligence among 
our people. 

And here I hope the Senator from Kentucky | 
will pardon me for suggesting to him an amend- 
ment to his bill. He has, I think, made one or 
two mistakes in the classification of his officers; 
though, in the general, it is sufficiently perfect. 
The principle would seem to have been to sepa- 
rate what may be called the aristocracy of office- 
holders from the plebeians. Those of the elevated 
class are still permitted to enjoy the freedom of 
speech and of the press, whilst the hard working 
operatives among them are denied this privilege. 
The heads of Departments and bureaus, the offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy, the superintendents 
and officers of our mints, and our district attor- | 
neys, are not affected by the bill. These gentle- | 
men are privileged by their elevation. Tliey are | 
too high to be reached by its provisions. ho, | 
then, oughtto care whether weighers and gaugers, 
and village postmasters, and hard-handed dray- 
men, and such inferior people, shall be permitted | 
to express their thoughts on public affairs? I; 
would suggest, however, that the collectors of 
our principal sea-ports, the marshals of our ex- 
tensive judicial districts, and the postmasters in 
our principal cities, receive compensation suffi- 
cient to enable them to figure in ‘* good society.” | 
They ought to rank with the district attorneys, 
and should be elevated from the plebeian to the 
patrician rank of office-holders. They ought to 
be allowed the freedom of speech and of the 
press. As to the subordinate officers, they are 
not worth the trouble of a thought. 

To be sure, there is one palpable absurdity on 
the face of the bill. Its avowed purpose is to pre- | 
vent office-holders from exercising an influence in 
elections. Why, then, except from its operation 
all those office-holders who, from their station in 
society, can exercise the most extensive influ- 
ence, and confine its provisions to the humbler, | 
but not less meritorious class whose opinions can ! 
have but a limited influence over their fellow-men? 


The district attorney, for example, is excepted— | 
the very man of all others who, from his position | 
and talents, has the best opportunity of exerting | 
an extensive influence. He may ride over his : 
district, and make political speeches to secure the 1 
election of his favorite candidate. He is too high 
a mark for the gentleman’s bill. But if the sub- | 
ordinates of the custom-house or the petty post- | 
master at the cross roads, with an income of fifty 
dollars per annum, shall dare, even in private | 
conversation, to persuade an elector to vote for į 
or against any candidate, he is to be punished by 
a fine of $500, and a perpetual disability to hold 
any office under the Government. Was there | 
ever a bill more unequal or more unjust? 
Now, sir, I might here, with great propriety, 
and very much to the relief both of my audience || 
and myself, leave this subject; but there are still i] 
some other observations which I conceive it to be į 
my duty to add to what I have already said. Most 
of them will be elicited by the very strong remarks || 
of my friend from Virginia; for I trust that I may | 


still be permitted to call him by that name. 
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:| of reëlcetion but for their patronage. 


He and I entered the House of Representatives i 


almost together. I believe he came into it but 
two years after myself. We soon formed a mutual 
friendship, which has ever since, I may say, on 
my part, with great sincerity, continued to exist. 
We fought shoulder to shoulder, and his great 
powers were united with my feeble efforts in pros- 
trating the administration of the younger Adams 
General Jackson came into power; and, during 
the whole period of that administration, he was 
the steady, unwavering supporter of all its lead- 
ing measures, except the specie circular and his 
advocacy of the currency bill; and, on that bill, I 
stood by him, in opposition to the Administration. 
Whilst this man of destiny was in power—this 
man of the lion heart, whose will the Whigs de- 
clared was law, and whose roaring terrified all 
the other beasts of the forest, and subdued them 
into silence—where was then the Senator from 
Virginia? He was our chosen champion in the 
fight. Whilst General Jackson was exerting all 
this tremendous influence, and marshaling all his 
trained bands of office-holders to do his bidding, 
according to the language of the Opposition, these 
denunciations had no terrors for the Senator from 
Virginia. Never in my life did 1 perform a duty 
of friendship with greater ardor than when, on 
one occasion, I came to his rescue from an unjust 
attack made against him by the Whigs, in rela- 
tion to a part of his conduct whilst Minister to 
France. After holding out so long together, ought 
he not, at least, to have parted from us in peace, 
and bade us a kind adieu? In abandoning our 
camp, why did he shoot Parthian arrows behind 
him? In taking leave of us, I hope not forever, 
is it not too hard for us to hear ourselves de- 
nounced by the gentleman in the language which 
he has used: 

“Tle is amazed and bewildered with the scenes passing 
before him. Whither, he asks, will the mad dominion of 
party carry us? His mind is filled with despondency as to 
the fate of his country. Shall we emulate the servility of 


the Senate and people of Rome? You already have your 
Pretorian bands in this city.’? 


I might quote from his speech other phrases 
of a similar character; but these are sufficient. { 
do not believe that any of these expressions were 
aimed at me personally; yet they strike me with 
the mass of my political friends, and I feel bound 
to give them a passing notice. . 

And why, let me ask the Senator, why did he 
not sooner make the discovery of the appalling 
danger of Executive influence? Is there more to 
be dreaded from that cause under the present 
Administration than under that which is past? 
Js Martin Van Buren more formidable than Gen- 
eral Jackson was? Let his favorite author, de 
Tocqueville, answer this question, He says: 

“The power of General Jackson perpetually increases, 
but that of the President declines ; in his hands the Federa 
Government is strong, but it will pass enfeebled into the 
hands of his successor.” 

Do we not all now know this to be the truth? 
Has not the Government passed enfeebled into 
the hands of his successor? We see it and feel 
it and know it from everything which is passing 
around us. The civilian has succeeded the con- 
queror; and, I must be permitted to say, has ex- 
ercised his high powers with great moderation 
and purity of purpose. In what manner has he 
ever abused his patronage? In this particular, of 
what can the gentleman complain? 

In February, 1828, I did say that the office- 
holders were the enlisted soldiers of the Admin- 
istration. But did I then propose to gag them? 
Did I propose to deprive them of the freedom of 
speech and of the press? No, sir, no! Not- 
withstanding the number of them scattered over 


i| the country, I was not afraid of their influence. 


On the contrary, I commended the Administra- 
tion for adhering to its friends. I then used the 
following language: 


“In my humble judgment, the present Administration 
could not have proceeded a single year, with the least hope 
This patronage may 
have been used unwisely, as my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Lercuer] (and I am still proud to call him my friend, not- 
withstanding our political opposition) has insinuated. 
have never blamed them, I shail never blame them, for ad- 
hering to their friends. Be true to your friends and they 
will be true to you, is the dictate both of justice and of 
sound policy. Ishall never participate in abusing the Ad- 
ministration for remembering their friends. If you go too 
much abroad with this patronage for the purpose of making 
new friends, you will offend your old ones, and make but 
very insincere converts.’? 
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What.was my opinion in 1828,.when I was 
in the Opposition,.is still my.opinion in 1839, 
when J.am in the majority. isay now, that the 
Administration which goes abroad with its patron- 
age tomale converts of its enemies, atthe expense 
of its friends, acts both with ingratitude and. in- 
justice. Such an Administration deserves. to be 
prosirated. Although neither from principle nor 

rom feeling.am I a root.and branch man, yet, in 
this respect, I adopt the opinion of General 
Washington, the first, the. greatest, the wisest, 
and.: the best of our Presidents. I prefer him 
either.to General Jackson or to the great Apostle 
of American liberty. This opinion, however, 
may.progeed-from the relics of old Federalism. 

On this subject General Washington.says: 

J shall not, whilst I-haye the honor to.administer the 
Government, bring a man into any òtlice of consequence, 
‘Knowingly, whose political tenets are adverse to the meas- 
ures which the-General Government is pursuing ;:for this, 
in my: opinion, would be'a sort of political suicide. 'Phat it 
-ORIA embarzass.its moyements is certain.’’ 

. Now vit any freak.of destiny should ever 
-plaee me in. one of these Executive Departments, 
and | feel. very certain.that it never will, 1 shall 
‘tell. you the course I would,pursue. I should not | 
hegome.an.inquisitor-of the political opinions of 
the subordinate office-holders, who are receiving 
aularies of some eight hundred.or.a thousand dol- 

Jars a:yegr. Forthe higher and more.responsible 
offices, however,.L would selectable, faithful, and 
well tried political friends,.who felt a deep and 
devoted interest in the success of my measures. 
And this not, for the purpose of concealment; for 
no public officer ought to be afraid of the scru- 
tiny of.the world; but.that they might cheerfully 
cooperate with me in promoting what I believed 
to be the public interest. I would have no per- 
son around me, either to hold back in the traces, 
‘or to thwart and defeat my purposes. With Gen- 
eral Washington, l:belicve that any other course 
16 would be a sort of political suicide. ? 
In executing the ‘duties of a public office, 'I 
should act upon the same principles that would 
govern my conduct in regard to'a private. trust 
Lf. the Senator from Virginia were to. constitute 
me his attorney, te transact any important busi- | 
ness, | should:never employ assistants whom [| 
believed to be openly and avowedly hostile to his 
interests. 


But, anys the Senator, you already have your |: 
He doubtless al- |! 


Pretorian bands in this chy. 
Judes to the office-holders in the different Depart- 
ments ofthe Government; and, L ask, is Mr. | 


y H 
Van Buren’s influence over them greatly to bes 


dreaded? If, sir, the President relies. upon such | 
„troops: be will:most certainly be defeated. ‘These | 
Pretorian bands are, to a great extent, on the 
side of the Senator from, Kentucky and his po- | 
litical friends. I would now do them great in- 
justiee if L were to eall them the enlisted soldiers 
_of the Administration. Whilst General Jackson 
was here they did ‘keep tolerably quict, but now 
I understand that many of these heads of bureaus į 
and clerks use the freedom of specch and of the 
press without reserve against the measures of his 
successor, Of course, I speak from common re- || 
port. God ‘forbid that I should become an in- | 
quisitor asto any man’s politics. Itis generally 
understood that about one half of them are open | 
enemies of. the- present ‘Administration. I-have | 
some acquaintance with ‘a few of those who are | 
~ ealled its friends; and among. this few I know | 
‘sfeveral who, although they declare they are in | 
favor-6f the reélection of ‘Mr. Van Buren, yet: 
they are decidedly opposed to all his prominent } 
“measures. Surrounded by.such Pretorian bands, 
what has this tyrant done? Nothing—literally | 
“nothing. -Tbelieve’he is-the very last man in the | 
‘country who can justly be charged with using 
‘his official patronage to control the frecdom of | 
elections. His forbearance towards his political i 
‘enemies in office will unquestionably injure him | 
to some extent, and especially in those d 
| 
i 
1 


_ where,.under.the common party law, no person 
dreams: of being permitted to hald-office.from his | 
„political enemies. His liberality in this respect | 

has been condemned by many of his friends, 
whilst he is accused by his enemies of using his 
official patronage for corrupt political purposes. | 
This isa hard fate. The Senator must, there- || 


fore, pardon me, after having his own high au- i; 


` thority in favor of General Jackson’s.adminis- 


il 


tration, if, under that .of his successor, I cannot 
now see the dangers of Executive patronage in a 
formidable light. 


There was one charge made by the Senator 


from Virginia against the present Administration 


which I should have been the first man tosustain, 
had I believed it to be well founded. Had the 
President evinced a determination, in the face of 
all.his principles and professions, to form a per- 
manent connection, in violation of law, between 
the Government and the Bank of the United 
States, or any other State bank, he should, in this 
particular, have encountered my unqualified op- 
position. In such an event, I should have been 
willing to serve under-the command of the Sena- 
tor against the Administration; and. hundreds and 
thousands of.the unbought and incorruptible De- 
mocracy would -have railied.to our standard. I 
am convinced, however, from the reports of the 
Secretaries of the Treasury and of War, and from 
the other.Jights which have been shed upon the 
subject, that “their poverty, and not their will, 
consented” to the, partial and limited connection 
which resulted from the sale of the bond to the 
Bank of the United States. Such seems to have 
been the general opinion on this floor, because no 
Senator came to the aid of the gentleman from 
Virginia in sustaining this charge. ‘* Where was 
Roderick then??? Why did not the Senator from 
Kentucky come to the rescue, and sustain his 


‘friend from Virginia in the accusation against the 


Administration of having again connected itself 
with the Bank of the United States? 

The Senator from ‘Virginia has informed us 
that in his State a law exists prohibitingany man 
who holds office. under the Federal Government 
from holding, at the same time, a State office. 


This law prevents the same individual from serv- 


iug two masters. A similar law, l believe, exists 
in every State of this Union. Jf there is not, 
there ought to be. The Federal and State Gov- 
ernments ought to be-kept.as distinct and indc- 
pendent ofeach other as possible. The General 


| Government ought never to .be permitted to in- 
| sinuate itself into the concerns of the States, by 


using their oflicers as its officers. These incom- 
patible laws proceed from a wise and wholesome 
jealousy of Pederal power, and a proper regard 
for State rights. I heartily approve them. Then, 
sir, if there be danger in trusting a postmaster 
of the General Government with the commission 
of a magistrate under State authority, how infi- 
nitely more dangerous would it be to suffer the 
Administration to connect itself with all the State 
banks of the country?) What inmense influence 
over the people of the States could the Pederal 
Government thus acquire! Suffer it to deposit 
the public money at pleasure with these banks, 
and permit them to loan it out for their own ben- 
efit, and you establish a vast Federal influence, 
not over weighers and gaugers and postmasters, 
but over the presidents and directors and cashiers 
and debtors and creditors of these institutions. 
You bind them to you by the strongest of all 


| tics—that of self-interest; and they are men who, 


from their position, cannot fail to exercise an cx- 
tensive influence over the people of the States. I 
ama State-rights man, and am therefore opposed 
to any connection between this Government and 
the State banks; and last of all to such a connec- 
tion with the Bank of. the United States, which 
is the most powerful of them all. This is one 
of the chief reasons why I am in favor of an in- 
dependent Treasury And yet, friendly to State 
rights as the Senator professes to be, he com- 
-plains of the President for opposing such a con- 
nection with the State banks, and thereby volun- 
tarily depriving himself of the powerand influence 
which must ever result from.such a union. 
There.are other reasons why I am friendly to 
an independent Treasury; but this is not the 
proper occasion to discuss them. I shall merely 
advert to one.which, in my opinion, renders an 


immediate separation from the banks indispens- 


able to.the public interest. The importation of 
foreign goods into New York since the commence- 
ment of the present year, very far exceeds accord- 
ing to our information, the corresponding im- 
portations daring the year 1836, although they 
were greater in that year than they had ever been 
since the origin of our Government. This must 
at once creaie.a large debt against usin England. 


Meanwhile, what is our condition at home? New 
York has established what is called a free bank- 
ing law, under whose provisions more than fifty 
banks had been established in the beginning of 
January last, and I know not how many since, 
with permission to increase their capital to 
$487,000,000. These banks do not even profess 
to proceed upon the ancient, safe, and well estab- 
lished principle of making the specie in their 
vaults bear some just and reasonable proportion 


‘to their-circulation and deposits. Another anda 


novel principle isadopted. State loans and mort- 
gages upon real estate are made to take the place 
of gold and silver; and an amount of bank notes 
may be issued equal to the amount of these sccu- 
rities deposited with the Comptroller. There is 
no restriction whatever imposed on these banks 
in regard to specie, except that they are required 
to hold eleven pence in the dollar, not of their 
circulation and deposits united,.but of their cir- 
culation alone. Well may that able officer have 
declared, in his report to the Legislature, that 
‘it is now evident that the point of danger is not 
an exclusive metallic currency, but an exclusive 
paper currency, so redundant and universal as to 
excite apprehensions for its stability.” The 
amount of paper issaes of these banks, and the 
amount of bank credits, must rapidly expand the 
paper circulation, and again produce extravagant 
speculation. 

The example of New York will have a power- 
fal influence on the other States of the Union. 
Already has Georgia established a free banking 
law; and a bill for the same purpose is now be- 
fore the Legislature of Pennsylvania. If the signs 
of the times do not deceive me, we shall have an- 
other explosion sooner, much sooner than I had 
anticipated. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Wenster] nods his assent. 

Mr. WEBSTER. [think so also, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This paper bubble must, 
from its nature, go on rapidly expanding, until it 
reaches the bursting point, The recent suspen- 
sion of specic payments by the branch bank of 
Mobile, in the State of my friend from Alabama, 
(Mr. Kina,] may be the remote and distant thun- 
der, premonitory of the approaching storm. This 
is all foreign, however, to the subject before the 
Senate. ldesire now to declare solemnly in ad- 
vance, that if this explosion should come, and the 
money of the people in the Treasury should again 
be converted into irredeemable bank paper and 
bank eredits, the Administration will be guiltless 
of the deed. We have tried, but tried in vain, to 
establish an Independent Treasury where this 
money would be safe, in the custody of officers 
responsible to the people. 

There is one incident in relation to the Bank of 
the United States which my friend from Virginia 
may be curious to know. Under the Pennsylva- 
nia charter it was prohibited from issuing notes 
under ten dollars. I had fondly hoped that this 
example might be gradually followed by our Le- 
gislature in regard to the other banks, until the 
time should arrive when our whole circulation 
under ten dollars should consist of gold and sil- 
ver, The free banking law of New York has 
enabled the bank to nullify this restriction. Un- 
der this law it has established a bank in the city 
of New York, the capital of which may be in- 
creased to $50,000,000, and has transferred to the 
Comptroller of that State Michigan State loan to 
the amount of $200,000. And what notes, Mr. 
President, do you suppose it has taken in heu of 
this amount of loan? Not an assortment of differ- 
ent denominations, as the other banks have done, 
but forty thousand five dollar notes. These five 
dollar notes will be paid out and circulated by 
the bank at Philadelphia; and thus the wise ten- 
dollar. restriction contained in its Pennsylvania 
charter is completely annulled. 

‘Tf, therefore, I could believe for a moment that 
this Government intended to form a permanent 
connection with the Bank of the United States, 


.and again make it the general depository and fis- 


cal agent of the Treasury, even if no other prin- 
ciple were involved than that of the enormous 
increase of Executive patronage which must neces- 
sarily follow, I should at once stand with my 
friend from Virginia in opposition to the Admin- 
istration. But Í would not go over with him to 
the enemy’s camp. I have. somewhere read u 


1839.]. 
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eulogy on the wisdom of the Catholic church for- 


tolerating much freedom of opinion in non-essen- 
tials among its members. A pious, an enthusi- 
astic, and an -ardent spirit, which, if it belonged 
toany Protestant church, might produce aschism, 
is permitted to establish a new order, and thus 
to benefit, instead of injuring, the ancient estab- 
lishment. I might point to a St. Dominick and 
a Loyola for examples. Now, sir, I admit that 
the Whig party is very catholic in this respect. 
It tolerates great difference of opinion. Its unity 
almost consists in diversity. In that party we re- 
cognize “ the Democratic anti-Masonic’’ branch, 
Yes, sir, that is the approved name. I need not 
mention the names ofits twodistinguished leaders. 
The peculiar tenet of this respectable portion of 
the universal political Whig church is a horrible 
dread of the murderérs of Morgan, whose ghost, 
like that of Hamilet’s father, walks abroad, and 
revisits the pale glimpses of the moon, seeking 
vengeance on his murderers. I wish they could 
be found, and punished as they deserve. Though 
not Abolitionists in the mass, they do not abso- 
lutely reject, though they may receive with an 
awkward grace, the overtures and aid of the Ab- 
olitionists. In my portion of the country, at least, 
the Abolitionists are either incorporated with this 
branch of the party, or hang upon its outskirts. 
The Senator from Virginia and myself could not, 
I think, go over to this section of the party, nor 
would we be received by it into full communion. 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] will, I 
think, find to his cost that he has done himself 
great injury with this branch of the Opposition, 
by the manly and patriotic sentiments which he 
expresse a few days ago on the subject of abo- 
ition. 

Then comes the Whig party proper, in which 
the Senator from Kentucky stands preéminent. 
I need not detail its principles. Now, I humbly 
apprehend that even if the President of the Uni- 
ted States should determine to ally himself with 
the bank, and force us to abandon him on that 
account, neither the Senator from Virginia nor 
myself could find refuge in the bosom of this 
party. We have both sinned against it beyond 
forgiveness. We were both in favor of the re- 
moval of the deposits—an offense which, with 
them, like original sin, ‘ brought death into the 
world, and all our woe.” For this no penitence 
can atone. 

Again: we both voted for the expunging reso- 
lution; which, in their opinion, was an act of 
base subserviency and man worship, and, withal, 
a palpable violation of the Constitution, So 
dreadful was this offense, that my friend from 
Delaware (Mr. Bavaro] will never get over it, 
He has solemnly pledged himself to cry aloud 
and spare not, until this foul blot shall be removed 
from the Journals of the Senate. I should be 
glad to know why he has not yet introduced his 
annual resolution to efface this unsightly stain 
from the record of our proceedings? 

In short, we should be compelled to forma sep- 
arate branch of the Whig party. We should be 
the deposit-removing, expunging, force bill, anti- 
bank, Jackson Whigs. We should carry with 
us enough of locofocoism and other combustible 
materials to blow them all up. They had better 
have a care of us. 

I hope the Senator may yet remain with us, 
and be persuaded that his old friends upon this 
floor do not resemble cither the servile band in 
the Roman Senate, under the first Cesar, or that 
which afterwards degraded themselves so low as 
to make the favorite horse of one of his success- 
ors high priest and consul. He can never be 
fally received into the communion of the faithful 
Whigs. Although the fathers of the church here 
may grant him absolution, yet the rank and file 
of the party throughout. the country will never 
ratify the deed. 

I was pleased to hear the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, on yesterday, make the explanation which 
he did to the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Srrance,]in regard to what he had said in favor 
of the Briush Government. I cheerfully take the 
explanation. I did suppose he had pronounced 
a high-wrought eulogy upon that Government; 
but it would not be fair to hold him, or any other 
Senator, to the exact meaning of words uttered in 
the heat and ardor of debate. ` ae 
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| sentence of his is an apothegm of wisdom. 


I agree with him that we are indebted for sev- 
eral of our most valuable institutions to our British 
ancestors. We have derived from them the prin- 
ciples of liberty established. and consecrated by 
Magna Charta, the trial by jury, the right of pe- 
tition, the habeas corpus act, and the revolution of 
1688. And yet, notwithstanding all this, [should 
be very unwilling to make the British Govern- 
ment a model for our legislation in republican 
America. Look at its effects in practice. Is ita 
Government which sheds its benign influence, like 
the dews of Heaven, upon all its subjects? or is 
it nota Government where the rights of the many 
are sacrificed to promote the interests of the few? 
The landed aristocracy have controlled the elec- 
tion of a majority of the members of the House 
of Commons, and they themselves compose the 
House of Lords. The main scope and principal 
object of theirlegislation was to promote the great 
Janded interests—that of the large manufacturers, 
and the fund holders of a national debt, amount- 
ing to more than seven hundred and fifty millions 
sterling. In order to accomplish these purposes, 
it became necessary to oppress the poor. Where 
is the country beneath the sun in which pauper- 
ism prevails to such a fearful extent? Is it not 
known to the whole world that the wages both 
of agricultural and manufacturing labor are re- 
duced to the very lowest point necessary to sus- 
tain human existence? Look at Ireland—the 


fairest land I have ever seen. Her laboring pop- | 


ulation is confined to the potato. Rarely, indeed, 
do they enjoy either the wheat or the beef which 
their country produces in such plentiful abun- 
dance. It is chiefly sent abroad for foreign con- 
sumption. g 

The people of England are now struggling to 
make their institutions more free; and | trust in 
God they may succeed; yet their whole system 
is artificial; and, without breaking it down alto- 
gether, I do not perceive how the condition of the 
mass of the people can be much ameliorated. In 
the present state of the world, no friend of the 
human race ought probably fo desire its immedi- 
ate destruction. We ought to regard it rather as 
a beacon to warn us, than as a model for our imi- 
tation. We ought never, like England, to raise 
up by legislation any great interests or monopo- 
lies to oppress the people, which we cannot put 
down without crushing the Government itself. 
Such is now the condition of that country. Iam 
no admirer of the British Constitution, either in 
Church or State, as it at present exists. I desire 
not a splendid Government for this country. 

The Senator from Virginia has quoted with ap- 
probation, and sustained by argument, a senti- 
ment from De Tocqueville, to which I can never 
subscribe. It is this: that there is greater danger, 
under a Government like ours, that the Chief 
Magistrate may abuse his power, than under a 
limited monarchy; because, being elected by the 


people, and their sympathies being strongly en- i 


listed in his favor, he may go on to usurp the lib- 
ertics of the country with their approbation. 
Mr. RIVES rose and explained. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. From the gentleman’s ex- 


planation, I find that | did not misquote either his | 


proposition or hisargument. Iam sorry he speaks 
under the dominion of so much feeling. 1 have 
none at all on the present occasion. 1 shall pro- 
ceed, and, at the proper time, and, I trust, in the 
proper manner, give my answer to this proposi- 
tion. 


The Senator has introduced De Tocqueville as | 


authority on this question; and, in order to give | 


greater weight and luster to this authority, has 


‘pronounced him superior to Montesquieu. Mon- į 


tesquieu was a profound thinker, and almost every 
He 


has, stood, and ever will stand, the test of time. 


I cannot compare De Tocqueville with Montes- |! 


quieu. Ithink he himself would blush at such a 
comparison. 
I may truly say that I have never met any 


| Frenchman or Englishman who could understand 


‘the complicated relations existing between our | 
Federal and State Governments. In this respect, 


De Tocqueville has not succeeded much better 


than the rest. I am disposed to quarrel with him | 


for one thing 
the doctrines of 
olutions. He is one o 


f the Virginia and Kentucky res- 
f those old Federalists, in 


, and that is, that he is opposed to | 


the true acceptation. of that term, who. believe 
that the powers of the General Government are 
not sufficiently strong to protect it from the en- 
croachment of the States. Hence one great ob- 
ject of his book is to prove that this Government 
is becoming weaker and weaker; while those of 
the States are growing stronger and stronger; 
and although he does not think the time near, 
yet the final catastrophe must be, that it will be 
dissolved by its own weakness, and the people 
at length, tired of the perpetual struggles of lib- 
erty, will finally seek. repose in the arms of des- 
otism. ‘This result, in his opinion, is not to be 
rought about by the strength, but by the weak- 
ness, of the Federal Government. T ini ht ad- 
duce many quotations to this éffect from his bodk, 
but I shall trouble the’ Stnate with’ but afew. 
He says, in summing up a jong chapter- ọn this 
subject: ARE RF 8 : 


“J am strangely mistaken if the Federal Government òf 
the United States be not constantly losing strength; retiring 
gradually from public. affairs, and narrowing its. circle’of 
action more and more. It is naturally feeble, but it now 
abandons even its pretensions to strength. Qn'the other 
hand, I thought that I remarked a more lively sensé of in- 
dependence, and a more decided attachment tq provinciat 
government, in the States. ‘The Union.is.to.subsist, but to 
subsist as a shadow ; it is to be strong in certain cases, aiid 
weak in all others; in timé of warfare it is to be able to 
concentrate all the forces of the nation. and all the resources 
of the country in its hands; and in tinre of peace. its ex- 
istence is to be scarcely perceptible. as if this alternate 
debility and vigor were nataral or pussible.”? . 

“1 do not foresee anything, for the present, which may 
be able to check this genera} impulse of public opinion’; the 
causes in which it originated do not cease to,operate with 
the same effect. The change will therefore go on, and it 
may be predicted that, unless some extraordinary event oc- 
curs, the Government of the Union will grow weaker and 
weaker every day.” $ i SRTA 


Again: 

“So far isthe Federal Government from acquiring strength 
and from threatening the sovereignty of the States, asit 
grows older, that L maintain it to be growing weaker and 
| Weaker, and that the sovereignty of the Union atone isin 
| danger.” ` 


And again: 


It may, however, be foreseen even now, that, when the 
Americans lose their republican institutions, they will 
speedily arrive at & despotic government without a long in- 
terval of limited monarchy.” ` 


Speaking of the power of the President, he 
Says: 


“Hitherto, no citizen has shown any disposition to ex- 
pose his honor and his life in order to.become the President 


i| of the United States, because the power of that office is 


temporary, limited, and subordinate. ‘Phe prize of fortune 
| must be great to encourage adventurers in so desperate a 
| game. No candidate has as yet been able to arouse the 
dangerous enthusiasm or the passionate sympathies of the 
people in his favor, for the very simple reason that, when 
he is at the head of the Government, he has but litle pow 
ier, but litte wealth, and but litle glory to share amongst 
| his friends; and his influence in the State is too small for 
the success or the ruin ofa faction to depend upon the ele- 
vation of an individual te power.” 


Now, if this greater than Montesquieu is to be 
believed, and his authority is to be relied upon by 
the Senator from Virginia, whence his terror and 
alarm lest the power of the President might be 
strengthened by the influence of the lower class 
of Federal office-holders at elections? Why 
should they be deprived of the freedom of speech 


li and of the press, upon the principle that the 


power of Mr. Van Buren is dangerous to the lib- 
erties of his country? The gentleman’s lauded 
‘authority is entirely against his own position. 
Now, for my own part, I differ altogether from 
De Tocqueville. Although I do not believe that 
the power and patronage of the President can 
with any, even the least, justice, be compared 
with that of the King of England, yet from the 
very nature of things, from the rapid increase of 
our population, from the number of new States, 
from our growing revenue and expenditures, 
from the additional number of officers necessary 
| to conduct the affairs of the Government, and 
from many other causes which I might enumer- 
l ate, I am convinced that the Federal Executive 
is becoming strongerand stronger. Rest assured 
he is not that feeble thing that De Tocqueville 
represents him to be. Federal power ought al- 
ways to be watched with vigilant jealousy, not 
with unjust supicion. It ought never to be ex- 
tended by the creation of new offices, except they 
are absolutely necessary for the transaction of the 
| public business. í f 


210 


APPENDIX TÖ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


OTH CONG....3D Sess. 


nterference in Elections—Mr. Buchanan. 


ef 


; Sav we SENATE. 


The Whigs will be astonished to learn that, in 
the opinion of this author, General. Jackson has 
greatly ‘contributed, not to. strengthen, but to 
weaken Federal power. i 

“ Far from wishing to extend it the President belongs to 
the party which is desirous of limiting that power to the 
bare and precise letter of the Constitution, and which never 
puts a construction upon that act favorable to the Govern- 
ment of the Union; far from standing forth as the cham- 
pion of centralization, General Jackson is the agent of all 
the jealousies of the States; and hé was placed in the lofty 
situation he occupies by the passions of the people which 
are most opposed to the central} Government.”? % 

He states the means adopted by this illustrious 

man for destroying his own power. They are: 

“1. Putting down internal improvements, 

«92. Abandoning the Indians to the legislative tyranny 
ofthe States. © 00 : > 

3, Destroying the Bank of the United States. 
“4, Yielding up the tariff as a sacrifice to appease South 
. Carolina.” : 

In-this list he mentions the abandonment by 
Congress of the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic land to the new States to satisfy their impor- 
tunity. These States will be astonished to learn 
that Mr. Cxay’s land bill, to which they were 
so violently opposed, gave them the greatest part 
of the revenue derived from this source; and my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Bewron] will doubt- 
less be much disappointed to hear that President 
Jackson had completely adopted the principles 
of this bill. De Tocqueville has communicated 
this information to us, and he is high authority. 
Hear him: 

tt Congress has gone on to sell, for the profit of the nation 
at Jargze, the uncultivated Jands which those new States 
contained. But the latter at length asserted that, as they 
were now fully constituted, they ought to enjoy the exclu- 
sive right of converting the produce of these sales to their 
own use. As their remonstrances became more and more 
threatening, ad ire thought fit to deprive the Union ofa 
portion of the privileges which it bad hitherto enjoyed ; 
and, at the end of 1892, it passed a law by which the great- 

‘eat part of the revenue derived from the sale of lands was 
made over to the new western republics, although the lands 
themselves were not ceded to them.” 


And, in a note to this passage, the author says: 


Yt is true thet the President rofused his assent to this 
Jaw 3 but he completely adopted it in principle. See mes- 
sage of 8th December, 1833.” 

. Here, sir, is a fair sample of the information 
which passes current in Europe in regard to us 
and our institutions, and this proceeds from the 
modern Montesquieu! Had he been a genuine 
Montesquicu, L think he would have said, Gen- 
eral Jackson has strengthened the Federal Gov- 
ernment by arresting it in its career of usurpation, 
and bringing it back to its ancient constitutional 
course. Thus all danger of collision, or even of 
jealousy, between it and the States has been 
avoided; and, within its appropriate sphere, ever 
clog has been removed from its vigorous action. It 
has thus become more powerful. Love of the 
Union isa sentiment deeply seated in the heart 
of every American. It grows with his growth, 
and strengthens with his strength; and never was 
it stronger than at the presént moment. One 
great cause of this is, that General Jackson has 
denied himself every power not clearly granted 
by the Constitution; whilst he has, with a firm- 
ness and energy peculiar to himself, exerted all 
those which have been clearly conferred upon the 
General Government. . But enough of this. 

. Now, sir, I cannotagree with the Senator from 
‘Virginia, according to the explanation which he 
has given, that there is greater danger of usurpa- 
tion. by an elective President than by a limited 
hereditary, mosiarch. 
prove that, in this respect, a limited monarchy 
as the advattage ovér our republican form of 
Government. If this be true, then our Govern- 
“ment, in one particular at least, is worse than that 
of England. Now, sir, upon what argument docs 
the gentleman predicate this conclusion? Does 
he not perceive that'it is upon an eitire want of 
confidence in the people.of the United States? He 
fears, their feelings may become'so enlisted in 
favor of some popular Chief Magistrate who has 
been elected by their suffrages, their passions 
may become so excited, that he may ride upon 
their backs into. despotic power. Now, I donot 
believe any such thing. I feel the utmost confi- 
dence in thé people, . As long as they remain in- 
telligent and virtuous, they will be both able and 
willing to defend their own cause, and’ protect 


His was an argument to | 


their own liberties from the assaults of a usurper, 
whether they be open or disguised. Their pas- 
sions will never drive them to commit suicide 
upon themselves. It is true the people may go 
wrong on some questions. In my opinion, they 
have recently gone wrong in some of the States; 
but I rely upon their sober second thought to cor- 
rect the evil. Ona question, however, between 
liberty and slavery, until they are fit to be slaves, 
there can be no danger. j 

The Senator has expressed the opinion, with 
great confidence, that ours is a far stronger execu- 
tive Government than that of England; and has 
sustained this opinion by an enumeration of of- 
fice-holders, and an argument to which I shall 
not specially refer. Letany man institute a com- 
parison between the two, and he will find that 
this is but the creation of a brilliant imagination. 
I got a friend in the Library, last evening, to col- 
lect some statistical information for me on this 
subject. Even now, in the time of peace, the 
British army exceeds one hundred and one thou- 
sand men, including officers; and their vessels of 
war in commission are one hundred and ninety- 
one. How will our Army of twelve thousand 
men, and our Navy, consisting of twenty-six 
vessels in commission, compare with this array 
of force, and this source of patronage? The off- 
cers of the British army and navy, appointed by 
the Crown, hold seats in Parliament, and engage 
actively in the business of electioncering. No 
law prohibits them from exerting their influence 
at elections; and the bill of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, in this respect, bears a close resemblance 
to the act of Parliament. No jealousy is mani- 
fested in either towards the higher officers. Itis 
only those of the humble class who are deprived 
of their rights. $ 

On the Sth of January, 1836, the public debt 
of Great Britain and Ireland amounted to 
£760,294,554 Ts. 23d. sterling, say, in round 
numbers, $3,600,000,000. The interest of every 
man who owns any portion of this vast national 
debt is involved in and identified with the power 
of the British Government. It is by the exertion 
of this power alone that the annual interest upon 
this money can be collected from the people. In 
order to pay this interest and sustain the Govern- 
ment, there was collected from the British people, 
in the form of customs and internal taxes, during 
the year ending on the 5th January, 1836, the sum 
of £52,589 993 4s. Gid. sterling; say, in round 
numbers, $252,000,000. What a vast field for pat- 
ronage is here presented! How does our revenue, 
of some mweny or twenty-five million dollars, 
compare with this aggregate? Then there is the 
patronage attached to the East and West Indies, 
to the Canadas, and to the British possessions 
scattered all over the earth. The Government of 
England is a consolidated Government. It is not 
like ours, composed of sovereign States; all whose 
domestic officers are appointed by State authority. 
The King is the exclusive fountain of office and 
of honors and of nobility throughout his vast do- 
minions. Whatis the factin regard to the General 
Government? With the exception of post officers, 
its patronage is almost exclusively confined to 
the appointment of custom-house officers along 
our maritime frontier, and land officers near our 
western limits. Throughout the vast intermediate 
space, a man may grow old without ever seeing 
a Federal civil officer, unless it be a postmaster. 
I adduce these facts for the purpose, not of prov- 
ing that we ought not to exercise a wholesome 
jealousy towards the Federal Government, but 
for that of showing how unjust it is to compare 
the power and patronage of the President of the 
United States with that of the King of England. 
You might as well compare the twinkling of the 
most distant star in the firmament of heaven with 
the blaze of the meridian sun, May this ever 
continue to be the case! 

I will tell the Senator from Kentucky how far 
Tam willing to proceed with him in punishing 
public officers. If a postmaster will abuse his 
franking privilege, as I know to my sorrow has 
been done in some instances, by converting it into 
the means of flooding the surrounding country 
with base libels in the form of electioneering pam- 
phlets and handbills, let such an officer be in- 


‘Stantly dismissed and punished. If any district 


attorney should either favor or oppress debtors to 


Government for the purpose of promoting the in- 
terest of his party, he ought to ‘share -a similar 
fate. So if a collector will grant privileges in the 
execution of his office to one importer, which he 
denies to another, in order to subserve the views 
of his party, he ought to be dismissed from office 
and punished for his offense. I would not toler- 
ate any such official misconduct. But whilst a 
man faithfully and impartially discharges all the 
duties of his office, let him not be punished for 
expressing his opinion in regard to the merits or 
demerits of any candidate. Above all, let us not 
violate the Constitution in order to punish an 
officer. 

The Senator from Virginia has of late appealed 
to us often to rise above mere party, and to go 
for our country. Such appeals are not calculated 
to produce any deep impression on my mind; be- 
cause, in supporting my party, I honestly believe 
I am, in the best manner, promoting the interest 
of my country. Iam, but I trust not servilely, 
a party man. I support the present President, 
not because I think him the wisest or best man 
alive, but because he is the faithfn! and able rep- 
resentative of my principles. As long as he shalt 
continue to maintain these principles, he shall re- 
ceive my cordial support; but not one moment 
longer. I do not oppose my friends on this side 
of the House because I entertain unkind feelings 
towards them personally; on the contrary, I es- 
teem and respect many of them highty. It is 
against the political principles of which they are 
the exponents that I make war. 

I support the President because he is in favor 
of a strict and limited construction of the Con- 
stitution, according to the true spirit of the Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky resolutions. I firmly believe 
that if this Government is to remain powerful and 
permanent, it can only be by never assuming 
doubtful powers, which must necessarily bring 
it into collision with the States. It is not difi- 
cult to foresee what would be the termination of 
such a carcer of usurpation on the rights of the 
States. 

I oppose the whig party because, according to 
their reading of the Constitution, Congress pos- 
sess, and they think ought to exercise, powers 
which would endanger the rights of the States and 
the liberties of the people. Such a free construc- 
tion of the Constitution as can derive from the 
simple power “to lay and collect taxes,” that of 
creating a national bank, appears to me to be 
fraught with imminent danger to the country. I 
am opposed to the party so liberal in their con- 
struction of the Constitution as to infer the ex- 
istence of a power in the Federal Government to 
create and circulate a paper currency for the 
whole Union, from the clause which merely au- 
thorizes Congress ‘‘to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes.’’ Such constructions would 
establish precedents which might eall into exist- 
ence other alien and sedition laws; and it is such 
a construction which has given birth to the bill 
now before the Senate, denying the freedom of 
speech and of the press to a respectable portion 
of our citizens. 

Should the time ever arrive when these princi- 
pies shali be carried into practice, and when the 

ederal Government shali control the whole pa- 
per system of the country, either by the agency 
of a national bank or an immediate issue of its 
own paper, our liberties will then be in the great- 
est danger. In addition to the constitutional pat- 
ronage of the President, confer upon him the in- 
fluence which would result from the establishment 
of a national bank, and you may make him too 
powerful for the people. Such a bank, spread- 
ing its branches into every State, controlling all 
the State institutions, and able to destroy any of 
them at pleasure, would be a fearful engine of 
Executive power. It would indissolubly con- 
nect the money power with the power of the 
Federal Government; and such a union might, 
I fear, prove irresistible. The people of the 
States might still continue to exercise the right 
of suffrage; all the forms of the Constitution might 
be preserved, and they might delude themselves 
with the idea that they were yet free, whilst the 
moneyed influence had insinuated itself into the 
very vitals of the State, and was covertly. con- 
trolling every election. oe ee i 
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M. AINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 
DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


Turspar, February 26, 1839.: ; 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, together with documents, on 
the subject of the recent and existing difficulties 
between the people and authorities of Maine and 
New Brunswick. The message and documents 
were read througheut, and concurred most pre- 
cisely with the accounts of these matters hereto- 
fore published. It further appeared that the 
British Minister, Mr. Fox, had, in a communi- 
cation to the United States Executive, declared, 
in concurrence with the Lieutenant Governor of 
New Brunswick, that it was well known that the 
whole of the disputed territory had been placed 
under the exclusive jurisdiction of British author- 
ity, and that it was bound so to remain by an 
express agreement between the two Powers; and 
on this ground Mr, Fox demanded that Maine 
should be ordered to withdraw her troops from 


the territory. The President altogether and ex- ! 


pressly denied the existence of any such agree- 
ment, either express or. implied, and called on 
Mr. Fox to point out the passages or stipulations 
on which this assumption was founded, where- 
upon Mr. Fox declared the two Governments at 
direct variance on this point, entered his ‘protest 
in the most formal manner” against the ground 
thus taken by the President, that no such agree- 
ment existed, and declared his intention, forth- 
with, to communicate with his Government on 
this point, and wait for further'instructions. The 
message maintained that the correspondence be- 
tween the two conflicting parties expressly dis- 


proved the existence of any such agreement, and | 


showed that each was to exercise the rights and 
jurisdiction which they already possessed, with- 
out any attempt at their advance, so as to avoid 
collision, it also maintained that Maine had a 
right to arrest the depredators on the territory, 
and intimated an intention of the President to 
endeavor again to settle the difficulty by referring 
it to the arbitration of à third Power. But if the 
authorities of New Brunswick ‘should persist in 
maintaining by force the assumption of exclusive 
jurisdiction over the territory, the President would 
then consider that contingency as having arisen 
in which it would be 
aid from the General Government. It further 
appeared that the President had recommended to 
the Executive of Maine to disband her troops as 
the first step to be taken toward a return toa 
peaceful negotiation of the controversy. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that, in rising to move 
the reference of this message and these documents 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, he deemed 
it his duty to submit afew observations to the 
Senate. In this whole matter his ardent desire 
was, that the Goyernment of the United States 
might pursue such a course, if this could be done 
with honor, as to preserve peace between the two 
countries; and, if that object could not be accom- 
plished, that ourcourse might be so firm, consist- 
ent, and dignified, as to secure the universal ap- 
probation of our constituents. He desired that 
our ¢ause might not only be just in itself, but that 
it might be conducted in such a manneras to leave 
no doubt of its justice among’ the people of all 
political parties of the countrý; because he be- 

ieved they were all actuated by the same desire 
to preserve untarnished the honor of the nation. 
If war must come, we should endeavor to inspire 
a unanimity of sentiment among the American 
‘people; and then, in a righteous cause, we should 
be irresistible. 

In regard to our title to the disputed territory, 
he had but littleto say. It was sufficient for him 
to declare most solemnly that, of all the import- 
ant questions he had ever been called upon to ex- 
amine, this was the most free from doubt. In 
this opinion he was happy to have been sustaitied, 
at the last session of Congress, by the unanimous 
concurrence of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

. tions, and the unanimous vote both of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. After the adop- 
tion of the resolutions, in the beginning of July 
last, to which he referred, he had fondly hoped 
that the British Government would long ere this 
have entered seriously into a negotiation for the 


proper fora State to call for | 


settlement of this question; but he was sorry to 
say that the same procrastination and delay which 
had hitherto characterized their conduct still con- 
tinued to exist. He was happy, however, now 
| to learn, from the note to Mr. Forsyth from Mr. 
Fox, which had just been read, that he anticipates 
an early settlement of the general question. He 
hoped that in this particular Mr. Fox might not 
be mistaken, and that his belief rested upon suffi- 
cient reasons within his own knowledge. 

In the brief remarks which I have to make, I 
wish to present a few points, to which I ask the 
serious attention of the Senate. "The whole of 
the present difficulty on the frontiers of Maine 
seems to have arisen from an entire misappre- 
hension, on the part of the British Government, 
in regard to the question of exclusive jurisdiction 
over the disputed territory. Sir John Harvey 
seems to have proceeded entirely upon thisground. 
I was no little surprised when I read his letter to 
the Governor of Maine, which asserts that, by 
| an agreement between the two Governments, the 
territory in dispute was to remain under the ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of England until the contro- 
versy should be determined; because I had sup- 
posed that if any fact had been established be- 
yond dispute by the correspondence between the 
| parties, from the day when the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] as Secretary of State, 
addressed his first’ note to the Minister of the 
| British Government on this subject until the 
présent moment, it was, that their claim to exclu- 
sive jurisdiction had always been resisted by 
the United States. From the very nature of 
things, no such agreement, either express or im- 
plied, could ever have been sanctioned by this 
Government without national degradation. What 
is the true statement of the case? Two neigh- 
| boring and friendly nations have a dispute re- 
specting the title to an intermediate district of 
territory between their acknowledged limits; and 
| by far the greater part of this territory is a wil- 
| derness. Now, what is the course, and the only 
i course, which the very nature of such a question 
would point out? It is this: that, whilst the 
| dispute continued, each party should retain pos- 
| session of that portion of the territory which had 
been previously in its actual possession, and the 
remainder should not be placed under the exclu- 
| sive jurisdiction of either. 

Now, sir, unless I am greatly mistaken in my 
reading of the documents, such an understand- 
‘ing has uniformly existed between this Govern- 
| ment and England, and has hitherto guided the 
| conduct of both parties. Nay, more, sir; there 
ig an express agreement upon this subject, if I 
| understand the English language. 
‘late had rejected the award of the King of Hol- 
‘land, it became necessary to open a negotiation 
i! with England for the purpose of settling this dis- 
i puted question. At the conclusion of Mr. Liv- 


| 1832, written with this view, he says: 


' Until this matter shall be brought to a final conclusion, 
the necessity of refraining on both sides from any exercise 


| must be apparent, and will, no doubt, be acquiesced in on 
the part of his Britannic Majesty's provinces, as it will be 
by the United States.’? 

Did the British Government reject this friendly 
proposal? Did they then, as Mr. Fox doesnow, 
į assert any claim to exclusive jurisdiction? No, 
| sir, no, Sir Charles Vaughan, in his answer to 
Mr. Livingston, dated on the Ith of April, 1833, 


assures him— 


| that of the United States in the principle of continuing to 
i! abstain, during the progress of negotiation, from extending 
| the exercise of jurisdiction within the disputed territory be- 
| yond the limits within which it has hitherto been usually ex- 
| ercised by the authorities of either party.” 


A distinct proposition arising out of the very na- 
ture of the question, was thus made by Mr. Liv- 
| ingston, and it was distictly accepted by Sir 
| Charles Vaughan. Is not this, then, an express 
i agreement between the parties? I had, therefore, 
| good cause for astonishment when I saw the claim 
| set up by the British Government to the exclu- 
sive jurisdiction over the disputed territory. I 
| cannot help believing that when Sir John Harvey 
| and the British authorities comé te review this 
subject, they will arrive at a different conclusion. 


| of jurisdiction beyond the boundaries now actually possessed | 


After the Sen- | 


| ingston’s noteto Mr. Bankhead, of the 2Ist July, : 


“That his Majesty’s Government entirely concur with | 


Now can language be more explicit than this? | 


In that event, our present alarming difficulties 
will be speedily adjusted. i i 
Now, sir; this being the state of the uestion, 
what rights remained to each party? ftis true 
that, pending the controversy, no exclusive juris- 
diction can be exercised by either, But suppose 
a'band of lawless trespassers intrude themselves 
into this disputed territory, and proceed to destroy 
its value by the plunder of its timber, the chief 
article which renders it valuable, are: both parties 
obliged to stand by and look tamely on, whilst 
these depredations are committed ,without making 
any effort to prevent them? Had not either party 
the right to drive away the trespassers, without 
giving any reasonable cause of offense to the 
other? To make the case'familiar, let me sûp- 
pose that my friend from Missouri (Mr. Linn] 
and myself own adjoining plantations, and that a 
controversy has arisen between us respecting the 
title to some timber land along our boundaries. 
In order to live at peace, we agree that, until the 
question of title shall be settled, we will each re= 
frain from taking possession of the property in 
dispute. Now, sir, would this agreement prevent 
either of us from driving away lawless trespass= 
ers from the timber land to which we” both 
claimed title? The two questions are parallel. It 
appears to me that both these Governments have 
a concurrent right, not against each other, but 
against lawless intruders. I admit that in such 
a case each ought to act with the most perfect 
good faith towards the other, and retire within 
their acknowledged limits the moment the object 
is accomplished. ‘To drive away trespassers 
should never be made a pretext for holding per- 
manent possession of the territory in dispute. 
Now, sir, what has Maine done? She has 
merely sent her land agent, with a sufficient force, 
into the disputed territory, under the authority 
of her Legislature, to expel the trespassers, who 
were engaged in cutting down ‘and removing the 
timber. The resolution of the Legislature hath 
this extent—no more. In my opinion, it was per- 
fectly correct. It does anything but authorize an 
array of military force for the purpose of assum- 
ing exclusive jurisdiction over the territory. It 
is merely the employment ofthe land agent and 
the sheriff, with a sufficient force, to expel the 
intruders. It is true this force was armed, be- 
cause the trespassers were armed, and had de- 
clared their purpose of resistance. The amount 
of the appropriation made to carry this resolution 
into effect was only $10,000. Surely Sir John 
Harvey was mistaken in supposing that this force, 
led by the land agent and the sheriff, went to the 
disputed territory for the purpose of taking and 
holding permanent possession of it in defiance of 
the British Government, and in violation of the 
subsisting agreement between the two countries. 
But, sir, as a man of candor, I will say that, in 
one respect, I could desire that the Governor of 
Maine had acted in a different manner from what 
he has done. His message to the Legislature, 
and their resolution upon it, meet my entire ap- 
robation. The only cause of regret which I have 
is, that he did not send a copy of the message and 
resolution to the Governor of New Brunswick. 
This might have been communicated to him con- 
fidentially; and thus the trespassers could not have 
received notice of the intentions of Maine in time 
to make their escape. Had he acted in this man- 
ner, it would have placed him entirely in the 
right; and no pretext could have been afforded to 
Sir John Harvey for mistaking the character and 


| object of the expedition. It is true that, in point 


of fact, it would perhaps have made no difference, 
as he has expressly declared that he was in- 
structed by his Government to maintain exclusive 
jurisdiction over the territory, and that it was his 
fixed determination to obey this instruction. Still, 
if this communication had been made to him, itis 
possible no difficulty might have arisen. 

There is a third and most important point to 
which I would call the attention of the Senate. 
The Governor of New Brunswick has expressed. 
his determination to maintain exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the disputed territory by military force; 
and the President of the United States, in his 


; message, has expressed an equal determination 


| 
i 
i 
i 


to resist any such attempt. - He has declared that 


i if Sir John Harvey should invade this disputed 


territory, he will consider it a case whieh, under 


ng 
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the Constitution and Jaws, will make it his im- 
perative duty to call ‘out the militia for the pur- 
pose of repelling this invasion. Should both 
parties adhere to their.defermination, a collision 
becomes inevitable. The question, then, for the 
Senate to determine, is, shall the military seizure 
and occupation of this territory by the British 
Government, under the pretext that they have a 
right of exclusive jurisdiction over. it, be resisted 
by force? Can we.tamely submit to such a vio- 
Jation of our rights? Is.there any. other honor- 
able alternative Icft? Is there a Senator within 
the sound of my voice who will doubt fora sin- 
gle moment on this question? Isincercly believe 
there is not. — f ; . 

I dò not yet believe that Sir John Harvey will 
persist in: a determination which would-be an 
equal violation of our sovereign rights, and of the 
express agreement of his own Government. But 
ought any expectation that he will recede, to in- 
duce Congress to adjourn without furnishing the 
President with the means of repelling such an 
invasion? Ithink not. Congress cannot be con- 
véned before September, because until then sev- 
eral of the ‘States would,be without Represent- 
atives. In the mean time, actual war with a 
powerful nation may be forced upon the country, 
without the President having the means of resist- 
ance. A liberul contingent appropriation ought, 
therefore, to be made before we adjourn. 

L have thus presented the. three points to the 
Senate which £ deem worthy of their deep and 
solemn consideration, Have the British Govern- 
ment.any right to the exclusive jurisdiction over 
the disputed territory? If they have not, has 
Maine violated.any right of that Government by 
expelling these lawless intruders? Shall we re- 
sist by force any attempt to tale military posses- 
sion of the disputed territory whilst the negotia- 
Find, a pending iia oA fore 

Mr. B. then moved thé reference of the message 
and accompanying documents to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, 

“Mr. WEBSTER said this was so novel, so 
unexpected, and so important a matter, that it 
unquestionably demanded the gravest considera- 
tion of the Senate. Mr. W. was among those 
who never entertained a doubt that the right to 
this disputed territory was in the United States. 
It-had appeared to him from the first that this 
was perfectly clear; so clear, that the controversy 
never seemed to him hardly to reach to the dig- 
nity of a debatable question. But as the matter 
was now in dispute, and as a negotiation was in 

ogress, with a view to settle it, it, of course, 

ecame this Government not to resort to any final 
‘measures for establishing its own rights by its 
own power until the means of negotiation should 
be exhausted, or the negotiation closed. Mr. W. 
eoncurred in most or all that had been said by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, He knew of 
nothing in the whole history of this controversy 
from which it could be made out that there was 
an oxplicit agreement, or any agreement at all, 
with the Briush Government, according to which 
the jurisdiction over the disputed territory, pend- 
ing the question, was.to remain exclusively with 
Great Britain; and it was to be regretted that the 
representative of her Majesty, who insists upon 
the existence of such an agreement, had pointed 
to no passage in the negotiation between the two 
countries, nor to any. other paper ‘or document, 
where.such agreement is to be found, or how it 
is.to be made out, or could be established by im- 
plication. Instead of this, he had contented him- 
self with a formal protest, and with a reference of 
the whole matter to his Government at home, 
and has thus left it, The American Secretary, on 
the other hand, had given his decided negative to 
the fact-of any-such agreement; he denies that 
there was any such agreement, either explicit or 
implicit; he thinks there is agreat-mistake on the 
other side, and. the scope of his observations: in 
his letter,:as -is.evident, was to call on the other 
side. to. show. the stipulation by which exclusive 
jurisdiction was thus.to remain with Great Brit- 
ain, But the British Minister had not, in his 
reply, shown any evidence whatever of any 
agreement; but, on the contrary, had made the 
denial of the American Secretary the.subject of a 
formal protest; and had énded with a declaration 
that he would wait for further instructions. from 


his Government at home.. It is certainly not un- 
reasonable to say,that as the British. Minister 
expresses his surprise at the fact that the Amer- 
ican Secretary does not admit or recognize an 
lead agreement, he should be able to show 
where such agreement may be found. 

.-Mr. W. also entirely agreed that it would have 
been becoming that the two Governments should 
have had a conference and consultation upon the 
subject before any one step should have been 
taken. in any way which should look hostile, by 
causing the appearance of armed men on the fron- 
tier, whether as a civil posse or military-force.. A 
communication might have been made, notice in 
some way might have been given, so that appre- 
hension might have been allayed, and one party 
might have seen the object of the other, and have 
understood that the proceeding was for the inter- 
est of both. 

Under present circumstances, in the predica- 
ment in which the Government: was placed by 
these occurrences, if it should be the pleasure of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to present res- 
olutions expressive of the opinions of the Senate 
on the subject, Mr. W. would certainly give them 
his very serious consideration, with an earnest 
desire that the rights of Maine be maintained, and 
with a deep anxiety that hostilities should be 
avoided. Or if, instead of taking that course, the 
honorable gentleman chose to wait for the pres- 
ent, there might be, and Mr. W. hoped there 
would be, early advices from the scene of opera- 
tions of a more favorable aspect; and, in the mean 
time, a contingent appropriation might be made, 
by placing in the hands of the President the means 
of defending the country in_case of necessity. 
For this, most certainly, Mr. W. would vote, and 
he hoped that this whole subject would now go 
to the Committee on Forcign Relations. That 
committee could obtain, whenever it shall see fit, 
an expression of the views of the Senate upon the 
whole subject. ec 

Mr. W. proceeded to say that it was now nearly 
atwelvemonth since he had expressed the opinion 
in concurrence with others, and indeed with every 
gentleman who had expressed an opinion on this 
subject, and also in concurrence with resolutions 
unanimously passed by the Senate, that it was 
time, high time, even then, and more emphatic- 
ally is it high time now, that this question should 
be settled. Ele did not now rise to impute blame; 
but the remark of the member from Pennsylva- 
nia was perfectly just, that sceing it was the 
unanimous opinion of Congress, twelve months 
ago, and of perhaps every intelligent man in the 
United States, not only that the right to this ter- 
ritory was with the United States, but that it was 
a most clear and plain case, and seeing the pos- 
ture which that negotiation had assumed towards 
the close of the Jast session, it is proper for me 


of reasonable expectation on the part of the Uni- 
ted States and of Maine, that there should have 
been some substantial, direct, and practicable 
proposition from Great Britain before this time 
for the settlement of the question. The contro- 
versy must be terminated, and ought to be term- 
inated, without further delay. 

Mr. DAVIS said he concurred with his col- 
league that it was quite time this matter was set- 
dled. It was time Pecanac the great right of the 
parties was perfectly clear. And there was yet 
another reason why it was high time that this 
question should be settled—one which would ac- 
count for all the existing agitation and disturb- 
ance; and that was, because there could be no 
such formal agreement actually entered into as 
to exclusive jurisdiction as had been alleged by 
|| Sir John Harvey, and under no such agreement, 
even if it existed, could things remain without 
collision. It was wholly impossible; and what 
had been stated by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia would prove that it was wholly impossible 
that there shouid be such an agreement without 
conflict and difficulty. One statement of the case 
was this: that the two parues were in dispute 
about the boundary, and they had agreed : sub- 
stantially that neither should extend their juris- 
diction, or take any step by which it should 
be enlarged-or extended. That was about the 
amount of this statement; and put it in that 
form, or in the other which had been described 


to express the opinion that there was a ground | 


| 


by the Senator from Pennsylvania, that cach 
party was to have exclusive jurisdiction over 
that portion of the territory over which it had 
before been exercised, and what was that por- 
tion? Where -had the United States and where 
had Great Britain before held jurisdiction? and 
where were their and our boundaries? Out of 
this very question had arisen a conflict of opin- 
ion,-which had gone on tiH Sir John Harvey now 
insisted that Great Britain held jurisdiction over 
the whole of the disputed territory. And what 
was the whole of the disputed territory? Great 
Britain even for herself had not setued this ques- 
tion.. She had gone from one point to another, 
but had never marked or claimed to any known 
boundary. She had once marked a line on the 
map, but this was found too absurd for the King 
of the Netherlands, and he rejected it. He also 
decided that the treaty was so vague in its de- 
scription that the true line could not be ascer- 
tained. Since then; Great Britain has also aban- 
doned her line on the map, and adopted the doc- 
trine of the King, that, ag the true line cannot be 
identified, one must be agreed on, and assumes 
it must give her more or less of our territory, but 
no one knows how much. She has fortified her- 
self behind this opinion, unjust and ill-founded 
as itis. She goes for the whole disputed terri- 
tory. 

But supposing Sir John Harvey was correct in 
regard to an agreement as to exclusive jurisdic- 
tion: where could he find the limits of the dis- 
puted territory? He might include Portland, or 
go to the linc of New Hampshire. Mr. D. made 
these remarks to show that the two countries 
could not live in this state of things without. the 
necessity of a contliet, for the jurisdictions will 
and do run together. We had therefore learned 
one thing, for we had arrived at the result that 
we could not go on under such circumstances, 

One word more, and Mr. D. would have done. 
If it was expected by Great Britain that, in con- 
sequence of her claim of right, any part of this 
territory would be ever ceded to her, she would 
never attain thatobject. Therightof Maine and 
of the United States was so clear that they never 
could, consistently with their own honor, yield 
their right to any of the territory. It could never 
be done; and therefore Mr. D. hoped that Great 
Britain would look further into the subject; and, 
seeing the proofs, which were satisfactory to our 
minds—so much so that we cannot doubt—and 
had placed the subject beyond all question, she 
would then withdraw; and that thus an adjust- 
ment would be arrived at of difficulties which had 
now become of a most serious character. 

We shall never (said Mr. D.) reach a point less 
embarrassing; for obstacles will and must, from 
conflicting jurisdictions, multiply; irritation and 
excitement will increase, and we shall soon reach 
obstacles insurmountable. It is therefore time it 
was settled; and if this collision shall produce 
that desirable event, he could hardly regret its 
occurrence. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, said, having before 
had some official connection with this subject, 
and feeling a deep interest in the affairs relating to 
the northeastern boundary, he would make a few 
observations; and he began by expressing the 
very great gratification which he had derived from 
the pacific and moderate tone of the message of 
the President on this subject. And if, in the 
spirit of this message, measures should be adopted 
by the Executive hereafter, Mr. C. hoped that 
war between the two countries would be averted- 

On the question of the title of the State of Maine 
to the disputed territory, Mr. C. had heretofore 
expressed himself in the most explicit terms, and 
that right he could never doubt for one moment. 
Maine could not even have a clearer and more 
absolute right to the disputed territory than she 
had already; and, for one, Mr. C. was ready to 
resort to the military force of the country, when- 
ever pacific means should be entirely exhausted 
—when diplomacy should prove wholly inade- 
quate to secure to Maine and the United States 
what rightfully belonged to them. Mr. C. would 
‘be just as ready to resort to the ultimate means of 
obtaining redress as he would be if a portion of 
Kentucky had been taken possession of by a for- 
eign Power: 

ut, while Mr. C. said this, he must.add that 
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the Government of the whole country must de- 
cide when and in what manner it would maintain 
the rights of the members of the Confederacy; 
and, for one, Mr. C. could not consent, on such 
a solemn occasion as that of a war with a foreign 
Power, or on any other occasion, that the will of 
one of the twenty-six members of the Confeder- 
acy should control the entire Union, or that one 
should draw the entire Union, without their con- 
sent, into a war with a foreign Power. As it 
was the exclusive right and duty of this Govern- 
ment to protect, by war, the rights of the whole, 
the Government of the whole must judge as to the 
proper time and manner of enforcing that right. 


‘An regard to the course of Maine, there were | 


some circumstances which Mr. C: saw occasion 
to regret. He concurred-with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that some prior notification ought 
to have been given as to the purpose of Maine in 
sending an armed force to the Arnostook. 


United States, or to that of New Brunswick, one 
or both; and if it had been given, the present 
difficulties might possibly have been avoided. 
Mr. C. was opposed, notwithstanding, to the 
claim of exclusive jurisdiction over the territory 
on the part of Sir John. Harvey, and he wished 
also that Sir Jobn Harvey had fallen under no 
misconception of the real object which Maine had 
in view. “Notwithstanding that the resolution of 
Maine to expel intruders and trespassers was 
adopted in secret session, that it had not been 
communicated, as it safely might have been, to 
the Government of New Brunswick or the United 
States, was much to be regretted. 


But with respect to the claim of exclusive juris- | 


diction by Great Britain over this territory, which 
had been asserted by the British authorities both 
at New Branswick and Washington, so far from 
there being any such agreernent, the truth was, 
that the British were wholly excluded from such 
jurisdiction, for neither party had a right to juris- 
tiction over the unoccupied portion of the terri- 
tory, as might be seen by the documents now and 
neretofore communicated to the Senate; and over 
ull portions of the territory that were occupied, 
jurisdiction wasto remain and be maintained as 
‘t was, both as regarded the holding of jurisdiction 


and the possession of property, and neither party | 


was to make any advances to strengthen or in- 
urease their jurisdiction or possession; and if all 
his was so, then so far from Great Britain having 


any right of jurisdiction, she was excluded, as | 
|; dering that event more uncertain. 


well asthe United States, from all possession and 
jurisdiction over the ungccupied portion of the 
lerritory. 

And did not the Senate recollect the correspond- 
ence.on the subject of a large force being recently 
marched by the British through this territory? 
And what did Great Britain say when this was 
done? She alleged as an excuse that it was only 


for the purpose, not of occupying the territory, | 
butof reaching a higher and exterior destination, | 


and felt it necessary to notify the Government of 
the United States of the movement, . On that 
occasion, Mr. C. had insisted that this notice 
and apology by Great Britain was not sufficient, 
und that she ought first to have asked and ob- 
tained the direct and express consent of the Uni- 
ted. States before marching her troops:over the 
disputed territory. Now,if she had the exclusive 


right of jurisdiction, as had been maintained by | 


Mr. Harvey and Mr. Fox, where was the neces- 
sity, in that case, of her giving any notification 
at.all of her marching her troops over the dis- 
puted territory? This fact of a notification proved 
absolutely that Great Britain had not then set up 
any such claim; and itwas very remarkable how 
this claim had arisen, and how soon and how 
much it had. been strengthened. Mr. Fox had 
now represented it to stand on an explicit agree- 
ment, and, when called «upon to point it out, he 
could.only refer to his own Government. This 


claim was very extraordinary, and would be found | 


wholly untenable. 
In regard to the proceedings of Maine, a great 


deal was due to the feelings of a State whose | 


rights had been so long held in question. This 
negotiation had been protracted much longer than 
was desirable, and he thought there had been re- 
cent delays which required from Great Britain 
some satisfactory explanation.. Her late troubles 


It | 
‘ought to have been given to the Executive of the | 


t 


| ernment; and what are we to do? 


in her American provinces might be some excuse, 
and it was evidently the true policy of the Uni- 
ted States to press her at such a moment. Mr. 
C. did not know how far our Executive had acted 
on that policy, and had urged her to a settlement 
of this question; but it had so happened that 
nearly a year had passed while these difficulties 
in Canada continued, and no proposition what- 
ever, as faras Congress was concerned, had come 
from Great Britain on this subject.. He trusted 
that, drawing wisdom from what had now oc- 
curred in consequence of delay, and from the 
great and imminent hazard of a war, the two 
Governments would hasten the question to a final 
settlement. 

In regard to the documents which had now 
been read, Mr. C. thought the Government here 
ought to enter into some arrangement by means 
of which existing difficulties might be quieted, 
and depredations on this territory might be sup- 
pressed; and he did not know by what authority 
the Governor of Maine could undertake to enter 
into any species of compact or agreement with 
a foreign Power or Province. He, therefore, 
thought it better that the President or his author- 
ized agent should make an arrangement by which 
trespassers should be removed, and this property 
protected till the question should be settled. 

Mr..C. concurred with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania that his subject should go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; and if an appropria- 
tion ought to be made, it could be done, although 
it had not been asked for by the President. Mr. 
C. was ready, at whatever price, to secure the 
peace of the country, and maintain the rights of 
Maine to her jurisdiction and territory. 

Mr. WALKER observed that the matter was 
one of such momentous consequence to the coun- 
try, that it became the Senate to proceed with 
caution and circumspection, surveying the whole 
ground before they took any final proceedings in 
relation toit. It struck him that there was one 
important matter in this controversy that had 
not been noticed by any gentleman who had taken 
part in this debate. While the negotiations were 
pending with a hope of bringing the controversy 
to a happy conclusion, Great Britain had given 
secret instructions to the Govertior of the Prov- 
ince of New Brunswick to enforce the right of 


that country to exclusive jurisdiction over the 


whole of this disputed territory. Now, instead 
of this being an advance to an adjustment of the 
difficulties between the two countries, it was ren- 
Instructions 
had been given, for the first time, by the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, to the Governor of New 
Brunswick, which never had been communicated 
to the Government of the United States, to enforce 
exclusive jurisdiction to this country. Now, as 


this matter was to be referred to the Committee į 


on Forcign Relations, he would say one word in 
reference to this part of the subject. In one point 
(said Mr. W.) we all concur, that the territory in 
dispute is within the limits of the State of Maine. 
In another point we also concur, and that is that 


Great Britain has no right to the exclusive juris- } 


diction, and that she is attempting to enforce, by 


secret orders, a right which she has not hitherto | 
| advised us that she claimed. 


Now, what is the state of affairs? We are told 
by the Governor of New Brunswick that he is 
instructed, and that he is prepared to enforce that 
exclusive jurisdiction with all the power of the 
British Government at his disposal. Weare told, 
also, that the State of Maine is determined to re- 
sist any such attempt should it be made; and for 


that purpose the Governor has called out a por- | 


tion of the military force of the State. Now, with- 
out there should be some yielding on the part of 


the Governor of New Brunswick, or the author- | 


ities of Maine, a collision must take place be- 
tween these two adverse parties. Then, a portion 
of the territory of the sovereign State of Maine 
is invaded with all the power of the British Gov- 
As an act of 
justice to the State of Maine and to the whole 
country, can we adjourn without taking measures 
to prevent the citizens of Maine from being slaugh- 
tered by the British troops without the adequate 
means of resistance? I hope this collision may 


never take place—I pray to- God that in may not; | 


but I am prepared to vote an appropriation to 


i 


meet the contingency apprehended, and assist the” 
people of Maine in repelling the threatened inva~ | 
sion. - i f sa 3 
Mr. NORVELL said he rose to a single point, 
i If he stood here alone, he should take his stand 
to express his unqualified approbation ofthe whole 
course of the Governor and Legislature of Maine 
on this subject. They could: have taken no other 
course with honor to the State, It was time that 
this boundary difficulty had been definitively ad- 
justed. This Government had been too long skeep- 
ing on it; and if the Governor and Legislature of | 
Maine had not made a movement, demanded by 
the necessity of protecting their property as well 
as their jurisdiction, we should still have been 
asleep on the subject. He rejoiced that they had 
shown a becoming sensibility, firmness, and cour- 
age, with regard to their rights; and he hoped’ 
| the Committee on Foreign Relations would indi- 
cate some means, or recommend some decisive 
measure, to bring this great question to an imme- 
diate issue. i i 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, said that Senators 

were unable to perceive how it was that Sir John’ 
Harvey or the British Minister, Mr. Fox, could’ 
assert a claim to exclusive jurisdiction in the dis- 
puted territory, resulting from any agreement cr 
understanding between this Government and 
Great Britain; and while Mr. W. denied that any 
such agreement was ever made, yet he could easily 
conceive that such agreement might be as well 
proved as the claim of the ‘British Government 
was proved to any portion of the territory in dis- 
pute, and in the same way; it was not that there 
is any foundation for either claim, but by diplo- 
matic correspondence, by which alone Great Britain 
i had succeeded in bringing into dispute the treaty 
| line, about which there was no uncertainty, and 
| which this Government never should have suf- 
fered to be a subject of dispute or negotiation. 
The independence of the United States might as 
well have been brought into question, after the 
| treaty of peace, as the established limits of one of 
| the States, according to its ancient and known 
! boundaries; but it had been suffered to be made 
a question, and, for the last twenty-five years, a 
subject of negotiation and diplomatic correspond- 
ence, in which alone is to be found any pretense’ 
| for the British claim to any portion of the dis- 
: puted territory; and, in the course of that nego- 
tiation and correspondence, there have been claims. 
and pretenses enough advanced on the part of 
Great Britain, and generally denied by this Gov- 
ernment, to furnish as good a claim on their part 
| to exclusive jurisdiction as there is to the terri- 
| tory itself. And it is not to be denied that this 
| Government, for the sake of preserving peace, 
|land in the hope of settling the boundary, has . 
yielded to many assumptions by British diplo- 
matists which we may find cause to regret. The 
agreements and understandings as to the posses-` 
| sion and jurisdiction are not very explicit, and 

have been repeated in so many forms that it is 
dificult for any one to comprehend precisely what 
j was intended; and, although he would by no 
| means admit that they sustained the claim now 
; set up by the British authorities to exclusive ju- 
| risdiction, yet he could easily imagine that the 
| British Government would insist that they do $0; 
| and it will be a long time before they will agree 
i that they do not sustain that claim. We have’ 
| already declared the British pretensions to the 
territory in dispute to be unfounded; we now deny 
that there has been any agreement by which the 
British authorities can claim exclusive jurisdic- 
tion; but Jet another period of twenty years’ ne- 
gotiation pass on, and who can say what will be 
the result upon either. point? 

The Senator from Kentucky thinks that Maine 
should have given notice to the General Govern- 


i; ment of her intention to proceed against the tres- 


| passers, before carrying into effect her resolves in 
| the manner she did; and the Senator from Penn- 
| sylvania regrets that her Governor did not send 
ito Sir John Harvey a copy of her resolutions, 
and notice of her intentionstoexecutethem? Why 


ji so? -Is not Maine a sovereign State, and has she 


| not the right to make and execute her laws for the 
| preservation of her property within her own lim- 
| its, without first giving notice to this Government, 
or to the Government ofa neighboring province? 


| Has not Maine the right to determine for herself 


Alg: 


APPENDIX TO ‘THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. 


[Februaty 15, - 


Q57H Coxe.. .3D SEss. 


Party Politics—Mesars. Rives and’ Roane. 


SENATE. 


when and in what manner.she will exercise her 
authority within her own territory? Is she. to 
submit to this Government, or to a foreign Gov- 
ernment, her views of the expediency or necessity 
of employing a force to sustain her civil officers 
in the execution of their,duty, before she may-be 
permitted to do it? Suppose. she had done as the 
Senators scem to think she ought to have done, 
and, in the one case, this Government had advised 
or directed her to stay her hand: do. you think, 
Mr. President, that she would have been bound 
to obey such advice or direction, and suffer for- 
eign plunderers to have carried off her property? 
Or, in the other case, that Sir John Harvey should 
have advised or commanded her to treat her laws 
as a dead letter, because he had a warden to look 
after trespassers, to seize the timber, and to put 
the proceeds into the ‘disputed territory fund:” 
think you that Maine would have yielded to such 
advice. or command? Would you, or any. honor- 
able Senator here, desire her thus to disgrace her- 
gelf? Did Sir John Harvey ever think it due to 
Maine to give notice to her that he would appoint 
a warden of this territory? or that that warden 
would seize timber or arrest trespassers on the 
disputed territory? Never; then why ask Maine 
to do so? 

: The Governor of Maine, as was his duty, has 
undertaken to execute the Jaws of the State with- 
in the limits of the State, and was under no obli- 
gation to communicate his intention of doing so 
to any man er to any Government, and is ame- 
nable only to his constituents. In the execution 
of this duty the Governor is met by the demand 
of a foreign Government to stay his hand, on the 
assumption that the exclusive jurisdiction in the 
disputed territory belongs to that Government, 
and is notified that, unless he withdrew his land 
agent and force from that territory, an armed 
force will be employed to expel them. Why this 
elaim to exclusive jurisdiction? Whero is the 
agreement of which Sir John Harvey and the 
British Minister speak? The existence of such 
agreement is denied to Sir John, and he is asked 
to point to it. Fe has not yet answered. It is 
denied to her Majesty’s Minister, (Mr. Fox,) 
and he is called upan for the evidence to sustain 
his assertion, After the lapse of two days, he 
sends us his protest against our denial, and in- 
forms ua that he will send home and obtain the 
directions of her Majesty’s Government. If her 
Majesty’s Ministers cannot find it, what then? 
Will Sir John be called home, and his acts dis- 
avowed? Will her Minister be recalled, and the 
claim to exclusive jurisdiction be abandoned? 
No, sir, no. We have now the authority of this 
Government for saying that no such exclusive 
jurisdiction in the disputed territory exists iu 
Great Britain as Sir John and Mr. Fox pretend, 
and the acts of the Governor of Maine are sus- 
tained, We have the assurance of the Governor 


and of the Legislature of Maine that her laws | 


shall be executed, and that her force will not be 
withdrawn so long as she has means of resisting 
an attack upon them. Should Sir John Harvey 
proceed to execute his threat, the blood of the 
hardy sons of Maine will be freely shed before 
Sir John’s purpose can be accomplished. It has 
been said that Maine should not have hazarded 


the peace of the nation upon the boundary ques- j 


tion while that was a subject of negotiation; and 
one Senator. has said that he had no idea of the 
nation-being drawn into.a war by the rash pro- 
ceedings of any State. 

Mr. President, how is this question.of bound- 
ary a subjectof negotiation? Has Great Britain, 
since the rejection of the advice of the King of 
the Netherlands, ever consented to open a nego- 
tiation as to this boundary line, upon the basis of 
the treaty of 1183? . Not.atall, Ever since 1832 
this Government has been pressing the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain to enter into such a nego- 
tiation, and that Government has constantly re- 
fused. it, insisting that the treaty line was so 


defectively described that it was impossible to | 


locate it, and has constantly endeavored to obtain 
a conventional line instead of the ireatyline. And 
what has been the result? In January, 1838, the 


British Government proposed to this Government | 


to form a convention for the. appointment of a 
commission to. make certain explorations, without 


| as he had been at the unprovoked and unjustifi- 


; more surprised. 


| on the reputation which belonged to their com- 


| forward with a preconcerted attack on him for 
his course for the last two years; an indictment 


authority to decide the: question, and to-report their 


doings to each Government. That proposition 
was accepted nearly a year ago, much, to my re- 
gret; and what has come of it? We learn by the 
annual message of the President that nothing had 
been done. Ta answer. to a very recent call of. 
the Senate, we are told that no correspondence 
has been had upon ‘the subject since the annual 
message. Hence, their own. proposition, made 
more than a year ago, and accepted more than 
ten months ago, has fallen to the ground, is not 
attempted tobe carried out, and may well be 
regarded a dead letter.. The truth is, there is no 
negotiation that can or will settle the line, and 
there will be none till the necessities of the case 
shall bring it about; and however much the hor- 
rors of war are to be deplored, this boundary 
question must be settled, and recent events may 
accomplish that object, peaceably, I hope; but if 
the territory justly ours cannot be defended and 
preserved to us but by arms, then, Maine says, 
and the nation will say, it rust and shall be de- 
fended. 

z Mr. TALLMADGE moved the printing of the 
message and documents, with five thousand extra 
copies of both; which was accordingly ordered. 

The message and documents were then referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PARTY POLITICS. 


REMARKS OF Mr. RIVES anp Mr. ROANE, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue Senare, February 15, 1839. 


Mr. Roane having concluded his speech, 

Mr. RIVES rose and requested Mr, NorvELL 
to yield him the floor. He would make an earn- 
est appeal.to the courtesy of that gentleman, as 
he considered it due to himself to reply to what he 
conceived to be a personal attack by his colleague. 

Mr. NORVELL replied, certainly he would 
yield the floor, if it was the intention of the Sen- 
ator to go on with his remarks at once. He had 
three times already yielded the floor to gentlemen 
who made the request of him; and the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Rives] could not expect him 
to yield it for to-morrow. 

Mr. RIVES said it was his intention to reply 
at once. He confessed that he had never, in the 
whole course of his life, been so much astonished 


able attack of his colleague, Had a thunder- 
bolt fallen at his feet, he could not have been | 
His surprise at the extraordi- 
nary course which his colleague had thought 
proper to take, was only equaled by his regret; 
a regret, excited not by any personal injury 
inflicted on him, but for the injury inflicted 


mon mother, Virginia, for all that was generous 


and chivalric. Although his colleague and him- 
self had differed on important political questions 
for the last two years, yet they had always been 
on the most cordial and friendly terms; and never 
did he, until this moment, apprehend any other 
than the most friendly feelings. What was he 
to think of the manner of the attack made on him 
and the time chosen for it? His colleague had 
spoken of the friendly and kind feelings he had 
entertained for him, and ascribed his silence hith- 
erto to motives of delicacy; and yet he had come 


enumerating all his offenses against the party for 
the last two years. Why, he would ask, did he 
reserve and treasure up all his indignation and 
excitement to this moment? Was this delicacy? 
Did not his colleague know that now, at this very 
moment, in the Capitol of Richmond, his politi- 
cal enemies were consummating the sacrifice be- 
gun here? Yes, sir, (said Mr. R.,) now, at this 
moment that my colleague has chosen to enumer- 
ate all the offenses which I have committed for 
the last two years, the altar is prepared where I 
am to be immolated as the victim. His colleague 
no doubt had intelligence of this fact. 

Mr. ROANE here interposed, and said that his! 
information received heretofore, and that which |! 
he had received to-day, was of a different char- j 


acter, It left bim no reason to doubt of the re- | 
election of his colleague. Hh gfe 


. Mr. RIVES continued. . His colleague had se~ 
lected the 15th day of February, 1839, the day 
when his political friends at Richmond were, per- 
haps, doing public exceution to. me! Just ask 
am inwhat he and his party may call the last 
agonies of political dissolution, but which I look 
on as the proudest moments of my life-—just as 
I am about to depart to another stage of existence, 
he rakes up from every forgotten source a long 
catalogue of political sins for the last two years, 
and presents them to rack my conscience and dis- 
tract my mind! Is this delicacy? Is this what 
might be expected from a colleague—a man, too, 
from the Old Dominion? He had heard from 
several sources that his colleague had sent, under 
his-own frank, to various paris of Virginia, many 
copies of the virulent and outrageous attack made 
on him by the- Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Nizzs,] which was so entirely void of argument 
or reason that he had disdained to reply to it. 
Was this a proof of his delicacy? He did not 
complain of this as being beyond the privilege of 
his colleague; but when Mr: Roane claimed eredit 
for delicacy in the Senate, it is somewhat remark- 
able that he was not actuated by the same motive 
and feeling out of the Senate. : 

His colleague had spoken of his Democracy, 
which-was now, it seemed, the distinction which 
the dominant party arrogated to itself. He had 
never said that he was a Democratic Republican. 
That title was unknown to our glorious fathers; 
the simple word Republican was their title, and it 
was his. This Government of ours is a Repub- 
lic, not a Democracy. Democrat was the .title 
bestowed on Republicans by the revilers of re- 
publicanism, and was never assumed by the Re- 
publicans, at least. south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line. The distinguished ancestor of the gentle- 
man, in whom the State of Virginia took such 
just pride, had never called himself a Democrat. 

Mr. ROANE. To which of my ancestors does 
the gentleman allude? 

Mr. RIVES. To the late Judge Roane. 

Mr, ROANE. You are mistaken, sir.. He 
was a Democrat. He gloried in being a Demo- 
crat. 

Mr. RIVES continued his remarks, comment- 
ing on the efforts that were making in Richmond 
to defeat his election; again alluded to the speeches 
of the Senator from Connecticut, which he said 
hig colleague had franked to the members of the 
Virginia Legislature; and said that he had heard 
that his colleague had written letters to the mem- 
bers of the Legislature having the same object in 
view. 

Mr. ROANE remarked that his colleague had 
expressed a great deal of surprise and astonish- 
ment at what he was pleased to consider a wanton 
and unprovoked personal assault on him; buthe, 


i himself, had more cause for astonishment, that 


his colleague should think proper thus to char- 
acterize the remarks he had just made, and which, 
in his opinion, and he would fain believe in the 
opinion of every member of the Senate, were 
distinguished by great temper, moderation, and 
forbearance. After an almost total silence of 
nearly two years, while ‘his colleague and him- 
self had been in a state of opposition on the most 
important questions, he had chosen, at this time, 
the most appropriate of all others, to define his 
position more clearly; and in doing so it was ne~ 
cessary for his own vindication, it was due to 
their mutual constituents, and to the occasion it- 
self, that he should touch upon the course of his 
colleague, and point out distinctly and clearly 
where they differed, and the causes of their dif- 
ference. He declared most solemnly that he had: 
been governed by no personal feelings whatever, 
and that nothing had been said by him that had 
not been called for by a solemn though painful 
sense of duty. 

From motives of the most perfect delicacy he 
had hitherto refrained from making the remarks 
that he did, and the restraint he had imposed on 
himself had been so strict as to excite.in the 
mind of his friends some surprise, and perhaps 
caused them to misapprehend -his motives. It 
was on this day, for the first. time, that he con- 
sidered the restraints which delicacy towards his 
colleague had imposed on him were released. His 
‘information left him no reason to doubt the fact 
that his colleague had. been reflected: by a “Whig 
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Legislature of the State of Virginia; and as his 
colleague hail thought proper to define his posi- 
tion ina manner that would, rio doubt, be grati- 
fying to that party, he had chosen this day to 
define his position in as clear a manner, little 
caring for the effects it would have on his col- 
league’s new friends. Nothing would ever have 
induced him to open his lips on the subject of the’ 
course taken by his colleague, while the election 
yet remained in doubt; but the day of election 
having been fixed, and believing, as he firmly. 
did, that it was decided, every restraint was re- 
movèd. ; 

My colleague complains of the time and man- 
ner of the remarks I have thought proper to make. 
He thinks I ought to have availed myself of the 
many occasions that have presented themselves, 
and that I sħould have defined my position with- 
out attacking him. Now, sir, I beg leave to say 
that I have never complained of the time or times | 
which my colleague had selected for his many 
developments, and I must claim to be the sole 
judge of the time when I choose to define finally 
and fully to our mutual constituents my own 
position; and, sir, 1 thought, and therefore choose 
to define it in contrast to that of my colleague’s; 
it suited me to define it that way in preference to 
any other. i f 

His colleague had been induced to believe that 
he had written letters to the members of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature calculated to oppose his reélec- 
tion. This, he took the occasion promptly to 
declare, was untrue. He had written but two let- 
ters, and these were strictly confined to answer- 
ing inquiries that had been made of him, and were | 
not intended in any manner to influence his elec- 
tion. In both of them, the delicacy of my rela- 
tion to my colleague was adverted to as a reason 
why nothing I might say, even in reply, should 
te brought to bear upon his pending election. He 
Lad scrupulously refrained from any correspond- 
mee with his numerous friends on the subject. 
But his colleague had objected to him that he had 
franked to members of the Legislature, in the 
<ourse of the session, the speeches of a member 
tf this body, which contained an attack on him. 
ït is true that he had franked such speeches, as 
well as many others, and documents of various 
finds, to the members of the Virginia Legislature; 
tut in doing so, he exercised a right exercised by 
his colleague and every Senator on that floor. He 
jad considered it his duty to send information 
that he, in his judgment, deemed valuable to his 
constituents; and when he did this, he did it with- 
rut distinction.of party. When he sent docu- 
raents to one member of the Legislature, he sent 
them to all—to Whigs as well as Democrats. 
His colleague, in the course of his remarks, had 
taken him to task for speaking of the Democracy 
of the country, and for calling himself a Demo- 
cratic Republican; denying that he himself was 
ever a Democratic Republican, or that the Vir- 
ginia Republicans of 1798 had ever been known 
as Democrats. Mr. R. said that his colleague, in | 
the nice distinctions which he had drawn, would 
hardly suppose that he was ignorant of the mean- 
ing of the terms Democrat, Federalist, Oligarch, 
and Aristocrat. Sir, (said Mr. R.,) I have never 
known a man in my life who was willing to ac- 
knowledge himself an Aristocrat or an Oligarchist. | 

‘I well know, sir, the impracticable attempt had 
never been made to form a perfect Democracy in 
this great empire. Sir, it could not exist even in | 
this ten miles square; no, sir, we claim not the 
Democracy of Sparta or Athens; but, sir, I do 
contend that it was the intention of those who 
framed and adopted the Constitution, to create a 
democratic Republic; ay, sir, a popular Govern- 
ment, a Government of the people, as contradis- 
guished from one not controlled by the people. 
Sir, I have ‘never yet met with an American citi- 
zen, native or naturalized, who did not claim to 
be a republican. Oh, yes, sir! that is a general 
phrase. It will embrace all of all parties. But 
who, sir, does not know that when the two oppo- 
site parties first drewto.a head under Mr. Jeffer- 
son and Mr, Hamilton, one was styled the Dem- 
ocratic Republican party, in- opposition to the 
Federal Republicans, who favored a latitudinous | 
construction of the Federal Constitution, and 
whose doctrines have ever-evinced a distrust in 
the capacity of the people for self-government. 


Mr. RIVES said the remarks of his colleague 
confirmed his impression that his colleague had 
not followed the promptings of his own heart in 
this business. The reproaches of his party had 
urged him on. He believed that when Mr, 
Roane’s mind had recovered its usual sober tone, 
he would feel how gratuitous had been the assault 


upon him. 


He again alluded to the probability of his soon 
leaving the Senate. Had the situation of his col- 
league and himself been reversed, he. could not 
have made the attack on such a day, nor could he 
have sent off an abusive speech against his col- 
league, as had been done, without sending off its 
antidote in reply. 

Mr. ROANE. One word, Mr. President. I 
take occasion to assure my colleague that he is 
utterly and totally mistaken in supposing that I 
have been prompted or influenced in.the course I 
have pursued this evening by any person what- 
ever. My colleague is perfectly ignorant of me 
if he supposes that every member of this Cham- 
ber, or all the people on. the earth, could have 
instigated me to.an act which.he did not approve. 
Sir, I alone, and of my own motion, have done, 
at my own proper time, and in my own manner, 
what I have.done. Nota human being in this 
Chamber knew, or, I believe, suspected, that I 
intended to address the Senate. Sir, whenever 
I may repent of the-course I have taken, as is 
intimated by my colleague, I shall have the frank- 
ness and magnanimity to apprise him. I again 
repeat that my quarrel with my colleague is not 
personal on my part, but entirely political. If 
that assurance, made by me more than once, is 
not received, why, sir, £ must be constrained to 
say, that I cannot care for it. 

Mr. NILES remarked-that he was sorry that 
his poor speech should have been drawn into the 
controversy between the two honorable Senators 
from Virginia. Among the “ private griefs’ of 
the Senator over the way, [Mr. Rives,] and the 
complaints he has preferred against his colleague 
—that of his having sent, under his frank, Mr. 
N’s. speech to his constituents—seems to be re- 
garded as one of the greatest magnitude. The 
Senator characterized that speech as virulent and 
abusive—so much so, that he had not, and should 
not, reply to it. That (Mr. N. said)was a mat- 
ter which concerned the Senator, and not himself. 
He can reply to the speech or not, as he pleases; 
that is a question for him to decide for himself. 
But he was surprised to hear that his speech had 
given the Senator so much uneasiness, when it is 
deemed to possess so little merit as not to. be de- 
serving of a reply. And he regretted that his 
friend [Mr. Roane] should be censured for dis- 
tributing his speech to his ownconstituents. He 
held himself responsible for his own sins, and did 
not wish them transferred to his friend from Vir- 
ginia. The Senator onthe other side of the Hall 
(Mr. Rives] seemed to regard his speech as a 
sort of contraband article, which could not be 
lawfully distributed. 

Whether the speech was virulent and abusive 
or not, was a question which he should not un- 
dertake to decide; he left that question to the 
judgment of the Senate, and the intelligence of the 
country. But he wished to remind the Senator 
that the speech was delivered in reply to two 
speeches of his, and, if it was virulent, the viru- 
lence originated with the gentleman himself. If 
his (Mr. N.’s) speech was more violent, abusive, 
or, in any respect, unjust towards the Senator, 
than his speeches to which it was a reply, he was 
never more mistaken in his life. The gentleman’s 
speeches were filled with virulence, crimination, 
and denunciation of the Administration, and made 
in advance of the facts upon which they were 
pretended to be founded. They charged the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury with deliberate fraud, and 
represented him asa “° cat’s paw” to the Secretary 
of War. The supporters of the Administration on 
this floor, were, by application at least, charged 
with being the tools of party, and the vassals of 
the President. Their motives were impeached, 
and it was boldly insinuated that. they had no 
higher motives of action than party interests, and 
the ‘rallying cry of party.” Such was the lan- 
guage the Senator applied to the members of the 
Administration and its supporters on this floor; 
and yet the Senator complains that his (Mr. N.’s) 


1 


speech was virulentand abusive., He was aware 
that those who are most unreasonable and abu~ 
sive towards others, wére often the most sensitive. 
to abuse themselves. But, with what justice the. 
Senator complains in this case he would cheer- 
fully submit to the Senate and the country. , `- 


EXPENSES OF INVESTIGATING COMMITTED. 


REMARKS OF HON. S. W. MORRIS, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, ee 
In tHE Hoysz or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 28, 1639, : 
On the expenses of the investigating committee, the House 


being in the Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union. te pas oy 


Mr. MORRIS said: l 
Mr. Ciarrman: I believe that the question’ 


now before the committee is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman. from. Massachusetts, . 


(Mr. Fiercuer,] the effect'of which will be to 


direct the marshals to be more precise in return-.,, 
ing the age. of the people composing this great 

Confederacy; and the main argument relied on™ 
in support thereof is the great importance of 
the ‘‘statistical information” to certain, insurance’ 
companies, by which they may be enabled to 

calculate the value of lives, not for the posses; 

sors, but as it may affect the value of their stock 

on ’Change. Now, sir, my votes here, in the 

absence of my speeches, no not designate,me as 

one of those who are over-anxious. to legislate 

for the special benefit of corporations. can- 

not, therefore, sanction the amendment with my 

vote, because I believe it will unnecessarily en- 

large the duties of the marshals, and render, their 

returns inconveniently voluminous. Iam, how- 

ever, in favor of so extending the requisitions for 

statistical information, that this committee, this 

House, and the people, the corporators of this 

nation, should be fully informed of the ‘ statis- 

tics’ connected with “investigation committees;”? 

of investigations conducted by committees se- 
lected by a secret ballot, chosen in a mode by. 
which the action of the Representative is fully 
and completely hidden from the constituent; of 
investigators, who are themselves the first and 

most prominent in denouncing all expenditures 

not authorized by. some positive enactment, or 

which savor of extravagance. Sir, I commend 

all this holy indignation, and doubt not its sin- 

cerity. Were my powers of expression but half 
equal to the thoughts that crowd my. mind, I 

could even ‘ call thunder from the region of frost,” 

and instantly annihilate all investigators whose 

examples do not accord with their precepts. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that we are now 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that, therefore, the range of debate is 
coextensive with our vast Confederacy. Nay 
more, sir, that we may be allowed to skipacross 
the north or south Atlantic, to speak of matters 


| and things in general; and even to “ define a posi- 


tion” that is of itself undefinable. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, I understand to be the 
latitude of debate allowed in this Committee. of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and I there- 
fore propose to attempt to define my position, as 
an humble member of the Committee of Ac- 
counts, of a standing committee appointed by the 
rules of this body, and which has unfortunately 
come into collision with the grand investigating 
committee on the supremely splendid Swartwout 


i defalcation. 


On the.merits or demerits of Mr. Swartwout I 
have naught to say. I go for smaller game, for.a 
simple inquiry into a matter of the per diem al- 
lowance demanded by the investigating commit- 
tee; and in conducting that inquiry, I mean to 


i define my position, the position of the Committee 


of Accounts; and, if the patience and courtesy of 
this committee is accorded me, I will also define 
the position of the investigating committee, so 
that its whereabouts shall be no longer a matter 
of doubt to any inquiring friends. 

Mr. GRANT called Mr. M. to order, and re- 
marked on the waste of time in allowing him to 
make a speech for his constituents, ; 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I cannot ex- 
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tend my thanks to the honorable gentleman from 
New York: for his gratuitous remark that I was 
wasting the precious time of this committee by 
making a speech for my constituents. Sir, Ihave 
a stronger hold on the confidence and affections. 
of my constituents than to deem it necessary to 
make a speech here, and on this floor, to gain ad- 
ditional, or retain former, favor. They know, 
from past expcrience, that, if need requires it, I 
can and. have effectively advocated their interests, 
and never yet proved derelict to political princi- 
ples the profession and practice of which has car- 
ried me triumphantly through more than one se- 
vere political ‘contest. Away, then, with the 
suggestion that I am speaking for effect at home. 
I am strong enough there to need no other advo- 
cate than.a.continuance of my steady opposition 
to men and principles, as heretofore evinced in 
my political career, and to support those which 
both they and I prefer from choice and convic- 
tion. i 

But, Mr. Chairman, I ask to be allowed to con- 
tinue my remarks. I demand it from the cour- 
tesy of this committee; for a member who is but 
a tyro in debate here;‘for one who has never yet 
trespassed on your time. I demand it, sir, to 
enable me to ‘define my position.” And I ask 
you, sir, why should I, an humble member of 
the Committee of Accounts, be denied the priv- 
ilege of a short time to define my position, when 
the Goliahs of debate have, répeatedly, occupied 
nearly the whole of a day’s session in defining 
their position, when it is matter of notoriety to 
all, that their position was undefinable, and that 
these six-hour speeches, in either wing of this 
Capitol, did not contain a sentence on the ques- 
tion before the Chair. Sir, I must be allowed to 
say, that these professional gentlemen, these gen- 
tlemen whose peculiar vocation is to spin out 
definitions without number, from undefinable po- 
sitions, do not mete, out to me as L have meas- 
ured to them, when they thus endeavor to in- 
terruipt, with a bope, or intention, perhaps, to 
prevent, by their frequent and loud calls of 
“Order!” the definition of positions that I mean 
to make, if allowed to proceed in my remarks. 
But, sir, should the galled jade so wince as to 
compel me to resume my seat before the aforesaid 
definition is fully made, I promise them that, 
though Lam thus rendered incapable of giving 
ready pay for a sixpence, I can and will draw for 
a shilling; and, on this subject, Mr. Chairman, 
in an hour’s time, this evening, with the help of 
my good grey-goose quill, I can and will assur- 
edly draw for at least half a crown. 


The CHAIRMAN here peremptorily called | 


Mr. M. to order; but the question being put, he 
was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. MORRIS, Mr. Chairman, I am not well 
versed in the tactics of this body, and feel greatly 
at a loss what motion to offer you, which will 
allow me to take a peep “in order” at investi- 
gating statistics, A friend suggests to strike out 
the enacting clause, which I now move, and fol- 
lowing the example of an expert tactician, in so 
doing, I promise not to detain you more than 
five minutes, which, by strict Tennessee meas- 
urement, means three quarters of an hour. 

Sir, I am perfectly sensible that I am, and have 
been, out of order in the train of my remarks, 
strictly speaking, but not practically so. Iam 
also aware that I ought not now, at this late period 


of the session, to unnecessarily intrude myselfon | 


the courtesy of the committee, so generously ex- 
tended to me, and will therefore proceed to define 
“the pésition’ as briefly as possible. 

The following resolution was this morning 


offeted by an honorable member from Maryland: . 


“Resolved, That thé Committee of Accounts be in- 
structed to sottle and certify the accounts of the members 
of the committee of investigation into the defaication of 
Samuel Swartwout and others, on. the same principles as 
regulated the settlement of tie accounts of the investigating 
committee on the Jate Bank of the United States.”? 

‘Well, sir, this resolution simply, in its terms, 
and in apparent accordance with an adopted and 
settled principle-of this House; passed, without 
any remark, and almost, asá matter of course, 
by acclamation, whilst I, my humble ‘self, was 
endeavoring to reach the Speaker’s ear by vocif- 
erating ‘Mr. ‘Speaker?’ at the very top of m 
voice. I failed in this, as I also did, to attracthis: 
attention, by waving ‘aloft my position’ account. 


Some friend near me moved a reconsideration of 
the vote just taken; the reconsideration was re- 
fased by a large majority, a vast proportion of 
whom, Í verily believe, acted on the supposition 
that they were but supporting a long established 
usage, the practical effect of which, I am confi- 
dent, was not understood by three fourths of 
those who voted on the question. $ 
Mr. Chairman, I will now, as briefly as pos- 
sible, give the history of the ‘deéd at arms, in 
which the little Committee of Accounts, ventured 
to “ couch a lance” with the investigating còm- 
mittee. , : : 
The following account was presented by the 
investigating committee: 
House o of Representatives, 
To Select Committee on Defalcations, Dr. 


Cash paid Astor Touse for sixteen and a half days’ board 
of six members, namely: Messrs. Harlan, Wise, Smith, 
Curtis, Hopkins, Dawson, and Mr. Fendall, their clerk, 
(wines and liquors not included) ave eeeee G40 10 

Extra charge for rooms, lights, fuel, &c. ove 110 00 

Paid messenger...... 6 44 

Messrs. Owens, Foster, and Wagener’s bill at 
American Hotelisissessssssesreesoe 210 00 

Mileage, five hundred miles each for nine members,1,800 00 

Same for clerk...... 20.000 .ceee PEE EA 200 CO 


$2,726 54 


The above bill was withdrawn by the chair- 
man in consequence, I suppose, of the determined 
opposition of the Committee of Accounts against 
allowing the charge for mileage, and the follow- 
ing bill was substituted: 


House of Representatives of the United States, 
` To Select Committee on Defalcations, Dr. 


February, 1839. To cash paid Astor House and American 
Hotel for use of roums for committee, lights, fires, and 
BULONGANCE ice ce cees epee ee cence tenses ter eeeee $260 00 

Cash paid black man for services as messenger... 6 44 

‘Traveling from Washington to. New York and 
back, two hundred and fifty miles each way, five 
hundred miles, at eight doilars for every twenty 
miles for each member of committec, namely: 

Messrs. Harlan, Wise, Curtis, Dawson, Hop- 

kins, Sinith, Owens, Foster, and Wagener, $200 

GACH .oceceeecececereessscceececees ores veces ot, 800 00 
Do. do. fo ` Mr, Fendall, clerk sesssessosssoseas.e 200 00 


$2,266 44 


I certify to the correctness of the above. 

J. HARLAN, Chairman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to say 
that the first account, as given now by me, is 
strictly correct, because it was withdrawn by the 
chairman on presenting the second account; but 
I do assert that the sum of $2,726 54 (the items 
being from memory) does not vary ten dollars 
from the original bill which the committee were 
all willing to pass, except as to the ‘mileage; and 
in lieu of this, we were ready to allow them fifty 
dollars each, a sum that we all knew, from per- 
sonal and actual experience, would abundantly 
cover all reasonable legitimate expenses of trav- 
eling from this place to New York and back. 
This bill, if settled and certified by the commit- 
tee on their principles, would have given to each 
member of the investigating committee the sum 
of $6 13 per diem, supposing them to have been 
absent twenty days, which is, I believe, the time 
they were absent from this place. 

On presentation of the second account, amount- 
ing, as before stated, to $2,266 44, the Committee 
of Accounts were reluctantly induced to yield, 
and allow the gross amount of $1,600, and directed 
their chairman to say this was the utmost, unless 
a particular account was presented, in which case 
we should exercise a liberal and sound discretion 
in passing on its items. ` 

ir, 1 beg you to bear in mind that the bare 
suggestion of an exhibition of an itemized account 
was scouted at, almost as an indignity offered to 
high minded and honorable gentlemen. Sir, in- 
dividuals do exist of an extremely sensitive char- 
acter, men who will start at their own shadows. 


| But I have yet to learn on what principle it is 


that expenses incurred in the public service can, 
or ought to be, of a nature not to be exhibited to, 
and passed upon, by a committee whose peculiar 
province it is ‘* to superintend and control the ex- 
penditures of the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives, and to audit and settle all ac- 
counts which may be charged thereon;” and in 
connection with this part of my ‘‘ position, wh 
was it that a certified copy from your Register of 
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the Treasury, of the bill of a former committee 
of investigation, was deemed necessary to acconi- 
pany the first statement? Did those gentlemen 
who offered it discover it in the course of their 


| investigation of abuses? or did they deem the 
| Committee of Accounts so entirely void of knowl- 
| edge of their appropriate duty, and deficient in 
i sound and liberal discretion, as to be unable to 
| act without the light and force of this precedent, 
; which was thus laid on their table in advance of 
| any objections? I will not stop to inquire how 
| far papers of this descriptién ought to be the rules 
! for the government of the Committee of Accounts; 


but I can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that we 
will not-be bound by what our unbiased judg- 
ments pronounce to be bad precedents, and that 
this is not the first case wherein we have felt our- 
selves compelled to depart from the “ line of safe 
precedent, ”” i 

Sir, this liberal allowance of $1,600 for the ex- 
penses of nine members and their clerk, for twenty 
days, being a per diem to each of eight dollars, 
is rejected, and the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland is unéxpectedly sprung 
upon a regular standing committee of the House, 
and has been forced through in a most unusual 


| manner; and the loud demand of that committee 


to state the case to this House, was refused by a 
large majority. Mr. Chairman, I have never yet 
known a standing committee treated with so little 
attention; a committee, too, whose special prov- 
ince it is to audit, scttlc, and control the expend- 
itures of this body, could not be allowed sufficient 
time to express their views on the very business 
committed to their supervision, With propriety 
may we complain; but, sir, I will waive that, and 
ask gentlemen if they are or were aware of the 
practical effect of the resolution? Do they know 
that by this resolution they have agreed to pay 
the investigating committee a sum of $2,266 44 
for their personal expenses during a period of 
twenty days; which, according to my arithmetic, 
is equal to a per diem of $11 33? Why, Mr. 
Chairman, I am unable to perceive how it was 
possible for these gentlemen to swallow so many 
of the good things of the Astor House, and yet 


‘attend laboriously, sedulously, as we all know 


they did, in producing, in concocting, the twenty 


; thousand ponderous octavos under which Stock- 


ton, Stokes, and Company are doomed to stag- 
ger. But, Mr. Chairman, to be serious on a 
grave question, I cannot, for my life, define the 
position of the members of this investigating 
committee as being other than that of persons 
who live in glass houses, and who have thought- 
lessly thrown stones, at the passers by, forgetting 
that reaction is sometimes even stronger than 
action. 

We have all listened, or, at least, are supposed 
to listen, to a vast amount of declamatory elo- 
quence on the corruption, the reckless extrava- 
gance, of other branches of this Government, 
whilst our own thoughtless profusion is passed 
unnoticed. I say profusion, Mr. Chairman, lest 
I may excite the sensitive feelings of certain gen- 
tlemen, and be supposed to have trespassed 
against the dignity and privileges of this august 
body, than which notbing is further from my 
thoughts and intentions; for I would not, design- 
edly, use an expression that could be tortured 
into an invasion of the vocabulary that is alone 
admitted on the sunny side of Dixon and Ma- 
son’s line. 

We learn, Mr. Chairman, from high authority, 
that ‘the laborer is worthy of his hire.” To 
withhold the just earnings of any one has never 
been the desire of the Committee of Accounts. 
But for what purpose shall that committee again 
assemble and examine the validity of claims pre- 
sented to them, if, at a moment unexpected by 
any member of that committee, this House as- 
sumes to overrule our action, and, without even 
examining the force and application of a pre- 
tended precedent, increases the compensation of 
a few members of our body to $19 33 per diem, 
and sternly refuses the poor the common courtesy 
of listening toa mere explanation. Such reform 
as this is worse than the calamity they would have 
investigated; in truth, the remedy is worse than 
the disease. ` 

The principle is to be considered as being now 
established by a solemn vote of this House, that, 
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ter: 
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hereafter, the per dievn compensation to invest- 
igating committees who may choose to travel out 

of this District js to be at least $19 33. But 

there is a little question yetundecided. Will the 

people sanction it? The hard hand toils labori- 

ously for a scanty pittance, and, by the sweat of 

the brow, earns his daily bread.. To him‘ you 

mete out a twentieth part of this sum, as the | 
abundant reward of labor; for ourselves, how- 
ever, there is no sum too large not to be assamed 
with avaricious gripas falling short of self-esti- 
mated'services. Sir, this doctrine, this practice, 
will not satisfy the yeomanry of the country; 
neither will they countenance such unwonted ex- 
travagance, but hold’ those who authorized it 
responsible for so palpable a violation of every 
principle of economy and even-handed justice. 

‘Mr. Chairman, I have been charged with de- 
signing to speak tomy constituents. Sir, I have 
repelled the insinuated motive as being, in my 
case, entirely inoperative. Yet I would fain de- 
sire that every man in my district could read 
these remarks, nay, more, sir, I would desire 
that your constituents, the constituents of each 
and every member of this body, may have. an 
opportunity, not of reading my speech, but of 
knowing the self-cstinfated value of our own ser- 
vices. f : 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, it seems that I 
have occupied the time, if not attention of the 
committee longer than I ever supposed it at all 
probable; and [ wish youand your constituents to 
know that whilst we are preaching economy, re- 
form, and retrenchment by the hour, we hesitate 
not to pay ourselves, at least such of us as are 
investigators of abuses, the moderate per diem of | 
$11 33, in addition to the usual and statue per | 
diem of eight dollars, and a mileage of the same 
amount for every twenty miles. 

Let us have more example and less of precept. 
Away with this system of pound precept and 
penny example! And ere we again undertake to 
remove the mote, let us be cautious we are not 
ourselves stumbling over a beam, 

Mr. Chairman, | thank you and the committee 
for the indulgence that has been granted’ to me; 
and trust that I have fully defined my own posi- 
tion, as also that of the Committee of Accounts, 
and last, though not least, the position of the grand 
investigation committee into the defalcations of 
Swartwout and others. Sir, I withdraw the moa- 
tion to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 


BOARD OF NAVY COMMISSIONERS. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. PARMENTER, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In true House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 15, 1839, — 

On the motion to strike out from the general appropriation 
bill all appropriations-for the Board of Navy Commission- 
ers. 

Mr. PARMENTER observed that, after so 
much discussion of the question now before the 
committee, and after the clear views presented by 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
[Mr. Incnam,] he should have felt reluctant to 
trespass upon the time of the committee, and 
would not, were it not for the fact that, in the 
section of country where he resided, and particu- 
larly in the State of Massachusetts, the ‘people 
felt a deep interest in the Navy. He thought it 
ineumbent on him, representing a district where 
the operations of the Navy Department were car- 
ried on asextensively asatany place in the United 
States, to state his views on the proposition now 
before the committee. 

From Massachusetts the Navy has had more 
scamen than from any other State in the Union. | 
Ier extensive navigation engaged in forcign and 
domestic trade, and the important and valuable | 
branch of her industry—the fisheries—have en- 
abled her to contribute to the strength and efficacy 
of the Navy in a much more than ordinary pro- 
portion, and, therefore, in the same ratio in which į 
she has supplied seamen; and as her interests are 
concerned in the success of our Navy, itis natural 
that her sympathies and feelings should be en- 
listed. Nearly, or quite half of all the navigation 


of the country belongs to New England at-this ! 


| Commissioners is to bė abolished in this indirect 


time, and this arm of the national defense has, as 
it ought to be, always been watched and favored ; 
in a peculiar degree. 

-I cannot anticipate that the Board of Navy. 


mode, because’ the question is too important to a 
great branch of the public establishment to be de- | 
cided without a very full examination of all the 
various considerations connected with it, and that 
have a bearing upon it. But as the introduction 
of the amend ment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York has led to a very free and fall debate, 
there is some fear that the opposition to the Navy 
Board may go beyond what is intended, and ex- 
cite. some doubts with regard to the utility and’ 
management of the whole naval system, and thus 
bring into discredit, to some extent, the Navy 
itself-—a result which all, I can have no doubt, 
wish to avoid, who know its importance for the 
national good and protection of the commerce of 
the country, and feel pride in the honor it has 
added to the fame of the country by its achieve- 
ments and victories, 

Itis assumed that the Navy of the United States 
has retrograded in its éssential qualities under the 
present Navy Board; that our ships are badly 
constructed; that the discipline has become ün- 
wise; that the expenditures have been injudicious; 


and that there isa want of responsibility in the |} 


Navy Department, in consequence of the present 
organization. 

In the district I represent, there is one of the 
most extensive and best regulated navy-yards in 
the Union—that at Charlestown; and, although 
I have had frequent intercourse with officers and 
others having a knowledge of the subject, I have 
never heard complaint of want of skill on the 
part of the Navy Board in matters properly ap- 
pertaining to their profession. The regulations 
of the yard are good, which was not the case 
before the board was established, and the system 
of operations in the building and repairing of 
vessels has not been a subject of complaint. It 
appears to me that, in matters of opinion, there 
is no good ground for objecting to the board. 
Naval architects differ on the subject. One con- 
structor will prefer one model, another a different 
one; and, as to the form of vessels, some prefer 
strength, and think that quality the most impor- 
tant; some fast sailing, and some capacity for 
comfort and convenience of crews, and so on. 
But, surely, those who have sailed in our ships 
of war, in all climates and at all seasons, who 
have fought our battles, who have lived on the 
ocean from their boyhood to advanced life, ought 
to be competent to decide what form of construc- 
tion will unite in the best way all the various re- | 
quisites of an efficient ship of war. The character 
of scamen, their wants, habits, and necessities, 
none can know without experience; and, in the 
adoption of such plans as will best promote the 
different objects in view, experienced naval offi- 
cers must undoubtedly be the best qualified. 


Gentlemen point out particular instances of 
poor vessels, but, after all, it is often but a dif- 
ference of judgment. We all have our partiali- | 
ties and preferences on this subject. A northern i 
built ship is apt to be considered the best model | 
| 


at the North; a southern atthe South. One ar- į 
chitect prefers one mold, another a different one, | 
and so through the whole catalogue; but it has 
notbeen shown that any ships are useless, thatan 

have not been, or are not now, valuable acquisi- 
tions to the Navy, excepting, perhaps, the steam 
vessel Fulton. Ido not know much about her. 
I was on board her once, when she was at the 
navy-yard here. If she be a failure, there is an 
apology from the fact that she was the first ex- 

eriment, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do believe there is a rad- 
ical defect in the organization, and that it arises 
from the impropriety of the various dutics as- į 
signed by law to this board. The law gives too 
much duty and too much power to the Navy | 
Commissioners. Their power is almost unlim- 
ited, and extends to the whole concerns of the i 
Navy. i 

Mr. REED remarked that everything was | 
subject to the superintendence of the Sceretary | 
of the Navy and President, and that the fourth 
section of the law reserved the power of the Sec- | 
retary. 


Mr. PARMENTER: I am aware of those: 
provisions; but practically they have, ‘like all 
other reservations of the kind, been ineffectual 
and inoperative, The law is very full in point- 
ing out the powers ‘and duties öf the board, and 
has, to be sure, this general reservation; but the 
law seems to contemplate that the Navy Commis- 
sioners should perform the duty. The old law 
establishing the Navy Department is very brief: 
The fourth section of the law, besides, may bé 
fairly construed to relate only to the employment 
of vessels. é Poa 

The Navy Cornmissioners were originally in- 
tended to be a board’of cvuntil, to advise with’ 
the Secretary of the Navy on the naval concerns 
of the country; with certain powers having ref- 
erence to the rules: of discipline in the Navy, 
fixing the models of ships to'be built, planning 
their internal apartments, having a general super- 
intendence of docks and navy-yards, attending to 
the equipment and armament of vessels, and sim- 
ilar duties, directing the distribution of stores and 
materials in such manner asthe service required 
And I do not see but that the public interest would 
be better advanced by modifying the law, and 
placing the Board of Navy Commissioners upon 
the original ground intended—the performance of 
such duties as were peculiarly within the compe- 
tency-of naval officers. A referencé to the various: 
reports which have been made on this subject will 
show the views entertained. I would refer to the 
ee printed in the volume of State Papèrs on 

aval affairs. 

But the law of 1815 establishing this board has 
given a power of a very different description. 
Let us look at it fora moment. I throw out, to 
a great extent, the reservation of general superin- 
tendence for the Secretary of the Navy over the 
doings of the board, because it has not and could 
not well be exercised. The commissioners have, 
by their rules, placed all the means of information 
within their own power on naval matters. 

This law, although brief, is very comprehensive. 
The first section provides: ` 

«That the President of the United States be, and he 
hereby is, authorized, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to appoint three officers of the Navy, whose 
rank shall not be below a post captain, who shall constitute 
a Board of Commissioners for the Navy of the United States, 
and shall have power to adopt such rules and regulations 
for the government of their mectings as they may judge ex- 
pedient; and the board so constituted shall be attached to 
the office of the Secretary of the Navy, and, under his su- 
perintendenee, shall discharge all the ministerial duties of 
the said office relative to the procurement of naval stores 
and materials, and the construction, armament, equipment, 
and employment of vessels of war, as well as all other mat- 
ters connected with the nayal establishment of the United 
States; and the said board shall appoint their own secre- 
tary, who shall receive in compensation for his services a 
sum not exceeding $2,000 per annum, who shail keep a fair 
record of their proceedings, subject at all times to the in- 
spection of the President of the United States and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy.” 

I have read the whole of this section, because 
there is scarcely a line which is not important in 
connection with this subject. It provides for a 
permanent board, the tenure of office not limited, 
although that question was agitated some years 
afterwards, but for reasons then stated, was not 
altered. The board is to consist of post captains 
in the Navy. They are to discharge the minis- 
terial duties of the office of the Secretary of the 
Navy ‘relative to the procurement of naval stores 
and materials.” Under this provision, I under- 
stand, the commissioners make all contracts and 
bargains for the supplics of the Navy. Nothing, 
it appears to me, can be more unsuitable to their 
station. Post captains in the Navy, whose dis- 
positions, characters, and habits are so diametri-_ 
cally opposed to a duty of that kind; whose trade 
it is to fight when their country calls; who are of 
a class of men prodigal and careless to a proverb, 
appointed to cheapen with the merchant and me- 


! chanic the supplies and labor required for the ser- 


vice of the Navy. It is uncongenial with their 
vocation. It would appear derogatory to all whose 
bosoms have thrilled with pride and exultation at 
the glorious deeds of these heroes of the deep, to 
witness them bargaining for a bolt of canvas, a 
barrel of beef, or any other supplies. It is, in 
my judgment, all wrong for that duty to be per- 
formed by them, and it surely never could have 
been contemplated; but such is the practice under 
this law. If this were remedied it would take off 
many of the objectionable points in this case 
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And, sir,,it strikes me, it would, in some consid- 
erable degree, obviate the difficulties suggested by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Picx- 
ENs,} who gave as one of the reasons for abolish- 
ing the board, that he preferred bureaus;. that | 
young and active men should be there.to perform - 
the duties. I believe with him that, in many of 
the duties performed by the board, the qualifica- 
tions ought to be such as are possessed by younger 
men. 

It is said that, in my part of the country, it re- 
quires a pretty active mind, and body, too, to 
make good bargains. I suppose it does every- 
where else. Now, if we can retain the services of 
this board ọn subjects which, from their experi- 
ence, they understand better. than others can, 
and it makes no.material addition to the expenses 
of the nation, it is to be considered whether they 
had better not be. retained. I would have a bu- 
reau for the contracts, with which. the Commis- 
sioners af the Navy should have no connection. 
"These supplies can be made very definite, and the 
duty could be attended to with as much precision 
as that of the Commissary of the Army or the 
contracting department of the Post Office. The 
component paris of a ration are all specified, and 
everything wanted fora ship of war, from the truck | 
to the keelson, may be named with as much ease 
as a post route may be defined. Proposals might 
be issued for.cordage, provisions, medical stores, 
ship ebandlery, and so through the whole, the 
articles examined by, and delivered to, the naval 
store-keepers, and such other officers as may be 
appointed; and the commissioners, when called | 
upon to direct the equipment of a vesscl, should 
present to the Department what was necessary, 
and have nothing to do with the trading part of 
the establishment. It properly appertains to men 
of different pursuits. Besides, if this alteration 
of the law shouldbe made, it would remove one 
of the difficulties of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Mauvory,] who has said considerable about 
bad supplies. ` f i 

The next points are the construction and arma- 
ment of vessels. Notwithstanding all. I have 
heard, Í am not convinced that experienced ofii- 
cers of the Navy are not the most proper men to | 
judge of the proper model, or rather the proper 
requisites, and, of course, the proper way, a ship 
of war should be built. They know whatis most 
needed for the security of the armament, and how | 
much strength may be necessary to enable the | 
guns to be worked with safety and eflect; the | 
value of the sailing properties of a vessel; the im- 
portance to the health ofa crew of suitable accom- 
modations; how much and how little of cach of 
these and other considerations, which ave often | 
conflicting, can be dispensed with. All these are | 
poas to be considered in building a man-of-war. 


he equipment may also be in the line of their | 
duty, as } think, profitably; men of experience 
can best understand what 1s wanted for the vari- 
ety of service to which the Navy is called. In 
hot climates and on cold stations, distant or near, | 
the kind of provisions and outfits are materially 
different, and can be well understood by none but | 
men of experience, and ought to be overseen by | 
officers upon, whom a greater responsibility rests | 
than the officer of the ship, whose regard for per- | 
sonal convenience and comfort might sometimes | 
interfere with proper economy. 
- The last power specified in the law is that which į 
gives to the Navy Board control over the employ- | 
ment, of vessels of war; a power which ought | 
never, in my judgment, to be exercised except by | 
Congress or the President and Secretary of the | 
Navy.. How extensive this authority has been | 
used by the. board, I do not know, but it is a, 
proper subject of- inquiry. The employment of | 
public vessels is a question of State policy, and | 
the Board of Navy Commissioners may give us | 
good ships and designate the proper equipment, 
but it is for those who control the policy of the 
nation to say how they shall be employed. Itis 
not proper or necessary for this board to direct’ 
thearrival or departure of ships-of-war ona cruise 
or expedition: doubtless, in this important mat- 
ver the President or Secretary of the Navy is con- 
suled; but still the law granting such authority, 
with the general reservation of power to the Sec-. 
retary, ought to be modified. 1 do not see why, | 
if the Commissioners of the Navy choose, they | 
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cannot dispatch the ships of the Navy as they 
please. . I believe they regulate the ports to which 
they are to return most generally. 

This section winds up with a general commis- 
sion to the board to conduct all other matters 
connected with the naval establishment of the 
United States. Under this general authority, 
together. with the power conferred by the second 
section of this law, regulations have been adopted 
by which the whole of the naval concerns, civil 
and military, have been brought under their di- 
rection. 

In the sécond section of this act it is proyided: 


* That the said Board of Commissioners, by and with the 
consent of the Secretary of the Navy, be, and are hereby, 
authorized to prepare such rules and regulations as shall be 
necessary for securing.a uniformity in the several classes of 
vessels and their equipments, and for repairing and refitting 
them, and for securing respousibi;ity in the subordinate offi- 
cers and agents; which regulations, when approved by the 
President of the United States, shall be respected and 
obeyed until altered and revoked by the same authority, 
and the said rules and regulations thus prepared aad ap- 
proved shall be laid before Congress at their next session. 


i It shall also be the duty of said board, upon the requisition 


of the Seerctary of the Navy, to furnish all the estimates 
of expenditure which the several brauches of the service 
may require, and such other information and statements as 
he may deem necessary.” 

With this great power conferred by Congress, 
why complain of: the Navy Board, and not look 
into the source of the evil—the law? Why find 
fault with the Secretary of the Navy, when the 
law recognizes so fully the propriety of vesting 
in the Navy Commissioners this power? Is it not 
manifest that, by the terms of the law, the com- 
missioners had the whole management of the 
Navy given them, and after they had adopted 
their regulations, which 1 will refer to prescutly, 


and once obtained the assent of the Secretary and | 


President, they were irrevocable, excepting by 
themselves? These regulations, when once ap- 
proved, are to continue in force until revoked by 
the same authority—that is, the Navy Board. If 
the duties of this board had been confined to the 
objects for which it was thought necessary—to 


aid, by their experience and skill, in promoting | 


the good of the service in branches where it re- 
quired knowledge which none but those who had 
commanded ships of war could possess—I verily 
believe no fault would be found, and that the 
board would be considered eminently usefal. 
The same reasons exist now for its continuance 
which existed for its formation. The prineipal 


one of which was, that a board composed of a | 


suitable number for consultation and adviceshould 


j be subject to the call of the head of the Navy De- 


partment, to which might be given definite power 
tn relation to the building and cquipment of the 
vessels of the Navy. Each captain has his own 
peculiar views, and hence it would be difficult to 
concentrate the requisite information, and obtain 
correct conclusions, without an interchange of 
opinion; therefore a board is more necessary and 
proper than a bureau, and is not attended with 
much additional expense, as officers of the Navy 
must be taken. ‘The terms of the law, that they 
are to be officers of a high grade in the Navy, not 
lower than post captains, show the precise object 
of their appointment in its theory; and the qual- 
ifications required are different from any other 
officers in the Department. I fear it would not 
be safe to subdivide the duties in relation to the 
service which was originally intended, and, there- 
fore, | prefer modifying the law to abolishing the 
board. 

I have referred to the regulations laid before 
Congress in April, 1816, not for its supervision 
by Congress—that power was given away by the 
law—but merely for information. The code is 
very voluminous, containing more than ninety 
pages octavo. It gives the Navy Commissioners 
a very large direction of this great branch of the 
national expenditures, between five and six mil- 
lions annually. With the exception of sometimes 
leaving the option of reports from subordinate 
officers to the Navy Board and Secretary of the 
Navy, and, in a few instances, to the Secretary 
alone, every officer is responsible to the Navy 
Board. , 

It begins with regulations about repairs of 


ships, the extent and time of these repairs to be | 


directed. by the board; and then follow several 
pages. of regulations for the officcrs of ships and 
commandants of navy-yards, master of the yard, 


| shipwright, purser, and naval storekeeper. This 


last officer is not in the service of the Navy, but 
has charge of the stores ahd materials. The proper 
authority for him to be answerable to is the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; his business is a matter of 
| account, and should be on the books of the De- 

partment. Then there are various duties for the 
commanders of vessels requiring ‘ a correspond» 
ence with the Secretary of the Navy as well as 
: with the Board of Navy Commissioners.” 

We find next many provisions in relation to 
discipline, salutes, and ceremonies, all of which 
are probably very proper; and regulations, also, 
about appointments, stores, and provisions; the 
| mode of punishment of seamen in the Navy; al- 
lowances to officers for.furniture; rules about ra- 
tions; directions for the navy agent, a disbursing 
officer, anda great many other rules which itis not 
necessary to repeat. But I will make a remark 
in relation to two or three points. I would sug- 
gest that these regulations are, many of them, of 
such a nature that they ought to be the subjects 
of laws enacted by Congress. Correspondence on 
the affairs of the Navy should be with the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. The accountability for ex- 
penditures of money and provisions and stores 
ought not to be regulated by the Navy Commis- 
sioners. 

The ground I take on the proposition is that 
the naval service requires the assistance of the 
| advice and counsel of experienced naval officers 
of nautical science; that the Board of Navy Com- 
missioners, with their duties properly defined, 
would be useful to the service, and that their 
powers and duties should be restricted to matters 
within their peculiar qualification, as this is the 
only reason why their services are necessary. 
That it is premature to-act upon this important 
subject in this incidental manner; at the same 
time the discussion is important as leading to an 
investigation and examination of the whole sub- 
ject; and the next Congress will have an oppor- 
tunity to judge whether the board can be retained 
beneficially to the service under a revised system, 
or whether the good of the Navy will require a 
discontinuance. 

In looking over the public documents a few 
days since, when the bill was up for commencing 
a dry dock in Brooklyn, New York—a question 
of great importance, as leading to a vast expend- 
iture if continued to other yards—I was forcibly 
struck with the deficiency of documents in rela- 


ii tion to the Navy, notwithstanding itis the object 


of more than one fourth of the ordinary cxpend- 
itures ofthe nation. For all practical legislation, 
it seems to me thatall now existing which would 
be uscful for future action might be contained in 
an every day document., Report upon report, 
volume upon volume, we have in relation to lands 
and other important interests, but on’ the affairs 
of the Navy the information is exceedingly mea- 
ger. With other strong objections to a dry-dock 
¿in Brooklyn, I had stated some days ago that the 
; commissioners several years since reported that 
Brooklyn was not a proper place for a dry-dock, 
because on the bar there were but twenty-two 
fect of water at low tide, and it was not safe for 
a heavy frigate. Iwas met by a reply that a 
new channel was recently discovered. I know 
that; but where is the account of the soundings 
| of the new channel? It is only two or three feet 
i deeper than the old one, and a ship-of-the-line 
: draws four fect of water more than a frigate. 

: Mr. REED. A ship-of-the-line passed through, 
fand had two or three feet to spare. Lieutenant 
! Gedney says it is thirty-one feet deep. 

| Mr. PARMENTER, The Navy Commis- 
t 

| 


| sioners reported there were only twenty-two feet 
on the bar at low water. 
| on the subject officially. . 
Mr. INGHAM. Instead of twenty-two feet, 
: I have evidence incontestable that it is thirty-one 
| feet. 
| Mr. PARMENTER. All the documents on 
| file show that the depth is only twenty-two feet 
| at low water. I have examined the chart of the 


This is the information 


| Gedney channel; it is only between two and 
| turee feet deeper than the old channel. I know 
i the tide flows there six feet. If you add that, it 
: will of course make thirty fect at the top of high 
| water, but that isa nice calculation in making 
Í choice of a harbor for a dry-dock. 
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‘While I am on this subject, I will say a word 
about the ship-of-the-line Ohio passing through. 
I do not doubt that there is a great difference be- 
tween watching the opportunity.of spring tides 
and a time after an easterly swell, and taking 
such chance as may offer, 

Mr. INGHAM. I can show that the largest 
ship ever on the ocean can beat in. 

Mr. PARMENTER... Then we want proper 
reports to inform us. I know that the frigate 
President, during the war, struck on the bar in 
the old channel, and was captured in conse- 
quence. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. She ran out of the channel. 

Mr. PARMENTER. But there are no official 
reports, Perhaps we ought not to blame the 
Navy Commissioners for not furnishing reports, 
if not called upon. They are not required to do 
so by law, as other executive officers are. 

I hope the amendment will not prevail, and 
that-the board will remain as it is at present, 
until Congress shall alter the law. 

One word to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Perrixin,] who has made a local allusion. 
He is right in saying. that the Democratic party 


have befriended the Navy, and he alludes to a | 


proceeding of a branch of the government of my 
own State. He says they declared it ‘* unbe- 
coming a moral and religious people to rejoice at 
our naval victories during the late war.” I have 
no disposition to palliate, in any shape, this de- 
grading and discreditable proceeding. The dis- 
grace is wiped out as far ag it can be, but I re- 
member those days. This was the act of heated 
partisans. The people, of all parties, condemned 
it. The whole community, at that very time, in 
Massachusetts, were heaping honors upon the 
naval heroes who had shed so much glory on the 
nation. Massachusetts is the fast friend of the 
Navy, so is the Democratic party, but they wish 
to correct errors and abuses. 


EXPULSION OF MR. DUNCAN. 


SPEECH OF HON. F. H. ELMORE, 
_ OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 23, 1839, 


On the resolutions offered by Mr. Prenviss, of Mississippi, 
and Mr. ‘Tompson, relative to a communication pub- 
lished in the Globe by ALEXANDER Duncan, a member 
of the House. 


Mr. Prentiss, of Mississippi, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That this House proceed forthwith to inquire, 
1, Whether ALEXANDER DUNCAN, a member of this House 
from the State of Ohio, be the author of a certain publica- 
tion or publications under his name, in relation to the pro- 
ceedings of this House, and certain members thereof, pub- 
lished in the Globe newspaper of the 19th instant. 2. 
Whether, by said publication or publications the said ALEX- 
ANDER Duncan, has not been guilty of a violation of the 
privileges of this House, of an offense against its peace, 
dignity, and good order, and of such grossly indecent, un- 
gentlemanly, disgraceful, and dishonorable misconduct, as 
renders him unworthy of his seat in this House, and justly 
liable to expulsion from the same. 


Mr. THompson moved to amend by substituting 
for it the following: 


Resolved, That ALEXANDER Duncan, a member of this 
House, having avowed himself the author of an article pub- 
lished in the Globe of the 19th instant, grossly libelous of 
honorable members of this body, that the said ALEXANDER 
Duncan be reprimanded by the Speaker, in the presenee 
of the House. 


Subsequently Mr. Toompson modified his pro- 
posed amendment so as to read as follows: 


Whereas, ALEXANDER Duncan, a member of this House 
from the State of Ohio has, in his place, acknowledged bim- 
self to have written and caused to be published in the Globe 
newspaper of the 19th instant, the following writing, to wit: 
[Here the publication was inserted.} Therefore, 

Resolved, That the said ALEXANDER Duncan has, in the 
premises, subjected himselfto the just censure of this House, 
and that he be reprimanded therefor by the Speaker in the 
presence of the House. 


The amendment was accepted by Mr. Pren- 
Tiss as a modification of his motion. 

Mr. ELMORE addressed the House as fol- 
lows: : 

“Mr. Speanen: As I have voted somewhat dif- 


ferently at the different stages of this proceeding, || with a pencil, from a report 


| and as itis one of great importance, I have re- 

quested the gentleman from Pennsylvania tọ with- 

raw his motion to lay the whole subject on the 

table, that I may give my reasons for the votes I 

| have given, and that which I shall give, in sup- 
| to renew at the conclusion of my remarks. 

The resolutions first offered. by. the gentleman 


from Mississippi [Mr. Prentiss] were tome, sir, į 
3 pp j -i 
! startling and ofan extraordinary character. After | 


: his speech, and the reply of the gentleman from 
| Ohio, [Mr. Duncan,] who was implicated by the 
| resolutions, | voted for the first motion to lay the 
| whole subject on the table, because I believed the 
| House had no jurisdiction of the matter; each 

party had been heard, and the business of the 
country was pressing. 


ing an extraordinary range and character. When 
the second motion to lay on the table was made, 
the day was already nearly exhausted, and the 
accused had made an unsuccessful attempt to get 


desire, was thus exhibited on both sides to pros- 
ecute. the discussion, I joined reluctantly in the 
vote against the motion. But, sir, the question 
is now on a very different footing; an angry de- 
bate of mischievous latitude and range has hada 
whole day, and every reason for its continuance 
is atan end; and, as I shall vote for the motion 
to lay the whole subject upon the table, I will 
now, sir, proceed to give my reasons for that 
vote, 

The first motion, Mr. Speaker, contemplating 
the expulsion of the gentleman from Ohio, could 
not stand even in the judgment of its mover. The 
acceptance by him of the modification proposed 


and most oppressive punishmentin the power of 
this House, for the most flagitious crime, was too 


of a night. 

cession, it has not stripped the subject of its diffi- 

culty, nor given to this House what neither the 

Constitution of the country, the laws of the land, 

| nor the rules it has adopted for its own govern- 
ment and proceedings, have conferred. 


the Commonwealth, or one of its own members? 


violated its rules or its privileges. Itis only as 
a question of privilege that this House can for 
one moment entertain this resolution. 
privileges of this House have been infringed by 


tion; if they have not been infringed, the House 


oppression and usurpation, 

I turn, sir, to those who have proposed these 
various resolutions, and to those who sustain 
them, and I demand of them, upon what ground 


gentleman from Ohio? Put your hands upon the 
rule of this House, upon the law of the land, or 
upon the clause in the Constitution, which gives 

ou the right, the jurisdiction, the power. Where 
1s it—what is it? 

Mr. WISE. Look at the fifth section first 
article of the Constitution, as follows: 

‘¢ Each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with 
the concurrence of two thirds, expel a member.” 

Mr. ELMORE, I expected the very answer, 
Mr. Speaker, which my friend from Virginia has 
given me. 
fore me. [have haditin my memory and reflec- 
tion ever since the first note of this movement 
was sounded by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
I will, sir, examine it to the bottom presently. — 

Mr. PRENTISS. Will the gentleman permit |; 
me to call his attention to the case of giving a |; 
challenge? 

Mr. ELMORE. 


| portofhis motion, which he has made me promise | 


c The House refused to lay | 
it upon the table, and the debate went on, assum- | 


the floor for reply; and, as a willingness, if not a į 


by my colleague, is, sir, a concession, a great | 
| concession, to cooler thoughts and wiser reflec- | 
tions. The proposition of expulsion, the highest | 


untenable to stand the ‘sober second thought” ; 
But, sir, great as has been this con- | 


What right, Mr. Speaker, has this House to | 
sit in judgment on either one of the citizens of | 


Only, sir, where that citizen or that member has į 


lf the! 
the member from Ohio, this House has jurisdic- | 


has none, and its attempt to exercise it will be | 


do they assume jurisdiction to try and punish the | 


I have the very clause lying open be- It 
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lay before the House at.its last session, on-a 
question of privilege: ae ts 

“The privileges of members of. Congress are: pot personal 
or private rights, but public trusts, assigned to the station 
and office for great public purposes and utility ; they are 
the privileges of that multitude of persons in whose room 
and place the member is specially chosen, and of whose 
rights, power, aud dignity, he is thedelezated representative. 
is constituents, in all matters of. public concernment per- 
taining to his station and place, have the right tosuch privi- 
leges for their representative as will secure to them his en- 
tire service, without hinderance, “peril, or molestation. 
The House of which he is a member has aright to his pres- 
ence, counsel, and aid, in conducting the arduous and re~ 
sponsible duties of a common Governinent; and the people 
of the whole Union have the like rights and interests in the 
full, frec, and unrestricted services of every member of the 
great national council which directs their affairs. The priv- 
Mege of a member not being his own, but the right and 
privilege of his constituents, the House, and the country, 
it is not merely his riglit, but it is his duty, to maintain and 
assert it; and if he waive or surrender it, he violates a duty 
he owes to all these obligations, and himself. commits.a 
breach of the privileges of the House of which he is a 
member.” i . 


I have there, sir, expressed, upon mature de- 
liberation, my opinions of the. privileges, rights, 
and dignity of this House, and of its duty, and. 
the duty of every member of it, on all occasions 
to assert and maintain them; to maintain them in 
their purity and vigor, with law and by Jaw. I 
have reconsidered these views, and there is not 
one word I would retract, change, or modify., 
And, sir, whilst I would thus maintain them in 
purity and vigor, I conceive that no more fatal 
stab could be given to those rights, that dignity, 
and these vital privileges, than will be given by. 
this House itself, if it makes a falsé step in this 
proceeding, and usurps a high, prerogative, not 
given by law nor Constitution, to degrade one of 
its own members, and, in his person, to trample 
upon the constituency of freemen he represents. 
Tf, in a free and constitutional Government, any- 
thing is more likely than another to strip its Le- 
gislature of that high moral influence it should 
exercise over an enlightened nation, and which is 
worth more to it and to the country than volumes. 
of parchment powers and whole armies of sol- 
diers, it will be the assumption of privileges not 
conferred, and the usurpation of powers never 
granted for their maintenance, and which are, in. 
their nature, inconsistent with the freedom and 
simplicity of republican institutions. Though the 
acts of a multitude, they are not less of the es- 
sence of despotism. 

The magnitude of this question swallows up 
all consideration of persons. _ I do not rise, sir, 
to vindicate, excuse, or palliate the conduct of 
the gentleman from Ohio; it is a private affair, on 
which I express no opinions. The member from 
Ohio, and those who accuse him, are not of a 
feather’s weight in comparison with it. I de not 
look at them, but over and above them. The 
issue is one of the highest and most elevated 
principle, and honored and esteemed as they may 
all be, of greater, immeasurably greater, import- 


j ance than any one, or all of them put together. 


It is a great question of rights, of constitutional 
liberty. It goes to the very foundation-stone o- 
our institutions, and is fraught with mighty con- 
sequences to every member of this body, and to 
every free citizen he represents. Deeply im- 
pressed with its importance I shall now turn, sir, 
to the immediate question, which [shall discuss 
with the freedom its magnitude demands, and 
without reference to the persons involved, beyond 
their necessary connection with the principle. 

I again repeat, emphatically, the questions be- 
fore put to those who sustain this resolution, 
upon what rule of this House, upon what prin- 


| ciple of law, upon what article of the Constitu- 


tion, do you ground your proceedings and derive 
your power? The gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mc. Wise,] a little while ago, answered, by re- 


| ferring me to the fifth section, first article, of the 


Constitution. I will now examine that article 


Mr. ELMORE. Sir, I acknowledge, to a cer- 
tain extent, the authority of parliamentary pre- 
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cedents and law, but, never, sir, to the arbitrary 
extent to which its privileged orders have carried 
it; ‘nor, where its monarchical and aristocratic 
features come in conflict with rules or principles 
of constitutional liberty, essential to the exist- 
ence of freedom in a Republic. We, sir, have 


adopted written rules for our proceedings; and I | 
have in vain calléd upon gentlemen to show one |; 


of these rules which has been violated.. Are we, 
under the examples of the British Parliament, 
which has no restraint upon its power, but claims 
and exercises unlimited authority, to step beyond 


the Constitution,and our own written rules, con- | 


stitute ourselves a censor morum—look into the 
private conduct of our members, and, at-a discre- 
tion as arbitrary as it would make us odious, 
arraign and try every member whose habits or 
principles may. be disagreeable to us? Shall we 
exercise, in defiance of the Constitution which 


protects it, a censorship over the freedom of his | 


pen, and of the press? The right to discuss men 
and measures? Let it not be’ said there is no 
remedy but here for violations of private feelings, 
for coarse or vulgar or unbecoming publications. 
The courts, both of civil and criminal jurisdic- 
tion, are open; and if they were not, this House 
has no right to assume either their appropriate 
duties nor those of a court of honor, when its 
own privileges are not violated. > 

The next power given by this section of the 
Constitution is “to punish members for disor- 
derly behavior.” Disorderly behavior where, sir? 
Does any man doubt, or has it ever been doubted, 


that it was here, sir, in the proccedings of this | 


House or its committees? For interrupting the 
business of the country, interfering with or ob- 
structing its Legislature in its high duties? 

. Bat the remaining power given is in words 
larger and more unlimited: ‘ And, with the con- 
currence of two thirds, expel a member,” and 
this, sir, was the indication of the first resolu- 
tion; an indication ominous and without prece- 
dent in this land of law and liberty.* Ts it, will 
it be, pretended that this power of expulsion isa 
power to do it without good cause? Is it left to 
the House to exercise it in caprice? Is there no 
reasonable rule to be observed in its exercise ? 

If the power is to be considered a naked un- 
qualified power, you may exercise it with or 
against reason, There is no restraint, no safety. 
You may expel a member because his coat is not 
cut in the fashion—beeause he turns his toes in, 
instead of out when he walks—because his atti- 
tudes are not graceful, nor his voice melodious— 
or because his principles do not please you, or 
his politics offend. Or, sir, you may follow him 
out of this House; spy into his private behavior; 
impeach him of immoral conduct; of degrading 
and debasing habits; of being a debauchec, a 
drunkard, or a gambler; or of conductcven more 


* At the time these remarks were made, the case of Mat- 
thew Lyon, of Vermont, was not remembered. ‘There are 
some striking coincidences calculated to excite inquiry into 
times and principles. It occurred on the same day torty 
years before, under the. Presidency of Jolm Adams. "Phe 
sedition Jaw, in violation of the constitutional freedom of 
discussion and the press, had been enacted by the Federal 


party. Matthew Lyon had attacked the measures of the | 


Government, then in the hands of the Federalists, and cen- 
sured them witi a freedom which is now of every day’s 
oevurrence. He was prosecuted ; tridd in the Federal courts 5 
convicted ; and fined and imprisoned. The Republicans of 
his State elected him a member of the House of Represent 
atives of the Congress of the United States, in which the 
Federalists had a majority. On the 20th of February, 1799, 
he appeared and took his seat, when a resolution was im- 
mediately moved in the following words: 

* Resolved, That Matthew Lyon, a member of this House, 
having been convicted ¢ of being a malicious and seditious 
person, and of a depraved mind, and wieked and diabolical 
disposition, and of wickedly, deceitfally, and maliciously, 
contriving to defame the Government of the United States, 
and of. having with intent and design to defame the Govern- 
ment ofthe United States. 
of the United States, aiid 


to bring said Government and 


President into contempt and disrepute, and with intent and | 


design to excite against said Government and President the 
hatred of the good people of the United States, andto stir up 
sedition in the United. States, wickedly, knowingly, and 
maliciously written and published certain scandalous. and 
seditious writings or libels,? -be therefore expelled this 
House.” 

On the 22d of February, the vote was taken—ayes 49 
noes 45. The Republicans resisted this arbitrary measure, 
and amongst the noes it is grateful to see the names of the 
old patriarchis of the party, Abraham Baldwin, Cabell, the 
Clarbornes,. Findley, Gallatin, Heister, Livingston, Nathan- 
iel Macon, Nicholas, Thomas Sumpter, Varuum,and oth- 
ets, (See vol 3, reprint doc. H. R., pp. 484, 487, 488.) 


and John Adauis, the President. | 


= ; 
|! revolting, and brinig him up in this House, and 
i expel him under thissection. No, sir, no. The 
| proposition is too monstrous. The moment you 
|, act on ‘principles so vague and‘ undefined, you 
‘leave the: landmarks of law, and are in the dim 


| tell us to bridle the passions and fortify the judg- 
‘ment. Could the framers of the Constitution 
have intended to reverse this rule, and give in 
this section unlimited license to power? Never, 
| sir, never. 
| fore it acts upon this vague authority—or who, 
1, sir, will be safe in or out of your walls? 

| This is not all. “The power given is * to ex- 
|! pel.” The resolution proposes ‘to censure 
ALEXANDER Duncan.”? Even thus softened 


: my judgment, unconstitutional. 
no power in this House to pass it. 
i But, sir, even if there was a power in the House 


| exercise it, 
exceedingly doubtful right. Whether the privi- 
leges of the House go beyond those expressly 
granted in the Constitution, or where the 
been defined by rules of the House, or by law 
solemnly passed, has been frequently and much 
questioned by some of the best minds in the 
country. I shall not here enter into that wide 
field, further than to say that I go, with neither 
extremes of opinions on this subject. I neither 
go for the unlimited parliamentary discretion nor 
| for disarming cither House of Congress of the 
power of self-protection. I should consider this 
House reduced to the most deplorable helpless- 
ness and contempt, if it had not the power to 
protect itself and its members while in the dis- 
| charge of their high duties, to shield them from 
| violence or impediment. It has ample powers 
| for doing so. 1 have heretofore spread upon the 
| records of this House my opinions on this sub- 
ject. I then said, sir, and I now repeat, that 
| “while it is essential for the vindication of the 
privileges and dignity of the House, that its power 
shall be sometimes exercised, it should be done 
only in cases of strong necessity, and never carried 
j| beyond what is absolutely and imperiously re- 
quired by the existing emergency.”? There is a 
| wise jealousy against power in this country. Its 
proneness to abuse is well understood by the 
people. The dictate ofa wise moderation should 
i admonish us to forbear its exercise in doubtful 
|; cases, especially when they involve vital questions 
of high political and personal rights, In moments 
of calmness the judgment of all men will agree 
to this. When this House undertakes to assert 
privilege and exert power, it should be a clear 


i| the spirit of moderation, nay of indulgence even, 
for the infirmities of nature, as can be made to 


and that from its sentence there is no appeal. 

I ask the House if this proceeding is in the 
calm spirit of judicial inquiry? If the boisterous 
|| and angry passions which have been heaving and 
tossing the judgment of members to and fro since 
it began, bursting over the legitimate boundaries 
of calm and decorous debate, have fitted us to 
decide this grave and important matier with the 
caution and prudence its magnitude demands? Is 
jit the calm judgment of the House, or excited 
i feelings, which has brought this case up for trial? 


Ohio; to. point tọ the law he has transgressed ? 
What isit that has made him amenable to thë 


| 
| 


Then, sir, let this House pause be- | 


down to conciliate support, this resolution is, in | 
I sce no right, ; 


j| to act, still I will say it was deserving of grave | 
i consideration whether it would be expedient to | 
The power to do so, at best, is of i 


have į 


case of right and duty; it should be with delibera- , 
tion, not passion—in defense, not in vengeance; ` 
and its action should be tempered by as much of: 


comport with what is due to justice and its own | 
dignity. Nor should the House forgét that it is | 
itself the accuser, the law-maker, the witness, | 
the prosecutor, and the judge in its own case, | 


Do we not all see the difficulty which gentlemen | 
have, to define the offense of the member from : 


judicial action of the House? He is not arraigned 
because he has committed any offense within these 
walls against the rules of its proceeding, or the 
law, or thé Constitution? Has he impeded the 
action of this House, or its committees, or any 
member of it, in the discharge of their duties? 
Has he assaulted, challenged, or obstructed, or 
disabled the House, its committecs, or any mem- 
ber of it, so that they, or any one of them, have 
been hindered for one moment from free and full 
service to the country and their constituents? 
No, sir; not so. However great his offense may 
be considered against other tribunals, against 
this, the only one alleged or put in issue by his 
accusers, is the publication in the Globe—just 
such an offense as is daily and hourly committed 
in every newspaper, and as will be to the end of 
time in every free country; just such a publica- 
tion as got the Senate of the United States, in 
1800, into its difficulty with William Duane, the 
editor of the Aurora newspaper. ‘That editor, a 
Republican, made strictures on the Federal Sen- 
ate, which it resented as ‘ false, defamatory, 
scandalous, and malicious,” and an attack on 
their high privileges. He was summoned to their 
bar to be tried for it; and, eventually, refusing to 
appear, he was arrested by warrant from the 
Senate and punished —for what? do you suppose, 
sir; the breach of privilege? No, sir; no, they 
dared not do that; but they punished him for. a 
contemplinnot appearing, in obedience to their order, 
at their bar. Over that they had jurisdiction, but. 
on ** sober second thought” they let fall the ques- 
tion of privilege, and ended the affair by passing 
the following resolution: 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to instruct the proper law officer to commence 
and carry ou a prosecution against William Duane, editor 
ot n newspaper called the Aurora, for certain false, detam- 
atory, scandalous, and malicious publications in said news 
paper, of the 19th of February last past, tending to defame 
the Senate of the United States, and to bring them into con- 
tempt and disrepute, and to excite against them the hatred 
of the people of the United States.”’—Senate Journal, vol, 
3, page 98. è 

Thus, sir, even in that day of Federal usurpa- 
tion, did the free principles of the Constitution 
achieve a triumph, and the Senate, with all its ar- 
istocratic tendencies, feel itself compelled to yicld 
its untenable and high-handed procedure to a rule 
of conduct more conformable to the constitutional 
rights of the people. Let us pause here, sir, ere 
we are caught in the like predicament, and com- 
pelled to retrace our steps, or, if we persist, are 
rebuked and condemned by an enlightened and 
indignant public opinion. 

The gentleman from Mississippi called my at- 
tention to the case of a challenge. Ihave, inthe 
report, from which the clerk read an extract, sta~ 
ted my opinion, that ‘to challenge a member to 
fight a duel, during the session of Congress, 
while he is attending to his public duties, is a 
breach of privilege;’’ and I have, sir, in that re- 
port, given my reasons fully for that opinion, to 
which [refer the gentleman. But, sir, why this 
question now? Has it anything to do with the 
proposed measure against the gentleman from 
Ohio? Has any challenge passed? No, sir. Is 
the member from Ohio to be punished for what 
he has not done? Inthe resolution, which is the 
indictment, not one word is said of a challenge. 
The cause alleged is, that he had written, and 
caused to be published in the Globe newspaper, 
the following publication,’’*&c. Why, then, whilst 
in the resolution he is charged, and on trial, for the 
offense of writing and publishing this article in the 
Globe, are we referred to the doctrine of privilege 
embraced in challenges? Is it, sir, that while we 
hold the member on trial, under one charge, 
which is not tenable in law, he may be convicted 
under the other, for which there is Jaw? The 
case made against him cannot be varied. It is 
there written in due and solemn form. It propo- 
ses to punish, for no act done in this House, nor 
within its privileges, nor as a member, but out of 
it, in the exercise of his rights as a citizen, and 
for which he is answerable to the courts of law, 
for allimproper indulgence. ‘Take jurisdiction of 
this case, and you are at sea. The same principle 
will cover every newspaper attack upon a mem- 
ber of the House. Punish him, and you may 
punish all offending in like cases: How many 
will have to be tried by you? Can you count 
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them, or the cost? What editor ofa newspaper 
will be exempt? Who, indeed, will be safe from 
your inquisition? , r 

Could you succeed, there is an end of the free- 
dom of the press and the freedom of discussion; 
but, sir, you cannot succeed; it could not be done 
with Duane in the iron rule of the sedition law, 
much Jess can it be done now, when popular 
rights and constitutional law have achieved so 
many triumphs, and are as. well known as they 
are-dearly prized by the people. 

Mr. MENEFEE asked the attention of Mr. 
Enmore to the following extract from Mr. Dun- 
can’s publication in the Globe of the 19th of Feb- 
‘ruary: f 

Qn the 16th and 17th of January last, I made some re- 
marks in the House of Representatives ou the resolution to 
‘appoint a committee to inquire into the defaleations of 
Bamuel Swartwout, which remarks were soon after pub- 
lished in the Globe, and have since been published in pam- 
phlet form. . Mr. Svanuy, of North Carolina, followed me 
in reply. At the commencementof his remarks, he insin- 
uated that I was an Abolitionist. I promptly pronounced 
the insinuation a base falsehood and a foul detraction, 
whether it dwelt upon the lips of the unprincipled calum- 
niator, or floated on the breeze in the corrupt, poisonous, 
and slanderous federal sheets of the day.. My intention at 
the time was to insult the member; ‘so he understood me 3 
s0 all who heard me understood me. “My meaning was that 
‘the member was a hase tiar and a foul calumniator; and 
the only reason that he was indirectly thus denounced was, 
because the rules of the House probibited me from doing 
it directly, without laying myself liable to its censure, All 
this, too, was well understood at the time; and for this in- 
tended and well understood insuit I held myself in readi- 
ness to give. the member any satisfaction which he night 
have the moral courage to seek. But no disposition to seek 

for redress was manifested within the time I had a right to 
expect it, or within the time it might be expected, from a 
man who had any regard for his honor or reputation. Sof 
was disposed to fet the member go for what I believe him 
to be, a mean poltroon anda base liar; and which I be- 
lieve he may, at any time and in any place, be pronounced 
with impunity.” 2 

‘Mr. M. said: I now call on the gentleman from 
South Carolina to note the fact disclosed by the 
member from Ohio, in the extract read from his 
‘publication, that he did, in this Hall, fromhis place, 
as a@menber of this House, in debate, and in what he 
‘acknowledges he knew to be a violation of the rules, 
utter what is here printed, with the intention to 
insult the gentleman from North Carolina. And 
now I ask, sir, if this does not constitute such an 
offense as is punishable by the rules of this 
House? 

Mr. ELMORE. I reply, no, sir; it does not 
come under any law or rule of this House; but 
if it did, sir, it is not applicable to the case we are 
trying. The gentlemen who have originated and 
matured this proceeding have made a totally dif- 
ferent charge. It was made carefully—presented 
deliberately—and, afier a day’s debate, and a 
night’s reflection, modified to its present shape; 
itis couched in the clearest and most unequivocal 

„language. There it is, sir, perfected in the reso- 
lution.on your table; and, so far from being for 
words spoken here, it is expressly for words ‘writ- 
tenand caused to be published in the Globe news- 
paper.” That resolution is the indictment, the 
declaration, the-record of the gentlemen, precisely 
as they have chosen to present the case. The 
pleadings are made up, and the issue joined, in 
their own words, and on their own ground. It 
is not, I repeat, sir, for words spoken here in this 
House, but for words written and published out 
of the House. They cannot now swerve from, 
or vary the issue. 

Mr. MENEFEE. I desire to call the atten- 
‘tion of the gentleman from South Carolina to 
this point: the member from Ohio, in his publi- 
cation in the Globe, declares that it was his in- 
tention to insult the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina in what he said in the House, and has 
repeated in this publication. He yesterday, in 


his place in this House, avowed what is here || 


published, and declared that it was his intention 
to insult the gentleman from North Carolina. 
This avowal_is proof of the intention, and was 
made in the House. Does not that give juris 
diction? 

Mr. ELMORE. Itis all in vain, Mr. Speaker. 
Skilled as he is, adroit and practiced in this kind 
of warfare, the gentleman from Kentucky can- 


not escape, nor extricate those he acts with, in || 


this way. With all his address, it is too late 
now to change the issue. There it is, sir, in the 
resolution, exacily as they have deliberately 
chosen to present it. It cannot be shifted, twist- 


|i bate nor the dignity of this body. 


i! tion, that we should be bound to bring the rule 


ed, or changed from what it is. No, sir; not 
even by this new offense, heretofore unheard of 
in criminal jurisprudence. We are now told that 
it is not for the original sin he is to be punished, 
| but for the proof his avowals or confessions here 
yesterday afford. Not for saying, or writing, or 
publishing, but for confessing the act. If thig 
| is law or justice, I have studied legal rights to 
little purpose. The experience of much prac- 
tice, and some reading, Las been entirely thrown 


a principle. 

__ There is even yet another answer, not less còn- 
clusive, in the laws of this House. Grant, sir, 
that the resolution on your table does not read 
| as itis written, and that while it says ALEXANDER 
Duncan shall be ‘* reprimanded by the Speaker,” 
for writing and publishing, it really means for 
speaking the words complained of on this floor. 
| Even then, sir, I tell the gentleman this House 
cannot now punish the member for it. The rules 
| of the House make the law of the case, and I cite 


is in the following words: 


“28, Ifa member be called to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him. to order shall repeat the 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing 


or be subject to the censure of the House, for words spoken 


ness has intervened, after the words spoken, and before 
exception to them shall bave been taken.” 

The proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is in direct.and palpable violation of that 
| rule. This, sir, is the natural result of error. The 
original movement was wrong, untenable, inde- | 
fensible, On a night’s reflection it was abandoned 
| for the modified resolution of my colleague; and 
that, sir, being equally indefensible, tlie gentle- 
man from Kentucky comes to the rescue with a 
suggestion which will ride over the rules of this 
House, the Constitution, and the law, to strike i 
| down the member from Ohio. It will not do, sir. 
Through all its mutations, under all its modifica- 
tions, it is not in the power of all the talents and 
skill of the movers to conceal the true character 
and bearing of this extraordinary and alarming 


t 
i 
i 
f 


, able to justify to the people this precedent of dan- | 
| gerous usurpation, this unwarrantable violation | 
of representative rights, I 
There is also, Mr. Speaker, one other consid- | 
| eration which demands theattention of the House. } 
; If this body determines to go out of its own cur- ! 
tilage, to examine into the conduct of a member, 
j to sit in judgment on the words he writes and 
publishes of another member, or of this House, 
; how much more is it bound to take cognizance 
of words of similar import when uttered on its 
own floor, in its own proceedings, and in its own 
jerr? I mean, sir, nothing personal, I intend no 
offense to any one. How often is this House 
i the theater of such exhibitions! Nay, sir, even | 
| this very debate has poured outin this Hall floods | 
| of denunciatory language, comporting, in my 
| humble opinion, neither with the decorum of dè- 
It is ringing | 
| now in our ears, and admonishing us how deep- 
i ly we may commit ourselves in this very pro- | 
i ceeding. Iam, sir, at all times, ready to join in | 
| enforcing the rules of the House to prevent per- | 
p sonalities; and if they are insufficient, to support | 


amendments which will make them sufficient. I 
agree with all my heart to what fell heretofore 
i from my friend from Maryland, [Mr. Jenrrer,] 
that such rules should be adopted as will compel 
members to refrain from personalities. ‘This is 
most especially called for now, since you have 

passed the law against dueling. À 
But to recur to the argument. If you punish 
the member from Ohio for improper language 
į Written and printed out of the House, upon what | 
1 


|; principle of equal and impartial justice can you | 
refuse to punish language equally objectionable j do 
wickers, 


| uttered in the House and in its public proceed- | 
| ings? Is it not more your duty to preserve order į 
i and decorum in your sessions? Is not your char- | 
acter more deeply implicated by not doing it? : 
Let us be under no mistake in this matter. 


world will say justly, if we adopt this resolu- 
i 


| into the House, and give it here its fullest appli- | 
cation. Are we prepared for the consequences? | 


away; for never yet have I seen or heard of such | 


the gentleman from Kentucky the 26th rule, which | 


atthe Clerk’s desk; and no member shall be held to answer, | 


in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other-busi- | 


i 
| 


The: 


Have 
them? ; 
I consider, Mr. Speaker, that at thislate period 
of the session, it is exceedingly injudicious to go 
further in this business, over which we have, in 
ij My opinion, no jurisdiction. It is.a waste of the 
time which should be devoted to the mass of 
highly important public business of your table, 
TED) idle and mischievous debate, whicli. can regult 
i in nothing beneficial to us or the country. I be- 
i, lieve we have no. jurisdiction over the matter; but 
if we had, it is of so frail and doubtful a tenure 
that it would be the part of wisdom at all times 
to decline its-exercise. It is now, in. this june- 
| ture of affairs, our duty to pass it by. To justify 
| us in departing. from this course, the fact of vio- 
| lation of privilege should be clear, the law beyond 
| dispute, the -offense perfect, and the necessity for 
i| punishing it fully established. “None of these 
appear in the present case. 
|| Before I conclude, Mr. Speaker, I will notice 
i; one other ground commented on by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, (Mr. Prenviss.] He held 
ipup the law just passed against. dueling, and 
|| charged that the publication of the gentleman 
ii from Ohio was calculated to produce a violation 
| of its provisions. I hold that law now in my 
|! hand, and I have looked over its provisions. 
While I find ample powers given to the courts of 
justice to take preventive measures to arrest such 
proceedings, and to punish all who may be con- 
; cerned in them, I see no power given to this House 
to punish a member under it—-more especially, 
too, before he has given or accepted a challenge. 
To undertake to enforce that law in this House 
would be to usurp the powers and duties of the 
į courts on which you have conferred them. That 
law leaves the powers of this House exactly 
where it found them—neither enlarged nor dimin- 
i ished. We have gained no new privileges under 
tit, and it is no authority for this House in its 
| proceedings, Let us leave it to the courts to 
1; Which it belongs, and attend to our own appro- 
|! priate duties. : 
i} I have said already more than I intended when 
|| I rose; and in compliance with the promise ex- 


gentlemen considered to what it would lead 


| 


measure; nor, if they succeed here, will we be || acted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, , I 


renew the motion for the previous question, 


CITIZENS IN OREGON, 


| REMARKS OF HON. L. F. LINN, 
| OF MISSOURI, 
In rue Senare, February 22, 1839. 


The Senate having taken ‘up the bill providing 
for the protection of citizens of the United States 
residing in the Oregon Territory, or trading on 
| Columbia river or its.tributaries— 

; „Mr. LINN said that he had, some days since, 

given his views at large on the merits of this bill, 
to which he had little now to add. In the course 
of that debate, he had ventured to prophesy that 
our difficulties with Great Britain would only be 

adjusted by war,as the causes for hostilities were 
| rapidly accumulating, and old sores were in a state 
of irritation. 

| Great Britain does not hesitate to lay her hands 
on a portion of the State of Maine, because it suits 
her conventence, and to which she has no more 

right, in point of fact, than I would have to my 
| friend’s [Mr. Preston] property in South Caro- 
lina. In truth, she has not even a shadow of a 
| claim to any portion of Maine. 

But when did Great Britain ever refrain from 
taking possession of any country or position she 
deemed necessary to the advancement of her com- 
mercial interests, or to furnish food for her na- 
tional vanity? Our friends of the northeast do 
not seem to relish British dominion or, jurisdic- 
tion. They do not appear willing to permit their 
noble forests of pine and other timber to be cut 
down and carried to market by the New Bruns- 
They know the value of their trees; 
they calculate the value of each to a cent; they 
know the value of their soil, of their property, 
and of their Government, too well, not to be will- 
ing to fight for them. England has just as little 
claim to the Territory of Oregon as she has to 
Maine. By the conventions of 1818 and 1828, it 
/ was agrecd that both countries should have con- 
current possession and jurisdiction; but, Mr. 
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President, this has been, and is now, a nullity to 
us; for Great Britain, through the medium of the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, has built and armed 
several forts, equipped ships, erected houses, and 
improved farms; and opened a trade with all the 
tribes of Indians on the western slope of the 
Rocky Mountains, as far south as the Gulf of 
California. Their hunters and trappers have’ pen- 
etrated all the valleys and glens of the Rocky 
mountains, scattering arms, munitions of war, 
and fomenting discontent against the United States 
inthe bosoms of those distant Indian tribes. The 
have driven our people from the Indian trade, 
which yielded seven or eight hundred thousand 
dollars per annum, and even pushed their opera- 
tions east of the Rocky mountains to the great 
Mississippi valley, To all of these aggressions 
we tamely submit. They have ruined our fur 
trade, and seem disposed to appropriate the for- 
ests of Maine to their own use. 

I was mistaken when I said we quietly submit 
to these injuries. Our Yankee friends to the 
northeast‘are now showing a proper degree of in- 
dignation at British insolence and outrage, and 
manifesting a proper degree of war spirit. This 
is right; for I believe, with the member of the 
Irish Parliament, (when she had one,) that the 
best way to avoid danger, is to meet it plump in 
the face. The English now claim exclusive pos- 
session and jurisdiction over a part of the State 
of Maine, have entire possession and use of the 
Oregon territory, and have extended their laws 
over it, even to the confines of Missouri and 
Arkansas. Not satisfied with these aggressions, 
they liberated the slaves of southern gentlemen, 
when the ship that contained them was wrecked 
on the reefs of the Bahama Isles. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if all our complaints and causes for collision 
with Great Britain were put together, I think the 
world would bear us harmless should we resort 
‘to the ultimate redress for wrongs. And should 
war ever take place between the two countries, I hope 
it will not cease until she is driven from the continent. 

For my part, when I look back to the period 
when our sailors had to carry passes when travers- 
ing the wide ocean—which pass was often torn 
up and thrown in the sailor’s face by some up- 
start midshipman, who impressed him into the 
British service in defiance of his American pro- 
tection, as it was called; to the murder of our 
citizens in our own waters, in the sight of our 
own shores; to the burning and plundering of 
our ships on the public highway of nations, the 
ocean; the arming and exciting the Indians to 
murder and scalp our women and children, and 
devastate our frontier, with a thousand other in- 
sults and injuries, past and present, we have 
received at her hands, no wise, I assure you, 
Mr. President, disposes me to forget and forgive 
so haughty, insulting, grasping, and unjust a 
Government. | i 

As regards this bill, I shall make no motion, 
leaving itin the hands of the Senate, as many 
esteemed friends around and near me seem to 
think that, at this critical moment, the passage 
of the bill might be misconstrued. But l pledge 
myself not to permit our claims to this territory 
to slumber. 

Mr, President, I am far, very far, from desir- 
ing war with Great Britain; but I would not 
avoid it by a truckling policy or a mean submis- 
sion to insult or injury. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was 
committed to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. A.J. PARKER, 
. OF NEW YORK, 


Iw raz Hovsg or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 19 and 20, 1839. 


The following resolutions, reported by the Select Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, being under consideration : 


Resolved, That the committee report to the House, and 
ask leave to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the sul ject-matters referréd to them, and that the jour- 
nai of the committee be reported and published. 

Resolved, further, That the committee deem it inexpe- 
dient to take farther steps on the subject of the public lands 
this session; | ~ ý 


.Mr. PARKER said: As a member of the se- 


lect committee on the public lands, and as a Rep- 
i resentative froma State having so large an interest 
in the disposition of that subject, { may claim a 
small portion of the time of the House, while I 
state the reasons which led me to concur in the 
report of the committee, and why I shall oppose 
fhe amendatory propositions of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Harrison] and the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Roserrson.] I occupy, 
Mr. Speaker, a middle ground between these two 
gentlemen, by no means yielding to the extraor- 
dinary doctrine of the former, and equally un- 
‘convinced of the propriety of the measure advo- 
cated by the latter. The fifth resolution of the 
member from Missouri, is as follows: 
st Resolved, therefore, As the States of this Confederacy, 
‘in all respects whatever, are equally free, sovereign, and 
independent,’ no conditions being imposed or required by 
| the Constitution upon those that might be admitted into the 
Union, that all restrictions and conditions upon the new 
States, on their admission, being opposed to the funda- 
mental principles and analogies of the Government and not 
sanctioned by the Constitution, are null and void ; and that 
each new State, upon being adinitted into the Union, being 
‘as free, sovereign, and independent as the other States, in 
all respects whatever,’ was absolved, by the act of admis- 
į sion, from all terms, conditions, restrictions, and limitations 


|! he represents. 


whatever, whether under deeds of cession, ordinances, or 
compacts ; and became, ipso facto, the absolute, unqual- 
ified, and uncontrollable sovereign of the soil lying within 
its respective limits and jurisdiction.” 

He claims that all the public lands lying in the 
new States belong, of right to those States—that 
the ownership of the soil of the vacant lands ne- 
cessarily results from the sovereignty of a State, 
and is inseparably connected with its political 
jurisdiction. This is-a bold doctrine, Mr. Speak- 
er, but I believe it is not entirely new. 

Several years ago, when‘a graduation bill was 
under discussion in the Senate, an amendment 
involving the same principle was proposed by a 
Senator from Indiana, but, after some discussion, 
it was withdrawn. I am told, also, that a pam- 

hlet was published, about the same time, by a 
Bovernor of one of the western States, in which 
the same doctrine was advocated. But in all the 
discussion that has taken place on this floor on 
the subject of the public lands, no such monstrous 
‘proposition has ever before been asserted. Ht 
may be a very convenient doctrine for the gentle- 
man from Missouri, and I doubt not his argument 
| will meet the cordial approbation of those whom 
The glittering prize he exhibits 
| may fora time dazzle the eyes of his constituents, 
and prevent their looking on this question with 
impartiality. If the principle contended for is 
recognized, the State of Missouri would imme- 
| diately become the owner of more than thirty- 
| three million acres of the public land now re- 
maining unsold within its limits. But I cannot 
believe ıt will ever receive the sanction of this 
House or of the nation. 

If the doctrine cited from Vattel by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Harnison,] viz: ‘that 
the ownership of the soil of all the waste lands is 
anecessary attribute ofthe sovereignty ofa State,”? 
was ever applicable to the Jands in this country, 
it could only have been when we were emerging 
į from the condition of colonies, and assuming the 
| position of independent States. It was then that 
| these States, as they became sovereign, became 
at the same time the owners of all the unappro- 
priated lands within their limits. From this 
source is derived the present title of the Federal 
Government, resting entirely upon contract, and 
| not upon any assumed exercise of jurisdiction. 

At the time of the Revolution, the public Jands 
(with the exception of those since purchased from 
France and Spain) were claimed by the States, 
and these claims constituted the principal obstacle 
in forming the Confederation. Several of the 


i contended that they should be considered the 
common property of the United States, and Mary- 
land did not yield her assent to the Articles of 
! Confederation until March, 1781. 

The first movement on the subject of ceding the 


New York, in March, 1780, when the Legislature 
of that State passed an act tendering to the United 


tory. S 
This was followed by resolutions of Congress, 


one of which, passed on the 10th of October, 1780, 
contained a pledge as to the manner in which the 


States, that made no claim to the vacant lands, ; 


| unappropriated lands, was made by the State of | 


States a cession of its claims to the western terri- | 


lands that might be ceded by the States should be 
disposed of, and ‘was as follows: 

“Resolved, That the unappropriated lands which may be 
ceded or relinquished to the United States by any particular 
State, pursuant to the recommendation of Congress of the 
6th day of September last, shall be disposed of for the com- 
mon benefit of the United States, and be settled and formed 
into distinct republican States, which shall become mem- 
bers of the Federa! Union,” &c. à 

In consequence of this pledge, and relying on 
the good faith ofthe Federal Government, cessions 
were made by the several States that claimed the 
unappropriated land. : 

The deed of cession from the State of New 
York was executed on the Ist 6f March, 1781; 
one of the conditions of which was, that the lands 
ceded ‘shall be and inure for the use and benefit 
of such of the United States as shall become mem- 
bers of the Federal alliance of the said States, and 
for no other use or purpose whatsoever,” 

The Virginia deed of cession, which was exe- 
cuted on the Ist March, 1784, contained the fol- 
lowing condition: : 

© That all the lands within the territory as ceded to the 
United States,” &c., ‘shall be considered as a common fund 
for the use and benefit of such of the United States as have 
become, or shall become, members of the Confederacy or Fed- 
eral alliance of the said States, Virginia inclusive, according 
to their usual respective proportions in the general charge 
and expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bona fide dis- 
posed of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
whatsoever.” 

A similar condition was contained in all the 
subsequently executed deeds of cession; the deed 
of Massachusetts being executed in 1785, of Con- 
necticut in 1786, of South Carolina in 1787, of 
North Carolina in 1789, and of Georgia not till 

On the 13th of July, 1787, Congress passed an 
ordinance for the government of the territory of 
the United States northwest of the river Ohio, the 
fourth article of which contained the following 
provision: : 

“The Legislatures of those districts or new States, shall 
never interfere with the primary disposal of the soil by the 
United States in Congress assembled, nor with any regula- 
tion Congress may find necessary, for securing Ube title in 
such soil in the bona fide purchasers. No tax shali be im- 
posed on lands the property of the United States,” &e. 

It is contended by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that this part of the ordinance of 1787 is 
void and inoperative, because it is, as he says,a 
violation of the compact with Virginia, inasmuch 
as the deed of cession from Virginia does not ex- 
pressly authorize the United States to retain the 
unsold land in the new States, and to hold it 
excmpt from taxation. Now, I deny that this 
clause in the ordinance is at all inconsistent with 
the deed from Virginia. On the contrary, these 
lands could not be held asa ‘*common fund,” for 
the use and benefit of all the States, as required 
by the deed, except in the manner specified in the 
ordinance. To surrender the lands to the new 
States would violate the condition of the deed of 
cession, by depriving the old States of their share 
in this common fund. Such a disposition of the 
public lands would not operate for the benefit of 
all the States, ‘‘according to their usual respect- 
ive proportions of the general charge of expend- 
iture;’’ and as evidence that Virginia understood 
her deed of cession as authorizing the Federal 
Government to retain the right of soil in the un- 
sold lands in the new States, I call the attention 
of my friend from Missouri to some resolutions 
passed by Congress as early as the 23d April, 
1784, relating to the new States that should be 
formed in the Northwest Territory, in which the 
same reservations as to theright of soil,and hold- 
ing the lands exempt from taxation, were ex- 
pressly made. These resolutions were passed 
during the month next succeeding that in which 
the cession was made. The acts were almost 
‘simultaneous; and the same delegates from Vir- 
ginia, who executed-the deed of cession, were 
members of the Congress that passed the resolu- 
tions. It cannot, therefore, be supposed there 
existed at that time any difference of opinion as 
to the right of the General Government to make 
these reservations. 

Mr. HARRISON said that the provisions of 
the ordinance of 1787 were never sanctioned by 
the State of Virginia 

Mr. PARKER. I will satisfy the honorable 
member from Missouri that he is in error on this 
point. On the 30th of December, 1788, an act was 
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passed by the General Assembly of Virginia rati- 
fying and confirming the fifth article of the ordi- 
nance of 1787. In that act the fifth article of the 
ordinance is recited at length. One clause of that 
article is in these words: í 

& Provided, The constitutiun and government so to be 


formed shall be republican, and in conformity to the princi- 
ples contained in these articles.” 


Thus, by ratifying the fifth article, the General 
Assembly of Virginia, in fact, confirmed the whole 
ordinance in regard to the principles and terms 
upon which new States were to be formed in the 
Northwest Territory. So much for the allegation 
that the proceedings under the ordinance have 
been.in violation of the compact with Virginia. 

This last argument of the gentleman cannot 
apply to the State of Missouri. That State formed 
no part of the lands ceded by Virginia. It was 
included in the purchase from France, and paid 
for out of the national Treasury. His objection 
would only be applicable to the land lying east of 


the Mississippi and north of the Ohio, for that || 


was the only territory affected by the ordinance 
of 1787. The same reservations, however, have 
been made by Congressin all cases on the admis- 
sion of new States, whether the territory was 
ceded by the States for the common benefit, or 
paid for out of the common Treasury. 

I also understood the gentleman from Missouri, 
to urge that the ordinance and subsequent acts of 
Congress making reservations of the land were 
void, because there were no agents.or represent- 
atives on the part of the Territory. 

Mr. HARRISON explained by saying that the 
ground he had assumed was, that the compacts 
by which the new States were admitted were void, 
as there was but one party to the compact capable 
of contracting. 

Mr. PARKER. Then, Mr. Speaker, this-is, 
in substance, a plea of infancy, and before I pro- 
ceed to discuss it, I will call the attention of the 
House to the first clause of the third section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution, which pro- 
vides: 

«The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 


all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.” 


Th acts of Congress‘on this subject are, there- 
fore, constitutionally binding, and no assent on 
the part of a Territory or the inhabitants of a 
Territory is required. But if it is necessary to 
go further, there is enough to show that valid 
compacts have in all cases been entered into. 
Take Missouriforexample. Onthe 6th of March, 
1820, an act was passed by Congress prescribing 
the terms on which Missouri might become a 
State, and authorizing the calling of a convention 
to frame a constitution. The usual conditions, 
that ‘“the Legislature of that State should never 
interfere with the primary disposal of the soil,” 
and that ‘‘no tax should be imposed on lands 
the property of the United States,”’ were exacted. 
These conditions were assented to by the people 
of Missouri, in convention, on the 19th July, 
1820, and were recited and expressly acknowl- 
edged in the tenth section of the constitution 
framed at that time.. Butif a plea of sucha char- 
acter is interposed—a plea of infancy, for the 
purpose of avoiding a fair and express contract, 
on the ground that Missouri was not a State at 
the time of the contract, then I call your atten- 
tion to the fact that Missouri, after she became a 
State, and while exercising the full powers of 
sovereignty, expressly ratified the contract she 
had made during her minority. In anactpassed 
by the Legislature of that State on the Ist of 
March, 1825, for the purpose of raising revenue, 
the unsold lands are admitted to be the property 
of the United States, and are declared exempt 
from taxation. I have notexamined the statutes 
of the other new States for the purpose of show- 
ing that similar laws have been enacted in all of 
them; but of that fact I suppose there can be no 
doubt; and I am not aware that any attempt has 
ever been made, in any of them, to tax the lands 
_ belonging to the General Government. 

It was also objected that the reservations made 
by Congress were unconstitutional. So far from 
it, sir, the rights of the Federal Government to 
the public domain are expressly reserved by the 
third section of the fourth article of the Constitu- 


tion; which, on the subject of the territory of the 
United States, provides that 


“ Nothing in this Constitution shall be so construcd as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any partic- 


| ular States.?? i 


This left the rights of all parties to these lands 
precisely as they existed before the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution, and was no doubt in- 
tended to protect the rights of the United States 


| to their lands under the deeds of cessions,.and | 


also the rights of North Carolina’ and Georgia, 
which had not at that time ceded to the General 
Government. The lands of the United States 
continued to be held as a common fund for the 
benefit of all the States, and the ownership of all 
the unappropriated lands became complete in the 
Federal Government, when the deeds were sub- 
sequently executed by North Carolina and Geor- 
gia. 

For the purpose of showing that the convention 
which framed the Constitution did not intend the 
General Government should retain the disposal 
of the soil of the vacant lands, reference has been 
made to the proceedings of the convention, by 
which it appears the following amendment was 
proposed by the delegates from Maryland on the 
30th of August, 1787: 


“ The Legislature of the United States shall have power 
to erect new States within, as well as without, the terri- 
tory claimed by the several States, or either of them, and 
admit the same into the Union: Provided, That nothing 
in this Constitution shall be construe? to affect the claim of 
the United States to vacant lands ceded to them by the late 
treaty of peace.”? 

This amendment was rejected, eight States 
voting in the negative, and only three in the 
affirmative. Itis now urged that, in consequence 
of the rejection of this amendment, it is fair to 
infer the convention did not intend the United 
States should retain the right to these lands. At 


best, this is a negative argument, and rests en~ || 


tirely upon inference. Yet, I confess, it struck 
my mind with some force, and it was not until I 
had carefully examined the proceedings of the 
convention, that I became satisfied it was entitled 
to no weight. To what was this amendment 
proposed? Not to the Constitution as it now ex- 
ists; if it had been, the inference would be legit- 
imate; but it was offered as an amendment to the 
draft of a constitution, reported by a committee 
of five, which was then under discussion. At 
that time, the clause of the Constitution to which 
I have referred, and which reserved the claims of 
the United States to these lands, had not been 
adopted; but it was proposed and adopted on the 
same day, after the rejection of the amendment 
alluded to, and in place of it, only one State 
voting in the negative. 

The gentleman from Missouri also cited the 
case of the People vs. Godfrey, reported in seven- 
teen, Johnson's Reports; and with an air of tri- 
umph that denoted his confidence in the correct- 
ness of his position, called my attention to the 
opinion there expressed by the supreme court 
of my own State. Courtesy, therefore, requires 
me to point out to him its inapplicability to the 
question before us. The only point made in that 
case was whether the State courts or the Federal 
courts had jurisdiction of a murder committed in 
Fort Niagara; and that question arose, not under 
that section of the Constitution to which I have 
already referred, but under another section of 
that instrument, viz: the eighth section of the 
first article, which provides that Congress shall 
have power to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
cases whatsoever ‘‘ over all places purchased by 
the consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other need- 
ful buildings.” The court says the right to ex- 
clusive legislation is exclusive jurisdiction, which 
I freely concede; and it was held by the court 
that the State courts had jurisdiction of the offense 
charged, because it did not appear the United 
States had ever acquired title and jurisdiction by 
purchasing tlie fort with the consent of the Le- 
gislature, in the mode pointed out in the Consti- 
tution. : 

Apply this doctrine to the new States. Mis- 
souri has the right to exclusive legislation within 
her limits, and she therefore has the exclusive 
jurisdiction, But does it follow that she must, 
therefore, be the exclusive owner of the soil? I 


can by no méans ‘subscribe ‘to’ this doctrine of 
‘eminent domain. I cannot admit-that the reserva- 
tion by the United States of the right to the 
‘primary disposal of the soil,’ is at all incom- 
sistent with the sovereignty of the new States. 
Political jurisdiction does not necessarily carry 
with it the right of soil. . In Maine, a large por- 
‘tion of the vacant lands is still owned by Mas- 
sachusetts. Is the ownership of these lands, by 
Massachusetts, incotisistent with the sovereignty 
of the State of Maine? Was New York any the 
less sovereign when the State of Massachusetts 
owned lands within her limits? Or did it detract 
from the sovereignty of Ohio, that Connecticut 
owned the ‘ Western’ Reserve’ in that State? 
On the contrary, the distinction between jurisdic- 
tion and right of soil is expressly recognized. If 
land for a fort be purchased by the United States, 
the right to the soil is usually obtained: from an 
individual, but the jurisdiction is conferred, b 
act of the State Legislature. In the deeds by 
which the States conveyed the vacant lands to 
the United States, this distinction is fully recog- 
nized, the expression used being ‘all right, title, 
and claim, as well of soil as of jurisdiction.” On 
the 28th April, 1800, an act was passed by Con- 
gress, authorizing the President to convey, by 
letters patent, to the State of Connecticut, all the 
right and title of the United States to the soil of 
that tract of land called the ** Western Reserve,”’ 
on certain conditions; one of which was, that 
Connecticut should release to the United States 
its jurisdictional claim to the same: tract of land. 
This condition was complied with, and deeds 
were accordingly executed by both parties. Ht 
cannot be necessary to cite other instances, in 
which jurisdiction and right of soil in vacant 
lands, have been transferred separately, and 
vested in different States. ; F 
But the Federal Government, by the several 


| compacts with the new States, has continued to 


hold the public lands exempt from taxation, and 
this is characterized as an act of injustice and op- 
pression. As an answer to this charge, I have 
only to say that the grants to the new States, as 
a compensation for this exemption, have been 
more than an equivalent; they have been liberal 
in the extreme. By the terms of admission, each 
new State is entitled to one thirty-sixth part of 
the lands within its limits for the support of com- 
mon schools. Under this provision alone, tho 
new States and Territories. have become the own~ 
ers of nine million three hundred and five thou- 
sand two hundred and eighty-seven acres. In 
addition to this, four hundred and. eighty-four 
thousand three hundred and twenty acres hava 
been granted to the new States for colleges, acad- 
emies, and universities; thirty-five thousand thre 
hundred and eighty-nine acres for seats of gov- 
ernment and public buildings; three hundred and 
twenty-nine thousand six hundred and twenty- 
nine acres for salines; two million five hundred and 
thirty-five thousand seven hundred and thirteen 
acres have been granted for roads and canals, 
making an aggregate of twelve million six hundred 
and ninety thousand three hundred and thirty-eight 
acres of land conveyed to the new States and Ter- 
ritories. It is further provided that each new State 
shall have the benefit of five per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the sales of land within the State; and 
this now amounts to nearly four million dollars. 
Asto the States north ‘of the Ohio river, two per 
cent. of this sum was to be expended, under the 
direction of Congress, in constructing roads leading 
to these States. This has furnished the pretense 
for the construction of the Cumberland road, upon 
which more than six million dollars havealready 
been expended by Congress, although the two 
per cent. reserved would amount to but little over 
a million and a half of dollars. 

I do not complain of these grants of land to the 
new States; I have only called the attention of 
the House to them, to refute the charge of in- 
justice that has been made; to prove the liberality 
that has been exercised; to satisfy, if possible, 
even the gentleman from Missouri himself, that 
his State has been provided by the General. Gov- 
ernment with means of education and internal 
improvement, infinitely more ample than any one 
of the old States has enjoyed. The rapid ad- 
vancement of these new States in wealth, popu- 
lation and improvement, furnishes conclusive 
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evidence that the General Government has been 
actuated by no narrow policy in regard to their 
interests. J fully appreciate the merits of the 
hardy and enterprising settlers of the West, and 
i would continue to protect-their interests as far 
as justice to others will allow. I would secure 
the right of preémption in all cases to the occu- 
pant, and, if practicable, 1 would have the sales 
confined to actual settlers. This could only be 
done by passing preémption laws in advance, as 
an inducement to settling on the public lands and 


requiring continued occupation and cultivation, to | 


entitle the claimant to preémption. There is dan- 
ger that immense tracts of the public domain will 
fall into the hands of rich capitalists, and, that a 
dependent tenantry, with its consequent evils, 
“will be, to some extent, entailed upon a portion 
of the. now unsettled landa of the country. More 
than. twochundred and thirteen million aeres still 
remain unsold in.the new States and Territories; 
and when this vast domain shall have become 
covered with a denser poptilation, there will yet 
remain. more than seven hundred million acres, 
lying still further west, to which the Indian title 
has not yet been extinguished. 
behave now, Mr. Speaker, answered, I trust 
-Satisfactorily, the arguments of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Harrison.) Some attention 
ais dye to the amendment proposed by the honor- 
able member from Virginia, [Mr. Ropenrson.] 
Indeed. I believe that is the principal question that 
ought to occupy the attention of the House, and 
in regard to which the select committee of one 
from each State was appointed. He proposes to 
Strike out the resolgtion reported by the commit- 
‘tee, and insert the following: 

“ Resolved by tie Senate gnd ITause of Representatives in 
(Congress assembled, That hereatter.the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall cause separate accounts to be kept of ali 
moneys paid into the ‘Treasury on account of sates of the 
pablic lands, to be disposed of in the manner herein pro- 
vided, ulless otherwise by Jaw specially directed, viz: he 
Shall, on the lst.day of July succeeding the next consus, 
ant thercaner semi aninally, on the Istday of January and 
July in every year, divide ali the said moneys then in the 
Treasnry-among the several States of the Union, in the 
ratio oftheir Federal numbers : Provided, nevertheless, That 
nothing berein contaived sha}l be construed to prohibit the 
appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, or such 

portion thereof as may be requisite to meet the necessary 
expenditures of the Gavernment for any year in which the 
receipts from customs and other sonrees of revenue shall 
be estimated to fill below ——— million dollars, and when 
it ehall be deemed proper, on that accourit, to apply the said 
proceeds, by special appropriation, to supply the deficiency 
‘and meet those expenditnres : Provided, alsa, That, in the 
event ofa- war between the United States and any foreign 
Power, the said semi-annual division shall cease, aud be 
suspended during the continuance of such war: Provided, 
moreover, Uhat nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to impair the right and obligation of Congress, whenever it 
ebal satisfactorily appear that benefits trom the use of the 
public Jands, or the proceeds thereof, have been heretofore, 
or shall be bereafter, conferred on particular States, to ex- 
tend as far as practicable to cach and all the States, in their 
Alue and just proportions, who may require or be willing to 
accept them, similar benefits, upon the same or equivalent 
terms. 

“Mr. Dunn moved to amend the amendment of Mr. Ror- 
errson by inserting before the first proviso: 

“ First paying to the ‘States in which such lands are sit- 
uate twelve and a half per cent, of the proceeds of public 
lands sold within such States respectively.” 

This amendment proposes the adoption of a 
system of distribution of the proceeds of the salés 
of the publie lands; and taken in connection with 
the further amendment of the gentleman from 
Todiana, {Mr. Dunn,] bears a strong resemblance 
to the bill generally known as t Cray’s land 
bul,” which -passed both Houses of Congress, 

-and was returned with objections by the Presi- 
dent in 1833. That bill was limited to five years 
1n its:operation, and no limitation is proposed by 
this amendment. With the view of showing 
-that the people of New York:are in favor of a 
distribution, the gentleman from Virginia has re- 
ferred to resolutions adopted bythe Legislature 
„ìn 1831,.a8 being the last-expression of its opin- 
-ion ọn this subject. To :this he is mistaken, On 
the 24th of March, 1834, the following resolution 
bbe aes by the Assembly of the State of New 
ork; TS i 


“ Resolved, That we approve the messace of ti i- 
dent of the United States dated Decouher 4, Sean Frost: 
ing, with his objections, to the Seijate; thebill entitled § An 
uct to appropriate, for a limited :time; the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands of the United States, and togrant 
land to certain States.’ ? ‘ he Va be ts . 


The vote on the adoption of the resolution 
wag--Q8, in the affirmative, 8.in. the negative. 


j 
i 


| Eleven to one opposed to“ CLay’s land bill.” 
| Thatis, I believe, the last resolution of the Legis- 
lature of New York on the subject of the public 
i lands. te 
I shall not follow the gentleman from Virginia 
Í into an examination of the resolutions that have 
| been passed in other States, for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether he may not have been 
| equally misinformed in regard to them. I will 
| only remark, that if other States expressed them- 
selves in favor of a distribution several years ago, 
I doubt much whether it is fair to take that as 
the existing ‘sentiment at this time, when the 
revenues derived both from lands and customs 
are inadequate to meet the wants of the national 
Treasury. It will be found, that such resolutions 
were passed when there was a full Treasury— 
perhaps a gurplus—and they cannot be consid- 
ered as evidence of public sentiment at this time. 
It strikes me as very extraordinary that such a 
proposition should be brought forward at the 
present time, when our national Treasury js ex- 
hausted; when there are still unredeemed two or 
three millions of Treasury notes, issued during 


within the last few days, to extend the act so as 


meet the expenses of the current year; and when 
the revenue from customs is rapidly decreasing 
under the compromise act of 1833. Thegreatest 
reductions of the tariff under that act are yet to 
take place, and do not reach the minimum until 
1842. Yet it is proposed to deprive the General 
Government of one entire branch of its revenue, 
ata time when itis indispensable to its exigen- 
cies. I do not say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
movement is made for political effect; yet [ could 
not fail to mark the fact that, simultaneously with 
the introduction of the resolution in this House, 
at the present session, a distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] introduced in the 
Senate a similar proposition, as an amendment 
to the graduation bill. Nor could. E fail to per- 
ceive that it was calculated, if it was not de- 
signed, to affect the approaching presidential con- 
test. 
terday in this [Louse by an honorable gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Elowarp,] that the most 
important bills have always been acted on by 
Congress during the year next preceding a pres- 
idential election. It has been upon such occa- 
sions that measures of policy, from which it was 


| believed strength might be gathered for an ap- 
proaching contest, have been pressed with most | 


earnestness. I do not charge that any such mo- 
tive has prompted the agitation of this subject at 
this time, with a view to press it still more zeal- 
ously at the next session of Congress; of that I 
leave the public to judge; but I do think the prop- 


the States which, in the present condition of our 
national finances, cannot be realized; that it is 


pidity of the States; and that it cannot bear the 
test of scrutiny. 

By reference to the last annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, it will be seen he es- 
timates the amount of revenue that willprobably 
be received from customs in 1842 at ten or twelve 
million dollars. Now it cannot be supposed this 
sum will be sufficient to defray the expenses of the 
Government. Inthe present condition of the coun- 
try, with the most rigid economy in expenditures, 
it can hardly be supposed the expenses of the 
Government will fall much short of $20,000,000. 
If the revenue from the sales of lands in 1842 
should amount to. $5,000,000, this added to the 
‘highest sum named by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, would amount to.$17,000,000, provahly not 
enough to meet the wants of the Government. 
;Bat we are required to divide the $5,000,000 
-among the States., Of course, there is at least so 
much deficiency in the National Treasury. How 
is this deficiency to be supplied? By direct tax- 
cation? The gentleman, from Virginia has been 


| silent upon this subject. Surely, if he proposes 


to take from the public Treasury the money that 
is needed for national purposes, he ought to in- 
struct us how to meet the deficiency. Is itintend- 


ed. to distribute among the States, and to collect 


the same amount by direct taxation from the peo- 


I was impressed by the remark made yes- | 


osition is calculated to hold out expectations. to | 


the last year; when we have found it necessary, | 


| to authorize tbe issuc of more Treasury notes to | 


ad captandum in. appearance, addressed to the cu- | 


„expenses? 


iple? Or js it propgsed to collect it by indirect, 


taxation, by again raising the tariff, and thus 
compelling the people to pay the tax by paying 
a higher price for every article they find it neces- 
sary to purchase? It would hardly seem best to 
distribute the money, if it isto be immediately 
collected back again at an increased expense. 

Letuslook atthe effect ofdividing the $5,000,000 
under such circumstances. In the first place, 
twelve and a half per cent. is to be deducted and 
given to the States in which the lands lie. This 
amounts to $625,000, and leaves for distribution 
only $4,375,000. Suppose the distributive share 
of New York to be one sixth, (for the exact pro- 
portion is not material to our inquiry,) that State 
would receive $729,166. Now, how is it with 
supplying the deficiency of $5,000,000 in the 
Treasury? One sixth is to be collected from New 
York, and this amounts to $833,333. The ex- 
pense of collecting could not be less than twelve 
and a half per cent., and this amounts to $104,165 
—making an aggregate to be collected from the 
people of that State of $937,498—being $208,832 
more than the share distributed to that State. If 
this system is carried into practice, it will be 
found that the sum to be collected will be at least 
twenty-five per cent. more than the sum distrib- 
uted. For every dollar that is given to the State, 
$1 25 is to be collected from the hard earnings of 
the people. ; 

It may be said I have estimated the revenue 
from customs in 1842 too low; perhaps it is so. 
If the importations are large, it may amount to 
$14,000,000; add to this $6,000,000, as the revenue 
from the sales of lands, and you have $20,000,000, 
the sum needed for the expenses of Government. 
In dividing the sum of $6,000,000, after deducting 
$750,000, for the exclusive benefit of the new 
States, New York would receive only $875,000, 
whilst the State would have to raise, including 
expenses of collection, $1,125,000. ‘This is the 
economy of the proposed system. : 

But it may be said the resolutions provide for 
a deficiency in the revenue. In what manner? 
Why, they provide, that if the receipts from cus- 
toms fall below a given sum, “and when it shall 
be deemed proper on ihat account,” the proceeds of 
the sales of the lands may be applied by special 
appropriation to supply the deficiency; that is, 
Congress shall have power by special appropri- 
ation so to apply them. Congress would have 
the power without this provision, but Congress 
might not anticipate the deficiency. It might 
occur when least expected. Congress, too, has 
the power.to call on the States for the money de- 
posited with them under the act of 1836; but 
it is doubted whether that power will. ever be 
exercised, . 

There is another objection to this plan, Wh 
should the new States receive twelve and a half 
-per cent. more than the old States out of the pro- 
ceeds of these sales? Such a distribution would 
be a violation of the most solemn compacts be- 
tween the General Government and the States. 
These lands were to constitute a common fund 
for the use and benefit of all the States ‘ accord- 
ing to their usual respective proportions of the 
general charge and expenditure,” and were ‘‘ to 
be disposed of for that purpose, and for no other 
use or purpose whatsoever.” Why this unequal 
distribution? It cannot be an allowance for the 
supposed more rapid increase of population in 
the new States, for itis not proposed to distribute 


| till afier the next census. 


But why is it necessary.to the interests of the 
States that distribution should be made? The 
money arising from sales of jands has been ap- 
plied towards the extinguishment of the national 


debt, and to the ordinary and extraordinary ex- 


penses of Government. Does not every State 
enjoy the full benefit of its share, by having it 
applied to pay its proportion of these debts. and 

‘As long as the revenue from this 
source is applied for national purposes, it saves 
the necessity of calling on each State to contrib- 


‘ute, and thus every State enjoys the benefit, in 


proportion to what would be “its share of the 
general charge and expenditure.” 
If ‘*,Clay’s land bill” had become a law, what 


-would now have been the State of the national 


finances? By a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which I now hold in my. hand, it ap- 


pears there would now have been.a national debt 
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of over $48,000,000, in case the proceeds of the 
land sales had been distributed according to the 
provisions of that bill; and a deficiency of more 


than $19,000,000, if the money deposited with’: 


the States, under, the act of 1836, is still consid 
ered as availuble to the Treasury. Let us pause 


i 
i 


before we adopta measure that shall again involve | 


us in a heavy national. debt, 


spared for distribution. And why are we called 


on to legislate on this subject so long in advance? ; 


The adoption of this measure will. be in time 
when. the state of the Treasury will justify it. 
The duty of deciding on this question does not 
devolve onus. It will belong to those who shall 
representthe people on this floor when this source 
of revenue can be spared from the Treasury 
without sacrificing the interests of the nation, and 
without imposing unnecessary taxes upon the 


people. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


Torspay, January 8, 1839. : 
The bill for the graduation’and reduction of the price of 


It is evident that, | 
for several years to come, not a dollar can be | 


the publie lands being under consideration, and Mr. Youne ! 


having addressed the Senate as given in the Globe of Jan- | 


uary 2— 
Mr. CRITTENDEN made some remarks on 
the impropriety of taking notes of what Senators 


mightsay in the warmth of debate, for the purpose : 


of holding them responsible for the language on 


subsequent occasions, and characterized it as un- | 


courteous, &c. 


Mr. YOUNG said, by way of rejoinder, the | 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpey] ob- |! 
jects to my taking notes of what may be said by i 


honorable Senators in their places here, of words 


spoken in the heat of debate, often incautiously | 


and unguardedly. Mr. President, I, too, would 
condemn such a practice in ordinary cases. [I 
willingly admit, with the Senator, that words 
spoken in the heat of debate, incautiously or ug- 
guardedly, ought not to be treasured up in this 
way for use in our cooler moments. But, sir, 
this was an extraordinary case. The Senator from 


Kentucky [Mr. Cray] had stood forth as the | 


prominent opposer of the preérmption bill, and 
had, on more than one occasion, used such èx- 
pressions as I attributed to him towards the set- 
tlers upon the public lands in the new States. I 
took it, therefore, that he had used them deliber- 


ately, and was not disposed to take back a word | 


that he had uttered. I being from the West, sir, 
a Representative from a new State, supposing 
that, on some future occasion, it might become 


necessary to make reference to that debate, took | 


note of what was said, as near as I could, in the 
very language of the speaker, in order that I might 
be accurate; and not subject myself to the charge 
of misrepresentation, which has been made in the 
course of this debate. 

The Senator complains that in all this there is 
a want of courtesy, which should, on all occa- 
sions, characterize our intercourse on this floor, 
regardless of party predilections. 
the Senator is right. I. know, Mr. President, 
that a degree of courtesy highly creditable to this 
body does, in geheral, prevail here.. only wish, 
sir, that it was more universal. But does this 
charge, under all the circumstances, come with 
a good- grace from that side of the Chamber? 
How often, within the short period in which I 


Sir, perhaps | 


have been honored with a seat on this floor, have ; 


I heard the Senator’s colleague, [Mr. Cray,] 


when speaking of the political organization of | 


this. body, exclaim with emphasis, that, consti- 
tuted as this Senate was, he had nothing to hope 
or expect from it! And what is this, sir, but a 
denunciation of- the whole Administration party 
here as being either. servile to. Executive dicta- 
tion, or something.equally improper? Let those, 
therefore, who .would inculcate, the doctrine of 
courtesy on this floor, set me the example. In 


relation to the notes which I took on the occa- | 


sion referred to, and to which I made reference : 


in the course of my remarks to-day, itis due to 
myself to say. with what view and for-what pur- 
pose ier were taken down. They. have not 

een published in the newspapers here or-else- 


No, 15 


jj and no one on the part of the Government has, 


where; no one has a copy of them, and but few. 
have seen them. I may ies shown them on a | 
few occasions, but most frequently.at my own 
home, in my own domestic circle, as well to 
the Senator’s [Mr. Crax] own. political. friends 
as my own. But, sir, they were not. taken for 
any purpose of electionecring, as has been sup- 
posed, as Lam not in the habit of making stamp 
speeches over the country. Sir, isita subject- 
matter of reproach that I should defend my con- 
stituents against what I consider unjust and un- 
merited denunciation? . ; 
Mr. President, the people of the new States do 
not consider themselves as trespassers or vio- 
lators of the law in going upon and fixing their 
homes upon the public lands. They are not 
trespassers. It is true, sir, that the act of Con- 
gress of 1807, prohibiting settlements upon the 
public lands under certain penalties, has not been 
repealed, butit has become obsolete—long since 
inoperative, at least in practice. Since their set- 
tlements have been legalized, and their improve- 
ments secured to them under the various pre- 
emption laws from 1813 down to the act of the 
last session of Congress, they consider, and not | 
without reason and precedent, that they have the 
tacit consent of the General Government to go | 
upon these lands, to make their farms upon them, 
and to occupy them in peace when made; and 
such, sir, has been the practice since my resi- | 
dence in Illinois, now twenty years and upwards; 


within that period, to my knowledge, offered to 
turn them away from any lands to which the 
Indian title had been extinguished. No, sir; so 
far from it, they have from time to time becn 
quicted in their possessions, and allowed the 
preference in the purchase of the land in the man- 
ner I have mentioned. 

The Senator [Mr. Crirrenpen] says that the 
condition of the squatters in Kentucky, of which 
I made mention in commenting upon his honor- 
able colleaguc’s Richmond speech, was totally 
dissimilar from that of the squatters on the pub- 
tic lands in the new States; that in Kentucky 
the squatter went upon the land with his title in 
his hand, in the firm belief that he was the right- 
ful owner of the land; whereas the squatter upon 
the public land went upon it in the full knowl- 
edge that it not only did not belong to him, but 
that, in so doing, he was violating the law. I 
cannot, Mr. President, perceive any substantial 
difference in the parallel of the two cases. 

The squatter in Kentucky believed that he had 
a title, when in point of fact, he had not.. He 
made his improvements in good faith, believing 
that he was the owner of the land, and in the ex- 
pectation that he was to enjoy them when made, 
and his children after him, and it was hard to 
turn him out without cither making him full com- 
pensation for his labor, or permitting him to be- 
come the purchaser from the true owner at the 
assessed value of the land in its unimproved state, 
at the time he first went upon it. This, sir, was 
but fair, but reasonable and just, as was conclu- 
sively shown by the argument of the Senator’s 
colleague, in his Richmond speech in 1822, from 
which I have quoted. And how, sir, is it with 
the squatter in the new States? He, too, went 
upon the land, as he believed, with the tacit con- 
sent of the Government; he made his home upon 
it; incorporated his labor with the soil, and ren- 
dered it productive, in the firm bclicf that the 
Government would give him the preference in the 
purchase at the minimum price of $1 25 per acre, 
when it should be brought into market; that the 
same indulgence which had been extended to 
others since the year 1813, would also be ex- 
tended to him. I now ask the Senator [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN] if there would be any more propri- 
ety in turning him away as a trespasser, without 
full compensation for his labor, because he had no 
title under such circumstances, than there would 
be in the case of the Kentucky squatter whose 
title had been found to be defective ? 

Sir, there was atime in Illinois, during the early 
part of the territorial form of government in that 
country, when the registers of the land offices 
were authorized to grant “‘ permits’’ to persons to 
settle upon the public lands, upon their paying | 
some small amount of money in consideration of 


the privilege; but such instructions have long since `! 


ceased to be given to the registers; and, in my 
judgment, taking the whole practice, of the Gov- 
ernment together, this law.of 1807 should be con- 
sidered as obsolete, for this purpose at least, and , 
ought not now, at this late day. to be interposed 
as a barrier to the settlement and improvement of . 
the.country. Sir, I have never heard of the first 
attempt on the part of the Government to, enforce 


| that law, except in a few cases where a very few. 


i persons only had gone upon. the lands that had 
; been reserved as lead mine lands, to be leased b 
, the Government, ar upon Indian lands to which. 
| their titles had not been extinguished. = 007 
Mr. President, since I commenced these re- 
| marks in defense of the position I occupy in-this 
| debate, an extract.from the speech of the honor- 
! able Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Trpron,] on the 
; subject of the preémption bill of the last session, 
i has been placed in my hands, containing the Sen- . 
| ator’s [Mr. Cray] own. declaration as to. what 
i he did say on the occasion referred to; and, for. 
, the purpose of showing that I did not misrepre- 
, sent him in attributing expressions to, him which: 
| it has been intimated he did not utter, I beg leave 
i to read the extract to the Senate: Nai 
“Mr. Tirron said : I will repeat, as nearly as I can, what 
was told me yesterday; and if T gò wrong, he [Mr. Chay] 
can correct me. I understood that he denounced the seti 
tlers on the lands as & lawless banditti of jand robbers, un- ; 
justly grasping at the public treasure. 
“Were Mr. Cray rose and said, that 


he would. repeat 


|; what he did say on thé occasion referred to by the honor- 
! able Senator from Indiana: bedid say that the squatters 
| on the public lands were a lawiess rabble ; that they might- 


as well seize upon our forts, our arsenals, or on the public 
treasure, as to rush out and seize upon the public lands.” > 

Here, sir, is an exposition of what was.said by 
the honorable Senator, [Mr. Cray,] in his own 
words, as taken down by the honorable Senator 


| from Indiana, (Mr. Tirron;] and in what does it 


differ as to the material part of my statement, as 


| quoted here to-day? Mr. President, in the course- 


of a very few remarks which I made at the last: 
l session, | read at my table here, from the notes 
I had taken, from this same paper used here. to- 

! day, a portion of these same expressions which I 
‘have attributed to the honorable Senator, [Mr. _ 
Cray;] and I did not understand him as then de- 
i nying them. f 

; Mr. CLAY said it was untrue that any such ` 
j paper had been shown to him; that he did not 


| know that such a paper was in existence, until 


very recently informed, by a member of the other 
House, from Illinois, that such a one had been“ 


i used to his prejudice by the Senator from ‘that ` 


State, [Mr. Youna,] during the recess of Con- 
gress; and he wasalso understood as denying the 
correctness of the statement, i 
Mr. YOUNG said he did not say that he had 
shown the paper. to the Senator, [Mr. Cray,] 
but he did say that he had read from the same 


| paper at the last session, at his table, when the 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] was in his 
seat, and must have heard him. He may not 
have seen the paper in his hand, but certain it is 
he (Mr. Y.) feed froin ita portion of the same’ 


i expressions which he attributed to him to-day, 


and he did not then understand him [Mr. Cray] 
as denying them, or as disposed to take back a 
word that he had said. , 

Mr. President, I do not undertake to say that 
the expressions attributed to the Senator [Mr. 
Cray] were used in connection, as I have them’ 
noted, and as I read them. They were used in 


| the course of his remarks, and such only were 


taken down, as he went along, as were deemed 
most exceptionable and offensive to the settlers 
on the public lands. When he had concluded, 
and before I left my seat, I made the copy from 
them used here to-day, and at the last session. 
Aji that I have now to add, is, that whether the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] saw the 
paper or not, the statement it contains, as read 


| from my place to-day, is correct and true, and 


very nearly in his own language as I understood 
him. It is for the Senate to judge whether I have 


| misrepresented him or not. 


‘Mr. LINN, (in an audible voice.) It is. true, 
every word of it. 
Mr. TIPTON observed that he did not rise to 
prolong the debate; but as his position on a for- 
mer occasion did not seem to be understood, he 


thought it right to make a brief explanation.” 
He would just state how it happéned that he 
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made any rematks'with regard to the speech of 
the Senator from Kentueky, which he did not 
hear. When the prečmption bill was under dis- 
cussion at the last session, he was absent for a 
short time'in a committee room, preparing a bill,’ 
and when he returned to his seat in the Senate, 
the Senator from Kentucky, was reading from a 
newspaper. He (Mr. T.) inquired of a friend 
what was going on, and was told the Senator 
from Kentucky was reading a newspaper pub- 
lished in Indiana, and had been saying hard 
things of his (Mr. T.’s) constitttents. The next 
day he took occasion to reply to the remarks 
made by the Senator from Kentucky, defending 
the squatters on the public lands, and quoted the 
words which he was informed the Senator from 
Kentucky hat used. A few days after this the 
Senator from Kentucky called his attention to a 
report of his (Mr. T.’s) speech as publislied in the 
newspapers, and stated that he did not use the 
words there attributed’ to him,- He repeated 
words which he said he used on the occasion re- 
ferred to. Ladopted his own words, and they were 
pecs in the pamphlet copy of my speech. 

f these are the words now quoted by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois—and. I believe they are—~they 
are the very words furnished by the member 
from Kentucky. He surely has no just grounds 
to complain of these words being now repeated. 
Now, from what has been said to-day, it might 
be inferred that I used words in my speech which 
Tretracted next day; but the fact is, I had noth- 
ing to do with the correction but to tell the truth. 
When a thing is said or done here, I have no 
other object than to'let the truth go to the people 
concerning it. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


DEBATE IN THE HOUSE. 
. Torspay, February 26, 1839. 


The message of the President of the United 
Statés‘on the subject of the troubles on the north- 
eastern boundary line of the United States having 
been received, and, with the principal documents 
accompanying it, having been read, 

Mr. HOWARD moved the reference of the 
message and documents to the Committee on For- 
elen Affairs; that they be printed, and that the 
committee have leave to sit during the sittings of 
the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the printing of an 
extra number of the message and documents. He 
said it gave him special pleasure, in this instance, 
that his peculiar position on the floor was such as 
left him at liberty freely to censure any acts of 
the Administration which appeared to him to de- 
serve censure, and as freely to praise where its 
acta merited commendation. There was one point 
at which all party feeling ceased. Whenever our 
Government was engaged in any controversy with 
another Government, he cast to the winds, he 
trampled beneath his feet, every consideration 
but that it was our own Government. In this case, 
hecould commend the Administration mostjustly. 
He thought that its whole course in regard to this 
matter was wise, just, patriotic, and honorable. 


None could take more pleasure in saying this than 


he did. 


As to the question of right, he should degrade ` 


himself by discussing it. The House had unan- 
imously voted that our right to the country in 
question was clear and indisputable. On the 
point of right, we had already passed the Rubi- 
con.. We must stand by our determination, and 
never give ittip unless fora just equivalent. The 
point of honor must be maintained atall hazards, 
as it always has been.’ What was the condition 
we were now throwt into? The soil was ours; 
and though there was not any State in the Union 
(judging from what he knew of her) that he would 
not rather couch a lance with than this very State 
of Maine, yet she was not to be left to fight her: 
own battles; we must see thé adversary off her 
goil; then we should settle our own disputes. ` A 


more frivolous pretense of right never was'set up | 


than that of Great Britain’ to this land.’ Tt all 
amounted to this: she wanted a right ‘of ‘way 
through a part of our territory, because it would’ 
be a great convenience to het in uniting her prov- 
intes. ` There was a tone and temper -in that let= 


ter of Sir John Haivey which, he confessed; ‘ 
raised his feelings.asan American. To tall to 
us and say, “go out, or I will soon bring a foree 
that will put you out!’ Mr. T., if hewas going | 
out, would stop on hearing such langage. If | 
he had taken his leave and made his bow in a j 
gentleman ’s house, he had no idea of being kicked | 
out of the front door. Mr. T, was acting under | 
no excitement, however. Te had long expected } 
that this thing would come. The honorableand | 
| venerable gentleman before him [Mr. Apams] had 
believed the same. . Yet none could more regret í 
| the necessity for hostilities than he should. Fie | 
came from the portion of the Union where the! 
storm would spend its fiercest and greatest fury. | 
The country might expect an instant seizure of | 
Cuba, or an alliance with Texas. ‘There wasno | 
| 
i 


knowing when such acontest, once begun, would 
stop. Butstop or begin when and where it might, 
our rights must be maintained. Never could we į 
i think of giving up any the least portion of our 

soil under belligerent threats from any quarter. i 
Ie exhorted gentlemen to devote themselves to | 
| this question. It was most vitally important; it 
could scarée be, but blood had already been shed; į 
| the chances of actual collision seemed to be as 

twenty to one; there remained but part of one 

i week in which to act. He trusted, if a war must 

come, that the spirit of the country would not | 
be crushed by a state of utter unpreparedness to | 
meet the contest. i 

Mr. PEARCE did not rise to speculate about j 
war, the scizure of Cuba, or anything of the kind. | 
The subject should go to the Committee on For- į 
eign Affairs, who, he did not doubt, would ex- | 
amine it with that calmness which its importance 
demanded. Fle had risen to repel the assertion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, that his 
peculiar position was so felicitous as to afford him 
alone, of all the House, the opportunity freely to 
censure or freely to applaud the Administration, 
as its acts might deserve. 

Mr. THOMPSON said the gentleman was 
wholly mistaken. He had used no such language, 
| nor thrown out any such idea. 

Mr. PEARCE said the gentleman had certainly 
spoken of his peculiar position, and of its afford- 
ing the opportunity freely to censure or to praise. | 

r. THOMPSON. I have already said that ; 
Į did not. If the gentleman chooses so to under- 
stand me, he may. It was a gross misunder- 
standing of my language. i 

Mr. PEARCE again referred to Mr. T.’s lan- 
guage, and said his own impression was strength- 
ened by that of every one around him; but if the 
gentleman disclaimed the sentiment, Mr. P. had 
nothing more to say. ; 

Mr. EVANS said the momentous importance 
of the matters communicated in the message and 
papers which had been just read, must De his 
apology for asking the attention of the House, for 
a few moments only, although he was aware of 
the vast amount of public business yet to be trans- 
acted, and of the shortness of the time which re- 
mained to perform it. 'The peculiar and responsi- 
ble position in which the State he and hiscolleagues 
represented here was placed by the proccedings 
now officially made known ‘to Congress, seemed 
to him-imperiously to require that the course she 
had pursued and the ground she had occupied 
should be distinctly and clearly understood. He 
| was aware that, in some quarters, and among a | 

ortion of the public journals, it was thought 
Maine had been too precipitate, and had proceed- 
ed with a degree of rashness which the circum- 
stances of the case did not call for. He desired 
to place her conduct in this respect right in the | 
eyes of the House and of the country. | 

Many thingsare contained in the message which | 
I rejoice to hear; which I have not heard before 
for many years, and which I heartily commend; | 
yet I cannot forbear to say that the leading senti- 
ment which the reading of these papers impresses 
upon my mind is, that the President does not 
fully appreciate the exigency of the occasion. He 
underrates the emergency, the critical condition, 
| the imminent danger of our pacific relations with 
Great Britain. He seems to think it does not ad- 
mit of “doubt” that such representations may 
be ‘made to the Lieutenant Governor of New 


Brunswick and to the Governor of Maine, by the. 
united counsels of the British Minister and him“ 


self, as will at once dispel all apprehensions and 
lead to most peaceable results. l 

Mr. E. fearedit was altogether too late to in- 
dulge such anticipations. If- colision had not 
actually taken place before this time, it was 
scarcely possible it could be prevented many days 
longer. Ifad the House attentively listened to 
the reading of the documents? Had gentlemen 
weighed the contents of the communications 
which had passed between Governor Fairfield and 
Sir John Harvey? Had they considered the 
proclamation issued by the tatter? If so, they 
will perceive that both parties declare, in the 
most absolute and unqualified terms, their de- 
termination, on the one hand, to expel the Ameri~ 
can forces by arms and with the bayonet from 
their position on the: Aroostook, and, on the 
other, to maintain it at every extremity, and at 
all hazards. Sir John is committed in the face 
of the world, and, as he says, bound by the.most’ 
explicit orders from his Government to carry this 
determination into execution; and Governor Fair- 
field says, if Maine falters now in. maintaining, 
her possessions against any foree which she can 
successfully resist, no lauguage can speak the 
depth of her ignominy and disgrace. Such is the 
position, deliberately taken on both sides, of the 
respective Governors of the Territories now in 
arms against each other. And what is the feel- 
ing of the people; of the people on both sides of 
the linc? We learn, as well from the proclama- 
tion of Sir John Harvey as through other chan- 
nels, that upon the first receipt of intelligence in 
the Provinces of the movements of the authori- 
tics of Maine in arresting the trespassers upon 
the territory, they flew to arms to defend them. 
Notwithstanding their entire confidence in the 
zeal, rcadiness, and ability of Sir John Harvey, 
to maintain what they denominate their rights, 
they would not wait for orders. They broke open 
lawlessly the publicarsenals at Woodstock, armed 
themselves, and rushed to the field, with the 
avowed purpose of driving the civil’ authorities 
of Maine from the territory they occupied. 

Wir, we all know that the feeling of the Prov- 
ince is highly exasperated against us; it has long 
been so. Such is the state of things on the Brit- 
ish side of the line. Howis it on ours? The 
Legislature of the State, with entire unanimity, 
sustains the determinations of the Governor. 
Public opinion sustains them also. Troops are 
flocking by thousands to the conflict, determ- 
ined to stand for the rights of their State; and 
stand they will, depend upon that, sir. All un- 
prepared as she was for such a conffict, Maine 
has now put her armor on, and she will not be 
recreant to her causé. Now, sir, in such a state 
of things, what ground is there for indulging so 
confident an expectation as the message ex- 
presses, that any representations which can be 
made will arrest collision, and that by arms? I 
repeat, I do greatly fear the President vastly un- 
derrates the critical condition of our affairs. I 
fear he does not appreciate the peril that awaits 
our peaceful relations. On what ground does he 
expect to avert the impending collision? On 
what he very rightly termed the ‘‘ long forbear- 
ance” of Maine hitherto. And on this ground 
he presumes that she will forbear yet longer. 
But no, Maine forbears no more. Her rights~~ 
her rights: these she demands; these she will 
have. ; 

Mr. E. was surprised, but gratified, on hearing 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tromp- 
son] vent his indignation against the use of such 
language as had been employed: by the British 
Governor; surprised, because it seemed to be new 
to him; gratified, that he was prepared to resist 
it. Atthe last session, Mr. €. had urged and 
entreated action on the part of Congress in this 
matter; and on that occasion he had read this 
very language, and had stated. that it had been 
used toward the State by Sir John Harvey and 
Sir Archibald Campbell, also, years ago. In 1837 
he used language yct stronger., It was sent here, 
butit passed unheeded. When Maine had claimed 
as a right; had urged, had entreated, nay, had al- 
most begged, that Congress would consider and 
act où this state of things, it had been in vain. 
Sir John Harvey had told the Governor, in 1837, 
that he had peremptory and positive orders from 
his Government to ‘maintain possession of the 
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disputed ‘territory at all hazards; that he should 
do it; and if all the power of the British arms in |: 
America was necessary to that purpose, it would || 
be placed at his command. -He had told the |! 
Tlouse, at the last session, and a Senator from |! 
Maine had stated the same in the other House, 
and this had been repeatedly communicated to 
the President, and, moreover, we most expressly 
told you, that untess the bill then pending, which 
provided for the running of the boundary line, 
should pass, this very identical result which had 
now taken place would inevitably happen. It 
had happened. And now gentlemen seem to be 
aware of it for the first time! He had told the 
House over and over that it would happen; that 
the only way to preserve peace was'to pass the |: 
bill he introduced last year, but he had spoken to i 
unwilling éars and almost to vacant seats. No- 
body. would listen to his remonstrances. Now 
these very things had come upon the country; 
and now the President -said that the past long- 
suffering exhibited by Maine induced him to be- 
lieve that she would yet forbear, and that the 
whole affair would be easily adjusted... Mr. E. 
begged the House to examine the facts calmly, 
and then to ‘tell hini how much more she was to 
put up with; how- much longer she was to be 
patient and unresisting under repeated and ag- 
gravated wrongs. It was proper that the views 
of the State should be known as to:the immi- 
nency of the danger, as a guide by which the 
Executive might be aided in his anticipations and 
decisions, ` 

There were in the documents accompanying 
the message some things Mr. E. was delighted to 
see. The Secretary of State has now told the | 
British Minister that the ground that he, as well 
as the Governor of New Brunswick, proceeded 
upon was altogether untenable; and that was, the | 
assumption of a subsisting agreement to permit | 
the territory to remain under the exclusive juris- 
diction of Great Britain. He assures him no such 
agreement or understanding ever existed. Mr. 
E. rejoiced that the hour had at length come when 
the Government spoke duton this subject. He 
took it to be true. The delusion is dispelled. I 
hold the Government to this declaration, now and 
hereafter. But Mr. E. said he was sorry thatany 
ground whatever for such an assumption had been 
given in the past negotiations. One of the grounds 
of his complaintlast year against the Government 
had been the tacit submitting to such a claim 
without instantly repelling it. The claim had been 
advanced and advanced again, in all the commu- į 
nications from the British Government. Maine 
always denied it; she had called upon the Gov- 
ernment to deny it; but her call had never been 
answered; her complaints and remonstrances had j 
been unheeded till this very hour, 

And what had been done by the British author- 
ities under this pretended agreement? Of all the 
many arrogant acts which had been founded upon 
it, he would produce but one, and he adduced it 
in proof of how far the State had been humbled 
and brought down by this groundless assump- 
tion. 

In 1831, the Legislature of Maine had incorpo- 
rated a town within this territory now in dispute; 
all. the forms of law had been observed, and when 
our own citizens, under the warrant of that law, | 
proceeded to exercise their functions in relation 
to the town thus created by their own State Gov- 
ernment, they had been arrested and incarce- 
rated in the jails of New Brunswick. And when 
Maine, under these degrading circumstances, had 
appealed to the President, and when all the pro- 
ceedings were shown to have been perfectly reg- 
ular, and the demand was made thatthe General |: 
Government should protect the State and her cit- | 
izens, what had been done? The President had 
replied that the case would call for very different 
action if the first departure from the understand- 
ing between the two Governments had not pro- 
ceeded from the persons who had been arrested. 


‘of the State, asthe acts of rash and inconsider- 
‘ate individuals; stating also that Maine herself | 


i returned his thanks to the British Government for 


| there existed a settlement on the Madawaska 
| river, (a tributary of the St. Johns,) within which 


| portion of the State, two hundred miles away in 
; the wilderness, on the Madawaska; therefore 
| Great Britain has been permitted to continue in 


of Great Britain. The Governor of Maine had said 
that what had happened had taken place “ unex- 
pectedly” to him, and thereupon the President 
had turned round and disavowed the proceedings 


disavowed them; and he thereupon requested 
as a favor, the release of the men by the British | 
authorities. Great Britain had instantly seized 
upon the idea thus put forward and had forth- 
with granted a formal parpon to these American 
citizens for the offense they had committed against 
his Majesty’s authority; and the President had 


thereadiness with which this condescending favor 
had beenaccorded! Now, thank God, however, 
the President of the United States held language 
more becoming his station; he now tells the 


House that it belongs to Maine herself, and to | 
: her only, to judge of the exigency of the case 


calling for her interference. Sheis to be the judge 
of her own policy and course of action, and we 
shall have no more disavowals. That was the 
doctrine now. Mr. E. rejoiced to hearit. He 


was glad that the idea of an informal arrangement 
and understanding that Great Britain was to have 
exclusive jurisdiction over the disputed territory 
was repudiated and utterly denied. Let it never 
be heard of hereafter. 

A brief description should be given of the state 
and history of the existing controversy—I do not 
mean the boundary controversy, but of the pres- 
ent collision—that the whole matter might be 
rightly understood. This he would now endeavor 
to present to the House. 

It was known, he presumed, to all, that the 
territory in dispute was situated in the extreme 
northeastern corner of the State of Maine, and 
that it lay on both sides of the river St. John, 
which, running in a southeasterly course, divides 
the territory into two portions; that lying on the 
northeastern bank of the stream being about two 
fifths, and that on the southwestern side being 
about three fifths of the whole. The entire tract 
contained about six million acres. It was quite 
true that on the northern side of the St. Johns 


Great Britain had, at various times, in some de- 
gree, exercised authority and jurisdiction, prac- 
tically; but the right of jurisdiction, even there, 
had always been strongly contested by Maine. 
It should be understood that the whole territory 
in question lay remote from the densely-settled 


possession, though her right was constantly and 
formally denied by that State. There was, as he 
had said, another large district of the territory 
which lay south of the St. Johns, upon another 
of its tributary streams, called the Aroostook; 
and it was the valley of this stream which was 
the theater of the present disturbance. This por- 
tion of the territory lay nearer to the settled part 
of the State than the Madawaska settlement. As 
to the question of jurisdiction in this Aroostook 
settlement, the authority of Maine and of Massa- 
chusetts had both been exerted there for a long 
period. The movement of Maine at this time to 
expel intruders and exert authority was no. new 
movement. She has taken no fresh authorityin 
her hands. As many as thirty years ago, Mas- 
sachusetts had caused surveys to be made of 
certain portions of this territory, divided it into | 
townships, made grants to individuals, and others 
to corporations, and the grantees had entered on 
possession, and held it without any disturbance 
or interruption from the British authorities. 
When the claim of jurisdiction was first put | 
i forth by Great Britain, it had been done in a very 
i modest way. It was only that both parties should | 
abstain from exercising any jurisdiction within 
the territory. That was the first step. Then 
came the next advance; which was a proposition 


Maine had then asserted her right to proceed in 
the exercise of her own sovereignty, as she her- 
self saw fit: Yet the Géneral Government never 
had so much as demanded the release of the men 
thus seized and imprisoned; and an unhappy | 
phrase, then employed inadvertently by the Ex- | 
ecutive of Maine, had givén occasion to the Pres- 
ident to: yield to some extent to-the assumptions 


| 


| took a new- form: neither party was to extend its 


that neither party should “ extend” its jurisdic- 
tion over the territory, This was net very 
alarming, though Maine resisted such curtail- 
ment of her rights. In a few years the claim 


jurisdiction. Oh, no! But what was the juris- 
diction at present exercised? Then it was that 


Great Britain put forth:the monstrous pretension 
that her jurisdiction extended over the whole ter- 
ritory and every part of it;.a pretension for which 


; she advanced the most extraordinary argument, 


The misfortune had been that our own Govern- 
ment did not at once repudiate this claim the mo- 
ment it was set up. True, they did not assent 
to it; but they did not rebuke and refute it with 
the sternness and explicitness the occasion de- 
manded; and thus new demands, new interpreta- 
tions, were put forth from year to year, and new 


; extensions of jurisdiction by the provincial au- 
! thority. One evidence of this Mr. E. had com- 


i: mented upon last session, and which he was 


afraid had not yet been sufficiently reprobated by 
the Executive. As long ago as 1832 or 1833 the 
British had appointed an. officer with the title of 
warden of this territory; and in communicating 
to the British Minister here certain complaints 
made by this warden against the operations. of 
Maine and Massachusetts, he said that the war- 
den had been appointed with the knowledge and 
concurrence of the President of the United States, 


: and that it was.a most remarkable thing that he 
i should have been interfered with in the exercise 


' of his authority, when he was acting in obedi- 


ence to the wishes, and he might almost say the 
instructions, of both Governments, 

Mr. E. had said that Massachusetts-had made 
grants within the Aroostook territory thirty years 
ago. Other grants have been made by the State 
of Maine since the separation from Massachu- 
setts, and sales have been made of timber. Tres- 


| passers have been expelled, and the timber seized 
j and sold by Maine; and no attempt has been made 


to interfere with this exercise of authority until 


| very lately, and none whatever to prevent it by 
| force. The British authorities have scarcely ever 


interfered there. In 1628 or 1829,a British peace 
officer had attempted to serve on an American cit- 
izen within that territory civil process, issued by 
the courts of New Brunswick. The consequence 
was, that fifteen or twenty of the settlers got 
together and drove the officer out of the territory, 
and the process was abandoned. , The settlers 
considered themselves on American soil, and suc- 
cessfully, then, resisted the assumption of an- 
thority over them. No attempt was made to pun- 
ish this act. 

And what was Maine doing now? She was 
making grantsin this very territory. Within two 
or three years past she has constructed a road ex- 
tending some miles into the territory; and it was 
at the termination of that road where the forces 
of the State were now stationed. The British 
Government had, indeed, remonstrated against 
these acts, but rather feebly; the remonstrance, 
in fact, was more like a protest that this should 
not be construed into an admission by them of 
our right of jurisdiction, than like an assertion of 
her own right. 

Mr. E. said he would answer an inquiry just 
propounded to him by a gentleman near, (Mr. 
Porrer.] A portion of the disputed territory 
belonged to the State of Maine; a portion of it'to 
the State of Massachusetts, and the remainder to 
the two States jointly. 

A word or two more as to the exercise of juris- 
diction over the Aroostook territory. The report 
of the land agent of the State to the Legislature 
of Maine, made on the Ist of January of the pres- 
ent year, informed that body that in April pre- 


| ceding he had gone upon the territory, and served 


process on certain persons there engaged in the 
cutting of timber; had broken up their encamp- 


i ments, and taken away their teams, &c. The 


| report gave a very minute account of his proceed- 


ings. He had gone on again in October, for the 
same purpose, and with the same success. There 
he had met the British warden, Mr. McLaughlin, 
who offered no obstruction. The agent commu- 
nicated to the warden all he kad done, very par- 
ticularly; and Mr. McLaughlin had then observed 
that he (Mr. McL.) had come there for the same 
purpose. There had been no harshness of lan- 
guage or feeling on either side.. There was no 
collision, offered or threatened; and the result had 
been that the land agent expressed his conviction 
that there would be no resistance made to such 
proceedings as these, further than a formal pro- 
test to save the question of jurisdiction. These 
were the proceedings the last year; and was the 
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State now to be told that she must not do the 
same thing this year? that it was rash to do so? 
Fhe depredations on timber during: the present 
year had been enormous. What was the State to 
do in such an emergency? Submit quietly, or 
again attempt to arrest the plunderers?. She sent. 
her land agent again to.do the same thing this 
year as she had done the last, and which she had 
then done without molestation. No attempt had 
then been made to stop his operations by British 
authority, and Maine had no reason. to expect it 
now. She went with a civil force for civil pur- 
oses, > es 
But what had taken place?. The trespassers 
were strong handed; they had seized the agent, 
and transported him novone at first knew whither. 
Maine expected, and had aright to expect, that 
if he had been carried over the lines he would be 
immediately released. She had no reason to ap- 
prehend that the lawless acts of the trespassers 
would be adopted by the Government. But so 
far from her reasonable expectations being ful- 
filed, the land agent himself, and others who had 
been atding him, have been imprisoned in the 
proving: of New Brunswick, and are held as 
igh State offenders under the law of nations and 
of treaties. Whatnext? Sir John Harvey sends 
a demand to Governor Fairfield that the Ameri- 
can force shall be immediately withdrawn; that 


Maine shall no more attempt to arrest the oper- || 
ations of the trespassers, and shall utterly cease | 


all jurisdiction and possession; and he bases his 
demand on the assumed agreement between the 
British and American Governments, that Great 
Britain shall retain exclusive possession of the 
territory until the disputed eee of boundary 
should be finally-settled. lt has already been 


ment, lt was an assumption without proof. 
The most that could be pretended was, that both 
parties should stand as they were until the ques- 
tion was determined. It was a new and a most 
audacious step; now for the first time taken by 
the British authorities, so far as regards the 
Aroostook territory. 


practical attempt to enforce it by arms was new. 
(his provincial Governor threatened an instant 
interference by the military forces of Great Brit- 
ain. Was Maine to submit to this? Was she 
to cower before the threat? to abandon, to be 
driven back in ignominy and disgrace? Never! 
never! 

Mr. E. said he should not argue the question 
of the right of Maine to the territory, and the 
whole territory. That had been solemnly af- 
firmed by Congress. Congress had declared that 
Maine had a right to the soilas clear as daylight; 
and the message now asserts her right to judge 
‘of the exigency which calls for her interference. 
She has judged, and the case is therefore fully 
made out. 

Gentlemen had pressed the great importance of 
preserving pacific relations with Great. Britain. 
Mr. E. would go as far in honorably preserving 
those relations as any man. War had no charms 
forhim. The question is, what is the best mode 
of preserving peace? Is it to yield to every in- 
dignity till, having been repeated, and repeated 
without resistance, they cameatlast to be claimed 
as matter of right—-as matters of agreement? Is 
Maine now to be told that, if she raised a finger 
ìn support of her-rights, the British arms are to 
be brought forthwith against her? Was that the 
way to preserve pacific relations between the two 
countries? Give Mr.:E, leave to tell gentlemen 
that:this identical crisis had been foreseen, fore- 
told, and, in his opinion, had been brought upon 
us, by the neglect, if not:by the pusillanimity, of 
the General Government. 

_ Mr. HOWARD here asked leave to suggest, 
in the most respectful manner, to the honorable 
fo from Maine, whether it was fer the 

onor and the interest of Maine, if this matter— 
whether it was wise in one of her Representatives 
to introduce reflections of this kind against a 
past Administration, and thus jéad off the atten- 
tion of the House upon a collatefal issue?, He 
must, ofcourse know, that such accusations would 
be met, and the House engage in a dispute which 
was wholly irrelevant. .1f the present Adminis- 
tration did what the gentleman approved;and had 


The annunciation of such | 
a claim was not, indeed, a new thing; but the | 


|i to repel. 
shown that there never had been such an agree- | 


i take, why go outof his way to attack an Admin- 
istration now past? Mr. H. entertained great 
personal respect for the gentleman, and would 
suggest to him, in the most friendly manner that 
such, reflections. had better, on all accounts, be 
omitted. - : , 
Mr. EVANS said he was not. now making ac- 


i| cusations or attacks upon the course of the past 


| Administration. That was not his object. He 
had done so at the last- session, and had vainly 


li endeavored to rouse a sense of justice in the 


House. _ His object was to show that Maine-had 
! not been rash in thìs matter, and to express his 
firm conviction timt if Maine had been then treated 
as she ought to have been, this crisis would never 
have occurred. Had the bill which Mr. B. in- 
| troduced, and against which the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Howarp] had set himself in de- 
termined opposition, been passed, this difficulty 
never would have taken place. He had shown 
how cruelly Maine had been aggrieved, and had 
| pointed out a practical, pacific, and effectual rem- 
| edy; butthe House had refused to adopt it. He 
‘did not say this for the sake of complaining, or 


| accusing anybody; but he wished to fix the truth 


j| deeply. and strongly on the minds of gentlemen, 
|| go that justice may at length be done, and peace 


| hereafter preserved, if the present crisis be safely 
assed. 

If. any still thought that the State had taken 
arash step, they have not looked into the history 
of the fact; they have not reflected on the repeated 
indignities she has endured from the subordinates 
of a foreign Government, and which she had in 
vain endeavored to induce their own Government 
Things had now reached that point that 
nothing was left her-but either to surrender at 
once, or to stand for her rights like men. I can- 
not forbear again to advert to the bill of last ses- 
sion, What was the reason it did not then pass? 
Was it not because a new negotiation was then 
on foot? This was in June; and yet, had not 
this House been told in December, that not one 
word had passed between the two Governments 
in the matter since? And, within a few days, 
have they not again been told that nothing has 
yet been done? Our Government had pressed 
| us negotiation, I trust, but in vain. 

He considered then, all this talk about new 
preliminaries of new negotiations as intended 
merely to amuse the State, and induce her to re- 
main passive a little longer. There was, in fact, 
ho negotiation goingon. It had, practically, been 
suspended now for six years. Had not the Pres- 
ident himself told the House that the question of 
boundary was at this moment further from being 
settled than it had been at the close of the Revo- 
lution? . Had not Maine waited long enough ? 
! She thought so. All her people thought so; and 
| the ground she had taken she would occupy. If 
Sir Jobn Harvey had formed a similar determin- 
| ation, collision was inevitable; and every think- 
i ing man must admit theexigency to be great. It 
calls for prompt and wise action. Any expecta- 
tion of amicable arrangement, founded on longer 
procrastination, was out of the question. If any 
| gentleman thought that it would be enough for 
the General Government to tell the State of Maine 
that something should. be done, but she must, in 
the mean time, wait, and be very quiet, they de- 
ceived themselves. Maine would do no such 
thing; could do no such thing. The crisis. wag 
one which called for action; and such action as 
should satisfy the world that Maine was not to 
be left to manage this matter alone. The very 
idea that she would be so left by the General 
Government had done more than anything else 
i to push this aggression to its present height. 
The British Government were under the impres- 
sion that Maine was abandoned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Mr. E. had read in 
the Albion, a very: respectable English paper pub- 
lished in this country, an expression of the ut- 
most confidence: that the whole proceeding of 
Maine would be formally disavowed by the A mep- 
ican Government, and that she would be left to 
fight out her puny battle on her own resources. 
Such delusion must be dispelled. .J-warn gentle- 
men not to permit so fatal an error to go abroad. 
Let our conduct show that it is.a preposterous 
error.. Mr. E. trusted. that. the American Gon- 


now taken the ground he supposed they ought to. 


| to which he wished now to refer. 


gress would now say to the world that it was 
their affair, and they would maintain it as becomes 
the honor of their country. What ought to be 
done Mr. E. would not now pretend to say; he 
left that to those around him, in whose wisdom 


and experience and patriotism he had the fullest 
confidence. 


Mr. ADAMS now rose to speak, when 
_ Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

[Cries of “No!” “No!” e Withdraw it!” 
“ Withdraw it”? from all quarters of the House.] 

Mr. P., after some hesitation, withdrew. the 
motion. 

Mr. ADAMS then said that he had but a very 
few words to say, and would occupy the House 
but a very few minutes. [Goon!} He assured 
the House that he entirely concurred in almost 
every word of what had just been said by the 
honorable gentleman from Maine. A 

The SPEAKER. here desired many members, 
who had gathered round Mr. A.’s seat, to rev 
sume their places. Order being restored, 

Mr. ADAMS repeated the declaration that he 
concurred heartily in almost every word that had 


just been uttered by the gentleman from Maine. If 


in anything he fell short, it was in this, that he 
was willing to wipe outeven from his memory that 
part of the course of the Administration which 
the gentleman had censured. He was willing to 
forget that, in consideration of the pledge given 
in the message that the rights of Maine and of 
Massachusetts, and all else respecting this mat- 
ter which the United States had.a right to de- 
mand, would be pressed by the Executive power. 

But Mr, A. had risen chiefly in consequence of 
one: word in the message which related to the 
State of Maine. From the single reading at the 
Clerk’s table, which was all the opportunity Mr. 
A. had had to learn its contents, he was not quite 
sure that he had distinctly understood the passage 
He only de- 
sired that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


| should ascertain whether his impression, which 


he would now state, was correct, and, if it were, 
that they would apply the necessary remedy. 
Concurring as he did in the general tenor of the 
message, as perfectly expressive of a determina- 
tion on the part of the Executive Government to. 
maintain inviolate the rights of the nation, still 
there was also in it a tenor of advice, of counsel, 
to the State of Maine, in regard to which Mr. A. 
would confess he should have been more satisfied 
if the message had not been quite so conciliatory, 
to use no harsherterm. He referred to the coun- 
sel given to Maine by the President, to retract 
what she had done; and this not on the ground 
of its being considered the action of the Executive 
Government of the United States. This appeared 
to Mr. A. very much like putting the responsi- 
bility of all that had been done upon Maine alone; 
and it appeared further to authorize that State to 
do what Mr. A. doubted greatly that she had any 
constitutional power to do; viz: to make an ar- 
rangement with the Governor of New Brunswick, 
founded on mutualexplanations. It proposed, in 
fact, a negotiation between Maine and New Bruns- 
wick, to which the United States Government 
was not to be a party. Mr. A. had risen simply 
to request an examination of the papers by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs; he desired that 
that committee should scrutinize these communi- 
cations, to see if that was the recommendation 
given; and if it was, then he should think it was 
the duty of the House to recommend to the Pres- 
ident that he would appoint some. person to act 
for the United States in this advised accommoda- 
tion. j 

It seemed to Mr. A. that the President had 
recommended Maine to negotiate with New 
Brunswick for a compromise, thus throwing the 
responsibility on the State of Maine which ought 
to be assumed by the President of the United 
States. It was, he believed, a new thing in con- 
stitutional history, that a President of the United 
States, having here, resident at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, the Minister of a foreign Power, with 
whom he. might at any time hold communica- 
tions should correspond witha distant part of the 
Union -on a. point at issue between. that distant 
portion of the Union and an adjacent portion of 
the dominions of the. foreign Power represented 
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by that Minister, and say to her, ‘settle this 
matter between yourselves; you had better do 
what to you shall seem best about it; consider 
the great danger that must attend a state of war- 
fare, and make it up between yourselves,” 

And besides, it did appear to Mr. A., from the 
tone of the correspondence which had taken 
place between the Governors of Maine and New 
Brunswick, that they were not. exactly the par- 
ties who were in a temper fit to settle a disputed 
national question between themselves, without | 
any representative of the General Government to : 
stand by Maine in the arrangement. This | 
secmed, on the part of the Government, the as- 
sumption of a sort of neutral position. He 
hoped no such thing was intended; he hoped he 
had not correctly understood the matter; but that 
the letter of Mr. Forsyth to the Governor of 
Maine would be thoroughly examined, and, if it | 
contained no such idea, that the Committee on | 
Foreign Affairs would so report to the House, | 
orelse that they would have an understanding | 
with the Executive, so that all danger from that | 
quarter might be removed. P f i 

Mr. CRARY here moved the previous ques- | 
tion; but the Efouse refused to second it—ayes 
48, noes 89, f f 

Mr.. LINCOLN said that the peculiar position | 
which he had occupied in relation to one of the | 
States most immediately and directly interested | 
would not permit him to remain silentduring the : 
discussion of a subject so deeply important to the | 
country. It was this intrinsic importance of the 
subject which alone induced him to throw himself 
upon the indulgence of the House for some re- 
marks which naturally grew out of the position | 
which his State might seem to occupy in this mat- . 
ter before the country. 

Mr. L. stated that an appeal had been made to | 
the Executive by the State of Massachusetts on 
the very point now in controversy; and jt could 
not have escaped the observation of every mem- į 
ber how that appeal had been responded to. Pos- | 
sibly some misapprehension might have grown | 
out of the manner in which the appeal in question 
had been met. ‘This was no new subject of com- | 

laint with that people, or with their Government. 

t had been his painful duty, for years, to con- 
template it-as one of the most unpleasant portions 
of his public concern, There had been a former 
period when the peace of the country was as much 
threatened as at present; at that time, one of the 
citizens of the United States had been taken from 
his own dwelling, (from what the law declared 
to be his castle,) and carried off like a felon, and | 
incarcerated in a British prison. As great a de- 
gree of excitement had pervaded the public mind : 
then as now. It had then been Mr. L.’s lot to || 
participate in the great responsibility of those 
counsels, which, in the good providence of God, 
had proved instrumental in preserving the na- 
tional peace; and possibly from this very reason 
he could not but anticipate at present a like favor- 
able issue. He had listened with unmingled sat- 
isfaction to the language of the official communi- į 
cation which had. just been laid before the House;. ; 
and he did believe that, if the sentiments and the | 
temper which marked that executive message || 
should infiuence the counsels of the two Houses 
of Congress, all danger of a rupture of the public : 
peace would be happily removed. : i 

Were it proper to go into a view of the causes | 
which had Jed to the existing difficulties, it would | 
| 
| 
| 
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if 


not be difficult to justify the ground taken by our 
own Government in regard to the disputed terri- | 
tory. There could not remain a doubt in the; 
mind of any reasonable being that the rectitude | 
of the claims of the State of: Maine to the pos-: 
session of that territory, as an integral portion of |; 
her soil, were beyond all just controversy. No-' 
body who would look into the facts could doubt !| 
that the true boundary line between that State | 
and the adjacent British possessions was as clearly | 
defined on the actual face of the country. as it was || 
in the language of the treaty of 1783. “But while | 
he held most strongly that the right of Maine to || 
the jurisdiction of this portion of her territory |: 
was irrefragable, still he could not but think that | 
a little more forbearance on her part would better | 
have comported with the dictates of sound dis- ‘! 
cretion and enlightened patriotism. He believed | 
that the State of Maine would discredit her own 


! indueemeénts to the subjects of both countries to cut pine | 


' of an explanation from the Governor of Massa- | 
chusetts of the exercise of a right of supervision | 


Rs 


Ho. or Reps. 


wisdom, violate her own interest, and do injustice | 
to the patriotism of the nation, if she should re- ` 
fuse a little longer to forbear, in the hope that the : 
last fatal resort for the redress of national griev 
ances might be avoided. What-was the cause 
of the present discussion? An attempt to exer: 
cise jurisdiction.over a portion of country; in re 
gard to which there might have been on either | 
side a misconception as tothe right of the other | 


party. Was it a strange thing that such a mis- | 
conception should exist? Was this a matter to 
be wondered at, when for ten consecutive years ; 
it had been a debatable subject, each nation cleim- | 
ing jurisdiction over the same portion of the soil? : 
In 1832, the Secretary of State of the United : 
States addressed an official communication to-the ; 
States of Maine and Massachusetts, demanding : 
of them an account of their reasons for an en- | 
croachment by their respective agents on this. 
very territory—a letter from no Jess distinguished : 
and temperate an individual than Louis McLane, | 
inquiring how it came to pass that a land agent | 
of the State of Massachusetts was found on the | 
waters of the Aroostook. Now, if the Govern- | 
ment of our own country could feel itself justified i 
in asking such a question, was it very marvel- i 
ous that some misconception on the same sub- | 
ject should exist on the part of the British Gov- | 
ernment. 

Mr. L. hoped he should not be misconceived | 
fora moment. He intimated no doubt, for he 
had no doubt, as to the justice of the claims of 
the State of Maine; he admitted them to their 
utmost extent; and he would sacrifice all that was 
dear to himself, and much that was dear to the 
country, before he would consent she should give 
up one iota of her demand, in submission to the 
claim of a foreign Government. And he would 
now say, in behalf of his own State, although she | 
had not buckled on her armor at the indication of : 
her sister, she would be none the less true to her, 
and none the ‘ess firm in defending her and her 
rights, when it became necessary that she should | 
piace herself by her side in the front of battle. 

In 1833, this British land agent, McLaughlin, 

referred the same claims as he did now; and Mr. |! 

E. held in his hand a document which would 
show that his claims were then as much a ground | 
of complaint and remonstrance on the part of 
Massachusetts. 

. The extent of these pretensions might be 
gathered from the representations made by Mr. 
McLaughlin, subscribing himself t Warden of 
the disputed territory,’’ in a communication ad- 
dressed to Sir Archibald Campbell, under date of | 
the 28th of September, 1833; from which Mr. L. ! 
read the following extract: 


i 
‘* Since T have the honor of the appointment of Warden j 
of the territory, I have endeavored, as much as possible, to | 
prevent trespasses being made by tbe cuuligg of pine timber, | 
&e., and which, I am happy to say, has been generally 


aus | 
effected, as it is well known that there are now large quan- |} 
i 


tities stal standing adjacent to the line, from Mar’s ‘ull to | 
the Great falls, which would otherwise have been rc- : 
moved.” l 

«I'he subject to which I must now beg the honor to calt 
the attention of your Exeellency, is Watofan infringement | 
of the understanding between the Government of Great 
Britain and the United States, during the settlement of 
on of boundary, by the land agents of the States 
achusetts and Maine, who are not only holding out i 


timber on the territory in my charge, by paying them a duty : 
of two shillings and six pence per ton, but have entered 
into contracts for opening two roads to intersect, one fifty 
miles from its confluence with the St. John, and the other 
thirty miles; both of which are either to be completed this | 
fall or early in the next season. 

“It is unnecessary, and probably might be considered 
improper on my part, to animadvert on the conduct of these j 
agents; but your Excellency must be well aware of the | 
trouble it occasions in the performance of my duty; and | 
certainly there does appear something exceedingly incon- 
sistent that the land agents of these States should attempt 
to counteract the wishes—nay, I may almost say, the in- | 
structions—of both Governments to an officer who has been 
appointed to prevent collision between them.” | 


. This representation had been made (said Mr. 
L.) the occasion of a demand, by Mr. McLane, 


over the property of the Commonwealth in the | 
disputed territory, in the following language: | 

«© Sir: I have the honor to transmit. by the direction of | 
the President, a copy of a note from Sir Charles R. Vaughan, | 


Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of his |i 


Britannic Majesty, dated the 20th instant, accompanied by ! 
a copy of a letter from Sir Archibald Campbell, Lieutenant į 
Governor of New Brunswick, to Sir Charles R. Vaughan, ! 


‘| of Massachusetts for inter 


i| bell’s communication. 


| and also of a letter from Licutenant J. A. MeLaighlin to 
ir Archibald Campbell, complaining ofthe conduct of cer- 


5 
tain tand agents of the States of Maine and Massachusetts 
in the territory in dispute between the United States and 
Great Britain. Tam instructed to state that it would ben 
source of regret to the President shouid this complaint 
prove to be well founded; and in causing itto he commu: 
nicated to your Excellency, it is his earnest Wish that the 
necessary steps may be promptly taken by the proper au- 
thorities of Massachusetts to enforce a due obedieuce to 
the terms of the existing arrangement between the Govern: 
ment of the United States and that of Great Britain in re- 
gard to the disputed territory.” i 


There was something more than an admission 


| of a concurrent jurisdiction on the part of Great. 


Britain; a taking to task, even, of the Executive 
} 5 r interposing a preventive 
authority for the protection of the property in 
the lands. ‘The Secretary of State of the United 


ij States alludes “ to the terms of the existing ar- 


rangement;”’ an arrangement which, if it means 
anything, must have reference to the.‘ warden- 
ship’? of the territory claimed by.Mclaughlin, 
and made the subject of Sir Archibald Camp. 
i i It was true (continued, 
Mr. L.) this claim of British jurisdiction, now. 
i for the first time distinctly put. forth, was not 
submitted to by the Government of Massachu- 
setts. The wardenship of the territory by the, 
British agent was resisted; and, in the most earn- 
est language of remonstrance, the Federal Gov-. 
ernment was admonished that it would not be 
recognized by the Government of the State. To 
show the opinion then entertained of this extraor- 
dinary claim, Mr. L. said he would take the lib- 
erty to read the protest made by the Executive 
of Massachusetts to the Secretary of State against. 
any such pretension. : i . 

Mr. L. then read from a letter of the Governor. 
of Massachusetts to Mr. McLane, under date of 
November 1, 1833, the following extracts 

& I cannot but earnestly protest against the authority of 
any appointment on the behalf of his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, which may be regarded as a claim to the exclusive: 
protection of this property, or be deemed an acquiescence, 
on the part of the United States, in interference, under color. 
of a wardenship of the disputed territory, with that direc- 
tion to its improvement which the governments of Massa- 
chusetts and Maine, respectively, may see fit to give to their 
agents. The rights of soil and jurisdiction over it are in the 
States, and forbearance to the exercise of these rights fora 
season, from mere prudential considerations, a respectful 
regard to the wishes of the Genera} Government, or comity 
towards a foreign nation, is not to be construed into a read- 
iness to surrender them upon the issue of any proposed ne- 
gotiation.”? a 

Also, an extract from an executive communi- 
cation of the Governor of Massachusetts to Mr. 
McLane, under date of November 15, 1833: 


“ No just occasion has been given, on the part of the gov- 
ernment of Massachusetts, for the representations. trans- 
mitted to you by his Majesty’s Minister; but, on the other 
hand, that there is cause to remark that his Majesty’s ofi- 
cers of the Province of New Brunswick, by the seizure and 
sale of timber cut by trespassers on the Aroostook, and af-+ 
terwards iu the rightful custody of the agent of this Com- 
monwealth, fave been the first to violate the existing un- 
derstanding upon the subject. Indeed, sir, the unsettled 
rate of the question of boundary is daily becoming ‘more 
and more embarrassing to the exercise of the unquestiona- 
bie right of property with us. The most desirable improve- 


‘| ments of the country are repressed, and the settlement and 


| cultivation of an extensive and valuable territory altogether 
prevented. A spirit of dissatisfaction and irritation iz in- 
creasing between the border inhabitants of the State and 
Province respectively, and there is reason toapprehend that 
the governments of Massachusetts and Maine will find it as 
diMcult to forego much longer Jurisdiction over the property 
as to deny to their citizens their argent demand for its oceu- 


{| pation and enjoyment.’? 


Here was evidence both of a claim to jurisdic- 
tion on the one hand, and a direct protest on the 
other, against the act of the British authorities in 
appointing a warden, as he was denominated, 
who should interfere to prevent the improvement 
of the territory, or interfere in any manner with 
the property of Maine or of Massachusetts. Yet, 
from the year 1833 to 1839, this warden had been 
maintained in office by the British Government. 
And now it was held that an act naturally enough 
; consequent upon his appointment was a just foun- 


i 
i A h k Š 

‘| dation for a declaration of war; and this without 
j + 


allowing any opportunity for explanation. 

Mr. L. could not believe that war was at all 
necessary. If the jurisdiction was proved to be 
in the United States, it must result from the line 
of boundary as described in the treaty of 1783, 
This was to be settled in its practical application 
upon a survey and an appeal to the monuments, 

both natural and artificial, which clearly defined 
i the course of that line as intended.by the treaty. 
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Boundary Question—Mr. Cushing. 


A “Ho: oF Repu. 


It.did not become Mr. L. to question the mo-| 


tives, nor perhaps the wisdom of the measures, 
on the part of the State of Maine, which had led 
the country into the present exigency; but it did 
occur to him, as the Representative of a State 
deeply interested in the issue, that we ought not 
at once to rush into the conflict; and he must be 
ermitted to say that the measures taken by the 
Executive Government of Maine were not-such 
as were best calculated to effect a settlement of 
the question consistently with the peace of the 
nation. Had the Governor or the Legislature of 
that State directed a different course to be pursued, 


should we now have been met by the threatening | 


language and the military array of the British 
authorites? To capture a few, or ‘even many 
trespassers, was it necessary to carry into this 
disputed territory two hundred bayonets and a 
six-poundér? Certainly, this would furnish to a 


jealous opponent some little ground to suspect | 


that the object wad something other than to cap- 
ture trespassers who were stealing logs and drag- 
ging them over the lines. And if, in consequence, 
there had been a military array called out to meet 
this show of force on our part, might it not have 
been the result of misunderstanding, which alittle 
temperate explanation would remove? It was ob- 
vious that the two parties had mutually mistaken 
the intentions of each other; and it was but rea- 
sonable to entertain a hope that the difficulty might 
be compromised. 

Mr. L. observed that, in this matter, he acted 
undera higher responsibility than some gentle- 
men in that House; and this made him the more 
forward in making the suggestion that it was best 
to forbear and to conciliate. He rejoiced the sub- 
ject was proposed to be sent to a committee on 
which there was a Representative from the State 
of Massachusetts. 

The present Governor of Massachusetts, in his 
late message, had manifested a highmindeg regard 
to tho interest and the honor of the State. He 
was possessed of intelligence quite adequate to a 
just apprehension of the whole subject, while in 
his firmness, coolness, and enlightened patriot- 


ism, all would confide; and he had declared that, | 


after the subject had been referred to the General 
Government, if an appeal should be made to 
Massachusetts, she stood ready to lend her whole 
force to the maintenance of the national rights 
and honor. Massachusetts had preferred taking 
counsel of the wisdom of this legislative body, 
rather than of the excited feclings of those whose 
vicinity to the scene excluded, in some degree, 
that calm, collected, and dispassionate view of 
the whole subject which the crisis so eminently 
demanded. Mr. L. invoked for her course, on 
this occasion, a calm and considerate judgment. 
Ade had risen that it might be seen that at least 
one Representative from a region more especially 
interested in the controversy, was willing to com- 
mend to the House and the nation a spirit of con- 
ciliation and forbearance. 

Mr. CUSHING said that, in the present stage 
of this business, he had but a very few remarks 
to make; and in what he wished to say he should 
endeavor to feel admonished of the extreme ten- 
derness of the question, and of the critical posi- 
tion of the country. 

He could not enter into the merits of the con- 
troversy between the United States and Great 
Britain, in regard to the northeastern boundary. 
He-could not condescend to debate any further that 
point. The United States has already discussed 
1t too long; or, if there was to be any more dis- 
cussion of that point, this House was not the 
place for it. This House had, in common with 


the Senate, unanimously adopted a resolution | 


affirming, inthe most ample terms, the territorial 
rights of Maine and Massachusetts; the resolu- 


tion of the House being in the following emphatic | 


words: 

“Resolved, That after a careful examination and delib- 
erate investigation of the whole controversy between the 
United States and Great Britain, relative to the northeastern 
boundary of the former, the House of Representatives do 
not entertain a doubt of the entire practicability of running 
and marking that boundary in strict conformity with the 
stipulations of the definitive treaty of peace of 1783; and 
entertain a perfect conviction of the justice and validity of 
the title of the United States to the full extent of ail the 
territory in dispute between the two Powers.» 


With which resolution before us, he should 
consider it indecorous, and a needless waste of 


time, to. reopen that question here before this 
House. f 

But I desire (said Mr. C.) to call the attention 
of gentlemen to the precise merits of the new and 
incidental question which has now grown up, 
that the true state of the facts may be understood 
in all quarters, misapprehensions corrected, and 
the responsibility for the result rest with Great 
l| Britain, where it justly belongs. 
‘| Neither the House nor the country, it seems to 


i| of Great Britain and the United States at this 
moment. The message, as suggested by the gen- 


4 


the face of it, seem to indicate a full perception of 
| this, or come up to the apparent exigency; though 
| reasons of State may hive called for and may 
|| justify some suppression in this respect on the 
part of the President. 


retensions of the colonial authorities of Great 
Britain, to show what is doing there. How isit 
| inthe North? We have heard much of the success 
of a distinguished pacificator in restoring a peace- 
|| ful state of things there; but the fires of indignation 


Britain avd the misconductof the ruling party in 
Upper and Lower Canada have awakened, are 
smothered, not extinguished; and it needs but 


vouring flame, to spread like lightning from Maine 
to Michigan. In the Northwest we find Great 
Britain tampering with the Indians under our 
jurisdiction; keeping them in her pay; subsidiz- 
ing them; supplying them with munitions of war; 
preparing them, as of old, to dash upon our fron- 
tier settlements, and to subject these anew to all 
the horrors of savage warfare. How isitin the 
West? Is not the whole of the vast country in 
and beyond the Rocky Mountains intruded upon 
and usurped by the subjects of Great Britain? 


cause of offense against it, wo find it striking a 
the whole South. 

angr 
behooves them to look over the whole ground. 


croachment on the part of Great Britain be ar- 
rested, either by moderation in her councils, or 
by fear, the time must and will come, when her 
power and ours cannot coexist on the continent 
of North America. And I say this, that the 
House may duly appreciate the importance of the 
present.contingency. 

Now, in regard to this controversy, I shall ex- 
clude, so far as possible, all expression of the 
natural feelings of indignation which. the preten- 
sion of Great Britain is calculated to awaken. 
That pretension is the monstrous one that the 
treaty of peace of 1783 was a grant or concession 
by Great Britain to the United States; that it was 
a deed of land from her to us; and whenever 
doubts arise concerning its import, the construc- 
tion is to be in favor of the grantor; and that we, 
the people of the United States, hold the soil on 


at their own hazard, not by inheritance, derived 
from that generation to the succeeding one, not 
by the’ victories of the Revolution and by con- 
quests on the field of battle, but by mere grant 
and concession from the favor of Great Britain. 
The same pretension she undertakes to apply to 
all the rights appertaining to the soil and sover- 
eignty of the 


North America. Sothat, whenever Great Britain 
j| chooses to lay claim to any part of the United 
States, no matter how groundless and scandalous 
may be the claim, no matter if the tract of country 
she sets up a claim to, be, and always has been, 
occupied by us, at that instant, on the mere set- 


ereign of the United States is revived, and she is 
to be intended to be in the possession, construct- 
ively, of the country claimed, and, though not in 
faet having the possession, is to be suffered to 


me; is fully alive to the delicacy of the relations | 


tleman from Maine, (Mr. Evans,]} does not, on.! 


But how stands the.fact? We have these threat- | 
ening events in the Northeast, and these new į 


i| along that whole line, which the misrule of Great : 


the touch of a spark to rekindle them into a de- į; 


And, as if the British Government did not mean | 
that any part of the United States should want | 


deadly stab at the dearest of the vital interests of 
Under these circumstances, while I deprecate | 


collision on the northeastern frontier as: 
|| deeply as any one can, yet I tell gentlemen it} 


i| which we dwell, not by the colonization and set- | 
tlement of it which our forefathers accomplished 


nited States, such as the fisheries | 
and the navigation and use of the seas adjoining | 


ting up of the claim, her right as the ancient sov- | 


Unless the all-grasping spirit of universal en- : 


take possession of it, and to exercise exclusive 
jurisdiction over it until she may choose to give 
up her claim; converting us, the people of the 
United States, as the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Wise] truly suggests to me, into the mere 
tenants at will of. Great Britain. . That is the 
point on which this present. controversy, this 
claim on the part of Great Britain to the exclu- 
sive possession of the valley of the Aroostook, 
hinges. 

This pretension was, for the first time, asserted 
by Sir Charles Vaughan, in 1827, in a letter to 
Mr. Clay. He said: 

tc The territory is still in dispute ; the sovereignty and ju- 
risdiction over that country have consequenuy remained 
with Great Britain, it having been in the occupation and pos- 
session of the Crown previously to the conclusion of the treaty 
of 1783." i 

Mr. Clay indignantly repudiated the idea that 
whatever territory in North America Great Britain 
claims, she is to be regarded as having occupation 
and possession of constructively, as the mother coun- 
iry, and demanded that 

“ The Government of New Brunswick should cease from 
the exercise of all and every act of exclusive jurisdiction 
within the disputed territory, until the question of right is 
settled.” 

Our Minister in Great Britain was instructed 
to meet and rebut this pretension in the most de- 
cisive terms. He did so. It was attempted tobe 
maintained hy the Earl of Aberdeen in behalf of 
Great Britain, with the weapons of diplomatic 
chicanery and old mother country insolence, 
which belonged to such a pretension; for it is in- 
decd a point impossible to be yielded by the Uni- 
ted States; it is vital to our very independence; 
we might as well return to colonial vassalage 
again at once, as give up the assertion ‘of our co- 
equal independence, and of the coequal rights of 
soil owing from it, which is the fundamental 
principle of the treaty of pence. 

Now for the application of this principle. From 
1783 to 1816, no mortal man heard of a claim of 
Great Britain covering the valley of the Aroos- 
took. The whole of the claim, indeed, to the 
disputed territory, so called, is a progeny of the 
war of 1815. Itis a belligerent device—the at- 
tempt to get possession of a tract of country 
lying between New Brunswick and Lower Can- 
ada. What is not hers by right, and what she 
could notobtain by conquest or purchase, she has 


| endeavored to obtain by diplomacy. The claim 


itself is groundless and absurd; but, making the 
claim, she proceeds to claim the possession also, 
by virtue of the pretension I have stated. On no 
other ground can Sir John Harvey undertake to 
exercise exclusive jurisdiction on the Aroostook, 
The lands there are held under grants of Massa- 
chusetts or Maine, going back more than thirty 
years. The governments of Massachusetts and 
Maine have had jurisdiction there down to the 
present time, surveying the land, giving permits 
to cut timber, removing trespassers and the like, 


| just as upon lands within the undisputed limits 


of Maine. The exclusive jurisdiction of New 
3runswiek in this region has never been asserted 
and enforced as against Maine. For it is to be 
remembered that this dispute has happened on 
the Aroostook. The arrest of individual citizens 
of Maine, which have heretofore taken place, 
have been in the Madawaska country. The 
Madawaska is a northerly branch of the St. 
Johns, the Aroostook a southerly one, and the 
valley of the latter is in the southernmost portion 
of the disputed territory, which the King of the 
Netherlands assigned to the United States. I 
suppose it is on this account that Great Britain 
has practiced more forbearance in regard to the 
Aroostook than the Madawaska, and in the former 
has refrained hitherto from the attempts to en- 
force exclusive jurisdiction, which she has prac- 
ticed in the latter. At any rate, the House will 
admit Great Britain has no right of exclusive 
jurisdiction; that her claim of right is founded 
on a pretension utterly and palpably untenable; 
that she has neither right of exclusive possession, 
nor exclusive possession in fact. 

Has the Government of the United States made 
any agreement conferring on her the right (tem- 
porarily or otherwise) to the exclusive possession 
of this territory? I shall not go back to cast re- 
flections on the Government of the United States. 
It has, in my judgment, much atoned for past 


1939.] 
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error by the decision of its present course. A new 
crisis hasarrived. [stand upon the correspond- 
ence between Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Fox, to which 
this affair has given rise. Whatever misconcep- 
tion there may haye been concerning. this, ọn the 

art of any officer of the British Government, or 
in this country, there is, at any, rate, no such 
agreement. Great Britain can plead misconcep- 
tion no longer. She must now enter upon a new 
course of measures.. She. has. not exercised 
hitherto exclusive or forcible jurisdiction on the 
Aroostook; she roust now cease to claim the right 
to do so hereafter, under this pretended agree- 
ment, which the United States never made. And 
the conclusion to which I come on the whole mat- 
ter is this: the understanding actually had has 
either been misconceived, or willfully misinter- 
preted, by the British authorities or officers in 
America. It does not seem even to have been 
so understood in England. At the very outset of 
the affair, iù 1827, the proposal for an understand- 
ing, it appears, came from Mr. Canning, who 
s‘ suggested the propriety of abstaining on both 
sides, pending the suit, from any act of sover- 
eignty over the contested territory.’’ Here is the 
suggestion of the wnderstanding. And whatever 
statements of it occur in the correspondence of 
the subordinate functionaries of the two Govern- 
ments from that time to this, I have a remarkable 
declaration, made by Lord Palmerston, the. pres- 
ent Foreign Secretary, in a debate in the House 
of Commons, an the 24th. April, 1837, as I find it 
reported in the London Times: 

“Sir R. Peel.said: Is the province of Maine in the oceu- 
pation of any part ofthe disputed territory ? 

“ Lord Palmerston replied: The disputed territory, or at 
any rate the greater part of it, is in onr occupation at pres- 
ent, Upon the understanding (hat neither we nor any other 
party, shall exercise any of the rights belonging to perma- 
nent territorial sovereignty. 

“Sir R. Peel. I do not see how any arrangement of that 
sort can be made. 
party or the other. 
jects ? 

& Lord Palmerston. Itis not settled at all at present; it 
is oceupicd by vast forests of wood, and it is understood 
that neither party is to cut the wood until the differences 
are settled in one way or.the other.” 

These two declarations are each very different 
from that of Sir John Harvey, who undertakes 
anassertion by force of exclusive jurisdiction, not 
only unsupported by, but in direct opposition to 
the declaration of Lord Palmerston. In resisting 
this pretension of Sir John Harvey, the Govern- 
ment of Maine is right, as he is wholly wrong in 
making the pretension, [tisa pretension which 
cannot and will not be tolerated by the United 
States. 


Is it oecupied entirely by British sub- 


In regard to thé conduct of the government of | 


Maine, there is one important consideration to 
be borne in mind. There is a question of State 
rights at the bottom of this. I have heard it de- 
nied whether Maine had any constitutional power 
todo what she has doné. Such is not my read- 
ing of the Constitution. Each State has an inde- 
Feasible right to the integrity of her territory, 
which the United States cannot curtail but with 
her consent. Each State has an indefeasible 
right to defend the integrity in arms, if need be, 


by her own force, if that of the United States be | 
not athand. Struck, she must and should strike. |! 
Such is the sacred right of sclf-preservation, i! 


‘fhe land must be occupied by one | 


sanctified by the great charter of the Union, and | 


by the first principles of human action, which are 
superior to all the constitutions on earth. The 
Constitution contains the following clause: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 


any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war in time 
ef peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 


State or witha foreign Power, or engage in war, unless act- į 


ually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not admit 
of delay.” zeny i 

I shall not inquire whether the Governor and 
Legislature of Maine did or not start in the best 
possible manner, Thatis a question passed. The 
wheel of time has rolled over it, and, in the prog- 
ress of events, we have reached another and a 
graver issue. 


cumstances, full constitutional power to arm in 
her own detense, and to withstand and repel hos- 
tile invasion. The power is expressly given to 


Sir John Harvey is in the act of | 
invading the State of Maine, and invading it un- ;! 
der pretensions which neither the peace nor the | 
honor of the United States can tamely endure. | 
The State of Maine possesses, under these cir- | 


her by the Constitution; and herein, atleast, the 


law is not silent amid the din of arms. She had | 


the power, and she has judged, as she might and 


must, whether or not. the exigency. had arrived | 
for the exercise of the power; and, having armed | 
herself, has invoked. the aid of the Federal Gov- | 


ernment in defense of the integrity of her own 
soil and that, of the. United States. 

Of the part which it now becomes the duty of 
Congress to 


ent, because I do not wish to anticipate or pre- 


judge the action either of the Committee on For- ;' 


eign Affairs or of the House. 


Mr. PICKENS rose and said he desired to ` 
trespass for as short a time as possible upon the ; 
The subject under their | 
consideration was painfully delicate and deeply | 
| interesting.. He desired to say nothing that would | 


attention of the House. 


precipitate us, directly or indirectly, into that 
which all wise men would like to avoid: Mr. P. 
regretted that gentlemen had thought it-:necessary 
to go into the details of the past history of this 
controversy; he would rather avoid that at pres- 
ent. 
what had fallen from the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and he en- 
tirely agreed with him in one observation partic- 


ularly, and that was, thatat present he was will- | 


ing to. ‘forget the past.”? It was a remark full 
of wisdom and patriotism. 
forbear an examination or censure of what had 
occurred in the progress cf this unpleasant con- 
troversy. Mr. P. would prefer to meet the pres- 
entstate of the question—to stand upon the issues 
now made—and act under the circumstances with 
which we were surrounded. 


the message of the President, now before us, 


| made a proposition to leave the adjustment of this 
| controversy to the governments of Maine and | 


New Brunswick, &c. In this he thought the 

gentleman had misunderstood the message. 
_Mr. P. had had no opportunity of judging its 

contents, except by the hasty reading given of it 


by the Clerk at the desk; and he had conversed , 
with no gentleman as to its substance; but he un- | 


derstood that part which the gentleman referred 


| to as rather advising and expressing a hope that 


both the Governors of Maine and New Bruns- 
wick might pause, and that those who had been 
captured on both sides might be mutually re- 


leased, and that the militia ordered out might be į 


peaceably disbanded. It was rather an expression 


of desire that things might take this direction, : 


and the affair be terminated, than leaving it, as 
was supposed, to New Brunswick and Maine to 
settle and adjust it. ‘his was his understanding 
of that part of the message. 

Batthe gentleman [ Mr. Apams] had pronounced 
the message too pacific for him. Now, the pacific 


tendency of it (if it were so) was to him (Mr, P.) : 


its highest recommendation. He thought it was 
due to the dignity of the matters involved that it 
should be pacific. He could see no objection to 
its pacific character at present. He deprecated 


the allusions made to the probability of war; we ; 


should move with delicacy on that point. He 
had listened with deep pain to that portion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Evans] 


which intimated that, if the President sapposed : 
| that peace could be preserved, he was mistaken. 


The gentleman had said it was now too late for 
that, for the conflict of arms had already taken 
place, in all probability, on the frontier. He 
hoped and trusted that in this the gentleman was 
mistaken. Others had made similar remarks. 


_ He earnestly desired that peace might be pre- | 
| served; and he had no doubt it could be. 
| cility and indecision now, at this juncture, would 
| bring war; but decision and firmness would pre- 


serve peace and our honor too. As to the contro- 
versy of the past, he would desire to say but little; 
he would, however, take this occasion to say that 
he had examined it, and, as to the question of the 
location of the true line, under the treaty of 1783, 
there was not a jury of twelve men, even in Eng- 
land, who, under oath, could refuse us a verdict 
upon the facts of the case; it was a question too 
clear for controversy. And as to the possession 
of the particular section of country where the con- 
flict had taken place, it bad for thirty years been 
setiled by our citizens under grants from Massa- 


perform, I shall say nothing at pres- | 


He had listened with profound attention to |; 


He also desired to | 


The gentleman | 
{Mr. Apams] had observed that he understood | 


{mbe- | 


chusetts. The pretensions of exclusive jurisdic- 
tion set up by Great Britain arose from the ground 
i that she-considered our sovereignty.as commene- 
ing only from the Declaration: of Independenge 
or the treaty of peace; and that, therefore, in all 
disputed territory, she would exercise jurisdic- 
| tion from the claims of prior severeigniy.. This, 
Mr. P. considered rather a fiction... The treaty 
of 1783 was signed by-independent equals. i 

_ He would:here-say in the past Maine had been 
wronged—deeply wronged—by whom -he would 
not now say; but he would say she. had also 
wronged herself. 8 

The gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Cusn- 
ING] had alluded to other points. of difficulty be- 
tween us and Great Britain, and to one in whick 
the South was vitally interested. Yess he held 
in his hand the correspondence recently published 
between the British Cabinet, through Lord Pal- 
merston; with our Minister and Government; it 
‘| related to the vessels that had been-driven by 
| storm. upon the coast of Bermuda, with slaves 
from this section of country, destined for New 
Orleans, and which had been seized by the British 
il authorities and liberated. i oe 8 

The SPEAKER intimated that it was not in 
order, : ; BS 

Mr. PICKENS said he did not intend ‘to dig+ 
i cuss it. The British Cabinet, in this correspond- 
ence, had taken the ground distinctly, and., so 
i communicated it to our Government, that they 
could not, under any circumstances, recognize the 
right of property in persons. ‘They had conse- 
quently, in the case of one of the vessels, (the 
Interprise,) postively refused indemnity, because 
it happened after their act of emancipation to the 
West India Islands. Í 

Mr. P. had perused this correspondence with 
the deepest indignation. The Government had, 
by it, set up the right to decide for us in what 
our property should consist. It struck a high- 
handed blow at our independence: But he would 
forbear to pursue the subject, and only say that, 
rather than submit to its arrogant assumptions, 
he would prefer to see the country, from the Pa- 
tapsco to the Sabine, laid low in one smoking ruin. 
This was one amongst the many points at issne 
between us and Great Britain, to which the gen- 
tleman (Mr. Cusuine] had alluded. , The con- 
troversy on the northeastern boundary had pre 
sented a tangible issue before.us, and, he thought, 
the more decided the movements were,.the better 
for the peace of the two countries. He thought 
the strong military movements of Maine, if. con- 
ducted with judgment, would tend. to prevent 
conflict; that if only small numbers on both, sides, 
and equally divided, were to meet, there would 
be greater danger of conflict of arms. He, there- 
fore, differed from the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts furthest. from him [Mr. Lincony] in his 
censure upon the Governor of Maine in his call 
for a strong armed force. oa : 

Mr. LINCOLN said that Mr. P. had misun- 
derstood him; that he referred to the first move- 
ment to drive off trespassers, and merely said 
that that was a military movement. 

Mr. PICKENS was glad to understand this 
from the gentleman; and what he intended to ad- 
vance was, that the most decided movements at 
this juncture would be, in the end, the most 
peaceable. He deprecated anything that might 
finally tend to war between us and Great Britains 
he hoped there would be no occasion to make 
that last sad appeal. But if it was to be forced 
upon us, he would pledge his all upon the con- 
test. In this matter, to a transient observer, at 
first sight, Maine might seem to be alone inter- 
ested; but we are all bound together under a sa~ 
cred compact; we belong to a common Confed- 
eracy,and havea common country; and although 
| I represent a remote section, yet the cause of 
‘Maine is our cause. And if war must come, 
IÍ (which may God in His mercy avert!) although 
;| it would be desolating in its effects to my sec- 
| tion of country, yet we had met such events be- 
li fore. Our treasure had been advanced, and our 
| blood shed, in a war for those who were remote 
| from us; we could do it again, notwithstanding 
‘| their unkindness to us. Not only docs our 
ii honor call in the present case, but it is so *f nom- 
‘inated in the bond;” and dreadful as its effects 
ii may be upon my country, yet you shall cut from 
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me the “pound of flesh,” although it should | 
take from my heart the last ‘drop of blood.” j; 
The crisis calls for prudent, wise, firm councils. į 
Mr. P. regretted that some gentlemen seemed to | 
speak as if war was certain. He did not think 
so. He judged from the message and ‘papers 
now before us that there would be no permanent 
conflict. He felt assured that the interests of the 
two countries were deeply identified in: peace, 
and their wisdom and justice would preserve it. 
But if we were to be dragged into a war, the 
world should know that we would go into it as 
one man, , 2 . 
~ Mr. SERGEANT said he had but a very few 
words to say. The'gentleman from Maine [Mr. |! 
Evans] had made a remark he (Mr. $.) did not | 
assent to; though, in othér respects, that gentle- | 
man had shown that he thoroughly understood | 
this subject, and that he felt it as deeply as he un- ; 
derstood ‘it. The remark was to this effect: that 
the Executive of ‘the United States did not seem || 
to comprehend ‘the exigency of the occasion, nor | 
to have aóted up to'it. If this remark were ap- 
pied to the past, Edo not know that I should | 
iffer much from the gentleman from Maine. F: 
do believe—nay, I am fully convinced—that, for | 
some years past, the various exigencies which | 
have arisen, or been threatened, in relation to this 
matter, however obvious, have not been looked || 
at as carefully, nor acted upon as energetically, | 
by the Government here in Washington, as they | 
ought to have been; and hence it has happened | 
(as any one who will trace the history of this con- || 
troversy may readily perceive) that, for ten years | 
past, the British Government and its oflicers have, | 
unfortunately, been allowed to take up errors at 
our expense, until at last they have endeavored 
to persuade themselves of one great and ruinous 
error, the immediate cause of our present diffi- 
culty and danger. It is this: that there has been 
an understanding, or a sort of agreement or com- 
act, of some sort or other, express or implied, | 
y which, pending the controversy in, relation to | 
the boundary line, they were to have exclusive 
jurisdiction over the disputed territory. To that 
error ‘the exigency of the present occasion (too ! 
striking and serious. to escape observation) has 
drawn the attention of the Executive, and he has | 
corrected it; and, with it, he has'corrected the 
Governor of New Brunswick, and taken from that i! 
officer the whole ground on which he stood; for, |; 
ìf L understand him correctly, the Governor of || 
New Brunswick justifies himself entirely on the 
round that there is an agreement between the |: 
United States and his country, by which the lat- | 
tor is to have exclusive jurisdiction over this ter- | 
ritory. That, then, is precisely and distinctly | 
contradicted. in the message of the President; and |) 
henceforward the Goveramentof the United States || 
takes the ground that Maine has taken, namely, 1 
that no such jurisdiction exists.” I believe thor- 1 
oughly that there is not, and has not been, any |j 
i 
‘ 
| 


such agreement or understanding. Itis impossi- | 
ble. I believe it, not only on the high authority |; 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Lin- 
CoLN,] but on authority which I find in our own | 
history. 

Eleven. years ago. there was a correspondence 
on the same subject between the then Secretary N 
of State, Mr. Clay, and Sir Charles Vaughan, i 
the British Minister here. Looking to that, you |; 
will find no allusion, even to such an understand- ?! 
ing; but the Minister of England takes the | 
ground of their right, not their understanding; | 
and the argument is to this effect: that, before : 
the treaty of peace, the possession and sover- |i 
eignty of the whole were in the Crown of Eng- i 
land; and that they sò remained until the right |) 
of the United States is established—that is until |! 
the line is settled; for I cannot otherwise under- j; 
Stand the argument that they remain there until |! 
we establish out legitimate right to dispossess | 


them. But there-is the ‘root of all this. Sir || 


Charles Vaughan did not pretend to any under- li 
standing; he goes upon what he asserts to be the i] 
righi. The Government of the United States, to ` 
this day, denies the right: of jurisdiction on the |! 
part of England; and Mr. Clay, in his Jetter i 
written in the year 1828, protests against such a f 
claim. Now, after this protest of 1828, the thing || 
having been slept over.from that time to this, || 
Great Britain has wrought up. this alleged, buti 


ji 
H 


: Britain. 


entirely unfounded, claim of right growing out 
of her alleged jurisdiction with an express under- 
standing between the two Governments. I can- 
not account for it on any other ground than this: 
that there has been of late a seeming acquies- 
cence on the part of thé United States, or rather 
a want of decided contradiction. But there never 
was such an acquiescence as to justify the claim 
of jurisdiction by Great Britain on the ground 
of understanding. This may bea difficult, and, 
as one would suppose, a dangerous question in 
the form in which recent incidents present it; but 
neither of these considerations furnishes any rea- 


į son why it should not be carefully examined and 


decided; on the contrary, there ‘is every motive for 
decision. Indicision, procrastination, is the cause 
of this frontier conflict, if any has taken place. 
Indecision on the part of the General Govern- 
ment is the cause of blood being shed, if any has 
been shed. Now, J say that the Government of 
the United States does at length comprehend the 
present emergency, because a result has come, as 
every man who watches the course of things 
carefully cannot fail to see, in which every step 
that is taken may precipitate us into a condition 
which all would avoid, if with honor it can be 
avoided, and which, if it does come, as the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. ‘Prompson] 
says, comes because it must come. No man ever 
invited it. Waris always a calamity, and not to 
be sought. 

But the case, such as it is, is to be looked in 
the face with a firm but prudent regard. The 
honor of the nation must be maintained. The 
peace of the nation must not be heedlessly jeop- 
arded. Steps:having been taken on the part of the 
government of Maine and of the local Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, we ought now to know 
and make known what the United States—the 
nation—will do. We should no longer be left in 
doubt whether Maine is to go on alone; whether 


she is to be left to take care of herself, or do as | 
she may think fit. Unless the Government of | 


the United States in some way make known what 
it deems to be its rights, and the extent to which 


it will go in support of them, you will have a | 


war there, whether you desire it or not. For 
aught we know, you may have a war there at 
this very moment. Butif the United States, look- 
ing to these rights as national rights, with the 


weight of her authority as a nation, announces | 
her determination, then, at once, a new character : 


is given to the controversy—a character of so- 
lomnity and power to command respect. From 


that moment, those who have looked lightly upon | 


the fact of a few militia being sent out of the 
State of Maine into this territory, will regard the 


| matter in a different cian and surely no Gov- 


ernor of New Brunswick, in such astate of things, 
will venture to say to the Government of the 
United States what the present Governor of that 
Province has said to the Governor of Maine, nor 
to hold out such threats as he hasdone. Sir, 
this is a complicated case. I do not mean to enter 
into the question as to this land being claimed 
by cession or grant. That is a pretext of Great 
It is a fallacy. There was no grant or 
cession. 
war, as in other cases of conquest; and the treaty 
of peace defined the boundaries and fixed the 
limits, as in all other wars. 
we acquired by our own strength, and not by 
grant. We acquired it as we acquired our inde- 


pendence—by the favor of Heaven upon our | 


arms in a just cause. It is ours, as our inde- 
pendence is. Great Britain says she has a right 
to the possession until we can show a better one. 
In law, the possession has always been in us. 
There was no actual possession, and in that case 
the possession follows the right. 

I have said the question is complicated. We 


have a national question about boundary, but this 
question involves in it the question of territory of | 


two States of the Union. If the boundary is es- 
tablished according to our claim, what is within 
it belongs to Massachusetts and Maine; if not, 
their dimensions will be proportionally reduced. 
If, I say, our claim is not correct, the soil is theirs; 
the jurisdiction is theirs; and they have aright to 
peaceable possession, and that, too, within a rea- 
sonable time. Weare bound to aid them and 
enforce their just rights, by settling the question 


The land was taken by conquest, in | 


Within those limits į 


of the line, and to restore to them the possession 
and enjoyment of that which is theirs. How long 
are they tó wait? We must not trifle with their 
rights and interests: The national question, fix- 
ing the United States boundary, might admit of 
delay. Itis for ourselves alone. But the rights 
and interests of Massachusetts and Maine impose 
upon us a duty we must not neglect If we do, 
I will not say they may not take care of them- 
selves in such way as they best can. 

` But, sir, another serious consideration arises 
in connection with this latter point. It is this: 
that just exactly as the decision of the question is 
procrastinated, new pretensions are set up, every 
one of which you have to unravel. I hope the 
last of them is now disposed of; and that the mes- 
sage of the President, and the declaration of Con- 
gress, will place the question in such a_ position 
as to convince the people of the United States, as 
well as the Government of Great Britain, that it 
must be brought to a speedy settlement; and I do 
hope, whatever else may happen, that the admo- 
nition furnished by the present collision will have 
a proper effect on the two Governments; and if 
both duly appreciate and take it to heart, as a 
matter which seriously touches the peace and 
welfare of both, in a right spirit, I have no fear 
that anything has yet occurred to prevent a just 
and amicable settlement. 

But it is most evident that the management of 
this controversy, involving the peace and honor 
of the nation, ought not to be suffered to fall into 
hands of less authority or strength than those of 
the nation. The nation must furnish the coun- 
sels, and the nation must furnish the force. We 
must decide the momentous questions of peace 
and war, and the Exccutiveis bound to take care 
that they be not committed to others. Above 
all, they must not be left to chance; to casual 
collision of trespassers, or to local or subordinate 
authorities, to involve us in war, by bringing 
about a state of things which may leave us no 
choice. The Government of the United States 
mustdoits duty—promptly, fully, and effectually; 
or leave to the State of Maine the benefit (if such 
it be) of the argument, that she must take care of 
her own interests in her own way. 

The Committee of Foreign Affairs will now 
have charge of this grave subject. It will be for 
them, looking at it in all its bearings, to indicate 
the course which, in their opinion, is due to the 
occasion. This Government must be placed in 
front. It must be the party, Its whole authority 
and power must be put forward to calm irritation, 
to allay tumult, to give pause for reflection, and 
afford assurance that justice will be done, cost 
what it may cost. In this way I have no doubt 
peace may be preserved, and our rights secured. 

Mr. EVERETT said he had desired the mes- 
sage should have been committed without debate, 
Events may have transpired which would present 
a new aspect to the question. Before this hour 
a change has unquestionably taken place—either 
a conflict, or the parties have taken positions in 
which none was to be expected. If a battle has 
been fought, a state of war exists. If the parties 
have withdrawn their forces from the disputed 
territory, the immediate dispute is at an end. In 
this state of uncertainty he thought all debate 
premature, and worse than useless. It tended to 
produce a premature excitement. And who could 
answer for the effects of the excitement.that might 
originate here on the country, in. connection 
with other causes of excitement? Look at your 
whole northern frontier, in connection with the 
Canada question. The gentleman from South 
Garolina (Mr. Pickens] has alluded to a subject 
of deep interest to the South. Who, I repeat, 
can answer for the effect of the excitement that 
may be produced by a premature debate in this 
House? The magnitude of the subject overrides 
all party considerations. It is a question of 
peace or war with one of the most powerful na- 
tions. Who can estimate its duration or its con- 
sequences? It should be well considered. A day 
or two will put us in possession of all the facts; 
and he had hoped that until then all debate would 
have been suspended. On this occasion he had 
not expected an exciting debate from members 
of the States immediately interested. They now 
ask the aid of the United States, to whose unim- 
passioned judgment he had hoped they would 
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have submitted their claims.. Least of all had he 
expected to have heard opinions.in advance from 
a gentleman who was not only interested in the 
question, but also a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. He must say to that gentle- 
man that, in his opinion, be had disqualified him- 
self from acting:.on the'committee on this ques- 
tion; and he expressed a hope that he would, on 
this occasion, withdraw from it. For one, he 
should be unwilling to take his opinion as a safe 
direction for the action of this. House. 

‘Mr. CUSHING rose for explanation. The 
gentleman from Vermont was proceeding in a 
pretty cavalier way to disqualify and disfranchise 
him (Mr. C.) from acting on the Committee on 
Foreign ‘Affairs, because of what he had said on 
the pending question. He desired him to put his 
finger on the part of his remarks open to any 
such exception. It was news to him that a mem- 
ber from any State was not to speak on a subject 
which particularly concerned theinterestsor honor 


of his State; or that a member of a committee was | 


precluded from discussing the class of topics ap- 
pertaining to such committee. Just the contrary. 
Did the gentleman from Vermont abstain from 
speaking in regard to Indian affairs when before 
the House? es 

Mr. EVERETT... I gave. way: to permit the 
gentleman. to. put a question, not to interpose a 
speech. Iwill answer his question. I shall not 
put my finger on any part-of his speech; I put my 
hand on his whole speech. 


I repeat, sir, I deprecate any premature excite- į 
A debate has been | 


ment here or in the country. 
entertained; a debate tending to produce deep cx- 


citement, under which the subject was about to | 
be committed to the Committee on Foreign Re- | 


lations; whose report, as well from the individual 
character of its members as from their official sta- 
tions, would havea commanding influence over 
the action of this House and over the opinions of 
thiscountry. Ifanything I can say willbe heeded 
by the committee, [ would present to them some 


considerations on which I desire they may report. | 
Iam aware how unpopular and unpatriotic it may 


seem "to Some to attempt to arrest theexcited feel- 
ings of the House; but my. only desire is that we 
deliberate before we act. I do not intend to give 


my opinions in advance, but to present to the į 
p 


committee some subjects for consideration. 

I would call their attention to the controversy. 
What is it?) Ido not understand from the mes- 
sage that it involves the ultimate right of Maine 
to the disputed territory. Her right, in the opin- 
ion of this House, is unquestionable. This House 
has so resolved. Yet, on the part of Great Brit- 
ain, the right is not conceded. It remains a sub- 
ject of controversy. That controversy is not the 
one now at issue. I regret, sir, that It is not the 
issue; that issue ought to have been made long 
ago, and decided. 1 ask the attention of the com- 
mittee to the real issue. Is it not this: That 
British subjects, without the license of cither Gov- 
ernment, are committing trespasses — cutting 
timber—on the disputed territory? Maine con- 
tends for the right, in common, to drive them off. 
Great Britain contends for the exclusive right to 
remove them. Is not this the direct question in 
issue? And does it involve any further question 
than this, who has the possession of the disputed 
territory until the question of right between the 
United States and Great Britain is settled—Great 
Britain claiming the exclusive right, and Maine 
claiming aright in common! Does it not, then, 
tome back to the issue; who shall drive off the 
trespassers? I again express my regret that a 
question should have arisen on a point so collat- 
eral to the great subject. of dispute. 

The next consideration that I would suggest is 
as to the right of Maine to compromit the United 
States to war. Here I desire to be understood, 
that if a foreign nation should invade the undis- 
puted ‘territory of a State, such State may in- 
stantly expel the invader, and that it would be 
the duty of the United States to furnish instant 
aid if required. Butin the present case, however 
clear, in our opinion, may be the right of Maine 


to the territory, yet as between the United States | 
and Great Britain the question of right is unset- | 


tled. Itis a question of boundary, depending on 
a treaty; a question yet in controversy. Setting 
aside all pretense of any agreement as to the pos- 


| sively between the United States and Great. Brit- 


j an agreement in the diplomatic records of the 


session, (which I may notice hereafter,) ‘is not 
this the situation of the question, as between the 
United States and Great Britain? Is not the right | 
of possession, as well as the right of soil, yet in 
dispute? And between what parties is the con- 
troversy?. Is it not between the. parties. to the 
treaty under which the controversy arises—a 
controversy as to the boundary between the two | 
nations? i 

Mr, HOWARD rose to make an inquiry. The 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Evererr] had al- 
luded to the claim set up by Sir John Harvey of 
exclusive jurisdiction over this territory. The | 
suggeStion which the gentleman had made, wheth- | 
er this must not be considered as an affair alto- | 
gether belonging to the Government of the United 
States, was one well worthy of consideration. 
Bat the inquiry which Mr. II. wished to put to 
the gentleman from Vermont was this: whether 
the claim on the part of Sir John Harvey to ex- 
elusive jurisdiction was not to the exelusion of | 
the authorities of the United States as well.as of | 
the authorities of Maine? f 


t 
| 
1 


Mr. EVERETT. Certainly;the British claim || 


the right to exclusive possession; and this gives | 
it a stronger claim to be considered a national ques- ! 
tion. Isitthen competent for the State of Maine 

to become a direct party in the controversy? Fs | 
it not,.in every part of it; a controversy exclu- | 


ain? Has Maine any more right to interpose on 
a question of the right of possession than of the | 
right of soil? I had occasion at the last session 

to refer to this subject,in the debate on the Cher- 
okee treaty. The Executive then advanced the 
doctrine thata State could interfere with the exe- 
cution ofa treaty. I then suggested this case as 


OD 


; pended until the evidence was produced? Oùght 
| the correspondence to have'ceased at the fioint it 
i did? Ought not the Executive to have replied to 

the last letter of Mr. Fox, by'a demand of a 
| withdrawal of the British troops until the evi+ 
dence was produced? ‘How Gould ‘he have re= 
sisted the demand? He‘had the power to give 
the order.. He represents the British Govern- 
ment in all its: relations with the United States, 


{ 
i 
i 
| 
i A j P 
| The issue is made by him. - If there was no agree- 


i| ment, all pretense of justification -is at an end. 


We accepted the issue; if there was such an 
agreement, he is right, and we are wrong; We 
demand the evidence, and on our demand he was 
bound to stay all proceedings until the evidence 
was produced. I ask the consideration of the 
committee particularly to this question: why was 
not this demand made? : j : 

I have submitted these considerations; not only 
i for the reflection of the committee, but ‘for the 
country. Ona question so important, on which 
there is so little time to deliberate, when we may’ 
be so soon called to act, I have thought it proper 
to present such considerations as seemed to me 
proper to aid us in arriving at a just conclusion. 

said, in the commencement, that I should offer 
suggestions, not opinions. 1, for one, shall en- 
deavor to profit by every suggestion or argu- 
ment from any quarter; and trust’ that we shall 
| arrive at such conclusions as the honor and best 


i 


| interests of the country require. 
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one to which the doctrine would apply, and to its 
consequences. : 
I am aware, sir, that these suggestions call į 
on the committee to question the leading prin- 
ciple of the message. As I understand it, from 
the reading at the table, it fully sanctions the | 
right of Maine to interpose in the controversy. | 
If this be correct, I again express my regret that 
Maine had not chosen to make the grand point 
of the controversy; that, instead of sending ‘an 
armed force to drive off trespassers, she had not 
taken possession of the whole territory, to which 
we have resolved she has an undoubted right. 
There is another subject I would recommend 
to the consideration of the committee. I take it 
for granted that, in point of fact, there never was 
any agreement by which the exclusive possession 
of the disputed territory, until the right was set- 
tled, was conceded to Great Britain. I under- 
stand from the message there is no trace of such 


Department; and no one will regard any verbal 
arrangements, should such be alleged to bave been | 
made. Taking this, then, for granted, I ask the 
committee to ascertain what have been the acts | 
of the parties; whether Great Britain has claimed 
any such agreement, and whether we have ad- 


mitted it, or acquiesced in the claim; and if it į! 


should appear that Great Britain has claimed it, 
and complained of its infraction, and we have 
acquiesced, or even apologized, how far this may 
be authority for the present claim of exclusive 
jurisdiction, or at least for the Governor of New 
Brunswick to make the claim. Whether we have 
not, by our own acts, conceded to Great Britain 
what she had no right to demand by express 
agreement. 

I have one article more to recommend to the | 
consideration of the committee. 

I find from the message that the Governor of j 
New Brunswick bases his right to resist the force 
of Maine on the alleged agreement of our Govern- 
ment to their exclusive possession of the country 
adinterim. He makes this point in his dispatch 
to the British Minister here. The British Min- 
ister insists on this claim; our Government denies 
it, and calls for the proof. The issue is then made 
on this agreement. The British Minister refers to 
his Government; in substance, he says he has 
not the evidence, but has sent home for it. All; 
then, is made to depend on the production of the | 
proof—of the evidence of the agreement. I ask | 
the committee to consider whether, at this point, 
we had not a right to claim that the controversy 
on the part of Great Britain should have been sus- 


| of expelling these Indians. 


In rar Senare, February 18, 1839, 


On the bill for the Armed Occupation and Settlement of 
i Florida, in reply to Mr. Cray. 


Mr. BENTON said: 
Mr. Presiwent: The objections made by the 
| Senator from Kentucky (Mr. orar) to the effi- 
ciency of the plan proposed by the bill was mät- 

ter of opinion, and could very properly be met 
by other opinions. The Senator thinks the pro- 
posed plan will be inefficient—that it will not 
accomplish the object. This is his opinion. Pre- 
cisely contrary to that is the opinion of General 
Jesup, Governor Call, General Hernandez, the 
Surgeon General, (Dr. Lawson,) General Gads- 
den, and many others who have been engaged in 
the Florida war. By all these officers the bill is 
| believed to present not only an efficient, but almost 
the only effectual mode of getting the Indians out 
i of Florida, and recovering the possession of forty- 
| one thousand square miles of our territory. This 
| is the opinion of officers of experience-—officers 
who have been engaged in the arduous service 
It is their unani- 
| mous opinion; and J content myself with oppos- 
ing this unanimous opinion of experienced officers 
to the solitary opinion of Senators on this floor 
who have never been nearer to Florida than they 
now are. ` 
The Senator from Kentucky objects to the grant 


ii of land to the settlers, but does not propose to 


| substitute anything for it. The landis the pay 
to the settlers for occupying, cultivating, and de- 
fending the country. If the land is denied them 
they get nothing, and it is not to be expected that 
men will go into such a service for nothing. Pay 
in money is out of the question. If the bill had 
proposed it we should have had almost a panic 
at the thoughts of a new army of ten thousand 
men. The bill sedulously avoids the idea of an 
army. It proposes cultivators, and gives them 
the appropriate compensation due to cultivators. 
It proposes land, and if that is refused the bill.is 
destroyed. Ea 

The'Senator from Kentucky further objects to 
the grants of Jand to the.settlers, upon the ground 
that they will waste and squander it—will sell 


|! their claims for a trifle—and will derive no bene+ 


fit from them; and he instances the case of ‘the 
soldiers of the late war who sold their claims for 
twenty or thirtydollarseach. Granted-that such 


was the fate of the soldiers’ bounty land,’ nd 
i granted that such would be its fate again, Unger a 
Similar grant, to regular soldiers; and yet nothing 


could be more absurd than -to inférithe-same-of 
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thesesettlers. In the first place, the Florida settlers 
are to be—not soldiers—but cultivators; the land 
they are to.receive is nota bounty for enlistment, 
but the pay which they are to'receive at the end | 
of their-service,. It.is the object for which they 
labor, and the reward which is to compensate 
them for their toil and risk They go to the 
country to getit. They stay there until they get 
it. They choose it themselves; and, when they 
choose it, it is.to live upon it. How different | 
was the case of the soldiers from all this. They 
had no choice of their land; it was distributed to 
them by lot; and tens of thousands of the grants 
were not worth a cent; the soldiers were at an 
immensedistance from the land—a thousand miles 
ormore from it~they knew nothing about it—in i 
many. instances were, not. able to get to it—they 
were beset by temptations and discouragements 
~and gave up- for a trifle what they knew noth- 
ing about. A most defective law permitted eva- 
sions, and the sales, though nominally declared 
void before the patent issued, were easily made 
to assume a.valid form. 

All this is different in this bill. These settlers 
will not be, like disbanded soldiers, scattered | 
through the towns and cities, a prey to speca- 
lators, but they will be at their stations in Florida 
-—in their block-houses among Indians—where 
no speculator willevercome. Instead of a lottery 
drawn by a boy to distribute unknown lands 
among them, every settler, if alive, must make 
his own choice, aud, if dead, his heir-at-law, and 
not a purchaser, must make it for him. The 
entry cannot be made by a purchaser, assignee, 
attorney, or anybody whatever, but the settler, 
if alive, and, if dead, by his heir-at-law. After 
the entry is made, there can be no alienation of 
the land, even by judicial sale, until twelve months 
ufter a patent issues; and if attempted to be alien- 
ated, a ready, perfect, cheap, easy, and. certain 
method is provided for invalidating such aliena- 
tions. In this respect the bill before the Senate 
differs from all that have preceded it. So that 
there is not the least danger that these settlers 
will squander their lands. ‘They are not soldiers, 
but tillers of the earth, and, therefore, will hold 
on to their share of the earth. They do not take 
their laud by lyt, but by choice, and therefore 
they know what they get. They are not a thou- 
sand miles off, but at the spot, and ready to enter 
on their land. They mast make the entry, or the 
land cannot be had. ‘They cannot alienate for a 
year after the patent issues, when they will know | 
the fall value of their property. For all these 
reasons, the objection of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky can have no application to these settlers, 
howsoever just it might be in relation to regular 
soldiers, aa 

Mr, B. then read the sections of the bill which 
related to the grant of land to the settlers, to cor- 
roborate the- statements which he had made, and 
called upon the Senate to mark the effectual man- 
ner in which they secured his rights. The fol- 
lowing were the sections read: 

“Seo. 2: And be it further enacted, That, at the return 
of px and removal ot the Endians, each settler who shall 
bave complied witu these conditions, or his widow and 
heirs-at law, in the event of his death, shall be entitled toa 
bounty of three hundred and twenty acres of land, to be 
selveted from any of the public lands in the district in which 
he sctuled,iu the peninsula of Jlorida, or east of the Su- 
wanne river, or adjacent keys and islands; the said selec- 
tion to be made by the settler according to priority of set- 
tement, so that first settlers shall have first choices; but, 
when two or more settlers in the same district shall have 
settled on the same day, priority of choice between them 
shall be decided by lot. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, as soon as the 
surveys can be safely commenced, all the public lands east 
of the Suwanne, and also in the peninsula of Florida and 
in the neighboring Keys and istands fit for cultivation, shalt 
be surveyed ; and land offices shail be opened for receiving, 
in addition to their other duties, the entries of the settlers 
who can prove a compliance with the conditions mentioned 
in this act, and, to aid such proof, copies of the book con- 


pining the names of the settiers shall be deposited in such 
offices. > ` 

‘+ Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That one land office 
shall he opened in the distriet of country north of the lati- 
tude of the mouth of the Withlacoochee ; another in the 
disiriet south of that line and north of a line drawn across 
the peninsula from the southern extremity of Tampa Bay ; 
and a third in the district south of that line and ineluding 
the remainder of the peninsula; and the settlers: within 
these respective districts shall cacti be confined to his own 
disfrict in setecting aud entering his bounty Jand. 

* Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That the bounty 
lands hereby granted shall be free of taxes, and inalien- | 


able, even by judicial sale, until the patent issues, aad also | 


for one year thereafter; the said patent shall issue to the 
original settler if alive, and if dead, it shall then issue to 
his heirs at-law and widow, if he has left a widow, to be 
held and divided by them according to the laws of Florida ; 


and every alien-tion of any such bounty land, even by ju-- 


digial process, made before the issuance of the patent, or 
within one year thereafter, shall be null and void ; and the 


i| intrusive possessor, by virtue of any pretended sale, lease, 


devise, gift, or transfer, contrary to this act, may be turned 
out-of possession at auy time by an action of ejectment in 
the name of the original settler or of his widow and heirs- 
at-law, or any one or more of them, or in the name of any 
subsequent purchaser, after the said land becomes legally 


alienable; and full damages shall be recovered in the same j 


suit against the intrusive possessor as a trespasser and dis- 
seizor.”? 

Having read these sections of the bill, Mr. B. 
appealed to the Senate to say if the objection of 
the Senator from Kentucky was not entirely in- 
applicable. ‘The case was wholly different from 
that of soldiers of the regular Army. What 
happened to these soldiers cannot. happen to the 
settlers under the bill. They would not sell their 
lands for a trifle, if they could; and they could 
not, if they would. The widow and the heirs- 
at-law, or the settler himself, or any subsequent 
purchaser, after the land was alienable, can easily 


set aside the sale; and that without limitation of | 


time, and recover in the same suit, all the inter- 
mediate rents and profits. 
lands of the late war had been placed under the 
same guards, and they had been required to go 


and make their own selections and their own en- į 


Ifthe soldiers’ bounty ; 


tries, they would never have been squandered : 


away for a few dollars in hand. 
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In rue Senate, February 22, 1839, 
On the bill to prevent the interference of certain Federal 


officers in elections. 


Mr. CALHOUN said: 

Mr. Presinent: I belong to that political school 
which regards with a jealous eye the patronage 
of this Government, and believes that the less its 
patronage the better, consistently with the ob- 
jects for which the Government was instituted. 


‘Thas thinking, L have made no political move of | 


any importance, for the last twelve or thirteen | 


ears, which had not for its object, directly or 
indirectly, the reduction of patronage. But, not- 
withstanding this, I cannot bring my mind to 
support this bill, decidedly as I approve. of its 
object. Among other difficulties, there is a con- 
stitutional objection, which I cannot surmount, 
and which I shall, without further remark, pro- 
ceed to state and consider. 

This bill proposes to inflict the penalty of dis- 
mission on a large class of the officers of this 
Government, who shall electioneer, or attempt 
to control or influence the election of public func- 
tionaries either of the General or State Govern- 
ments, without distinguishing between their of- 
ficial and individual character as citizens; and the 
question is, has Congress the constitutional right 
to pass such a law? That, again, involves a 
prior and still more general question: has this 
Government the authority to interfere with the 
electoral rights of the citizens of the States? 


h . . ` 1 
In considering this general question, I shall 


assume, in the first place, what none will deny, 


that it belongs to the States separately to determ- | 


ine who shail, and who shall not, exercise the 
right of suffrage; and, in the second, that it be- 
longs to them, in like manner, to regulate that 
right; that is, to pass all laws that may be neces- 
sary to secure its free exercise on the one hand, 
and to prevent its abuse on the other. I next ad- 
vance the proposition, which no one in the least 
conversant with our institutions, or familiar. with 
the Constitution, will venture to question, that as 
far as citizens are concerned, this right. belongs solely 
to the States, to the entire exclusion of the General 
Government, which can in nowise touch or inter- 
fere with it without transcending the limits of 
the Constitution. Thus far there can be no dif- 
ference of opinion. ; 

But a citizen may be also an officer of this Gov- 
ernment; which brings up the question, has it the 
right to make it penal for him to use his official 


power to control or influence elections? Can it, 
for instance, make it penal ina collector, or other 
officer, who holds a bond, in his official character, 
on a citizen, to threaten to enforce it, if he should 
refuse to vote for his favorite candidate? I regard 
this proposition as not Jess clear than the pre- 
ceding. Whenever the Government invests an 
individual with power, which may be used to 
the injury of others, or the public, it is manifest 
that it not only has the right, but that it is in 
duty bound to prevent its abuse as far as prac- 
ticable.. But it must be borne in mind that a cit- 
izen does not cease to be one in becoming a Fed- 
eral officer. This Government must, accordingly, 
take special care, in subjecting him to penalties 
for the abuse of his official powers, that it does 
not interfere in any wise with his private rights 
as a citizen, and which are, as has been stated, 
under the exclusive control of the States.. But 
no such care is taken. either in this bill or the 
substitute proposed by its author. Neither makes 
any distinction whatever between the official and 
private acts of the officer asa citizen. The broadest 
and most comprehensive terms are used, compre- 
hending and subjecting all acts, without discrim- 
ination as to character, to the proposed penaity. 
Under its provisions, if an officer should express 
an opinion of any candidate, say of a President 
who was a candidate for reélection, whether fa- 
vorable or unfavorable, or to whisper an opinion 
relating to his administration, whether good or 
bad, he would subject himself to the penalty of 
this bill, as certainly as if he had brought the 
whole of his official power to bear directly on the 
freedom of election. That a bill containing such 
broad and indiscriminate provisions, transcends 
the powers of Congress, and violates, in the ofi- 
cer, the electoral rights of the citizen, held under 
the authority of his State, and guarantied by the 
provision of the Constitution which secures the 
freedom of speech to all, is too clear, after what 
has been said, to require additional illustration. 


, It cannot pass without enlarging the power of the 


Government by the abridgment of the rights of 
the citizen. 

But, it may be replied, that there are instances 
where the Government has subjected its officers 
to penalties for acts of a private character, over 
which the Constitution has given it no control, 
Such undoubtedly is the fact, and its right to.do 
so, in the instances referred to in the discussion, 
cannot „be denied; but all such cases are distin- 
guished from that under consideration by lines 
too broad to be mistaken. In all of them the acts 
prohibited were, in the first place, such as were 
incompatible with the official duties enjoined; as 
in the case of the prohibition of commissaries to 
purchase or deal in articles similar to those that 
are made their official duty to purchase, in order 
to prevent fraud on the public. And in the next, 
the acts prohibited involved only civil rights, be- 
longing to the officer as an individual, and not 
political rights, which belong to him asa citizen. 
‘The former he may yield at pleasure, without dis- 
credit or disgrace, but the latter he cannot sur- 
render without debasing himself, and giving up a 
sacred trust vested in him, by the State of which 
he is a member, for the common good; nor can 
this Government demand its surrender, without 
transcending its powers and infringing the rights 
of the States and their citizens. 

It may also be said that, in most cases, it would 
be impossible to distinguish between the official 
and the political acts of the officer, so as to sub- 
ject the former to penal restraints without inter- 


| fering with the latter; and that it would, in prac- 


lice, render ineffective the admitted right of the 
Government to punish its officers for the abuse 
of their official powers. It may be so; but little 
or no evil can result. Whatever defect of right 
this Government may labor under, in such cases, 
is amply made up by the plenary power of the 
States, which has an unlimited control over the 
electoral rights of its citizens, whether officers of 
this Government or not. To them the subject 
may be safely confided. Itis they who are par- 
ticularly interested in seeing thata right so sacred 
shall not be abused, nor the freedom of election 
be impaired. We must notforget that States and 
the people of the States are our constituents and 
superiors, and we but their agents; and that if the 
right in question be abused, or the freedom of 
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election impaired, it is they, and not we, who 
must mainly suffer, arid who of. course are the | 
best judges of the evi] and the remedy. If the 
policy of the States demands it, they may impose 
whatever restraint they please on the Federal offi- 
cers within their respective limits, in order to 
guard against their control: or influence in elec- 
tions; and, if it be necessary, to divest them en- 
tirely of the right of suffrage. To those who are 
so much more interested and competent to judge 
and act on this subject than we are, I am for 
leaving the decision as to what ought to be done, 
and the application of the remedy. Entertaining | 
these, views, I am forced to the conclusion that 
this bill is unconstitutional, and if there were no 
other reason to oppose its passage, would be com- 
pelled to vote against it, 

But there are others sufficiently decisive to 
compel me to withhold my support, were it pos- 
sible te remove the constitutional objection. So 
far from restricting the patronage of the President, 
should the bill become a law, it would, if I mis- 
take not, greatly increase his influence. He has 
now the almost unlimited power of removing the 
officers of this, Government—a power, the abuse 
of which has been. the subject of much and, in 
my opinion, of just complaint on the part of the 
Chamber to which the mover of this bill belongs, 
on the ground that it was calculated to increase 
unduly the power and influence of that department 
of the Government. Now what is.the remedy 
this bill proposes for that evil? To put restric- 
tions on the removing power? The very reverse. 
To make it the duty, as it is now the right of the 
President to remove, and in discharging this high 
duty he is made the sole judge, without limitation 
orappeal, The fate of theaccused would be ex- 
clusively in his hand, whether charged with the 
offense of opposing or supporting his administra- 
tion. Can any one, the least conversant with 
party morals, or the working of the human heart, | 
doubt how. the law would be executed? Isitnot 
certain that it would be most rigidly enforced 
against all officers who should venture to oppose 
him, either in the Federal or State Governments, 
with a corresponding indulgence and lenity to- 
wards those who supported him? A single view, 
without prolonging the discussion, will decide. | 
Should there be a President of such exalted virtue | 
and patriotism as to make no discrimination be~- 
tween friend and foe, the law would be perfectly 
useless; but if not, it would be made the pretext 
for indiscriminate removal of all who may refuse 
to become his active and devoted partisans; and | 
it would thus prove either useless, or worse than | 
useless. 

With the object which the mover of the bill 
has in view, it seems to me he ought to take the : 
very opposite course, and instead of making it | 
the duty of the President to remove, he ought to 
impose restrictions on the power of removal, or 
to divest him entirely of it. Place the office- | 
holders, with their yearly salaries, beyond the 
reach of the Executive power, and they would, 
in a short time, be as mute and jnactive as this 
bill proposes to make them. Their voice, I prom- 
ise, would then be scarcely raised at elections, or 
their persons be found at the polls. 

3ut suppose the immediate object of the bill | 
accomplished, and the office-holders rendered per- 
fectly silent and passive: it might even then be 
doubted whether it would cause any diminution 
in the influence of patronage over elections. It 
would, indeed, greatly reduce the influence of | 
the office-holders. They would become the most 
insignificant portion of the community, as far as 
elections were concerned. But just in the same 
proportion as they might sink, the no less formid- 
able corps of office-seekers would rise in import- 
ance. The struggle for power between the ins | 
and the outs would not abate in the least in vio- 
lence or intensity, by the silence or inactivity of 
the office-holders, as the amount of patronage, 
the stake contended for, would remain undimin- 
ished. Both sides—those in and those out of 
pov s turn from the passive and silent | 
ody of incumbents, and court the favor of the | 
active corps that panted to supplant them; and | 
the result would be an annual sweep of the former, | 
after every election, to make room to reward the | 
latter, and that on whichever side the scale of į 
victory might turn. The consequence would be i 


| rotation with avengeance. The wheel would turn 
round with such velocity that anything like a sta- 
ble system of policy would be impossible. Each. 
temporary occupant that might be thrown into 
office by the whirl, would seize the moment to 
make the most of his good fortune before he might 
be displaced by his successor, and a system (if 
such it might be called) would follow not less cor- 
rupting than unstable. f 

With these decisive objections, I cannot give 
my support to the bill; but I wish it to be dis- 
tinctly understood that, in withholding it, I neither 
retract nor modify any sentiment I have expressed 
in relation to the patronage of this Government. 
I have looked over, since the commencement of 
this discussion, the report I made as chairman of 
a select committee on the subject in 1835, and 
which has been so frequently referred to in debate 
by those on the opposite side of the Chamber, 
and I find nothing which I would omit, if I had 
now to draw it; but much which time and reflec- 
tion would induce me to add, to strengthen the 
grounds I then assumed. There is not a sen- 
tence in it incompatible with the views I have 
presented on the present occasion. 

I might here, Mr. President, terminate my re- 
marks, as far as this bill is concerned; but as the 
general question of patronage is at all times one 
of importance under our system of Government, 
and especially so, in my opinion, at this present 
juncture, I trust that I shall be indulged in offer- 
ing my opinion somewhat more at large in refer- 
ence to it, 

If it be desirable to reduce the patronage of the | 
Government, (and I hold it to be eminently so,) 
we must strike at the source—the root, and not 
the branches. It is the only way that will notin 
the end prove fallacious. The main source of 
patronage may be found in the powers, the rev- 
enue, and the expenditures of the Government; 
and the first and necessary step towards tls reduction 
is to restrict the powers of this Government within 
ihe rigid limits prescribed by the Constitution. Every 
extension of its powers beyond would bring 
within its control subjects never intended to be 
placed there, followed by increased patronage and 
augmented expenditure and revenue. 

We must in the next place take care not to call 
the acknowledged powers of the Government into 
action beyond the limits which the common in- 
terest may render necessary, nor to pervert them 
into means of doing what it was never intended 
by the Constitution we should have the right to 
do. Of all the sources of power and influence, 
prevention of the powers of the Government has 
proved in practice the most fruitful and danger- 
ous, of which our political history furnishes many 
examples, especially in reference to the money 
power, as will appear in the course of my re- 
marks, 

After restricting the powers of the Government 
within proper limits, the next important step 
would be to bring down the income and expend- 
itures to the smallest practicable amount. Itisa 
primary maxim under our system, to collect no | 
more money than is necessary to the economical 
and constitutional wants of the Government. We 
have, in fact, no right to collect a cent more. | 
Nothing can tend more powerfully to corrupt pub- | 
lic and private morals, or to increase the patron- | 
age of the Government, than an excessive or sur- 
plus revenue, as recent and sad experience has 
abundantly proved. Nor is it less important to 
restrict the expenditures within the income. It 
is, in fact, indispensable to a restricted revenue, 
as the increase of the former must, in the end, 
lead to an increase of the latter. Nor must an | 
exact administration, and a rigid accountability, 
in every department of the Government, be neg- 
lected.” It is among the most efficient means of 
keeping down patronage and corruption, as well 
as the revenue and expenditures, just as the op- 
posite is among the most prolific source of both. 

It is thus, and thus only, that we can reduce 
effectually the patronage of the Government, to 
the least amount consistent with the discharge of 
the few, but important duties, with which it is 
charged, and render it what the Constitution in- 
tended it should be, a cheap and simple Govern- | 
| ment, instituted by the States, for their mutual | 
| security, ore 
erty and tranquillity. 


and more perfect protection of their lib- | 
Itis the way pointed out 


by Jefferson and his associates of the Virginia 
school, which has ever been distinguished for its 
jealous opposition to patronage, as the bane of 
our political system, as is so powerfully. illus- 
trated in the immortal documents. so frequently 
referred to in this discussion—the report- to- the 
Virginia Legislature on the alien and sedition law, 
in the-year 1799. eo! . 
But there.is, and ever has been, from the first, 
another and opposing school, that regarded patr 
ronage with a very different eye, not asa bane, 
but as an essential ingredient, without which. the 
Government would be.impracticable; and whose 
leading policy.is, to enlist in its favor the more 
powerful classes of society, through their interest, 
as indispensable to its support... If we cannot 
take lessons from this. school, on the question of 
reduction of patronage, we may at least learn, 
what is of vast importance to he known, how and 
by what means this school hag reared up a sys 
tem, which has added so vastly to. the power and 
patronage of the Government, beyond what was 
contemplated by its framers, as to alarm its 
wisest and best friends for its fate... With the 
view of furnishing this information, so intimately 
connected with the.object of these remarks, I pro- 
pose to give a very brief and rapid narrative of 
the rise and progress of that system. 


At the head of this school stands the name of 


| Hamilton, than which there is none more distin- 


guished in our political history. He is the per- 
fect type and impersonation of. the national or 
Federal school, (Í use party names with reluct- 
ance, and only for the sake of brevity,) as,Jefler- 
son is of the State-rights. Republican school. 
They were both men of eminent talent, ardent 
patriotism, great boldness, and comprehensive 
and systematic understanding. They were both 
men who fixed ona single object far ahead, and con- 
verged all their powers towards its accomplish- 
ment. The difference between them is, that Jeffer- 
son had more genius, Hamilton more abilities; the 
former leaned more to the side of liberty, and his 
great rival more to thatof power. They both have 
impressed themselves deeply on the movements 
of the Government, but as yet Hamilton far more 
so than Jefferson, though the impression of the 
latter is destined in the end, as I trust, to prove 
the more durable of the two. 

It has been the good fortune of the school of 
which Mr. Jefferson is the head to embody their 


i principles and doctrines in written documents, 


(the report referred to and the Virginia and Ken- 
tucky resolutions,) which are the acknowledged 


| creed of the party, and may-at all times be re- 


ferred to in order to ascertain what they are in 
fact. The opposite school has left no such written 
and acknowledged creed, but the declaration and 
acts of its great leader have left little doubt as to 
either its principles or doctrines. In tracing them 
a narrative of his life and acts need not be given. 
Jt will suffice to say that he entered early in life 
into the army of the Revolution, and became a 


| member of the military family of Washington, 


whose confidence he gained and retained to the 
last. He next appeared in the Convention which 
framed the Constitution, where, with his. usual 
boldness, he advocated a President and Senate 
for life, and the appointment by this Government 
of the Governors of the States, with a veto on the 
State laws. These bold measures failing, he re- 
tired from the Convention, it is said, in disgust; 
but afterwards, on more mature reflection, became 
the zealous and able advocate of the adoption of 
the Constitution. He saw, as he thought, ina 
scheme of Government which conferred the un- 
limited power of taxing and declaring war, the 
almost unbounded source of power in resolute 
and able hands; hence his declaration that, though 
the Government was weak in its organization, it 
would, when put inaction, find the means of sup- 
porting itself; a profound reflection, proving that 
he clearly saw how to make it, in practice, what 
his movements in the convention had failed to ac- 
complish in its organization. 

Nor has he left it in doubt as to what were the 
means on which he relied to effect his object. 
We all recollect the famous assertion of the elder 


: Adams, that the “ British Constitution,” restored 


to its original principles, and freed from corrup- 
tion, was the wisest and best ever formed by man; 
and Hamilton’s reply, that the British Constitu~ 
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tion, freed from corruption, would be impractica- 
ble, but, with its corruption, was: the best that 
ever existed. To realize what was intended by 
this great man, it must be understood that he 
meant not corruption in its usual sense of bribery. 
He was too able and patriotic to resort to such 
means, or to the petty policy this bill is intended 
to prevent. 
was on too small a scale for him. Likeall great 
and comprehensive. minds, he acted on masses, 
without much regard to individuals. He meant 
by corruption something far more powerful and 
comprehensive; that policy which systematically 
favored the great and powerful classes of society, 
with the view of binding them, through their in- 
terest, to the support of the Government. This 
was the single object of his policy, and to which 
he strictly and resolutely adhered throughout his 
career, but which, whether suited or not to the 
British system of Government, is, as time has 
shown, uncongenial and dangerous to ours. 
After the Constitution was adopted, he was 
placed at the head of the Treasury Department, 
a position which gave full scope to his abilities, 


and placed ample means at his disposal to rear’ 


up the system he meditated. Well and skillfully 
did he use them. Eis first measure was the adop- 
tion of the funding system, on the British model; 
and on this the two schools, which have ever 


since, under one form or another, divided the | 


country, and ever will divide it, so long as the 
Government endures, came into conflict. They 
were both in favor of keeping the public faith, 
but differed as to the mode of assuming the pub- 
lic debt, and the amount that ought tobe assumed. 


The policy of Hamilton prevailed. The amount | 


assumed was about eighty million dollars, a vast 
sum for a country so-Impoverishéd, and with a 
population so inconsiderable as we then had. 
The creation of the system, and the assumption 
of so large a débt, gave a decided and powerful 
impulse to the Government, in the direction in 
which it has since continued to move, almost con- 
stantly. as 

This was followed by ameasure adopted on his 
own responsibility and in the face of law, but 
which, th 
tention or opposition, has proved the most pow- 
erful of all the means employed in rearing up and 
maintaining his favorite system. 
Treasury order directing the receipt of bank notes 
in the 
the first link in that unconstitutional and unholy 
alliance between this Government and the banks, 
that has been followed by such disastrous con- 
sequences, I have, Mr. President, been accused 
of extravagance in asserting that this unholy 
connection with the paper system, was the great 
and primary cause of almost every departure 
from the principles of the Constitution, and of 
the dangers to which the Government has been 
exposed. Iam happy to have it in my power to 
show that I do not stand alone in this opinion. 
Our attention has lately been attracted by one of 
the journals of this city, to a pamphlet contain- 
ing the same sentiment, published as far back ag 
1794, the author of which was one of the pro- 
foundest and purest statesmen to whom our coun- 
try has ever given birth, but who has not been 
distinguished in proportion to his eminent talent 
and ardent patriotism. In confirmation of what 
I assert, I will thank the Senator from North 
Carolina, near me, (Mr. SrRancE,] to read a par- 
agraph, takten from the pamphlet, which contains 
expressions as strong as any Í have ever used in 
reference to the point in question. 

Mr. STRANGE read as follows: 


“ Funding and banking ‘systems are indissolubly con- 
nected with every commercial and political question, by an 
interest generally at enmity with the common good. In 
the great edses of peace and war, of fects and armies, and 
of taxation and navigation, their cries will forever resound 
throughout the Continent, “Whereas the undue bias of 
public officers is bounded by Known salaries, and persons 


eri 


tyul 


will constitute an engine of Government analogous to the 
English system. Can republicanism safely intrust a tegis- 


Either of these modes of operation: 


ough at the time it attracted little at- || 


I refer to the | 


ues of the Government, and which was | 


lative paper junto with. the management of sucha war? If 
it does, no prophetie spirit is necessary to foretell that pa- 
per will be heaped upon liberty, from the same design with 
which mountains were heaped upon the giants by the dis- 
solute junto of Olympus.” E'I 

Mr. CALHOUN. Thè next movement he 
made was the boldest of the whole series. The 
union of the Government with the paper system 
was not yet complete. A central control was 
wanting in order to give to it unity of action, and 


This he sought in a national bank, with a capital 
of $10,000,000, to be composed principally of the 
stock held by the public creditors; thus binding 
more strongly to the Government that already 
powerful class, by giving them, through its 
agency increased profit and a decided control 
over the currency, exchanges, and the business 
transactions of the country. On the question of 
chartering the bank, the great battle was fought 
between the two schools, 
and obstinate, but victory ultimately declared in 
favor of the national Federal school. 

The leader of that shool was not content with 
those great achievements. His bold and ardent 
mind was notofa temperto stop short of the end 
| at which he aimed. His next movement was to 
seize on the money power, and he put forth able 
reports, in which he asserted the broad principle 
that Congress was under no other constitutional 
restriction in the use of the public money but the 
general welfare, and that it might be appropriated 


lated to promote the general interest, and as 
freely to the objects not enumerated as those that 
were specified in the Constitution. To this he 
added another and perhaps more dangerous as- 
sumption of power, that the taxing power, which 
was granted expressly to raise revenue, might be 
used asa protective power for the encouragement 
of manufactures, or any other branch of indus- 
try which Congress might choose to foster; and 
thus it Was in fact perverted from a revenue to a 
penal power, through which the entire capital 
and industry of the Union might be controlled. 
Congress was not prepared at that early stage to 
follow so bold a lead, but the seed was sown by 
a skillful hand, to sprout when the proper season 
arrived, 

When he retired from office no controlling 
mind was left to perfect the system which he had 
commenced with such consummate skill and suc- 
cess; and shortly after, under the administration 
of the clder Adams, the alien and sedition acts, 
and the quasi war with France, as it was called, 
followed the violent and precipitate measures of 
less sagacious and powerful minds, and which in 
their reaction expelled their authors from power, 
and raised Jefferson to the Presidency. 

He came in as a reformer; but, with the most 
ardent desire and the highest capacity to effect 
a reformation, he could do little to change the 
, direction which his rival had impressed at the out- 
set on the political machine. Economy, indeed, 
was iniodueed; and the expenditures reduced, 


with the paper system were too strong. to be 
bursted. The funded debt, though greatly re- 
duced by him, could not be extinguished. The 
|| charter of the United States Bank had still half 
its turn to run, and the use of banks and bank 


| had taken too strong a hold to be superseded at 
once. In the mean time, the agitation caused by 
the gigantic conflict between France and England 
reached our distant and peaceful shores, and the 
Administration was almost exclusively occupied 
in efforts to prevent aggressions on our rights, 
| and preserve our neutrality. To effect that, every 
expedient was attempted; negotiation, embargo, 
! non-importation,andnon-intercourse, butin vain. 
| War followed, and with it all hopes of carrying 
| out the reform contemplated by Jefferson when 
| he came into power failed. 

| When peace arrived, the country was deeply 
jin debt. Capital and industry had taken new 
i 


| of our foreign commerce, and the public atten- 
| tion was completely diverted from the questions 
| which had brought into conflict the two great 
|i political schools, and which had so long divided 
ithe country. 

i The season had now arrived when the seed 


a full development of its power and influence. | 


The contest was long || 


to any purpose whatever, believed to be calcu- ; 


but the ligatures which united the Government | 


notes in the fiscal transactions of the Government | 


| direction in consequence of the long interruption | 


to = 


which had been so skillfully sowed by Hamilton, 
as has been stated, began to germinate, and soon 
shot forth with the most vigorous growth. Du- 
ties came to be imposed without regard to revenue, 
and money appropriated without reference to 
the granted powers. Tariff followed tariff in rapid 
succession, carrying in their train a profusion of 
expenditures on harbors, roads, canals, pensions, 
and a host of others, comprehending objects of 
almost every description. In such rapid succes- 
sion did the protective duties follow, that, in 1828, 
in the short space of twelve years after the term- 
ination of the late war, they reached the enormous 
amount of nearly one half of the aggregate value 
of the entire imports, after deducting the reship- 
ments. - Beyond this point, the system never ad- 
vanced and fortunately for the country it did not. 
Had it continued its progress a few years longer, 
the enormous patronage which it placed at the 
disposal of the Chief Magistrate would have term- 
inated our form of Government by enabling him 
to nominate his successor, or by plunging the 
country into a revolution, to be followed by dis- 


| union or despotism, as was foretold would be the 


consequence in the report to the Legislature of 
Virginia, so often referred to, if the system it 
reprobated were carried out in practice. But, 
happily, with the tariff of 1828, the reaction 
commenced, and has been ever since progressing, 


| How or by whom it was commenced, and has 


been urged forward to the present point, this is 
not the proper occasion to state. All I propose 
now, is to trace its progress, and mark the point 
at which it has arrived. ; 

The first step of this retrograde movement was 
the overthrow of the administration of the young- 
er Adams. He came into power on. the extreme 
principles and doctrines of thé Federal national 
school, and on them he placed the hope of main- 
taining his elevation. Forthe truth of this asser- 
tion I appeal to his inaugural address and his 
messages to the two Houses at the openings of 
the annual sessions; and to expel his Adminis- 
tration from power was, of course, a preliminary 
and indispensable step towards the restoration of 
the principles and doctrines of the opposite school, 
and fortunately this was effected by a decided 
majority at the expiration of his first term. 

The next step was the final discharge of the 
funded debt; and for this important step, at so 
early a period, the country is indebted principally 
to a friend, now, unfortunately, no more—the 
amiable, the talented, the patriotic Lowndes— 
the author of that simple, but effective measure, 
the sinking fund act, passed shortly after the 
termination of the late war. 

But the most formidable of all the obstacles— 
the source of the vast and corrupting surplus, 
with its host of extravagant and unconstitutional 
expenditures, the protective tariff, still remained 


| in fall force, and obstructed any further progress 
iin the reaction that had commenced. 


By what 
decided and bold measures it was overcome is 


| well known to all, and need not be told on this 


occasion, It is sufficient to say that, after along 
and desperate struggle, the controversy termin- 
ated in-the compromise act, which abandoned 
the protective principle, and has, J trust, closed 
forever what has proved in this Government a 
most prolific source of power, patronage, and 
corruption. 

The next step in the progress, was the over- 
throw of the Bank of the United States—the cen- 
ter and soul of the paper system—a step that may 
justly be regarded as not inferior to any other in 
the whole series. That was followed by the de- 
posit act of 1836, which transferred to the treas- 
uries of the States the vast surplus, which con- 
tinued to flow in upon us, notwithstanding the 
great reduction under the compromise act. This 
decisive measure disburdened our surcharged 
Treasury, and has forced on this Government the 
necessity of retrenchment and economy, and 
thercby has greatly strengthened and accelerated 
the reaction. So necessary is the reduction of the 
income to reform, that I am disposed to regard it 
as a political maxim in free States, that an im- 
poverished Treasury, once in a generation at 
least, is almost indispensable to-the preservation 
of their institutions and liberty. 

_ The next stage in the progress was the suspen- 
sion of the connection between the Government 
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and the banks, in consequence of the suspension 
of specie payments. This occasion afforded an 
opportunity to strike the first blow against that 
illegitimate and unholy alliance. It was given 
decidedly, boldly, and vigorously, but still with 
only partial success.. The interest in favor of 
maintaining the connection was too powerful to 
be overcome at once; but though not broken the 
tie is greatly weakened, and nothing now is want- 
ing to sever forever this fatal knot, but to follow 
up what has already been done by persevering 
and energetic blows. 

This is. the point to which the reaction has 
already reached; and the question now to be con- 
sidered is, to what point oughtit to be urged, and 
what are the intermediate obstacles. to be over- 
come? Iam, for myself, prepared to answer. I 
have no concealment; my aim is fixed. It is no 
less than to turn back the Government to where 
it was when it commenced its operation in 1789; 
to obliterate all the intermediate measures origin- 
ating in the peculiar principles and policy of the 
school to which I am opposed, and which experi- 
ence has proved to be so dangerous and uncon- 
genial to our system; to take a fresh start, a new 
departure, on the State-rights Republican track, 
as was intended by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. That is the point at which I have. aimed 
for more than twelve years, and towards which I 
have persisted during the whole period, to urge 
my way, in defiance of opposing difficulties, dan- 

ers, and discouragements, and from which noth- 
ing shall drive me, (while in public life,) till the 
object at which I aim is accomplished. By far 
the most formidable difficulties are already sur- 
mounted, Those that remain are comparatively 
insignificant. 

Among these, the most important and difficult 
by far is, to separate the Government from the 
banks, but which, after the blows the connection 
has received, will require not much more than 
unyielding firmness and perseverance. Thisdone, 
the great.work of fieeing the Governmententirely 
from the paper system on which Hamilton laid 
the foundation of his whole system, will have 
been achieved. ; 

The next is to carry out, in the revision of the 
tariff, which must take place at the next or suc- 
ceeding session, the provisions of the compromise 
act, that there shall be no duty laid but what may 
be necessary to the economical and constitutional 
wants of the Government. Should this be accom- 
plished, there will be an end to the protective 
system, with all the evil that followed and must 
ever follow in its train. Nor can I believe, after 
what we have experienced, and what has been 
said during this session, that there will be any 
insuperable difficulty in effecting an object so in- 
timately connected with the peace and tranquil- 
lity of the Union. 

_ Having freed the Government from the paper 
and protective systems, the next step in import- 
ance is, to puta final stop to internal improve- 
ments, the construction and improvement of har- 
bors, and the extravagant waste on what we are 
pleased to call the pension system, but which has 
departed from every principle justly belonging to 
such a system. No Government was ever before 
burdened with an expenditure so absurd and 
monstrous. It confounds all distinctions between 
the deserving and the undeserving, and yearly 
draws millions from the Treasury without any 
just claim on the public bounty, and ought to be 

oth arrested and reformed. 

A single-step more brings the Government to 
the destined point; I mean a thorough reforma- 
tion in the administrative department of the Gov- 
ernment. I doubt not but that every branch needs 
reform. There. are, doubtless, numerous defal- 
cations in addition to those brought to light. The 
fault has been more in that system, a brief nar- 
rative of which I have given, than in those who 
have been charged with the administration of the 
Government. . For years money was as dirt. 
The Treasury was oppressed with it, and the 
only solicitude was how to get clear of what was 
considered a useless burden. Hence the vast in- 
crease of expenditures; hence the loose and in- 
attentive administration of our fiscal concerns; 
hence the heavy defalcations. Nor are these re- 
marks confined to the executive department of 


the Government; they apply to all, to the two | 


Houses of Congress as well as to other branches, 
But there is no longer a surplus. The Treasury 
is exhausted, and the work of retrenchment, 
economy, and, accountability, is forced on us. 
Reform in the fiscal action of the Government 
can no longer be delayed, and I rejoice that such 
isthe fact. Economy and accountability are vir- 
tues belonging to free and popular Governments, 
and without which they cannot longendure. The 
assertion is preéminently true when applied to 
this Government; and hence the prominent place 
they occupy in the creed of the State-rights and 
Republican school. i 

Having taken these steps, every measure of 
prominence, originating in the principles or pol- 
icy of the national Federal school will become 
obliterated, and the Government will have been 
brought back, after the lapse of fifty years, to the 
point of original departure, when it may be put 
on its new track. To guardagainsta false steer- 
age thereafter, one important measure, in addi- 
tion to those enumerated, will be indispensable, 
to place the new States, as far as the public do- 
main is concerned, in a condition as independent 
of the Governmentas the old. It is as much due to 
themas it is indispensable toaccomplish the great 
object in view. The public domain within these 
States is too great a stake to be left under the con- 
trolof this Government. Itis difficult to estimate 
the vastaddition it makes to its power and patron- 
age, and the controlling and corrupting influence 
which it may exercise over the presidential elec- 
tion, and through that, the strong impulse it may 
receive in a wrong direction. Till it is removed, 
there can be no assurance of a successful and safe 
steerage, even if every other sinister influence 
should be removed. 

It would be presumptuous in me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to advise those who are charged with the 
administration of the Government what course 
to adopt; but, if they would hear the voice of 
one who desires nothing for himself, and whose 
only wish is to see the country prosperous, free, 
and happy, I would say to them, you are placed 
in the most remarkable juncture that has ever 
occurred since the establishment of the Federal 
Government. By seizing it, you may bring the 
vessel of State to a position where she may take 
a new tack, and thereby escape all the shoals and 
breakers, among which a false steerage has run 
her, and bring her triumphantly into her destined 
port, with honor to yourselves and safety to those 
on board. Take then your ground boldly; avow 
your object; disclose your measures; and let the 
people see clearly that you intend—what Jeffer- 
son designed to do, but, from adverse circum- 
stances, could not accomplish—to reverse the 
measures originating in principles and policy un- 
congenial to our political system—to divest the 
Government of all undue patronage and influence 
—to restrict it to the few great objects intended 
by the Constitution—in a word, to give a complete 
ascendency to the good old Virginia school over 
its antagonist, which time and experience has 
proved to be foreign to our system of Govern- 
ment—and you may count with confidence on 
their support, without looking to any other means 
of success. Should they take such a course at 
this propitious moment, our free and happy in- 
stitutions may be perpetuated for generations; 
but, if a different, short will be their duration. 

On this question of patronage, let me add; in 
conclusion, that, according to my conception, the 
great and leading error in Hamilton and his 
school originated in a mistake as to the analogy 
between ours and the British system of Govern- 
ment. If we were to judge by their outward 
form, there is, indeed, a striking analogy between 
them in many particulars; butif we look within, 
at their spirit and genius, never were two free 
Governments so perfectly dissimilar. They are, 
in fact, the very opposites. Of all free Govern- 
ments that ever existed—no, I will enlarge the 
proposition—of all Governments, free or despot- 
ic, that ever existed, the British Government can 
bear the largest amount of patronage, the great- 
est exaction and pressure on the people, without 
changing its character, or ranning into revolution. 
The greater, in fact, its patronage, the stronger 
it is, till the pressure begins to crush the mass of 
population with its superincumbent weight. But 
directly the opposite is the case with ours. Of all 


Governments that ever existed, it can stand un- 
der the least patronage, in proportion to the pop- 
ulation‘and wealth of the country, without chang- 
ing its character or hazarding a revolution, Í 
have not made these’ assertions lightly. They 


| are the result of much reflection, and can be sus- 
tained by conclusive reasons drawn from the na- 


ture of the two Governments; but this is not the 
proper occasion to discuss the subject. ` 


ABOLITION. PETITIONS, 


SPEECH OF HON. ELY MOORE, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue Hotse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
: February 4, 1839, a 
On presenting a remonstrance from citizens of the District 
ot Columbia against the reception of abolition petitions, 
Ce $ SA 
Mr. MOORE said: | : 
Mr. Spzaxen: I present to the House a remon- 
strance, signed. by some several hundred citizens 
of this District, against the reception of petitions 
from citizens of the States praying for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia., The 
memorialists represent that they regard Congress 
as the local legislature of this District, standing 
in the same relation to the citizens of the District 
that a State Legislature does to the citizens of.a 
State; and that they claim the right to advise, or 
instruct the Congress, as their Toca] Jegislature, 
on all subjects relating exclusively to the local in- 
terests and municipal institutions of the District; 
and, further, that they regard the interference of 
persons residing without the limits of the Dis- 
trict, by petition or otherwise, as, intrusive and 
unwarrantable; and claim the paternal. protection 
of Congress against such interference with their 
rights and interests. I concur with the.views of 
the memorialists, and shall proceed to. vindicate 
them to the best of my abilities. TN 
I believe, Mr. Speaker, I am justified in the 
declaration that since I have had the honor of a 
seat in this body, at least one third of our time 
has been unnecessarily wasted, or mischievously 
employed—I will not undertake to say which—- 
in debating petitions, resolutions, &«.,&c., touch- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. In other words, if I am correct in 
the views which I would beg leave to submit to 
the consideration of the House before I take my 
seat, we have, for the last four sessions of Con- 
gress, consumed a large portion of our time in 
discussing a subject over which the Federal Le- 
gislature, in their Federal capacity, have no juris- 
diction. If this be so, is it not time that we 
pause? nay, is it not high time that we so.change 
our course of action on this exciting and vexa- 
tious subject as to reject, outright, all petitions 
and memorials praying for the abolition of sla- 
veryin the Districtof Columbia? Itis wellknown 
to the members of this House that all attempts 
to suppress discussion on this subject have proved 
utterly abortive. And so long as we continue to 
receive petitions from the citizens of the States 
on the subject of slavery, so long will our time, 
as heretofore, be occupied in agitating this ques- 
tion. Nay, it must be apparent to all, now that 
abolitionism has assumed a. political character, 
that this perplexing subject will become, from 
year to year, more and more embarrassing to the 
Federal Legislature, unless there shall be found 
sufficient firmness in a majority of its members 
to shut down the gate at once upon all petitions 
of an abolition character. And, sir, permit me 
to say that I am not altogether confident the 
American people do not attach undue importance 
to the “ right of petition,” when understood in 
a broad and political sense; in that sense, I mean, 
in which it has ever been regarded in England. 
When I hear gentlemen on this floor declaim 
with so much warmth and energy on what they 
are pleased to call the ‘* blessed, sacred, and ines- 
timable right of the people to assemble and. petition 
for redress of grievances,” I am sometimes. in- 
clined to believe that their zeal is not exactly 
according to knowledge, and that they have not 
duly considered the character and genius, of our 
free institutions.. ot OE 
It is true, and to my mind it is as strange as it 
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is trae, that the Congress of 1789 deemed proper 
to propose an amendinent to the Constitution rec- 
ognizing “ the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble and petition the Government for a re- 
dress of grievances.” The statesmen of that day, 
as well as those of the present, were too much in 
the habit of looking to England, not only for pre- 
cedents, but for political principles and practices. 


And from that source did they derive their ideas ! 


concerning the’ sanctity and importance of the 
right of the people to assemble and petition their 
Government, That the right of petition has ever 
been held dear and: sacred by the oppressed and 
down-trodden subjects of Great Britain, is not to 
be marveled at. Nothing could’ be more natural 
than that.a people, whose political franchises had 
been wrenched from. them by the iron hand of 
despotic power, should esteem it a boon to be 
graciously permitted to assemble and make known 
their wrongs, and to petition, to supplicate, for 
redress. It was the only avenue to the throne 
which tyranny had left them; the only mode to 
obtain, or rather to solicit, redress, which the Sov- 
ereign had vouchsafed them. ‘The grievances 
complained of by British subjects—I speak par- 
ticularly in reference to by-gone times — were 
mostly general in their effects and political in their 
character, and originated with the Government; 
and the only general or political remedy, if rem- 
edy it could be called, which the subjects were 
permitted to apply, was to assemble and petition 
the Crown relative thereto. Hence, ever asso- 
ciated with the ‘right of petition” is the idea of 
an expression of the public sentiment, or of the pub- 
lic will, Bat with what propriety this identical 
idea has been transferred to the American Consti- 
tution, I confess I am at a loss to determine. 

In England, especially in the reign of King 
John, of “ Magna Charta” memory, and of the 
first three Henrys, the people loudly and carn- 
estly clamored for the right of petition, because 
their voice ‘could only reach the throne through 
the medium of suppljoation sof petition. It was 
the omnipotency of the prince’ on the one hand, 
and the Impotency of the subject on the other. 
Under such circumstances, it was not only nat- 
ural but politic for the subject to address the sov- 
ereign in the abject language of supplication--of 
petition. But, sir, does it become American free- 
men, the sovereign people—in whom all power re- 
sides—to approach their Representatives, their 
agents, their servants, the creatures of their own 
making, with the abject, servile language of pe- 
tition, prayer, supplication? No, sir, no! Thank 
God! it is the peculiar province, the proud priv- 
ilege of thé American people, tospeak to those 
in power, on all subjects of general political mo- 
ment, in the potent and authoritative language of 
instruction—of dictation. And who will aflirm that 
the right to instruct, to dictate, docs not supersede 
the poor privilege to petition? What, sir; shall 
it be deemed a privilege for the creator to supplicate 
the creature? The master to petition the servant ? 
Why, sir, this would be inverting the order of 
things with a witness. I hold that it is not befit- 
ting the American people to address the language 
of ‘prayer, of petition, of supplication, to any 
power save that of Almighty power. When free- 
men pray, let them supplicate the only. power 
superior to their own—the God of the universe! 

- But, sir, it is: not my intention to dwell longer, 
at this time’on this subject. On some future day 
I may enter fully into a discussion of this ques- 
tion, It shall now be my object to prove—ad- 
mitting the right of petition, as I. now do, in all 
its length and breadth—that the citizens of the 
States have no right to petition Congress to abol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia. Let no 


man charge me with a desire to strangle the right | 


of petition in order to make out my case. I hold 
that I am not obnoxious to the charge. Iam the 
last man that would attempt, by word or decd, 
directly or irdiréctly, to ae errose or abtidge the 
legitimate exercise of any ‘valusble' right. Nor, 
sit, would I ‘bring any important ‘privilege into 
disrepute or contempt by the abuse of it. And I 
conterid that it is as much an abuse of ‘this priv- 
jlege for the citizens of the States, and especially 


the non-slaveholding States, to petition the Amer- || 


ican Congress to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia, as it would be for such ‘citizens to 


petition ‘the Parliament of. Great Britain, ‘or-the ' 


French Chamber of Deputies, for a like purpose; | 
or as it would be for the citizens of Maine to pe- 
tition the Legislature of Virginia to abolish sla~ 
very within the limits of that State. No man in 
the possession of his wits, having the least ac- 
quaintance with the character ofour Government, 
will assert that it would be a denial of the right 
of petition for the Legislature of Virginia to reject 
petitions from the citizens of the State of Maine, 
praying for the abolition of slavery. And if it 
would not be a denial of the right of petition in 
this case, how can it be a denial of that right for 
the Legislature of this District to reject petitions | 
of like import from citizens of the States? Would 
it not be equally proper for the citizens of the 
District of Columbia to petition the Legislature 
of Massachusetts to pass laws for the relief and 
amelioration of the condition of the. laborers em- 
ployed in the manufactories of that State, as for 
the citizens of Massachusetts to petition Congress | 
‘| to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia ? 
If a rejection of petitions would not be a denial 
of the right of petition in the one case, how could į 
it be so in the other? For I contend, and shall 
show most conclusively, that the citizens of the 
District of Columbia have the same right to in- 
terfere in the internal police of Massachusetts 
that the citizens of Massachusetts have to interfere 
in the internal police of the District of Columbia. 
Tt will be perceived by the House, from what I 
have stated, that I regard Congress as the local 
legislature of this District; standing in the same 
relation, in one respect, to the citizens of the Dis- 
trict, as do the State Legislatures to the citizen 
of the States. Entertaining this opinion, then, I 
contend thatthe rejection by Congress of petitions, 
coming fram citizens of any of the States, praying 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, is no more a denial of the right of petition 
than it would be for the Legislature of Maryland 
or of Arkansas to reject petitions coming from 
citizens of Vermont of Rhode Island, praying for 
the abolition of slavery. It will be conceded b 
all—at least by all professing the Democratic faith 
—that “ every free citizen must be represented;’”’ and 
that the power of the representative is derived from 
the will of the represented, ‘This elementary prin- 
ciple of the American Constitution forms the 
basis of all legislation, This being so, it follows 
that the free citizens of this District ‘* must be 
represented.” Previous to the cession of the 
“ten miles square,” by the States of Maryland 
and Virginia, the citizens of these States residing 
within the present limits of this District were rep- 
resented by the respective Legislatures of these 
States. And as neither Virginia nor Maryland 
had the power so far to disfranchise their citizens 
as to deprive them of “the right to be represented,” 
that right, of course, remains unimpaired. The 
States making the ‘cession’? could delegate no 
power to Congress which they themselves did not 
possess; consequently, Congress can exercise no | 
power by virtue of the‘ acts of cession,” which 
it would not have been competent for those States 
to have exercised. The citizens of the District 
of Columbia, therefore, like all other free citizens, 
are entitled to be represented. And as they are 
not represented by the States which made the 
‘*cession,’’ they must, necessarily, be represented 
by Congress, to whom the ‘‘ cession?’ was made. 
Bat what must be regarded as decisive on ‘this 
point, is the fact that Congress may tax the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, just.as a State 
Legislature may tax the citizens of à State. Sir, 
the character and gehius of our free Government 
preclude, repudiate, and abhor the idea of taxation 
without representation. Sir, the Congress of the 
United States are the representatives of the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia. Congress, as 
a legislative body, exercise two species of legis- 
lative power over this District; the one Féderal, 
|| the other municipal. ~The first, limited as to its 
objects, but coextensive with the Union. ‘The last, | 
‘unlimited as to objects, but inoperative beyond | 
the territorial limits of this District. 
~The relation in which Congress stands to the 
citizens of the District, therefore, is twofold. 
First, as the representatives of the whole Union; 
‘and second, as thée‘local Legislature of thé Dis- | 
trict. Inthe latter capacity, Congress stand pre- 
cisely in thé satie relation to the citizens of the 
District as the‘State “Legislatures do to the citi- 
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zens of the States; and, consequently, are as much 
bound, in all their acts affecting merely this District, 
to obey the will of the people residing within the 
limits of the District, as are State Legislatures to 
obey the will of the citizens of the States. With- 
out the consent of the people of the District, 


| therefore, Congress have no right to abolish sla- 


very within its limits, Congress, as the Federal 
Legislature, acting in their federative capacity, 
have no more right to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia than they have to abolish sla- 
very in the State of South Carolina. If Congress 

ossess the power at all, they can only exercise 
it as the local Legislature of the District, and in 
pursuance of the will of the citizens residing 
within the limits of the District. To affirm the 
contrary, to assert that the municipal institutions, 
the domestic or local rights and interests of the 
citizens of the District.of Columbia are subject to 
the arbitrary will and control of the citizens of 
temote, distinct, and independent States or com- 
munities, or, which is in effect the same, of Con- 
gress, is to assert that the people of the District 
do not possess the right of self-government, and 
that the power of Congress over them and theirs 
is plenary and absolute. Who will avow this 
openly? Who will say in direct terms, that Con- 
gress, or the citizens of remote States, through 
their immediate Representatives in Congress, 
may rightfully and constitutionally interfere with 
and control the whole internal police of the Dis- 
trict, in defiance of the wishes and regardless of 
the remonstrances of its citizens? ho, Task, 
will openly confess himself the advocate of doc- 
trines and principles so alien to the character and 
genius of our Government, so fraught with tyr- 
anny and despotism, and so utterly repugnant to 
the great principle upon which our institutions are 
founded—the right of the people to be represent- 
ed, or, in other words, the right of the people to 
self-government? Let him who would strike at 
the rights of a community remember that the 
blow would be equally dangerous to liberty as if 
aimed at the rights of individuals, : 

I shall be told, of course, that, by the sixteenth 
clause of the eighth section of the first article of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress have 
‘exclusive jurisdiction over the ten miles square.” 
Well, sir, howare we to understand this exclusive 
legislative power? Why, sir, in the first place, it 
was evidently the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution to exclude from the territory em- 
bracing the seat of the Federal Legislature the 
jurisdiction of the States which should cede such 
territory, as well as all other State authority. 
And, in the second place, that Congress, as the 
local Legislature of such District, should assume 
the jurisdiction and exercise the legislative pow- 
ers surrendered up by the States which made the 
“ cession; and Congress, in pursuance of this 
right of ‘‘ exclusive jurisdiction,” exercise the 
same legislative functions over the District of 
Columbia, when acting in their local capacity, 
that the State Legislatures do over the States. 
When Congress, therefore, act in pursuance of 
their exclusive legislative power over the ‘ten 
miles square,” they abandon their national func- 
trons, and assume the functions of a local or State 
Legislature; and all the laws passed by Congiess 
when acting in this local capacity are limited in 
their operation to the territory comprising the 
“ten miles square;’’ just as the laws enacted by 
a State Legislature are inoperative beyond the 
limits of such State. In other words, laws passed 
by Congress in their local legislative capacity, 
are no more obligatory beyond the bounds of this 
District, than are laws passed by the Legislature 
of Maryland, for example, binding beyond the 
limits of Maryland. In this opinion I am fully 
sustained by a decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The court decided that the 
tickets ina lottery authorized by a law of Con- 
gress within the District of Columbia, could not 
be vended. in the State of Virginia, in contraven- 
tion of. the laws of that State. (Cohens vs. Vir- 
ginia.) f : f 

` The general or national powers which Con- 
gress exercise over, and which are binding upon, 
‘the States, were delegated by the States; and the 
‘powers of ‘exclusive legislation,” which Con- 
gress exercise over the District of Columbia, and 
‘which are effective only wilhin the District, were 
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derived from the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, by virtue of certain acts in which they 
ceded to Congress this District. ` Had Congress 
been invested with: no other- power than that of 
éxclusive legislation over- the *“ ten miles square; 
could there be any question with regard’to the 
extent of their power? Or would it have been’ 
alleged in that case that all laws passed by Con- 
gress were essentially national in their character, 
and operative. without, as well as within, the 
limits of the District? 1 presume not, sir; be- 
cause the power of exclusive legislation which Con- 
greas:exercise over the District of Columbia can 
be of no greater extent than if such power had 
been the only one conferred. Congress cannot ex~ 
ercise exclusive legislative power over the States, 
because of the reservation of power to the States, 
or to the. people thereof. Even over the ‘ten 
miles square’’ the f 
by the acts of “cession.” With what propriety, 
then, can it be contended that because a law is 
paesed by Congress, it is, therefore, a law of the 

nited States, and of universal obligation? No, 
sir; whenever Congress legislate in virtue of their 
local and exclusive jurisdiction over the District 
of Columbia, they act as a local or municipal 
Legislature; and theacts passed by them in that 
capacity are limited in their operation to the ter- 
ritory of the District.’ A law of Congress, to 
have the effect of a law of the United States, 
must be passed in execution of some of the Fed- 
eral powers, or, in other words, in pursuance of 
delegated’ power. But all laws of Congress 
passed in virtue of the power to exercise exclu- 
sive legislation over the District of Columbia are 
local or municipal in their character, and cannot 
operate extra-territorially, or beyond the limits 
of the District. True, there are certain laws 
passed by Congress which have a local reference 
to this District, and which proceed from the del- 
egated powers with which Congress are invested. 
Acts ap ropriating money for the erection of pub- 
lic buil ings sees are of this description. These 
acts, although local in their immediate operation, 


have reference: to national objects, are passed in | 


virtue of the general legislative powers, and are 
general or national in their character. 

Congress can exercise no power, by virtue of 
the sixteenth clause of the eighth section of the 
Constitution, over the District of Columbia that 
it would not have been competent for Maryland 
and Virginia to have exercised prior to making 
the cession. The ‘‘ exclusive powers of legisla- 
tion,” therefore, possessed by Congress over the 
‘Sten miles square,” are of the kind which were 
never delegated to the General Government, but 
reserved to the States. To say that the power of 
exclusive legislation conferred upon Congress by 
the sixteenth clause of the eighth section of the 
Constitution embraced any of the general powers 
contained in any of. the fifteen preceding clauses 
of the eighth section, would be to charge the 
framers of the Constitution with granting a repe- 
tition of powers by distinct articles. This is not 
to be presumed; neither is it to be presumed that 
the’ framers of the Constitution conferred upon 
Congress Federal powers concurrent with exist- 
ing State powers. No, sir; the framers. of the 
American Constitution, as wise and patriotic men, 
conferred no powers upon Congress that were 
calculated to beget strife and contention, and in- 
stéad of promoting, mar the harmony which ever 
ought to subsist between the National and State 
Governments; and equally wise and cautious were 
they in combining the Federal and local or State 
powers in such manner as that Congress, in dis- 
charging the double functions of a Federal and 
State Legislature, should not confound nor pro- 
duce a collision between these powers or func- 
tions. Thus Congress, I repeat, as the General or 
Federal Legislature, exercises the general powers 
délegated by the States; and, as a local or State 
Legislature, exercises, from time to time, the re- 
served and undelegated powers pertaining to the 
States. In the former capacity, Congress may 
declare war’or make peace, ‘coin money, and 
regulate the value thereof,” &c., but cannot legis- 
late with regard to the local wants and interests 
of this District; but in the latter capacity, Con- 
gress may incorporate companies, build bridges, 
open streets; in a word, supply the wants. and 
meet the exigencies of the District, precisely in 


power of Congress is limited | 


the samé manner that a State Legislature may do 
with regard to a State. And the laws passed by 
Congress in this State or local capacity are neces- 
sarily limited in their operation to the District of 
Columbia; precisely as a State law is confined in 


its operation to the State limits. If the laws passed | 
by Congress in their local legislative capacity had | 


the effect of United States laws, the banks of this 
District would be United States banks,;-and the 
insurance companies United States insurance com- 
panies. > l 
< The District of Columbia is, in all respects, 
whether as a sovereignty or- as a community, as 


much’ independent of the Federal ‘Legislature, | 


when acting in their Federal capacity, as aré Geor- 
gia and North Carolina, or as those States: are of 
each other. The Federal Legislature; therefore, 


as such, possess no more power over the subject | 


of slavery within the limits of this District than 
they do over that subject within the limits of 
those States. Consequently, Congress are no 
more bound to receive petitions from the citizens 
of the States praying for the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia than the Legislature 
of a sovereign and independent State would be 
bound to.receive petitions from -the citizens of 
another sovereign and independent State; or, than 
the Legislature of a State would be bound. to re- 


ceive petitions from the citizens of the District of į 


Columbia, touching the domestic interest and in- 
ternal police of such State. Hence the popular 
fallacy with regard to the right of petition. The 
question is not as to the right of petition, but as 
to the destination or direction which. petitions 
should take. Admitting that citizens of a State 
have a right to petition their Legislature, touch- 
ing any subject of grievance over which the Le- 
gislature may have jurisdiction, and that the cit- 
izens of the United States have also a right to 


petition the Federal Legislature on all subjects of į 


a Federal character, does it follow, therefore, that | 


the citizens of one State have a right to petition 
the Legislature of another State, concerning its 
domestic institutions and internal police? Or, 
that citizens of the United States have a right to 


etition the Federal Legislature on a subject that | 


ig not Federal, but strictly local in its character, 
and with which the petitioners have no right to 
intermeddle? Certainly not. And as the citi- 
zens of Vermont or Connecticut, for example, 
have no more right to interfere with the domestic 
institutions of the District of Columbia than they 
have with the domestic institutions of the State 
of Maryland or Virginia, which is just none at 
all, they might, with the same propriety, petition 
the Legislatures of those States to abolish sla- 
very within their limits, as to petition the local 
Legislature of this District to abolish slavery 
within its limits. And as it would notand could 
not be considered a denial of the right of petition 
on the part of the Legislature of either of those 
States to reject such petitions, so neither could it 
be regarded as a denial of such right for Con- 
gress, the local legislature of the District of Co- 


Tumbia (and it has been already shown that it is | 


only in this local capacity that Congress can have 
jurisdiction over the subject at all) to reject sim- 
ilar petitions from citizens of those or any other 
States. 

- It matters not, therefore, whether Congress have 
the power to abolish slavery within the District 
of Columbia or not, as Congress is not bound, in 
either case, to receive petitions from the citizens 
of the States touching the subject of slavery within 
this District—such citizens having no right to in- 


terfere with this or any other subject of internal | 


police within the District. What, sir, could it be 
regarded as a denial of the legitimate exercise of 
the right of petition on the part of Congress, to re- 
ject petitions from citizens of the States praying 
Congress to narrow or widen the streets in this 
city, or in the city of Georgetown, or of Alexan- 
dria, or to repeal the charters of the incorporated 
companies within this District, or otherwise to 


change, alter, or in any way affect the municipal | 


institutions or internal police of the District? No 
man, I apprehend, will so allege; and why not? 
For the reason, sir, that the petitioners would 
have no right or authority to intermeddle with 
the local rights and interests ofan independent com- 
munity—a community: as absolutely independ- 
ent of the petitioners, in all the respects just men- 


tioned, as are the municipalities of France. And, 
as the institution of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia,-as well as in ‘the ‘slave States, is, in all 
respects and to all intents: and purposes, local ití 
its character, Congress.are no more bound to en“ 
tertain-petitions:from citizens. of the Srates‘ask- 
ing for its abolition, than if sach petitions related 
to the municipal institutions of a foreign‘country. 
If Congress would not ‘be bound to réceive peti- 
tions in the one case, they would not in the other; 
and, consequently, if it would not bea denial of the 
right of petition to reject, in the onecase, it would 
not be So in the other. repeat, then, that whether 
Gongress have the power to abolish slavery within 
the District of Columbja or not, itcatmot be regard- 
ed as adgenial ofthe right of petition for Congress to 
reject petitions from citizens of the States, praying 
for the exercise of such right; no more than-it 
would be for them to reject petitions from the sub- 
jects of a foreign Power asking for similar a¢tion. 
Were the institution-of slavery in.the District. of 


|; Columbia general and national: in its character; 


instead of. being, as it is, strictly ‘and essentially 
local and municipal, then would the citizens. of 
the States, I grant, be: authorized to. petition the 
National Legislature concerning it, andthe Na~ 
tional Legislature, recognizing the’ right of peti- 
tion, would be bound to receive.such; petitions, if 
couched in respectful langnage. But under our 
existing form of government, and under existing 
circumstances, Congress ‘are not ‘bound, and ‘in 
truth have no legitimate right, to entertain peti- 
tions from individuals residing. without the limits 
of this District touching the abolition of slavery, 
or any other subject of a local and municipal char- 
acter, affecting merely the citizens residing within 
the District. i EE f 
Such being my views, then, I can but regard 
those petitioners—resident of the States—pray- 
ing Congress to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia, as guilty of an impertinent and’ unwar 
rantable interference with the rights, privileges, 
and interests of a free and independent commu- 
nity. And so long, sir, as 1 entertain my present 
opinions, I shall feel constrained to reprobate any 
action on the part of Congress which may be cal- 
culated to give countenance and encouragement 
to such mischicvous and audacious interference. 
Sir, by receiving these petitions, we tacitly yield 
our assent to acts of aggiession on the rights of 
those whom it is our peculiar duty and province 
to defend and protect. . ` 
Let Congress promptly reject all petitions èm- 
anating from citizens of the States, praying for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, and this corroding and wide spreading evil 
will be speedily arrested. The Halls of Congress, 
sir, have been converted into abolition laborato- 
rics, where this accumulating mischief is com- 
pounded and refined, where it receives its point 
and potency, and whence it is fulminated upon 
the country. ` 
But again, sir, Congress have ño constitutional 
authority tò abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, without the consent of the slave owners. 
The Constitution declares that ‘no person shall | 
be deprived of his property without due process 
of law; and that privaté property shall not be 
taken for public use without compensation.” An 
attempt to render this language of the Constitu- 
tion more explicit or more emphatic, by any com- 
ments of mine, could but be regarded asa reflec- 
tion upon the intelligence of this House. If Con- 
gress cannot constitutionally take private prop- 
erty, except it be for public use, and only then by 
making compensation to the owners thereof, and 
this is the only true and legitimate construction, 
by what authority can they wrest from citizens of 
the District their private property ? Such acts un- 
questionably would be without the shadow of con- 
stitutional warrant. The advocates of abolition- 
ism, therefore, in order to surmount this consti- 
tutional impediment to theirschemes, must show, 
in the first place, that the citizens of the District 
of Columbia constitute no part of the citizens of 
the United States; and, in the second place, that 
slave proper is not private property. When- 
ever they shall successfully do this, T will admit 
that the American Constitution affords no guar- 
antee against the violation of the rights of prop- 
erty, and that Congress ‘may, constitutionally 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, with- 
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out the consent of the slave o 
then. > . ; T 
If the citizens of this District may have -one 
species of property wrested from them. by the 
high hand of power, what security have they | 
that their: property, of whatsoever kind, will not 
share a similar fate? But this supposition can- 
not be tolerated, for. a moment. The. doctrine 
strikes at the very root of all free government, 
and is, to-all intents and purposes, subversive of | 
the social compact.. In the language of the Su- 
preme Court— : ; 


t There are acts which the Federal or State Legislatures’ 
ceentat.do without exceeding their authority. ‘here are 
certain vital principles in our free, republican Government, 
which wilt determine and overrule an apparent and flagrant. 
abuse of Tegistative power; as to authorize manifest in- | 
justice by positive Jaw, or to take away that secutity for 
personal liberty or private property, for’ the protection 
whereof the Government. was established. -An act of the 
Legislature contrary, 19 the great, first principles of the 
social compact, cannot be considered a rightful exercise of | 
legislative authority! “The obligation of a law, in govern- 
ments established on ‘express compact and on republican 
principles, must be determined by the nature of the power 
“on which it is founded. A ‘few instances will suffice to 
explain. A law that punished a citizen for an innocent 
action, or that wasin violation of an existing law ; a law | 
that destroys or impairs the obligation of the lawful private 
contracts of citizens; a Jaw that makes a man a judge in 
his own case; or aJaw that takes property from A and 
gives itto B. Itis against all reason and justice for a people | 
to intrust-a Legislature with such powers, and theretore it 
cannot be presumed that they have done it, ‘The Legisla- 
ture may enjoin or permit, forbid or punish; they may de- 
clare new crimes, and estitblish rules of conduct for fature 
eases; but they cannot ebnnge innocence into guilt, or 
punish innocence as a crime, or violate the rights of an 
antecedent lawful private contract, or the rights of private 
property. Tọ maintain that our Federal or State Legisla- 
tures possesa’stteh powers, even if they had not been ex- 
pressly restrained, would be a political heresy altogether 
inadmissible in our free, republican Government.” 


whers; but not till 


‘The principles here affirmed by the Supreme 
Court are unquestionably sound, and they, apply 
as well to the citizens of this District as to those 
of the States. Congress, therefore, can do no 
act affecting the rights of property in the Dis- 
trict, that they are prohibited to doin the States. 
With what propricty, then, can it be contended 
that Congress are bound to receive petitions on a 
subject upon which they have no constitutional 
right to act? Suppose individuals should petition 
Congress to’ pass a ‘Jaw respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise | 
thereof,” or, to ‘abridge the freedom of speech | 
or of the press,” would it, or could it be regarded 
asa denial of the right of petition for Congress 
to reject such, petitons? No sane man will so 
aver; because the petitioners would, in effect, re- 
quire Congress to violate the Constitution. And 
would it not be equally a violation of the Con- | 
stitution for Congress to pass an act depriving 
individuals of their property without ‘ due pro- | 
cess of law?” or to take “ private property” : 
without ‘just compensation??? Most unques- | 
tionably it would. Let us consider, then, for a | 
moment, the nature of the demand made uponus , 
by the Abolitionists; and let us sce whether that | 
demand be in accordance with their sturdy pre- | 
tensions to picty and patriotism or not? They | 

Spel tony besieges and implore us—to do what? 


Nhy, sir, to repudiate the principles of the Fed- |) 


eral compact; to violate the national faith; to 
violate the rights of private property; to trample 
upon the Constitution which we have sworn to 
support, and consequently to pollute and blacken | 
our souls with the terrific crime of perjury! Yes, | 
sir, all this do the Abolitionists require at our | 
hands, when they ask us to abolish slavery—* as | 
a great moral evil” —in the District of Columbia. 
But this is not all. The Abolitionists design to 
effect the abolition. of slavery in the States also; 
and it is worse than idle—it is dishonest and in- 
solently hypocritical in them to pretend that their 
schemes and efforts are limited to the District of 
Columbiaandthe Territories. Everybody knows, 
and many of the Abolitionists themselves confess 
that such is not the fact. It is as much their in- 
tention to accomplish the abolition of slavery in 
the States as in the Territories or in this District. 
Such being the case, then, let us examine, for a 
moment, the nature and tendency of the abolition | 


prior to the organization of the Federal Govern- 
ment, the States were, in all respects, and to all 
intents and purposes, sovereign and independent 


States or nations, and, as such, no one State, of 
course, could interfere with the rights or internal 
police. of another State, without a violation of in- 
ternational law. An attempt, therefore, on the 
part of Massachusetts, for instance, to abolish. 
slavery in Georgia, would have been truly and 
properly regarded by Georgia as an aggression 
upon her national rights, an assault upon her 
State sovereignty, and as a virtual denial of her 
independency as a State or nation, What would 
have been true then, would be equally true now. 
Any interference on the part of Massachusetts 
with the subject of slavery in Georgia, is as clearly 
wrong——as much an infraction of international 
law—since the formation of the Federal Govern- 
ment, as it would have been prior to that event. 
The States, under the Constitution are as essen- 
tially and as absolutely sovereign — where their 
sovereignty is not limited by the Constitution— 
as they were before the formation of the Consti- 
tution. And as slavery exists in the States—not- 
by virtue of the Constitution, but by virtue of 
State sovereignty alone—it necessarily follows that 
it is without and beyond the power of the Federal 
Government to abolish it. Congress have no 
more right to interfere with the institution of sla- 
very in the States than they bave to interfere with 
the internal institutions of a foreign Power. The 
poner to abolish slavery in the States never having 
cen delegated to Congress, cannot be exercised 


j by Congress without a violation of the Federal 


Constitution, On the subject of slavery, the 
States are not only independent of each other, but 
also of the General Government. The States 
having reserved to themselves all the rights of 


H * . ean 
| sovereiguty, not directly and explicitly conceded 


to the Federal Government, they are just as free 
to exercise those reserved rights as if such Gov- 
ernment had never been established. This prop- 
osition I hold. to, be self-evident. The right to 
hold slaves not having been ceded to the General 
Government, but retuined by the States, it fol- 
lows that an attempt on the part of the citizens 
of the non-slaveholding States, or of Congress, 


to interfere with the institution of slavery in any |} 


of the slaveholding States, would be a violation 


of the rights of sovereign and independent States | 


or nations, and, of consequence, in direct and 
positive contravention of international law. 


The Abolitionists, by warring against the: 


rights and sovereignty of the States, encourage a 
violation of the national faith, sanction the infrac- 


| tion of Jaw, and endanger the stability and integ- 
rity of the Federal Union. 


In taking’ this 
ground,” to adopt the language of one of the most 
original thinkers and energetic writers of the 
age,* “they (the Abolitionists) set the law at 
defiance, aud are either a mob or a band of insur- 
rectionists, In taking this ground, they justify 
all the lawless violence against which they have 
so vehemently ‘declaimed. If one class of the 
community may set the laws at defiance, why 
may not another? If the Abolitionists may set 
at nought the international law, which gives the 
slaveholding States the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the slave question, why may not other citizens 
say they have a right, by mob Jaw, to prevent 
them, if they can, from doing it. It were not 


difficult to convict the Abolitionists of preaching | 


the very doctrines the mobocrats. attempt to re- 
duce to practice. They. ought not, therefore, to 
think it strange that they have been but in too 
many instances the victims of lawless violence. 
When a portion of the community take it into 
their heads that they are wiser than the law, and 
commence. the performance of acts in contraven- 
tion of law, they ought to be aware that they 
open the door to every species of lawless violence, 
unchain the tiger, and must be answerable for the 
consequences.” 

What must be the certain and inevitable tend- 
ency of the abolition movement, and what its 
moral and political. results, if its progress shall 
be onward and its march be throughout the Union? 
The consequences, alas! must be but too apparent 
and appalling to all reflecting men—to all who 
prize the Union—all who Jove America. The 


or not, cannot fail to rock the battlements, if not 


rive the foundations of the Republic.. In the 
name of Liberty, they seek to overthrow her last 
fortress—the -American Constitution.. In the 
name:of patriotism, they strive to revolutionize 
and uproot the very foundations of our Federal 
system. And in the name of humanity, they 
would tear down the prop and pillar of the last 


| fond hope of human kind—the sovereignty of these 
| United States! Such is the political character and 


tendency of the abolition movement. | But this is 
notall, There are fearful moral evils involved in 
the designs of the Abolitionists—the violation of 
law and of plighted faith. Nay, more: allied to 
abolitionism is blind, reckless, feverish fanati- 
cism. The wild, enthusiastic, and impetuous 
spirit which kindled the fires of Smithfield, and 
strewed the plains of Palestine with the corses of 
the Crusaders, stands, with lighted and uplifted 
torch, hard by the side of abolitionism,.ready to 
spread conflagration and death around the land. 
But to return to the subject of slavery, and of 
the right of petition as relates to. the. District. 
The question will be asked, no doubt, if the citi- 
zens of the States have no legitimate right to pe- 
tition Congress on the subject of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, and if Congress are not 
bound to receive such petitions, why: is it that so 


i many thousands have signed petitions of this 


character? The reason is obvious, sir. The 
prime movers in abolition proceedings, and the 
great body of the intelligent signers to abolition 
petitions, belong to the Federal school in politics. 
They are consolidationists, and repudiate the doc- 
trine of State rights. They regard the powers 
of the Federal Government asomnipotent. Hence 
they believe the Federal Legislature not: only, 
have the power to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia, but also in the States. The Fed, 
eral or national bank party can believe nothing 
short of this. Sir, this whale abelition move- 
ment had its origin.in.a Federal heresy. Aboli-+ 
tionism is the veritable offspring of Federalism. 
it looks to centralization for the roalization of its 
hopes, and the consummation of its purposes. 
Withdraw from abolitionism the sustaining arm 
of its parent Federalism, and it inevitably be- 
comes helpless, and in despair falls prostrate in 
the dust, In confirmation of what I have just 
stated, I would appeal to facts—notorious, unde- 
niable, incontrovertible facts. 1 would appeal to 
the known and acknowledged principles of the 
Federal party. I would appeal to the Journals 
of Congress—to the recorded: votes of the mem- 
bers of this House on all test questions touching 
the subject of abolition. I would appeal.to the 
history of the recent elections, and especially to 
the election in the State of New York, where it 
is well known every Abolitionist and free negro 


j. voted the Federal or Whig ticket. Nay, more. 


I would appeal to the ten thousand abolition peti- 


i tions with which this Hall has been flooded for 


movement. It will be acknowledged by all that, || efforts of the Abolitionists; whether triumphant | 
ig : 3 at, | 


the last four years. I will hazard the declara- 
tion, and challenge and defy successful contradic- 
tion, thatamong the hundred thousand individuals 
that have signed petitions praying for the aboli- 


: tion of slavery in the District of Columbia, there 


are not one hundred whoare. known to be friendly 
to the present Administration. Who will, who 
can, who dare deny the truth of this assertion ? 
If the Federal Legislature have power, under 
the Constitution, to ‘abridge the freedom of 


| speech, or of the press,’’ as has not only been cone 


tended for, but the exercise of such power actu- 
ally sanctioned. by the Federal party inthe time 
of the elder Adams; and if they may charter a 
national bank, as is also contended, and delegate 
to such bank or corporation the power of legisla- 
tion, in the grant of creating at pleasure other 
banks and other directors, within any of the States 
or Territories of this Union, in defiance of the 
wishes and in contravention of the laws of such 
States or Territories,* why, I would ask, should 
they not also claim the power to abolish slavery, 
not only in the District of Columbia, but also in 
the States? To contend that Congress have the 
constitutional power to do the first-named acts, 
and not the latter, would be sheer and gratuitous 
nonsense. Lrepeat, therefore, that the only hope 
of the Abolitionists is in the ultimate triumph of 


*0. A. Brownson 


3 editor of the Bostan Quarterly Re- 
view. i 


‘* See charter cf late United States Bank, section four- 
teen. > y 
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the Federal-party and of Federal principles. So 
long as the Democratic or State-Rights party shall 
maintain the.ascendency, the efforts of Abolition- | 
ists will be comparatively innocuous; but when- 
ever the political power of this country shall be. 
swayed by Federal hands, the designs of the Abo- 
litionists will well nigh have reached their con- 
summation. Shall I be told that the Federalists 
aré not all Abolitionists? This may be partially 
true; but then are not all Abolitionists necessarily 
Federalists? How ean they expect to accomplish 
their object—the general abolition of slavery— 
but through the Federal power, and in pursuance 
of Federal principles? Certainly they cannot be 
šo grossly ignorant as to suppose that the Demo- 
eratic State-rights doctrine of strict construction 
would be favorable to their views, or that it would 
be possible to achieve their object through the 
influence of Democratic principles, or by virtue 
of Democratic legislation. i 

But again: if the Federalists are not now all 
Abolitionists, the time will soon come when they 
must become so as a party, or otherwise fall into 
acontemptible and hopeless minority. Which 
will they do?, Will they repudiate abolitionism 
and Abolitionists, and, by so doing,.insure their 
own political destruction ? Or will they maintain 
and strengthen the league already formed with 
the Abolitionists, in the hope of securing and 
confirming their political existence and ascend- 
ency?) Which will they do, I ask? Why, sir, 
if we shall judge of their future course by their | 
past conduct, it will be no difficult’ matter to de- | 
termine what they will do. They will do, as 
they ever have done, sacrifice every principle of || 
honor, of virtue, and of patriotism, if it be ne- |; 
céssary to enable them to direct and control the || 

olitical power and destinies of the Republic. |} 
hen, let me ask, have the Federal party ever 
shown by their acts that their love of country 
was paramount to their love of power? Never, || 
sir, never! But this is not all. The coalition |; 
between the Federalists and Abolitionists was |i 
not only to have been expected, for the reasons 
already ‘stated, but from considerations of still 
greater pith and moment. 

Fn all civilized communities, the two extremes 
of society—the affluent and the breadless, the | 
powerful and the impotent—come together and 
war upon the. center—the intermediate classes. 
Such ever has been, and ever will be the case. It | 
is, in fact, a law of human society; and well do į 
the Federal party understand the operations of || 
thislaw. Hence their constant efforts to make | 
the poor poorer, and the feeble more impotent. |) 
And hence it has ever been the policy, the aim 
and object of the Federal aristocracy of this coun- | 
try, to impoverislr, depreciate, and degrade the |; 
Democracy; especially that portion who, in obe- || 


H 


dience to the mandate of Heaven, * eat their bread |; 
in the sweat of their face.” To accomplish this, || 
their purpose, the Federalists have availed them- |; 
selves of every meansin their power. They have | 
stigmatized. the Democracy as infidels, levelers, | 
agrarians. They have done more. They have 
vitiated the elective franchise by political coercion, 
by bribery, and corruption. | 
they have defrauded the Democracy of their equal | 
political rights by means of unequal, unjust, and || 
exclusive legislation. And now, inorder to ren- | 
der the condition of the laboring classes of the | 

H 

i 

| 

j 


| 


And more than all, | 


North and East still more dependant and de- | 
pressed, the Federal party have joined the Aboli- 
tionists, for the purpose of conferring upon the |; 
black laborer nominal freedom, and upon the white 
laborer virtual bondage! Yes, sir, for the especial 
purpose of humbling and degrading the Democ- 
racy, have.the Federal party of the North and 
East joined in the abolition crusade; and when- 
ever their object shall be attained, and the south- 
ern negro shall be brought to compete with the 
northern’ white man in the labor market, the 
moral and political character, the pride, power, | 
and independence, of the latter are gone forever, | 
and Federalism will have realized its fondest and 
most cherished hopes. But let me tell you, sir, 
the Democracy of the North and East are notun- | 
mindful of passing events. Since abolitionism 
assumed a political character, they have watched | 
the movements of the Federal abolition party | 
with deep concernment. They are conscious of | 
the approaching danger, and are coolly and delib- 
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erately preparing to face it. Yes, sir, whenever 
the Democracy observe the Federal party prose- 
cuting a political measure with zeal and vigor, as 
they now do abolitionism, they. involuntarily, 
instinctively gather up their energies to meet and 
repel approaching mischief; and I warn them 
now, they cannot prepare too soon, nor with too 
much vigor and forecast. The crisis approaches. 
The fearful conflict, the mortal struggle, the tiger 
strife is at hand, and God alone can tell the re- 
sult, 


Nore.—Mr. Moore was called to order, in the course 
of his remarks, by General Wappy THompPson, of South 
Carolina, and by the decision of the Chair was prevented 
from concluding his speech. Mr. Moore, before taking his 
seat, gave notice that he would publish all that he had in- 
tended to say, precisely in the same form and manner he 
would have done had no interruption taken place. 


EMIGRANT INDIANS. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. H. SEVIER, 
OF ARKANSAS, 
In tHe Senate, February 23, 1839, 


| On the bill to provide for the security and protection of the 
i 


emigrant and other Indian tribes’ west of the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas. 


Mr. SEVIER said: 

Mr. Prestpent: The object of the bill now un- 
der consideration is, what its title purports, “ to 
provide for the security and protection of the emi- 
grant and other Indian tribes west of the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas.” And I might add | 


ji that its object is also to provide for the security 
i and protection of the frontier settlements of those 
| States, and for the civilization and general welfare 


of the North American Indian race. 

These, Mr. President, are the objects of the 
bill; and to accomplish them effectually, the bill 
proposes to establish, in the country set apart, 
by our laws and our treaties, for the permanent 
residence of the Indian tribes, an Indian territo- 
rial government. 

That such an organization, for such a popula- 
tion, under our authority, is new, I am ready to 
admit. 


the score of efficiency and economy, is probably, 
of all others, the best calculated to secure and i 
protect the Indians against each other, as well as | 
our own citizens in their vicinity, I feel assured | 
that though the measure may be new, it will re- | 
ceive, as itdid at the last session of Congress, | 
the marked and decided approbation of this bady. 
The country proposed to be organized intoa Ter- 
ritory is described in the first section of the bill, 
and is as follows: 

“ Beginning at the sources of the Puncah river; thence 
down said river to Missouri river; thence down the Missourt 
river, on the southwest bank, to the State of M i 
thence along the western linc of the State of Missouri to the 
northwest corner of the State of Arkansas; thence along 
he western boundary of the State of Arkansas to Red river 3 
thence up Red river to a point two hundred milesin a direct 
course west of the State of Arkansas ; thence ina direct line 
to the beginning.’? 


bout six hundred. 
ighty millions of the public land, and is healthy, 
well watered, sufficiently timbered, and a great 
deal of it remarkably fertile, and is well adapted 
for agricultural and pastoral purposes. Lead ore, 
iron ore, coal, and salt springs have been discov- 
ered in it. In short, all those who reside there, 
as far as my knowledge extends, are well pleased 


S 
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į with their situation. This, sir, is a short deserip- 


tion of the country—a country which is held by 
them, by virtue of our treaties, in fee simple; and 
which, consequently, is forever beyond our reach, 
except in the double contingency of its abandon- 
ment by the tribes, or of their extinction; in either 
of which events it reverts to the United States, 
and comes once more into our possession, and is 
subject to our disposal as other public land. This 
‘perpetual tenure is reaffirmed in the first section 
of this bill. 


mit. But should it appear, in the progress of |! 
this discussion, that such an establishment, on | 


' 
il 


_Sir, until recently a vast majority of these In- 
dians resided within the limits of the States; and 
while ir that condition it was notin our power to 
do much for them; and the uncertain tenure. by 
which they held their lands, their embarrassment 
by State legislation, and the constant encroach- 
ment upon their soil by the whites, dissuaded 

them from doing much for themselves. Moss 
| happily, Mr, President, these difficulties no longer 
| exist, In pursuance ofa wise, humane, and sal- 
utary policy, these Indians have been sent out 
i from among us, and are placed side by side. of 
| each other, in their new homes, beyond the reach 
, of further encroachment or intrusion. In. this 
i location, for the first time since the Revolution, 
we feel ourselves unrestrained, in. our legislation 
i for them, by any question. of jurisdiction, or 

power, or policy; and, on their part, they have 
‘imbibed. a stimulus to exertion, in. feeling that 
i they have a permanent home: in feeling untram- 
| meled by State laws, and unmolested by unwel- 
! come intruders. Their location is fortunate for 
us on another account. They are now remote 
from any unfriendly foreign influence in time of 
war; and in time of peace we find.them a great 
| convenience in carrying on, through their. coun- 
i try, a profitable commerce to Santa Fé. 
Being thus permanently settled, itnow becomes 
í our duty to view them in their new position, and 
to shape our legislation accordingly.. We must 
now give up our temporary measures, and place 
our relations with them upon a firm and. solid 
basis. We are bound by solemn treaty obliga- 
tions to them, we are bound by duty to our own 
people in their vicinity, to provide permanently 
| and effectually for the mutual peace and protec- 
tion of all parties; and, to succeed in the accom- 
| plishment of these high national obligations, 
| something else is required at our hands than forts, 
i| and troops, and bayonets, or agencies, or super- 
| intendencies, or the potent cloquence of annuities, 
! Yet all of these, fur the present, at least, I con- 
i sider essential ingredients in carrying out the 
| objects of this bill; but they are not all that is 
|| necessary. Something else is required; and that 
i is the adoption of some obligatory, binding, inter- 
| national laws or regulations, for the amicable ad= 
justment of all the differences which may occur 
among the respective tribes. The commission of 
fraud, or trespass, or felony, by an individual of 
one tribe upon an individual of another tribe, must 
; cease to be a justifiable cause for waramong them, 
| These injuries must be redressed by law, in a 
peaceable manner. ‘ 
| Sir, previous to the commencement of the policy 
| of locating the Indians west, it must be borne in 
| mind that the indigenous tribes of that region, 
from time immemorial, had been engaged in wars 
| not only among themselves, but had also been at 
| war, for the same length of time, with the tribes 
‘east of the Mississippi river—with some of the 
| identical Indians we have located in their.imme- 
diate neighborhood. For example, the Osages, 
| who were once formidable, frequently sent out 
war parties cast of that river, and these tribes thus 
; assailed, in their turn, invaded the Osage country 
west of that river. 

The remembrance of these long existing feuds 
ii and mutual injuries is yet fresh in the recollec- 
| tion of all of them of the present day, and these 
|| reminiscenses but too frequently display them- 
| selves in acts of open murder and secret assassi- 
| nation. 
| We have not only these indigenous tribes— 
|; who have never been substantially at peace—te 
|| govern, but we have also some seventeen or eigh- 
| teen emigrant tribes to manage and control; and 
| of the latter of these we have good reason to an- 
| ticipate some trouble, on account of the ill feeling 
i some of them bear us, arising from causes occur- 
| ring previous to their removal; and these causes, 
| whether real or imaginary, arc not likely to be 
; soon forgotten. 
' The tribes now residing in this Territory do 
not feel bound to peace by the existence of. any 
international law. The only law, at this time, 
which they understand or appreciate, is that most 
destructive of all others, the law of retaliation. 

There are now in the Territory about ninety- 
five thousand Indians, belonging to twenty-two 
separate tribes, and speaking as many different 
languages. Some few of these, the Choctaws, the 
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Chickasaws, and Cherokees, have, to some èx- 
tent, written laws for the internal: government-of. 
their respective tribes: The Delawaresy I -under- 
stand, are‘about imitating their example. “With 
these exceptions, the whole: of these ninety-five 
thousand Indians, who are divided into upwards 
of- twenty tribes, who speak different languages, 
who'reside adjoining each other, and. many of 
whom entertain for each other mutual hereditary 
animosities, have for their government no inter- 
national law. . By : Sage oes 

To avoid the disastrous consequences. which 
must inevitably result from this critical condition 
of things, this bill is proposed, by which. it is 
thought these twenty-two tribes may be induced 
to adopt some general code by which their differ- 
énces; of whatever character, may be amicably 
adjusted. i o > me 
-IPhis: important object, the Committee: on In- 
dian: Affairs: believe, can be effected under the 
auspices and influence of the United States, and 
fot with their countenance and support; and I 
need not tell Bess air, that we feel great solicitude 
upon this'subject, as we believe that unless some- 
thing of'this character is speedily done, we shall 
have war among the Indians; and when those 
wars are once begun, we all know that they will 
not be confined to Indian soil, but that they will 
spread and extend themselves to our border set- 
tlements, and involve them in their dreadful con- 
Sequences, ; 

This important view of this subject seems to 
have been taken by the proper department some 

earsago. In 1833 commission was constituted 

y our Government, the object of which was to 
promote harmony and good feeling among the 

ndian tribes. In 1834 similar efforts for similar 
purposes were made by the Government, and. 
with some success; The chiefsof different tribes 
were brought together in council, and through the 
instrumentality of ouragent, mutual engagements 
of peace arid friendship were entered into by 
those chiefs; and for twelve or eighteen months, 
these engagements had a most salutary effect. 
But for the last year or two, for some cause or 
other unknown to me, these councils have ceased 
to command the special attention of the Govern- 
ment; and losing that support and patronage, 
they have been Sbandoned by the chiefs them- 
selves, and hence stealing and murder, as form- 
erly, have once more become, with many of them, 
the order of the day. : 

To show you, sir, to what extent these things 
are carried on in that quarter, I will trouble you 
with reading a few paragraphs from a work to 
which, in the course of my remarks, I shall have 
occasion frequently to refer. The work is enti- 
ted “ An Annual Register of Indian Affairs in 
the Indian Territory,” and is edited by the Rev. 
Isaac McCoy, with whom it is my good fortune 
to be slightly acquainted; a gentleman of exten- 
sive information, of fervent piety, of active en- 
terprise; one, sir, who has devoted the last twen- 
ty years of his life in the laudable efforts of 
striving to civilize, Christianize, educate, and 
improve the moral condition of the Indian. It 
is from the printed work of such an author that 
I will now read to the Senate a few paragraphs: 


«In 1833 the Government convened councils of a gen- 
efal nature, of delegates from various tribes, and induced 
them to exchange mutual promises to be at peace with one 
another. This measure, though it touched the subject but 
slightly, nevertheless produced a good effect. All parties, 
for some time, abstained from depredation and murder, 
‘Tiiése councils not being repeated, the parties felt Jess re- 
straint, and wtimately returned to their former unkind 
treatment of one another; and thefts and murders have 
become More frequent with each! succeeding year. 

"ee The Osagesaré aceused of destroying hogs and cattle 
-belonging to the -neighboring tribes; to a considerable 
amount. Horse stealing is frequent in divers places, car- 
ried on by the worthless of different tribes. By some, the 
work is almost reduced to system. They will steal horses 
in. the southern: parts of the Territory, or in Texas, and 
convey them north, and. there steal others, and take back 
on their return. F 

“ But, besides the renegadoes, whose crimes are disap- 
proved by theif well principled ‘countrymen, there are 
others engaged in these and in worse practices, for which 
they are honored by their: respective tribes, according to 
Indian custom. | The Kauzaus’have.brought into their vil- 
lages at feast thirty.stolen borses within the last summer 
and autumn. The Osages have stolen, perhaps, & greater 
number, among which are some valuable horses Belonging 
to. the citizens of the United States. In August last, a 
arge drove of horses was stoien from one of the. Osage 
villages. PN bees . - . 
‘fn April, 1838, a few Pawneés made a friendty visit to 
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the Sauks and Toways, on Missouri. As they were return- 
ing to their homes, a: party of Kauzaus fell in with them 
_and attacked them, and killed one. ` anes 
-# In August last, the Kauzaus and Osages sentout a 
party, consisting‘of about eighty warriors...‘Fhey surprised 
a party of Pawnees, and took eleven scalps. Four of their: 
men were killed, and two wounded. A few of the united. 
party separated from the iain body. These also hada 
battle; and took five scalps, making seventeen killed by: 
thosé tribes, of whom we -have obtained certain informa- 
tion. Reports of other murders, committed by other tribes, 
have beem in circulation. On the Ist of September last, a 
war party of about twenty Kauzaus were out, the resulto! 

which we have not heard. as 

« In the months of June, July, and August, the Rev. M. 
Merrill, missionary to the Otoes, accompanied that tribe on 
their buffalo hunt, which lasted more than two months.* 
They saw three war parties of Pawnees, the first was a 
! party of thirty, who had been to. the Cheyennes to steal 
horses. They had, first, a skirmish with the Cheyennes, 
and had been defeated, with the loss of one killed and one 
badly wounded. They next fell in with a party. of Osages, 
and were again defeated with the loss of two men killed. , 

“The second was a party of ten, which had started to 
the Osage villages to steal horses. One of their party was 
bitten by a snake, which induced them to return without 
accomplishing anything. 

“The third party said they were going to the Cheyennes 
to steal horses, but it was believed that they designed com- 
mitting depredations upon the Osages. 

“ Near the western boundary of the Cherokee country a 
bloody battle was fought the last summer, (1838,) between 
the Kiawas and Camanches on the one side, and the Chey- 
ennes on the other. 

“A detachment of dragoons, in command of Lieutenant 
Northup, was on an expedition in thatcountry, and arrived 
at the ground two days after the battle. The Kiawas and 
Camanches were encamped, and had heard of the approach 
ofihe detachment. As the Cheyennes advanced to attack 
their enemics, they were met by the latter about a mile from 
the encampment.. ‘The latter were slowly beaten back into 

their encampment, though disputing desperately every inch 
of ground. ‘The whole scene was in an open prairie. ‘The 
women dug holes in the earth, in which to hide themselves 
and children. The Cheyennes continued to make dreadful 
havoc of their wretched enemies, and would have soon re- 
duced the whole toa heap of corpses, when a messenger 
from camp mounted a horse, and set off to meet the detach- 
ment of dragoons to solicit assistance. As he was leaving 
a Cheyenne, who understood the language of the Caman- 
ches, was informed by one of the latter, that the messenger 
had gone to hasten the white men and Osages, where they 
every moment expected to come to their assistance. The 
Cheyennes instantly retired, leaving fourteen dead on the 
ground, besides the dead that had been carried off during 
the action. Fifty-eight ofthe Kiawas and Camanches were 
killed. More than one hundred horses lay dead on the 
ground, chiefly within the encampment. 

“From time immemorial many of the Osages have been 
in the habit of spending the winter in the country.east of 
their present villages from fifty to one hundred and filly 
miles. The country is now within the State of Missouri, 
and covered by a very sparse white population. The latter 
found the Osages troublesome, and in the autumn of 1837 
drove them back to their own side of the line; and in sev- 
eral instances, in which the Osages seemed obstinately in- 
clined to remain, they were severely whipped. The Osages, 
exceedingly distressed for food, being almost in a state of 
actual starvation, for some time continued, at the risk of 
life and limb, to cross the line by stealth, with women and 
children, for the purpose of hunting the game for food. The 
whites having reason to fear that ‘habit and hunger might 
have such influence upon these wretched peopte that a 
greater force than they could embody would become neces- 
sary for their expulsion, adopted measures to increase their 
strength, and in the month of October an army of five bun- 
dred militia came to their assistance. They scoured the 
country along the line a distance of upwards of one hun- 
dred miles, and found about one hundred of these miserable 
beings—men, women, and chitdren—and conveyed them 
across the line into the Indian country. Notwithstanding 
these admonitions, the more severe of which had been so 
deeply impressed npon the back as to he seen and felt for 
many weeks, hunger within, and staring in the countenance 
of others, including mothers, wives, and children, urged 
them to continue secretly to cross the line. Their sign was 
frequently discovered by the white inhabitants, who be- 
lieved that their stocks of cattle and swine suffered by these 
incursions. 

“In March, 1838, it was discovered that two hogs had 
been killed by & party of Osages. Nineteen of the citizens 
armed themselves with rifles, and went in pursuit, with a 
view of flogging the depredators. The. latter were over- 
taken near the line between the whites and Indians. The 
Osages were in camp: the number of men about twenty, 
besides the women and children. The whites asked for 
the persons who had committed the depredation. Some 
altercation followed, and, in the mean time, an Osage was 
seen loading his gun, with which he said he designed to 
kill one of the party with whom he was quarreling. While 
he was in the act of loading, he was shot dead by two 
of the party. Others fired on both sides. The Osages fled 
into the woods, having two men killed and one wounded. 
Two of the whites were wounded, one of whom died a 
few days afterwards.” 


Sir, relying upon this information, as the Sen- 
ate: must, I think they will agree with me that 
many months will not elapse, unless something 
be done to arrest these depredations, and mur- 
ders, and bloody battles, before. we shall witness 
in that-quarter of our country Indian wars upon 


“* This party consisted of eight hundred’souls—men, Wo- 
men, and children. They killed fifteen hundred buffaloes, 


| 


a grander scale ‘than. éver existed before upon 
this-continent. Yes, sir, and. at. the same time 
more destruction, arising from the circumstances 
of their proximity to each other, and of being 
better armed now than they ever were before. 

- Sir, the Committee on Indian Affairs, viewing 
the subject in the light F have endeavored to pre- 
sent it to the Senate, and wishing to furnish: the 
remédy for the existing evil, offer this bill for 
your acceptance. They offer it as a measure of: 
peace, and one which, in their opinion, is amply 
sufficient, if faithfully administered by the Exec- 
utive authorities, to preserve from extermination 
the wretched fragment. of the Indian race. These 
are among the leading objects of the bill, but 
they are not the only objects. We desire some- 
thing more.. We desire to. civilize and -improve 
the condition of the Indian, by imparting to him 
our institutions and. religion, and our arts and 
sciences; and to do this successfully he must 
have peace and repose. ae ke no 

Sir, when we remember who these Indians 
were, and what they are, we anticipate, in this 
most noble, disinterested, and benevolent enter- 
prise, the efficient aid of the Senate. Let us, upon 
this occasion, lift ourselves above our prejudices, 
and forget, fora moment, the history of the bloody 
and exterminating wars, which were carried on 
upon this continent for several centuries, between 
our ancestors and the natives of this country; 
contests, as we all know, which have resulted in 
the subjugation and overthrow of the one race 
by the arms and skill and courage of the other. 
Sir, the millions of these natives, who once in- 
habited the Atlantic coast, are at this day no 
where here tobe found. And this extensive and 
invaluable country, which was theirs, and for 
which they fought, is oursnow. We hold -undis- 
puted dominion over it. We have derived it from 
them by gift, or by purchase, or by conquest 
No descendants of theirs, if there be descendanta 
of the original proprietors, is found to question 
our title to the whole of it. Let us remember the 
kind and hospitable reception of our ancestors by 
the natives of the country; a reception which haa 
been perpetuated by carved figures in the walls of 
the rotundo of the Capitol. And in remembering 
these things, let us this day step forward and do 
something for our wretched dependants worthy of 
a great, a merciful, and generous christian people. 
Public'sentiment will sustain usin such an effort. 
Sir, our intercourse with the Indian, which has 
met with the approbation of our constituents, haa 
undergone, during the last few years; a very ma- 
terial change. We no longer purchase his lands 
for beads, and tobacco, and paints, and strouding, 
and beaver traps, and other such worthless gew- 
gaws. No, sir; no. We give him now a fair 
equivalent in something more substantial. We 
give him implements of husbandry, cattle, hogs, 
houses, farmers, mechanics, and teachers, and 
heap up to him money in almost countless thou- 
sands. And what, Mr. President, have been the 
happy results growing out of this new, though 
just and liberal policy? It is most grateful to the 
heart of humanity to contemplate it. Results 
have sprung from it which no one, a few. years 
ago, ever contemplated. 

Sir, in 1817, a little upwards of twenty years 
ago, when the first effective step was taken to 
colonize the Indians west of the Mississippi, we 
find it stated in the preamble to the Cherokee 
treaty of that date that the object of this coloni- 
zation, as understood. and expressed by both 
parties, was exclusively for hunting. Improve- 
ment or civilization of these emigrants was not 
dreamed of by the worthy negotiators of that 
instrument. We find in the sixth article of that 
treaty these words: 

« The United States do also bind themselves to give to 
all of the poor warriors who may remove to the west side 
of the Mississippi, one rifle-gun and ammunition, one bian- 
ket, and one brass kettle, or, in lieu of it, one. beaver trap, 
which is to be considered a full compensation for the im- 
provements which they leave.” 

Sir, they went thither with the avowed pur- 
pose, and with the necessary accouterments, for 
remaining in their original barbarity and ignor- 
ancé, and to enjoy unmolested their savage pro- 
pensities for war and for the chase. © 

The number of those who emigrated was about 
three thousand. Instead of pursuing the chase, 
‘as Was anticipated, they went to work;"and in 
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1835, in the space of about eighteen years, they 
had increased to four thousand. They had ac- 
quired property, had become agriculturists, and 


had become civilized to a great degree, as I will | 


show you by referring again to the Register of 
Indian Affairs, Mr. McCoy says: 


«They own numerous salt springs, three of which are 
worked by Cherokees. The amount of salt manufactured 
is probably.about one hundred bushels per day. 

«They also own two lead mines. The salt works and 
their lead mines are in the eastera portion of their country 3 
and all the settlements yet formed are within this eastern 
portion, which embraces about two and a half million 
acres. 

“Like the Choctaw, the Cherokee nation embraces all 
conceivable conditions between refinement, intelligence, 
and wealth, and the opposite extremes but little removed 
from the original state. The earlier emigrants are, perhaps, 
in more comfortable condition than the same proportion of 
any other tribe within the Territory. But with the large 
accession of late emigrants, there tas necessarily been an 
augmentation of uncomfortableness. 

“ Some of them own immense herds ofcattle. We counted 


upwards of two hundred at one time within sight, grazing | 


on the prairies, belonging to one man; and it was thought 
he owned about one hundred more. 
some intelligent white men in their country that within five 
“years past they had sold between six afid seven thousand 
head of caule. : . 

«They probably own three thousand horses, fifteen thou- 
sand five hundred hogs, six hundred sheep, one hundred 
and ten Wagons, a plow, and often several plows to cach 


farm, several hundred spinning-wheels, and one hundred 
i 


looms. 

They cultivate alt kinds of culinary vegetables common 
to the western country}; raise corn in abundance, and have 
commenced the growing of wheat. ‘Their fields are inclesed 
with rail fences. They have, generally, good log dwellings, 
(for a new country,) many of which bave stone chimneys 
to them, with plank floors, all erected by themselves. Their 
houses are furnished with plain tables, chairs, and bed- 
steads; and with table and kitchen furniture, nearly, or 
quite, equal to the dwellings of white people of new coun- 
tries. 


cian, and, unfortunately, several steam doctors. Several 
of them have, at divers times, become partners in large con- 


tracts for furnishing the United States Army and emigrant | 


Indians. The traveler finds among them houses of public 
entertainment, with neat and comfortable accommodations. 

The Cherokee Government, though highly creditable to 
them, is not fully systematic and judicious, like that of the 
Choctaws. This may be accounted for by the unsetued 
‘condition of the affairs of the Cherokees for some years 

ast, The jaws extant in the Territory are such as-have 


een adopted by the earlier emigrants, since their settle- i 


ment in this country, and are not a transfer of the code to 
which the larger partion of the tribe were subordinate on 
the east of the Mississippi. 

“Their settlements are divided into four districts, each 
of which elccts, for the term of two years, two members of 
the national council—the title of which is ‘The General 
Council of the Cherokee Nation? By law, it meets annu- 
ally on the first Monday in October. They have three 
chiefs, which, till lately, have been chosen by the general 
council. Hereafter they are to be elected by the people. 
‘The approval of the chiefs is necessary to the passage of a 
law; but an act upon which they have fixed their veto 
may become a law by the vote of two thirds of the council. 
The council consists of two branches. The lower is de- 
nominated the Comittee, and the upper the Council. The 
concurrence of both is necessary to the passage of a law. 
The chiefs may call a council at pleasure, dnd in several 
other respects they retain, in some degree, the authority 
common to Indian chiefs. 
trict, who hold courts when necessary. Two officers, de- 
nominated light-horsemen, in each district, perform the 
duties of sheriffs. A company of six or seven, denominated 
light-horsemen, the leader of whom is styled captain, con- 
stitute a national corps of regulators, to prevent infractions 
of the law, and to bring to justice offenders.” 


This, Mr. President, is the present condition 
of these three thousand Indians who, in 1819, 
went, as I have already told you, west of the 
Mississippi. These are they, the wildest of their 
tribe, who, about twenty years ago, left behind 
them their own people, their hallowed homes, and 
the graves of their forefathers, because their of- 
fensive enemy, civilization, was successfully ap- 
proaching their wigwams. 


Sir, the poorest and most miserable of the in- | 


‘digenous tribes of that region, in consequence of 
a change in our policy towards them, and in con- 
sequence of having a permanent home, and of 
being undisturbed by our people, seem to have 
imbibed a spirit of industry and improvement, 
and to be rapidly rising up from their prostrated 
state of degradation. Yes, the poor Otoe, whose 
naked body was never covered, until Jately, with 
any other garment than a buffalo skin, is now 
seen holding the handles of a plow, and is to be 
seen busily engaged in tilling the earth for the 
subsistence of himself, his wife, and children. 
Mr. President, within the limits of the pro- 
posed Territory thereare eighteen emigrant tribes, 
who number in population about seventy-three 


It was thought by | 


“ They have seven native merchants, one regular physi- 


Two judges belong to cach dis- ; 


thousand two hundred, and there are eight indi- 
genous tribes, whose aggregate number Is about 
twenty-one thousand six hundred, making, in 
all, about ninety-five thousand. In this estimate 
Ihave not included the wild Indians of the prairie 
or the mountains, or those residing north of the 
Missouri, or around the sources of the Missis- 


sippi, as all of these are without the limits of the |; 
Territory. Of those whose condition we are now | 


considering, the principal and most influential, 


and, with a few individual exceptions, by far the j 


best informed and civilized, are the Choctaws, 
the Chickasaws, the Cherokees, and Creeks. 
Many of these have Jearned our language, our 
religion, our literature, our agricultural pursuits, 
and mechanic arts. Some of them studied our 
forms of Government, and have organized their 
Government for their respective tribes, in imita- 
tion of ours. They have printing presses among 
them; they publish newspapers‘in the English 
and Indian languages. They print their school 
books and almanacs, &c.; and Guess, a full- 
blooded Cherokee, an untutored savage, has had 
the lasting honor of inventing for the Cherokees 
their alphabet. Several of the tribes provided 


for the establishment of schools, several of which | 


are now in operation, and at which some hun- 


dreds of Indian youths arc now annually edu- ; 
Several of the tribes have set apart large 
| sums of money, forever, of which our Govern- 


cated. 


ment is the trustee, for purposes of education. 
And, sir, as you are well aware, there are now 
annually educated, at your residence, in the heart 
of Kentucky, some two or three hundred Indian 
boys, at the voluntary expense of the Indians 


themselves. These tribes have among them sev- | 
eral shrewd, intelligent, wealthy, native mer- | 
chants, who annually import into the country | 


many thousand dollars’ worth of merchandise. 


They have mills and gins and cotton farms, | 


and in 1837the Choctaws made and sent to market 


six hundred bales of cotton, which was worth 


upwards of twenty thousand dollars. 

They raise every year a large surplus of corn, 
hogs, and cattle, which they dispose of, in part, 
by contract, to Government, to feed the emigrat- 
ing Indians and supply the troops of our garri- 
sons. But, sir, as this inquiry must be interest- 
ing to the Senate, I will be more particular, and 
read a few extracts from the work I have previ- 
ously referred to. Speaking of the Choctaws, 
the author of this work says: 

«They are improving in civilization and comfort. Their 


| houses and fields indicate a good degree of industry. Many 


have large farms. ‘hey own much live-stock, such as 
horses, cattle, sheep, and swine: are pretty well supplied 
with farming utensils. They own about six hundred negro 
slaves. 

« They own three flouring mills, two cotton gins, eighty- 
eight looms, and two hundred and twenty spinning wheels. 
‘They have thirteen native merchants, besides white men 
engaged in the saime business. 

“Tn respect to civilization, there is great difference among 
them. Some have fully adopted the habits of civilized man, 
many are in comfortable circumstances in life, and some 
may be said to be wealthy. From these more favorable cir- 


| cumstances ali grades of condition exist, down to the In- | 


dian who is advanced but little in civilization. 
“The best evidence of the improving condition of the 


| Choctaws is seen in an entire change in their government, 


which they have effected, from the barbarous to the civil- 


ized. We cannot now assemble chiefs and beadmen among į 


them, and transact business with them relating to their peo- 
ple, as is the custom among uncivilized tribes. The system 
of chieftaincies has been abolished. 

“ The tribe denominates itself ‘The Choctaw Nation.’ 
Tt has adopted a written constitution of government, simi- 
lar to the Constitution of the United States. Their decla- 


ration of rights secures to all equal privileges, liberty of : 


conscience, excluding all religious tests; it secures trial by 
jury, and, in a word it provides for all that is felt to be ne- 
cessary in the incipient stages of political existence. The 
constitution may be amended by the national council. 
“Their country is divided into four jadicial districts. 
Three of these districts annually elect, by popular vote, 


each nine members of the national council, and the fourth | 


elects, by the same mode, thirteen members; in ail, forty. 
These are allowed three dollars a day while engaged in le- 
gislating. Within each district an officer, denominated a 
chief, is elected for the term of four years. The national 
council meets annually on the first Monday in October. It 
consists of forty members, the necessary clerks, a light- 
horseman, (sergeant-at-arms,) and doorkeeper. It is also 
attended by the chiefs, who bave an honorary seat provided 
for them by the side of the speaker, but they have no voice 
in debate in council. Their signatures are necessary to the 
passuge of alaw. They may veto an act, but it may be- 
come a law by the concurrence of two thirds of the coun- 
cil notwithstanding. The council is styled ‘The General 
Council of the Choctaw Nation.’ It adopts by-laws for 
its government while in session ; it elects a speaker and 


{ 


| 
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other requisite officers, and appoints appropriate committees 
to adjust matters for legislation. All writings are in Eng- 
lish, but are read ofin the Choctaw language. All discus- 
sions are carried on in the Choctaw language. Each mem- 
ber, when about to speak, rises, and respectfully addresses 
the Speaker, using the Choctaw word tor Speaker, adding 
the syllable ma, which nearly corresponds with the English 
Mr. or sir. The question is put in the form customary in 
islative bodies, and the vote is given by rising. ‘The pre- 
liminary of a law is, ‘Be it enacted by the General Coun- 
cil of the Choctaw Nation.’ In future the constitution and 
laws will be printed in boti the Choetaw and English lan- 


| guage. By the constitution the government is composed of 


four departments, viz: legislative, executive, judicial, and 
military. Three judges are elected by the people in each 
ict, who hold inferior aud superior courts within their 
jective districts. Ten light-horsemen in each district 
periorm the duties of sheriffs, and the sum of $200 per an- 
num is allowed to each district for their compensation. An 
act has recently been passed for the organization of the 
militia. 

“Individual Indians have frequently become civilized, 
and subject to the laws of white men, but the Choctaws tfur- 
nish the first instance among the aboriginal tribes of Amer- 
ica, of self-government, divested of the barbarous customs 
which belong to the savage state. Jt is truly gratifying that 
the laws of 2 co-rmonwealth have been established within 
the Indian territory so soon after the plan of organizing an 
Indian government had been undertaken by the Govern- 
ment of the Unitcd States. It evinces the capacity of the 


i natives to think and act for themselves; and it may be 


looked upon as a sure presage of the success ultimately of 
the design of the Government to place all the tribes in tie 
enjoyment of such blessings. 

& The following bricf narrative of the manner in which 
our business was attended to by the last General Council, 
to which we presented for consideration the bill for the or- 
ganization of the Indian territory, does not fully comport 
with the design of the Register; nevertheless, as it relates to 
a period which will be marked as a new era in the history 
of the Indians, and as the reader cannot feel perfectly sat- 
isfied with general remarks, because, if we would under- 
stand the true condition of a people, we must have before 
us an unvarnished story of their affairs in common life, we 
willinsert it: . 

“ On our arrival we informed a member of the council 
that we had been commissioned to transact business with 
the Choctaws, and inquired in what manner it could be 
brought before them. He said a written notice must be sent 
to the Speaker; and politely offered to serve us in present- 
ing any papers that we desired. A communication was 
accordingly conveyed to the Speaker, who, in due form, 
submitted it to the consideration of the council, Xt was 
decided by a vote tbat we should, at a given time, be intro- 
duced into the council. A seat was prepared, an interpreter 
appointed, and a committee of two sent to inform us, and 
to conduct us to our seat. Having received our communi- 
cation, the subject was for the present dismissed by the 
council, to be considered in its proper place in the order of 
business. 

“There was in the vicinity only one house of public en- 
tertainment. For want of room in the tavern, and for the 
sake of economy, a majority of the members, aud of others 
in attendance, boarded themselves in camp. This session 
lasted much longer than had been anticipated. The conse- 
quence was some inconvenience for want of supplies, and 
great anxiety to adjourn, which with many was increased 
on account of their business requiring their presence at 
their homes. Notwithstanding this state of anxiety, on a 
Saturday night they unanimously voted not to sit on the 
Sabbath, and, by a unanimous vote, invited a minister of 
the Gospel to preach iu the hall, and appointed an inter- 
preter, and a committee to notify him, AH this was done 
without a hint from a white man to promptit, A congre- 
gation never behaved with more propriety under the preach- 
ing of a chaplain in Congress Hall than did this in the na- 
tional hall of the Choctaws. 

“ Our business was referred to a committee, which re- 
ported. The council, in the discussion of the subject and 
in making out its response, sat with closed doors. Their 
communication was sent to us by a messenger. 

« We then informed one of the members that we should 


| be happy to take leave of the council in a formal and friend- 


ly manner. ‘They passed a resolution, by which they sent 
a member and invited us within the bar, and heard from us 
a brief farewell address, at the conclusion of which the 
speaker and all the members rose from their seats, and re- 
mained standing until we had retired. 

«© They sit in council with heads uncovered, excepting 
some in Indian costume, who wear turbans. There were 
many animated speeches. We could not understand a sin- 
gle sentence, but were charmed with the gracefulness with 
which the speakers disengaged themselves from their seats, 
and delivered their speeches. Intonation of voice was 
sweet, and gesticulation appropriate ; both of them free from 
those extremes of high and low, of storm and calm, which 
tuo often injure speeches in Icgislative bodies. Some of 
those who were prominent in debate were full-blooded In- 
dians, in the Indian costume. 

s Many of the counselors, no doubt, will soon figure as 
statesmen. We forbear, in this place, to mention names, 
because we should he compelled either to do injustice to 
some, or to fill up too much space. On one occasion a 
very animated debate arose, in which two ardent young 
men responded to each other in two or three pretty long 
speeches, in which they used written notes.” 


Of the Creeks, he states: 


“ They cultivate corn, and all the vegetables common to 
the climate and country. They spin, weave, sew, and 
follow other pursuits of industry. ‘Their fields and dwell- 
ings resemble those of white people in new settlements. 
Many of them have large stocks of cattle. The contractors 
for furnishing supplies to emigrant Indians have purehased 
of the earlier emigrants vast quantities of corn; among 


vita 


PPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


fE ebrudry 27, 


25rn Conc....3D SESS- 


— 


Northern Frontier—Mr. Bronson. 


Ho: or Reps. 


others, the annexed amount of purchases. have been made 

from the following persons prior to:the crop of 1837: 

Of Lewis Perryman ....eesseeeeee ', 43,630 worth of corn: 

Of Me. Hardrich see : 4,500 ss 

Of Daniel Grayson - 1500 0 s 

Of Richard Grayson, +. 4,500 > t 
1,500; t 


r 


Taahe i esiis eseese er$14,050 “ 


« Before the crop of 1837 had been harvested, contracts 

were made for upwards of twenty-five thousand dollars’ 
worth ofcorn. Vast quantities still remain unsold. . Even 
the latter emigrants; who arrived. in. their country, the win- 
ter and spring previons to the cropping season of 1837, 
though they had to prepare new fields, in the months of 
September and October ofthe same year sold to the con- 
tractors $10,000 worth of corm. : They have, two native 
merchants. g : . 
_ © Notwithstanding the. Creeks, as a people, ‘are in the 
rear-of the Choctaws and Cherokees in regard to civiliza- 
tion, there is much: intelligence, refinement; and wealth 
among them.” : = 


Sit, I will not weary the patience of the Senate 

by farther extracts; Twill only add that all the 
statements which I have read to the Senate will 
be found ‘to be fully corroborated by the official 
reports. of Messrs.. Armstrong and Brown and 
others, made at the last session to the War De- 
partment, and which were, as the Senate. will re- 
member, communicated through that Department 
to Congress.. These reports were printed, and 
‘are now to'be found in our public Journals of the 
Jast session. Should any honorable Senator de- 
sire farther information upon this interesting sub- 
ject, I refer him to these reports. 

Mr. President, these are the people .in whose 
behalf the Committee on Indian Affairs invoke 
your legislation, ‘These are the people whom we 
desire, in: the faithful discharge of our covenants 
with them, to preserve from exterminating wars 
among themselves, These ore they whom wé 
desire to civilize and improve, and to keep from 
falling back into their original stateof savageism, 
from which they have so recently and but so par- 
tially emerged. j i ` 
‘ ro, Mr, President, I should conclude my re- 
marks, were it not that an impression seems to 
prevail in the minds of some gentlemen that the In- 
dianas will not willingly dccept of this bill or com- 

ly voluntarily with the terms it proposes. Sir, 
if no attempts had boen ‘made to ascertain their 
sentiments upon this subject, I should say, with 
great confidence, from’my knowledge of the In- 
dian character, that such impressions are not well 
founded. 
` The Senate will recollect that this is the third 
time this bill has been introduced into this body, 
and that the Indians have been very minutely ap- 
prised of our movements upon this, as they are, 

enerally, upon all subjects connected with their 
interests. ‘Many of them have seen copies of this 
bill, and have had its several provisions explained 
to them. Those who understood it have given 
their assent to'it in the most unequivocal manner. 
Eleven of the tribes have assented to the terms of 
this bil, and, should it become a law, are ready 
rö ‘comply with each and all of its provisions, 
But it is true, as I understand, that the Choctaws 
Jook upon it with. jealousy, and have been in- 
duced to consider it asthe first stepfor their remov- 
al further towards the ‘ setting sun;’’ and, on that 
account, as I understand theiragent to state, they 
disapprove of it, Sir, let them understand this 
pill, andy more than that; our motives in passing 
Jt and F will guaranty that they will accept of it 
most gratefully. “‘Wahy should they, of all others 
‘the most interested. in such. a measure, refuse or 
“be tmiwilling to mieet their brethren in council to 
Torm a confederacy for general purposes? I can 
see no good réason for their refusal. 

By the-fifth section of this bill it is made the 
duty of the superintendent: to ‘invite the chiefs 
“of the various tribes, or parts of tribes, embraced 
-in this. act, to unite.in a general council, for the 
purpose of forming a confederation, for regulating 
the intercourse and: presétving peäce with each 
other, and for their assent to.such-of the provisions 
of this act as. may require their coöperation or as- 
sent; and such articles of confederation-and such: 
assént shall not: be binding on:any-trib p unless 
“subsequently assented to by such ttibe:in coari- 
ceil, or by its delegates duly authorized for that 


dent, (and this section is the essence of the whole 
bill,) which looks like the first step for driving 
them further fo the west?. And, by the first sec- 
tion of the bill, after describing the boundary of 
the Territory, and giving it a name, it is stipu- 
lated that those lands ** shall be, and the same 
are hereby, reserved forthe use of the various Ij- 


dian tribes who have, or may, have, a right to the 
same; and the faith of the United States is hẹre- 
by pledged, that such parts of said Indian. terri- 
tory as have been, or shall be, granted or ceded 
to any of the Indian tribes, are, and shall be, se- 
cured to them and their descendants, and.the Uni- 
ted States will cause patents to be issued to said 
tribes, respectively, according to the terms of 
such grants or cessions,’’ Has this theappearance 
of a dispostion, on our part, of harboring the 
treacherous design of driving our red brethren fur- 
ther to the west? No, sir; no such base treachery 
and violation of our plighted faith, I am proud 
to say, has ever yet sullied the escutcheon of an 
American Senate. The Senate, sir, is incapable 
of stooping to.such degradation, or of packing 
upon their. consciences such a load of infamy. 
Sir, we have no such views; our object is to ben- 
efit, and not to injure; to preserve, and not to 
destroy. Sir, permit me toinform my red breth- 
ren that, if ever they are intruded upon by our 
citizens, that intrusion will approach them from 
the west, or from the shores of the Pacific, be- 
yond the Rocky Mountains. Let them look for 
the * pale faces” in that direction, for they have 
nothing to fear from them from any other quarter. 
In short, sir, they object to the bill, not for what 
it contains, but for what it does not contain. 

. In any event, this will bea harmless measure, 
as.it can operate only upon those who voluntarily 
assent to. it. And should it be rejected, after fully 
understanding it, and, in consequence of that 
rejection, the évils we anticipate should fall upon 
those unfortunate human beings, it will, at least, 
be a consolation for us to reflect that, as humane 
guardians, we have done our duty in trying to 
avoid those calamities. 

By the eighth section of the bill, we give to the 
confederated tribes a delegate, to reside at the seat 
of Government. Being a member of that com- 
mittee whose duty itis to take cognizance of all 
subjects relating to Indian affairs, I feel authorized 
in saying, that I have no doubt that the interests 
both of the United States and of the confederated 
tribes would be promoted by having a delegate 
here to consult and advise with. Such a boon, 
addressed to aspiring ambition, it is thought, 
would also have a happy tendency. : 

Before concluding my remarks, it is proper for 

me to say a word or two upon the subject of 
administering the Indian territorial government. 
And upon this particular branch of the inquiry I 
beg leave to avail myself of the estimates of my 
friend and late colleague upon the committee, 
(Mr. Tipron;] who, from his superior knowl- 
edge, and the great time he has devoted to the 
consideration of this subject, in all its various 
bearings, is much more to be relied upon than are 
any catculations of mine. I regret, sir, that any 
circumstance should have called him from his seat 
before this bill had been disposed of; and, most 
of all, such a circumstance as that of domestic, 
family afflictions. 
The parallel which he draws in administering 
the intercourse laws in the proposed Territory, 
and the expenses of the government proposed by 
this bill, wag stated by him in his speech of the 
last year. He says: ? K SiE 


Five agents, at $1,500. 
Four sub-agents, at $7; 


One clerk, at $1,000......- ++ 
Seven interpreters, at $300 . 


Twenty-five gun and blacksmiths, at $ 20,000 

Seven farmers and assistants, at $600. 4,200 

‘Twelve teachers, at from to $840 6,960 

Three millers....... sepecnenesoeans 1,700 

One millwright, (Vacant,).vcceseeseere eee 600 
; St. Louis Superintendency. ‘ 

‘One superintendent... see z vee 1,500 

‘One interpreter. f 

Two clerks: iis 

‘Ons tabörer., s. sre 


purpose. - 


Ia there anything in this section, Mitel 


Expenses of proposed Territorial Government. 
Superintendent’s salary sinss: ees cece ve ce eee 
Clerk’s salary... se sevssesossrseeniseretedets nie 
Subsistence of delegates attending general.council.. 
Printing laws and regulations.....cssecsnenes erence 
Contingencies... cseecsevescveresenacesecerwonese 


3,609 


¢ At the end of the first four years after the territorial 
government goes into operation, one half of the agents, sub- 
agents, and interpreters may be dispensed with; and after 
the expiration of eight years, every agent, sub-agent, and 
interpreter may be discharged, leaving the superintendent, 
the chiefs, and the general council the management of the 
entire ‘business of the territory.. Among the emigrant 
tribes, there are œ number of young men of talent, welt 
educated, and wanting employment. ‘These Then, with the 
assistance of the superintendent and council, will be able 
to manage all the business for the people. within their Ter- 
ritory. Offices will be created for them to aspire to, and it 
will have no doubt,-be found the interest of both our 
Government and the Indians, at no distant day, to withdraw 
every white man holding an office from the Territory, leav- 
ing the Indians to manage ‘their own concerns for theim- 
selves. 1 i ‘ 

«The expenditures will soon be still further reduced, by 
discontinuing tho grtisans at present employed among the 
Indians, ander treaty stipulations, as above stated, alt of 
whom, excepting two, are engaged for limited periods, 
namely: 

During the pleasure of the President... sseser sree 18 

At the discretion of Congress.,.++.e+066 er 

For five years....... : 

For ten years.. 

For sixteen years $ 

For twenty years E S 

For thirty years.. i s20 

Uncertain... T N 

ts Some of them have been several years engaged, and 
may soon be discharged. In the year 1859, the term of ser 
vice for the longest engagements will expire. At that period 
we can withdraw the last of our mechanics from the service 
of the Judians, and it is proper that we should do so. 

« It will become the duty of the head of the Indian de- 
partment to inform the Indians that our Government will, 
at the end.of the present engagements for white mechanics, 
discontinue them, 'The superintendent and all other offi- 
cers of the Territory will. sce the necessity of placing In- 
dian youths in workshops, either within their Territory or 
elsewhere, to learn ail branches of mechanism, to be pre- 
pared for the tine when our present engagements to furnish 
them will have expired. . i 

« When we shall discontinue the practice of furnishing 
mechanics and laborers to work for the Indians, the ex- 
penses of the territorial government will be reduced to 
$6,100 per annum.” 


Such, sir, are the calculations he makes, and 
I have no doubt. but they will be found in prac- 
tice to be very correct. 

Mr. President, allow me, before I conclude, to 
express, in a word, my regret that this bill does 
not seem to find favor with the department. . It 
is a measure which the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, backed by the Jate and présent Execu- 
tive, have been striving for years to consummate. 
I regret this unexpected opposition, because for 
that officer I entertain the kindest feelings, and 
believe the sentiments he expressed in his late 
report are the honest convictions of his mind; 
and yet I must say that I have read his report 
without being convinced of my error. 

We, sir, 


I will trouble the Senate no further. 
have discharged what we consider our duty in 
bringing this matter before the Senate, and in 
their hands I leave it. i ` 


NORTHERN FRONTIER. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. H. BRONSON, 
_ OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 27, 1839. 
The general appropriation bill being under consideration, 
Mr. Bett moved to s:tike out the enacting clause. 
Mr. BRONSON said: teh os 
Mr. Sreaxer: I have not risen at this time to 
go into a general examination of the expenses of 


‘the Government or the appropriations contained 


in this bil, but shall confine myself chiefly to 
such. ag relate to the northern frontier, which I 
am more particularly induced to do at this mo- 
ment in-consequence of the remarks of the honor- 
ablegentleman from Tennessee,[Mr, BELL] from 
whom:-we have just heard a reiteration of some 
charges which have before been made by that 


‘honorable gentleman in relation to the course.of 


the Administration respecting. the border difi- 
culties on that frontier, and the action of the 
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Executive in respect to that matter. I understand | 
the gentleman from Tennessee to charge that the į 
Administration are maialy in fault for the unfor- | 
tunate events which have taken place on the north- | 
ern border, in which our own citizens have been | 
engaged, and that it has been owing principally, | 
if not entirely, to the want of prompt, energetic, | 
and efficient action on the part of the Executive | 
of our Government, that our own citizens have | 
taken part in those troubles, and that the spiri 
which has been manifested by the border inhal 
itantsin relation to the Canadian difficulties would 
have been speedily and easily suppressed if the 
President had taken early and decided ground on | 
the matter. Sir, the gentleman could not have | 
been led into a greater error, respecting the con- 
duct of the Executive, and I apprehend he has 
not well remembered the history, or examined 
the documents, in reference to these matters, or 
he could not have fallen into such a course of | 
argument. 

I recollect, some time ago, when this House 
was in Committee of the Whole, to have heard 
the same charges substantially from the honora- 
ble gentleman from Tennessee; and, in alluding 
to the appropriations which had been made for 
the protection of the northern frontier, and which 
he stated at $1,000,000, (but which I believe were | 
only $625,00J,) the honorable gentleman insisted 
that “every cent of that expenditure might have Í 
been saved to the nation,if the President, instead 
of temporizing and waiting to see what public 
sentiment would be, and suffering the feeble proc- 
lamations of the Governors of the States to go 
forth as a substitute for his own, had, upon the 
first indication of disturbances in that quarter, is- 
sued such a proclamation as he did in November 
ilast; and the gentleman. added, that ¢ that did 
not suit the policy of an electioneering Adminis- | 
tration; it was hazarding quite too much to take 
ground in advance of public opinion,” &c. 

” These charges are, In my opinion, wholly un- 
founded in fact; and [ shall endeavor to show to 
this House, and to the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, that they are so. Why, sir, so far 
from there being any want of prompt action on 
the part of the President, or any hesitation as to 
the course which he should pursue, the truth is 
that he did, at the earliest moment, take ground, 
openly and decisively, respecting the interference 
of our own citizens with the Canadian troubles, 
and that, from that moment, the course of the Ad- 
ministration has been uniform and unccasing in 
endeavoring to prevent any violations of our laws 
nnd treaties, and to preserve our neutrality by 
every means in its power, and by all lawful means 
to restrain our citizens from a participation in the 
affairs of their Canadian neighbors. 

Without recurring to facts notorious, and within 
the knowledge of every citizen on the frontier, I 
beg to call the attention of the House to the docu- 
ments which have been printed and laid upon our 
tables, and which’ show what action the Execu- 
tive has taken on this subject. As early as the | 
Tth of December, 1837, and in the very outset of | 
the troubles in Lower Canada, and before any 
difficulty had arisen in Upper Canada, the Secre- 
tary of State, by the direction of the President, : 
addressed circulars to the Governors of Vermont, | 
New York, and Michigan, and also to the United | 
States district attorneys in those States, of which | 
the following are copies: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, December 7, 1837. 

Sir: A contest having commenced in a territory of Great ; 
Britain adjoining the United States, between portions of the | 
population and Government, during which attempts may ! 
be niade to violate the laws of the United States, passed to ! 
preserve the relations of amity with foreign Powers, and to | 
fulfil the obligations of our treaties with them, by the direc- 
tions of the President I have the honor to request the atten- | 
tion of your Excellency to.any movements of that character | 
that may be contemplated in the State of New York, and | 


your prompt interference to arrest the parties concerned, if | 
any preparations are made of a hostile nature against any | 
foreign Power in amity with the United States. i 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, l 
JOHN FORSYTH. | 

His Excellency Winrrasm L. Marcy, i 
Governor of the State of New York. H 


i 
! 
i 
[The same to the Governors of Vermont and | 
i 
i 
| 


Michigan. ] f 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, December 7, 1837. i; 
` Bir: In the course of the contest which has commenced |! 


| equally explicit. 


in a portion of the territory of Great Britain, between por- 
tions of the population and the Government, some of our 
citizens may, from their connection with the settlers, and 
from their love of enterprise and desire of change, be in- 
duced to forget their duty to their own Government, and its 
obligations to foreign Powers. [tis the fixed determination 
of the President faithfully to discharge, so far as his power 
extends, all the obligations of this Government, and that 


obligation especially which requires that we shall abstain, į 


under every temptation, from intermeddling with the do- 
mestic disputes of other nations. You are, therefore, ear- 
nestly enjoined to be attentive to all movements of a hostile 
character contemplated or attempted within your district, 
and to prosecute, without discrimination, all violators of 
those laws of the United States which have been enacted 
to preserve peace with foreign Powers, and to fulfill all the 


| obligations of our treaties with them. 


1 am, sir, your obedient servant, 

JOHN FORSYTH. 
DANIEL Kevvoae, Esq., 
> United States Attorney, Rockingham, Vermont. 

[The same to the district attorneys for the 
northern district of New York and Michigan dis- 
trict.] 

And on the 9th December, 1837, a circular was 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury to all the 
collectors on the frontier, in which, after reciting 
the foregoing instructions given to the district 
attorneys, the Secretary of the Treasury says: 

“ By a similar direction, you and your officers are re- 
quired t0 cooperate with the district attorneys, and other 
United States officers, in all legal modes, to assist them in 
the accomplishment of the objects before stated.” 

Thus far there had been no particular overt act 
on the part of our citizens, which called for, or 
would justify, any more active or decided inter- 


ference on the part of the General Government; | 
but late in December the gathering took place on } 
Navy Island, which was finally followed by that : 
atrocious outrage, the burning of the ‘* Caroline;”’ | 


and on the receipt in this city of the news of that 


affair, and of the movements consequent upon it, | 
which was about the 4th or 5th January, 1838, a | 


proclamation was immediately issued by the Pres- 


ident, in which, after a preamble noticing the state | 


of affairs on the frontier, &c., the proclamation 
concludes as follows: 


Now, therefore, to the end that the authority of the laws 
may be maintained, and the faith of treaties observed, I, 
Martin Van Buren, do most earnestly exhort all citizens of 
the United States who have thus violated their duties, to 
return peaceably to their respective homes; and I hereby 
warn them, that any persons who shall compromit the neu- 
trality of this Government, by interfering in an unlawful 
manner with the affairs of the neighboring British provinces, 
wilt render themselves liable to arrest and punishment 
under the Jaws of the United States, which will be rigidly 
enforced; and, also, that they will receive no aid or enun- 
tenance from their Government, into whatever difficulties 
they may be thrown by the violation of the laws of their 
country, and of the territory of a neighboring and friendly 
nation. 

Given under my hand at the city of Washington, the fifth 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and 
[seaL.] thirty-cight, and the sixty-second of the independ- 
ence of the United States. 
M. VAN BUREN. 


By the President: 
Joun Forsyrn, Secretary of State. 


This proclamation, it will be observed, (which 


bears date the 5th January, 1838,) contains, in | 


substance, the same sentiments which were after- 
wards reiterated in the proclamation of Novem- 
ber last; and, though not in the same words, yet 
it doesas clearly and distinctly indicate the ground 


| which the Executive intended to take as does the } 
proclamation of November; and if that was sufi- || 


ciently explicit to define the position of the Ad- 
ministration, certainly this one of January was 
Tapprehend the gentleman had 
overlooked this proclamation when he charged 
the Excceutive with being governed by election- 
eering motives, and unwilling to hazard anything 
by taking ground in advance of public sentiment. 
Sir, if the Administration had been governed by 
such motives as the gentleman from Tennessee 
imputes, no such proclamation would have gone 
forth, and particularly at that time, when the 
national feeling and national honor had been so 
outraged by the atrocity before alluded to. An 
“electionecring Administration’? would have 


**temporized’’? under such circumstances, and | 


in view of a speedily -approaching election on that 
frontier; and, by so doing, might have compromit- 
ted the neutrality and endangered the peace of the 
country. But with what propriety this Adminis- 
tration can be charged with so temporizing, I leave 


| for the House to judge. Atthe same time that this ; 


proclamation of the 5th of January was issued, 
General Scott was sent to that frontier, further 


i circulars were issued by the Secretary of War to 
i the Governors of Vermont, Michigan, and New 
' York, reiterating the views and designs of the 
|| President which had been previously expressed, 
{and requesting them to aid the General Govern- 
ii ment in enforcing the obligations of neutrality as 
| well as to repel invasion, and to call out the mili- 
tia of the States if necessary. 
| I might go on accumulating evidence upon evi- 
i dence, and fact upon fact, to show that nothing can 
| be more unjust than the charge that the Adminis- 
| tration did not early and distinctly take ground 
| upon this subject,and such ground, too, as suited, 
i notthe policy of an electionecering Administration, 
|| but the policy of an Administration willing and 
; anxious to maintain the interests and honor of the 
whole nation; and the documents which I have 
quoted, as wellas the whole history of the affair, 
when examincd, will show most conclusively that 
there was no shrinking from duty on the part of 
| the Executive; thatin advance of public sentiment, 
and in the very outset of the Canadian troubles, 
he President took the earliest and most efficient: 
i means which were in-his power to restrain our 
‘own citizens from any unlawful interference with 
i! those troubles. . The citizens of the frontier were 
not unadvised of the real intentions of the Presi- 
dent, or kept in the dark as to his views on this 
important subject; they were plainly put forth in 
i the proclamation of the 5th of January; and if the 
| honorable gentleman from Tennessee had been 
j upon the frontier, or at all acquainted with the 
history of things there for the last twelve montlis, 
he would have known, as every man there does 
know, that the early and decisive action of the 
Presidentand of the executive officers of the United 
ii States on that frontier, was not only well known 
and openly avowed, but that, in consequence of the 
:| position taken by the President, in consequence 
|i of the duty which necessarily devolved upon the 
il Executive of seeing the laws faithfully executed, 
ij the administration of the General Government, 
ii as well as the administration of the government 
i| of the State of New York, upon whom a like duty 
‘| devolved, were thrown into a position antagonist 
to that class of citizens which had taken an inter- 
ij est in favor of Canadian independence; antago- 
|| nist to the “ Canadian patriot’? interest, if I may 
so call it; and it is well known that generally, 
along the whole frontier, that interest, so far as 
| any political bias was given to it, was decidedly 
against the Administration party in the late New 
| York elections. , 
I might refer to the newspapers in that interest 
for proof of this fact, and in answer ta the hon- 
orable gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Ran- 
;DoLrH,| who refers me to the fact that he saw a 
‘number of Mackenzie’s Gazette, in which the 
| editor sustained the Administration party in the 
|! State of New York at the late elections, I would 
‘i remark that no doubt he did; that Mackenzie did 
i| urge his followers to sustain the Administration 


‘ticket, but, at the same time, and in some of the 


i 
i 


| same papers, he openly denounced the course of 
‘| the President and some of the executive officers 
‘| on the frontier; and it is a well known fact that 
ii the stand taken by the Administration in this 
i matter, has not only been unsatisfactory to the 
| “ Canadian patriot’’ interest, but by many in that 
' interest has been openly denounced, and that, as 
i a necessary consequence, in the last elections on 
i| the frontiers, the friends of the Administration, 
| or that party as a party, lost strength and. influ- 
| ence from this cause, to what extent, I will not 
|| now undertake to say, but to some extent, and 
il that notinconsiderable, is beyond all controversy. 
|| Mr. REED inquired whether the collectors on 
| the frontier had done their duty, or whether there 
‘i had not been complaints against them for partici- 
|| pation in Canadian affairs? 3 
| Mr. CLARK inquired whether the postmaster 
‘at Oswego was nota Canadian patriot, or charged 
i with having taken an active part in those mat- 
i ters? 

| Mr. BRONSON. I cannot, Mr. Speaker, say 
© whether the collectors on that frontier have dor 
| their duty or not; I believe they have, and so far 
as I have any knowledge on the subject, E know 
of no well grounded complaints against them. 
: For my own district I can speak more posi- 
‘tively, and in that district I am confident that the 
i collectors and their officers have faithfully per- 
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formed their duty, so far as they have been able 
to do it, and that against them there is no just 
ground of‘complaint. As to the ‘postmaster at 
Oswego, about whom m colleague inquires, E 
have no knowledge; but Í have héard very re- 
cently, for the first time, that. there were such 
charges against him as my colleague mentions, 
and I have also understood—in fact I know—that 
they were, in a great measure, denied by him or 
his friends, As to their truth or falsity Lam un- 
able to state; but if they are true, to the extent 
charged, I have no doubt ‘the proper corrective’ 
will be applied to him as a public officer. ; 

And now, Mr. Speaker, having said thus much 
in-relation to the course of the Administration 
respecting these frontier difficulties, I shall take 
this occasion to say a few words about the citi- 
zens on the northern frontier, among whom are 
my own constituents, and the course which they 
have taken; particularly, that part of them who 
have intermeddled in these border feuds, or in 
the disturbances of the neighboring Provinces. 
They have been the subject of much wholesele 
denunciation and ‘abuse, wot only by the Tory 
press of the Canadas, but by some newspapers 
of our own country, and particularly in the city 
of New York; and in this city, also, they have 
been dealt with in terms of very strong repre- 
hension, if not of denunciation. As to the press 
of the city of New York, it may be, and un- 
doubtedly is, a very fair exponent of the views 
and feelings of the commercial interest of that 
city; but Í beg leave to say that on this, as well 
as on some other subjects, it does not reflect the 
true sentiments and opinions of the great mass 
of the citizens in the interior of our State. 

Some few grains of allowance should be made 
for the citizens on that frontier, and some consid- 
eration given to the fact that their proximity to 
the Canadas has enabled them, or rather com- 
pélled them, to know and feel something of that 
arrogance and assumption which is too fregneniiy 
manifested towards this country by the Englis 
generally, and which, when exhibited through 
the provincial Tory press, or subordinate officials, 
loses nothing of its intensity, but, on the contra- 
ry, approaches more nearly to insolence. The 
unceasing and bitter hostility which is constantly 
manifested by the provincial press towards the 
institutioris of our country, and the frequent and 
oft-repeated taunts and sarcasms against evory- 


thing which savors of Democracy, or which is į 


akin to Republican institutions, is well calculated 
to excite the indignation of those who have been 
taught to venerate and esteem such institutions, 
arid whose feelings of patriotism and Jove of civil 
liberty are based upon or interwoven with their 
respect for Republican or Democratic institutions. 
And it is not matter of surprise that the frontier 
inhabitants are, for this reason, more sensitive; 
and were, on the breaking out of the troubles in 


the Canadas, more accessible to sympathy, and | 


more liable to excitement, than those not living 
onthe borders. It was in part the result of their 
position, and if they have more readily allowed 
their sympathy to get the better of theirjudgment, 
perhaps some palliation may be found in the sug- 
gestion which I have just made; a suggestion 
which, perhaps, I might be warranted in making 
in much stronger language than I have done, but 
at this moment, I would desire to say noting that 
hight irritate, or that may not be pertinent to the 
subject. : , 

Now, sir, I know it may be said that a spirit 
of hostility to the British Government exists on 
the frontier, and that a disposition to violate the 
neutrality of the country is most unjustifiably ex- 
hibited; and I am aware that while our Govern- 
ment, gp far as it was able as a Government, has 
endeavored to prevent any infractions or viola- 
tions of neutrality, and has kept faith with the 
British Government with the most scrupulous 
exactnéss and with a fearlessness and impartial- 
ity worthy of all praise, yet, that many of our 
citizens on the frontier, acting upon their individ- 
ual responsibility, and in defiance of the known 
wishes of the Government, have either evaded 
the laws or openly trampled upon them, and in a 
manner not at all justifiable, have disregarded 
their duty to theirown country and the treaty ob- 
ligations due to a foreign Government; and while, 
as a Représentative and as a citizen, I feel bound 
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to speak in terms of decided reprehension against 
all-such unlawful and unauthorized interference 
with the ‘troubles or disturbances of a neighbor- 
ing and friendly nation, yet I feel equally bound, 
as a man and a Republican, to extend the broad- 
est mantle of charity over the misguided and de- 
lauded individuals who have engaged in this un- 
equal ‘contest, and who have suffered their com- 
passion and general love of liberty towards the 
whole human family to outrun their discretion 
and stifle their better judgment. ; 

In speaking of this elass of our frontier citi- 
zens, Í wish to be understood as speaking of the 
great majority or mass of those who have styled 
themselves ‘Canadian patiots.’? Individual in- 
stances there may have been. and probably were, 
among them of personsactuated by the gross and 
sordid incentive of pecuniary. gain, or personal 
aggrandizement, or perhaps by motives still more 
unworthy, who have aided in raising the whirl- 
wind which they had not the ability to control; 
who have pointed out the road to others which they 
had not the courage to travel themselves; who 
have led their fellow-citizens to the brink ofa pre- 
cipice, over which some have been precipitated, 
but from the dangers of which they themselves 
have been especially careful to stand aloof. For 
such, if any there are, I would hold up no mantle 
of charity. Neither will I throw away upon them 
any severity of remark, or expression of just in- 
dignation. The wail of the widow and the orphan 
and the moan of bereaved parents, which is still 
sounding on that frontier for the slaughtered and 
imprisoned vietims of the Prescott expedition, is 
asterner rebuke and a more eloquent denunci- 
ation than any language I can utter. But the 
great mass of those called ‘patriots?’ were, in my 
opinion, actuated ey no such motives as. I have 
just mentioned. ith them it was a warm and 
generous sympathy for the oppressed, that ardent 
and enthusiastic feeling for those whom they sup- 
posed to be the objects of tyranny and despotic 
Government, which ever animates the lover of 
civil liberty, and which, I trust, ever will flow 
warm and freely in the heart of every citizen of 
this Republic. ‘This feeling is the very vital spark, 
the Promethean fire, of civil and religious liberty, 
and is one which should not be crushed and ex- 
tinguished, but directed and countenanced. It 
furnishes a strong and enduring evidence of a 
deep rooted and heartfelt attachment on the part 
of our citizens to our own form of Government 
and our own free institutions, and though in this 
instance the stream of sympathy may have over- 
flowed its natural channels, yet it does not there- 
fore follow that the fountain should be dried up. 

That these feelings were called into action, in 
part, by unworthy men, and for unworthy pur- 
poses, may be very possible, and it is unques- 
tionably true that a most mistaken view of facts 
has prevailed, and that the great mass of our 
cilizens on the frontier who have taken part in 
these border troubles, or given them countenance 
by their acts or their words, have been deluded and 
led into a participation in these affairs by the most 
high-wrought and well-told tales of oppression 
and tyranny, under which our Canadian neigh- 
bors were suffering. Isay ‘well told” because, 
if reports are true, they were,in many instances, 
told by loyal spies, who, in the guise of Cana- 
dian refugees and patriots, found access to the 
meetings of those called patriots on this side, and 
by their urgent appeals and cloquent descriptions 
of the oppression practiced by the British Gov- 
ernment, increased the sympathy of our citizens, 
inflamed their zeal, and found the excitement 
which already existed, and which has subse- 
quently been exhibited so disastrously for the in- 
dividuals concerned, and so much to the dishonor 
of our laws. 

Whether these reports are true, I know not, 
but I have reason to believe them, and if they are 
so, there is no measure of condemnation severe 
enough to characterize such baseness and perfidy. 
For the honor of human nature, and in charity 
to those who employed them, it is but justice to 
believe that those spies, in this respect, acted 
upon their own responsibility, and beyond any 
instructions that could have been given them. 

The bitter and heart-rending results of the Pres- 
cott expedition finally opened the eyes of our de- 
luded citizens. Many a widowed wife, bereaved 


arent, or fatherless child, in my district, will long 
ament the generous enthusiasm’ and mistaken 
philanthropy which led their relatives to that dis- 
astrous expedition; and, while the melancholy 
deaths of some of those brave and misguided men, 
and the protracted imprisonment of others, are 
still fresh in the minds of those conversant with 
that matter, they serve not only to impress upon 
us most forcibly the sincerity of those unfortunate - 
mėn, but to show how the best motives and most 
chivalrous feelings may be perverted to danger- 
ous and improper purposes. 

They have been called brigands, pirates, and 
all other opprobrious names which the vocabulary 
of Canadian loyalty furnishes so profusely, but 
never were such epithets more unjustly applied. 
Deluded, duped, and deceived they unquestion- 
ably were; but they displayed a courage and chi- 
valry worthy of such a cause as they believed 
themselves to be engaged in; and they carned for 
themselves no such appellation of opprobrium ag 
has been bestowed upon them; and, in the esti- 
mation of brave and. honorable men, they will 
never be looked upon as. brigands or pirates. 
True, their expedition must be condemned as one 
subversive of law, and contrary to the obligations 
of neutrality, and as such, will meet with unqual- 
ified reprehension; yet charity at least, as'well as 
all the facts in relation to their motives, compet 
us to believe that they were instigated and urged 
on by impressions that were alike honorable to 
themselves and to human nature. 

Sir, I have deemed it not improper to say thus 
much of these affairs, and of the citizens of our 
northern frontier, and to enter my protest against 
the general and sweeping denunciations which 
have, from the commencement of these troubles, 
been too often bestowed upon them, and especially 
to say that the motives and feelings of those who 
have taken part.in these troubles, have been too 
harshly construed, and too readily condemned. 
In the district which I have the honor to repre- 
sent, and, I believe, along the whole frontier, a 
more correct tone of feeling now prevails; a more 
justappreciation of the merits of the controversy, 
and of the duties of our own citizens, is exhibited; 
the obligations of the laws are respected, and I 
have confidence to believe and hope that, while 
our people will lose none of their sympathy for 
the oppressed, none of their zeal for free govern- 
ment and the general diffusion of republican prin- 
ciples, they will refrain from any improper or 
unlawful interference in the other Government, 
and that they will confine the exhibition of these 
sentiments in such way as to manifest at the same 
time the sincerity with which they cherish them, 
and a sacred regard for our own laws. Whether 
these anticipations will be realized, time only can 
determine; but I have much faith to believe that 
they will, and in the future difficulties or disturb- 
ances in Canada, if there should be any, our peo- 
ple will act as becomes the citizens of the Union, 
and in such manner as to give no just cause of 
offense. 

As to the final issue, and ultimate or speedy 
termination of those disturbances in the provinces, 
I shall at present say nothing, (though in some 
measure connected with the state of that frontier, ) 
except to remark, that on those subjects I ex- 
pressed opinions during the last session of Con- 
gress, in some remarks which I then had the 
honor to submit to this House, which opinions 
I have, as yet, had no reason to change. 

As incidentally connected with this subject, 
Mr: Speaker, there is another matter to which I 
shall call the attention of the House, and which 
although perhaps not strictly applicable to the 
bill now under consideration, I feel justified in 
commenting upon after the remarks which we 
have just heard from the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Bexz,] in relation to the 
exposed and defenseless condition of our country 
in case of hostilities with any foreign Govern- 
ment. Sir, I concur with the honorable gentle- 
man in the correctness of those remarks; and I 
would add that in no part of our country do they 
apply with greater force than to the northern 
and northwestern frontier. The dilapidated and 
ruinous condition of the fortifications and military 
works along the whole of that frontier, few as 
they are in number, is too well known;. and, with 
those who believe that such defenses are import- 
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ant to the country, is a subject of deep consider- 
ation and anxiety. Along the whole of that fron- 
tier, from the Vermont line westward to Detroit, 
or to Sault Ste. Marie, there is hadly anything 
deserving the name ofa fort. ‘* Niagara” is still 
dignified with that appellation, butits dilapidated 
condition renders it at present of little value as a 
work of military defense; and yet, sir, in case of 
a war with Great Britain, (an event which we 


all trust and hope is not likely to happen—an | 


event which is deprecated, and justly so, as a 
calamity, not to this nation alone, but to the 
whole civilized world,) that frontier would be the 
theater of the contest—the battle-ground of the 
two nations; and it is upon that frontier that the 
bloodiest scenes of such a contest would be en- 
acted; and, while we are lying supine and inac- 
active, the British Government are not only fill- 
ing up the provinces with troops and munitions 
of war, but at the same time strengthening their 
military posts along that frontier, repairing their 
fortifications, and putting themselves in.a com- 
plete state of defense. JI have recently been in- 
formed that they have eight substantial forts in 
good repair in Upper Canada, along this line, 
while we have not in the same distance, one sin- 
gle work in good order and in proper repair. It 
is said, also, thatabout eighteen thousand troops, 
the very élite of the English army, are now in 
British North America. Now, sir, though I would 
not willingly excite any jealousies on this subject, 
or create any unfounded alarms, yet I ask, in all 
candor, why and for what purpose is all this 
warlike array on the part of the British Govern- 
ment? 

I am aware that it will be said that the disturb- 
ances and revolts in the Canadas have rendered 
it necessary, and that this military display is for 
the purpose of overawing and maintaining the 
British possessions in those colonies; but it will 
be recollected that the colonial authorities have 
repeatedly declared (particularly in the upper 

rovince) that the Jocal militia and loyal inhab- 
itants of the province were entirely adequate to 
all emergencies. Lieutenant Governor Head 
made it a matter of congratulation that such was 
the fact, and it has since been the boast of the 
Canadian authorities, that the loyalty of the in- 
habitants was such as to afford ample security to 
the province, and that the local militia or volun- 
teers were fully to be relied upon and competent 
to suppress any rising or rebellion that might 
fairly be anticipated. Whether this fact is so or 
not, I shail not undertake to say, though I have 


my own opinions on that subject; but so long as į 


the British authorities assert it to be so, itis quite 
evident that they cannot refer to the Canadian 
revolts as a reason for such unusual military pre- 
parations; and when we advert to this state of 
things, connected with the present alarming state 
of the question relative to the Maine boundary, 
and connected with the alleged fact that a large 
British fleet is now in the Gulf of Mexico, hov- 
ering on our southern coast, we are at least ad- 
monished that that powerful nation is ready either 


for peace or war, as the case may be; aud that, | 
while we may be disclaiming all ideas of hostili- |: 
ties, she, in the wisdom which usually marks |, 
And it 1} ; Poto j 
‘would have been lying opposite this city before 

i 


her councils, is preparing for the worst. | 
is not fair to presume that the present warlike 


display in Canada is not, as is pretended, for the |; 
mere purpose of overawing and holding in sub- | 


jection a few thousand wretched Canadian sub- 


jects, but that the British Government have some | 


ulterior views, in which our country is more or 
less interested. 

I forbear to comment at length upon the trou- 
bles how thickening upon the Maine frontier. 
When the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 


whom thatsubject had just been committed. shall | 


make their report, and call for the action of this 
House, it will be a more fitting time to canvass 
that matter. 


find herself abandoned in the maintenance of her 


lawful rights; and that, if war must come, there f 
will, on all hands, be exhibited a unity of feeling 


and interest, such as becomes such a crisis. 


Sir, I have been gratified beyond measure to : 


discover the truly national feeling and patriotic 
sentiment in relation to our country’s honor, 


! ners of the Union, as in the more immediate 


| land; that such a step may involve in its train 


| and though the present deplorable and destitute 


‘able to defend himself at all points, may with 


! haps, overwrought, because we are not, as a na- 
i tion, entirely unarmed or defenseless, but, in our ji 


i! in the palmy state of peace and prosperity which | 


and, had she been an enemy’s ship, might have | 


At present, I have only to say, that |! 
come what may, I feel sure that Maine will not | I 
! to the importance of this subject; and I hope: 
that, before Congress adjourns, there will yet be i 
some measure taken to add to our Navy this! 


7 
i 
l 


which has pervaded this House in respect to that 


subject since it was first brought before. us by the |; 
From the country, too, || 
generally, the same sentiment comes up, and it |! 


President’s message. 


is apparent that the touch of aggression from a 
foreign foe is felt as sensibly in the remotest cap- 


neighborhood of the encroachment; that all parts 


of this extended Republic feel instantaneously |; 


the smallest insult or slightest encroachment 
upon our soil; and that the readiness and prompt- 
ness to maintain the rights of Maine are common | 


to all. H 


I am, sir, as well aware as other gentlemen of 
the momentous consequences of a war with Eng- 


not only the present peace and happiness of this 
country, but even our future existence as a na- 
tion; that we peril the cause of civil liberty and 
of free government throughout the world; that 
interests too momentous to calculate are involved 
in such a contest, and that it is a precipice which 
should not be rudely or rashly approached. But; 
if the violated rights of one of the sovereign 
States of the Union shall require it, or if our na- 
tional honor demands it, there is no alternative; | 


condition of our forts and defenses on the Atlan- | 
tic coast, as well as on the other frontiers of the 
Union, may leave us for a time at the mercy of 
an enemy, I have no fears that the energies and 
resources of the country will not be found equal 
to any emergency. 

I disclaim any disposition to cultivate a belli- 
gerent or hostile feeling, or to excite that feeling. 

am willing to go as far as any one honorably | 
can to preserve peace, and join to any reasonable 
extent, with those who deprecate the approach 
of war, but I put it to gentlemen, with what pro- | 
priety we can take that stand towards Great i 
Britain, in our present defenseless condition, and 
whether we are not liable to the charge of seek- 
ing peace because we are unprepared for war. 
The strong man, armed to the teeth, and fully 


great propriety profess a pacific disposition and į 
disinclination to quarrel, and he will receive full 
credit for the sincerity of his professions; but 
the weak man, unarmed, and unable to defend 
himself among the strong and powerful, would 
be laughed to scorn for holding such language, 
which would be attributed to weakness and ina- 
bility to resist aggression rather than a pacific | 
disposition. 

True, this is not an exact parallel; it is, per- | 


h . . | 
anxiety to keep the peace with all nations, and 


frigates. : 

Mr. BRONSON. 
Speaker, and I 
journ. 3 
In relation to the northern frontier particularly, 
would remark ‘that there are now. before the 
: House three or four fortification bills, and: bills 
relating to the defenses of the northern and north- 
western borders, and which provide, in some 
measure, for the defense of those frontiers, by 
repairing old works and erecting new ones, and 
which I indulge.the hope will receive the action 
of the House at this session,.and upon which, if 
they should be so fortunate as tobe acted upon, 
it would be more proper to enter-into some detail 
in relation to those defenses, as well as to submit 
| amendments providing for some new works, 
| which in that way I hope to have the opportunity 
of bringing forward. 3 
I have trespassed longer upon the patience of 
| the House than I intended, and am aware ofthe 
value of time at this late period of the session; 
but the importance of: the subject, and the inter- 
ests of my own constituents render any apology 
unnecessary. 


DRY-DOCK AT BROOKLYN. 


| El 

SPEECH OF HON. Z. PRATT, 
OF NEW YORK, 

In tus Housse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 1, 1839, 


On the proposition to construct a dry-dock at Brooklyn, 
New York. are 

Mr. PRATT said: . : 

Mr. Crainaan: Iam unaccustomed to public 
| debate. Other pursuits in life have somewhat in- 
| disposed me to present my views in that collected, 
| comprehensive, and systematic manner which 
| long legislative experience has enabled those to 
| do,who preceded me in the debate upon this ques- 
ition. But I will, in my own crude and undigested 
| manner, present to the consideration of the House 
the various facts in my possession, which, in my 
humble opinion, should have a bearing upon this 
| question. I dislike the practice of consuming the 


| an appropriation: for the building of three steam 
i 
i 


I am. glad to. hear it, Mr. 
hope it may pass before we. ad~ 


valuable time of the House, as some gentlemen 

are wont to do, upon other matters irrelevant to 
| the subject before them; and I have no doubt the 
| good sense of the people detests the practice; but, 
; notwithstanding my great aversion to this prac- 
Í tice, I cannot refrain, when a question presents 
itself, touching, in some measure, the interests of 
the State I have the honor, in part, to represent, 
to give my views upon the immediate question 
before the House. 


has signally blessed this country for the last | 
twenty years, we have, ina great measure, Over- ; 
looked those preparations for war which a wise | 
nation always provides in time of peace. 
respect to national defenses, we are behind the 
age; we have not kept up with the times. Why 
sir, it was but a very few days ago that a Frencl 
armed steamship suddenly appeared in Baltimore 


harbor, under the very walls of the town, and | 


had it nat been for the ice in the Potomac, she | 


any one had the least notice of her approach; 


battered down even the walls of this Capitol be- |) 


fore we were hardly aware of her arrival. Both ! 
the French and English have, of late, paid much | 
attention to this branch of their naval force; and 
both nations have now a number of the first class 
of steamships, with which they could, in a hos- 
tile as well as a peaceful manner, visit almost, at f 
a moment’s notice, any of our Atlantic cities, 
while we have been looking on, but not acting in 
this matter. The arrival of the frigate, which I 
have just mentioned, in the harbor of Baltimore, į 
has, l trust opened our eyes, in some measure, 


most important class of vessels. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG here remarked that a ; 

bill, or an amendment to a bill, had recently been 

reported, and was now upon the table, making 


Ini 


In the first place, the question is, whether we 
shall appropriate, in accordance with the sugges- 
tions of the committee who reported this bill to 
the House, and who have no doubt weighed well 
the relative wants of the several sections of coun- 
try which have been indicated as proper places 
for dry-docks, or whether we shall extend the 
provisions of the bill to embrace several, or a 
whole system, instead of this one provided for in 
the bill. There are two questions presented to my 
/ mind, when it is proposed to extend this bill to 
| cover other appropriations: First, does the public 
‘service require more than one dry-dock ? and, 
' gecand, will the condition of the public Treasury 
| warrant the Elouse in appropriating to more than 
| one? 
| Mr. Chairman, [ hold it to be the duty of Gov- 
| ernments, as well as individuais, before entering 
upon an enterprise or disbursement, to first ascer- 
tain whether they have the means to effect the 
object contemplated. I shall apply this golden 
rule to the question now before the House, before 
I proceed to inquire whether the public service 
requires at this time more than one dry-dock. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means has presented to the House a 
very able and comprehensive reports in which he 
warns us against carrying on the lavish system 
of expenditures which has obtained within the 
past few years, no doubt caused from the groat 
abundance of surplus means which distended our 
| public Treasury. I coincide with the views of 


fi 
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that committee, and trust: the. House: will: be so 
far influenced by its irresistible conclusions:as to 
out off all appropriations butisuch ag the públic 
service indispensably demands; - By a statement 
of this committee, the present resources of the 
Treasury for 1839 are but $28,900,000, while the 
charges upon the same for the same period (in- 
cluding. Treasury. notes issued during the last 
year, to'be: redeemed—~$7,712,350) amount to 
$32,876,857, leaving a deficiency of. $3,976,857. 
I will, however, give the language of the com- 
mittee: - lin Tee eo PP 
. * To meet this deficiency, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to sell the remaining bond ‘of the Bank of the 


United States, amounting, with interest, to $2,380,000, and 
there remains $2,287,650 of the Treasury notes authorized 


to be issued, by the act of 1838, which have not yet been 
issúed.* Should the former ‘be sold, and the limitation of 
the Treasury note ‘act of 1837 be extended to the 30th 
June, and no appropriations be authorized during the pres- 
ént session but those embraced in the foregoing statement 

{which did not include an appropriation for ‘dry-docks,} 
there would be an estimated balance in the ‘Treasury on the 
‘Ist: January next of about $690,000. Even tbis balance will 
be: reduced: by some. additions which will be necessarily 
Jaade during the session to the gppropriations enumerated 
in, the foregoing statement. Should Congress authorize the 
uskalamount of new appropriations, and the three millions 
proposed for fortifications, harbors, &c., it would be neces- 
sary to provide five or six millions for the Treasury, in ad- 
dition to the resources and receipts existing or contem- 
plated.” 


„I hope, Mr, Chairman, the House will be ad- 
monished by the sentiments and opinions of the 
report of the committée, that they will dispense 
with, as far as possible, allextravagance. Letus 
commence with this bill, for I hold to the doctrine 
that that which is not indispensable to the wants 
of ‘the service is an inexcusable extravagance. 
Iam of the opinion that, for the present, we can 
do with one additional dry-dock, The question 
will then suggest itself to the mind, where shall 
that site. be beat to enhance the public interest? 
I will endeavor, to. show, hereafter, by the facts 
which E have gleaned from the public documents. 
Indeed, am convinced, from reading this report, 
that we cannot have the means of building more 
than oneat this time, considering the large amount 
it will cost:to. construct it, say 9800,000—a large 
amount, : A 5 
, But I shall, in the first place, examine this ina 
national point of view. .I will throw aside State 
pride, and merge the interest of the same into 
the great national interest, This is the ground 
we should all take, though, unfortunately, some 
gentlemen had attempted to bring this into the 
common vortex of a local. scramble, without re- 
gard to the public weal; but when this shali be 
the issue, he would not shrink from a comparison 
of the gite contemplated for the creation of the 
aame in his State with that of Philadelphia, or 
any other, or relinquish the claims of his State to 
that of any other State. Itswas deeply to be re- 
gretted that this kind of legislation had too much 
obtained; but it is not too late to correct it, and 
the sooner we do-it the better, because it will pre- 
vent the great and useless expenditure or. waste of. 
public money, which, by management and com- 
promise, is applied to other than national objects; 
which, in fact, results to the benefit of individu- 
als instead: of Government, and to their private 
emolument, And unless it be stopped, there are 
none in this Hall who can anticipate the end, nor | 
foretell.the always exhausted and deranged con- 
dition of our public Treasury; the onerous tax- 
ation to replenish it, and the consequent strife, 
disaffection. of the. people, and their distrust of 
our institutions, Whenever I hear the question 
stated that-.A gets more of the public: money than 
B, l feel some forebodings for the future. `I feel 

that, should: it become a settled principle in our 

Government that: B shall have as. much of the 

money of the-people as A, notwithstanding his 
wants are-not 80 great, or, in other words, that it 

cannot he wppliad to the use of B without a great 

waste, indeed, total loss, say I feel that the 
great national interests, the Navy, the Army; and 
civil service, must become dilapidated—broken 
up; the commercial, .agricniural, and. manufac- 
turing interests will be deprived of. their proper 
stimulants, and this nation; like all others that 


- w A bill has passed tho. Housé authorizing thë extension 


Of this act, which will make up the contemplated deficit.’ 
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have preceded: it, will become -enervated, and 
dwindle into ‘insignificance, and: be disrespected 
and despised: by‘ all well-regulated-Governments 
onthe. earth. Holding this view of the subject, 
what:great.responsibility rests upon us tovuse.all 
proper means ‘to prevent these fatal results being 
inured to, and being realized by, our posterity. 
We should spurn every attempt to create in the 
national Halls any other interests: than the na- 
tional’ interests; that which will embrace the 
whole country. The States, by their:inherent 
and sovereign power, can regulate their own pe- 
culiar interests, and thereby preserve them from 
the overshadowing influence of the national: Gov- 
ernment. : 

Does not the public service require that Brook- 
lyn should be first selected as a’site?, When I 
come to-consider the immense tonnage which ar- 
rives at that port and belongs to that port, both 
mercantile and national, I have no misgivings in 
making it the first selection, if the want of the 
Navy demand another; and to prove that it does, 
{t will insert below a table apposite to this subject, 
showing the arrivals of vessels of war, the large 
number repaired, &c. The repair of many of 
these vessels, I have been told, has been frequent- 
ly delayed for a time for the want of a dock; and 
when repaired it is atconsiderable expense, caused 
by the removal of munitions of war, &c., and 
with great delay and injury to the service; all of 
which could be avoided by the construction of 
one dock. ; 

As some gentlemen have been pleased to refer 
to the number of national vessels which arrived 
in the port of Philadelphia and have undergone 
repair at that place, the tables below will give in- 
formation upon the subject, so far as relates to 
New York, as well as that city: 

List of armed vessels belonging to the United States, which 


have entered the portof New York, from November, 1828, 
to November, 1836, Sc. 


Homen, sloop'otwar; November 19, 1828, thoroughly ré- 
paired. ' 

Natchez, sloop-of-war, November 28, 1828, repaired. 
Natchez, sloop-of-war, May 13, 1829. 

Boston, sloop-of-war, July 12, 1829, thoroughly repaired. 
Constellation, frigate, July 24, 1829. 

Ontario. sloop-of-war, February, 1828, thoroughly repaired 


in 1829, 
Peacock, sloop-of- war, rebuilt in 1829. 
Brandywine, trigate, October 8, 1829, slightly repaired. 
Vincennes; sloop-of-war, June 8, 1830, thoroughly repaired 
in 1831. 
Kaimon ih, sloop-of-war, August 5, 1830, thoroughly repaired 
in . 
Potomac, frigate, July 2l, 1831, finished her outfits. 
Hudson, frigate, August, 5, 1831. 
St. Lonis, sloop-of- war, December 11, 3831, repaired in 1832. 
United States, frigate, repaired in 1831 and 1832. 
Experiment, schooner, August 18, 1832. 
Delaware, seventy-four, August, 1833, complete outfits, &c. 
Brandywine, frigate, July 10, 1833, repaired. 
St. Louis, sloop-of-war, July 23, 1833, repaired slightly. 
Shark, schooner, September 28, 1833, repaired slightly. 
Falmouth, sloop-of-war, February 3, 1834, repaired. 
Peacock, sloop-of-war, May 27, 1834, repaired. i 
Erie, sloop-of-war, July 11, 1834, completed outfits. it 
United States, frigate, December 11, 1834. 3 
Experiment, schooner, May 28, 1835, repaired for coast 
survey. 4 
Constitution, frigate, June 23, 1835, partially repaired. 
Natchez, sloop of:war, October 3, 1835, repaired. 
Experiment, schooner, November 28, 1835, from surveying. 
Ontario, sloop-of-war, June 24, 1836. ` 
Experiment, schooner, November 7, 1836, from surveying. 


There have arrived at Philadelphia, during the 
same space of time, the Warren, sloop-of-war, 
Experiment, schooner, and were slightly re-i 

aired. i i j 
E The result for the last two years shows as great 
disparity between the two cities. 

“his table is for a period of eight years, and I; 
have no doubt, upon further examination, a series 
of years will present the same result. Í do not; 
wish to consume the time of the House by any || 
comments of mine upon these facts, but trust the 
members will draw their own deductions. Thus 
it will be seen that the Government have been 
compelled to have repaired at Brooklyn, at great 
expense, without a dock, in the space of eight 
years, vessels of war; whereas, if there had been 
adfy-dock at:-that point, they could have been | 
repaired, in all probability, at one half the ex-| 
pense. eo 7 f : 
` T present, also, a statement of the aggregate of 
arrivals of American and foreigt vessels into the 
United States for 1887, by which we may see the 
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gréat advantages of the State of: New York over 
Pennsylvania or-other States, in a commercial 
point of: view: - a ae : 


-ei Vessels.  Tonnáge. 


New York .....cseseeeseeereceeess 4123 1,003.29 - 
| Massachusetts. sveeteceneacere 2,908 “320,544: 
Maine....... tisassecreeas 1,3879 , 9,687 
Louisiana... 634 136 435 
Maryland...... aveceeeee AAF © 96,898 
Pennsylvania.... senseevees | 444 ` 91,830 
Sonth Carolina sees sersorsssgesre WI 58,688 
North Carolina.. , wi 204 25,027 
eari 193 27,011 
369 ` 7,169 
163 10,805 
14h 26.278 
122 22,971 
Hg 34,246 
Connecticut. 110 21,432 
. Adabama... n. 92 27,531 
. Michigan, « 72 5,035 
New Hainpshire....cssesveerseees 36 10,742 
District of Columbia sesser. © 29 65844 
New Jersey......cccsecceceecseent QF 12,863: 
Total.scccccosscccssscsteceses 10,656" 1,085,423 


=<, 


The arrivals in tonnage into the State of New 
York is more than ten times as great as Pennsyl- 
vania; and, in fact, constitutes one half of the 
whole tonnage of the United States. ` 

To carry this view of the subject still further, 
I have had prepared a statement, comprising a 
period of nine’ years, showing the number and 
tonnage of vessels entered into the ports of New 
York and Philadelphia, from the -year 1829. to 
1837, inclusive, and the amount of imports, ex- 
ports, and revenue for the same period. 


NEW YORK. 

. | Vessels entered. Anunt Amount i i 
4 of ‘of Net revenue. 
Š No. | Tons, | imports. } exports. = : 
1829| 1,229] 244,558'994,749.307 320,119,011] $11,169,193 76 
1830} 1,534] 383,778) 35,624,070) 19,697,983) 13,003,099 SL 
1831} 1,534) 333,678) 57,077,417) 25,535.144] 17,618,659 47 
1832) 1,998) 395,485] 53,214,402; 26,0 0,945] 12,268.521 80) 
1833} 2,702} 537,741]. 55,918,449] 95.395,117] 9,936,091 67 

1834} 3,494] 694,892) 73,188,594) 13,840,460) 8,035,556 38 
1833} 2,008) 455,665; 88,191,305) 39,845,264] 13,147,376 19 
1836] 1,703} 401,086] 118,253,416} 28,920,638) 17,176,908 24| 
1837} 2,922} 579,194} 79,301,722] 27,338,419] 7,856,826 77| 

18,424] 3,976,077] 595,512,682 217,201,981] 109,510,134 09 

PHILADELPHIA. 

1829] 3851 73,454|$10,100,152 4,089,935] $2,766,128 12 
1830} 405) 77,016). 8,702,122) 4,291.793] 2,947,716 24 
1831] 416° 79,058] 12,124,089) 5,513,7131 3,867,794 37 
1832] 432) = 81,939) 10,678,358] 3,516,066} 2,765,674 36| 
3833) 370| © 71,487; 10,451,250) 4,078.95]; 2,074,101 07! 
1834) 44I 83,804) 10,479,268] . 2,031,800) 1,311,539 34 
1835| 416) 78,993) 12,989,937; 3,739,275] 2,151,583 86 
1836| 350| 64,019| 15,068,233) 3,971,555; 2.882.264 89 
1837| 438| 91,735! 11,680,111| 3,841,599] 1,526,813 16) 

3,653) 701,485/101,673,514 33,074,690. 22,993,616 11 

14,771 3,274,592} 493,839,168} 182,127,291] 87,216,517 96 


The last of these totals gives the diference between the 
two ports. 


The value of imports into New York, from 
the 10th of May, 1837, to the 10th of May, 1838, 
was $58,814,645, and that of Philadelphia but 
$7,732,497; and Pensacola, the other place spoken 
of, only $3,112—the imports of New York city 
being more than half of all the importation into 
the United States. This table, though in a con- 
densed form, is comprehensive. The latter line 
or total of figures, exhibits the difference, the 
great disparity in the receipt of revenues into the 
two cities, and, to some extent, the States of New 
York and Pennsylvania. Now, according to the 
above tables, if we put the claims of New York 
upon its commercial as well as agricultural inter- 
ests, the dry dock should be located in that State. 
What a disparity does the above present between 
the two: places. With what pride should the 
Representatives of that great State advocate her 
superior claims to the favorable consideration of 
Congress. i Pa 

I will also show, by the statement below, in 
parallel columns, the great disparity between the 
domestic exports of the two States contending for 
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this prizë, embracing a period of nineyears, com-: 
mencing in. 1829 and ending im: 1837. . FVA 


C PENNSYLVANIA. | lOi NEw Yorri =S 


© i Value. “Years. ` Valie. ` 
$2,617,152 1829.. + $12,036,561 
2,024,452 1830... 13,618 278 


3.594302: < 
“12,008,991 
reese. 26715300 
Zi. 20317803 
:3,739,275 


15,726,118 
15,057,250 
115,411,296 
13,849,469 
RS 30,345,264 
1836 .cevveeseave 3,971,535 + 28,920,638 
Paess? 3,841,599 1837.0 peee cece 27,838,419 
"27,400,429 > 172,393,293 
uae oo! no E 97,409,429 


arees ate a e 8144,902,864 


Balance in favor of New York. 


:Some gentlemen. have been pleased to place 
their claims upon. the AAMER HA boat-building 
interest. If this.be a just criterion, and the claims 
of New York and Pennsylvania be tested upon 
this principle, to which I have no objection, New 
York will still be entitled to the: prize; to show 
which, see the following table: .. ; 

Statement showing the number of vessels built, and the ton- 


nage thereof, in each State and Territory of. the United 
States, for the year ending September 30, 1837. 


5 -Number of P are 

States. - _.-vessels built. Tons. 95ths, 
Maine..ssasecsncetesevseeeenec es 149 23,475: 40 

New fManipshire, wee. 4 1,885 65 , 
Massachusétts 20,794 24 
Rhode ‘Island 1,426.87 
Connecticut, 44241 13 
New Yor! 21,999 52 
New Jersey 6,767 18 
Pertnsylvan 12,033 60 
Delaware. siss 344 94 
Maryland ...6. y+ 10,992 29 
District of Columbia. 946 94 
Virginia... cess 1,618 14 
North Carolina.. 864 80 
South Carolina.. 938 65 
Georgia. 392, 13 
i 10,385 00 
971 90 
1,741 57 
71 12 
995 65 
949 122,987 22 


Tam not disposed to find fault with the Repre- 
sentatives of Pennsylvania, because they advo- 
cated the interests of their State, and place the 
claims of Philadelphia upon its most favorable 
footing; nor have I presented these statements to 
draw an-invidious distinction between the two 
cities; but have thought it my duty,as one of the 
Representatives of the great State of New York, | 
to stand up for her interests, and thereby, in my 
humble opinion, subserve the. public interest by 
advocating the construction of a dry-dock at the 
Brooklyn navy-yard. ew j 

But why should I say any more upon the. sub- 
ject. Hias not the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means told the House 
that this is merely a reappropriation of a sum of 
money, carried to the surplus fund, which. had 
been appropriated to the building of a dry-dock 
at Brooklyn, after mature consideration by the 
last- Congress; but owing to some difficulty in 
prosunne the land ata moderate price, it had not 

een applied to this object. The same difliculty 
does not now present itself. The claims of the 
several places now contesting, had been fully 
examined by that-Congress which made this 
appropriation. The palm had been yielded to 
Brooklyn. |. This had been done, too, upon pro- 
per surveys, Will gentlemen withhold the just 
claims of New York, and thereby injure the pub- 
lic service, because they cannot get dry-docks 
“established in every section of the country, where 
ever their imaginations. may lead them to believe 
they areneeded? ‘This would be not only unjust, 
but highly censurable.. . S 

Upon what ground are the friends of Philadel- 
phia disposed now to place her claims? Upon 
superiority of harbor? I should.suppose not; for 
the harbor of New York is one of the best in the 
world—perfectly secure, affording good anchor- 
age to any number of vessels. It can float the 
largest vessel inour Navy. Itis only two hours | 


sail from the ocean; whilst that of Philadelphia || ter claim, for:fature. dish 
is-insecure and contracted, and at least one hun-||| places above-cited f 
dred.and fifty miles from. the ocean... 2-5; o e 

-WNew. York can be approached at:all.seasons of 
the year, and vessels repaired atany time; but ice || York now presents, The Representatives of this 
in. the Delaware renders it impracticable to get.to || great State, can wh pride ees shs has iwilhin 
Philadelphia.. But the greatest obstacle which || her-precincts the main artery. of the Union; that 
presents itself is.as to the depth of water, which || she diffuses the life’s. blood. through. the. whole 
is not sufficient to.float our largest, vessels. .The || commercial system, ag. the foiegoing SAUCE 
great object ofa dori af this kind is to receive ves- || irrefutably establish the, fact. We are. proud, that 


Ly ee 


sels. without reference to, size, with their crews, || she is so—-not from local, narraw views, bub. be- 
armament, and munitions on board, and, thus || cause she tends. sọ much to.add.to the honor, and: 
repair them, and. save the. trouble of removals i| fame of the whole United States, -I go for my, coun 
of the same, as has to be, done in the ordinary || try, sir, and that which will best benefit it in.the 
way. And if there be not sufficient depth of || aggregate, and. whenever. [ am: satisfied of-the, 
water at Philadelphia for this purpose, the dock || utility of an.appropriation. in a national. point of: 
would be totally useless.. There has been ‘no in- || view, 1 will ever be found ready.lo record my xote 
formation furnished to this House of actual sur- || in its favor, let it beat the North or the South, 
vey, &c., that will disabuse our minds of this || the East or the ‘West, and all I ask ig, that gens 
ọpimion. ` f temen would legislate.on equally liberal princis 
. New York is entitled to,this dry-dock, whether || ples, which I have no doubt that they wille 
we consider the security and capacity of harbor, f ES Sen 
depth of water, its proximity to the ocean, ton- 
nage, imports and exports, revenues, taxes—in 
fine, her general commercial, agricultural, or me- i a TEAR 
chanical interests, And whilst I am speaking of || . In the House of Representatives, January OA, 
her commerce, I wilh present one fact in relation || 1839, Mr. CAMBRELENG, from. the Committee of 
to that of Philadelphia. The arrival of foreign || Waysand Means, submitted the following report 
vessels into the port of New York has progres- || on the state. of the Treasury and the expenditures 
sively increased for the last fifty years; whilst it || of Government: ee Pe ae 
appears, from statistics upon this subject, lately By the 63d rule of the House of Reptesent- 
published, that the foreign arrivals into Philadel- atives, itis made the duty.of the Committee. of ; 
phia, at the present time, are not more than they || Ways. and Means to “ inquire into the state of 
were in 1788. . But its coasting trade has consid- || the revenue and of the expenditure, and, to. re» 
erably increased, but I think not in the same || port, from time to.time, their opinion thereon.”? 
proportion as that of New York. The condition of our finances renders .the.dig- 

The mechanics of New York are as skillful, || charge of this duty particularly necessary at the 
and labor is as cheap, if not cheaper, than at || present time. Our extraordinary, expenditures 
Philadelphia, and the facility of procuring build- || have, within a few years, been unavoidably 
ing materials for vessels isas great. But, above || large, and our revenue has, rapidly declined since 
all, the public interest demands that New York 1836. In that year our income from customs and 
should have it. Why, then, withhold it? lands was more than forty-eight millions; in 1837 

I have also prepared a statement of the opera- (including the postponed bonds) it was about 
tions. of the two cities in gold and silver for a |! twenty-four millions; and for the past year (de> 
period embracing eight years, from 183] to 1838, ,| ducting the postponed bonds) about fourteen mil- 


both inclusive: f lionsanda half. The revival of trade will increase 
; ; NEW YORK CITY. the revenue both from customs and lands, and 
Imported in eight years. Exported in eight years. || notwithstanding the progressive reduction in our 


Gold bullion.....$3,595.310 Gold butlion..... $171,827 || tariff, it will probably be sufficient to meet the 
Sitver bullion... 1,963,547 Silver bullion.... 246,420 || wants of an economical administration of our 
Gold specie.. <<< 24,874,590 Gold specie...... 2,914,908 || Government. We have, however. iust reason 
Silver epecie..... 18,660,441 Silver specie..... 14,958,329 apr 7 eke r, NO Just reason 
to anticipate such an excess of revenue, as to. wary 

$46,093,888 $18,291,484 || rant a continuance of extravagant expenditures; 

= ‘and the present reduced state of the Treasury af- 

fords a proper occasion to inquire what branches 
of these have been unnecessarily increased, and 


PILILADELPHIA CITY. g | 


Gold bullion..... 50,587 Gold bulion.. s.. None. |i . 2 3 
Silver bullion». ++ e970 Silver bullions.., 33.14 || tO endeavor to restore the aggregate expense of 
Gold species... 405.416 Cold specie. 225365 |, the Federal Government to the economical basis 


3,383,631 || contemplated by the act of the 2d of March, 1833, 
l and corresponding with the maximum duty of 
$2,714,058 $3,642,753 |, twenty per cent, ad valorematter June, 1842, pro- 
ee === | posed by thatact... ; ; a 
But to return to the cry of some gentlemen as |; Our “ederal expenditures have been rapidly, 
to the inequality of expenditures. I think New i! though irregularly, increasing, from 1789 to the 
York pays as much (if not more) into the public į present time. The fluctuations appear to have 
Treasury, in the way of taxes, having reference |! been simultaneous with an increasing or decreas- 
to her population, asany other State in the Union. |! ing revenue, an overflowing Treasury uniformly 
Have the disbursements, upon the same princi- |! producing a sudden augmentation of our appro- 
i 
t 


Silverspecie..... 1,821,085 Silver specie. 


ple, been greater in this State than in other sec- |) priations. Independent, however, of such occa- 
tions of the Union, and particularly Pennsylva- i| sional extravagance, It was natural to anticipate, 
nia? Ithink not. The buildingat New York— || especially in the first half century of its existence, 
the custom-house— which the Government is || a steady increase in the civil, military, and naval 
erecting for its own accommodation, has been re- , expenditures.of a Government which had no such 
ferred to by gentlemen who are in favor of erect- ! establishments at its origin; and particularly ina 
ing this dock further south. They have, with 


| country which has in so short a period doubled 
great emphasis, denominated it a palace, a waste |; the number of States in the Confederacy, enlarged 


of money, &c. This was not erected solely, let i its boundary of settlement to near five times its 
me tell gentlemen, with a view of beautifying | extent in 1790, increased its population from less 
New York. It has been constructed of perma- |; than four to near seventeen millions, and. extended 
nent materials, and of great capacity, such asthe |) its post routes from eighteen hundred and sev- 
interests and wants of the Government demanded. || enty-five to near one hundred and thirty-five thou- 
I hope all objection will vanish when I tell. gen- || sand miles. i f 

tlemen that the erection of the same has cost i| But, while a considerable increase of our ex- 
the Government but one per cent. upon the rev- || penditures for purposes strictly national—for the 
enue neted at that port for the lastten years; and ‘| common defense and common government ofa 
I very much question whether Philadelphia, with |; rapidly growing and now enlarged Confederacy— 


her splendid Mint and navy-yard, or any other |: may be satisfactorily accounted for, if notentirely 


| section of the country, can present the same pic- : justified, by the circumstances, other expendi- 


ture as a justification for the amounts they have tures, foreign, as your committee believe, to the 


| 
received of the bounties of the Government. I}! original design of the Constitution, have arisen 


think, all told, that New York can present a bet- || through a departure from the principle of taxation 
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by which ‘our Union was governed for nearly 
thirty years. Prior to the late war-with Great’ 
Britain, our tariffs were revised and our taxes 
levied to supply the actual ‘wants of Government, 
however they might. operate, incidentally; ori the 
internal industry of the country: It was never 
then designed to raise more ‘revenue’ than was 
actually necessary to supply our ‘Federal wants. 
During the war, large investments were made by 
our capitalists in manufactures; and when it was 
over, the principle of our revenue laws was en- 
tirely reversed. Our taxes were no longer gradu- 
ated ‘by the wants of Government, but by the 
demands of our‘ capitalists for protection; ‘thus 
substituting the incident for the principal.: Our 
tariffs were revised without any regard to the con- 
dition of our finaticés, anda broad foundation was 
laid for a redundant revenue. The corisequence 
was a’ rapid extinguishment of a public debt, 
funded and unfunded; of’ 150,000,000. Antici- 

ating this redemption, appropriations in every 

ranch of the public service were increased; and 
still more extensively to absorb a prospective sur- 
plus, new objects of expenditure were sought for, 
which had been before considered under. the ju- 
risdi¢tion of the States. Surveys were author- 
ized, laying the foundation for a Federal system 
of ‘roads, canals, harbors, and other improve- 
ments, sufficient to exhaust any surplus which 
might possibly occur. Extravagance was deemed 
patriotic, as designed to perpetuate protection to 
manufactures. The one was indispensable to the 
other; and, for a time, the rights of the tax-payer 
were wholly disregarded. 

This attempt to interfere with the rights of the 
States, and to enlarge ‘Federal jurisdiction, ex- 
penditure, and patronage, was partially arrested 
ät an early stage, by leaving to the States the ex- 
clusive and constitutional control over their roads 
and canals. ‘But there still remained other ex- 
penditures, which will be noticed hereafter, equally 
foreign, as the committee think, to the legitimate 
duties of a confederated Government. But, not- 
withstandivig these, the extravagant tendency of 
a surplus, and, the rapid redemption of our public 
debt; we have been already compelled to deposit 
eight-and-twenty millions with the States. For- 
tunately, however, this association of protection, 
surplus, and extravagance, is no longer the policy 
of our Government. Both Houses, by over- 
whelming majorities, revived ourancient principle 
of revenue in the act of 2d of March, 1833. The 
fourth clause of the third section of that act pro- 
vides that after the 30th of June, 1842, “duties 
shall be laid for the purpose of raising such rev- 
enue as may be necessary to an economical ad- 
ministration of the Governnient.’’ Believing, as 
the committee do, that no other policy can be 
permanently sustained in a confederacy of inde- 
pendent States, they deem it expedient to examine 
‘ourcexpenditures in detail, to ascertain what re- 
forms can be introduced to bring them down to 
the economical standard permanently contem- 
plated by the act of 1833. . 

Before noticing the permanent expenditures of 
the Government, it is proper to advert to those 
of an occasional or temporary character, which 
have very largely and unavoidably increased the 
amount of our annual appropriations for a few 
years past; these are in the Indian branch of the 

ublic service. The expenditures for Indian 

ands and wars’ have amounted, within a few 
years past, to about fifty million dollars. The 
purchase of their lands, and the removal of the 
Indians beyond the Mississippi, were unavoidably 
connected with the settlement of the country, 
however it might affect the various tribes. It is 
satisfactory to know that their condition has been 
ameliorated by removal. The addition of thirteen 
new States to the Union, embracing within their 
boundaries most of these tribes, madeit necessary, 
especially in latter years, to purchase their lands, 
in order to advance civilization; to remove obvi- 
ous obstructions to the settlement and cultivation 
‘of the country; to prevent collision, and to pre- 
serve the lives and property of the inhabitants of 
our States and Territories from Indian depreda- 
tions. These purchases have also been founded, 
almost exclusively, upon compacts ‘formed with 
‘some States more than thirty years agod; on our 
‘implied obligation to other States; and on regola- 
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tions and: appropriatioiia by both Houses of Con~ 
gress, extending through every Administration of: 
the Government. They were, moreover, justifi- 
able on mere financial grounds. By’ referring to 
the documents annexed, it will be seen that we 
have acquired by Inidian treaties, since the 4th of 
March, 1829, about one hundred and ten million 
acres: ‘There ‘tiow-remain, of unbought Indian 
lands, less than thirty-five million acres. No ex- 
traordinary expenditure can, therefore, behere- 
after anticipated for this object; nor is it proba- 
ble that there will be such extravagant demands 
upon the Treasury for Indian wars, owing to the 
removal of almost ali the tribes, and to a change 
in the plan of operations in Florida, but princi- 

ally to the recent increase of the Army. ‘One 

alf of the amount expended in these wars has 
undoubtedly arisen from the extraordinary ex- 
penses arising from suddenly calling into the field 
numerous bodies of militia and volunteers, which 
we weré obliged to do in consequence‘of the in- 
adequate force of the regulararmy. The increase 
of that force will enable Government, in some 
degree, to dispense with these calls in future; and 
many millions in our annual expenditures will 
be saved by preventing Indian depredations, and 
promptly suppressing them when they may 
occur. 

Owing to appropriations of the character re- 
ferred to, and to others which will be noticed, 
there is a very considerable apparent increase of 
the Federal expenditures in the last ten years. 
The appropriations for 1828, including those un- 
der permanent acts, amounted to about thirty- 
eight million dollars. In comparing these with 
the expenditures in 1829, the following items 
will be found in the former which were not in the 
latter: ' : 

For preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities, $1,000,000 


For the same, and for the Cherokee treaty.. .... 6,740,000 


Porremoval of Indians, annuities, &c, $3,060,000 
Do. do., in 1829, only... 420, 

mm 2,640,000 
$10,380,000 
For appropriations for the Post Office, not em- 
braced in any bill until and since 1836, as 
these expenses are paid out of the postages... 
For the protection of the northern frontier. s... 
A nominal item in the Navy appropriation bill, 
being a mere transfer of an unexpended ap- 
ropriation for the gradual improvementof the 
avy, to the ycars 1839 and 1840.........+04+ 1,500,000 


17,065,000 
There has been an increase in almost 
every branch of expenditure, but prin- 
cipally in the following: 
‘The appropriations for pensions in the year 1838, 


WEL cece cece enn ree nese nes oo ee $2,008,500 
Do., do., under permanent acts ses... 1,350,000 


4,560,000 
625,000 


3,408,500 
Total expenditures in 1829, revolu- 


THOMATY eseese cee eee eee ee $764,492 
Do., do., Other. ss. oe veveeee 185,102 
TO m 949,594 
— 2,458,906 
Harbor, &e., appropriations in 1838.. $1,535,000 
Expenditures in 1829........cssee088 505,000 
— 1,030,000 


Congressionnl expenses, appropriations in 1838. 
owing, in part, to the long session... . $982,000 
Expenditures in 1829......cseceeeeeee+ 467,000 


———— 515,000 

Light-houses, appropriations in 1838.. . $663,000 

Expenditures in 1829.,..sssaose sese.. 291,500 
——— 371,500 

In executive, territorial, judicial, and miscella- 
neous expenditures ....... eee saoire araar 880,000 


$22,320,406 


Our naval and military expenses have been 
greater since 1829; the former owing, in part, to 
the uncertainty, at one time, of our relations with 
France, and the Jatter to Indian wars. But our 
expenditures Have been since then increased in 
every branch by an augmentation of the amount 
of commercial credit, which adds to the cost of 
all our supplies. ; ec 

In examining into our expenditures there will 
be found, in many of them, much abuse requiring 
reform. Two branches do not come annually 
under the consideration of Congress—the expend- 


| itures for the Post Office service and the expenses 


of collecting our reveriue. The former; not be- 


ing a charge upon the public Treasury, (except 


“for the expenses òf the. General Post Office;) are: 


regulated by the income from postages, which are, 
annually increasing. the number of our.routes and 
the frequency of the transportation of the mails. 
Of the immense increase. in this branch of the 
public service, some idea may be formed from the 
Increase in the transportation of the mails. It 
was not, probably, more than 100,000 miles ‘in 
1790; 845,468 in 1793; as late as 1863 it was but 
3,504,800; it is now 34,580,202 miles. Though 
nota charge. upon. the ‘public Treasury, we are 
bound, ds the trustee of the fund, to see that it is 
administered with economy, in order that our 
mail routes may be extended to the remotest 
quarters of the Union. It has been, accordingly, 
the subject of investigation; the Department has 
been reorganized, and it is believed now to be 
well administered. There is charged upon: this 
fund,fér the service of the present year,$5,100,000. 
If it is designed that this important establishment 
should support itself, there seems to-be no'reason 
for discriminating between the. expenditures for 
the offices throughout the Union-and of the Gen- 
eral Post Office by charging the former upon the 
fund of the Department and the latter upon the 
Treasury. 

The expense of collecting our revenue from 
customs amounted, in the first ten years after 
1789, to about two hundred and ninety-three thou- 
sand dollars annually; for the last ten, ending 
31st December, 1837, to $1,232,000; it is now 
about a million and a half... By referring to. the 
table of tonnage, it will be seen that the amount 
of tonnage entered from abroad has increased 
from six hundred and five thousand tons in 1790 
to two million sixty-five thousand tons in 1837. 
The expenses of collecting the revenue was, in 
1829, $1,013,000, and, in 1837, $1,492,000. The 
tonnage entered from abroad was one million 
three thousand in 1829, and.two million sixty-five 
thousand tons in 1837. The annual amount of 
revenueis no criterion of the expense of collection; 
because, although we have relinquished the duty 
on more than half of our importations, the great 
increase in this branch of trade creates a necessity 
for an increased number of inspectors. We have 
also, of late ycars, introduced many very com- 
plicated provisions in our tariff laws, and added 
to the expense of collection. Buta part of this 
increase is owing to the neglect of Congress in not 
limiting, from time to time, the number of officers 
to be employed; and in permitting the-collectors 
to pay the whole expense of our custom-houses 
out of the revenue received, without even trans- 
ferring it to the public Treasury. Had Congress 
periodically limited the number of our officers, 
directed: the collectors to pay all the money re- 
ceived by them into the Treasury, required annual 
estimates, and made specific appropriations for 


“this, as in other branches of the public service, it 


would have operated as a sensible check on the 
extravagance of some of our collectors. 

Although the subject of tonnage is only indi- 
rectly connected with the question of expenditures, 
the committee cannot dismiss it without calling 
the attention of the House to the fact disclosed in 
the table anriexed, that while the American ton- 
nage entered from abroad increased from 872,949 
in 1829, to 1,299,720 tons in 1837, the foreign 
tonnage rose from 130,743 to 765,703 tons in the 
same period—a result owing, among other causes, 
to our unwise taxes on navigation, and to an abuse 
of credit at home, which enables foreign nations 
to build, supply, and man their ships cheaper 
than we can, and slowly to undermine the basis 
of our naval power. ` 

The legislative expenses of the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the first ten years were annually, on 
an average, about $171,000; the appropriations 
for the year 1838 were $982,000... A part of this 
has arisen from the increase in the number of 
members of Congress; but the most extravagant 
increase has occurred in the contingent expenses 
of both Houses. In the first ten years. these 
did not amount to more than $10,000 annually; 
while the appropriations for the past year were 
$373,960. Although under the immediate obser- 
vation and exclusive control of Congress, there 
is no branch of the public service where there has 
been more abuse and extravagance. Thousands 
of doctiments, in many instances of. no: import- 
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reasury, &C. 


Ho. or Reps, 


$ 7 i E AS i y T 3 fl 
ance, are annually printed; and the contingent f wé may well doubt, notwithstanding the recent | 


funds of the two Houses have been, for some 
years past, charged with the expense of furnish- 


| 
| 
i bers with books. There has been, and | 


ing mem 
remains to be, paid, on two contracts alone of | 
this character, $781,023 37, not only to supply | 
those who are actually in Congress, but others | 
who have not been members for many years past. | 
Should such expenditures be continued, this will 
very soon become an important item; and in 
any eventa large amount will still be required to 
fulfill contracts for books in no manner belong- 
ing to the legitimate contingencies of either House |} 
of Congress. i 

The expenditures of the Executive depart- li 
ments were, in the ten years after specific appro- : 
priations were made; about $195,000 annually; 
the appropriation for 1838 was $795,000. Thi 
item has steadily increased with the growth of f 
our country and its various establishments, re- l 

uiring executive agency and superintendence. |! 
Something would probably be saved if there were |} 
one contingent fund under the control of the Sec- | 
retary for all the offices of each department. Our 
complicated system of accounts, too, was estab- 
lished many years ago; and a more judicious or- |} 
ganization of the Departments might introduce 
greater simplicity and economy. It is impossi- 
ble; however, to avoid a uniform increase in this |! 
branch of the public expenditure, while we con- 
tinue to multiply our laws at every session, 
which must be carried into effect by the Execu- 
tive Departments; and while we rapidly increase, 
as we have done of late, the number of resolu- |! 
tions in both ELouses, calling for information,and | 
frequently involving great labor and expense. | 

Connected algo withthe Executive Departments 
are various expenditures which were very incon- | 
siderable, or did not exist at all, at the commence- 
ment of the Government—such as those for the | 
Mint, Territorial governments, the coast survey, 
arming and-equipping militia, the public lands, 
and public buildings. These, which in early le- 
gislation were quite unimportant, now amount to 
near a million annually. 

The expenses of the Judiciary in the first ten 
years after specific appropriations were made, did 
not amount to more than about $61,000 annually; 
the appropriation for 1838 was $484,000. The 
increased expense for the salaries of judges has 
not been beyond what might have been antici- 
pated. The expense, however, of the courts of 
the United States has increased from about $30,000 
to $342,000, which is the estimate for the present 
year. In this branch of the public service, re- 
form seems to be required. While the clerks of 
our courts are appointed by the judges, and the 
fees of the former amount to a much larger sum 
annually than the salaries of the latter, the ap- 
pointing power may be tempted to participate in 
the profits of the clerkship, and to sanction the 
most exorbitant charges. The fees of our dis- 
trict clerks and attorneys ought to be more pre- 
cisely regulated by law, and the clerks ought not 
to be appointed by the judges. | 

The expenses of our intercourse with foreign 
Powers amounted in early years to about $50,000 
annually; the estimate for the present year is 
$266,484. ‘This expenditure was considerably | 
augmented by the revolutions in what was for- 
metly denominated Spanish America. The esti- 
mate for the present year is not, however, so great 
as the expenditure for 1829, which was $289,140 07. 

The current expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment were unimportant and irregular in early 
years, but all the expenditures in this branch for 
the first ten years amounted to less than $32,000 | 
annually; the estimates for 1839 amount to | 
$866,960, including some appropriations not for | 
current expenses, This increase is owing almost | 
exclusively to annuities and stipulations under | 
treaties with the Indians entered into since 1789. | 

Having no military establishment worthy of | 
notice at the origin of the Government, the ex- || 
penditures in this branch of the- public service ji 
have of course increased. When it is considered || 
that the settled area of the United States has in 
creased, according to the calculations of a scien- |! 
tific engineer, in the ratio of 210,575 in 1790, to |! 
1,013,664 in 1839, some idea may be formed of |, 
the vast extent of our present boundaries; and i 


| defending harbors. 
> 


| died of wounds received in battle. 


i the permanentappropriation of $1,000,000, and un- | 
| expended appropriations amounting to $741,000; 


increase of the Army, whether it will ultimately 


be found adequate to protect all our extensive | 


frontiers. 

Although we have been more liberal in our na- 
val appropriations, that establishment still bears 
an unimportant rank in comparison with that of 
every other maritime nation. The improvement 
in steam navigation, however, seems to promise 
a revolution in the mode of conducting maritime 


war, which may render this difference of less | 


importance as it regards existing navies, and 
may require new and considerable expenditures 


| in this branch of the public service, which will | 


be noticed hereafter. 


$540,000. There was no such Federal expendi- 
ture in early years. 

In the expenses for light-houses there has been 
a considerable increase, especially within the last 
two years. The annual amount expended in the 
first ten years, including the maintenance of the 
establishment, was less than $35,000. For many 
years past it was less than $300,000 annually; but 
in 1837 it was suddenly increased to $1,220,019, 
and included $921,964 for new light-houses, &c. 
In 1838 the appropriations amounted to $663,873. 
The estimate merely for maintaining the exist- 
ing light-houses in the year 1839 amounts to 
$394,000. The appropriations for new works of 
this kind were authorized without proper exam- 
inations, and much money has been wasted in 
this branch of the service. Two years ago Con- 
gress directed such examinations to be made be- 


| fore any new work should be commenced. The 


officers reported in favor of suspending the appro- 
priations for thirty-one of the number of works 


| authorized by the act of 1837, There is a large 
j amount now remaining unexpended in this branch 


of the service. 

The expenditures for fortifications were irreg- 
ular in the first years; but from 1789 to 1798 the 
annual average was $108,000. The appropria- 
tions for 1838 amounted to $1,015,000; and the 
estimates for 1839, $1,269,100. This part of the 


i| national defense is still in a very incomplete state. 


The improvement in steam batteries within a few 
years past renders it, however, a question worthy 
of inquiry, whether it will not also produce an 
entire revolution in the plan of harbor defense; 


| and whether it would not be most judicious for 


the present to confine our expenditures to the arm- 
ament of the fortifications we have finished, and 
await the results of future experiments which will 
become necessary to ascertain whether floating 
steam batteries are not supcrior to stationary for- 
tifications in guarding the entrance into and in 
There are other reasons for 
suspending new appropriations for 1839. Those 
existing were not made until the 7th July last, 
and the act directed that one half of the amount 
should be expended in the present year; and there 
remained undrawn from the Treasury on the Ist 
of January, $704,369 56, besides the balances in 
the hands of our disbursing officers. Under such 
circumstances, witha deficient revenue, and while 
there isa probability that a change will be made 
in the plan of harbor defense, and that the public 
money may hereafter be more advantageously 
expended, the committee are of opinion that it is 
not expedient to add $1,269,100 to the large amount 
unexpended and in the hands of disbursing offi- 
cers. 

For the first six and twenty years, the average 
amount paid annually for pensions was less than 
eighty-four thousand dollars. As late as 1814, it 
was about ninety thousand dollars, and in 1815, 
less than seventy thousand dollars. The late war 
added about two hundred thousand for invalids ; 
and the widows or children of those who had 
The whole | 
pension roll of the United States, arising from the | 
revolutionary, Indian and British wars, did not 
then exceed three hundred thousand dollars an- 
nually. The appropriations for the present year 
amount to $2,500,000; to which are to be added 


making an aggregate for pensions in 1839, of 
$4,241,000, and we have now charged upon the 


The appropriations for roads in 1838 were || 


i 
i 
| 
| 


public Treasury forty-two thousand five hundred 


j which would, if adopted, 


pensioners. A bill was passed at the last session, 
without debate, and approved on the last day of 
the session, which draws from the Treasury, in- 
the present ycar, $1,372,000; and there are three 


| general pension bills now. pending in the House, 


e Provably double the 
annual amount appropriated for pensions. 

This result, and in so short a period, could not 
have been anticipated by the framers of our Con- 
stitution. The claims of our revolutionary sol- 
diers rested on peculiar grounds. Their services 
and sufferings were of an extraordinary charac- 
ter, and we had from necessity been compelled to 
violate our contracts with them. In their case 
we were warranted in departing from ordinary 
usage when our means were ample to indemnify 
them: Pensions to invalids, and to the widows 
or children of those who are killed or who die 
of wounds received in battle, form a part of the 
contract, where such laws exist, between the 
Governmentand the soldier; but in granting pen- 
sions as we have done, in cases where the sol- 
dier was neither killed nor wounded in battle, 
we violated the pension principle, and charged 
the public Treasury with half pay to the repre- 
sentatives of all who enlist in the service of Gov- 
ernment, whether in peace or in war, in addition 
to the compensation stipulated for their services. 
Prior to 1836 there was no ‘departure from the 
ordinary pension rules, except as to revolutionary 
soldiers; but in that year provision was made 
generally for pensions in ordinary cases of death, 
while in the service, after the 20th of April, 1818, 
whether of wounds ornot.* The same rule was 
extended to the Navy pension fund, which will 
be very soon destroyed by such improvident le- 
gislation. Prior to 1837, this fund was amply 
sufficient to provide for our naval invalids, and 
for the widows or children of those who had 
been killed in battle. It was invested in stocks, 
and amounted, on the Ist March, 1837, to the 
sum of $1,115,230 53; it is now reduced, under 
the operation of recent laws, to $293,363 09. 
Should we have no reform in this branch of legis- 
lation, it will be difficult to anticipate the amount 
which may be annually required for this expend- 
iture. If we continue to grant pensions in cases 
of ordinary death, in peace or in war, to the 
representatives of those who are employed in the 
military service, and to allin the naval service, 
we shall soon follow the example of some mon- 
archies, and extend our pension roll, and with 
equal justice, to the representatives of all who die 
in the civil employments of Government. 

The committee feel it to be their duty to bring 
to the special notice of the House the heavy and 
rapidly -increasing expenditures upon harbors and 
rivers. This item was unknown in the early le- 
gislation of the Federal Government. The first 
appropriation was made in 1802; but prior to 1816 
only $36,449 had been expended upon two works, 
connected directly and indirectly, with navy- 
yards and light-houses. In 1816 and 1819 two 
other appropriations were made amounting to 
$34,000, both connected with light-houses. A few 
appropriations were made in 1¢20, 1821, 1822, and 
1828, in the neighborhood of light-houses and 
navy-yards, amounting altogether to $51,750; and 
in 1823 two harbor surveys were authorized, at 
an expense of $350. ; a 

After we had adopted the policy of raising more 
revenue than was required for Federal purposes, 
and as the period approached for the redemption 
of the public debt, this was one of the new 
branches of expenditure resorted to in order to 


| absorb a contemplated surplus. Accordingly, and 


for the first time in the history of our legislation, 
an act was passed on the 20th of May, 1826, “for 
improving certain harbors, and the navigation of 
certain rivers and creeks; and for authorizing sur- 
veys to be made of certain bays, sounds, and 
rivers, therein mentioned.” On the 2d of March, 
1827, this was followed by a regular annual bill, 


| to authorize the improving of certain harbors, 
! the building of piers, and for other purposes,” 


These expenditures immediately increased, in 


* The act of 1836 did not include all who died in the mil- 
itary service, after the 20th April, 1818, butembraced militia, 
rangers, sea-fencibles, and volunteers, and one or more 
special acts were passed establishing the same principle 
as to the regular Army, 
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1827, to-$82,5003in 1828, to $121,000; and in 1829, 
to: $505,000.- In. 1838, the appropriations. were 
more than-# million-and a-half, and.the estimates 
for.1839, amount to $1,713,000... |. .-- -~ a ates 

The aggregate amountalready appropriated for 
these works ig $8,919,043 66, besides canalstocks, 


and the debt.assumed for the corporations of this. 


District-for investments in the same, amounting 
to. the sum of $3,383,490; making an aggregate 
of $19,302,533 66. The estimates for; completing 
some .of these works amount to. $4,650,842 21; 
but, judgingby our experience. as. to former esti- 
mates, it will more. probably-require $10,000,000, 
besides the cost of some of the most expensive 
works, for which there are no estimategatall. In 
addition to this; a bill is naw pending (and would 
have passed the House at. the. close. of the last 


session but far want of time) which, with the. 


amendments, embraced appropriations for new 
works.amounting.to, near a million dollars, and 
invoiving.an ultimate expenditure of probably five. 
million more o. me f 
. 0.1836 this, subject was investigated by the. 
Committee gof Ways and Means, and a report 
sybmitted by: one:of its members (Mr. Smith of 
Maine).on the 10th of February. That report 
states that thera was, even at that time, ‘a real 
necessity for hesitation, if not of actual reform, 
in the further prosecution of public works upon 
the same system which had, of late years, ob- 
tained under. the Government;”’ that they were 
made subservient. ‘to the purposes of the indi- 
vidual wealth and profit of. the agents and con- 
tractors immediately concerned;’’ that the appro- 
priation for qne year, and for each succeeding 
year, in many cases exceeded the whole of the 
original estimate; that many of the works were 
built over again, and that others were rotten bẹ- 
fore they were completed. On the 31st of January, 
1837, the same. gentleman made, another report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, refer- 
ring to the former ag ‘explanatory of the unpro- 
ductive, yet growing, expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment upon harborg and rivers, and expressive 
of serigus doubts, of. the policy: of following out 
this branch, of the, public service, unless seme 
More certain and efficient and economical system 
for conducting it‘could be devised.” The opinion 
of the committee had not been changed by ‘ the 
experience of another year;” and the report adds: 

e Withdut some curtailment by Congress of the class of 
works already projected ag recipients of its. bounty, and 
without g decisive limitation of its appropriations to works 
ihat may justly be denominated of the first magnitude, and 
of imperious necessity, tog, it requires no spirit uf prophecy 
to predict that the. operations of the civil engineer depart- 
ment will, in a very few. years, rival, in expenditures and 
uumerical strength of agents and operatives, the military 
and naval service of the Governinent, and constitute a more 
alarming branch of public patronage than is to be found 
elsewhere in the Government. From.the peculiar nature of 
their expenditures; corruption, favoritism, and peculation 
may be reduged to system more successtully in them than 
in almost aiy other branch of the civil administration.” 


If such was the opinion “of the Committee of 
Ways and Means in 1837, it certainly cannot be 
changed by examining into-the present condition 
of these improvements. x 
. After an experiment:of thirteen -years on the 
one hundred and three works for which appro- 
priations have been made, the following is: the 


result: 
Never COMMEONCEG.. ccs ossen is resreverrreeeesssesese 3 
Abindghed. sse se ses toga d 


tel pia nea trataeran nyrene catia sbaase nmaa mt Fe 
ay perhaps he completed with existing appropriations.. 
Compl mpleted wil g approp 


Soe whee weeeereteeeeren eaeeee 
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COTTRER 
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_ Some of the works have. been, built over twice, 
and the tweñty completed cost but $409,178 25; 
leaving all the expensive works yet to be finished, 
snd at ań expense which cannot even be esti- 


inquire whether all these expenditure s-belong to 
ġa system 
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which, if made permanent, „must entirely change 
the character: of our. Government. ‘ 


The utility. of such improvements generally, is 


not denied, and is not the question. The true 
inquiry is, under what authority and. at whose 
expense they, should:be constructed. If it is de- 


sirable to make a judicious selection of public. 


works; to secure economy in expenditure; to do 


justice to those who contribute to their construc:. 


tion, and to insure their completion in some rea- 
sonable time, we should certainly. confine our 
Federal, State, county, and municipal authorities 
within their appropriate spheres of action. We 
have confided to the Federal Government the high 


duty of superintending the construction of our. 


works for national defense... By interfering with 
State, county, city, town, and village improve- 


ments, it not only neglects its common obligation. 


to the Confederacy, but mismanages and retards 
the prosecution of their works. As we have seen, 
itextravagantly wastes the public money,in many 
instances, on works which should never have been 
commenced; on others, of a character strictly 


local; and in almost every case the work would | 


have been constructed, with more economy and 
dispatch under the superintendence of our State 
and local authorities, or under the still more vigi- 
lant direction’ of, private enterprise. 

These appropriations have been,and must con- 


tinue to be, very unequal among the States. The | 


Union has a common interest in but few of them. 
It may have in those running through or in the 
neighborhood of our public lands,which add value 
to the common property. But it is certainly un- 
just to apply the money collected in some States 
to mere local improvements in a distant quarter 
of the Union, simply because they appertain to 
the commerce of the-country. If every improve- 
ment of harbors, rivers, and creeks, and the build- 
ing of piers, is to be considered national in its 


character and benefits as an. appendage to our ; 


commerce, jt is difficult to define any limit what- 
ever fo the jurisdiction of the Federal Govern- 
ment, or to say to what purpose the common fund 
of the Union may not be applied. The distribu- 
tion made during the Jast thirteen years among 
the States, proves incontestably the injustice of 
these expenditures. The whole amount appro- 
priated and invested is $12,300,000; of which 
$5,190,000 has been granted to a district of coun- 
try not one hundred and fifty miles from the Cap- 
itol. Without inquiring into the importance of 
the works patronized by the Federal Government, 
it is sufficient to remark that most of tho States 
have been, at the same time, employing theirown 
money and credit on improvements infinitely more 
ugeful and profitable, and better calculated to ex- 
tend the commerce of the Union. Some of the 
States have not participated at all in these Federal, 
appropriations, while four States only may be 


charged with $6,760,000 out of the $12,300,000, | 


and some of the most expensive works remain to 
be completed in these States. If it is intended to 
make this system permanert, justice requires that 
some more just rule of distribution should be 
adopted. 
This system, if permanent, must also very soon 
rove seriously. detrimental to our naval and mil- 
itary establishments, and defeat the main object 
of ourconfederation. Such improvements, though 
enerally merely local, are supported in both 
Touses by a combination of votes, which secures 
their preference over all other expenditures, how- 
eyer important the latter may be to the defense 
of the country. With an experience of only 
thirteen years, we have already a draft of near 
two millions annually upon the ‘Treasury for such 
improvements.’ Should we continue to increase 
them, approptiations for. national defense will 
become of secondary importance, and will be re- 
duced to incréase the expenditures for our con- 
ressional districts, Neither the condition of our 
nances, nor the state. of, the world, warrants us 
in applying the public monéy to objects not con- 
nected with our common defense. ‘The countries 
in our own neighborhood have been disturbed; 
but, without anticipating any change in our pa- 
cific relations with foreign nations, we have other 
motives for not diverting the common fund, pro- 
vided for our national defense, into new channels, 
The fortifications we have finished are unarmed, 


and the recent improvements in steam-batterics 
render it certain that.a very important revolution 
is about to be. effected: not only in harbor and 
coast defense, but in-the whole system of mari- 
time.war. Other nations have already sapplied 
themselves with steam-batteries, and we shall 
neglect one of our highest duties if we do not em- 
ploy our first surplus money on similar objects. 
While such is our condition on our’ maritime 
border, our vast western frontiers are wholly un- 
protected. The condition of the States on this 
side of the Mississippi required the removal of 
the Indians beyond that river, and the tribes will 
soon be all in the same region of country. Ac- 
cording to the estimates of the Indian bureau at 
thelast session, thenumber who had been and were 
soon to be removed from-the east to the west of 
the. Mississippi, including those previously there, 
was three hundred and thirty-two-thousand four 
hundred and ninety-eight, of whom, sixty-six 
thousand four hundred and ninety-nine were ès- 
timated to be warriors. Mostof these belong to 
distant tribes, but it is supposed that a large body, 
might unite and make war upon our frontier set- 
tlements. Weare certainly bound by the highest 
obligations to protect the States on our borderg 
from an enemy whom we have been compelled 
to place in. their neighborhood as the settlement 
of the country advanced, We ought surely to 
discharge this duty, before we appropriate our 
Federal means to improving harbors, rivers, and 
creeks, and building piers” 

Should these Federal expenditures be perma- 
nently continued, they must corrupt the legisla- 
tive branch, and entirely change the practical 


‘operation’ of our Government from its original 


and constitutional design. Millions will be an- 
nually voted to be disbursed by our public officers, 
enlarging the patronage of the Federal Executive, 
and extending its influence to every congressional 
district throughout the Union. The Federal sys- 
tem of roads and canals proposed and rejected 
some years ago, however unconstitutional, would 
not have becn more fatal to’ State independence, 
nor more consolidating in its tendency, than these 
numerous appropriations for local objects. In- 
stead of having seventy-five works in operation 
at the same time, as we have already, we should 
have our thousands, and those employed in their 
construction would outnumber all engaged in the 
civil, military, and naval service. Instead of & 
confederacy for the common defense of a union 
of States, we should have a concentrated and 
consolidated Government, almost exclusively su- 
erintending our internal concerns, and interfer- 
ing with the duties and jurisdiction of our State 
and local authorities, This revolution, which has 
already commenced, can only be averted by con- 
fining Federal legislation to the few but high 
duties assigned to Congress by the Constitu- 
tion. i 
Without, however, anticipating what- may be 
permanent policy of this Government, the com- 
mittee adhere to the opinion expressed in its two 
reports in 1836 and 1837, thatthe subject demands 
thorough investigation; and that if it is designed 
to persevere in it, some.“ more certain, efficient, 
and economical system should be devised;”? and 
if the public money must be appropriated to these 
objects, justice to the States, requires a more 
equal rule of distribution, For, the present, the 
committee are of opinion that the existing appro- 
priations are sufficient, taking into view the con- 
dition of the Treasury. Appropriations amount- 
ing to $1,535,000 were made as late as the 7th of 
July last; and one half of every ‘item in that act 
exceeding $12,000 wag directed to be expended 
in 1839. Of the existing appropriations, there 
remained undrawn from the Treasury on the ist 
January, $977,748 92, besides the balances in the 
hands of disbursing officers. As the revenue of 
1839 will not warrant any additional appropria- 
tions, the committee deem it inexpedicnt to add 
$1,713,000 to more than a million unexpended at 
the beginning of the year. Se dng ate 
In reviewing our various expenditures, the ex- 
traordinary increase in some branches, and the 
introduction of new objects of appropriation, the 
committee are of opinion that. the augmentation 
of the expenses of the Federal Government is 
chiefly to be ascribed to the policy of raising more 
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revenue than was required to meet the wants of |! 
government, and of interfering with State and || 
municipal duties; and to the increased number of | 
resolutions and bills originating in both Houses, 
and annually calling for new and heavy expendi- 
tures. If all the unsuccessful propositions for 
appropriations made in Congress during the last 
session had been adopted, ten or fifteen millions | 
more would have been charged upon the Treas- 
ury. The practice, too, of passing almost all our | 
important bills on the last days, and of having 
them approved on the last day of the session, | 
adds very much to the annual amount of our ap- | 
propriations. Among other bills, one of those 
approved on the last day of last session was hur- 
ried through the House without any knowledge 
of its operation. This bill makes a new charge 
upon the revenue of the present year of $1,372,000. 
No reform ‘can be anlicinaee: in this onward 
course of extravagance, whilst almost every new 
measure of importance is forced through both 
Houses, without debate or examination, on the | 
last days (or rather nights) of the session. | 

Should the House determine on authorizing 
new appropriations for fortifications, harbors, | 
&c., and on charging upon the revenue of 1839 
$2,982,000, in addition to an unexpended balance 
undrawn at the commencement of the year of 
$1,682,000, besides the amount in the hands of 
the disbursing officers, it will be necessary to in- 
struct the committee as to the mode of raising 
the revenue required to meet these expenditures. 
There is no probability that the reccipts from all 
sources in 1839 will be more than sufficient to 
mect unavoidable expenses, without the addition 
of any extraordinary appropriation whatever. 
The last year’s revenue from customs and lands, 
exclusive of the postponed bonds, which formed 
part of the receipts of 1837, did not exceed four- 
teen thillions and a half. Although we may an- 
ticipate a considerable increase in the present 
foe it would be very unsafe to calculate on a 
arger revenue than twenty-three millions from 
both sources. On that basis the following esti- 
mate is founded. The appropriations stated in 
the estimate are nearly a million Jess than those 
‘submitted by the Departments, and others esti- 
mated for have not been reported atall. Those 
stated below embrace only indispensable appro- 
priations: 


STATE OF THE TREASURY FOR 1839, 


Resources of 1839. 


The ascertained balance in the Treasury on the Ist of 
January, exclusive of 500,609 for the use of the Mint, 


1S .seacacvcseveescenereses sscesscucsces eree Gax200;000 
Receipts from customs + $18,000,000 
Receipts from lands..seseeeeecereee 5,000,000 
— 23,000,000 


Balance due from late deposit banks, being less 
than as stated by the Treasurer, owing to anti- 
cipated PAYMENLS. 6 oe veeeees 2,300,000 

From miscellaneous sources 400,000 


ORETTE 2,700,000 | 
i 


$28,900,000 


CHARGES UPON THE TREASURY. 


Appropriations authorized by former acts, which will be 
required for the public service, but were not drawn out 
prior to the Ist January last, according to the Treasury 
ACCOUNL sees. edoeeeonosecsenesse $15,289,000 

Appropriations already reported : 

Indian annuities, &C....s.eeeeeeee $866,960 
AMY seeeceeeercenece «. 5,548,220 
Pensions.. + 2,499,019 


Northern frontier...... + 500,000 
Navy ..sececsenecs eressero sees 5,130,781 
Civil and diplomatie, deducting the 

nominal appropriation of $5,100,- 

000 for the Post Office service ... 2,884,354 
Partial appropriations for congres- 

sional expenditures, besides those 

included in the preceding bill.... 549,344 
Cumberland road ss.ssssesesresse 300,000 

— 18,078,678 


Appropriations under permanent laws for pen- 
sions, arming and equipping the militia, &c., 
including $750,000 for the gradual improve- 
ment of the Navy, transferred at the last ses- 


SION e se sass heeds weve G2 éaaaidos saeseiceees'e is BL 44,000 
Appropriations carried to the surplusfund, which 

must be again appropriated............. ` 295,000 
For the Military Academy (to be reported)... 153,055 


For preventing and suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties in Florida, (to be reported,)...eecseeeesee 1,804,77 


ee 


37,764,507 


Of the foregoing appropriations, there will prob- 
ably be undrawn at the close of the year, (be- 
ing the short session, the estimate is Icss than 
at the close of the last year)..... tasaisessa s 13,000,000 


24,764,507 


Certificates for return. duties on merchandise 
destroyed by fire at New York, receivable in 
payment for duties, as estimated by the com- 
MUSSIONLTS...4 eee 

‘Treasury notes to be 


whey 460,000 
redeemed ......... seeeeee 7,712,350 


Se bere cece cone areeeees 


Deduct the resOurces..eerecveecsvevecerrssees 


Deficit...... 


secceceeee $3,076,857 

To meet this deficiency, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to sell the remaining bond 
of the Bank of the United States, amounting, 
with interests, to $2,380,000, and there remains 


| $2,287,650 of the Treasury notes authorized to 


be issued by the act of 1838, which have not yet 
been issued. Should the former be sold, and the 
limitation of the Treasury note act of 1837 be ex- 
tended to 30th June, and no appropriations be 
authorized during the present session but those 
embraced in the foregoing statement, there would 
be an estimated balance in the Treasury on the 


Ist January next of about six hundred and ninety | 


thousand dollars. Even this balance will be re- 
duced by some additions which will be necessarily 
made during the session to the appropriations 
enumerated in the foregoing statement. Should 
Congress authorize the usual amount of new ap- 
propriations, and the $3,000,000 proposed for 
fortifications, harbors, &c., it would be necessary 
to provide five or six millions for the Treasury, 
in addition to all the resources and receipts ex- 
isting or contemplated. 

All which is respectfully submitted by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for the consideration 
of the House. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. YELL, 
OF ARKANSAS, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 20 and 26, 1839, 


On the motion submitted by Mr. ROBERTSON, to recommit 
the resolutions of Mr. Jounson, of Maryland, from the 
Select Committee on the Public Lands, with instructions 
to report the following joint resolutions : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, That, hereafter, the Seeretary of 
the Treasury shall cause separate accounts to be kept of 
all moneys paid into the Treasury on account of sales of 
the public lands, to be disposed of in the manner herein 
provided unless otherwise by law specially directed, viz: 
He shall, on the first day of July succeeding the next cen- 
sus, and thereafter semi-annually, on the first day of Janu- 
ary and July in every year, divide all the said moneys then 
in the ‘Treasury among the several States of the Union, in 
the ratio of their Federal numbers: Provided, nevertheless, 
That nothing herein contained shall bz construed to pro- 
hibit the appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, 
or such portion thereof as may be requisite to meet the ne- 
cessary expenditures of the Government for any year in 
which the receipts from customs and other sources of rev- 
enue shall be estimated to fall below 
lars, and when it shall be deemed proper on that account 
to apply the said proceeds, by special appropriation, to sup- 
ply the deficiency and meet those expenditures : Provided, 
also, That, in the event of a war between the United States 


and any foreign power, the said semi-annual division shall | 


cease, and be suspended during the continuance of such 
war: Provided, moreover, That nothing herein contained, 
shal! be construed to impair the right and obligation of 
Congress, whenever it shall satisfactorily appear that ben- 
efits from the use of the public lands, or the proceeds there- 
of, have been herctofore, or shall be hereafter, conferred on 
particular States, to extend as far as practicable to each 
and all the States, in tncir due and just proportions, who 
may require or be willing to accept them, similar benefits, 
upon the same or equivalent terms. 


Mr. Dony moved to amend the amendment of 
Mr. Rogertson, by inserting before the first pro- 
viso the following: 

First paying to the States in which such lands are situate, 


twelve and a balf per cent. of the proceeds of publie lands 
sold within such States respectively. 


Mr. YELL said: , : 

Mr. Speaker: It is not my intention to con- 
sume much of the time of the House at this late 
day of the session. Time is now precious to all; 


millions of dol- į 


| and as buta few days will have elapsed before 
' this Congress will have gone the way of all that 
{ have preceded it, and live only in the books. of 
| history and the recollections of our countrymen, 
‘lam admonished of the necessity of brevity of 
| Speech and promptitude of action. Sir, the. pa- 
i tience of this House is already exhausted, and I 
i know how unwilling all are to listen to elaborate 
| speeches; but the importance of the subject now 
| before me, and the deep interest which my con- 
; stituents have in its issue, are considerations 
| which will, I hope, plead ample apslogies for my 
now rising to take part in its discussion. | 

In considering this subject, Mr. Speaker, I oc- 
cupy a middle or a central positidn. F do not 
fully agree with either of the honorable gentemen 
who have preceded me. Jam not prepared to 
give my assent to the grounds assumed: by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Harrison] who 
maintains the assertion that the public lands bè- 
long to the States in which they lie. In maintain 
ing that position my honorable friend is not sin- 
gular or alone. [eis sustained by such men as 
Tazewell and Taylor, of Virginia, and Governor 
Robertson, of Louisiana, and many others; and 
I must do him the justice to say that, in carrying 
out his assertions, he has adduced and arrayed 
arguments and facts difficult to be refuted; so well 
were they- sustained, indeed, that it took my 
friend from New York, [Mr. Parser] with all 
| his admitted ability and ingenuity, two days to 

demonstrate, even to his own satisfaction, that 
they were not tenable. Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, 
entered the Union under the resolutions common 
toall thenew States, viz: ‘* that the new States shall 
never interfere with the primary disposal of the 
soil by the United States in Congress assembled, 
nor with any regulations Congress may find ne- 
i cessary for securing the title in said soil to the 
bona fide purchascrs;’? and that we would not tax 
i| the public land lying within the jurisdiction of the 
i State. That compact we entered into, hard as it 
was, without a murmur, and we are willing and 
bound to preserve its stipulations in good faith. 
! Such, sir, is our design; and we possess too much 
State pride to be found struggling to undo or vio- 
late the stipulations’of a mutual compact, Is our 
i example imitated and followed by the older States 
| of the Confederacy? [think not. On the other 
hand, Mr. Speaker, I find the old States propelled 
and urged onward by avarice, disregarding all our 
former practices and compacts; and, in open vio- 
| lation of the public faith, boldly assuming the 
i ground that the public domain should be subjected 
to the doctrine of distribution, and that it should 
be divided as a common spoil; thus, in effect and 
in fact, subverting every principle of equity, jus- 
tice, and good faith. 

In support of the position I shall assume against 
the resolution, one of the arguments Fshall mainly 
rely upon is one that is advanced and admitted 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. RoserT- 
; son,] in his attempt to sustain the reverse of my 
| proposition, that Congress has no power to raise 
j money for distribution. That gentleman ex- 
! pressly and warmly repudiates all such doctrines; 
but, in the same breath, ingeniously attempts to 
draw a distinction between moneys derived from 
i the sale of the public lands, and those which are 
| collected and received from the ordinary sources 
of revenue collected from imports. 

The resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Speaker, revives the odious principles con- 
tained in the bill commonly called Mr. Clay’s 
land bill, of 1832, without even retaining the ad- 
vantages or benefits proposed by it, of giving to 
the new States the twelve per cent. on the amount 
of sales, but opens the broad principle, and the 
right of distributing the proceeds among the old 
States. The position thus assumed by the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia I contro- 
vert, because I not only deem it inexpedient, but 
unconstitutional. The fundamental principles of 
the party to which I belong assume and assert 
that it is the policy and the duty of the Govern- 
ment to raise no more money from the people, 
by any known mode of taxation, than is neces- 
sary to its support on the most economical plan, 
and in no event to raise money to be distributed 
among the States or the people. The admission 
of the gentleman from Virginia, that we have no 
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ower “ toraisea revenue for distribulion,’? either 
t: directly or indirectly,’ is unqualifiedly correct; 
and, as it is admitted, I: shali attempt to. show 
that the object and effect of the measute proposed 
would violate that principle; arid divert-the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands from the 
expressed objects and intentions of the several 
deeds of cession, made’ by the States of Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, Georgia, and New York, 
to the General Government, which expressly de- 
clare, among other things, $ 

` €‘That.all the lands within the territory as ceded to the 
United States, and not reserved of appropriated to‘any of 
the beforementioned purposes, or disposed of in bounties 
to the officers and soldiers of the American: Army, shall be 
considered as acommon fund for the use and benefit of 
such of the United States as have become or shall become 
members of the Confederation or Federal alliance of the 
said States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual re- 
spective proportions inthe general. charge and expenditure, 
and shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that 
purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” 


To errive-at the true meaning of the deeds of 
cession, we must look to the dates of.those instru- 
ments, and the objects to be effected by them; and 
by examining these all important points, we find 
that the deeds of cession made in the year 1783, 
by Virginia, after the close of the revolutionary 
war, and during the existence of the Government 
under the Articles of Confederation, when the 
States were sovereign and independent, in the ex- 
ercise of all the rights of sovereignty, and could 
make a treaty stipulation with the other sovereign 
States or with the Congress, which then exercised 
limited power under the then form of Govern- 
ment, which at once set the whole argument of 
the gentleman from Virginia in favor of distribu- 
tion at defiance, and render it nugatory., 

After the close of the war, we find Virginia, 
as well as the other States, largely indebted to her 
soldiery and citizens for services, provisions, and 
munitions of war, ad vanced to carry on the strug- 
gle for independence, and all dispossessed of the 
ability to liquidate their just debts. Hence, it was 
a matter of policy in that State to change that 
liability to some other quarter, and they made a 
deed of cession to relieve themselves from the lia- 
bility thus referred to. The State of Virginia had 
a claim to the wild lands acquired by her charters 
under her colonial government, to what was 
termed the Northwest Territory, which now in- 
cludes the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, and the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa. 
The nature of that claim, situated as it was, and 
‘being in possession of bands and hordes of hos- 
tile ndinane, it is not my purpose to examine; 
but, if I should do so, I do very much doubt if I 
should not be able to show that, in transferring it 
to the Federal Government, Virginia displayed 
quite as much policy and interest and sagacity as 
magnanimity, ora benevolent devotion to the hap- 
piness of a young Republic just merging into ex- 
istence; and, besides, if an argument were now 
opened on the subject, and its discussion were 
now in order, itis not at all improbable that it 
might be proved that Virginia never had a legiti- 
mate claim; by conquest, purchase, or by any 
other. of the rights of possession, to a single acre 
of the domain she so generously and nobly ceded 
to the Federal Government. i 

But, all this aside, Virginia, through her legis- 
lative bodies, made a cession of her northwestern 
territorial claim to the General Government, and 
that Government agreed to satisfy and liquidate 
all her military bounties, with an understanding 
that the surplus, if any, should. be applied as a 
common fund for the benefit of all the States, 
(Virginia included,) according to the stipulation 
‘inthe deed of cession before alluded to, and for 
no other purpose. ‘The obvious intention of this 
stipulation was; that the surplus should then be 
applied in liquidating the.expenses of those States 
which were.sovereign, and as- such had partici- 
pated in the expenses and sufferings and glories 
of the war for independence. At that period the 
several States were supported by adirect tax upon 
their citizens, and it was to afford them remuner- 
ation for their losses: that: this-arrangement was 
effected. The compact thus made mutually be- 
tween the State of Virginia and the Federal Gov- 
ernment, led to the creation of the fund of which 
Lhave just spoken, and it thus -virtually-became 


a State fund for the support of the Government; 


and precisely as ‘much so as it has, since the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution, become a 
common fund for the General Government, the 
mode of taxation having been changed by the 
formation of: the Constitution, and consequently 
it has ever been considered a portion of the REV- 
ENUE:to be expended for the benefit of. all the 
States and the nation; and, until this project of 
distribution was started in 1832, no man, I believe, 
ever supposed or contended that.this fund was to 
be diverted from the usual application. ` It must 
be borne in mind that the funds derived from sales 
of the public lands were to be applied to extinguish 
the national debt, which at that time (1783, at 
the close of the war) was not less than eighty 
million dollars; and, by reference to the return 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
it will be seen that the whole amount of sales does 
not exceed one hundred and six million dollars, 
exclusive of some twenty-eight million dollars 
expense accrued in bringing this land into mar- 
ket; so that the net proceeds of sales has about 
extinguished, without interest, the national debt; 
leaving the cost of extinguishing Indian titles to 
the public domain, and the purchase of Louisiana 
and Florida, unprovided for, amounting, in all, 
to about sixty million dollars, as will be seen 
from the table: 

Statement of the cost in-the acquisition and management 


of the public lands, and of the receipts arising from the 
sale thereof, to the 30th September, 1838. _ 


The whole expenditure under the head of Indian depart- 
ment, from the commencement of the Government to the 
30th of September, 1838, as far as can he ascertained from 
the records of this office amounts to.. s. «$32,047,598 50 

By the ednvention of France of the 34 April, 

1803, the United States paid for Louisiana, 
in stock and money.,....-§15,000,000 00 

Interest on the stock up to 
the time it became redeem- `’ : 

8,529,353 43 


DDC reece enessneseecseneser 


By the treaty with Spain of the 22d Febru- 
ary, L819, there was paid for the Floridas 
the sum of... see seen e a $5,000,000 00 

Interest on’ the stock const ` 
tuted per act of the 24th 
May, L824, to provide for the 
awards of the commissioners 
under the said treaty, up to 
the time it was paid off..... 


93,529,353 43 


1,489,768 66 


6,489,768 66 


The payments to the State of Georgia on ac- 
eount of lands relinquished to the United 
States, including the value of arms fur- 
nished that State, amounted to.......+66 . 

Amount of Mississippi stock issued under 
the act of the 3d March, 1815, and re- 
deemed at the Treasury, exclusive of the 
amount recoived in payment for lands.... 

There has been paid for salaries and contin- 
gent expenses of the General Land Office, 

For salaries and incidental expenses of the 
several tand offices, out of the proceeds of 
sales, while in the hands of the receiv- 
OES cece ec cet ce recene cece es $3227,939 13 

For the salaries of registers 
and receivers, by warrants 
on the Treasurer of the 
United States. ... ceceveceee 


1,250,000 00 


1,832,375 70 
1,126,609 83 


92,903 39 


3,920,842 52 
For the salaries of surveyors gencral and 
their cierks, and of the commissioners for 
settling land claims, &c,...... . 
And for the survey of public jands. s.e ssesse 


stone reece 


1,092,666 80 
3,106,831 94 
Cost, including foreign cessions and ex- 

pense Of Indians....cecce eens cues cece $73,736,047 38 


The cost in the acquisition and management of the public 
lands, exclusive of the sums paid for cessions from for- 
eign Governments, and expenses of Indian wars, for 
which specific appropriations were made, amounts 
TOrere eves censecevecnerencbesescecace v es $28,184,056 65 


Receipts into the Treasury from the sales of the public 
lands to 3lst September, 1838........--.. $97,900,000 00 


` The national debt, it is true, has been paid; but 
it was liquidated by appropriating to its extin- 
guishment a portion of the money arising from 
customs. ‘There was, however, another’ debt, 
created by extinguishing Indian titles; to the 
amount of $60,000,000, which is also to be paid 
before you can apply the funds from the public 
lands for any other purpose, even if there were 
not a constitutional objection. It is admitted that 
“we cannot raisesmoney for distribution by. direct 


<- Ho. or Reps. 


taxation, or by revenue from imports. This I 
admit. and assume; then we have taken money 
out of the public Treasury to extinguish the In- 
dian titles to all the Jands we claim under the 
deeds of cession and treaty; and until that money 
is refunded, by the application of the sales of the 
public domain, it is a part of the national revenue, 
and cannot be DISTRIBUTED! =. | i 

-This fact, this position, I presume, cannot be 
denied, and will not be controverted; and with 
these undisputed evidences before me, I feel my- 
self authorized in saying that the question of dis- 
tribution is settled and cannot be sustained b 
argument or sophistry; for you cannot do indi- 
rectly what you cannot do directly; and that the 
positions -here, assumed were so understood, I 
shall cite to the House an ordinance as early as 
May,:1785, providing for sales of land in, the 
Western Territory, and directing the proceeds to 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States, 
&c.: As.early as the 4th of August, 1790, Con- 
gress enacted as follows: , a Ae : 

“í ‘That the proceeds of the sales which shall be made of 
lands in the Western Territory, now belonging, or that may 
hereafter belong, to the United States, shall be, and are 
hereby, appropriated towards sinking or discharging the 
debts, for the payment whereof the United States are now, 
or by virtue of this act may be, holden ; and shall be applied 
solely to that use until the debt shall be fully satisfied.” 

And that this was the settled policy of the Goy~ 
ernment none will deny, until the celebrated pro- 
ject of Mr. Clay in 1832. , : rp E 

You cannot, Mr. Spaaker, raise money for dis- 
tribution; nor can you take money out of the 
| Treasury to pay for lands, and seil them, and 
distribute the avails of their sale:to the States, or 
make any other disposition of them, no more 
than you can touch the money in the Treasury 
without special appropriation made by authority 
oflaw.. In this place, and at this point, it becomes 
me to notice another position assumed, but not 
successfully maintained, by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Roperrson,] whose ingenuity in 
arguing and advocating abstractions, has long 
since won for himan honorable distinction. Sir, 
that honorable gentleman says there is no differ- 
ence between the lands acquired by cession and 
those acquired by purchase. In the main, that 
assumption may be true; there is, however, a 
distinction which will serve to demonstrate the 
more clearly the ground that I maintain; that is 
to say, I contend that the lands acquired by treaty 
with France and Spain, are without the limita- 
tions and restrictions which, in other cases, might 
require that the proceeds of sales shall. be dis- 
posed of forthe ‘common benefit of all, and for 
no other purposes:’? We are left free to dispose 
of them as justice and a strict adherence to the 
principles of the Constitution may authorize; 
but Congress has acquired.no.more.power to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the sales of those lands 
than it has over the ceded lands; for the assump- 
tion of any such power would amount toan open 
and direct violation of the admitted proposition, 
that money cannot be raised for distribution. 
| Sir, I need not say that $29,000,000, including 
interest, were taken out of the Treasury to carry 
into execution the Louisiana treaty of 1803, and 
the Florida treaty of 1818; besides this, we have 
paid not less than $60,000,000 for the extinguish- 
ment of Indian titles; the sum total amounting to 
nearly $90,000,000, independently of the national 
debt; being, in fact, and in the eyes of the law, so 
much money in the public Treasury which cannot 
be vested in lands, stocks, of anything else to 
change its character, so as to enable it to avoid 
the constitutional objection. ; 

To tell me that you can take the public money 
to purchase a territory, extinguish Indian titles, 
and then divide the proceeds of the lands thus ac- 
quired, when it is admitted that the money in the 
first instance could not be so applied, is to ask me 
to swallow and adopt abstractions and plunge at 
once in the latitudinarianconstruction of the Con- 
stitution; in a word, it is to ask me to adopt opin- 
ions and dogmas variant and at war with my own 
sentiments, and in violation of all the principles 
‘and political creeds of the party with which have 
‘the honor to associate. Sir, you had as well'tell 
ame that you can take the public. money for the 
j purchase of ë ship, and dispatch her to Europe at 
the public expense, and there, out of the funds of 
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the nation, purchase blood horses and jacks, and 
bring them home and sel] them at public auction 
and divide the proceeds of the adventure among 
the States. If, sir, you can do this, can you not 
establish a Treasury note bank, or a.bank with 
$50,000,000 capital, and divide it among the States 
and distribute its dividends? Is there, sir, any 
distinction between taking the money out of. the 
Treasury and purchasing lands and dividing their 
proceeds; and. taking the same amount for the 
purchase of stocks and banks and dividing their 
proceeds? If there is, I acknowledge very frankly 
my utter inability to appreciate or understand a 
particle of difference between the two proposi- 
tions, And, sir, I am ata loss to understand kow 
the gentleman from Virginia, who is-a strict con- 
structionist and a lawyer of distinguished preém- 
inence, can possibly bring his mind to the con- 
clusion he has adopted. Iam perfectly assured 
he is candid in taking the ground he has assumed, 
and I can only account for the singularity of his 
dogmas by supposing that he is exceedingly anx- 
ious to get a little money out of the public crib 
for the “ good old Dominion.” 

Mr. Speaker, we are often told that much more 
has been done for the new States than for the 
old. Sir, I deny and controvert the fact, and 
boldly declare that the new States have been im- 
posed upon. Restrictions and onerous obligations 
were placed on us as a condition before we could 
be admitted into the Union; and those restric- 
tions and impediments ‘have originated a scheme 
for keeping up a heavy taxation upon personal 
property in the new States; and yet, sir, we have 
not had the privilege of taxing the public domain 
within our borders. Had we that privilege, and 
could we tax the property of the General Gov- 
ernment as we do that of our own citizens, we 
should have an overflowing State treasury—a 
treasury, sir, that would enable us to carry out 
our systems of education and internal improve- 
ment. 

I will take my own State, Mr. Speaker, and 
base upon it the grounds that I assume. Arkan- 
sas was admitted into the Union three years 
since. Since her admission she has received from 
the Government by appropriations about one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, which sum was expended 
in improving the navigable waters of our com- 
mon country; for our rivers, sir, like our roads, 
are open to all, have conferred, in a tenfold de- 
gree, more benefits on the great body of the 
American people than on the immediate popula- 
tion of Arkansas. These rivers have been im- 
proved, and you have used them to transport 
troops and munitions. of war and provisions to 
your outposts, Fort Gibson and Fort Smith, on 
the Arkansas, and to other important points on 
the southwestern and western border. Without 
these improvements, the demand and the price of 
supplies for your Army would have been aug- 
mented to the rate of one hundred per centum. 
What would have been the taxes of the State, 
provided we had taxed the lands of the Govern- 
ment at the present rate of taxation imposed on 
the people of Arkansas for the support of her 
government? That rate is about one cent the 
acre, including Stateand county taxation! From 
House document No. 46, covering a report and 
estimate from the Commissioner of Public Lands, 
we find that there yet remain within the limits of 
Arkansas twenty-eight million two hundred and 
sixty thousand seven hundred and forty-three 
acres of land yet unsold, after deducting grants 
and donations to the State and individuals. 

Suppose, sir, we were permitted to tax that 
land at the moderate sum of one cent the acre, the 
gross amount would be swelled to the round sum 
of 4280,607.. And if we had taxed these lands at 
that rate for the last three years, or from the day 
of our admission to the Union, we should have 
drawn from your Treasury the sum of $841,811, 
an amount nearly equaling the amount the State 
and Territory have received since their establish- 
ment! And yet you deny my State the poor 
peen necessary to establish roads within her 

oundaries, ; 

From the same document, to which I have 
made reference, I find that, in all the new States 
and Territories, there remains unsold the gross 
amount of two hundred and twenty nine million 


seven hundred and eleven thousand and seventy- 
five acres, which, at the very moderate rate of tax- 
ation of one cent the acre, if taxed, would yield 
the sum total of $2,297,100! Some of the new 
States have been in the Union nearly forty years. 
I will, however, make an average of twenty years 
oftaxation atthe rate I have previously spoken of, 
and, in that period, the taxation would: amount to 
$47,940,000! As an equivalent for the denial of 
the right to tax the public domain, the new States 
and Territories have received— 


For salines....... see wa stinw sees sveceecees 329,600 acres. 


woe 9,385,000 “ 
+. 3,385,000. “< 


For common schools.... 
For various other purpos 


pees 


TOtalssesessssossonescesoecse peee eres 12,770,000 6 


Money received for two per cent, fund for roads leading to 
the States, to be expended under the direction of Con- 
BLESS ope ece soso ssoreresoaoosoooe cree sees 0 $1,456,000 

For tbree per cent. fund to be paid to each State 
for the construction of roads within the same, 2,184,000 

For five per cent. fund paid for construction of 
roads within the States......... 326,700 


seus «693,966,700 


Total. .cccccccccesovercccecrsccesens 


Within the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illi- 
nois, we have sixty-six million acres of public 
lands, which would yield, if taxed at one cent 
the acre, about double the amount now proposed 
to be expended in the opening of the Cumberland 
road; and yet we are told that the new States are 
receiving more than their proportion of the publie 
money! Hereafter, I shall advise gentlemen to 
look to the expenditures in their own States, and 
bear in mind that the old thirteen States owned 
and received all the benefits derivable from the 
Crown lands which lay within their limits, after 
the revolutionary war; and let them recollect that 
not one dollar, derived from the sale of them, 
ever reached the thirteen new States. 

One would think, Mr. Speaker, after the com- 
pact with the State of Tennessee, in the year 
1806-07, that that State was and is bound to pay 
and satisfy all the North Carolina land warrants. 
Under that compact the General Government 
donated to Tennessee, for colleges and academies, 
two hundred thousand acres; and besides this, 
the Government was to set apart for common 
schools the sixteenth section of each township 
embraced in the whole of that section of country 
lying north and east of the congressional reserva- 
tion line, which would have given the State one 
hundred and seventy thousand acres, instead of 
the twenty-five thousand acres actually received, 
leaving unsatisfied and due the State one hundred 
and thirty-five thousand acres. But even that is 
denied her! And the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Rosertson,] says that injustice would be 
done to the settlers by compelling them to remain 
on the poor refuse lands, and offers the assertion 
as an argument to prove that the landsshould not 
be ceded! If the gentleman is candid in his po- 
sition, then why refuse to relinquish to the State 
of Tennessee and to the other States the refuse 
lands? Why desire to hold on, and sell them at 
high prices, to divide among the States, when he 
admits that it is an injury to the settlers to suffer 
them to remain on them without price? Avarice, 
I fear, is a controlling passion, and itis that, sir, 
which withholds from these States and from the 
people lands which the gentleman from Virginia 
admits are not fit for cultivation. 

Mr. Speaker, the spirit of avarice and plunder 
seems now the order of the day; the trials and 
misfortunes of the poor, who have sought a re- 
treat in the forests of your western wilds, amidst 
the dangers of climate and the red man, have no 
place in the hearts of American statesmen. That 
band of patriotic citizens which have emigrated 
and settled your wild domain, who opened your 
roads, and, by their valor, defended your fron- 
tier, and who are bound together by new ties as 
society increases, have been leftto contend against 
aherd of speculators to secure their own just rights, 
and are now, by this resolution, to be broughtin 


| contact with the greedy and voracious States, in- 
| stead of the heartless speculator. 


Mr. Speaker, I have now offered all the argu- 
ments that I intend to present in support of the 


position that Congress has no power, under. the 
Constitution, to raise money from any source for 
the purpose of dividing it among the States; and 
| I will now proceed to offer my objections to the 
| passage of the resolution upon the ground of in- 
expediency. Sir, as a matter of interest and ex- 
pediency, I protest against it. The state of the 
| national Treasury will not justify it; and, under 
the present situation of the tariff, the revenue must 
| gradually decrease until the expiration of the 
| compromise act, in. the year 1842, at which pe- 
| riod the revenue will sink to about twelve or thir- 
teen millions, thus producing a probable and sup- 
posable deficiency in the Treasury of money, ex- 
clusive of the sales of public lands, of some eight 
or twelve millions. I need not say that increased 
duties will follow to supply that deficiency; and, 
until the country is prepared to suffer itself to be. 
burdened with a high tariff, for the benefit of 
eastern manufacturers, will it submit to the pro- 
i visions of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Virginia? Sir, my people more especially refuse 
to submit to a tariff of some fifty or one hundred 
per cent., the burden of which must (as all im- 
ports ever do and ever must) fall on the consum- 
ers; and at least two thirds of such a tariff would 
fall upon the new States, whose citizens will be 
required, individually, to pay the increased tariff. 
n this place I take much pleasure in presenting 
to the House the views of the late President of the 
United States, General Jackson, who, as a states- 
man has had no superior, and whose arguments 
in his celebrated veto message on Mr. Ciay’s land 
bill are so conclusive as to leave not a doubt on 
the mind of any man, who is not blinded by pas- 
sion or partisanship, as to the impolicy and un- 
constitutionality of the distributive system. Thus 
argued the late President: 

«But this bill assumes a new principle. Its object is not 
to return to the people an unavoidable surplus of revenue 
paid in by them, but to create a surplus for distribution 
among the States. It seizes the entire proceeds of on 
source of revenue, and sets them apartas a surplus, making 
it necessary to raise the moneys for supporting the Govern- 
ment, and meeting the general charges, from other sources, 
It even throws the entire land system upon the customs for 
its support, and makes the public Jands a perpetual charge 
upon the Treasury. It does not return to the people mon- 
eys accidentally or unavoidably paid by them to the Gov- 
ernment, by which they are not wanted; but compels tha 
people to pay moneys into the ‘Treasury for the mere pur- 
pose of creating a surpins for distribution to their State gov- 
ernments. If this’principle be once admitted, it is not difi- 
cult to perceive to what consequences it may lead. Already 
this bill, by throwing the land systein on the revenues from 
imports for support, virtually distributes among the States 
a part of those revenues. T'he proportion may be increased 
from time to time, without any departure from the principle 
now asserted, until the State government shall derive all 
funds necessary for their support from the Treasury of the 
United States. Or, ifa sufficient supply should be obtained 
by some States and not by others, the deficient States might 
complain, and, to put an end to all further difficulty, Con- 
gress, without assuming any new principle, need go but one 
step further, and put the salaries of all the State Governors, 
judges, and other officers, with a sufficient sum for other 
expenses, in their general appropriation bill. 

“ Tt appears to me thata more direct road to consolida- 
tion cannot be devised.’ Money is power, and in that power, 
which pays all the public officers of the States, will all 
political power be substantially concentrated. The State 
governments, if governments they might be called, would 
lose all their independence and dignity. The economy 
which now distinguishes them would be converted into a 
profusion, limited only by the extent of the supply. Being 
the dependants of the General Government, and looking to 
its Treasury as the source of ali their emoluments, the State 
officers, under whatever names they might pass, and by 
whatever forms their duties might be prescribed, would, in 
effect, be the mere stipendiaries and instruments of the 
central power.’? 

And again, the same enlightened statesman 


remarked: 

‘© I deceive myself greatly if the new States would find 
their interests promoted by such a system as this bill pro- 
‘poses. Their true policy consists in the rapid settling and 
improvement of the waste lands within their limits. Asa 
means of hastening those events, they have long been jook- 
ing to a reduction in the price of public lands upon the 
final payment of the national debt. The effect of the pro- 
posed system would be to prevent that reduction. Itis 
true the bill reserves to Congress the power to reduce the 
price, but the effect of its details, as now arranged, would 
probably be forever to prevent its exercise.” 


The message from which I have read these 
extracts was so able, so conclusive, that it was 
not only sustained by Congress, but by an over- 
whelming majority of the American people. It 
demonstrates, beyond the shadow of a doubt, 
that the system of distribution is not only im- 
politic, unjust, unequal, but that itis unconsutu- 
tional, 
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co Suen ata, 


Statement of the'value of annual tmports into ‘the United 
States from 1789 to. 1837, inclusive ; the payments into the 
: Treasury on account of duties arising thereon, the. cost.of 
collection, and the rate per cent. the cost of ¢allection bore 
to the value of imports, and also on the payments into the 
‘Treasury; and the annual expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, exclusive of trust funds, and, payments on account 
of the public debt. $ 
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If it was impolitic and inexpedient in the year 
1832 to recognize: the system, it is more so now, 
cin 1839,) situated as the Treasury is; and -pru- 
‘denice forbids its adoption. Evenif Congress had 
the power to.carry it into effect, it would, if en- 
forced, be:destructive to the interests of the new 
States, and atà ‘single blow would prostrate all 
future hope of receiving any benefits from the 
kind action of Congress. ae 

Carry the scheme of:.the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr, Rosertson] into execution, and we 
are then to: bé taxed by the tariff one hundred-per 
centum, amounting to about ten million dollars, 
to make upa deficiency in’ the Treäsury; and, on 
the.other hand, we will receive, under the provis- 
ions ofthe resolation,.ouk: PRoportTion of the 
lands, eccordingto the Federal enumeration of our 
‘population, amounting, certainty, by the most lib- 
eral calculation to about five million dollars only; 
thus inflicting: toss on my constituents of about 
twenty-five ‘per centum upon the whole amount 
of increased duties, either from’ direct taxation, 
which ‘may be resorted tó, or by an increased 
tariff ha ee ee i 
By reference to the estimate of the-Sectetary of 
the Treasury, we find the revenue from the im- 
ort duties ranging from $38,000,000,-in 1833, to 
$11,000,000, in 1838. 0 S Se n . 
After the year 1841, the revenue from: cus- 


toms will not exceed the foregoing estimate ef. 


$13,000,000; and -the most economical adminis 
tration -of the Government cannot’ fall under 
$18,000,000 for ordindry appropriations, indeé 
pendent of anual extraordinary appropriations; 
ranging from ‘five:to ten’ milliéw dollars; conse- 
quently, without the reveñuė derivable from the 
public lands, ‘the deficiency in the Treasury can- 
not fall short of eight or ten’ million dollars. — 
-I have now, Mr. Speaker; discharged my duty: 
to my constituents and myself, and the result is 
left to the wisdom of the country. [Soon quit: 
this Hall for. the more. retired . scenes: of my. 
adopted State, and in surrendering the trust com- 


mitted.to me by.the, people of that young and 
happy State, I feel assured that I: have faithfully. 
struggled to serve them; and it is a source of 
pridé and gratitude to me to know that they Have 
generally approved my efforts, and in no instance 
manifested any other feeling than that of kindness. 
and friendship far beyond my merits. - i 


` MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1839. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, with a memorandum of a specific char- 
acter, signed by the Secretary of State and the 
British Minister, together with various other doc- 
uments on the subject of the Maine and New 
Brunswick difficulties, having been received and: 
read in the Senate— T 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, said the message 
of the President and accompanying documents, 
just now read by the Secretary, were highly im- 
portant to the nation, but more espécially 80 to 
the State which he had ‘the honor, it’part, to 
tepresent. They related to a question of the 
deepest interest to his constituents, and to meass 
ures adopted ‘and pursued by the united voice-of 
the Legislature and the people of the State of 
Maine for the preservation ‘and defense of her 
property and rights. Ele was not sure that he 
fully comprehended the terms and meaning of the 
message, and agreement or memorandum, signed 
by her Britannic Majesty ’s Minister and the Sec- 
retary of State, but so far as he could catch them 
from the reading at the Clerk’s desk, he felt it 
due to the Senate and to his constituents, to say, 
frankly, that he feared they would not prove 
satisfactory to Maine, or produce the effect in- 
tended by the framers of them. ; 

The people as well as the Legislature of Maine 
feel deeply and sensibly the injustice and degra- 
dation she las long suffered from an unjust and 
groundless claim, by a foreign Government, to 
one third of the territory of that:Statè, and from 
the exercise of jurisdiction: by that Government 
over a part of the territory, and from repeated at- 
rests and imprisonment of her citizens. by that for- 
éizn Government, without redress or satisfaction. 
They are now aroused and excited by the recent 


wick and of the British Minister, that Great Brit- 
ain claims exclusive jurisdiction over the whole 
disputed territory, and that-that claim will be en- 


‘forted ‘by military power.. They feel that the 
question of her boundary has already been suf- 
tred -to remain: unsettled too long; that Great 
‘Britain refuses to settle it according to‘the treaty 
of 1783; and that the time has come when Maine 
must protect her own property on the disputed 
territory, or suffer its principal value to be de- 
stroyed and abstracted by desperate marauders. 
The General Government interposes no obstacle 
to thé continued ‘depredations upon that territo- 
ry, and the honor and interest of Maine have alike 
impelled her Legislature to adopt measures in- 
tended and well calcwlated to- prevent further de- 
striction of the timber upon that territory, as well 
as to arrest and punish the trespassers. For this 
object Maine sent her land agent and sheriff, with 


perse the gangs of trespassers who had bid defi- 
ancè to her laws, as well as to her power, to stop 
their depredations. tant 

The land agent. and his assistants, after par- 
tially- accomplishing their purpose, were .sur- 
reunded by'armed men in the night time, forcibly. 


avowal ofthe Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns- | 


an armed posse deemed sufficient to-arrest and dis- 


dto Woodstock, theresxamined by magis- 
of the Province of New “Brunswick, and 
ordered to Fredericton; they were sent‘off on'a 
horse sled; amid ‘the shouts and jects of the pop- 
alace, under a: military guáråd, ànd imprisoned in 
a foreign jail; add to such unjustifiable seizure 
and imprisonment of the land agent and his as- 
sistatits, the proclamation of ‘Sir'John ‘Harvey, 
deiiouncing the acts of Maine and ‘her officers as 
án invasion of her Majesty’s province, and-threat- 
ening to expel by forée-the-posse sent by Maine for 
the pfotection‘and preservation of her property. 
Then look at Sir John’s letter to the Governor of 
Maine, asserting the claim to éxclusive jurisdiction 
of the whole disputed: territory, by agreement be- 
tween thé tive General Governments, ant threatening 
tó “expel from the territory’the armed force of 
Maine, unless the Govérrior of Maine should vol- 
untarily withdraw it; dnd. connect with it the 'as~ 
sertion of the Biitish Minister that excbusive juris 
diction of the disputdd territory belongs to: Great 
Britain. until the: question’ of. boundary shall -bé 
finally settled; with the claim of Mr. Street, Attor 
ney General of New Brunswick, upon Mr. Jarvis, 
then acting as land agent of Maine, requiring him 
to withdraw from the'disputed territory, and to 
surrender the pérsons arrested and in custody,.ag 
trespassers upon the disputed territory, to the aws 
thorilies of New Brunswick; to be tried in the courts 
of that province, and ‘you have the:reasons and the 
justification of Maine for the course she has 
adopted, and is pursuing, and which course is 
intended to be controlled and restrained by the 
memorandum and agreement now communicated. 

If Maine was right, as ‘all seem to admit she 
was, in sending her land agent and:posse to prov 
tect the timber and to arrest:the trespassers, then 
she must not only be justified, but applauded, for 
promptly meeting the threat of Sir John Harvey 
(to-expel. that:posse by military ‘force if not with» 
drawn) by arrangements to support and sustain 
the land agent and posse by a force equal to the 
emergency. Cah Maine retrace her steps and 
withdraw her land agent and posse, without vir- 
tually yielding to the demand and threat of Sir 
John Harvey? Would any Senator desire that 
she should do it? Would any American pardon 
her if she did do it?) Mr. W. did not pretend to 
speak by authority on this occasion, and would 
not say how Maine would think or act in respect 
of the recommendations to her; but as a citizen 
and representative of that State, knowing some- 
thing of the feelings and determination of the 
people and government of Maine; he felt: it due 
tothem and to thei: country to. say’now, in his 
place, and upon thefirst appearance of the mem- 
orandum and agreement, -as he understood it, 
(baving-no: opportunity to: learn- its meaning and 
intent, except from the reading of it-here,) that 
it would not be -satisfictaty, to Maine, and can- 
not be carried into effect. . 

The agreement, as understood, provides that 
Sir John Harvey will-not attempt to expel, by 
military force, the armed party which Maine has 
upon the territory; that Maine will forthwith 
withdraw from the disputed territory; and if, 
hereafter, there shall be necessity for an armed 
force to expel notorious trespassers the.operation 
shall be conducted by concert between Maine and 
New Brunswick. If, by the armed party, was.only 
‘intended the military force which Maine has or- 
dered to sustain the posse against. the: threatened 
attack of Sir John Harvey, then Maine surely 
would not object to withdraw that force, upon Sir 
John withdrawing his threat, which threat was 
the sole cause of: sending that force upon the ter- 
ritory; and if such should be the understanding 
of the parties to the agreement, then Mr. W. had 
no objection to that part of it; but if it be intended 
that the land agent and posse shall be withdrawn 
before they shall have accomplished the objects 
for which they were sent, it cannot be done. 
Maine cannot. yield to the demand of Sir John 
Harvey, even by the advice of the General Gov- 
‘ernment, without surrendering her unquestion- 
able right to protect -her territory and property 
from depredation. Again: if Maine were to with- 
draw. her land agent and posse, what security is 
provided by the memorandum that Sir John. will 
not immediately enter upon the disputed territory 
and: occupy it, by military force. or otherwise, 
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pursuant to his claim of exclusive jurisdiction? 
That claim, though denied by our Government, 
is not renounced by Sir John or Mr. Fox. 

Further, the arrangement as to future tres- 
passes, besides being limited to notorious tres- 
passers, (leaving all ordinary trespassers unpro- 
vided for,) is impracticable, and will lead to new 
collisions. Itis vain to expect that two nations, 
each claiming the whole property, can, for any length 
of time, exercise a joint, concurrent jurisdiction 
over it, But if that could be done in some cases, 
it cannot be donc in the case under consideration, 
for the obvious reason that all the available prod- 
uct of this territory is the timber upon it, and 
that timber must find a market in the British Prov- 
inces. It is for theinterest of merchants and others 
in New Brunswick that this timber should be cut 
and disposed of through their agency, and that 
interest is so strong and abiding that we cannot 
rely upon the provincial authorities to check or 

revent the continued abstraction of the timber. 
hat has been may be again; and notwithstand- 
ing the boasted efforts of the warden of the dis- 
puted territory to stop and punish trespassers in 
past years, it is known that the number of tres- 
passers has been annually increasing. -The agree- 
ment provides that whenever an armed force shall 
be necessary to suppress notorious trespassers, 
it shall be done by concert between Maine and 
New Brunswick. Suppose that another year 
should be as the last has been, and Maine should 
wish to expel and punish the trespassers: if New 
Brunswick, for any cause, should not-be dis- 
posed to concur in measures adequate to the 
object, what remedy is left for Maine? Her rights 
are entirely at the mercy of New Brunswick! 

Bat he would not detain the Senate. The ar- 
rangement has been made, and may possibly be 
less objectionable than he had supposed. He 
hoped it was so; and Mr. W. would gladly em- 
brace, as he believed Maine would also do, any 
plan which should allay existing excitement, and 
promise a speedy settlement of the boundary ques- 
tion. That was the great question, and the ques- 
tion which must soon be settled in some way. It 
had already been too long delayed; in fact, that 
boundary should never have been suffered to be 
brought into question. Any temporizing expe- 
dient will avail but little; it may give some further 
opportunity to attempt negotiation, and Maine 
would not complain; but the time has come when 
the General Government must bring the question 
to a termination, by negotiation or otherwise. 
Maine has already borne and forborne beyond 
what almost any other State would have done. 
She has her rights, and knows them; she is yet 
desirous that the General Government will assert 
and secure them to her; and, above all, she de- 
sires not to disturb or put in hazard the peace of 
the country. Still, Maine must and will respect 
herself, and thus acting, cannot much longer suf- 
fer an important portion of her territory to be in 
doubt or abeyance. Whatever territory is hers 
must be subject to her jurisdiction and to her 
Jaws, and cannot be withheld from her much 
longer. The business and wishes of the people 
of Maine are peaceful; and it has taken a long 
period of suffering to bring about the spirit which 
now pervades almost every bosom in Maine, and 
that spirit is not to be overcome. She hopes to 
obtain her rights peaceably; but be assured that 
delay will soon be regarded denial, and then the 
gallant spirit and perseverance of her sons will 
accomplish for her what ages of negotiation have 
thus far failed to secure. 

Mr. PRESTON said that he would not allow 
himself to participate in the despondency with 
which the Senator [Mr. Wittiams] regarded the 
condition of affairs on the Maine frontier, or to 
believe. that the recommendatory suggestions in 
the memorandum signed by Mr. Forsyth and Mr. | 
Fox would be inefficacious in suspending the hos- 
tile proceedings in the disputed territory. We 
have been suddenly and unexpectedly hurried 
into an attitude menacing the most serious results, 
and placing us at once, without any previous 
action of this Government, upon the very edge of 
war. Indeed, nothing could have been more un- 
expected to the public mind, or to the constituted 
authorities of this Government, than the startling 
events which have astounded us for the last few 
days. We may well judge from our own excite- 
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ment how much more intensely agitated are the 


feelings of those who are in the immediate pres- 
ence of those events, and participators in them. 
It is, therefore, most desirable that there should 
be a moment of pause allowed for our own delib- 
erations, and some time given to the angry parties 
on the frontier to consider of their position, and 
to right themselves, if, in a moment of heat, 
either has fallen into error. This most desirable 
end the memorandum of Messrs. Forsyth and 
Fox seems to have in view, and if received by the 
Governors of Maine and New Brunswick in a 
corresponding spirit, will leave the adjustment of 
their differences to the dispassionate discussion 
of the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain, to whom properly and exclusively 
belongs the decision of the great question of war 
or peace. 

Nothing could be more improper, in every point 


eign war should be superinduced by a precipitate 
collision of coterminous authorities, superseding 
the cautious deliberations of the great nations 
whose destiny will be so deeply implicated in the 
contest. The question of foreign war belongs to 
this Government; and I beg leave toassure the hon- 
orable Senator that, whenever the interest or honor 
of his State shall, in the opinion of this Govern- 
ment, make an appeal toarms necessary for their 
vindication, I, and I believe the State of South 
Carolina, will as frecly take them up in her de- 
fense as if the affront or the injury had been suf- 
fered by ourselves. I know, sir, that the State 
of Maine has been subjected to much, justly cal- 
culated to aggrieve and excite her, and I cannot 
forbear to add that, in my judgment, the negotia- 
tions for her relief have not been urged with suf- 
ficient earnestness, or her rights insisted on in a 
tone as peremptory as their unequivocal charac- 
ter fully justified. Her title to the disputed ter- 
ritory is unquestionable, and obtained, at the last 
session, the unanimous sanction of this body, after 
a most careful examination. This would have 
authorized the most decisive demands from our 
Government on that of Great Britain; and, if they 
have not been urged, Maine may have cause of 
complaint. But, as her claims were the subject 
| of actual negotiation, and her territory, in regard 
to which that negotiation was pending, was sub- 
ject to provisional arrangement by an understand- 
ing between the Governments, it is certainly due 
to this Government that it be consulted, if possi- 
ble, upon any matters affecting these relations; 
or, if this was not deemed proper, I could have 
wished, atall events, that it had been thought ad- 
visable by that State to have notified the British 
authorities of the trespass of which she complains, 
and of the mode in which she intended to correct 
it. This might have produced mutual explana- | 
tions, and perhaps cooperation in the correction 
of the evil; or, if not, the British authorities, by 
their countenance of the marauders, would have 
been placed flagrantly in the wrong. That this 
was possible may, in some degree, be inferred 
from the prompt and high tone of the British cor- 
respondence, and from the preposterous assertion 
| of the claim to exclusive jurisdiction over the dis- 
| puted territory. 

This unwarrantable and most extraordinary 
assumption in regard to exclusive jurisdiction, 


amicable adjustment of these differences. 
John Harvey isclearly mistaken. His Govern- 
ment, it isto be hoped, wit: correct his error, and 
avow thathe has misunderstood his orders. The 
British Government will not have the hardihood 
to set up such a pretension; and, as the military 
operations of Sir John are founded on this mis- 
take, it is clearly the part of wisdom to pause 


tify it. 


convention before us is calculated to put the par- 
ties in the condition they occupied before the oc- 
currence of these untoward events; to put the 
rights of Maine again in the keeping of this Gov- 
ernment, where the Constitution and the progress 
of the negotiation deposited them; and, above all, 
to leave upon the two Governments themselves 
the high responsibility of peace or war. ; 
I cannot, Mr. President, refrain from com- 
mending, in emphatic terms, the spirit of moder- 


of view, or more to be deplored, than that a for- į 


may perhaps itself furnish the grounds of a uue i 
ir į 


until his Government has an opportunity to rec- | 


However this may be, the recommendatory | 


ation and firmness which -has characterized the 
conduct of the Administration in the difficult emer- 
gency upon which we have been thrown.” It has 
| my hearty approbation,.and I cannot but hope, 
| as I most ardently wish, that a policy-commenced 
under such favorable auspices may: eventuate.in 
i the reéstablishment and consolidation of pacific 
| relations. Butif, unhappily, it should be other- 
; wise; why then I pledge myself to the Senator 
li from Maine, and to the country, that I will noe 
stop to count the cost when daty and patriotism 
| demand, as they then will demand, a solemn ap» 
; peal to the last reason of nations. ` 
i Mr. DAVIS said: I believe, Mr. President, I 
|! feel as much on this subject as the Senator from 
| South Carolina, who has just exhorted us to tem- 
perance, patience, and forbearance, till this ques- 
tion shall be adjusted. But I wish to cali the 
attention of the Senate for a moment to some 
portions of the history of this negotiation, that 
| we may see where we now stand. The: propo- 
sition for a mutual understanding was, that the 
i two parties should remain as they were, and that 
i each should continue to hold jurisdiction and pos- 
i session of the disputed territory just so faras 
they had already been obtained by the parties, 
respectively. And now, what is our attitude in 
| regard to this whole business? I took some pains, 
in the course of the discussion at the last session; 
to examine this matter through, to see what was 
the true condition of our diplomatic arrangements, 
and it will be found that this must be the result 
of the whole: That Great Britain, on her part, 
has decisively refused to comply with a demand 
for a negotiation on the question as to where waa 
the boundary designated by the treaty of 1783, 
The Government of the United States has again 
and again urged that certain marks, monuments, 
and boundaries pointed out by that treaty were 
to be ascertained; but she says the negotiation on 
i that topic is exhausted, and, though she is willing: 
to negotiate for a conventional line, she will not 
negotiate in regard to the line of that treaty. Here 
the matter rested, and Mainé was consulted by. 
the United States Government, whether she was 
willing to have the question settled by. determin- 
ing on a conventional line. To this proposition 
Maine gave a flat refusal. She would not, in any. 
case, consent to a conventional line, but she was 
willing, in any way, to determine and settle the 
line of the treaty. The United States Government 
now determined that, unless Maine would con- 
sent, they had no power to negotiate further, be~ 
| cause they had no power to negotiate away any 
portion of Maine. That is where the diplomatic 
correspondence places it, as I then showed by 
letters of Mr. Vaughan, Mr. Forsyth, and other 
gentlemen concerned in the negotiation; and Mr. 
Forsyth declared, in regard to the negotiation, 
that 1t was perfectly hopeless to renew it, because 
! the British Government had again and again said 
that they would not negotiate .on the treaty of 
1783, which was the only basis to which Maine 
would agree; and whoever will examine the cor- 
respondence will see that L am borne out in these 
statements. ut 
Sir, I am notabout to oppose this proposition, 
| or any propositions which may be presented of 
a pacific character, and which are merely to bring 
Maine and New Brunswick back to where they 
stood. But, without regard to that proposition, Í 
will proceed to one conclusion further. Although 
the plan now proposed may put off, for a time, 
the evil day; although it may relieve our present 
embarrassments, and may place us for the time 
out of the belligerent attitude, yet, I ask, what 
is the prospect that we will bring this matter to 
a close, and that we shall escape an ultimate col- 
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jn.as a mediator, the citizens of Maine have been 
released, and peace-and harmony, for the time, 
restored as far as they could be. In that course 
things have gone on till they have created a public 
feeling, a sense of wrong and indignity which, I 
think, cannot: much longer be endured. ‘Sir, they 
cannot go forward in the present state of ‘things, 
If the two Governments think that they’ can 
maintain peace and harmony without great zeal 
and energy in settling this question, they flatter 
themselves with hopes that will prove vain and 
groundless. » i 

I have risen, Mr. President, to make these:re- 
marks, and to present this. piece of diplomatic 
history, to show the Senate that, if the proposi- 
tion before. us is not followed up.by speedy and 
efficient: measures for a final settlement of the 
question, we should be just as well off without 

at protocol (the memorandum) as with it. ` The 
conflict. must come, and these difficulties cannot 
be -adjusted’ unless the: main question is finally 
settled.: The only desire by which I have now 
been ‘actuated is that the Senate should be ac- 
quairited with these facts, and, when. they com- 
prehend them, I am fully persuaded that they 
will arrive at the same result at which I have 
arrived. .I concur fully with the Senator from 
Maine, who preceded me, that unless something 
effectual should be done in the settlement of the 
puncipel question of territory, the citizens of 

aine cannot be quieted, and such an arrange- 
mentas that now before us can never preserve 
the peace of the country. 

r. RUGGLES said Maine could have no in- 
ducement to rush herself, or to draw the country 
needlessly, into a war; for it was evident that 
she would -herself receive the first, the second, 
the third, and the last blow in such a conflict. 
She was on the very frontier that-was menaced; 
and the war would be chiefly on her own bor- 
ders. . Fler commerce and all her interests on 
the ocean would be destroyed at once on the 
declaration of war. : It was impossible to con- 
ceive the extent of the mischief that would be 
done to her interests; and could it, therefore, be 


supposed that she had set herself in such a posi- 


tion as she now occupied without great consider- 
ation, or without being compelled to take it for 
the preservation of her honor and her rights? 
Sir, (said Mr. R.,) what is the aspect of this 
matter as it now stands? Maine claims the juris- 
diction over that portion of the country which is 
now. the acene of the contest; not over the whole 
disputed territory, but over that particular part 
of it; or, if she does not claim exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, at least she claims a right to that sort of 
jurisdiction which she has held for many years 
past, and. of which she has never been dispos- 
sessed. In maintaining that sort of jurisdiction, 
she found it necessary to arrest a band of depre- 
dators, for the purpose of preventing the destruc- 
tion of her property. In this attempt she was 
resisted by them, and by them her agent was 
seized and carried away; and this act of violence 
on their part was tatified by the New Brunswick 
authorities, by whom, also, the demand was made 
that exclusive jurisdiction over the territory should 
be conceded to Great Britain. This demand can- 
tot be complied with, unless by yielding a right 
of Maine which this Government has recognized; 
that is, a right to a mixed jurisdiction, or the 
right to be there, at least to protect the property 
in dispute from ravages by a third party. Sir, 
#he-has done ho more, but has exercised her au- 
thority precisely as she had before, for on sev- 
etal occasions she has driven off depredators from 
this territory.: Maine, therefore, cannot consent, 
on sucha demand as has béen made, to withdraw 
her forces, “Yet itseems this Government is now 
prepared to require it df her; and by what right 
do they require it?) Sir John Harvey is now de- 
elaring that he will, by à military force, arrest 
pate g person that he may find-in that territory, 
and bring them to’ puriishment. “Is there any au- 
thority for this from this Government? ‘The got- 
ernment of Maine now calla on this'Gévernment 
to aid her in defending tertitory. rightfully be- 
longing to Maine; and I ask if this is wot a case 
when we may ask the Presidetit to ‘call out the 
forces of the country to repel invasion? That is 
recisely what the 
ut the President appears not to apprehend that 


overnor of Maine has. done. 


; [February 27, 


Se NATE. 


that case'has arisen in which heis to defend the 
territory of Maine, though hé has said that if 
New Brunswick persevere in asserting ‘by arms 
aright to exclusive jurisdiction, he would then 
consider it an occasion in which he would be re- 
guired to repel invasion. Sir, this is not to re- 
cover a territory, but the object is to repel inva- 
sion; or, how that invasion is loudly threatened, 
it ought to be to go against the territory being 
invaded at all. So tes 

Asit respects what the President now proposes, 
I do not know but it may be regarded as a wise 
measure. Maine is anxious that the whole ques- 
tion should be settled, and she has‘again and again 
urged it on this Government. Her citizens in tlie 
meantime have been often arrested and impris- 
oned, her property has been destroyed, and she 
is now required still to submit to these outrages. 
If there was any probability that the question 
would be brought to‘an adjustment in any reason- 
able time by negotiation, Maine would not have 
assumed her present attitude. But it is because 
she has no confidence in negotiation, that she has 
at last found it necessary to take the remedy into 
her own hands; and I now ask, will this Govern- 
ment require her to withdraw her troops after all 
that State has enduréd, and the people have been 
roused to a just sense of their rights and wrongs? 
And I ask further, whether this Government has 
a right to call on Maine to withdraw her troops? 
I do not know but this right may be claimed as 
within the constitutional powers of this Govern- 
ment to control a State in respect to the posses- 
sion of her territory. But itis on record that this 
territory belongs to Maine, by a unanimous vote 
of this Senate, and from this [ believe the Exec- 
utive does not differ; I believe the whole country 
is united on this point; I do not know of an in- 
dividual who has the least doubt that the right to 
the territory is in Maine. And yet, when we 
undertake to maintain our rights aloné, we are 
requested to withdraw our troops under a threat. 
If they can be withdrawn, and the honor and the 
rights of Maine be sufliciently respected, I am 
willing that it should be done. 

I am this moment informed (said Mr. R. with 
much concern) that there has been an actual col- 
lision in the disputed territory, and that blood- 
shed has taken place. News has arrived that a 
battle has been fought, and that fifty of the Maine 
men have been killed, and nine of the English. 

[Great sensation and silence for some mo- 
mens 
Mr. WEBSTER said: I hope, Mr. President, 
that this rumor will turn out to be incorrect. Ht 
would be melancholy, indeed, if it should be true 
that‘a hostile meeting has taken place, followed 
by such consequences as have been stated. But 
not at all under the influence of any impression 
from that rumor, I will make a few remarks on 
the general subject, and on this communication 
from the Executive Government; and painful as 
it is, I must say that I cannot approve of the con- 
duct of the Executive on this important measure 
since the last session. I will even go's little be- 
yond that, and say whatI did not mean to say 
till the certainty should be developed whether 
there would be any collision between the parties, 
because I do not desire to make this controversy 
with England a matter of party. At the last ses- 
sion, and whenever there was any occasion, I en- 
deavored to set forth the right to the territory as 
our own, and not to complain of any Adminis- 
tration for the manner in which that right had 
been either neglected or enforced. But there are 
two or three things that ought to be stated; and 
without-going at this time further back than the 
last session, I wish to know what reason has been 
assigned to Congress why this negotiation has 
not been pressed to some practical result, or final- 
ly broken off. As to the expression of the opin- 
ions of Congress, in both its branches, nothing 
could be more decided than the resolutions of the 
last year. And what do we learn to have been’ 
done in consequence of those resolutions? I ask 
if there has anything been communicated to Con- 
gress at this séssion in the form ör shape of a 
reason why this matter has not been brought to 
some sort of a conclusion, or made some degree 
of progress?- When we ask what onward steps 
have been taken, the answer given to the question 
is, that nothing has been done; but why, we are 


not informed. And while nothing has been done 
here or in London, Maine has undertaken to ex- 
amine the question whether the lines of the treaty 
of 1783 are ati ascertainable boundary: | She has 
explored the territory by commissioners, and her 
commissioners come back and tell us that there 
is no more difficulty in running that line than any 
others which run due north from a given point, 
They have found the treaty lines (the highlands} 
to be as visible and tangible as the Alleghany 
mountains, or any other highlands, though, of 
course, less elevated; so that the boundaries of 
Maine are as clear and as easily ascertained as 
other lines of division in the country. And yeta 
negotiation has been going on year after year; and 
when we ask what has yet been done, even down 
to this hour, we learn that nothing has been ac- 
complished; that, to all appearances, the dispute 
is as far from a termination as ever. 

“ And now what Maine has done is to be super- 
seded, New Brunswick and Maine are to with- 
draw, and alt things are to return’ to’ the state in 
which they were ante bellum, and then we are 
again assured there is to be a speedy settlement 
of the controversy by negotiation! And so said 
Spair on a certain occasion, when she did not set- 
tle the question for fifty years. Sir, this import- 
ant matter cannot go on, or rather it cannot stand 
still, in tbis manner. Maine cannot be Kept, and 
ought not to be kept, thus in a state of dissatis- 
faction and neglect. ; 

Sir, I think this matter must be settled, and 
that it will not permit delay; and I must say that 
a strong Administration hee. and another in 
England, might long ago have brought it to a close. 

_The time must come when, if the controversy 
cannot be terminated by some sort of negotiation; 
it must be settled otherwise. F believe our right 
is clear; and, although I am willing to concede 
much for peace and good neighborhood, I am not 
willing to delay a final adjustment indefinitely, or 
at the hazard or in the face of the certainty of 
border conflicts. I do not wish that Maine should 
take possession of the territory. T'he controversy 
is ours. Butif this negotiation is to be prolonge 
and delayed, postponed and put off, without rea- 
sonable prospect of ever séeing an end of it, then 
I am for ascertaining the treaty boundary by an 
examination of our own, and if we are satisfied 
we are right, for making that boundary the line 
of our possession, and secing whether we can 
hold it. When negotiation becomes mere pro- 
crastination, and serious dangers in the mean 
time threaten, a more decided tone ought to be 
assumed. Depend upon it, sir, the peace of the 
country is more endangered by these unnecessary 
and unjustiftable postponements and delays thar 
it would be by holding a more decisive language, 
and manifesting a more resolute spirit. I donot 
believe there has yet been collision; I hope there 
will be none. But I donot wish to see Maine 
humiliated or disgraced. I believe that if some- 
thing of her own spirit and feeling had pervaded 
us here, we should have now been through the 
controversy. There is yet, I have no doubt, time 
for pacific adjustment; bat England must learn 
that she has nothing to gain by delay. Delay, 
while it can benefit neither party, every day en- 
dangers the peace of both. : 

only wish further to say, in regard to Maine, 
that she did obtain from Congress, at the last ses- 
sion, a unanimous concurrence of opinion in both 
branches, strongly in her favor, on the question 
of her right to the tertitory. Further negotiation, 
however, was still contemplated; and now, at the 
end of another year, she finds that not one single 
step, not an inch, of progress has been made. I 
do not blame her for being both dissatisfied and 
excited. 

“Jt is to be considered, also, that, in the mean 
time, Maine has established, to her own entire 
conviction, the truth of what we have been con- 
tending for; that is, the perfect’ practicability of 
ascertaining thé treaty boundary. ` yi 

‘Mr. W. thought that, if a higher'and moreen- 
ergetic tonè had been held by our Government in 
the negotiations on this matter, we would stand 
upon much more elevated ground at present. He 
was willing, for his own part, to assuime his share 
of the responsibility of voting to run the line of 
1783, and to defend it when run—and to vote it 
to-night. He koped ‘that those who had ‘the lead 
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Ho. or Reps. 


in the administration of our affairs would tell the 


English Government that this matter must be set- 
tled; that, if not settled by the 4th day of July 
next, we will run the boundary line according to 


the treaty, and we will occupy the country, and || 


then remove us if you can. 

[Much applause from the galleries.} 

The PRESIDENT promptly called to order, 
and said if there was a repetition of the noise the 
galleries should be cleared forthwith. 

Mr. BROWN said that he dissented altogether 
from the opinions which had been expressed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. WEB- 
STER,] as to the manner in which the negotiations 
had been conducted, by the late and present Ad- 
ministrations, in their efforts to bring about a final 
settlement of this question. ‘The Senator thinks 
that a higher tone should have been assumed, and 
more energy exhibited, as if to a want of these 
qualities was to be imputed the failure of success 
in adjusting the difficulties which, at this time, 
threatens the peaceful relations subsisting between 
this country and Great Britain. He had yet to 
Jearn that a want of firmness, or of a proper tone, 
had been characteristic of either the past or pres- 
ent Administration, in conducting intercourse 
with foreign nations. He believed that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and those who then 
coincided with him in opinion, had thought very 
differently at the period of our difficulties with 
France, when the proposition for a contingent 
appropriation was before the Senate. Then the 
complaint was, that there was too much energy; 
and now itis attempted to cast censure on that 
Administration, and the present, for exhibiting 
less, as it is alleged, than the occasion demanded. 

Mr.B. believed thatevery step had been taken 
under both, called for either by the honor or in- 
terests of our country, to prosecute the negotia- 
tion to a final settlement, and to secure the rights 
of the State of Maine. Thelate Administration, 
after the rejection of the decision of the King of 
the Netherlands, had proposed to renew the ne- 
gotiation, on the basis of the treaty of 1783, which 
was declined by Great Britain; and a similar prop- 
osition by our Government, under the present Ad- 
ministration, had also been declined. What, then, 
(said Mr. B.,) would the Senator have required 
of the present Chief Magistrate? To have taken 
possesion of the territory in dispute by a military 
force? That was the only remaining alternative, 
and would in itselfhave been tantamount to a dec- 
laration of war, and the assumption of a respon- 
sibility which ne Chief Magistrate should take, 
unless previously sanctioned by the authority of 
the two Houses of Congress. If the Senator had 
been so fully impressed with the necessity of 
more energetic measures, why had he not brought 
forward a proposition at the last session of Con- 
gress, giving authority to the President to carry 
them into effect? 

From this it would be perceived that the Ex- 
ecutive would not have been justified in proceed- 
ing a single step further in this controversy, with- 
out the previous sanction of the legislative branch 
of the Government. 

He had deemed it his duty to say this much in 
defense of the measures taken by the late and 
present Administrations to bring this controversy 
to a final settlement, and he would now add afew 
words as to the aspect which it had at present 
assumed. Although the question was one in- 
volving interests which were of a local character, 
yet it was not less incumbent on the Federal Gov- 
ernment to protect those interests than it would 
be if the immediate interests of all the States were 
concerned. It was demanded as well by a proper 
regard to our national honor, as by the most sol- 
emn obligations of the Federal compact itself. If 
the arrogant assumptions of Great Britain, lately 
set up by some of her public officers, were per- 
severed in, he did not hesitate to declare that 
they should be met by the strongest measures of 
resistance. If she shall attempt to carry into 
effect, by military occupancy, her claim to exclu- 
sive jurisdiction over the disputed territory in 
Maine, anxious as he knew his constituents were 
‘for the preservation of the peace of the country, 
ha he felt the utmost confidence that they would 
be ready to unite in supporting the Government 
in the most vigorous measures to drive the ag- 
gressors from her soil. 


Mr. WEBSTER said he would only ask the 
Senator, since he had spoken of censure in regard 
to the present Administration, could he tell of 
one individual step taken in this negotiation since 
the last session of Congress? 

Mr. BROWN said the Administration had 
taken no step, for the very obvious reason that 
Great Britain had declined further negotiation, 
and therefore no step could be taken, unless it was 
that of war. 

Mr. WALKER said he trusted that the ques- 
tion of party would not be introduced into this 
discussion, but as it related to the welfare of our 


common country, we should treat it in a manner | 


becoming American Senators. 


instead of finding fault with what had been done, 
they would endeavor to be unanimous in both 
Houses of Congress, and that there would be no 
division of the people of the United States. 
Without, therefore, entering into the discussion 
at all on what ought to have been done by the 
Administration, there was one thing in which Mr. 
W. most heartily concurred with the Senator from 


Massachusetts: that the time was soon to come } 


when a power here ought to be assumed to settle 
this question, as Great Britain had declined fur- 
ther negotiation as to the only point really atissue, 
which was to ascertain what was the bondats 
of the treaty of 1783. Then have we not (said 
Mr. W.) already avowed what must be the con- 
sequences, when we asserted the right of Maine 
to this territory by the unanimous voice of the 
Congress of the country ? And it becomes us now 
to declare, that if Great Britain will not negotiate 
on paper, it is our duty to negotiate from the 
mouths of our cannon, and by the authority of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

In regard to the withdrawal of the troops from 
this territory, it is precisely what Great Britain 
desires, for thus Maine will be kept out of this 
country, and, so long as that is the case, Great 
Britain will not negotiate. Butif Maine continue 
in actual possession, as I trust she will, then 
Great Britain will be compelled to negotiate, or 
determine whether she will yield or assert her 
right to a portion of one of the States of this 
Union by force of arms. 

Sir, I hope this will be no party question, but 
one which will command the power, and result 
in the honor of the whole country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, said he was 
happy to say that the rumor which had alarmed 
the Senate a few minutes before was without 
foundation. But Mr. W. would not now have 
risen but for the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Presron,] who seemed to 


į suppose that this arrangement (of Messrs. Fox 


and Forsyth) would be sufficient. Mr. W. now 
read and commented on various parts of this ar- 
rangement, and came to the conclusion that, after 
Maine should have withdrawn her troops, she 
would not be authorized by the arrangement to 
remove trespassers from the disputed territory, 
which was a right that she would not be likely 
to surrender. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he did not think this was 
an occasion to look at the past, or to declare what 
ought to have been done; but there were two or 
three propositions on which all would agree, and 
one was, that a war between this country and 


Great Britain would be among the greatest calam- |} 


ities that could befall either us or them or the civ- 
ilized world. The next was, that it ought to be 


avoided, if possible; and the third was, if it must | 


come, it should come after full deliberation, and 
a cautious exercise of judgment, both as to the 
time, and as to the consequences. 

And now, what was our condition? We were 
on the very edge of a war, and how should they 
remove the present difficulty? If Mr. C. might 
express an opinion, he would say that the Exec- 
utive, whatever differences of sentiment might be 
entertained in regard to proceedings heretofore, 
had, in thisemergency ,manifested great judgment, 
great prudence, and great sagacity. Mr. ©. did not 
think this arrangement could be permanent; but 
it would get them out of a condition in which they 
might be compelled to a war without being will- 
ing. Mr.C. believed that this, of itself, would 
be an advantage; for he did not believe that this 


Il country or Great Britain desired a war. But he 


If there must be | 
a contest with a foreign Power, he trusted that, | 


: the subject, and ordered 


would refer the whole case to the committee with- 
out a single word more; and giving this arrange- 
ment their sanction and that of the Senate, he 
trusted these difficulties would be brought toa 
peaceable termination, to the benefit of our coun- 
try and of the civilized world. 

Mr. RUGGLES adduced further evidence that 
the rumor mentioned in the course of the debate 
was unfounded, and that eighteen hundred of the 
troops of Maine were on the Aroostook. 

The message and documents were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and five 
thousand extra copies of them were ordered to be 
printed. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. BIDDLE, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In ras House or Representatives, 
March 1, 1839, 


| On the bill giving the President additional power for the 


defense of the United States, &c. 


Mr. BIDDLE said he fully concurred in the 
sentiment expressed by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] that it was of the ut- 
most importance to guard carefully against any 
false movement. We occupied now a high van- 
tage ground, from which we ought not, if pos- 
sible, to be allured or driven. The subject had 
come upon us rather unexpectedly in its new as- 
pect. The matter of jurisdiction is a subordinate 
one. With little time for examination, we are 


| summoned to make an assertion that involves per- 
sonal veracity, and, perhaps, the peace and dig- 


nity of the country. We are asked to take the 
burden of proving to Great Britain and the world 
that there is no trace in the diplomacy of the 
country of aught to countenance the pretension 
set üp by the Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns- 
wick. 

On the great question of right there cannot be 
a doubt. Mr. B. said that, from an early and de- 
liberate examination of the whole controversy, 
he had been satisfied that our title was perfect to 


; the territory in dispute, and that England had not 


a shadow of just claim. So decided and earnest 
were his convictions, that he had Jong ago startled 
many of his constituents by adverting to the 
chances of a war on this subject. 

England will hold on to the last moment. A 
glance at the map discloses the vast importance 
to her of the debatable ground. It lies between 
her possessions on the Atlantic sea-coast and the 
St. Lawrence; and over it is the only route by 
which troops can be speedily passed from Halifax 
and St. John’s to Quebec. During the late dis- 
turbances in Canada, the forces were marched 
across this territory without our permission, 
whereas, had it been within the undisputed limits 
of the United States, they must have either ob- 
tained our assent, or resorted to the tedious and 
dangerous passage by the mouth of the St. Law- 
rence. 

Owing to the delays attendant on the settlement 
of the principle question, there had been imparted 
to an incidental point a degree of importance 
which it did not originally possess or merit. I 
mean the condition of the disputed territory pend- 
ing the efforts at adjustment. 

During the earlier stages of negotiation there 


| was preserved, with great distinctness, an under- 


standing that each party should continue to pos- 
sess that portion which was inactual occupancy, 


| but do nothing to extend or fortify its pretensions 


over what lay in a wild state. Great Britain, 
however, now all-ges that an understanding has 
grown up, in latter times, by which the tempo- 
rary guardianship over the whole region has been 
imparted to her exclusively. This paint has re- 
cently assumed, as I before remarked, an unex- 
pected importance. 

The State of Maine alleges that trespasses are 
committed onthe disputed territory by the cutting 
of timber, &c., and that the British authorities 
are not sufficiently alert in restraining this waste. 
Her Legislature lately, in secret session, took up 
a party to be dispatched 
to arrest trespassers. The Governor of New 
Brunswick, Sir John Harvey, deems this an in- 
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vasion: of the exclusive -jurisdiction alleged to. 


have been%ransferred:to the English authorities; | 


Maine denies the, existence of any such. agree-. 
ment; arrests have been made.on the. one side and, 


the other, and there have ensued declarations of | 


a purpose to enforce these:conflicting claims by: 
arms. - Sept, ye gn ep ag tis ep 

It cannot but be regretted—if war must come- 
that our-clear advantage in the main and original 
controversy should be lost sight of, or obscured 
by the prominence:suddenly given to a matter in- 
eidental, temporary, and of no engrossing import+ 
ance.. "Fhe President,justly remarks in hia mes- 
sage: fe 

“The parties more immediately interested cannot but 
perceive that an appeal to arms, under existing circnin- 
stances, will‘not only prove fatal to their present interests, 
Dut would postpone, if not defeat, the attainment of the 
MAIN OBJEETS which they have in view.” eae a ee 

Nor is it to be.forgotten. that a war, with its 
burden of taxation, will not Jong be carried on 
with vigor and unaniinity except on the broadest 
and most intelligible. grounds, The late war was 
declared for injuries of a flagrant character, affect- 
ing particularly the eastern States; yet, owing to 
eur P iveeabie diase nions. we were glad to accept 
ihe treaty of Gheat, which adjourned the ques- 
tion of impressment, which gave up every dollar 
of our demands against England for her Jong ca- 
reer of spotiations upon our commerce, and which 
brought wpon us this very curse of the boundary 
question.. In the present state of the world, too, 
a decent respect for its judgment myst be main- 
tained, as well as an eye to the opinion which any, 
friendly mediator may form of the pretexts for 
hostilities. The first years of any wars between 
this country and a great European. Power will 
always. be disastrous to.us. We never can he 
fully prepared at the outset. It is desirable, 
therefore, that we do not enter.upon it except for 
such palpable wrongs as may warrant and insure 
qur.cayrying Ht out, unflinchingly, to any extrem- 
ity. 

-I deprecate; therefore, the getting up of. this 
comparatively immaterial issue, more particularly 
ag it is by no means certain that we have on it a 
clear and indisputable case. On the contrary, it 
may be feared: that a review of the diplomatic 
correspondence will show that, owing to great 
looseness and remigsness on our part, to say the 
least, there is color for the pretension advanced 
by the agents of Great Britain. 

"How does the matter appear, even on’a hasty 

lance at the correspondence? In a letter from 

r. McLane, Secretary. of State, to Sir Charles 
‘Vaughan, dated. December 2, 1833, he says: - 

Tt ja alleged that his Britannic Majesty’s officers of the 
Provinge of New, Brunswick, by the seizure. and sale of 
timber cut by trespassers on the Aroostook, and afterwards 
in the rightful custody of. ttie agent of the State of Massa- 
chusetté; have béen the first to violate the existing under 
standing”: © o7 ? 5 . aid 

‘Here, it will be seen, the very question now 
agitated was brought up more than five years 
agó.. Mr. McLane makes formal complaint that 
the British warden had taken out of the hands of 


the State authorities timber seized by the'latter 
as having been cut’ by trespassers on the Aroos- 
took river. “To this kompla 

ister replied as follows: 


aint the British Min- 


extract of 3 letter to the und 
Governor of New Brunswick, 

with, tle Surveyor generat of that Pi 
dersigned has the honor to ineloge in 


conventi 


mitted S0:long-as the riortheastern: boundary-of the United 
States remaing a gubject of negotiation; and itappears thay 


|| Congress. 


‘oceeds of the sales of timber uniawfully cut down 
tied to Account, and the pogsession: of them will be 

pproptiated to the party to which the territory may be ad- 
judged: bythe settlement-of-the boundary question. -: 
The undersigned, trusts that the explanation which he is 
now able tò give of this transaction will prove satisfactory 
to the Government of the United States: ` $ 


The undersigned has the honor to-renew to Mr. MeLane 
the assurances of his most-distinguished consideration. ' > 


: . CHAS. R. VAUGHAN. 
The Hon: Louis McLane, c., &c. 


The letter of the Lieutenant Governor of New 
Branswick, Sir Archibald Campbell, (the prede- 
cessor of Sir John Harvey,) thus inclosed by Sir 
Charles Vaughan to Mr. McLane, is dated Fred- 
erickton, January 20, 1834, and contains the fol- 
lowing explanation: 


“Mr. McLaughlin was appointed to. the. wardenship of. 
the country with the knowledge and concurrence of the Pres- 
ident ; and it is not conceived, therefore, that any fair ground 
of-objection canbe taken to his faithful performance of the 
duties of his office. But this. Government never has admit- 
ted, and never can admit, theright of any agent from Maine 
or Massachusetts to exercise authority within the conven- 


a subject of negotiation.”* 


o Mr. McLane’s reply to Sir Charles Vaughan 
is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, March 4, 1834. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your note of the 28th ultimo, furnishing the explanation of 
the Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick of a transac- 
tion referred to by the land agent of Massachusetts, in a 
letter addressed to his Excellency the Governor of that 
Commonwealth, and subsequently communicated to you by 
this Department, in a note dated the 21st of December last; 
and to inform. you that copies of your communication, to- 
gether with the documents which accompanied it, will, By 
DIRECTION OF THE PresipeNnt, be transmitted without 
unnecessary delay to the Executive of the State of Massa- 


chusetts, 4 
I pray you to accept the assurances of my distinguished 


consideration, LOUIS McLANB. 


Right Hon. Sir Cuas. R. Vaverax, G. C-H., 
engi Envoy Extraordinary. 


Is not this prodigiously strong? Here is a 
letter written five years ago by the predecessor 
of Sir John Harvey, appealing to a matter within 
the personal knowledge of the President of the 
United States, and broadly repelling any attempt 
at concurrent jurisdiction against trespassers on 
the Aroostook by the American authorities, The 
President orders the letter containing these aver- 
ments to be transmitted without comment, it 
would appear, to the local authorities, for their 
guidance. It is remarkable, that whilst the Goy- 
ernor of Massachusetts, in November, 1833, is 
found complaining about the pretensions of this 
warden, there appears no remonstrance subse- 
quent to the date of Mr. McLane’s letter transmit- 
ting the ‘* explanation’’ of Sir Archibald Camp- 
bell. Thus we are on the edge of a war, in which 
our manifesto is to state, as a justification to. the 
world, that Mr. Harvey has ventured to repeat 
what his predecessor not only announced, but 
acted upon, with circumstances of indignity to the 
State agents! This unheard of pretension is 
found not only in the letter-book of his predeces- 
sor, but in the archives of Maine and Massachu- 
setts, as placed there by order of. General Jack- 
son! 
~ Let us turn now to the memorial of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts in 1836, found 
-amongst the records of this House, and see how 
it discloses, in every line, a distinct recognition 
of the agreement, as communicated to her Chief 
Magistrate by Mr. McLane.” ; 
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Resolutions of the Legislature of the’ State of Massachusetts 

°- upon the'subject of the Northeastern Territory of the’ Uni- 
ted States, the title-to which is stitl claimed by Great Brit: 
ain. ` 


COMMONWEALTH oF MASSACHUSETTS, 

CoOUNCIL'CHAMBER, Boston; March 18, 1836. - 

Sır: In compliance with the request of the Legislature 
of the Commonwealth, F have thé: honor to transniit tò you 
zcopy-of.a preamble and resolutions lately adopted by the 
Senate and House of Representatives, on the subject of the 
anadjusted controv: be n this country and Great 
Britdin, relative to ern boundary of the United 
States. I am: well awar that the grèat importance of ‘this 
question, in‘connection With the rights and interests of the 
people of Massachusetts, will give. it the strongest claim to 
the attention of their Represent ives in either House of 
ong “In ‘performing the duty devolved upon “me by 
the Feqiest of the Legislature, I beg leave tosubscribe my- 


eit, with high reepect, your obedient servant, a 
alts waghihiah rbopest, Your ON EDWARD EVERETT. 


tional frontier òf the province while its proper limits remain | 


t elided.” 


_- COMMONWEALTH or MASSACHUSETTS, 
Resolves concerning the Northeastern Territory of the United 
_ | (States claimed by Great Britain. `> ; 
Whereas. large tract of the northeastern territory of the 
United States, belonging in common to the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts, and lying within the limits of the former 
State, has for many years past, in consequence of a clainy 
from Great Britain, been SURRENDERED to the EXCLUSIVE 


A.D. 1836, 


| cusropy of the British Government; and‘ Whereas it ap- 


péars frou: the report of a committee appointed by thelast 
Legislature of this Commonwealth, to make personal ex- 
amination into the state of our public lands, that great in- 
conveniences and gross abuses have resulted from So valu: 
able a portion'of our domain being left in THE KEEPING OF 
AGENTS OVER WHOM WE-HAVE No GonTROL: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
eneral court assembled, 'Fhat, in the opinion of rig Legis- 
ature, itis due to the rights and interests of Maine ang 
Massachusetts that'measures should be taken by the Exce- 
utive of thé United-States.to-secure á speedy: settiement of 
this long protracted: controversy, po that Arese States'may 
be reinstated in the enjoyment of that property which was 
So long in their undisputed ‘possession, and ‘whith Is so in- 
disputably thdirs, ea es oes 
Resolved, That incase there be æ prospect of: farther-un- 
aypidable delay, in the! settlement of his gomtroprsy » it ig 
essential to the ends of justice. Wat measures shiduld be 
taken by the Executive of the United States fo obtain « 
representation of the interests and ‘rights of ‘Maine and 
Massachusetts in the agency and guardianship of the. terri, 
tory in question. K 
Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor is hereby 
requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Ex. 
ecutive of the United States, to our Senators and Repres 
sentatives in Congress, and.to the Governor of the State of 
Maine. 5 
In Senate, Mareh 1, 1836 : 
Passed. Sent down for conemrence. 
k HORACE MANN, President. 
Rouse of Representatives, March 12, 1836: 
Passed in concurrence. 1 4 ‘ 
JULIUS ROCKWELL, Speaker. 
Council Chamber, March, 14, 1836: Approved. 
i EDWARD EVERETT. 
Joun P. BigeLow, $ xi 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


It will be seen that this great Comnronwealth 
here anxiously entreats the Executive of the 
United States— j mE 

Ist. To bring the boundary question to a speedy 
settlement; and ee 

2d. If the settlement appeared remote, at least 
to annul the arrangement by which two sovereign 
States had been stripped of the “agency and 
guardianship” over their own concerns. 

Each of these prayers has been disregarded. 
The latter seems never to have gained a passing 
notice. It is true that, in the course of a rambling 
and diffuse correspondence, high language is oc- 
casionally found in the mouth of this or that Sec- 
retary or Minister, but, the atern practical exercise 
of authority by the Lieutenant Governor of New 
Brunswick has gone on. He has been willing to 
release persons seized, on their quitting the scene 
of assumed agency; but not one dollar has ever 
been received in atonement for their seizure, nor 
the slightest disclaimer of authority obtained from 
Great Britain. The present hoturgency to obtain 
the “ unanimous”? certificate of members of Con- 
gress that in their opinion there is no trace of any 
sach agreement as Massachusetts here refers to, 
looks very ‘like an expedient to avert the odium 
due to long, gross, unpardonable supineness and 
imbecility, even at the hazard of placing the quar- 
rel of the country ù oft untenable polte. i 

‘The conduct of Maine, too, discloses a perfect 
knowledge that her hands had been tied. Thus, 
on the question whether she could canse a surve 
to be made, the claim is puton this modest ground, 
in a letter from the Governor to the President of 
the United States, in April, 1838: i 

t It is the unquestionable right of litigants, in a court of 
justice, to make explorations of land in dispute, and if either 
party declines a joint survey, it ny be made ex parte; and 
surely, the United States have never 50 FAR YIELDED the 
actual possession to:Great Britain as to preclude ‘the right, 
on our part, to ascertain for ourselves the absolute facts 
and to mark. gut the limits of our claim and our allege, 
rights.?% : tee 

The Governor communicated his purpose. to 
Sir John Harvey, who replied: © any 
_ & OF the.courtesy of. your Excellency’s communication, 
I beg you to believe that I am perfectly sensiblé ; abd when, 
in reply thereto, 1 inform. your Excellency that Í shall not 
deem it ne¢essdry-to interfere with a niission-svhose oper- 
ations shalt be confined tothe purposes. stated in yout Et- 
cellency’s letter, namely, that-of merely obtaining topo- 
graphical information, it is incumbent upon me to add that 
it will’ be.my imperative duty not to suffer any infringement 
Of: the possession and jurisdiction which Great Britain holds 
in: the territory in dispute, until. the question of sight is de- 
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The Governor, in making this known to the 
President of the United States, says: 


“The answer of Sir John Harvey, although couched in 
eourteors language, according with the well known high 


and.honorable character of that officer, will yet doubtless | 


command your attention and deliberate consideration, as ex- 
pressing, in (rank and decided language, the character and 
extent of his instructions relative to maintaining the jaris- 
diction ef the disputed territory.” 


Here, then, was.an appeal that might well come 
in aid of the same object, when urged upon the 
Executive of the United States, in the second res- 
olution of the State of Massachusetts, in 1836. Yet 


not the slightest notice appears to have been taken | 
of it; and the President now comes here, in a} 


flurry, affecting to treat the pretention as a por- 
tentous novelty that had just dropped from the 
clouds; and we are asked suddenly to make it an 
affair of immediate bloodshed. 

But it is said that Mr. Fox has not consented to 
spread out the reasons on which his Government 
rests the pretension. And do you expecta subtile 
and accomplished diplomatist, in a case where 
delay is itselfa positive gain, toanswerimprompltu, 
and thus dispose of a collateral issue that may, by 
dexterous management, last for many years? He 
is under no obligation to point out what stares 
you in the face in your own records, if you will 


take the trouble to read them. He will be glad | 


to shift the points of negotiation. The arrange- 
ment signed by him may enable the British Gov- 
ernment to take high ground, if our special min- 
ister shall discover at Downing street, for the 
first time, that we have been rather hasty in de- 
nouncing Sir John Harvey, and driving that 


functionary from his stand underrather mortifying | 


circumstances, in the face of the disaffected pop- 
ulation under his charge. Sir, do not believe that 
we advance our case by refusing to view the sub- 
ject in all its bearings. Now is the time for ex- 
amination. When once engaged in war, I will 


not consent to look back. I shall go forthe coun- 
Such was my feeling in the last war, and | 


try. 
will be in the next. But let us not take our ground 
rashly, and where the enemy might wish to place 
us. 


unite in a misstatement of the evidence, which 


can be so instantly exposed. A candid and intel- į 


ligent people will lose all faith in us when our 
blunders are pointed out by strangers, after we 
have involved them in a war on false or frivolous 
pretexts, 


What then, is ourcourse? Torun into a new 


game of diplomacy about ‘ exclusive jurisdic- | 


tion??? To shed American blood in an obscure 


and senseless contest on the Aroostook? 


It is the last degree of folly to suppose that | 
there is any advantage in our blindly agreeing to | 


Does | 


honor require that we shall compel the President | 


to seek out, during the vacation, any Sir John | 


or Sir Andrew who may enter this disputed terri- | 


tory with notions of duty which we have assisted 


to put into his head, and before we have en- | 
deavored to obtain, in the proper quarter, a mod- | 


ification of the arrangement, such as Massachu- | 
setts, in 1836, entreated the President to effect? : 


Tcannot think so. 


the President bring it to aclese. 


We shall be wrong on any | 
such issue. We are right on the great one. Let | 
If he cannot, | 


fet him soreport and we shall then be ready for : 


the final appeal on broad principles, which all | 
Mr. B. said that in the course | 


can understand. 


taken on this occasion he had braved what was | 


most formidable to any man in public life—the | 


pe of misrepresentation. He was well aware 


how much easies and cheaper it would have been jj 


to run a race of professions about patriotism, &e., 
than to take a course which threw the explana- 
tion of his conduct on an appeal to reason. He 
felt strong enough in the confidence of his constit- 
uents to take the line which conscience dictated. 


They were a grave and quiet people, not given to | 


flourishes; but there was a stern determination— 


a deep-seated and vital principle of patriotism— | 


on which he could rely with more confidence. 


It. 


should not be through his agency that they got ` 


entangled in a rash and foolish war. 


He would : 


not commit them on pretexts which their own | 


good sense and intelligence would find out, after 
< a while, to be hollow and deceptive. 
the crisis came, he knew that the sound to battle 


But when : 


i 


every workshop and harvest-field; that all would 
be ready to follow, to whatever distant fields, the 
proud banner of their country. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. B.C. HOWARD 
OF MARYLAND, 
Ix tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 1, 1839, 


defense of the United States, &e. 


Mr. HOWARD said that the remarks which 
had fallen from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Buwpte} required that he should say some- 
thing in reply. But before I do so (said Mr. H.) 
I will advert for a moment to the amendment pro- 
posed by another gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Nayzor,] which is the question immediately 
before the House. He proposes to amend the 
first section of the bill by inserting the words, 
“or the provincial authorities of Great Britain.” 
As it now stands it authorizes the President to 
resist any attempt on the part of Great Britain 
to enforce, by arms, an exclusive jurisdiction over 
the contested territory. The effect of the amend- 
ment is not-to restrict this power in the President, 
nor do I understand it to be so intended, but to 
define more precisely the contingency upon the 
happening of which the powers granted in the 
subsequent sections of the bill are to become oper- 
ative. But the provincial authorities of Great 
Britain cannot attempt to enforce this jurisdiction 
by arms, without doing it ‘on the part of Great 
Britain;’’ and thus the case provided for by the 
proposed amendment is already reached by the 
words selected by the committee. There appears 
to be no necessity, therefore, for any alteration. 


part of the State of Maine where the present dis- 
turbances exist, should be protected from inva- 
sion, let that invasion come from whatever quar- 
terit might. As there is no prospect of any attack 
except with a view to sustain the jurisdiction 
claimed on the part of the British Government, 
the phraseology adopted by the committee ap- 
pears to meet fully the case under consideration, 
and I hope that the bill may be allowed to stand 
as it is. 

I have listened to the speech of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brpie] with surprise 
and regret, on account of the acknowledged in- 
telligence of the gentleman, and those lofty feel- 
ings of patriotism and national honor which he 
is known to entertain. His arguments have been 
carefully considered as he has presented them in 
his remarks, with a view to see how far they 
would justify the conclusion to which he came. 
If I understand his position, it amounts to this, 
and this only—-that the President is not justified 
in assuming the ground which he has taken, and 
that this House would not now be justified in as- 
suming the ground proposed by this bill, because | 
the administration of General Jackson permitted 
the question of this boundary to remain dormant, 
and thereby gave color to the pretensions now 
advanced by Great Britain. This is the extent 
of the argument. Is it not? If I mistake it, I 
beg the gentleman to correct me. Let us examine 
it. There are two points involved in it. First, 
the historical fact, as to the course of General 
Jackson’s administration; and secondly, the in- 
ferences which can with propriety be drawn 
from that course. To sustain the first ground, a 
former argument of a gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
Evans] was pressed into the service in order to 
show that the claim of the British Government 
was acquiesced in, or not strenuously resisted by 
General Jackson. But that same gentleman from 
Maine has, within a few hours passed, addressed 


On the bill giving to the President additional power for the | 


The intention of the committee was, that all that |! 


the House upon this very point, and gone into a į 
minute examination of all the correspondence | 
which has ever taken place between the two Gov- | 
ernments on the subject, the result of which is, | 
that no warrant can be found, in any part of that | 
correspendence, for the presentinadmissible claim | 
| of Great Britain. That gentleman [Mr. Evaxs] ; 
| hag referred to his argument and explained it. Is | 


would not fall on cold or timid ears; he knew that || he not able to understand his own argument? 
il No one who hears him speak will deny to him ii 


stout arms and brave hearts would rally from 


WT 
i 
i 
i 


: the power of understanding the arguments of 


others, and it would be strange, indeed, if.he 
could not understand his own, That argument 
was made upon another question, and yet- the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania applies detached 
parts of it to the one under debate, when the 
author himself does not think proper so to use it. 

Again: the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


‘Bwpre] refers to. some document emanating 


from the Legislature of Massachusetts, and trans- 
fers some of the positions taken therein, adopted 


: without sufficient means of investigation, to an 
argument in a case where we can survey the en- 


tire ground. We have before us the entire corre- 
spondence of the two Governments. Heretofore 
it was apprehended that a portion of it was kept 


_ back, and in the part so retained it was feared that 
; our Government had admitted’ the British claim 


to exclusive jurisdiction. But we now know that 
no such admission was ever made, and what we 
now know the British Government has known 
allalong. Thereis, therefore, nothing in the doc- 


‘umentary history of this affair upon which the 
' pretension of the Lieutenant Governor of New 
: Brunswick can rest. 


But let us suppose that the argument of the 


‘gentleman from Pennsylvania is correct, and 


i that the administration of General Jackson is to 


blame. 


i party feeling. 


had been held out by any Administration ? 
|: it been such as to lead the Government of Great 


Mr. BIDDLE. The gentleman from Maryland 
knows that I expressly disclaimed any particular 


i reference either to the administration of General 
‘Jackson or of Mr. Adams in this matter, 
| that that was a question which I could not raise 


I said 


with any foreign Government, and that the sim- 
He question was, what was the language which 


Had 


Britain to believe that this right was conceded ? 
and, if so, was it proper to go to war to set that 
matter right? [said that if we believed we had, 
in any way, misled the British Government in 


i this respect, it was a fair matter of negotiation, 


just as much as the original questionitsclf. The 
gentleman knows that throughout this whole 
debate, I have spurned from me anything like 
l spoke merely with reference to 


‘the mode in which we should set the matter 


right. 
“Mr. HOWARD. Ihaveno desire, Mr. Speaker, 
to create any false issue between the gentleman 


‘from Pennsylvaniaand myself. i am endeavoring 


to mect his argument fairly, as it is with the logic 


‘of his speech that I wish to deal. When we touch 


a question involving the honor of the country, I 


: am sure the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 


be one of the first to spring forward in defense of 
that honor. Ido not believe that we have in any 
way misled the British Government. The docu- 
ments are all before us; and where can any rea~ 
son for such an opinion be found? It is possible 
that the British Government may have miscon- 
strued the action of oursin the Madawaska case, 


‘and supposed that, because they were permitted 


to exercise jurisdiction in that settlement, there- 


‘fore they could claim it upon the banks of the 


i by the British authorities, 


Aroostook. But the Madawaska settlement was 
made by emigrants from Nova Scotia before the 
American Revolution; and,as faras I know, there 
has been an uninterrupted jurisdiction ever since 
The course pursued 
by the United States Government in that case was 
strictly in conformity with its present course; and, 


‘if the British Government has confounded the 


two cases, itisitsownerror. The Massachusetts 


: document does not seem to be aware of the dif- 


ferent results which would be produced by ap- 
plying the same principle—that of uti possidetis— 
to the facts relative to the Madawaskaand Aroos- 
took settlements. But the British Government 


‘had means of information which the Legislature 
: of Massachusetts had not; because not only the 


entire correspondence, but also the reports of the 
conferences between the Ministers of the two Gov- 
ernments, must have been before it. There is 
nothing upen record, in my opinion, which will 


: show that our doctrine or language has ever been 


inconsistent with the position now assumed by 
the Secretary of State. To return, however, to 
the argument of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Bippre.}_ I still understand him to 
maintain that, if the British Government had any 
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foundation for the belief that this question of ex-, 
elusive jurisdiction was conceded, the House’ 
ought not now to'pass the bill under considera- 
tion. To this argument I wish to reply. Re 

“What will be theposition ‘of the question, if 
the House should refuse to pass the bill? Will 
negotiation ensue? It will hot. There is neither 
time, nor opportunity; nor disposition to nego- 
tiate under Sir Jolin’ Harvey’s ‘menace of inva- 
sion. We are told by the President (who has 
taken his stand firmly and decisively) that ifthe 


invasion of ‘the State of Maine is persisted in, | 


he will consider the case as coming within the 


scope af his power to bring the forces of the” 


General Government to her aid. “After this pub- 
lic annunciation of his opinion, even if he were 


disposed to recede from his ground, he cannot. . 


There is not, however, the slightest reason to 
suppose that any circumstances would induce 
him to’ change a position, not only maturely ex- 
amined: but tntrinsically correct, Refuse to pass 
this bill then, and where are you, and where is 
the country? “Should Sir John Harvey proceed 
tò execute his threat: of attacking the troops of 
Maine upon the banks of the Aroostook, it will 
be the duty, as it is within the power, of the 
President to call out the militia.” What says the 
Consutution of the United States, and what say 
the laws already in existence? The Constitution 
says: 

t Congress shall have power to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the Jaws of the Union, suppress in- 
surrections, and repel invasions,” 

In virtue of this power, Congress has passed 
this law, (1795, chap. 877:) 

Whenever the United States shall be invaded, or be in 


immineht danger of invasion, from any foreign nation or | 


Indian tride, it shai! be lawful forthe President of the Uni- 
tod States to call forth such number of the militia of the 
State or States most convenient to the place of danger or 
scene of action as he may judge necessary to repel such 
invasion, and to issue His orders for trat purpose to such 
officer or officers of the militia as he shall think proper,” 
This’ power the President says he means to ex- 
ercise. Pass no law, then, make no appropria- 
tion of money; adjourn, and leave the President 
to his executive power, unassistéd by any further 
legislation; let the Representatives of the Amer- 
ican people refuse to sustain the Chief Magistrate 
in‘ the folty ground which he has taken, and what 
will be the consequence ? You send him into the 
field with the militia which he has avowed his 
determination to call out, crippled by your refu- 
sal to aid him in the struggle which every con- 
sideration of national honor calls upon him to 
make—crippled, but not entirely disabled. He 
will call upon the militia of Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, and Massachusetts to carry the flag to the 
invaded frontier, He will use all his power, de- 
fective as it is without your support, to vindicate 
the rights and honor of the nation; and if lie fail 
to do s0, it will be because you have refused to 
assist him. Do you desire this? Does the gen- 
tlemsn from Pennsylvania desire it? You may 
deny the appropriation, if you choose; and what 
then? The President will appeal to the patriot- 
ism of those States from which the militia will be 
called out, and say to them: ‘* The Representa- 
tives of the people of the United States have re- 
fused to give a dollarto enable me to discharge my 
high duty. But no matter; call your militia out, 
and raise the funds upon your State credit to pay 
them, and we will appeal hereafter to Congress 
for’your reimbursement.” Will they not do it? 
The members from those States can answer the 
question. Isee it answered by their expressive 
countenances, You may leave that portion of 
the country to its fate, turning away with cold 
indifference; but when the hour of trial comes, 
the people there will'not shrink from their duty. 
What, then, will you gain by refusing to pass 
this bill? You ‘cannot negotiate. The case is not 
fit forit. ` A high officer of the British Govern- 
ment has avowed ‘his determination to invade a 
part of the country which we all believe to be 
rightfully under the jurisdiction of Maine.. Will 
you permit the invasion to go on, and the terri- 
tory to be occupied by a hostile force, and then 
begin your negotiation for its removal? All that 
can be done in the way of negotiation has‘alread 
been done by the Secretary of State and the Brit- 
ish Minister. ‘But the latter says hé has no power 
over Sir John Harvey. With whom, then, could 


you negotiate, if you were inclined soto do? The 
British Government is three thousand miles off, 
and the question of invasion will be decided one. 
way or the other before you could hear from the 
other side of the Atlantic. This state of things is 
not brought about by any fault of ours. We gave 
the British Government no reason for issuing such 
orders to'the Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns- 
wick, if it did issue them. The alternative of 
resisting, or submitting to, an invasion, is forced 
upon us, wholly against our will, and we have 
but one course to pursue. Let us take our stand 
by the side of the President, and leave the conse- 
quences to those who have brought. on the crisis 
so hastily that we have scarcely time enough to 
do more than follow the natural instinct of self- 
defense. I trust, most earnestly, that we shall 
yet be able to preserve peace; but it is not to be 
preserved by indecisive measures. 
States is not an antagonist with which any nation 


is desirous to court a war, nor will any officer of. 


the British Government lightly encounter the re- 
sponsibility of placing the two nations in an atti- 
tude of hostility to each other. If the invasion 
goes on, and the President summons forth the 
militia to repel it, there is, at once, a state of war, 
for war can be waged by militia. I hope for 
peace. As long asit can be preserved with honor, 
let us cherish it. But peace is sometimes lost 
through an over-anxiety to maintain it. We are 
on the defensive, and therefore can, with propri- 
ety, insist upon our rights. The people of the 
State from which I come have no other interest 
in this boundary question than that which belongs 
to them as members of the Union, and probably 
no other part of the country would suffer more 
inconvenience from hostilities, if they should 
finally be forced upon us.. But, I much mistake 
their character, if they are not always prepared 
to bear their full share of all consequences which 
may follow. from the maintenance of the rights 
and honor of the United States. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has called 
this a ‘new issue,” and deprecates putting the 
boundary question upon any new issue. I, for 
one, do not wish to avoid that new issue, because 
the question upon our side is so clear that the 
people can at once understand it. The boundary 
question is clear enough after being studied; but 
you must have maps and books and documents 
to comprehend it. The arguments used by both 
parties before the King of the Netherlands fill a 
large folio volume. It is true that their essence 
can be compressed into a much smaller space; 
but with all this condensation, how much more 
simple and intelligible is this * new issue” which 
is deprecated? In five minutes any man of the 
most ordinary intellectual powers can understand 
it. In fact, it is rather felt than understood by 
argument. The statement of the case is enough. 
You have only to go to a householder, whether 
he resides in a costly mansion in one of your 
large cities, or a plaincr dwelling in a valley of 
the mountains, and tellhim this: ‘* You and your 
family have been living in this house for thirty 
years. Oue of your neighbors claims your land; 
and, without waiting for the case to be decided, 
is coming, with the bayonet, to drive you out 
into the street or the woods. What will you 
do?” The answer would be, in the language of 
this bill, “f arm and resist!’? Force shall resist 
force. Sir, every man in this country can under- 
stand this new issue. There is no argument 
necessary to explain it. If we take our stand 
upon it, it is impossible that we should go 
wrong. , 

But it is said that the passage. of this bill is un- 
necessary, because the Lieutenant Governor of 
New Brunswick must have misunderstood his 
orders. I hope he has. Perhaps it isso. Butat 
best, it is only a chance that he has, and another 
chance that he will think so. And are we to es- 
timate chances in such a prospective legislation 
as that now before us? What are the chances? 
two to one, three to one, or four toone? And 
after we settle this calculation, we have to decide 
what ratio would justify us in omitting to pro- 


vide for the defense of the country. Whatare ; 
the facts upon which the calculation of chances is 


to be founded? An intelligent British officer, 
high in the confidence of his Government, asserts 


"that his orders are plain and peremptory. -ds he 


The United’ 


able to comprehend his orders? And if so, has 
he firmness to execute them? .Gentlemen must 
calculate these chances as they choose; I can fur- 
nish them with no data. But then it is said that 
he will yield to the powerful interference of the 
British Minister at Washington. No doubt that 
influence will receive, as it merits, great and care- 
ful consideration. But his orders from his Gov- 
ernment are before his eyes, and, after all, it is a 
chanee whether he may not prefer to abide by 
what he believes to be their import. We are 
doing nothing: offensive in this bill. It cannot 
be too frequently repeated that its character is 
wholly defensive. . 

But it iyasked what necessity is there for ihe 
first section of this bill, if the President has al- 
ready the power to call out the militia, in case of 
invasion, under the act of 1795? The question 
is easily answered. It is. to reinforce the author- 
ity of the executive branch of the Government by 
showing, that in the opinion of the legislative 
branch also, a case of invasion, under the Consti» 
tution of the United States, would arise, if the 
movement of Sir John Harvey is carried on. It 
is to show that upon this point the American 
Government is a unit, prepared to aet with all the 
power which the people of the United States have 
put into itshands. And here let me say, that at 
the proper time, I shall move to fill up the blank 
in the appropriating clause, under the instructions 
of the committee, with the sum of $10,000,000... 

I am aware that much objection exists to the 
second section of this bill, which propases to 
raise twenty regiments of regular troops, if the 
contingency provided for in the first section shall 
happen. After-stating the reasons which induced 
the committee to recommend this measure; it will 
be for the House to judge of its expediency... The 
bill, it will be perceived, contemplates an early 
call of Congress by the President, in case the bor- 
der difficulties increase. There is an express pro- 
vision. to this effect; and, indeed, without it it is 
scarcely to be supposed that the President would 
willingly encounter the very serious troubles that 
would beset him, without calling the legislative 
power to his aid. But the case is expressly pro- 
vided for. Should the emergency arise, and a 
new Congress be convened, one of the first meas- 
ures which it would adopt, in the opinion of the 
committee, would be the passage of a bill just like 
this second section. If a collision should ensue 
between the United States and Great Britain, the 
severity of the struggle is too apparent to be over- 
looked for a moment. The war would not be like 
the last. . 

There are now hovering over our frontiers from 
fifteen to eighteen thousand regular troops, the 
choicest of the British_army. Whether.all this 
force is brought there to quell the Canadian re- 
volt, or to bear upon the settlement of the bound- 
ary question, itis impossible to say. But there 
they are reported to be. The line between us 
and Canada will become the field of battles, not 
of two or three thousand men on each side, but 
of five or ten times that number. The military 
power of Great Britain will be concentrated to 
one spot; and we must prepare, in case of need, 
to meet it effectively. Regular troops must be 
resorted to, and the sooner the better. It is cruel 
and unwise to march militia alone into the field 
for a campaign against regular troops. As aux- 
iliaries we must always rely upon them; but we 
ought to have in the field an equal number of reg- 
ular troops with our adversary, man for man. If 
the contingency shall happen, upon which this 
bill is to become effective, and a special session 
of Congress shall be convoked, the time which 
intervenes between the summons and the meeting 
can beadvantageously employed by the Secretary 
of War in filling up the ranks of the regiments 
by -recruiting with the money whieh you are 
asked to place at the disposal of the President. 
Bat still, if any other species of force shall be 
more acceptable to the House than that suggested 
by the committee, I will yield to their judgment. 
As to the opinion expressed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bippiz,] that this is 
meant as a threat and bravado on the part of the 
committee, I utterly disclaim any such view. 

Mr, BIDDLE. I certainly had not the slightest 
idea of applying such an expression to the course 
of the honorable gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 


1839.] 
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Howanp,] or the committee of which he is chair- 
man; or of imputing to them the calculation that, 
by taking en apparent stand, we might produce 
an impression or the British Government which 
might probably compel it to make a closer and a 
more speedy examination into this subject. I do | 
not believe that such results would follow; and I 
do not wish, therefore, that we should seem to 
occupy a position which would deprive us of the 
high vantage-ground which we now possess. I 
concur in the views taken by the President, (whose 
whole course in this matter meets my entire ap- 
probation,) that it would be deeply to be deplored | 
that, on a question of a mere temporary charac- | 
ter, we should be drawn into a war, and thus dis- 
turb the other great question which remains to be 
adjusted. It is to carry out the policy of the 
President—to prevent the question assuming this 
character; to prevent its turning on an incidental 
point—that I would wish that we should main- 
tain our stand on that where we are indisputably 
right, and thus avoid being placed in a position 
which probably could not be rendered easily in- 
telligible to the country and to the world. This 
report seems to me to pledge the country to go to. 
war on this point; that is to say, if our people are 
driven out of this territory, the President shall 
not make it the subject of negotiation, as hereto- 
fore, or give notice to the British Government to 
disclaim the act, but shall at once employ the mil- 
itary in a war. This would produce a state of 
things which I believe both Governmentsare anx- 
ious to avoid. I wish the action of the House to 
be such as that the country shall not go to war 
upon this present incidental question, as a sab- 
stantive ground of defense; that we should not 
make that the subject of military operations. 

Mr. HOWARD. We have had a proof to-day 
that the debates which take place here are recorded 
and referred to even by high authority. I wish, 
therefore, to say that it becomes these two Gov- 
ernments to speak to each other in the plain lan- 
guage of sincerity, such as one high-minded gen- 
tleman would use to another. This isthe ground 
upon which I wish to put this bill, There is no 
threat meant. The nation which could so far for- 
get itself as to threaten, or attempt to threaten, 
the English, must have previously lost sight of 
the distinguishing charactcristics of that people, 
so powerful and so proud. Bat if war will come 
upon this point of exclusive jurisdiction, it must 
come. We cannot avoid it. Let the attempt be 
made to enforce this claim, and war will exist as 
speedily as the militia can be mustered. Let us 
say so plainly. it is not our fault; we do not de- 
sire it; on the contrary, we will do much, very | 
much, to prevent it. Ifthe British Government | 
will go as far as we will to preserve peace, we | 
shall have peace. But upon the question now 
hefore us, it is proper that we should speak and 
act according to what we mean to do. It has 
been said that the American people will not go 
with ug on this question of jurisdiction, I believe | 
they will. There isa deep feeling in the Amer- | 
ican character which requires to be stirred in or- | 
der to be seen, and which is unaffected by the | 
agitations of the surface. The party questions 
of the day do not penetrate to the bottom. But 
show to the people that the national honor is at 
stake, and you will hear from all quarters the 
hum of the multitude preparing for the emergen- 
cy. There isa lofty sense of honor which will 
not brook indignity. We have existed long 
enough as a nation to find much in our history 
to be proud of; and if we should ever lose that 
feeling, everything else worth having will go 
with it. | 

There is something more in our relations with 
Great Britain which | mention with deep regret. 
It is, that, unfortunately, there are topics in those | 
relations which involve the sectional feeling of 
every grand division of this Union. I will not | 
go into the particulars of those points which es- | 
pecially affect the East, the West, and the North- 
ern border, where, if some of our people have 
sinned, they have also been sinned against. The | 
South, too, is assailed in its tenderest point. Sir, | 
if you print and circulate one hundred thousand 
copies of this document which | hold in my hand, 
{the correspondence relating to the brigs Enter- | 
prise, Encomium, and Comet,) and thus explain 
to the people of the South what the Bahama Isl- | 


‘| imitation of the brave “Orp Tuirteen,’’ they 


| Mississippi river, and compressed on the north 


ands are now, and are likely to be hereafter, the 
dissatisfaction will be great indeed. It becomes 
both Governments to set about the task of placing 
theirrelations to each other upon a better footing, 
and to do so with an earnest and anxious desire 
that some, at least, of the difficulties which now 
exist should be removed. This desire must be 
felt practically. The differences will thicken if | 
permitted to continue. The interests and feel- | 
ings of the two nations incline them strongly to 
peace; and, in fact, it is a duty which they both 
owe to the civilized world, that peace should be 
preserved, 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I express a sin- 
cere hope that the powers proposed by this bill | 
to be vested in the President will not have to be 
exercised, and an equally earnest opinion that, as 
they are only contingent and defensive, we are 
required by the highest considerations of duty to 
pass it. i 


LANDS IN TENNESSEE. 


SPEECH OF HON. E. H FOSTER, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


In rhe SENATE, January 23, 1839. 

The bill to amend an act entitled “ An act to authorize | 
the State of Tennessee to issue grants and perfect titles to 
certain Jands therein described, and to settle the claims 
to the vacant and unappropriated lands within the same,” 
being taken up— 

Mr. FOSTER said: 

Mr. Presipent: The documents that accom- 
panied the biil now. under consideration suffi- | 
ciently explain the facts and principles upon 
which I propose to urge its adoption. These 
documents have been long since printed and placed 
under the eye of every Senator; and if I could 
persuade myself they had received an attentive 
notice, I should not feel the necessity of any ad- 
ditional defense. But, sir, considering the great 
importance of the measure in its bearings on the | 
peace and tranquillity of a large body of my con- 
stituents—now too long tormented in the uncer- 
tainty of their homes—I cannot think of hazard- 
ing success by submitting their claims to a silent 
vote of the Senate. Sir, I shall detain you but 
alittle while; a few brief remarks will serve to 
recapitulate facts. This done, I cannot bring 
myself to doubt the ready acquiescence of this 
honorable body in all the measures proposed by 
the bill in question. 

At and before the close of our revolutionary 
war, the State of North Carolina found herself 
embarrassed with a heavy debi—a double debt, | 
sir, of money and of gratitude—created by her 
struggles in that war, and by the valor and patri- 
otic exertions of her citizens. This debt was 
the more alarming, since all hope of pecuniary | 
assistance was vain and fruitless. Poor as she | 
was herself, North Carolina was as well off, per- | 
haps, as any other State of the Confederacy. | 
‘They were all then loaded with similar chains, 
and would have presented to her solicitations the | 
plea of equal poverty. Left then, sir, to herown 
exertions, North Carolina did not give out by the 
way. She still resolved to redeem her faith, 
and, if possible, to reward the sufferings and the 
patriotism of those among her citizens who had 
aided in achieving our liberties. 

_ Mr. President, beyond an outer ridge of the 
great Appalachian range, stretching west to the 


and south by the waste lands of Virginia and 
Georgia, (now the rich and flourishing States of ; 
Kentucky, Alabama, and Mississippi,) North | 
Carolina owned a territory of great fertility, ex- | 
ceeding in extent four hundred, and measuring In ; 
breadth about one hundred and twenty miles. | 
‘The eastern extreme of this territory had received 
a considerable impress of population long before 
the close of the war. Its hardy citizens had par- į 
ticipated in the memorable battle of “ King’s | 
Mountain,” and, both before and afterwards, by 
their own unaided courage and exertions, had 


erful horde of neighboring savages. Such, sir, | 
was the growth and vigor of this youthful, but: 
bold community, that, soon after the peace, in 


frequently and successfully encountered a pow- H 


] n: ar 
declared independence of a ‘ venerable parent,’ 


and the gallant ancestor of an honorable member 
of the Senate, (Mr. Sevier, of Arkansas,] from 
a liege subject of North Carolina, became the first 
and the last Governor of the rising State of 
‘‘Prankianp.”’ How this brave little republic— 
| this “imperium in imperio’’—struggled to main- 
tain her sovereignty against powerful foes, inter- 
nal as well as external; how, in the almost utter 
absence of the precious metals, she collected her 
revenues, and disbursed her civiland military lists 
in the rich furs of the country—the skins of the 
racoon and fox, the mink and the beaver; and 
how she at last gave over the unequal conflict, 
and quietly submerging into the “ territory of the 
United States south of the Ohio,” lost her brief, 
but memorable existence, I shall not now repeat. 
A portion of her short annals was once before 
introduced into your discussions here, and, if I 
mistake not, in the hands of a great master, illus- 
trated, whilst they happily enlivened, the debate 
of the grave topic then pending before you. 
Simple, sir, as these things may-seem in the eyes 
of some people, subjects of scorn and derision 
with others, | always recur to them with pleas- 
ure, as the proud memorials of the valiant and 
enterprising stock whe first peopled Tennessee 
and the West, and whose sons, some of them,. 
traveling further and still further into the wilder- 
ness, have grown up with new States, and return 
now amongst us in the midst of these walls, 
bearing on their foreheads high and enviable 
honors. But, sir, let me return to my subject. 

The great domain, Mr. President, of which I 
was speaking, constituting the rich valleys drained 
by the Cumberland, the lower Tennessee, and the 
Mississippi, with their countless tributaries, was 
at the period in question ‘fa howling wilder- 
ness.” On the report, nevertheless, of the ad- 
venturous hunter, who in the joys of the chase 
had skirted this distant wild, and traversed its 
pathless waste, it was an inviting region—a land 
of promise—‘ flowing with milk and. honey.” 
Nature had lavished upon the soil her rarest gifts 
of production, and stocked the mountain, the 
lowland, and the river, with a rich profusion of 
game. Thither, sir, the eye of enterprise was 
speedily turned, and dangers told and untold 
served to whet the appetite without cooling the 
ardor of the fearlessemigrant. Once penetrated, 
the wilderness soon began to blossom, and the 
sound of the ax and the rifle echoing from the 
hills, and mingling in strange melody with the 
distant moan of the bison and ‘ the wolf’s long 
howl,’’ gave notice to the wandering savage that 
the white man had arrived. In the spirit of mag- 
navimity, characteristic of the age, and with a 
fecling of liberality only equaled by the great 
and invaluable services it was intended to reward, 
the Legislature of North Carolina determined to 
devote the fairest portion of this country to the 
redemption of her revolutionary debt. In the 
eloquent terms of the noble declaration, it was 
offered up ‘‘as some effectual and permanent re- 
ward for the signal bravery and persevering zeal 
of the continental officers and soldiers in the ser- 
vice of the State.” 

Mr. President, when we consider the condition 
of the country, and the peculiar habits of the peo- 
ple who bestowed this noble. gratuity, the price 
| of blood and human suffering; and when we reflect 
ion the sentiment of generous profusion which 
| taught our ancestors to believe that the great debt 
of justice and gratitude would be best discharged 
by placing few restrictions upon the individual 
appropriation of the rich and princely inheritance 


| they had given, we shall be the less surprised to 


learn (what I shall presently disclose) that, in.its 
tedious consummation, this great and benevolent 
measure has, in one way and another, absorbed 
all the valuable public domain within the limits 
of ‘Tennessee, leaving nothing behind but shreds 
! and patches, altogether unworthy the attention of 
| Congress, and incommensurate with the expense 
of preparing it for market. At this early day in 
the legislation of North Carolina necessity for- 
bade, cr experience had not taught, the advan- 
tages of dispatching the surveyor, the enterer. It 


|| was reserved, sir, for another, and a compass and 


the chain-carrier, in advance of the higher forum, 
o conceive and mature a system of land policy 
. ealculated, in its effects, toguard the public, whilst 
it protected the purchaser. And just here, sir, 


264 


APPENDIX TO THE 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


göra Cons....3D Sess, 


< 


Mr: ‘Fosters 


__Eanids in Tennessee: 


[January 23; 


suffer me to say that the first development of such| 


a-system has more than immortalized the pen that 


drew the mémorable ordinance of 1785: “Fhithèr 


we trace the origin-and foundation ofall our-sub- 


seguont legislation on Hie porta) ub eet of the” 
pu 


lic domain; and to the bold donéeptions which 
gave birth to that’ system, with its:posterior im- 
rovenients, the: nation-and the people are-mainly 
indebted for ‘the “silent but secure operations of 
laws preventing impositions, and forever remov- 
ing the distressing evils of conflicting titles. Un- 
like any of the-hew States; Kentucky; ‘perhaps, 
excepted, Tennessee never enjoyed the advantages 


of this system. ‘The early laws‘of North Caro- 
lina, the peculiar-character of the obligations cre- 
ated by the ‘giéat militarydonation: te which I- 


Have already adverted; andthe engagerients of 
Congress, under thè. cession’ of 1790; to respect 
and observe‘all ‘existing ‘stipulations, denied my 
State- these. advantages. North Carolina had 
adopted her land policy long before the commence- 
ment of the Revolution; it was, ii fact, coeval 
with the first settlement-of thé colony; suited at 
first'to the perilous:condition of the country, and 
in along succession of years accommodating itself 
to the popular will, it grew with her growth, and 
strengthened with her strength, . 

With us, sir, in the security and the improve- 
ments of the age, a'survey always precedes the 
entry and appropriation of public lands. Under 
the old régime of all ot most of the States and 
‘colonias, the entry had precedence, and the 
‘warrant’? for the survey was issued after the 
claimant liad selected his ground, and delivered 
its locality to the proper officer of the Govern- 
ment; a grant followed the survey, and the title 
was perfected. Aftei the military donation, sir, 
the ‘warrant ’-a term’ technically used to de- 
scribe a Statecertificate for vacant Jands—pre- 
cedes the ‘right to enter and appropriate. Sir, 
this new, instrument’ was a‘ carte blanche,” so 
to speak, for its amount in acres upon all the va- 
cant territory of a State set apart for the officers: 
and soldiers of the Revolution. The holder of 
the“ warrant’ went forth into’ the: forest in 
search Of soil, confined to no lines, and restricted 
by no surveys, unless it might be the lines and 
surveys, real or ideal, of some brother hunter 
who had gone in advance and waked up the 
game. ‘Sir, in the early settlement of Tennessee, 
as itoften happened, this was no ordinary adven- 
ture. The rifle and his faithful dog were the 
indispensable companions of the land locator. 
Every inch of ground, with every tree and covert, 
was an ambush, compassed round with the bar- 
bariam foe, and it not unfrequently turned out 
that the'soldier who had periled life in every form 
for his’ warrant, afterwards lost it in the rash 
effort to secure a home to his liking. Mr. Pres- 
ident, may I not appeal to you for a thotsand 
facts in proof of this assertion? Yes, sir, you 
have “trod the wine press,” and will testify to 
the probable truth of my story. Sir, in those 
days, the dangers of which I am speaking reached 
the lonely cabin of the peaceful settler-as well as 
the more hardy adventurer of the woods., Men 
guided the plow with loaded rifles strapped to 
their backs; and how often has it not happened 
within the morning and the evening of the same 
day, in the life and death of its best and only 
defender, that the house of joy has been turned 
into the house of mourning, 

Mr. President, the preceding details, tedious 

and uninteresting as they may e, are necessary 
to the just elucidation of my- subject. They lead 
the mind toaneasý comprehension of a topic oth- 
erwise not a little complicated, and enable Sena- 
tors to grasp both the justice and propriety of 
sanctioning the provisions of this measure. 
` Sit, the year 1188, memorable for other great 
events, is further signalized in the history of my 
story as the epoch in which the State of North 
Carolina gave an ‘honest but baneful form to the 
beneficent provisions of the ‘ act for the relief of 
the officers and soldiers of the Continental line.” 
Tt was declared: Me no ak 

t That each and every person or persons entitled to 
by virtue of the aforesaid law suai on cope eyed 
Secretary of State, obtain and: reveive-from him & warrant 


of survey for such quantities of land within the limits-of 
the lands reserved by the aforesaid law for said officers and 


Soldiers, be, she,or they, by the aforesaid law, shall be en- | 


titled to, which shail be directed to Colonel Martin Armi. 


strong; ‘Whöë is ‘hereby‘appointed étirveyor for that purpose, 
and is authorized and. required, by Himself or deputy, 10 
execute and return. the same’ into the Seeretary’s office 
within the same time and in the same manner as is required 
in-other cases. = 00t wat PAA 

` Sir, these loose and unguarded provisions, ċon- 
sistent, nevertheless, in many respects, with the” 
antecedent practice of this Statė, constituted the 
fruitful source of incalculable mischiefs, and in 
their consequences, have swallowed up; at last, 
thè entire valuable portion of the rich domain Í 
have endeavored to pencil.” ne 

“In the science of political economy, as in me- 
chanics and every other art, and science, first at-' 
tempts are’ generally rade, defective, and imper- 
fect; untaught by lessons drawn from experience 
and mellowed by practice, the mind of man too 
often wanders into absurdities, and, in its best 
intended efforts, gives sad proofs of the utter 
weakness of all human sagacity. Who amon 
men has not looked back in-repentant shamé and 
regret upon some deed of short-sighted policy 
which self-sufficiency had at one timé vainly dig- 
nified by. the dame of wisdom? And thus it is 
that time, which, in its slow but certain progres- 
sion, tests all things, frequently compels us, while 
we may consecrate the motive, to deplore the 
mischiefs of hasty and unguarded measures; and 
a signal proof of this is to be found in the beney- 
olent law from which I have just given you a 
short quotation. Unaided by any counsels save 
his own, unchecked by the supervision of some 
watchful eye, untrameled by any particular obli- 
gation other than the ever-doubiful morality of the 
best among mankind, in an hour of temptation— 
is it at all to be wondered at.that, in the execution 
of such a law, vast and incalculable frauds should 
have been perpetrated by the negligence or con- 
trivance of a secretary, or by the villainies of 
those who had the confidence of his office? Sir, . 
since the passage of the law, how many million 
acres of land warrants have issued, no man can 
count. Like the heads of the fabled hydra, they 
have multiplied as they were striken off; and, to 
this day; if you had any valuable territory left, 
I fear you would have no right to hope that any 
modern Hercules had appeared to destroy the 
Lernean monster. Yes, sir; they came upon us | 
like the locusts of Egypt, seting down upon the | 
land, and devouring every green thing befere 
them. Swarm followed swarm in quick succes- 
sion, until, having overrun the ‘ military reser- 
vation,” and exhausted the whole territory.“‘north 
and east of the line,” they swept away over the 
rivers and the hills, and, lighting down on the 
lands of Congress, have coveréd almost every 
acre of valuable public domain within the limits 
of Tennessee. 

But let me not be understood, Mr. President, in 

this hasty but faithful sketch of facts, as intend- 


ing the least censure upon the Legislature or the 
people of North Carolina. In all that I have said, i 
and in anything I may say, nothing is more dis- | 
tant from my feelings than unkind aspersions on | 
either. Sir, the government and the people of | 
that noble old State, in common with the author- 
ities of Tennessee, have lamented abuses neither 
of them could remedy. The evil, great and de- 
structive as it has been, found its origin in the 
unguarded provisions of the act of 1783, and its 
principal consummation within the first few years 
of the administration of that law. : 
Turning, sir, from this general view, I beg Sen- 
ators to accompany me in a nearer approach to 
the subject; and I propose, sir, to bring up an 
array of facts which, I persuade myself, must 
carry conviction to every unprejudiced mind, and 
seal the success of the bill under discussion. I 
invite you, sir, to open the map of Tennessee. 
Placing your eye upon a point in the south boun- 
dary of the State where it is intersected by ‘Elk 
river, ”” running north to the immediate neighbor- 
hood of Columbia, thence westward with Duck 
river and the military line to the Tennessee, and’ 
down this last river to the Kentucky line, you cut | 
west Tennessee proper into two great divisions. 
With the territory lying east and north of this | 
line, and stretching off to the mountains, we have. | 
now nothing todo. More than thirty years ago 
it was abandoned by Congress, and has long since | 
fallen a prey, in all its valuable portions, to the | 
insatiate element it was vainly designed to satisfy. 


Since the compact of 1806, between Congress, 


North Carolina and'Tennessée, the territory south 
and west of ‘the line ‘I have just now described’ 
has been familiarly called by its descriptive title, 
sihe congressional resérvation.”’ It contains the 
only Government domain lying within the limits 
of Tennessee, and ‘by an accurate estimate fally 
short of seven million acres of land. Á 

But again: subdivide the “congressional réser- 
vation’? by the line of the Tennessee river, in its 
whole length through the State, and you have two 
Sections of very unequal areas—not more un- 
equal, however, than they are dissimilar in soil, 
surface, and topography. With the exception of 
the east and northeast portions, the whole face of 
the ‘subdivisions lying on the east of the Tennes- 
sce river istraversed by a waste of unfruitful hills 
and steep declivities, separated by deep and nar- 
row valleys. Through the largést portion of this 
region nature, for the most part, wantons in naked” 
poverty; the scant and flinty soil mocks the hopes 
of the husbandman, and defies his hardest toils. 
‘A thin and scattered population breaks at times 
the dull monotony of the woods; or, it may be 
that the eye of the traveler, weary in searcly of a 
smoke from some lonely cabin, lights at last upon 
the fire of some modern Nimrod; and under the 
hospitable tent of the hunter accepts the best and 
only refuge the’ forest affords him. Sir, honor- 
able gentlemen can form some idea of the char- 
acter and value of these lands. if they will be 
pleased to turn to the documentary proof lying on 
their tables. j ' : ` 

On the testimony of the public surveyors, (who, 
to my knowledge, are men of probity, and inti- 
mately acquainted, I dare say, with every part of 
the country,) there weré, in the year 1828, one 
million five hundred thousand acres of vacant and 
unappropriated land lying within the particular 
section of which I am now speaking. Of these, 
not more than one hundred thousand acres wére 
valued at the inconsiderable sum stipulated in this 
bill. All the balance were worthless—utterly poor 
and worthless. In the words of one of the wit- 
nesses, all the valuable lands in his district had 
been entered; ‘* those remaining vacant were of a 
very inferior quality, lying in smal} detached par- 
cels, scattered everywhere, in various shapes and 
forms; he did not know of a tract of fifty acres 
of good vacant. land in one body within his dis- 
trict, as most generally pieces of vacant land fit 
for cultivation lic in small tracts of five to twenty 
acres, surrounded by hillgor lands not worth the 
taxes.’’ In the langaage of another’ witness, 
equally competent and credible, the lands in ques- 
tion are the ‘poorest within the reservation.’? 


| There remains,” he adds, ‘a very small por- 


tion worth the expense of procuring a patent; 
those which might: be considered fit for cultiva- 
tion lie only on water-courses and in narrow slips, 
and might be purchased at a small price, for the 
sake of the timber, by the owners of contiguous 
lands.” To speak in the strong and emphatic 
expressions of this witness, ‘all the lands in thig 
district, except such as lie on the water-courses, 
are altogether sterile and unfit for cultivation.”’ 
Mr. President, if this be a faithful picture of 
the region over which I have just glanced so has- 
tily, what shall be said of the other great section 
of the ‘t congressional reservation ?” In that ex- 
tensive country lying between the Tennessee and 
Mississippi rivers, there are seventeen counties, 
many flourishing towns, villages; and hamlets, 
and a wealthy, dense, growing, and intelligent 
population. Sixteen years ago it was little better 
than a wilderness. Occupying less than a fourth 
of the whole map of the State, it numbers, at this 
day, more than a third of our entire population, 
Two members of Congress provide for its inter- 
est in an opposite wing of this Capitol, and it is 
represented in the State Legislature by eighteen 
members—Senators and Representatives. In con- 
templating this beautiful country, its comparative 
geological peculiarities strike us with the greatest 
surprise and astonishment. Intersecting, in ‘its 
course, both the south and north boundary. lines 
of the State, the channel of the Tennessee river, 
within that circuit, seems to have searched out 
and swept around the extreme verge of our lime- 
stoné formation. Beyond its left bank, westward 
to. the Mississippi, scarce a stone or a pebble is 
to be found; and, with slight varieties in the east 
and southeast corners, this great section, ‘turn 
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which way you please, presents to the eye an un- 
broken surface, occasionally diversified with gen- 
tle undulations, but nowhere rising into hillsand 
precipices. The rivers and smaller water-courses 
—narrow, deep, serpentine, and sluggish—flood- 
ing for ages their neighboring bottoms, have cre- 
ated great and extensive swamps and marshy 
lowlands which the wants and the enterprise of 
a score of generations to come will not be likely 
to reclaim. In other respects, nature appears to 
have dealt out her bounties with a partial hand. | 
Throughout half, or more, of this fine country, | 
the soil, sufficiently deep and based upon a clay 
foundation, throws upwards from its virgin bosom 
a rich and luxuriant variety of forest growth, and 
rewards the labors of the plow with an abundant | 
harvest. And here it is that wealth has found its | 
pleasant home, and, reposing on its own good 

fortune, can have no interest beyond a generous | 
hope in the fate of this important measure. 

But, as if to heighten effect, by the suddenness 
and rapidity of the change, here more than any- 
where ‘else, we are frequently doomed, in one 
short day’s journey, to contrast the extremes of 
barrenness and fertility. Lights and shadows, 
alternately flitting before the eye, expose, in the 
great variety of soil, a checkered panorama, and 
group before us the rich man’s ample possessions, 
and the humble, but hopeful, abode of the indus- 
trious occupant. A little further on, and humility 
enjoys its own undisturbed dominion. There are 
large coterminous tracts of country too sterile 
or too unfruitful for the cupidity of the land war- 
rant, and yet good enough for the poor man’s 
refuge. nd here, sir—here, amid extensive 
barren wastes, clothed with a stunted growth of 
wood and verdure—here, retiring poverty has 
found a thousand “ little islands’’ of fertile soil; 
small, Mr. President, they are, but sufficiently 
large to encourage the industry, reward the toil, 
and support the rising household of the humble, 
but thrifty, adventurers who have searched out 
and seized upon them. 
` Such, Mr. President, are the geographical out- 
lines of the ‘congressional reservation,” and 
such the character and condition of the vacant 
and unappropriated Jands upon which the bill be- 
fore you proposes to operate. What considera- 
tions can there be of policy and humanity opposed 
to its passage? In either point of view, I boldly 
and confidently avow it, the reasons are, all of 
them, on the side of the measure. Nearly fifty 
years have elapsed since North Carolina con- 
veyed this country to the United States, and 
within that period Congress has purchased, paid 
for, resold, and given away an empire of lands. 
States and Territories have been peopled around 
her, until Tennessee, then the most distant fron- 
tier of the inhabited Union, is now, in the march | 
of great events, the center, if not the very center, 
of our great social system. To this good day, 
no attempts h: =e been made, direct or indirect, to 
exercise any Federal supervision over these lands; 
and but for the reminiscences yearly brought 
up here by the supplicating occupants and their 
faithful advocates, you would long since have 
forgotten your paltry interest in this broken in- į 
heritance. You are reminded of it this day, sir, 
only to be convinced by evidences as “‘ strong as 
proofof Holy Writ,” that any efforton your part 
to reach the property by the only mode known 
to your statutes will involve an expense far, ex- 
ceeding the whole value of the estate. In the 
absence of all positive testimony, the system of 
appropriating the public lands in Tennessee, as 
already described, abundantly establishes this 
important fact. 

The land warrant, as before observed, was & 
written bond on the State for its amount in fillable | 
acres. And when hundreds and thousands were | 
daily and for years in the race, every man his | 
own unbridled provider, could it have been other- 
wise? Land hunting soon became a distinct and | 
profitable profession. Hence, sir, in the legal 
vocabulary of the day, the land ‘ locator” was as | 
familiarly known by his name as the attorney and 
clerk of the court by their respective tities. It 
was the business of this active undertaker to tra- | 
verse the country in every direction, and to scan, : 
with practiced eye, all the advantages of water, | 
soil, and situation. As the quantity of good lands | 
diminished, the field of his less successful laber | 


| veteran chiefs, broke into the silence of the then 


4 
expanded. The most unfrequented woods were | 
examined, and the tops of the hills and the mount- 
ains, with their deepest gorges, were explored. | 
The information thus acquired became the mer- | 
chandise of this agrarian broker; and its rapid | 
demand, at the highest prices, by the owners of | 
land warrants, seldom failed to enrich the shrewd | 


; and frugal “ locator.’? Nowhere was this system | 
| carried to such high perfection as it was. in the | 


“ congressional reservation.” Long before the | 
land offices were opened in that district, numerous | 
detachments of rival land-hunters, headed by 


unsettled wilderness, and scoured the country to 


every point of the compass. Some of them, more | 


skillful and lynx-eyed than others, are said to have 
mapped out and centered the principal counties, 
as they were subsequently established by the 
Legislature. Certain it is the preparations were 


! 

| 

| so admirably completed that, when the anxious | 
| day arrived, an ‘avalanche’? of warrants was 


precipitated upon the country, and covered every- 
where, in wild confusion, the ‘‘ fat of the land.” 
From that hour to this, now eighteen consecutive 
years, with slight intermissjons, the fierce havoc 
has been constantly keptup. Warrants liave been 
divided, and again subdivided, and so carefully 
fitted, squared, and dovetailed, as to reach almost | 
every acre of valuable arable land worth the price 
of the instrument, without including the worth- 
less adjacent soil. Sir, on the statement and au- 
thority ofan honorable gentleman, oncea surveyor | 
in the country, and a man of unimpeachable 
veracity, I submit to the Senate that, in the prog- 
ress of this searching system, ‘there are hun- | 
dreds, and perhaps thousands of tracts of land in 
the ‘ congressional reservation’ having from twen- 
ty to forty corners and offsets.” 

Mr. President, if my story be truc, can it be 
that policy or cupidity would insist on a survey 
and sale of the public domain in Tennessee? But | 
I desire to satisfy everybody; and happily, in the 
documentary proofs before me, and in other evi- | 
dences now on my table, I have it in my power 
to throw a flood of light on the subject, which 
must convince incredulity itself. . 

Sir, nineteen years ago, my State caused the 
“congressional reservation” to be divided into 
seven districts, numbering from seven to thirteen, 
inclusive. Public surveyors were appointed by 
the Legislature for each of these districts—men 
of skill, probity, and integrity; and among other 
detailed duties, these sworn officers were required 
to subdivide the whole ‘reservation ” into sec- 
tions of “five miles square.’ They were par- 
ticularly instructed to note ‘‘ the quality of the land, 
and the mountains or other remarkable objects | 
touching or crossing the lines of the sections.” 
In the discharge of their official duties, these sur- | 
veyors necessarily acquainted themselves with | 
the quantity, quality, and relative value of the 
lands within their respective districts. I hope, | 
therefore, I shall not be charged with offending 


against the strict law of evidence, by insisting 
that their testimony is of the highest grade, and 
signally entitled to the belief and confidence of 
Senators. 


Mr. President, I pass by the statements of the || e S ‘ ) 
i these lands; a cession, without a fair consider- 


surveyors of the seventh and eighth districts, 
having already, in a prior part of my argument, 
sufficiently adverted to their reports. From the 
next in number, the ninth district, we arc told 
that, ** owing to the mode of appropriating lands, 
the good soil yet remaining vacant consists of | 
mere skirts and seraps, from the sale of which the | 
General Government can realize little or nothing. | 
The purchase of these lands,” the surveyor adds, | 
t must be mostly by poor men, who have little 
to give; in fact, their situation would not be much 
bettered if they were to obtain them for nothing; 
the gift would be too well calculated to make 
them always poor.’? On the evidence of the 
surveyor of the tenth district, ‘all the valuable 
lands have been appropriated by North Carolina 
military Jand warrants; such as are still vacant 
lie in detached parcels, and are generally very: 


poor.” From the eleventh district, we learn that |) 


“ the greater portion of the vacant lands consists ; 
of river swamp, lying too low to be reclaimed; ! 
there are,” in the words of the witness, ‘* some | 
high lands, but they are generally poor, and lie | 
in detached parcels; so much so, there is no hes- | 


itation in saying that it would. cost the United 
States more money to bring them into market 
than could be réalized from the sale.” Equally: 
strong and conclusive are thè declarations from 
the twelfth district. In the opinion of the officer 
there, ‘the amount of sales would not half pay 
the expense of preparing the vacant lands for 
market, as they lie in detached parcels, and the 
most valuable parts are in the smallest bodies.” 
In the last remaining subdivision, the surveyor 
contents himself on the general subjectby stating 
that the vacant lands within his district, "fit for 
cultivation, are in small detached parcels.’’ 

I cannot dismiss this branch of my argument, 
without bringing before the Senate a-witness of 
more imposing character than either of those al- 
ready produced; made so by the voluntary act of 
the Government; appealed to by the United States;: 
and, by all the rules of evidence, not to. be dis- 
credited or disregarded by the party at whose in- 
stance heis made to speak. In April, 1829, the 
Secretary of the Treasury; acting under orders: 
from the House of Representatives, caused a sub 
ordinate of his Department, among other things 
connected with the same subject, to institute an 
inquiry into the estimated value of the unappro- 
priated public lands lying in the ** congressional 
reservation.” Under these instructions, the Com- 
missioner of the General ‘Land Office addressed 
himself to the then Secrétary of State ‘for the 
State of Tennessee; and the information could: . 
not have been sought for in higher or more ‘com-’ 
petent quarters—the individual thus selected, pos- 
sessing in an eminent degree a clear and scruti- 
nizing mind, added to the weight of his credibility 
the double advantage of a thorough acquaintance 
with the objects of your research. In his able, 
concise, but unanswerable report, in reply, he 
concludes all he has to say, in the following ex- 
pressive language: 

“ No one at all acquainted with the true situation of the 
country, can, fora moment, doubt the impracticability of 
laying off and selling what remains (of these Jands) upon 


any system like the present, as practiced by the United 
States, without positive loss to the Government.” 


Sir, after all this, I forbear to multiply proofs; 
but, on the general worthless character of these 
lands, I must say, and I say it respectfully, who- 
ever doubts now would notbe persuaded, ‘though 
one rose from the dead.” 

But, Mr. President, the precedent—good men, 


| otherwise friendly to the measure, express great 


fears lest the passage of this law should set an 
example, not hereafter to be disregarded by Con- 
gress, in its general policy, tending toinvolve the 
Government in a system of profligacy calculated 
to destroy the national domain, and to rob the 
old States of their just and equal participation in 
our rich inheritance of public lands. I honorand 
respect such fears; but it does seem to me at the 
same time, that a moment’s reflection on the char- 
acter and provisions of this bill, with the proofs 
that have followed it, should remove the misgiv- 
ings and calm the apprehensions of the most 
watchful and fastidious advocates of the rights 
and interests of the old States. I deny both the 
application of the argument and the supposed 
analogy. Tennessee does not ask a donation of 


ation and a just equivalent; she does not approach 
you in the attitude of a beggar, an humble sup- 
pliant for favors, great or small. Sir, it was but 
this morning, in a casual conversation with an 
honorable Senator on my right, [Mr. Wittiams 
of Mississippi.] himself a native of my State, I 
was congratulating mysclf with pride and gratifi- 
cation, how seldom it was that prayers, petitions, 
and memorials reached these Halls from the hon- 
ored people whose unworthy servant lam. No, 
sir, Tennessee asks no unbought favors—she un- 
folds the truth, acknowledges your right, proves 
the value of these rags and patches ofa once noble 
inheritance, and pointing to her hardy sons who 
are content to dig a scant but independent living 
from the barren soil to which you have clung so 
long, she openly proposes to take your property, 
and pay its value into the public exchequer. 
Where, then, the danger of the precedent? If it be 
wrong for the Government to sell any portion of 
the public domain at a fair price, then, indeed, 
there may be danger in the precedent this bill may 
set. Sir, in mercantile language, this is an ‘old 
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concern”? and ought to-be‘wound up.’? If it has 
been without “profit”? to you, it has also been 
without ‘‘loss.”? Your factor, your: agent, my 
suffering State has borne all the.expenses of the 
“establishment,” and she appeals.to you: now to 


“auction off” the odds and the ends, the broken- 


wares, with the dusty, dingy, moth-eaten frag- 
ments of an ancient ‘‘invoice.’’ Shall she beany 
longer refused? 
Mr. President, 
of the dry details which connect themselves with- 


the. history ,of the appfopriation of the public, 


lands in Tennessee. ut, ag some..exculpation 
of my. State, I: beg tọ remark that her govern- 
ment has at no time participated in the right 
of originating and issuing land warrants; and I 
add, what must strike the Senate with still greater 
surprise, that for ten years after Tennessee was 
a sovereign State, oat an equal member of the 
Confederacy, North. Carolina exercised the ex- 
clugive power of perfecting titles by giving grants 
for the lands lying within our, limits.. This last 
anomaly.—so far as. I know, without a precedent 
in. the history of any other State, vexatious in 
practice and humiliating in its character—was in- 
grafted upon the cession compact of 1790. The 
foul blot continued to tarnish her escutcheon 
until the high contracting. parties, by the triple 
agreement of 1806, authorized Tennessee to issue 
grants, perfect titles, and. settle claims to all the 
vacant and unappropriated lands lying within her 
boundary, 
rom that day to this, the State whose servant 
Lam. has discharged, as faithfully as could be, 
the important trust confided to her by the General 
Government and the government of North Caro- 
lina. Her statute-books are swollen with laws 
regulating the adjudication of land warrants, and 
the fair and equitable appropriation of the great 
estate placed in her keeping. Inthe execution of 
the task, surveyors, registers, commissioners, 
clerks, and entry takers, all have been more or 
leas pensioned on her civillist, until, in the lapse 
of years, she has incurred heavy costs, and ex- 
pended incalculable sums. Sir, her highest ex- 
ecutive magistrates, through a long succession of 
threg-and-thirty years, have found ample labor 
for ‘much of their time in executing the grants 
which, in uncounted thousands, have crowded 
their tables. In proof of this, I hold up this good 
and weighty volume, {Laws of Tennessee,] filled 
up, page upon page, and line upon line, with ne- 
cessary and indispensable enactments on .the 
aubject of these lands. 
or all these services, Mr. President, Tennes- 
see asks no pecuniary recompense. The soil has 
escaped, it is true, without price to her, but its 
bold tenantry are hers. In war and in peace, 
always with the foremost in defense of our bless- 
ed institutions, they are hers—in the eloquent 
words of the Roman matron, ‘t her jewels.” So 
far ag they are quieted, Tennessee is satisfied. 
Would that I could. say they were all in peace. 
But I cannot. Within the limits of the ‘*con- 
gressional reservation” there are hundreds, nay, 
thousands, of humble, honest, thrifty, industri- 
ous occupants, who have no right to give the en- 
dearing title of ‘home, sweet home,” to the 
lonely ‘‘ cabins? in which they have dwelt so 
long. Improved as these distant fields have been 
by the sweat, the labor, and the hardships they 
have lavished upon them, consecrated to their 
religious feelings by the neighboring “ meeting- 
house,” and the pious but unpretending ‘* man 
of God’’'who has so Jong and so tenderly minis- 
tered to their comforts, doubly hallowed by the 
lowly graves which entomb the bones of hus- 
bands, wives, children, friends, and relatives, 
these Pooplelinges in love where pampered wealth 
would scorn to fix its abode. Sick, more than 
sick, with.‘* hope deferred,” they now approach 
you... Ready, able, and willing to pay the just 
value of your property, they.implore your title. 
Can honorable Senators refuse the. meritorious 
demand? Heartless, cold and heartless, is the 
cruel policy which would repel the humble re- 
quest, and answer “na,” . : z 
Mr. President, I thank honorable gentlemen 
for their kind attention. I have done. . On this, 
the first time my voice was ever heard within these 
walls, and the last, as it may be, it will remain. 
with. me as one of the proudest, happiest recollec- 


Ihave omitted of purpose many. 


tions.of my. life, that it was raised in: the cause of. 
humanity. eS Beko he dia 


DEFENSE OF WESTERN FRONTIER. 
REMARKS OF HON. W. S. FULTON, 
: OF ARKANSAS, | 


In THE Senate, February 26, 1839. 


The bill to set apart a belt of land on the western borders 
of the States of Missouri and Arkansas, as bounty lands, to 
be granted to settlers engaged for a term of years in de- 
fense of the frontier, being taken up— f ; 


Mr. FULTON said, that at this late period of 
the session, he felt that it would be impossible to 
obtain the favorable action of both Houses of 
Congress upon the important bill just ealled up, 
being for the first time reached upon the Senate’s: 
Calendar. A somewhatsimilar measure had been 
warmly pressed at the last session of Congress, 
and had unfortunately failed to receive the sanc- 
tion of the Senate. A measure, however, of a 
like ‘character having at this session received the 
support of a majority of the Senate, (he alluded 
to the bill for the armed occupation of Florida,) 
had induced him to bope that if time had been 
afforded for the. consideration of this bill, and to 
have enabled its friends to demonstrate its im- 
portance, and the great necessity of such a meas- 
ure, particularly at this time, as a cheap and effi- 
cient means of defense of the western frontier, he 
had flattered himself that this bill also would have 
obtained the support of a majority of the Senate. 
He regretted exceedingly that time was not al- 
lowed for its consideration, and it was the more 
to be deplored, as the aspect of affairs was be- 
coming somewhat warlike. 

The occupation by British traders of our terri- 
tory bordering on the Pacific, and the extensive 
trade which is carried on by them with all the 
Indian tribes, as well those within our acknowl-. 
edged limits as those inhabiting British territory, 
have given to that Government a power and an 
influence in that quarter of the most alarming 
and vexatious character. They can at any mo- 
ment instigate the savages, even to the very bor- 
ders of Arkansas‘and Missouri, to make war 
upon the frontier. The indiscriminate slaughter 
of the whole population of both those States 
might take place before the Government could be 
informed that war had commenced. The fact 
that the very counties in Arkansas through which 
this belt of land proposed to be set apart in this 
bill runs, contain, many of them, at this moment, 
a large population, demonstrates conclusively the 
fearless character of that people. They merely 
ask the Government to give them strength suffi- 
cient to enable them to resist the hosts which 
may be brought against them, and they will be 
content. : 

We were now within two or three days of the 
end of the session, and he believed it would be 
impossible to pass this bill, or even to consider 
it, without defeating many bills now receiving 
the final action of the two Houses of Congress; 
he, therefore, most reluctantly felt constrained to 
yield to the wishes of his friends, and would ab- 
stain from asking for the consideration of the 
measure at this session. He moved to lay the 
bill upon the table. 


Fripayr, March 1, 1839. 


The bill to provide for the protection of the 
northern and northwestern frontier being taken 
up, as in Committee of the Whole— 

“Mr. FULTON said he rose to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill now before the Senate, providing 
for the appropriation of $120,000 for the defense 
of the southwestern frontier. The system of de- 
fense proposed by the Department of War, at the 
last session, for that frontier, asked an appropri- 
ation of upwards of seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars. This system of defense did not find favor 
with Congress, and a small appropriation of 
$80,000, merely to keep the works of defense from 
total destruction, had also failed in the House af- 
ter having passed the Senate. The consequence 
has been, that the military works upon that fron- 
tier are in a most ruinous condition. He spoke 
from personal knowledge, when he said that the 
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defenses. and .quarters,.as well as all the other 
structures, at Fort Gibson, were in the most de- 
cayed situation. They are all falling down; and, 
as a work of defense, this fort would afford but 
little security to the troops, and as a post, even 
the health of the. troops will be greatly endan- 
gered if. things are permitted to remain as they 
are. 

Mounted troops are also indispensable in an 
Indian country; and, in order to make these effi- 
cient, not only the men, but the horses, also, 
should be taken care of. Properstructures ought 


| to be furnished for both the horses and their prov- 


ender. This amendment proposes what is con- 
sidered requisite for these objects. 

The proposed appropriation will be barely suf- 
ficient to enable the. Department to keep up ex- 
isting works, and to make such improvements ag 
are absolutely necessary to place, the frontier in a 
temporary state of defense. And when, the ex- 
posed situation of the inhabitants is considered, 
and the obligations which this Government is 
under to them to afford them adequate protection, 
it would seem impossible to suppose, that Con- 
gress would refuse the necessary appropriations 
to enable the Department to do its duty.. He 
hoped the Senate would adopt the amendment 
which he now felt it to be his duty to propose to 
the bill under consideration. 

This amendment failed. On the next day Mr. 
Benton proposed an amendment for the same 
object; when 

Mr. FULTON said that he had failed in his 
proposition the evening before, for an appropria- 
tion for the defenses of the western frontier, as 
he was led to believe, for. the want of the esti- 
mates from the Department of War. He was 
happy to be now able to furnish the Senate with 
a letter from the Secretary of War, which he 
hoped would satisfy. every Senator as to both the 
necessity and importance of the appropriation 
now asked for. 

Mr. F. then read the following letter: 

Dear Sie: I regret exceedingly that the sum asked for 
to be applied to the defense of the western frontier should 
have been refused; and, still more, that those who are so 
deeply concerned in this measure should not unite to carry 
itthrongh. With the sum now available, (provided the 
$50,000 which was carried. to the surplus fund is reappro- 
priated,) and that proposed by the Military Committee, 
$80,000, the frontier may be placed in a respectable state of 
defense, if the application of the money be lett to the proper 
officers of the Government. 

The sum { propose will be applied to the works at Fort 
Gibson, Fort Smith, fort on the [Ninois, Fort Leavenworth, 
fort at ‘Table Creek, fort near the forks of the Des Moines, 
and to the completion of the road already commenced by 
order of Congress, 1 most earnestly hope the money will 


be appropriated. i 
Yours, truly, J, R. POINSETT. 


Hon. W. FULTON, Senate. ' ; 

The amendment was theh agreed to in com- 
mittee; but when the bill was brought into the 
Senate, it was lost—yeas 13, nays 18. 


ARMED OCCUPATION OF FLORIDA. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. MONTGOMERY, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 21, 1839, i 


'| In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


on thé bill making appropriations for prosecuting the war 
in Florida against the Seminole Indians. 


Mr: MONTGOMERY said that this was a bill 
to make an appropriation to support and pay an 
army in Flouda, who had, he regretted to say, 
by their repeated failures to answer the purposes 
they were intended to answer for the country, 
lost the confidence of the nation; and, instead of 
adding laurels to the country, had disgraced it, 
and done more to injure our military standing in 
the estimation of other nations, than could, he 
feared, ever be repaired. In all the bloody con- 
flicts that this country has had from its founda- 
tion up to the Seminole and Creek wars of late, 
our military officers and soldiers had not only 
nobly and successfully sustained their own and 
their country’s honor against an equal force, but 
often against a force vastly outnumbering them, 
and with great advantages over them in other 
respects. .As proof of this, he would refer to the 
battles of the Revolution, and also the many 
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bloody conflicts with the savages since that period 
up to the late Creek and Seminole wars. 

In all our struggles we have been more than 
conquerors, until this Seminole war, ‘which has 
cost the nation fifteen millions of moncy, or more, 
in maintaining an army, outnumbering, ten to 
one, the enemy, and furnished with better sup- 
plies than any army in this country ever had, 
and with the advantages, too, of three of our most 
experienced generals of the regular army. And 
what has been the mortifying result? I will tell 
you, Mr. Chairman, what has been done. We 
have many victories upon record here, from the 
pens of our officers, some of which I have on my 
desk before me; while the enemy, the savage 
Seminole, has not only the original battle-field 
now in possession, but vastly more of our terri- 
tory and soil under their command than when we 
began the war upon them. But, what is far more 
disgraceful to our army, and mortifying to our 
feelings, the enemy has the scalps of many of our 
unoffending frontier inhabitants in their posses- 
sion; for it has so happened that while the frontier 
was counting on protection from our army, sent 
there for that purpose, they have afforded the 
frontier no protection at all, by not deterring the 
savage from his inhuman butcheries, nor pursu- 
ing and punishing them after they had committed 
them. Thus, while the Government, always 
willing and ever ready to discharge her duty justly 
towards all her citizens, has sent thousands of 
men and millions of money to defend and protect 
the frontier inhabitants from the Indian butch- 
eries, we have had, in return, from our officers, 
victories upon paper, while the Indians had vic- 
tories on the battle-field, and the accounts of the 
scalping of our women and children, and the 
burning of their homes, sometimes with the bodies 
of the slain victims in them. 

These scenes have so often occurred, in the face 
of our Army, during a period of several years, 
and under circumstances leaving no justification 
for the Commanding Officer of the regular Army, 
that I confess, Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to 
declare here in my place, as a Representative in 
part of the good people of the nation, that I feel, 
when I am again called upon to yote millions of 
money to sustain and support an army whose offi- 
cers have, by their repeated failures, either to 
conquer the enemy or give protection to the in- 
habitants of Florida, Ishould at least make known 
my sentiments. No man living can be more will- 
ing than I am to vote for men and means to prose- 
cute a war to protect our citizens and their rights; 
and I have voted for all the appropriations to sup- 
port the war in Florida; and I am again willing 
to afford all the means necessary to prosecute that 
war to a successful and speedy termination; but, 
Mr. Chairman, I feel that I am voting money to 
support officers (for, as to the soldiers, both reg- 
ular and militia, I have the utmost confidence in 
them in all respects) that have proved, by their 
conduct, that they are incompetent or unwilling 
to do their duty; and by detaining them in com- 
mand in Florida, and sending them the means of 
prosecuting the war, we are actually taunting the 

eople of Florida with but the name of protection. 
Pam willing to furnish the means of protecting 
the Floridians; but E am unwilling to put them in 
the hands of these officers of the regular Army, 
who have, by their conduct, proved their incom- 
petency properly to use them, and in whom, I 
again repeat, I have lost all confidence. I have 
always doubted the efficiency of any officer, after 
he has spent some five or ten years of his life in 
time of peace in perfect idleness, walking the 
streets of one of our large cities, and living upon 
the luxuries only to be hadin them. Take an offi- 
cer who has been thus fed, and send him into the 
backwoods, where he has nothing but a soldier’s 
backwoods fare, and he is forthwith unmanned, 
physically and mentally; and the thoughts of his 
former city dinners, his sparkling champagne, his 
evening walks and dances, nine times out of ten, 
unfit him either to fight himself, or to command 
others in fighting; and just so long as you depend 
on such men to command your Army, justso long 
will you have such failures as you have had in 
Florida. ; 

I will proceed, Mr. Chairman, to show, from 
the public records on file, and other proof, that 
there are just grounds strongly to suspect that 


| rid the country of them, unless, by following the example of 


this Seminole war has not been prosecuted, by 
some at least of those high in command, like any 
other war ever before heard of; for, if one of the 
generals there is to be believed, in a late commu- 
nication to the Hon. Tuomas H. Benron, of the 
Senate, it never was the intention of the Govern- 
ment, or of any general there, to kill these Sem- 
inoles, but only to catch them; for he declares 
this; and I now send to the Chair, to be read by 
the Clerk, a letter which proves this fact. It 
reads thus: 


Locust GROVE, near LOUISVILLE, Kentucky, 
January 19, 1839. 
Dear Sir: I have received your letter of the 5th instant, 
with a copy of the bill to provide for the armed occupation 
and setementof Florida. Ifthe plan which you propose can | 
be carried out, the Indians may be gradually destroyed, or | 
forced to submit; and I know of no other measure Jikely to 


the British Government in their war with the Maroons of i 
Jamaica, we employ the blood-hound. The only doubt I 
entertain as to the complete success of the plan arises from 
the apprehension that the quantity of good jand south of 
the twenty-eighth degree of north latitude is not sufficient 
to induce setticrs to occupy it; north of that degree, the | 
country is generally equal to the southern countries of 
Georgia and Alabama; butsouth of it, the good land is con- | 
fined to a few.detached spots along the coast on both sides 
of the peninsula ; and fresh water can rarely be obtained 
on the gulf coast south of Charlotte’s harbor, even where 
the land is fit for cultivation. Between the mouth of the 
Withlacoochee and Tampa Bay, there is a considerable ! 
body of excelent land; there is also good land near Cohap 
Kilaga; and between the Ocklawaba and St. Johns rivers 
I have no doubt healthy situations for stations or residences 
may be found; and as to the country north of the Withla- 
coochee, it is quite as healthy as the greater portion of the 
western and southwestern States; and the whole sea-board 
is as healthy as any part of our Auantie sea-board south of 
the Delaware. I would advise that the planters and farm- 
ers be urged to return to the plantations and farms which 
they have abandoned, and the whole country north of 
Tampa Bay be settled as soon as possible, ‘The coasts of 
Florida afford as valuable fisheries, in proportion to their 
extent, as the banks of Newfoundland; and though the 
country south of Tampa Bay affords but litte inducement | 
to the cultivator, a population sufficient to confine the In- 

dians to the interior might find near the coast abundant j 
support by combining fishing with cultivation. A supply 
of fresh water could be obtained from the adjacent islands. 

The posts to be occup‘ed by the troops must depend, 
necessarily, upon the number and position of the settle- 
ments. There should always be a sufficient force in the 
neighborhood of each settlement to serve as a rallying point 
to the settlers, and to unite with them either for purposes 
of protection or pursuit. There is a small body of good land 
on New river; also on the Miami river near Cape Florida, 
which was occupied previous to the war. Two or three 
hundred inhabitants might support themselves comfortably 
on that portion of the Territory. No part of the United 
States is more healthy. A light-house is necessary in that 
neighborhood ; and so valuable is the commerce that passes 
that part of the coast, and so numerons the wrecks in con- 
sequence ofthe difliculty of the navigation, that, to protect 
the crews and property cast on shore, the country should 
be settled, and military posts be established on New river 
and near Cape Florida. 

There is a body of excellent land near Cape Sable, the 
most southerly point on the peninsula, which would sup- 
port several hundred inhabitants. This it would be highly 
advantageous to occupy as soon as possible, A military | 
post should be established and maintained at the cape. 
Posts will be necessary at Indian River inlet, at the head of | 
Indian river, at New Smyrna, and at one or two other | 
points between the latter post and St. Angustine. A post 
should be established at Punta Rasa, south of Tampa, and | 
the mouth of the Suwannee; those points, of course, to be 
determined by the settlements that may be made on or near 
the coast. The posts across the country from the Gulf to 
the Atlantic should not be considered permanent, but be 
changed as the settlements in the interior be advanced to | 
the south. I have read the letter of Surgeon General Law- | 
son, and agree with him generally in his views. As to the | 
war which we have carried on in Florida, it differs not | 
only from any ever before waged by this country, but from | 
any other of which we have an account in history, unless | 
the Maroon war in Jamaica be an exception. The object 
has been, and is now, not to beat and compel the enemy | 
to make peace, but to catch them. No force employed | 

| 
t 


against them, either in the former or present Seminole war, į 
no matter by whom commanded, has ever been able to 
catch them; and my decided opinion is, if they ever be 
caught, it must be with their own consent; and that con- 
sent will hardly be given until they find the white man in 
their way. Let them be crowded by settlers, and that 
which has invariably occurred throughout the whole history 
of our settlements will occur again: they will not only con- 
sent to remove, but will desire it as the greatest benefit the 
nation can confer upon them. 
With high consideration and respect, 
vant, s 
Hon. Tuomas H. BENTON, | 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate. | 


Willany man now doubt that great injustice has 
been done to the Government and to the people of 
suffering Florida, when the general who had un- 
der his command eight thousand nine hundred 
and ninety-three men, sent there by the Govern- | 
ment, with all the necessary means and muni- 
tions of war, and placed under his command, as 


your obedient ser- 
TH. S. JESUP. 


we all supposed, to chastise the savages in the 
usual way, for these daily murders committed on 
the frontier people, when we are here told, in this 
letter, that ‘ the object was not, nor is it now, to. 
beat and compel the enemy to make peace, but to 
catch them;”’ and, I suppose by way of clearing 
his own skirts of all blame for not catching them, 

e says: 

“No force employed against them, either in the former or 
present Seminoie war, no matter by whom commanded, 
has ever been able to catch them; and my decided opin- 
ion is,if they ever be caught, it must be with their own 
consent.’? g 

Was ever such language heard before from any 
officer holding even a corporal’s command, much 
less from a commanding major general of the 
United States regular Army? Great God! what 
will this nation and the world say, when they 
see this declaration made. by this high officer? 
If he was acting under instructions from the War 
Office, when he was only trying to catch the In- 
dians that were daily killing and scalping the 
Floridians, I want to see them. 

I have seen some of the letters from the War 
Office to that general, and no such instructions 
were in them. If he was only sent there upona 
trapping expedition, not to beat and compel the 
Seminoles to make peace, but only to catch them, 
why was he not furnished with traps and snares, 
and such other materials as were suited to his 
objects and intentions? Why was he furnished 
at an expense of millions of our money, with 
cannon, powder and balls, muskets, bayonets, 
&c.? And why did he, in a letter dated ‘* Head- 
quarters, Volusia, Florida, December 12, 1836,” 
directed to the Adjutant General, Washington 
city, (to be found on page 53, in document No. 
78,) call for doukle-barreled guns? Are these 
the kind of officers that we are to send a large 
army of men under, with all the implements of 
war, at an expense of millions annually, to defend 
our frontier inhabitants against the Seminole war- 
rior, with his unerring rifle and his bloody scalp- 
ing knife and tomahawk; and after a toal filare 
to stop these murders, then we and the sufferin 
and bleeding Florida frontier are tauntingly told 
that these generals were only trying to catch 
these murdering Indians, and that if ever they 
are caught, it will be by their own consent. 


|| Meaning, I suppose, that after all the hellish 


murders perpetrated, if the Seminole has been 
fully satisfied and drenched with the innocent 
blood of the Floridians, that then he will come 
forward and voluntarily be caught in some trap 
or snare that our noble general, who may then 
have the command of some eight or ten thousand 
men, may have set for him. Great God! what 
sympathy for a bleeding frontier, and what pa- 
tience and forbearance for the Indians! Sir, my 
blood boils in my veins, when I think of such 
conduct. I hope I have the usual portion of good 
feelings for all men; but I would never wait to 
catch an Indian who would murder my wife or 
my children, or any of my neighbors. I would 
dispatch him in the quickest way possible in my 
power. Yes, sir, } would, if J had the power to 
do so, command a legion of fiery draggons to go 
forth and consume them instantly. That would 
be my kind of catching; and I say that the gene- 
ral yho goes to fight Indians with any other feel- 
ing 1s unfit for the service; and as soon as that 
fact is known, he should be at least disbanded 
and stricken from the army forthwith, as unwor- 
thy of the name of a soldier. 

Mr. Chairman, I had intended to have begun 
with the disastrous and unfortunate war, and 
brought before this committee and the country 
some of the many facts that are on record as proof 
that the fault was in the commanding officers. 
But my friend from Alabama, (Mr. Crass,] who 
has preceded me in this discussion, has so ably 
and so appropriately noticed the operations under 
the two first generals that commanded there, 
(Scott and Gaines,) that I am relieved from that 
part of my remarks which were intended to apply 
to their operations. I will only say, that I most 
heartily concur with him in believing that the 
failures under these commanders were solely at- 
tributable to their personal bad feelings towards 
each other. I believe with the honorable member 
from Alabama, that had the first commander been 
allowed to remain there with half the force and 
means that has since been sent there, he would 
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have terminated the war lon 
ing but by killing the enemy. 


I will conimence with the campaign in: 1836,. 


and give sonte extracts from the letters, &c;, of the 
commanding general, (P:S. Jesup.) In'Doe. 78, 
second session Twenty-Fifth Congress, thé ‘fol- 
lowing extracts are tö- be found? “°° |” 
no ce teen ns... Wonusta, December 5, 1836. - 
The pay of the regular troops, including the. officers, 
should be doubled, to secure, them the ordinary comforts 
daring their service in Florida. Let me entreat you, as you 


g since; not by catch- 


regard thé best interests of the service, to impress upon. | 


Congress the necessily of putting the army upon a bettèr 
féoting, F wisti nothing myself; and, if justice can bedone 
ta my. brave: companions,. E will: cheerfully serve out: the 
campaign without pay, or emoluments. I shall cominence 
operations immediately, with the utmost vigor which the 
means at my omnid will permit, and shalt} <eey you con- 
stant) adviséd of iny progress. < 5 oo css i : 
With high congideration ‘dnd: respect, 

obedient servant, |... : 

‘Hon. B, F. BUTLER, 


am, sir, your 
H. S. JESUP. 
Washington City. 


tary of War, 


See oe ‘Wo osth, Froniva, December 9; 1836. 
This, you may be assured, is a wegro, not an Indian war ; 
ahd if it be nöt speddily put down, the South wil! feel the 
effects of it on: their slave population before the end of the 
next seagon, s , i : 

"Unless the army be placed on a better footing, it will dis- 
band; discharges are numerous, anil no’ soldiers rednlist. 
"The officers cannot subsist on the miserable pittance now 
allowed tiem; they should, upon principles of common 
justice, be pinced on a footing with corresponding grades in 
the Navy. You, sir, will command their gratitude, and 
render an important service’ to the country, by tiking the 
lead im this matter) ` : : 

_ Assure the President that whatsoever promptness and 
ebrerzy edn accomplish shall be done. : 

With high consideration and réspect, I am, sir, your 
obedient servant; 3 - PH. 8: JESUP. 


"Hons BoE. Burier, 
Acting Secretary af War, Washington City. 


eat . -Mouusta, December 12, 1836. 
` Without a.strong corps of wagon-drivers, muletcers, and 
laborera, it is. almost impossible to get efficiently in this 
country. Thé southern militia dó not labor fur theinséives, 
and consequently cahnot-or will wót labor for the public. 


‘Phe regular troap# are on:constant fitigue duty, and a road” 


leading from camp, and on which we-are to march to-day, 
requiring repaira, L sent instructions to General Armstrong 
last night to move forward witli ils brigade and cause the 
needssayy repairs to bë ninde: He replied thatit would be 
impoasible, as his men would not work: J shall, therefore, 
be comapelled to put thie labor also‘upon the regular troops. 
Atthe same time that I consider soutbern volunteers in- 
efficient for wany purposes, it ia dué to them to say that 
they aro efficient whenever rapid arches are to be made, 
or an enemy to be fought. Add to Wem such a corps as 
1 propose, and you make them efficient for every: purpose. 
y am, sir, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
a TH. S. JESUP, 
Major General commanding: 
Hon. B; F, Borner, >. . 
Acting Secretary of War, Washington City. 


- How will southern militia like this reflection ? 

Ts it à fact that the southern militia do not work? 

They can answer. 
. Vorvsta, December 12, 1836. 

Cannot something be done for the Army? The officers 
should be plased ona footing with those of the Navy ; and 
all officers or soidiers who are serving, or have served, in 
Florida, below the yank of major géneral, should have 
grants of aud.” 

Jt is impossible to obtaid an accurate return of the troops 
~of course, no relurh can be made, 

If L had ove thousand voluuteers or militia to take the 
place of the Tenviessecans immediately, I should be able to 
torininate the war in dixty days. The prospects are flatter- 
ing, even now; but tani not sanguine of success. The 
country is not so-diflicult as it bas been represented, but the 
dificulties whieh we find arise from the entice destitftion 
of every kind of supply. 


To‘pursue. the Tudinis in the swamps, T must have good 


double-barreled guns} and to enable me to keep the field a 
sulficient length of time to render any service, 1 must have 
portable soup.. [ shall order both. , 
7 1 have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 
ie va ee TH. S. JESUP. 


2 cole FORT ARMSTRONG, January 19, 1837. 
. fam Tappy-to find thatyou have recommended a bounty 
in land to the soldiers; it should, in strict justice, be extend- 
ed to the regimental and jidior stalf officers. 

With high consideration and respect, I have the honor to 
be, sit, your obedient servant, © TH. S; JESUP. 

J > > Major General Co ding 

The Honorable B. F. BUTLER, a mee ; iaaii 
, Secretary of War, Washigton City. 


TIEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE Sours, 
Cos Fort Dage,(Froniva;) March 26, 1837. 

Sin: [have the satisfaction to be abte‘to report that the 
Seminole chief: Yaholooche,; (Ciond,) who commanded at 
the Waioo is at Tampa Bay with his family; and he has 
about two hundred of bis people in a camp near that post. 

The principal chiefs on the St. Johns, Tuskinia’ and 
Emathia, (Phitip,) have sent messages to me s they wilbobey 


the.order of Micanopy to emigrate. Philip sent -his' son,. 


| idly as the cireumstanees ofthe service will permits and 


ta 


of Reps: 


who informed me that lis futher had required: Abiata, (Sam 
Jones,) chief of the Micasukies,to join hin and accompany. 
him on his visit to Micanopy. _ ae Ka ik 

The war is, no doubt, ended, if a firm and prudent course 
be pursued ; but a trifling impropriety, on the part of the. 
white-poptlation of the frontier, might light it up again. 
The negroes rule the Indians, and it is:important that they 
should. feel. themselves secure; if they should become 
alarmed, and hold out, the war will be renewed. - 

I shail send one battalion of the Indiah warriors servingin 
Fioridy to Mobite so soon as it can be mustered and paid, 
and transports be obtained. tae Ne ‘ 

The Alabama drafts will be sent off as soon as they can 
be paid ; transports have been provisioned for them. The 
naval gatrison furnished by Commodore Dallas for Fort Fos- 
ter, has beer retieved, and ordered to join the ship whence 
it was detached. : 

I skali discharge the: volunteers and militia force as rap- 


shall take measures to have the ordnance and other stores 
not required in Florida taken. to the most convenient arse- 
nals and storchouses. 

i have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, TH. 3. JESUP, 3 
á Major General commanding. 
Brigadier General R. Jongs, : 

: Adjutant General, Washington City. 


Tampa Bay, May 17, 1837. 


We committed an error in regard to these Indians. in the 
attempt to remove them before the country was required 
for white settlers, Ji nll other ceases of removal, a white 
population has been pressing upon and crowding out the 
Indians before they were required to leave the homes of 
their fathers; here, there was no population pres 
them, and they have never felt the necessity togo., Besides, 
the negroes rule them, and the arrival of several Floridians 
in camp, for the purpose of looking after and apprehending 
negroes, spreads general consternation among them. ‘Chose ; 
that were in camp fled, and carried the panic with them, 
and we cannot now indice them to return. 

Tam, General, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

TU. S. JESUP, 
Major General commanding. 


Brigadier General R. Jonés, 
Adjutant General, Washington City. 


Heapquarters ARMY OF THE SOUTH, 
: Tampa Bay, June 5, 1837. 

Sin: F have the honor to report that this campaign, so far 
ag relates to Indian emigration, has entirely tailed. 

The Seminole chiefs were, I believe, sincere in their in- 
tentions of fulfilling the provisions of the treaty; but they 
have no influence over their people, except for purposes of 
mischief, ‘rhe warriors, I understand, have degraded Mi- 
canopy, and placed Sam Jones, the Mickasuky ehiet, at the 
head of the nation. Micanopy, Jumper, and Cloud met me 
in council on the Ist instant; they were to have come in 
again on the 2d, but failed ; and on the night of that day they 
were seized. by a force of armed warriors and removed to 
the interior, Í succeeded in securing a number of their ne- 
groes, and have sent them to New Orleans. 

‘he season is too far advanced for the renewal of offen- 
sive operations, All, therefore, that can be done is to place 
the troops in such positions as shall at the same time cover 
the frontier, and give reasonable assurinee of health, The 
garrisons of Forts Melion and.on the St. Johna, and Fos- 
ter, on the Hillsboro’, must be withdrawn, in consequence 
of the unhealthiness of the sites; and Fort Dade, on the 
Withlacoochce, must also be withdrawn, from the. difti- 
culty of supplying it during the wet season. 

The negroes whom F seized say the Indians will not re- 
new the war, unless attacked. This may be trae; but we 
eannot trust them. The best security for the frontier will 
be complete preparations to repel attack. : ‘ 

migration I consider impracticable. The Indians, gen - 
erally, would prefer death to removal from the country, and 
nothing short of extermination will free us from them. Not 
a single first-rate warrior has surrendered sineg the com- 
mencement of the war; nor has a single instance occurred 
of a Seminole having proved false to his country. , J 

‘The difficulties presented by the country. are great, but 
those presented by the climate: are greater. Many ot the 
posts necessary to success during the season of operations 
must be abandoned early in the summer, to preserve the | 
lives of their garrisons ; and the consequence is that, at the 
commencement of every campaign, nearly all the interior 
depota have to be reéstablished. 
` Lf operations are to be renewed in the fall, it is important 
that early preparations be made, and tbat the officer. who is 
to conduct them bave everything. in readiness to take the 
field by the Ist of October. f will write to you again in de- 
tail on this subject. In the mean time, I desire you to pre- 
sent my most earnest requests to the Secretary of War and 
the General-in-Chief that I be immediately relieved from 
the command ofthis army. It is known to the members of 
the Jate Administration that { was placed in command not 
only without solicitation, but contrary to my known and 
expressed wishes. : 

Lam, sir, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 

TIL S. JESUP, 
Major General commanding. 
Brigadier General R. Joses, Adjutant General. 

Thus we see that those Indians that were caught 
were let out of the trap, and again set at liberty 
to use. the scalping-knife and tomahawk upon the į 
frontier.ighabitants, W ; 

HEADQUARTERS Army OF THE SOUTH, 
Fort HEILEMAN, GAREY’S Perry, July 25, 1837. 
` GeneraL; I have received your letter uf the Tib instant. 
On the Sth of June, in closing my official report to you, I! 
asked to be relieved from the command of this army. F 
made. this request to disembarrass thé Government, sup-- 


i 
i 


posing that public opinion, when all-had not been success- 
fully accomplished that liad Deèn expected, might demand 
myrecalt;-and |, was unwilling that any considerations, per- 
sonal to mysẹlf, should for a moment embarrass the service, 
or intetrupt Or infldencé the plans of the Government. 
ant ee ee [Signed as above.} 
Pa ings DORSE VoLusIa,; December 5; 1836. 
.The pay of the regular troops; including. the officers, 
should be doubled, tô secure them the ordinary -com forts 
during their service in Florida: Let me entreat you, as you 
regard the best interests of the service, to impress upon Con- 
gress the necessity of putting the army upou a better footing: 
E wish nothing myself, and, if justice can be done to my 


| brave companions, I will cheerfully serve out the campaign 


without pay or emoluments. I shall commence operations 
immediately, with the utmost vigor which the means at my 
command will permit, and shall keep you constantly advised 
of my progress. EE oh] oa 
With high consideration and. respect, I am; 
obedient servant, 
To the Hon. B. F. BUTLER, __. Soa geen Rear fas 
Acting Secretary of War, Washington City. 
Tampa Bay, June 10; 1837. 
The troops and all officers below the rank of major general 
shoutd receive double pay while serving in Florida. And the 
general whois to command shauld be immediately required 
to make his arrangements to take the field by the Ist of Oc- 
tober, and should be unrestricted as to means. If the war 
be carried on, it must necessarily be one of extermination. 
[Signed as above.) 


sir ‘your 
TH. 8. JESUP. 


Tamra Bay, June 16, 1837. 

Should the Indians remain in this Territory, the negroes 
among them will form a rallying point for runaway negroes 
from the adjacent States; and should they remove, the fast- 
nesses of the country would be immediately occupied by 
negroes. Iam very sure they could be confined toa small 
district near Florida Point; and would accept peace, and 
the small district referred to, as the condition. for the sur- 
render of all runaway negroes. I throw out these hints for 
the consideration of my official superiors, without pretend- 
ing to offer an opinion as to the propriety of adopting them 5 
and I um, sir, most respectfully, your obedient. servant, 


TH, S. JESUP, 
The Hon. J. R. POINSETT, 
Secretary of War; Washington City. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY oF THE SOUTH, 
Vorvsia, November 21, 1837. 

Sir: I have a sufficient force for every purpose, either in 
the field or coming on. Supplies are abundant for all im- 
mediate purposes; and all required for future operations 
can be obtained as they may be wanted. 

The Indians are already driven from more than fifteen 
million acres of land, worth $20,000,000; and in less than 
a month we shall drive them off from five to ten million 
acres more. The St. Johns is navigable for steamboats 
fifty, miles above Fort Melan ;-and the country, I under- 
stand, is more valuable the further we go south. 
~ Colonél Mills has joined, from Fort King, with three hun: 
dred volunteers, and Colonel Twiggs, with four hundred 
dragoons, has just returned from a reconnoisance of the 
country between the St. Johns and the Ocklawaha, north 
of the read from Volusia to Fort Armstrong. T shall pro- 
ceed on the 23d or 24th, at the head of this force, south of 
the road; and sweep the wholé country between the St. 
Johns and the Ocklawaha to Fort Mellon. 

General Eustis is at Fort Mellon, and Lieutenant Colonel 
Bankhead bas been sent forward to establish a post forty or 
fifty miles above. ; 

Congress, I perceive, are alarmed at the expenseg of 
the war; they have gotten the country into it, aud. they 
wäl find that they must make three or four such appro- 
wriations; at the least, before they get clear of it. They 
broke the army down in 1821; and are résponsible for all 
he Indiin difficulties which have singe taken place. Had 
they left it as it was in 1818, it would have been competent, 


l wilh the two regiments of dragoons since added, for every 


purpose of defense, as well as for the suppression of every 
hostite movement om the patt of the Indians. i 
E bape that the huckstering views of certain prominent 
members will not be allowed to influence the poliey ‘of the 
country, or prevent the appropriations necessary to carry 
it out. 4 é ‘s : 
-As to the removat of the Seminoles, Fhelieve how it can’ 


! be effected, so far as the main body are concerned, though 


I bave no doubt the present generation ‘will have passed 
away before the whole be driven from the country., But 
the Cherokees will give trouble, if prompt measures be not: 
adopted in regard to theni before the Ist df Mav, A war 
with them, however, cannot tast a month, if proper dispo- 
sitions be made in time.” All the difficuities of our Indian 
wars have resulted from delaying preparations too long. 

E wili write gt feast every week. 

And I am, sir, with high consideration and respect, your 
obedient servant, TH. S. JESUP. 


Hon: J. R. POINSETT, me 
Secretary of War, Washington City. 7 
I ask the attention of this committee and of this 
nation, to the recorded facts contained in the above 
extracts, to prove what I have said, that the reg- 
ular Army has become useless and totally ineffi- 
cient, and should be disbanded. I was disposed 
to make all.reasonable allowances for. the coun- 
try, hammocks, &c. But the failure has been too 
great for all; We only want: a Jackson thereia 
short time to settle the. whole matter... Our, mili- 
tary establishment is a heavy expense. Since 


1839.] 
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1817, it has cost us the sum of $143,517,094 76; 
of which $66,331,192 96 has been expended upon 
the Army alone, and.§77,185,904 80 upon fortifi- 
cations, &c. That portion of this vast expendi- 
ture which supplies arms for the soldiers, I ap- 
prove, and would extend it until all the militia of 
this country had a good musket in their hands. 

By the returns made from the States and Ter- 
ritories, we have one million and a quarter of 
militia. Drill them, and put arms in their hands, | 
and the combined ¢ivilized world cannot conquer | 
us, Iam opposed to any distinction in the mil- į 
itary force of the country. Your regular Army 
look down with disdain upon our-militia, and 
often treat them with contempt. This is well cal- 
culated to. create bad feelings, and destroy the 
efficiency of our militia. Disband your standing 
Army; make private citizens of them in times of 
peace, and expend half or one third of what you | 
annually pay them, to improve and encourage | 
the militia; and when men are wanted to fight, you 
will have a sufficient number of volunteers to ex- 
pel any enemy that will ever present itself. 

In 1821 our Army was reduced from ten to six 
thousand; in 1837 increased to eight thousand; | 
and.in 1838 to about twelve thousand, and a large 
increase of pay to some officers. I thought I 
saw in this most unjustifiable increase a tendency 
towards a military despotism, that would soon 
rule this Government. I believe that your Army 
officers have done more to increase the expenses 
of this Government than all other classes of our |! 
population. I have scen enough at the present | 
session of Congress of the hanging on of mili- | 
tary officers, from generals down, around and |, 
about this Hall, asking and begging members to || 
support and carry through allowances for them- 
selves that law and justice had rejected. I wit- || 
nessed it with pain and mortification, It reminded j 
me of the extracts above from the commanding |, 
general in Florida, who scarcely ever forgot to 
put in his letters to the War Office either some | 
dictation to Congress what she should do, or beg 
the officers there to press Congress to allow double 
pay or bounty in land to all under a major general. 
This was beginning so near his own dear self, 
that it might be supposed he would not complain 
if he should be algo included among those that 
should have ‘double pay,” “bounty land,” : 
&c., and all, too, before they had ‘scarcely caught | 
a single Indian.” l 

l am admonished, Mr. Chairman, that time is | 
too precious to dwell longer upon this subject. 
I have discharged a part of what I thought my 
duty. Iwill vote for this bill, hoping that some | 
protection may be afforded the suffering people |} 
of Florida, who, I do think, have been by the 
officers of the Army wretchedly slighted. ĮI would | 
prefer putting the means afforded by Govern- | 
ment into the hands of the people of Florida, 
and allow them to use it for their own protection, i 
and disband your regular army that are there, | 
from which we hear but little of Jate. The last | 
account of them was that they had got down; 
near Deadman’s bay. [hope they have not fallen | 
into it. I see the Indians are advancing west 
upon the settlements, and doing almost daily mis- 
chicf. I am for calling out a volunteer force suf- 
ficient for destroying them, and of quieting the 
Territory, and securing to the inhabitants peace | 
and security. We are morally and politically 
bound to do so, and I will go all lengths to effect 
the object. Í 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. CALEB CUSHING, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 3, 1839. 
The House having resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Lincoun in the 


chair) on the bill reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs— 


Mr. CUSHING obtained the floor, and, after || 
yielding it for some explanations made by Mr. || 
SALTONSTALL, Mr. C. referred to his wish and |! 
endeavor the last evening to bring before the || 
House the resolves on this subject just reported 
in the Legislature of Massachusetts, and pro- 


| pose betimes, 


ceeded to say that his chief object in rising at the | 
present time was to discuss the precise merits of || 
the question under consideration, and to defend ; 
the views of the Committee on Forcign Affairs, | 
and then addressed the House, in substance, to : 


the following effect: _ 

Without dwelling (said Mr. C.) on my personal 
relations to this question, I desire to state here, 
what indeed is already notorious to everybody, 
thatit is my fixed determination to stand by the 
State of Maine and the Government of the United 
States in the positions they have respectively 


i assumed, at whatever hazards to myself. Ifthe 


pretensions of Great Britain should unhappily 
force the United States into war, I shall not stop 
to dispute which of the two, my native land or 
its foreign enemy, is in the right; but F will be 
found in the tented field, where death is to be 
met, or honor won, at the cannon’s mouth. 

But I do not believe that the calamitous issue 
of a war between the United States and Great 
Britain is to follow, now at least, immediately, 
upon the events which have taken place in Maine. 
I hope and trust that Sir John Harvey will not 
dare to attempt the execution of the menace he 


has uttered, to invade the United States upon the | 
false pretense of the right of Great Britain to f 
the exclusive jurisdiction and possession of the | 
I hope and trust he will pause over | 


Aroostook. 
the crisis his rashness has brought on; that he will 


li hearken to the counsels of prudence which go to | 
him from the Minister of his Government here; ' 


and that he and his arrogant pretensions will be 
disavowed by that Government, in view of the 
storm of indignation they have aroused in the 
United States. 

Atthe same time, I disagree with those who 
would make light of these events, and who think 


it neither a grave nor a perilous contingency when | 


the Governor of New Brunswick threatens to 
march his foreign mercenaries into the State of 


Maine, and that State is in arms as one man, and | 
ad in all the panoply of war, to repel the inva- | 


erand defend her soil from desecration. Whether 
rere shall be war or not depends not on us, but 
thers; which renders it the right and the duty of 


aoro 


row to the world that, while anxious to avoid 
war, if it may be with honor, we have no such 
d 
o truckle to it for the sake of a peace to be pur- 


chased with ignominy. Peace, indeed, thus ob- 


tained, would be the worst of disasters to the ; 


whole country; since it would be a perpetual in- 
vitation to the aggression and insult of foreign 
States, and would leave to us nothing of inde- 
pendence but the name. 

Sir, itis my most anxious desire to shun each 


of these alternatives, both war and all its calami- | 


tous consequences, and peace bought with the 


degradation of the nation. Jt has been most un- | 
justly imputed to me that I am unfriendly to Great | 


‘Britain, because I have, on this question, and on 
other questions existing between the United States 
and Great Britain, withstood the unjust claims of 
the latter, and exposed the tendency to encroach 
on us, and to aggrandize herself at our expense, 


which marks her policy in North America. : 
These things, it is true, I have done; but Lhave | 


done them, not from unfriendliness to Great Brit- 
ain, but in the discharge of a solemn duty to- 


wards my own country. If I perceive the United | 
States the subject of aggression in various quar- | 
ters, must | conceal it? May I not speak out? | 


Shall it be suffered to go on, year after year, un- 
rebuked? May not an American Representative 
here, in the Halls of our own Congress, raise his 
warning voice to the people, that they may inter- 
and arrest the progress of injury? 
Are we to be perpetually engaged in the domestic 
conflicts of party, and never to look at the foreign 
relations of the country? Not so. This very 
question proves how wrong it is to allow such 
things to fall into neglect. And if I have labored 
to fix the attention of Congress and the country 
upon particular acts of Great Britain injurious to 
the United States, I have not, either in language 
or in fact, exceeded the zeal which is every day 
manifested among 
one of the States o 
with that of another, or of the United States. 


i One thing more in this relation. After the full 


1e United States to take such an attitudé as will | 


read of Great Britain, or any other Power, as | 


ourselves, when the interest of | 
f the Union comes in conflict | 


explanations just made by -my colleague, [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL,] I have not a word to say in re- 
gard to the. general tenor of his remarks last 
evening. But there isan observation of his which. 
T must controvert, in order that this debate may 

|| transmit to future times a just idea of all the facts 

‘| involved in it. I cannot concur in the approba- 

tion of the character of Sir John Harvey, as 

:; gathered from the documents before us. He may 

‘| bea meritorious and gallant officer, for aught I 

f know to the contrary; and such is the testimony 

i| concerning him of distinguished officers of vur 

| own Army, who were opposed to him in the 

campaigns of Upper Canada during the last war 

with Great Britain. But the conductof Sir Jobn 

Harvey in the late events, as apparent in the doc- 

uments before us, I feel bound in justice to the 

States of Maine and Massachusetts to say is, in 

my estimation, anything but honorabie to him. 

Sir John Harvey stands self-convicted, upon 
his own showing, ìn the first place, of gross and 
culpable neglect of duty in regard to the trespass- 
| es upon the disputed territory, which were the 

immediate cause of the troubles there; and it may 
well be questioned whether he did not designedly 
connive at them, either on account of the profit 
the people of New Brunswick were deriving there- 
from, or in order to strip the land, and thus re- 
duce the value of the thing in dispute. Great 
Britain arrogates to herself the wardenship of the 
disputed territory. She undertakes to prevent 
trespasses upon it. Has Sir John Harvey done 
this? On the contrary, it was the fact of the ter- 
i| ritory being overrun with depredators which 
wearied out the patience of Maine, and caused 
'! her Government to send a sheriff with his posse 

| to put an end to the strip and waste of the land 
Had Sir John Harvey taken any measures to 
prevent these trespasses? Far from it. In hbis 
communication to Governor Fairfield of the 13th 
| of February, the very letter in which he pretenda 
| that the territory, the claim to which is in dispute, 
|‘ shall remain in the exclusive possession and 
| jurisdiction of England until that claim shall ba 
'| determined,” and in which he says that ‘my 
instructions do not permit me to suffer any inter- 
ference with that possession and jurisdiction, 
until the question of right shall have been finally 
i| decided ”—in this letter what does he say in regard 
to the trespasses, which, upon the assumed prem- 
| ises, it was his duty to prevent? 

“f have given directions for a boom to be placed across 
the mouth of the Aroostook, where the seizing officer, pro- 
tected by a sufficient guard, will be able to prevent the pas- 
sage of any timber into the St. John in the spring.” 

Why did he not place a boom there before? 
Besides, the mouth of the Aroostook is in the Prov- 
ince of New Brunswick. The States of Maina 
i| and Massachusetts do not wish to have the tim- 
ber wasted by depredators. They do not wish 
to have it sold, and the proceeds held by Great 
|| Britain. Sir John Harvey should have taken 
care that the trespasses were not committed, as 
‘| he might have done if he had chosen, the supplies 
of the trespassers being cbtained in New Bruns- 
‘| wick, as well as the timber carried there for sales 
and yet, in another communication to the Gov- 
i] ernor Fairfield, that of the 18th of February, he 
says: 
|| «E beg leave to assu 


i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
f 
| 


j 


re you thatthe extent to which those 
trespasses appear to have been carried, as brought to my 
‘| knowledge by recent occurrences, will lead me to adopt, 
without any delay, the strongest and most effectual meas- 
ures whieh may be in my power, for putting a stop to, and 
i| preventing the recurrence of such trespasses.” 

Here is not only a distinct admission of the 
magnitude of the trespasses, and of the necessity 
of arresting them, but of his total neglect of the 
subject, if he had not willfully shut his eyes to 
what could not possibly escape his notice if he 
had chosen to look. Does such conduct as this 
entitle Sir John Harvey to commendation ? 

But I have a more serious charge to bring 
against the Governor of New Brunswick. What 
is the spectacle now before us? We see the State 
of Maine in martial array. Her militia has been 
summoned to the field by thousands. She has 
flung out her banner to the wind. Her young 
men are marching to the frontier; her old are 
gathering munitions of war and taking counsel 
for the public defense; and the whole population 
of the State, with unanimity unexampled, has 
risen up en masse for the defense of their rights 


| 
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‘and their honor. Meanwhile, alarm pervades the 
‘country. The Government of the United States 
“has béen invoked to the aid of Maine. Congress 
‘and the Executive aré absorbed in the considera- | 
tion of the question, Irritations have been aroused 
between the people of the United Statesand Great 
‘Britain. A flame has been kindled, which, it 
may be, blood only can quench. ~War—war be- 
tween two nations allied in blood and interest; | 
which, if it should break forth, would have many 
of the features of civil war, may be the lamenta- 
ble consequence. Whose faultis this ? To whom 
is the immediate blame imputable?. To SirJohn 
Harvey, and Sir John Harvey alone, If, as he 
sretends, the custody of the disputed territory 

elonged to him, he should’ have prevented the 
trespasses; and the omission to do, that is the 
first fault. “But he is, above all, to be blamed for 
the ntar approach of the country to war, because 
of the arrogant preténsions and‘ gasconading 
threats in his communication of the 13th of Feb- 
ruary, It was'the claim on his part to the ex- 
clusive possession and jurisdiction of the Aroos- 
took, and his menace to invade the State of 
Maine in the assertion of that claim, which sum- 
moned her people to arms, I cannot follow those | 
who censure the Governor and the Legislature | 
of Maine for undertaking to drive off the tres- | 
passers, or for the language and acts of indigna- 
tion whichthe subséqnent menace of Sir John 
Tlarvey occasioned.  ‘Phese were the acts of the 
whole people of Maine. Theyare approved in 
the resolves of the State of Massachusetts pro- 
duced here last evening. On the other-hand, Sir 
Jolin ELarvey’s pretensions haye been promptly 
repudiated and denied by the Government of the 
United States. Bat, above all, he has been point- 
edly condemned and disavowed, in advance, by 
the British Minister, in the Memoranda signed by 
him and the Secretary of State, in which Sir John 
Hirvey is expressly told to stop, and is impli- 
edly told that he has exceeded ‘his instructions, 
and willbe disavowed by hisGovernment. Under 
these circumstances, Sir John Harvey, it seems 

to me, deserves unmitigated censure for the part 

he has played in the recent transactions. ! 
` Now for the merits of the bill before the com- | 
miitee, Jt has been discussed ag a war measure, 

Such is not my view of it, “regard itas a peace 

measure. Ffitcontaing provisions implying prep- 
arations for war, it also contains provisions 

which make a tender of peace. We hold to 

Great Britain the olive-branch of peace in one 
hend, though in the other gleams the thunder- 
bolt of war, But, in fact, all its provisions are ; 
pacific, because they are provisions of mere self- 
defense in case of attack, There is nothing ag- 
gressive in them. We have been threatened 
with invasion. We haye been threatened with 
invasion, coupled. with pretensions the most 
odious and unbearable which can be addressed 
toa free people. If. Great Britain undertakes to 
execute these threats, if she actually invades the 

United States, then, but not otherwise, the Pres- 
ident bas authority by the bill to array the phys- 
ical force of the country to resist and repel such 
‘invasion. 

This is the principle of the bill, as sct forth in 
the first section, which section, instead of enlarg- 
ing the power already possessed by the President 
‘to repel invasion—to do which, he may, by the 
actof 1795, call into the field any number of men 
~—in fact restricts that power, by specifying the 
particular assailants against which, and, the pre- 
-cise circumstances under which, the said bill is 

to have effect. aaa eae 

_ Objections have been made to tlie second sec- 

tion, becausd it provides for the enlistment of | 
_regular troops in case of invasion before the next 
Congress canbe convened. Whether this kind 
of force, or volunteers, should be authorized, is 
-a question of cconomy and expediency, of which 
„it is for the House to judge. 
, No. objection seems to have been made to the 
section: which places the wholé naval force of the 
- country. 19 commission; į çh is, indeed, small 
enough for the present exigencies of the country. 
Nor can the contingent appropriation proposed 
-in the bill be refused, and mere resolutions éx- 
pressive of the general opinion of the House be 
adopted as a substitute for tlie bill, in the man- 
ner proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, 


(Mr. Wisz,] without rendering the whole meas- 
ure futile and of no avail. _ g 

But, independently of these questions, a gen- 
eral objection has been taken to the measure by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bropxe,} 
and more especially to the ground assumed by 
the bill, of resistance to any attempt, on the part 
of Great Britain, to enforce by arms her claim to 
the exclusive possession. and jurisdiction of the 
disputed ‘territory in Maine. 

This, itis true, is an incidental issue—the claim 
of Great Britain, or of Sir John Harvey, to the 
exclusive possession of the disputed territory— 
and so far differs from the main issue—that of the 
ultimate right to the territory. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has done full justice to the 
latter question, and has declaréd in decisive terms 
his conviction of the immovable right of the Uni- 
ted States, and of the futility of the claim of Great 
Britain, to the territory in dispute. Such, in- 
deed, is the declared opinion of every other gen- 
teman Who has addressed the House on the sub- 
ject; and if the question of peace or war stood on 
that main point, there could, I presume, be but 
one sentiment in Congress and the country as to 
the duty of the United States to defend, at all 
risks, the rights of Maine and Massachusetts. 
But is it safe or wise to take issue on this inci- 
dental point of the controverted right of posses- 
sion ad interim, pending the negotiation as to the 
ultimate right of sovereignty? That is the ques- 
tion. 

In the first place, it is to be remembered that, 
when there is a controversy of long standing be- 
tween two nations, the immediate cause of war is 
very likely to be some subordinate fact, happen- 
ingin the progress of the controversy. That is 
one of the evil consequences attending the pro- 
tracted discussion of conflicting international 
claims. The parties become embittered on both 
sides; they aré each prone to regard the acts of 
the other with jealousy and suspicion; their peace 
depends not so much on the original merits of the 
diplomatic question between them as on the acci- 
dents of daily collision. 

And this consideration affords an answer to the 
suggestions made out of doors—not, I believe, in 
this debate—of the inconvenience of having the 
peace of the whole United States subject to be pat 
to hazard by the excess of zeal of any one of the 
States whose interest is more immediately affected 
by some pending national controversy. I do not 
admit that, thus far, the State of Mainc has done 
wrong; or cxcceded its constitutional powers, in 
this matter. And to the practical inconvenience 
here suggested, my reply is, that it exists in all 
such cases; and where two nations have a grave 
question, of long duration, between them, they 
are always liable to be involved in war by the 
acts of individuals, or of inferior officers, military 
or civil, or, as here, of a single State, by reason 
of incidental difficulties growing up out of the 
main one, for which the whole country is and 
must be responsible, though its Government may 
not have been the immediate party. This incon- 
venience is not peculiar to the United States, or 
imputable altogether to the separate action of 
either of the States. © i 

Secondly, supposing this incidental issue to be 
less favorable to us than the main one, that is our 
misfortune, not our fault. Who raised this issue? 
The United States or the State of Maine? By no 
means. The State of Maine did that which it had 
alawful right todo; it senta posse to the Aroostook 
to drive away the trespassers. Thereupon, Sir 
John Harvey, in the spirit of arrogance common 
to military Governors of remote colonies, sets up 
‘the claim of New Brunswick to the exclusive pos- 
session of the territory in dispute, and marches 
his troops to invade the United States. The State 
of Maine resists this claim of exclusive possession, 
the United States resist it. They must do this; 
they have no alternative left them but resistance 
to a false claim, or a tame acquiescence in it, | 
which would-be disgraceful to the United States, 
and would but prompt the continued aggression 
‘of Great Britain, And if Sir John Harvey pro- 
ceeds to execite his threat, and to march histroeps 
into Maine, tliat State would be recreant to herself 
Wf she did. not. muster to the defense of her soil, 
anu the Federal Government would be false to its 
obvious dnd imperative Constitutional duty, if it | 


have claimed, whatever.acts she may have 


did ‘not. prepare also to back the State of Maine 
in the defense of her soil, which is at the sam 
time the soil of the United States. f 

We do not propose by this bill any act of ag- 
gression against Great Britain upon this incidental 
point. . Still less do we undertake, by aggression 
In regard to this point, to bring on a resort to 
arms to enforce a settlement of the main point. 
The billis a purely defensive measure; and we 
have no choice in this matter. We must, of ne- 
cessity, wilhstand aggression in the. thing, and 
upon the issue presented to us by the aggressor. 
And if Sir John Harvey presumes to invade. the 
State of Maine in the assertion of this claim, and 
he is upheld in this by his Government, the fact 
that itis an incidental question, or that the right 
in it is less incontrovertibly with us than upon 
the main question, will, in no sort, weaken the 
strength of our cause in regard to that which, 
after all, would be the true ground of hostilities, 
namely: the unfounded and iniquitous claim on 
the part of Great Britain to the ultimate sovet- 
eignty of one third of the State of Maine, a claim 
which is denounced and repudiated by us on all 
hands. 

But is this an issue unsafe or unwise to be 
joined by the United States? I cannot admit that 
itis, ` 

To begin, the question of possession is one 
which, from its nature, is peculiarly intelligible 
to everybody, while that is not the fact as to the 
question of right. To understand the question 
of right fully, it needs to examine a vast body of 
documentary matter, in which the proofs are con- 
tained; it needs to read and study the treaties 
and diplomatic correspondence between the two 
Governments; it needs to throw off the’ mass of 
chicanery and of disingenuous pretensions and 
of perversion of fact and argument under which 
the ministers and agents of Great Britain have 
succeeded in burying the simple merits of the 
case; it needs to grasp a complex question, and 
to be master of it in all its parts and its general 
whole. Not so in regard to the question now 
presented—whether the United States will repel 
invasion undertaken by Great Britain while the 
right is in controversy. That is the familiar case 
of a trespass committed on my land by a grasp- 
ing neighbor. Whether he can make out a good 
title in law, and oust me by the judgment of a 
competent tribunal, is a thing requiring, perhaps, 
much discussion, and by wise and learned men, 
before it can be properly determined. But if, 
pending the suit, he enters my close, and under- 
takes to drive me out and hold exclusive pos- 
session of it regardless of all the presumptions 
of right, that is an act of aggression which every 
one understands at a glance, and which would 
justify me in repelling force with force. And 
that is the issue, plain, intelligible, practical, 
which Sir John Harvey has presented to the State 
of Maine, and which the Executive has met in 
the documents before us, and which Congress is 
called upon to meet in the first section of the 
bill reported by the Committee on Foreign Af 
fairs. ` 

That Great Britain has no such right of. pos- 
session, unless conferred upon her by express 
agreement of the United States, is admitted by 
every one, because the assumed ground of right 
is the odious pretension which I had occasion to 
comment upon a few days since, that, whenever 
Great Britain chooses to lay claim to any part of. 
the United States, she is thereupon to be taken 
and intended as being constructively in posses- 
sion of the parts so claimed, in virtue of her be- 
ing mother country, and former sovereign of the 
country; and, as such, to enter upon the exclusive 
jurisdiction of it until the claim be settled. Such 
a claim of right, arrogant and unbearable as it is, 
no citizen of the United States will deign to listen 
to or entertain for a moment. : ` 

Has Great Britain ever, in fact, had the exclu- 
sive possession and jurisdiction of the territory 
in dispute? Never. Whatever rights she may 
er- 
formed, ini the valley of the Aroostook, certain it 
is that-acts have been continually performed by 
the States of Massachusetts and Maine wholly 
incompatible with the supposition of the practical 
exercise of exclusive jurisdiction on the part of 


“Great Britain’ “ft may be that McLaughlin, the 
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seize men who acted for and represented the State 
of Maine. All such arrests have taken place in 
the Madawaska country. 
Laughlin has protested on paper against acts of 
sovereignty performed by the State of Maine, as 


in the case cited last evening by my colleague, | 
(Mr. Sarronstauy.] But what does this amount | 
Does it make out a case of the practical ex- | 


to? 
ercise of exclusive jurisdiction? Far from it. It 
is only one side of the case. To show a claim to 
jurisdiction on paper, or even isolated acts of ju- 
risdiction, goes a very little way towards proving 
in behalf of Great Britain the practical fact of ex- 
clusive jurisdiction and possession, To under- 
stand the whole case, we must look into the acts 
of Maine and Massachusetts. 


Now, it is truly stated in the report of the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, that, in pursuance 
of a resolve passed in 1806, Massachusetts, in 
1807, granted a township on the Aroostook, near 
to the meridian line which divides Maine and 
New Brunswick; and in 1808, ten thousand acres 
west of the former, after surveys and plans. I 
refer to these old grants to show that the exercise 
of sovereignty on our part is no recent thing. 
This, and what has been done since by one State 
or the other, is stated generally by Governor 
Fairfield as follows: 

“In reply, I bave to say that the territory bordering on 
the Aroostook river has. always been, as I regard the facts, 
in the possession and under the jurisdiction of Massachu- 
setts and Maine; that, more than thirty years ago, Mas- 
sachusetts surveyed and granted large tracts of ity which 
have ever since, in some way, heen possessed by the 
grantees, and those claiming under them ; that the rest of 
it was surveyed by, and some of it divided between, Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine, soon after the latter became an in- 


dependent State; that both States have long been in the j 


habit of granting permits to cut timber there without being 
molested from any quarter 5 that many persons have pur- 
chased these lands of Maine, and entered into their actual 
occupation; and that, in various other ways, Maine has 
exercised a jurisdiction, which may fairly be regarded as 
exclusive, over this territory.” 

In confirmation of all which, I have before me 
the last. report of the land agent of Massachu- 
setts, giving an account of the construction of a 
road to the Aroostook at the joint expense of 
Maine and Massachusetts, sad detailing many 
particulars of the acts performed by him in arrest- 
ing trespassers on the disputed territory. I have 
also the report of the land agent of Maine, re- 


ferring to the same facts, and stating the arrest | 


of sundry trespassers by his order last year, and 
by regular civil process returnable at Bangor. And 
the same report contains the following conclusive 
fact: 

« Near the mouth of the Little Madawaska, I met Cap- 
tain McLanghlin going up the Aroostook, with six men. 
Captain McLaughlin informed me that he was sent up by 
the Governor to cut up the timber, and také off the teams 
of the trespassers, if he could in no other way break them 
up. I informed him what I had done; he said he was 
glad, and would most cheerfully coGperate with the land 
agents of Maine and Massachusetts in stopping the tres- 
passers.” - 

Here we have McLaughlin himself offering no 
claim to exclusive jurisdiction, making no com- 

laint of the acts of jurisdiction performed by 
Massachusetts and Maine, but, on the contrary, 
commending their acts, and pledging himself to 
cheerfully codperate with their land agents. I 
have also before me the report of a recent geo- 
logical survey of this tract of country, made by 
the State of Maine; it being a limestone region, 
of great value for the cultivation of wheat, and 
on that account attractive to settlers. These doc- 
uments show, moreover, that Maine was under 
no obligation to give notice to Sir John Harvey 
of her late movement for the arrest or expulsion 
of the trespassers, and committed no breach of 
courtesy or of right in omitting such notice. And 
whether or no the facts amount to proof that 
Maine has had the exclusive jurisdiction and pos- 
session on the Aroostook—which is not the ques- 
tion—they do at any rate absolutely exclude the 
conclusion claimed by Great Britain. 

It is impossible, therefore, that the Legislature 
of Massachusetts, in passing the resolves of 1836, 
which complain of the surrender of the possession 
of the disputed territory by the United States Gov- 
ernment, as cited by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. BipLe] and my colleague, [Mr. 


It may be that Me- 


‘They 


show the contrary. The particular inducement į 


of the resolves was undoubtedly the acquiescence 
of the Government of the United States—a cul- 
pable acquiescence, I think—in the acts of forcible 
jurisdiction performed by the authorities of New 
Brunswick in the Madawaska country; and the 


particular object of the resolves was to put an end | 
to the separate wardenship of that country, as- | 


sumed by Great Britain without formal notice to 
the United States, and not resisted as it should 
have been when made known incidentally to our 
Government. It was, indeed, a subject, the dip- 
lomatic relations of which were at that time in- 
volved in doubt, in consequence of the procras- 
tinations and other errors which our Government 
had suffered in the management of the negotiation; 
as I well know, from having had occasion at that 
period, to address a series of printed letters on 
the subject to the Governor of Massachusetts, as 
the means of replacing the facts in the public mind, 
and recalling them to general attention. 

Whatever room for misconception the partic- 
ular phraseology of those resolves may afford, 
there can be no doubt now as to the present views 
either of Massachusetts or Maine. The resolves 
just reported by a joint committee of the Legis- 
Jature of Massachusetts are in the following clear 
and emphatic words: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1839. 
Resolves Concerning the Northeastern Boundary. 


Resolved, That the present state of affairs in relation to 
the northeastern boundary, as communicated to the Exec- 
utive of this Commonwealth by the Governor of the State 
of Maine, furnishes a strong reason for again asserting our 
rights, and for reatlirming the positions heretofore assumed 
by the Legislature of this State against the unwarrantable 
claims of Great Britain, and in favor of strong and vigorous 
measures by the Government of the ‘United States for a 
speedy adjustment of the existing difficulties in such a man- 
ner as shall protect Massachusetts and Maine in the pos- 
session of the large tract of territory guarantied to them by 
the treaty of peace of 1783. 

Resolved, That the active measures authorized by a re- 
solve of the Legislature of the State of Maine, passed Jan- 
uary 24, 1839, for the prevention of depredations upon the 
Jands of Massachusetts and Maine, were required by the 
exigencies of the case, and a wise regard for the preserva- 
tion of their interests in those lands, and were similar in 
character to measures adopted by the Jand agents of Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine in October last, and recognized and 
approved, through their agent, by the Government of the 
province of New Brunswick. 

Resolved, That the claim by Great Britain to the exclu- 
sive jurisdiction of the whole of the disputed territory, as 
recently asserted by the Lieutenant Governor of New 
Brunswick, and his avowal of a determination to sustain 
that claim by a military force, and his denial of the right of 
the State of Maine to protect from the lawless depredations 
of trespassers the lands which have long been in the actual 
possession of Massachusetts and Maine, cali loudly for the 
immediate interference of the Federal Government; and 
that the crisis has now arrived when the honor of the na- 
tion demands the adoption of decisive measures for the pro- 


tection of her citizens, and for the preservation of the rights || 


and interests of two of the members of our Confederacy. 

Resolved, That this Commonwealth will codperate with 
the State of Maine in all constitutional measures for the 
preservation of the interests of both States in the lands in 
the disputed territory, and for the speedy adjustment of the 
existing controversy. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor be requested 
to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Executives of 
the United States and of the State of Maine, and to each of 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


These resolves, and especially the second and 
third, cover the whole ground of the questions 
raised in this House. 

Neither the general right of jurisdiction, nor 
the practical fact of possession being in Great 
Britain, it only remains to consider whether she 
has a temporary right of possession by agrce- 
ment of the United States. This our Govern- 
ment positively denies. It challenges investiga- 
tion of all the correspondence between the two 
Governments as the conclusive means of settling 
the question. 

Instead of putting his hand on the pretended 
agreement—which he could readily do if it ex- 
isted—Mr. Fox contents himself with protesting 
against the denial of it which Mr. Forsyth ha 
made, and refers the point to his Government. 
Nay, further, he proceeds to negotiate a sort of 
informal convention with Mr. Forsyth for stop- 
ping the threatened movement of Sir John Har- 
vey. Certain itis thatno such agreement exists. 


Whether the proposals made on the one side and 
accepted on the other, or the acts or omissions 
of our Government, were such as to justify mis- 
construction on the part of Great Britain; and 
what is the true consiruction of those proposals, 
acts, and omissions, is a question which I will 
not presume to enter upon, after it has been so 
fully discussed by the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Evans;] observing, only, that Great Brit- 
ain might as well misunderstand or fall into de- 
lusions concerning any clause of treaty between 
us, as this agreement: that we are not to suffer 
for the errors she may commit in this way; and 
that the attempt on the part of Great Britaim, to 
enlarge the actual agreement beyond the obvious 
import of the words, or to set up, instead of it, 
another agreement which was never made, only 
tends, it seems to me, to aggravate the injury of 
her whole conduct in this matter, and to give to 
the United States additional cause of complaint. 
For there is not, never was, and cannot be, 
any reasonable doubt as to the respective rights 
of the parties, nor more especially as to this par- 
ticular part. What right has the Province of 
New Brunswick to interfere in this matter atall? 
I have before me a copy I procured some time 
since of a map, entitled ‘‘ Map of the British Pos- 
sessions in North America, compiled from Docu- 
ments in the Colonial Department,” and on the 
bottom of it purporting that it was “ ordered by 
the House of Commons to be printed, 29th June, 
1827.”’ [tis contained in a volume of the Parlia- 
mentary papers for that year. On it is the me- 
ridian liné which divides Maine from New Brans- 
wick, running due north, from the source of the 
St. Croix, thence to the St. John, crossing the St. 
John, and proceeding north to the head of the 
Ristigouche. This line leaves the whole of the 
disputed territory west of New Brunswick, and 
out of the limits of that Province. It even carries 
the northwest angle of Nova Scotia to the north 
of the St. John, as we say it should go, and 
nearly to the point to which we claim. Such is 
the representation which the Colonial Department 
itself gives of the boundaries of New Brunswick; 
which is confirmed by the curious fact that the 
commission granted to the Earl of. Durham as 
Governor General of New Brunswick, in 1838, 
which I find in the public papers, describes that 


| province in correspondence with the map re- 


ferred to, and, indeed, just as we have always 
contended it should be described. Now, I de- 
mand what right the authorities of New Bruns- 
wick have to cross the meridian line, which every 
book, map, and commission, which I have ever 
seen, like these now before me, lays down as the 
western limit of that province? There is but one 
answer to be given to this question. Great Brit- 
ain has been dishonest in the matter. She prefers 
a claim to a part of the State of Maine, to which 
she knows in her own conscience she has nota 
shadow of rightful pretension. This claim is 
contradicted by so many of her own acts, that 
the advocacy of it involves her in a labyrinth of 
deceit and falsehood. She cannot print a map 
touching the disputed territory, she cannot issue 
a commission, even at this day, which shall not 
give the lie direct to this groundless and unjust 
claim—a claim as dishonorable to her as it is 
insulting to the United States. 

There is but one other topic involved in this 
measure upon which I desire to be heard at this 
time. The Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
proposed an appropriation for a special embassy 
to England. They have done this to manifest 
the indisposition of the United States to go to 
war, if it may be honorably availed, and the 
willingness of Congress, provided Sir John Har- 
vey shall abstain from any aggressive acts in the 
mean time, to try once more the effects of nego- 
tiation, before drawing the sword in defense of 
the rights of Maine. But I desire to say that, in 
assenting to this feature of the bill, I did not, and 
do not mean to be understood as holding outany 
encouragement to Great Britain that this contro- 
versy is to be kept open by renewal of the evasive 
and fruitless negotiations of the last ten years. 
No more delays—no more procrastinations—no 
more of the diplomatic chicanery by which Great 
Britain has so long sought to obtain from the 
United States by maneuver what is not hers by 
any just right, and what she cannot extort by 
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force. When the question was first started by 
her, it was in the shape of an offer to buy of us 
this territory. Thus it stood at Ghent. She did 
not pretend, at that time, that it belonged to her 
under the treaty of Paris. Next we heard of it 
as a thing of doubt and question merely, to be 
made the subject of negotiation and investigation. 
Then it was magnified into a positive claim of 
ultimate sovereignty, and a claim of immediate 
possession by revival of mother country juris- 
diction. Next it becomes an assertion of actual 
possession. Finally, through one stage of en- 
croachment after another, that which in the out- 
set was. merely an expression of the wish of 
Great Britain to purchase this territory, because 
it was convenient and desirable to her, has swol- 
len into an attempt to enforce by arms a pre- 
tended right of sovereignty and ownership, cou- 

led with exclusive possession and jurisdiction 
in anticipation of the settlement of the question 
of title. 

It istime to put a.stop at once and forever to 
this career of encroachments. I would have the 
President, if, in the exercise of his executive dis- 
cretion, he sees fit to send a special minister to 
Great Britain, to send a minister who will speak 
to that country in the language of decision and 
firmness becoming the present attitude of the 
United States. I would have that minister say 
to Lord Palmerston, in such phrases of diplomatic 
courtesy as he may choose to employ, but so there 
shall be no mistake as to the meaning: ‘Sir, this 
thing has gone on long enough. Great Britain 
docs not possess one jot of title or right to the 
territory in Maine she claims. Such is the opinion 
of the President; such is the unanimous opinion 
of both Houses of Congress; such is the opinion 
of the whole people of the United States. This 
claim, set up on the part of Great Britain in the 
spirit of encroachment which distinguishes her 
acta on this continent, and pursued by contriv- 
ances and pretexts which are so signally dishonest 
that they would consign a private individual to 
disgrace, must be relinquished. The affair has 
reached a crisis irreconcilable with the continu- 


ance of your pretensions, and the continuance of 


amicable relations. ‘The United States are devoted 
to peace, and deprecate the calamities of war, and 
especially a war between them and a people allied 
to them by blood, and by all the ties of a close 
and beneficial intercourse; but they cannot and 
will not submit to have Great Britain presume 
that she may seize, at will, upon the territory of 
the Union. Be not self-deceived. This is the true 
state of the question between us, and on you who 
raised and have persisted in it—on you, in the 
face of God and of man, docs the responsibility 
for the issues of it rest.” 

Sir, I shall detain the Flouse no longer; and, 
in conclusion, I have only to add that, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Í cor- 
dially approve of the able report of the chairman 
in all its parts, and shall continue to give all the 
support in my power to the provisions of public 
defense here presented to Congress, and the meas- 
ures which it may devolve on the Executive to 
adopt in vindication of the rights of the United 
States. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. L.SALTONSTALL, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1839, 
On the subject of the Northeastern Boundary. 


Mr. SALTONSTALL said he rose under un- 
favorable circumstances, on account of the time 
at which the important subject was brought for- 
ward, and the symptoms of impatience which 
had been shown. Heshould not have attempted 
to address the committee, but that no one from 
Massachusetts had taken part in the debate. 1 
shall (said Mr. 8.) present my own views, from 
the best consideration I have been able to give 
the subject, on my own responsibility. There 
has been no consultation amung the Representa- 
tives of that State. f 

it ig not necessary for me to remark the dee 
stake Massachusetts hag in this subject, not only 


as a member of this Union, but her separate in- 
terest as joint owner of the whole disputed ter- 
ritory—a territory which embraces ten thousand 
square miles, and six million acres of land. I 
shall differ from my friend who has just setdown, 
[Mr. Meneres.] There is no honorable mem- 
ber who would not go with that gentleman to the 
utmost extent, if it was a clear case that national 


honor required resort to national arms. Who | 


would dare to raise his voice, in such a case, 


against immediate recourse to arms? Who would i 


not risk his person, his all, in sucha cause? But 
is this such a case? Has the crisisarrived? That 
is the question. Whether Congress ought now to 
take a course which is all, or may be considered 
to be all, but an actual declaration of war? 

The importance of this question can hardly be 
overstated. When has onc so important arisen? 
It comes forward at the last moment of the ses- 
sion. It requires days and nights of anxious 
thought; yet we are called upon to act at once. 
The main question between the two nations all 
here understand, it was placed in such a clear 
light by the report in the Senate last year. The 
controversy is of long standing. For a Jong time 


itexcited butlittle attention. When the treaty of | 


peace was made, that whole territory wasa wil- 
derness; the population of the District of Maine 
was only a few thousands; there were only a few 
scattered’ settlements along the shore cast of the 
Kennebec, But it has gradually become a ques- 
tion of magnitude and importance to both parties: 


i 
! 
i 
| 


to Great Britain, as securing a connection between į 


her Provinces; and to us, as embracing a large 
extent of territory eligible for settlement. Our 
claim, under the treaty of 1783, has shared the 
fate of other deferred claims; it had become ob- 
secured, but it is now understood, It is easily 
understood. I believe it to be perfectly well 
founded, It is not more complicated than many 
land causes, and, in my judgment, from what 
examination I have been able to make, no jury 
of intelligent, disinterested men could hesitate 
upon it. I mean our claim under the treaty of 
1783. I go heartily, therefore, for that part of 
the bill which provides for sending a special Min- 
ister to England. Its success, however, will de- 


| pend much upon the character of the Minister, 


This question should not be affected by any con- 
siderations of party; it should be clevated far 
above them. Such aman as might and ought to 
be selected might present our rights in a man- 
ner which would be irresistible. I believe the 
Government of Great Britain could not meet and 
answer the argument such a Minister might pre- 
pare in the quickest passage ever made across 
the Atlantic. Still, it is to be considered and 
treated as a serious question between two nations, 

The great, the main question is, what is the 
true boundary linc under the treaty of peace? 
The question was originally one of construction 
merely, depending on the terms of the treaty. It 
has been d 
simple at first, has become a long-standing nation- 
al controversy. 

At the last session of Congress, application 
was made for.an immediate survey of the bound- 
ary line. A distinguished citizen of Maine was 
here for the purpose of pressing the importance 
ofan immediate settlement of this question, which 
was becoming one of exciting interest in that 
State. A bill was introduced to provide for sur- 
veying the Northeastern boundary line of the 
United States, according to the provisions of the 
treaty of peace of 1783. ` That bill was committed 
in the Senate, and the able report was made to 
which I have referred, with resolutions express- 
ing an opinion, without a doubt, in favor of the 
justice and validity of the title of the United States 
to the full extent of all the territory in dispute; 
that it was practicable to run the line according 
to the treaty, and “an earnest desire that the 
pending negotiation should be brought to a close, 
and the final decision of the dispute made as soon 
as practicable.”? The report stated that the im- 
portant preliminaries of a convention between the 
two Governments, for the purpose of exploring 
and surveying the disputed lines of the treaty, 
had been adjusted, and expressed a confident 
hope that the pending negotiation might be pro- 
ductive of the most. happy results, and that the 
bill, therefore, ‘ ought not to pass.” 


elayed, until a question, exceedingly | 


+ 


The Government of Maine was determined to 
show that she was in earnest. The attention of 
Congress was brought to the subject; it was fully 
examined, and made the subject of a legislative 
report for the first time. 

This controversy was therefore left, as it was 


| before, the subject of negotiation; and it appears, 


from the executive report on the subject of our 
territorial relations with Great Britain, that, asa 


i national question, (and it is one,) it remains un- 


changed. Nothing has been done by the Gen- 
eral Government, but Maine has appointed com- 
missioners to explore the territory. The Legis- 
lature had passed a resolve providing that if the 
bill then pending before Congress should fail, 
and no decisive movement was made by the Gen- 
eral Government, either alone or in conjunction 
with Great Britain, the’ time would then have 
arrived for Maine to assume an independent atti- 
tude, and to commence the work of ascertaining, 
running, and locating the northeastern boundary 
line; and, in that event, it was made the impera- 
tive duty of the Governor to appoint forthwith 
the commissioners for that purpose, and ‘ cause 
the same to be carried into operation.” Three 
commissioners were accordingly appointed, with 
instructions to explore a particular part of the 
disputed territory. A communication was made 
by the Governor of Maine to the Lieutenant 
Governor of New Brunswick, containing the 
substance of the instructions. The answer of 
Sir John Harvey, (Governor Kent states in a 
message in January last,) although couched in 
courteous: language, according with the well- 
known high and honorable character of that offi- 
cer, will yet doubtless command your attention 
and deliberate consideration, as expressing, in 
frank and decided language, the character and 
extent of his instructions relative to maintaining 
the jurisdiction of the disputed territory. j 

‘{'he commissioners went on and explored the 
country, and made thcir report. This was the 
first act on the part of Maine after the proceed- 
ings in Congress. 

What was next done? An armed body of men 
was sent into a part of the disputed territory to 
seize trespassers, and this has been followed by 
the proceedings between the Governments of 
Maine and New Brunswick which have produced 
the present crisis, 

The Governor of New Brunswick sets up the 
claim to exclusive possession and jurisdiction of 
the disputed territory, according to his instruc- 
tions, and, as he states, under an agreement be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain. On 
the part of our Government itis denied that there 
ever was such an agreement. The President has 
so stated in his message. I believe there has 
never been such an agreement explicitly made. 
But is it clear that it may not be supposed by the 
Government of Great Britain that there was such 
an understanding? I will not say that Great 
Britain had a right to suppose so; but have not 
the course this subject has taken and the conduct 
of our Government been such as might lead to 
such a supposition ? 

This claim is not now set up for the first time, 
It is a claim of some years’ standing. It has 
been made known to our Government, officially, 
from time to time; and how has it been treated ? 
Has it at all times been denied—been instantly 
repelled ? 

Let me call the attention of the committee to 
some documentary evidence upon this subject. 
I first refer to Massachusetts documents of 1833, 
parts of which were referred to by one of my 
colleagues, [Mr. Lincotn,] whose official duty 
as Chief Magistrate of Massachusetts caused 
him to examine this whole subject for many 
years. 

In October, 1833, the Secretary of State, Mr, 
MelLane, transmitted to him, by direction of the 
President, a copy of a note from the British Min- 
ister, accompanied bya letter from the Lieutenant 
Governor of New Brunswick to him, and, also, 
of a letter from Lieutenant J. A. Maglauchlen to 
the Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick, 
t complaining of the conduct of certain land 
agents of the States of Maine and Massachusetts 
in the territory in dispute between the United 
States and Great Britain,” and he adds: 


* J am instructed to state that it would be a source of re- 
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grer to the President should this complaint prove tobe well. | 


founded; and in siug it to be communicated to your 
Excellency, it is his earnest wish that the necessary steps 
may be promptly taken by tlhe proper anthorities of Massa- 


and that of Great Britain in regard to the disputed 
territory. °. * } ea 

‘The subject of complaint-was, that our land: 
agents had permitted persons to-cut timber, and 
that they had entered. iñto contracts for opening 
two roads, which would intersect the Restook river. 
I do not contend that- there is anything, so far, 
to show what was the existing «arrangement, or 
that it was’ understood. by our Executive to be 
as extensive as that now set up. But let us pro- 
ceed, wed ` 

The next communication, a copy of which was 
inclosed, isone from Mr. Maglauchłten to'Sir A. 
Campbell, Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns- 
wick, stating the grievances of which he com- 
plained:. : i 8 

ae Resroor, September 28, 1833. 

Sin: F feel it my duty, as thie:atiicer in charge of the ter- 
ritory in dispute between the Government of his Majesty 
and that of the United States of America, to bung ander the 
early consideration of your Extellency a subject which Lam 
fearlul may shortly lead to a misdaderstanding between the 
two COUNTIES. .. 7 P TTR r . 

Since £ had the honor of the appointment of warden ofthe 
territory, l have endeavored as muck as possible to pre- 
vent trespasses from being nade by the cutting of pine tìm- 


ber, &e., dud which, Cam happy te say, has been generally | 


effected, as itis well known that there are new large quan- 
tities still standing adjacent to the line from Mars. Hill to 
the Great Falls, which would otherwise have beer re- 
moved. And the only timber of any consequence that has 
been manufactured, was on the Restook river, by persons 
settled there, without any intention of making a business 
of it, but each getting small quantities (and in many ìn- 
stances off laud they held in possession) for tbe maiute- 
manee of their fanities, which were actually in want, 
owing te the crops of the last year being destroyed by 
early frosts: : . 

The subject to which I must now beg the honor to call 
the attentian of your Excellency is that of an infringement 
ofthe anderstanding between the Governments of Great 
Britain'and the United States, during the settlement of the 
gisstion of boundary by the land agents of the States of 

Tassaehusetts and Maine, who are not anly holding out 
induceinents.to the subjects of both countries to cut pine 
timber on the territory in my charge, by paying them a duty 
of two shillings and sixpenee a ton. but have entered into 
contracts for opening two roads to intersect, one fifty miles 
froin its confluence with the St. Johns, and the other thirty 
miles, both of which are either to be completed this fall or 
early in the next season. op 

It is unnecessary, and probably might be considered im- 
proper on my part, to animadvert on the conduct of these 
agents, but your Excellency must be welf aware of the 
trouble it occasions in the performance of my duty; and 
certainly there does appear something exceedingly incon- 
sistent, that the jand agents of these States should attempt 
to counteract the wishes, nay, E may almost say, the in- 
structions of both Governments to an officer who has been 
appointed ta prevent collision between them. 

Ihave the honor to be, &e., &e., 

T. A. MAGLAUCHLEN, 
Warden of the Disputed Territory. 


Gencral Sir A. CAMPBELL. 


His Excellency Major 


This letter was'communicated by Sir Arch- 
ibald Campbell to the British Minister, and by 


hini to our Government. “Is there nothing here, 
to show that the Governor of New Brunswick 


considered the UNDERSTANDING as extending over 
the wHoLe territory? Here we have the title 
“ Warden of the Disputed Territory,” and his 
claim of jurisdiction over the whole, with the 
assertion that the land agents of Massachusetts 
and Maine had counteracted the wishes, nay, he 
might dlmost say, the instructions of both Govern- 
metsto an officer who was appointed to prevent col- 
lision between them. But this’is not all. This 
Subject received thé prompt attention of the Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, who acknowledged the 
receipt November J, 1833, accompanied by a dis- 
tinct protest against this claim of exclusive juris- 
diction: fave se 

“T cannot but earnestly protest against the authority of 
any appointment on the behalf of his Majesty’s Govern- 
rhent; which may be regarded'as aclaim to the exclusive 
protection of this:property, or :be deemed an acquiescence 
o the art of the United States in interference, under color 
of a 


sachusetts and 
agents.” Ẹ 

Can it be pretendeđ that this claim was not 
then brought directly to'the notice of our Govern- 
ment, and that it was ass¢rted to be by an arrange- 
ment-between the two: nations?’ The Governor 
of Massachusetts had no diffitulty in whdérstand- 


No. 18 


f ‘Wardenship of the Disputed, Territory,’ with that, 
direction toits improvement which the governments of Mas- | 
Maing respectively may see fit to give their 


ing the extent-of the elaim;and his- protest dis- 
tinctly informed the Secretary of State that he did 
so understand iti. oss, eyes 

The land agent of Massachusetts was immedi- 
ately called on for information by the Governor, 
who says: ps : Tae” : 

“I have already written to Mr. McLane, protesting 
against, the right of his Majesty’s provincial officers to in- 
terfere’ with any directions which the government of the 
States of Maine and Massachusetts may think proper to 
give to their agents in the management of their property in 
the territory over which the British Government has recent- 
ly extendéd her extraordinary and unfounded claim; but at 
the same time expressing a willingness to respect the 
wishes of the General Government in abstaining from any 
facts of exclusive occupancy during the pendency of meas- 
ures to bring the subject of controversy to an amicable is- 
sue.”? 


In that officer’s reply to the Governor, Novem- 
ber 8, 1833, he states: 


“ As to the charge of holding out inducements to the 
subjects of both countries to cut pine timber on the terri- 
tory in dispute, so far as concerns my agency, it is entirely 
groundless, I have received repeated applications for per- 
mits to cut timber, and I have invariably answered that I 
would not grant any until the dispute should be settled, and 
if any timber was cut I should order it seized. Winter 
before the last, ¥ caused some limber to be seized upon the 
Aroostook river, and a short time after, the same timber 
was seized by the British—TL think by the same person that 
prefcrs this complaint, or pursuant to bis orders. The tiin- 
ber was allerwards sold, and the amount, whatever it may: 
have been, went into the hands of the officers of. the colony 
of New Brunswick. Jt is apparent, therefore, that our in- 
terest is to prevent timber being cut, rather than to induce 
the cutting.” 


This letter was transmitted to the Secretary of 
State November 15. ; 

Another complaint was made by the ‘*warden”’ 
to the Lieutenant Governor November 22, 1833, 
who transmitted it, through the British Minister, 
to our Government, The subject was the open- 
ing of a road to the Aroostook river. Sir A. 
Campbell writes: 

* Your Excellency is aware that the territory thus virtu- 
ally awarded, though often claimed as American, has never 
ceased to be under the recognized jurisdiction of Great 
Britain, and the provincial Government would be scarcely 
justified in continuing to Jook tamely on at this systematic 
aud unprovoked violation of our rights.” 


This was communicated by Mr. Vaughan to 
our Government, . 

__All this took place in 1833. Was not this claim 

of exclusive jurisdiction brought to the notice of 
our Government? And did they instantly repel 
it? Is there any evidence of this until long after- 
wards? 

Are gentlemen ready to rush into war at once 
on account of this claim, as a false and ground- 
less pretense? In the present state of this ques- 
tion, with the obscurity there is about it, instead 
of doing or encouraging any act which may tend 
to bring on war between these two great na- 
tions, with all its tremendous evils, should we 
not anxiously desire to give time for explana- 
tion? 

The resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts of March, 1836, forwarded to the National 
Executive (Doc. 199, T'wenty-Fourth Congress, 
first session) leave no doubt as to the understand- 
ing of that Legislature on this point. They are 
as follows: 

Whereas a large tract of the northeastern territory of tlic. 
United States, belonging in common to the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts, and lying within the limits of the former 


State, has, for many years past, in consequence of a claim 
of Great Britain, been surrendered to the exclusive custody 


of the British Government; and whereas it appears, from 


the report of a committee appointed by the last Legislature 
of this Conimonwealth, to make personal examination into 
the state of our public lands, that great inconveniences and 
gross abuses have resulted from so valuable a portion of our 
domain being left in the keeping of ageuts over whom we 
have no control: Therefore, A : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
General Court assembled, That, in the opinion of this Legis- 
lature, it is due to the rights and interests of Maine-and 
Massachusetts that measures should be taken by the Exec- 
utive of the United States to sccure a speedy settlement of 
this long-protracted controversy, so that. these States may 
be reinstated in the enjoyment of that property which was so 
long in their undisputed possession, and which is so°indisput-: 
ably theirs. : . : PEA 

« Resolved, That, in case there be a prospect of further 
unavoidable delay in the settlement of. this controversy, it. 
is essential to the ends of jústiċe that measures should be 
takén by the Executive of the United States to ‘obtain a 
representation of the interests.and rightsof Maineand Mas- 
sachusetts in the agency and guardianship of the territory 
in question’? gec i 


Comment on thëse resolves is: unnecessary: 
They have been ably considered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mi. Bippiiz!] © This 
claim, and the surrender of the disputed territory 
to the exclusive custody of the British Governs 
ment, is the very grievance ¢oniplained of. That 
is the ground of the resolutions: It is stated to 
be the ‘very object for which the Speedy sectie- 
ment of the protracted controversy is demand- 
ed,” tso that these States may bé reinstated iri 
the enjoyment of that property which was so long 
in their undisputed possession.” And it was re- 
solved that it was essential tọ obtain & represent 
ation, &e., in the agency and guardianship of the 
territory in question. To what docs that réféer? 
Clearly to the whole * disputed territéry.?™ © 

Mr. S. then referred tó the message of Governot 
Kent, in January last, and to a letter of his to the 
President of the United States, in April, 1838, in 
which‘he says: E DAE S 

st Maine feels that the time for decisive action lias come; 
that she cannot be satisfied to have the claim to absolute 
and exclusive jurisdiction of a large part of her territory 
longer tolerated and acquiesced.in.® ;. MaMa ERER ee 

He also referred to the protest of the <t war~ 
den,” after noticewas given that the commmission- 
grs were going on to explore; &c:, against “any 
act implying sovercignty or jurisdiction ‘on the 
part of any Government or State, or of the citi- 
zens or subjects of any Government or State, ex- 
ercised within the territory in dispate, and known 
by the name of the disputed territory, until the right 
to that territory shall have been decided by nego- 
tiation between the two Governments.”’ a 

Do not these documents show that five or six 
years ago, atleast, the Governmentof New Bruns- 
wick claimed the absolute and exclusive jurisdic- 


} tion of the whole territory, and that a ** warden’? 


was appointed under the autbority of the British 
Government, with supervisory power .over the. 
whole—not the Madawaska settlement merely, 
but the whole—and that this was made known to. 
our Government? : ace oe, ee 

Let me not be misunderstood. My object is 
not to bring reproach ona past Administration, 
or any of its officers. No; let this debate, be ‘free 
from all party taint; but a subject of this vast 
importance ought to be fully examined and con- 
sidered. . ; n 

At the time of the late movement there had 
been no recent change of circumstances.’ Nothing: 
had been done by the United States or by Great 
Britain since the close of the last session of Con- 
gress. The late movement on the part. of Maine 
has produced the present crisis. It is deeply to 
be regretted; and I must fearlessly say that, in 
my judgment, it was indiscreet—unfortunate, to 
say the least of it. Might not the consequences’ 
have been foreseen? Would nota different course 
have effected the object, without risking such con- 
sequences ? ; 

Sir John Harvey has the reputation of being 
an honorable, as well as a gallant officer: might 
there not safely have been a communication with 
him, or with our Government, as to the trespass- 
és? Both parties are to be considered as jointly 
interested in the territory in dispute, The course 
taken proceeded, I have no doubt, from a deep 
sense of injury. Their interests had been neg- 
lected; they have made complaints, and have given 
intimations of the course they should feel com- 
pelled to pursue, Tt is still possible, I trust, that 
the course taken will not lead to the consequences 
some apprehend; it may lead to a settlement of 
the boundary question. Should that be the case, 
it will be fortunate. | 

The first step was a secret session of the Le- 
gislature, and the passage of the résolye which 
led to the expedition. Any one knowing the 
state of feeling on this subject, on both sides of 
the line, might well apprehend what would follow. 
The people of Maine have great spirit and cour- 
age; they will do what they say—I know them 
well; therefore, I look at the present state of 
things with the greatest concern. There was a 
secret session—then a posse. Who ever heard of 
such a posse before? It had the appearance of a 
military. expedition. They still ‘remain at the 
Aroostook; where they are ‘intrenching them- 
Selves—for what? To disperse trespassers? 

This course may embarrass the boundary ques- 
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tion, by bringing forward, prominently, a new 
and collateral one, as stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. : 
A great and new question is now presented, 
whether an indiscreet step of a State shall involve 
this nation in a great an tremendous war? War 
between these two nations will be nochild’s play; 
all say, that once begun, it will be long—that it 
may be of ten years’ duration; ten yeargof strife, 
of suffering, and of bloodshed. ; =H 
What, then, should this Government do? We | 
should do nothing which may havga tendency to | 
excite unnecessary irritation, nothing which may | 
unnecessarily tend to produce war. I have-no : 
| 

| 


fears of being reproached with wantof spirit and 
courage. Great Britain knows well with whom | 
she is to contend; that we are of her own blood, | 
her own race, who have not degenerated, but | 
who have taken a new start in the fresh soil of | 
this new world. Her own experience, also, has 
taught her that it is not from fear that we are. in- 
clined to a pacific course, No; it is from other, | 
from higher considerations; from our abhorrence | 
of war between these two kindred nations, as a į 
great and terrible calamity. And at this time, 
when we have been hoping that the facilities of | 
intercourse between nations, and the improve- | 
ments of our day, had produced more enlightened į 
views and better feelings on the subject of war, 
we had flattered ourselves that there had been 
great change, a great advance in true civilization, : 
and that the history of the next two hundred 
years would not be written in blood, like that of | 
the preceding. Who would resort to war, except 
literally as the last resont—war between two grent 
nations, bound together by the strongest mutual 
interest, as well as by the indissoluble tics of 
common ancestry, languago, literature, and re- 
igion? ; 
“Bome things in this debate have surprised me. 
No one, I trust, desires war; why, then, connect 
this with other subjects? Why connect it with 
the dispute at the mouth of the Columbia river, 
or any other difficulties? And what reason is 
there to supposé that Great Britain has sent ar- 
nies into Canada or the West Indies, or flects to 
the Gulf of Mexico, for the purpose of military 
warfare against the United States? May it not 
have been thought wise to guard against the 
possible effects of abolition in the West Indies? | 
And are not their sixteen thousand or twenty- | 
five thousand troops in Canada necessary to keep 
those colonics from disturbance? And has Eng- : 
land discovered no confidence in this Govern- 
ment? Her whole Canadian, frontier has been | 
in a state of alarm on account of incursions from 
our territory; and yet it has not disturbed the 
friendly relations of the two nations. 

Think of the connection between these two 
nations, our constant intercourse, our mutual 
commerce, more than between any other nations 
on the globe, our competition in. the arts, com- 
merce, and manufactures. Is it surprising that 
there should arise. occasional causes of difficulty 
and irritation? Will they not happen among the 
most honorable men in the transactions of busi- 
ness? re 

But, Mr. Chairman, the question now is, what 
shall be done in.the present emergency ? Shall 
we leave Maine alone in this contest? No; she 
must be protected. Is it expedient to pass this | 
bill? I believe the provisions:of the act of 1795 
are sufficient for the occasion... That authorizes į 
the President to call out such part of the militia 
as.he may deem necessary to resist invasion, or 
in case of imminent danger of invasion. I know 
this imposes. the whole responsibility upon the 
President: .Lam.willing, therefore, to go further 
—to go for the first. section of the bill, or for a 
resolution to the same effect., I hold that- Maine 
is to be protected. Why? . Because. there has 
not been such.an explicit arrangement or under- 
standing as is asserted. . There is some misunder- 
standing of the matter; and. I believe it will be 
found. eiberthat Sir John Harvey has mistaken, 
his: instructions, or that they ‘were founded in 
misapprehension, and that the British Govern-. 
ment will be satisfied. that there was rio such 
agreement, express or to, be implied.from the 
diplomatic intercourse between the two Govern- 
ments. f . eee 


| On the bill giving the President additional power for the | 


|| British Government, acting, as he avows, in obe- 
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defense of the United States, &c. 


Mr, EVANS said he rose to make a brief re- 
ply.to the honorable member from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Bippie,] who had taken very decided ground 
against the bill and against the whole policy on | 
which it is founded. Perhaps (said Mr. E) I, 
shall not be able to follow very closely the order 
of his argument, and very likely many things 
which he has uttered may escape my recollection 
altogether; as, not intending to participate fur- 
ther in the discussion upon the subject of our 
border troubles. on the northeastern frontier, I 
took no note of the honorable gentleman's course 
of remark. I had hoped that, after the cxposi- 
tion which I offercd a day or two since of the 
state-of affairs on that frontier, the rights and the ; 
honor of Maine might be safely committed to the : 
hands of those who might be supposed to be | 
somewhat calmer in their feelings than the Rep- 
resentatives from that State could be when they 
were in hourly expectation of intelligence that 
its territory had been invaded by a foreign enemy 
and the blood of its citizens poured out upon its 
soil. The dircet allusions, however, which have 
s0 frequently been made to me by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and to the measures recently į 
adopted by the State I represent, leave me no al- 
ternative but again to trust myself to the indul- 
gence of the House in defense of the measures 
proposed by this bill. I hope not to weary its 
patience long. 

The first objection stated by the honorable 
member to the general scope of the bill is, that it 
is n hostile mensurc—a measure of war; and, in- 
deed, he regards it almost equivalent to a decla- | 
rationof war. Accordingly, be presents in fervid | 
colors to our excited imaginations the pictures of : 
catastrophes and calamities necessarily incident 
to sucha state, The conflagrated villages—ficlds | 
furrowed by the heavy cars of artillery, and we 
with blood; and the desolations which war every | 
where spreads around, are arrayed before us in | 
all the force and eloquence for which the honor- 
able member is so distinguished. Now, sir, it is | 
precisely beenuse I wish, most earnestly, to avoid | 
these calamitiesand desolations—because I desire, 
of all things which my heart can compass, to pre- 
serve the peace and happiness of the country, that 
I desiro this billto pass.” It isa measure of peace. 
It will preserve peace. It will prevent, ifit come 
not too late, collisions that must inevitably lead 
to war. Let me assure the honorable gentle- 
man and the House, that, if the sentiments he ex- 
presses be carricd out, there will be actual war 
ong before we are prepared for it, and which I see 
no honorable mode of averting. What are those 
sentiments? Whatdoes he propose? What will 
he do? Nothing! Nothing, whatever. And 
this he calls peace! Is he aware of the present 
condition of affairs in Maine and on the frontier? 
If'so, what course does he recommend to be pur- 
sued? He offers no amendment. He points out 
no method of averting the perils in which we are 
involved. He suggests no step to be taken; and 
this. is peace! It may be peace, but what sort of 

eace? Sir does the honorable gentleman serious- 
y consider the condition of things—the State of. 
Maine in arms—with its panoply on—the pano- 
ply of right and justice, and solemnly ledged to 
themselves, to their country, and to the world, 
not to lay down their arms in the face of any hu- 
man enemy, until the occasion which summoned 
them to the field is removed? Such is the posi- 
tion which Maine has assumed. It is a position 
she will maintain at all hazards. She will redeem 
all her pledges. The oecasion which has com- 
pelled her to assume this position is an expected 
atid threatened. invasion of cher territory on the 
part of a high-minded and gallant officer of the 


diencé-to explicit instructions from that Govern-: 
iënt, for the purpose of arresting and suppress- i 


mënt, 


ing the exercise of civil authority by the State in 
the territory which Cotigress unanimously has 
affirmed to belong'to her. 

Maine is prepared to meet that invasion, come 
when it may, as becomes her character, and in 
fulfillment of her pledges; and Sir John Harvey 
is doubtless prepared and preparing to attempt it 
as becomes a soldier, and a distinguished one, of 
a brave nation; and in such a state of things the 
honorable member from Pennsylvania advises us 
to do nothing, from the apprehension that it may 
lead to war, He would say to Great Britain, 
‘We offer no protection ta Maine; she has taken 
her ground, let her defend it.” Will such lan- 
guage as that lead to peace? Sir, if the General 
Government had come long ago, when it ought 
to have come, to the protection of the violated 
rights of Maine; if it had acted with promptness 
and energy, and a becoming sense of what was 
due to itself and to that State, does anybody sup- 
pose that these lofty and constantly augmenting 
pretensions on the part of the British Govern- 
ment would have been made and persevered in? 
I am as desirous of peace as any man can possi- 
bly be. My State isso, She has every reason 
to desire it. With more than three hundred miles 
of maritime frontier, indented with capacious 
harbors and rivers, and studded with thriving 


| villages, which must be taid in ashes by the torch 


of war; with three or four hundred miles of in- 
land frontier, accessible in almost every point 
from the neighboring provinces; with scarcely a 
man ora gun to detend themselves, which you 
have furnished, what has Maine to gain by war? 
Nothing, sir, nothing. She knows it, and she 
desires peace; and she knows that the way to 
preserve peace is to assert your. rights, and to 
cause them to be respected, as they always will 
be respected, by a proud and gallant nation, if 
asserted ina spirit becoming a nation no less 
proud and gallant. If language suitable to the 
oceasion had been held at the commencement of 
these aggressions, and bad been persevered in, 
who can doubt that the whole matter would long 
ago have been amicably settled? And, now that 
we have been driven back—back-—back, until we 
can yield no longer, are we to be told that the 
way to preserve the peace of the country is to do 
nothing? Such, sir, is not the voice of this nation, 
if it have any remains of the spirit which once 
animated the bosoms of our fathers. No error 
can be more fatal. 

The honorable gentleman, sir, referred to some 
of the incidents in the late conflict with Great 
Britain, to demonstrate the hazards of a state of 
hostility with that nation. He spoke of a portion 
of the State of Maine having been in the posses- 
sion of the enemy, and more than intimated that 
it had not been defended with the bravery becom- 
ing a people now so ready to appeal again to the 
sword in vindication of their rights, and that what 
had once happened might again occur in the 
chances of war. Certainly it may, sir. Butif, 
at the period to which the honorable member re- 
fers, he had been a citizen of that exposed coun- 
try, instead of being safely lodged behind the 
mountains; if he had seen it left wholly unde- 
fended by the General Government, without a 
man or a gun or a dollar furnished for its protec- 
tion, but, on the contrary, with thousands of its 
men drawn off to fight your battles elsewhere, on 
the land and on the ocean, leaving their own fire- 
sides unprotected, without a State government 
even of its own to call out and direct its energies, 
he would hardly have thought it worth while, at 
this distance of time, to search in the volume of 
history from which he read for the fact that some 
small portions of the territory of that State, very 
sparsely settled and wholly without defense, were 
compelled to yield to the naval supremacy of 
Great Britain; and, least of all, would he have 
deemed it just to remind us of it as a matter of 
reproach. Was Maine the only State whose soil 
felt the tread of a hostile foot in that conflict? 
Were her small, defenseless villages the only. ones 
which capitulated? or did the British arms show 
themselves elsewhere, leaving behind them proofs 
sad to remember—no less of their prowess than 
of less honorable modes of warfare? Such scenes 
may happen there again in the course of human 
events, or may happen elsewheres, and, for one, Í. 
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do not desire to keep them out of the reach of our 
calculations. H they must come, let them come; 
but I desire to avert themy and, as the best means 
of doing so, l desire to pass this bill, or some other 
equally strong—equally prompt. Let our Gov- 
ernment say to Great Britain: ‘this is our affair, 
and not the affair of Maine alone; we will take it 
in hand; we will settle it}? and, in my judgment, 
the whole controversy ceases. [ urged this argu- 
ment last year. If anybody does me the honor 
to remember or to refer to what [ then said, he 
will perceive the great stress [ then laid upon a 
movement, some movement, of the General Gov- 
ernment upon the question of boundary. [then 
urged, with what zeal I could, that the peace of 
the country depended upon decided, efficient ef- 
fort on the part of the General Government. I 
say so now; and every day confirms the truth of 
the argument. So much, sir, I have felt it neces- 
sary to say in proof of the pacific character of the 
bill now under consideration, Nothing can be 
clearer to my mind than that peace will be sub- 
served by it. 

` But, sir, the gentleman says,that we are not 
only to be right, but that we should always have 
it in our power to show to the country, and to 
the world, that we are right; so that, in the event 
of future hostilities, the responsibility shall not 
attach to us of disturbing the peace of the nations. 
Certainly, I admit that. e then proceeds to 
show, from the correspondence between the two 
Governments, pending the negotiation, that there 
is, to say the least of it, a very plausible pretext 
for the claim advanced by Great Britain, of ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the disputed territory 
He has done me the honor to read very largely 
from a speech made by myself, last session, in 
support of the same idea; and I freely admit, sir, 
that as the case then stood, there was much, too 
much foundation for the argument which he now 
urges. The documents did show, unfortunately, 
that there had been nota plain, specific agreement 


on our side, but an acquiescence in the claim of | 


the British Government—a yielding to their re- 
peated assertions, upon the ground of some pre- 
vious informal understanding to that effect. I 
certainly then thought that this claim had been 
too often and too strongly asserted without being 
met bya stern and decisive rebuke from our Gov- 
ernment. I endeavored to set forth the conse- 
quences of yielding tacitly to its avowal; and I 
urged upon the General Government to repudiate 
and to deny it. Denial had not then been given. 
But how stands the case now? We have the 
solemn assurance of the President, and of Mr. 
Forsyth, that no such informal arrangement or 
agreement has been made. Great Britain has been 
distinctly advised of the misconceptions under 
which she labored before. We have obtained, 
what it was my purpose last year to obtain, an 
assurance that our territory had not. been given 
up, by agreement, to the exclusive jurisdiction of 
Great Britain. 

Now, sir, I take the word of our own Govern- 
ment to be true in this respect. I stand byit. I 
hold them to it, now and hereafter; and however, 
up to this hour, the documents may have fur- 
nished plausible grounds for belief in the exist- 
ence of such an arrangement as is suggested, they 
furnish it no longer. Why, then, can we not vin- 
dicate ourselves to the country and to the world, 
if we say to Great Britain she shall not, under 
pretense of an agreement which we deny to exist, 
attempt to possess herself of the entire control 
of the territory in dispute? If we are likely to 
be put in the wrong at all, it has already been 
done. The wrong consists in violating a subsist- 
ing agreement; and the President has already most 
emphatically declared that no such agreement has 
subsisted. The question is one, if L may so speak, 
of veracity between the Governments. Our own 
asserts most distinctly that it has never entered 
into such arrangements as are set up by Great 
Britain as the foundation of Sir John Harvey’s 
proceedings; and I am content with the assertion 
as I receive it. Iam not for going back to see 
how the case’stood before this plain disavowal, 
and while a contrary assumption on the other side 
was permitted to remain unrebuked. The proofs, 
therefore, upon which I relied last year are all 
done away with, in the only way they could sat- 
isfactorily be met, by the distinct declaration of 


iour own Government. The British Minister, 
| when called upon for evidence of the agreement 
which he had alleged to exist, fails to produce it; 
buton the other hand, in the memorandum or 
| protocol which he has entered into with Mr. For- 
syth, admits that itis a matter upon which the 
! two Governments have not understood each other. 
If that be so, and if Great Britain be now dis- 
| tinctly informed that her claim of exclusive juris- 
diction is inadmissible upon the pretense of a for- 
mer agreement to that effect, and she still persists 
in enforcing it by arms, upon whose head will 
rest the responsibility of disturbing the peace of 
the world? Surely, not upon ours. We can yield 
| to no such invasion without dishonor and dis- 
‘grace. We must repel it, or we shall stand con- 
demned, in the face of all nations, of miserable 
| pusillanimity. 

| But, sir, there is much in the documents re- 
ferred to by the gentleman, and which I cited last 
year, to fortify the position now taken by our 
Government. On the of 8th August, 1837, Mr. 
Stevenson held this language to Lord Palmerston 
upon this very question of exclusive jurisdiction: 


«The undersigned, moreover, does not presume that, 
pending the negotiation, and whilst efforts are making for 
the peaceable and final adjustment of these delicate and 
i exciting questions, her Majesty’s Government can claim the 
| right of exclusive jurisdiction and sovereignty over the dis- 
puted territory, or the persons residing within its limits. In 
i such a claim of power on the part of Great Britain, or its 
| provincial authorities, the undersigned need not repeat to 
Lord Palmerston, (what he is already fully apprised of,) 
the Government of the United States can nerver consent to 
| acquiesce in the existing state of the controversy.” 


And again, on the 10th of November of the 
| same year, language still more decided. He says: 


“ To repeat the assurances, heretofore given, that such 

proceeding can be regarded in no other light than a viola- 
| tion of the rights and sovereignty of the United States, anit 
entirely irreconcilable with that mutual forbearance which 
t it was understood would be practiced by both Governments 
i pending the negotiation. 
i “Phe circumstances under which these recent attempts 
to enforce jurisdiction have been made, show that, in the 
most favorable aspect in which they can be regarded, they 
| were wholly indefensible.” 

“ By what authority, then, the Provincial Government 
of New Brunswick felt itself justified in exercising such 
! acts of sovereign power, the undersigned is at a loss to con- 
| ceive; unless, indeed, upon the ground that the jurisdic- 
| tion and sovereignty over the disputed territory, pending 
the controversy, rests exclusively with Great Britain. IÈ 
such should turn out to be the fact, it can hardly be neces- 
sary again to repeat the assurances which have been here- 
tofore given, that, in any such claim of power, the Govern- 
ment of the United States cannot acquiesce. 

* Upon the consequences which would unavoidably re- 
i sult from attempting to exercise such jurisdiction, it is 
| needless to enlarge. Ft must now be apparent that all such 

atteinpts, if persevered in, can produce only feuds and col- 
lisions of the most painful character.” 

“ftis under this view of the subject that the under- 
signed has been instructed again to remonstrate against 
these proceedings of the authorities of New Brunswick, as 
a violation of the rights of Maincin the personof her agent; 
and to protestin the most solemn manner against the future 
exercise of all such acts of jurisdiction and sovereignty over 
the disputed territory, or the citizens of the United States 
| residing within its limits, untila final adjustment of the 
controversy takes place.” 

“ It cannot be expected, if the authorities of New Bruns- 
| wick still persevere in attempting to exercise jurisdiction 
over the disputed territory, by the arrest and imprisonment 
in foreign jails of citizens of Maine, for performing their 
duty under the laws of their own State, and within. what is 
believed to be her territorial limits, that measures of retal- 
iation will not be resorted to by Maine, and great mischief 
ensue. 


+ ‘Indeed, under existing circumstances, and in the na- 
| ture of human connections, it is not possible, should such a 
| courseof violence be continued, to avoid collisions of the 
most painful character, for which the Government of the 
United States cannot be responsible, but which both Gov- 
| ernments would equally deplore.” 


|| Now, sir, who does not perceive that, if any 
ji agreement for exclusive jurisdiction in Great Brit- 
| ain subsisted, the time to produce evidence of that 
| agreement, and to have asserted her right under 
iit, was in reply to this decided, strong, signifi- 
cant language of Mr. Stevenson? It was not 
done. No exception was taken to it. If any 
informalarrangement or understanding has grown 
up by silent acquiescence on our part to strong 
assertions made by British Ministers from time 
to time, it is, in my judgment,a sufficient answer 
that their assent to these distinct admonitions of 
the American Embassador utterly repudiates the 
whole arrangement, whatever it was. By these 
declarations of Mr. Stevenson to Great Britain, 
we are solemnly pledged and committed as a na- 
tion, in the face of all mankind, to repel this 


| claim of exclusive jurisdiction, if attempted to be 
executed, even at the hazard of the highest-hu- 
man responsibilities. Sir, I could go Dack still 
| further, and show that similar and equally strong 
admonitions had been given to Great Britain‘on. 
several occasions. They have been often warned. 
if they attempted to maintain entire sovereignty 
over the whole territory, it would be resisted. 
They are now about, by military force, to at- 
tempt it; and how can this nation honorably re- 
fuse to maintain the position it has so often taken? 
| A word or two more, sir, as to the precise char- 
acter of this informal arrangement, with.a view 
to show how, step by step, it has been the ocea- 
i sion of renewed aggressions under the influence 
of its ever-changing form. At first it was noth- 
ing more than that neither party should exercise 
| acts of sovereignty, or maintain exclusive juris- 
| diction in the disputed territory, of course ex- 
tending to any part or every part: of it; but that 
each should practice forbearance or moderation, 
not seeking to obtain possession, nor to strengthen 
i its claim by occupation, This Maine thought 
hard enough upon her, but as it seemed ‘to be 
equal in its operation, she’ finally acquiesced. 
Next, Great Britain claimed the arrangement to 
| be, that neither party should seek to extend its 
jurisdiction, nor exercise it where it had not been 
enjoyed before; that each should remain in the 
exercise of authority where it had been previ 
ously exercised. This Maine regarded still more 
objectionable, as it required of her to admit the 
jurisdiction of Great Britain in some portions of 
the territory to which she was convinced her own 
title unquestionably extended; but she was com- 
pelled to yield to this also, under the arrange~ 
ments of the General Government; it being clearly 
implied that, in some other portions, Maine had 
hitherto exercised jurisdiction, and should be con~ 
tinued unmolested in the enjoyment of it. This 
was, indeed, distinctly asserted. As long ago as 
1829, Mr. Van Buren, then Secretary of State, 
| in a note to the British. Minister, said: : i 

« More than twenty years ago, large tracts of land lying 
westward of Mars Hill, and northward on the river Res- 
took, were granted by the State of Massachnsetts, which 
tracts are held. and possessed under those grants to this 
day; and the United States and the States of Massachu- 
setts and Maine, in succession, have never ceased to exer- 
cise that jurisdiction which the unsettled condition of the 


country in that region, and other circumstances, admitted 
and required.” > 


But the next advance of the British Govern- 
ment was a more sweeping one than all which 
preceded it, being no less than a claim to entire 
' and exclusive jurisdiction over the whole territory 
|! —every part and parcel of it, the Massachusetts 
grants and all—upon the extraordinary argument 
that, having been in possession of the whole prior 
to the acknowledgment of our independence, and 
never having marked off what she granted by the 
treaty of 1783, she retained the possession and 
sovereignty, actually or constructively, to this 
| day. If we yield to this assumption upon this 
' argument, and also acknowledge ourselves bound 
by the agreement that neither party shall seek to 
| extend its jurisdiction, what part of the territory, 
I desire to know, will be left to Maine? What 
has become of those ancient grants where, as the 
i President said in 1829, she had never ceased to 

exert her authority?) Does not everybody per- 
ceive that, if this new stretch of authority on 
the part of Sir John Harvey be acquiesced in, 
not a foot of the territory will remain in our pos- 
session? The whole is surrendered. I say, sir, 
a new stretch of authority. Practically itis so. I 
do not mean that the claim is a new one, nor the 
argument on which it rests. But the attempt 
| by force and military power to arrest the civil 
| authorities of Maine where they have hitherto 
| prevailed, is anew one. Hitherto they have been 
content to claim jurisdiction, and to remonstrate 
against its exercise on the part of Maine, but we 
have heeded neither their claims nor their remon- 
strances. I speak now of that portion of the dis- 
puted territory which is the theater of present 
operations, and which is about to become the 
seat of war—the Aroostook region. 

The grants made by Massachusetts, referred to 
: by Mr. Van Buren in the extract just read, were 
| situated in this very region; and it was upon one 
| of the identical “ tracts” there spoken of that the 


land agent of Maine has recently been arrested. 
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I wish this to be clearly understood, because it. 
shows that Maine is making no new pretensions 
—advancing no new claims—disturbing no. pre-.' 
viously existing arrangement. The ‘possession | 
and jurisdiction of the Aroostook country has | 
always been in her, however it may have been į 
protested against. and claimed by Great Britain. |; 
This possession has been more than once acqui- 
esced in by Great Britain. -In 1833, the author- 
ities of Maine and Massachusetts opened a road 
to the Aroostook river, running fifteen miles, or | 
more, within the. territory, sold timber, sur- | 
veyed the Jand for settlement, and did other acts || 
ofa similar character. Sir Archibald Campbell, |: 
then Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick, || 
entered his protestagainst these proceedings, and 
called upon the General Government to cause | 
them to be stopped. Being assured that it was | 
not the intention of the States to extend the road 
to. the St.-Johns, nor to interfere with the Mada- 
waska settlement; and as: Mr. McLane remarked | 


to. him, ‘ that no part of the road now construct- || 
ing by that State 1s believed to be within the ter- | 
ritory of which the British Government has ever | 
been in the actual possession since the treaty of 1183,” 
the Lieutenant Governor contented himself with 
simple remonstrance. Why did he not then as- 
sert his jurisdiction over the Aroostook ? Why | 
not arrest the agents of the States? Why not | 
stop their surveys and settlements? Plainly be- | 
cause the actual possession of the country had Hi 
never been in Great Britain since the treaty. i! 
Being in us, Sir Archibald Campbell did not deem | 
expedient or proper to invade it by force. The: 
honorable member from Pennsylvania does not || 
keep in view the precise localities of the territory. | 
He confounds the possession and jurisdiction |; 
which Great Britain actually has, north of the | 
St. Johns, in the Madawaska country, with that i 
which she claims south of it, in the Aroostook || 
region. Maine has complained very much, and || 
T have heretofore complained in her behalf, that || 
the British possession of thé former section should | 
have been permitted to.continue. But, unfortu- f 
nately, these complaints have been unheeded. || 
When the honorable gentleman, therefore, tells , 
us that we have hitherto acquiesced in the juris- i| 
diction of Great Britain; that she has arrested |} 
our citizens, which we have not resented; that | 
she has broken up the operation of our laws in il 
incorporating towns, &e., I reply that all this ‘i 
occurred in the Madawaska settlements, and fur- | 
nishes not the smallest pretense for the invasion į 
of the Aroostook, Our possession here has ever | 
been as distinctly admitted practically by them, | 
ag their possession north of the St, Johns has | 
been by us. As a further proof of this, let me | 
call the attention of the Llouse to what occurred | 
less than two years ago, showing, explicitly, that i 
no act of soyereignty~-not the smallest—on the 
part of Great Britain, would be tolerated by our 
Government upon this territory, 

In 1835, a company was incorporated by the | 
Provinciat Legislatures of New Brunswick and | 
i 


Lower Canada, for the purpose of constructing a | 
railroad from St. Andrews to Quebec, and a route | 
was surveyed, and plans made, running directly | 
across the Aroostook country, and the territory 
south and west, of it, which is now the scene of | 
military operations. These facts having been 
made Lanta to our Government, Mr. Forsyth, 
on. the 23d of March, 1887, called the attention 
of Mr. Fox to the subject, as one “ which, from 
its high importance, demands the prompt consid- | 
eration of his Majesty’s Government.” After 
reciting the circumstances, Mr. Forsyth, strongly 
protesting against the proceeding, uses phrases | 
of this sort; 


Hi 


` “The object of the association from its inception was | 
objectionable.” («Still more unjustifiable was the acts of 
souereignty giving to this company corporate powers over 
property Known to be claimed by citizens of a friendly and ! 
neighboring State.” “The undersigned is directed by the 
President to inform Mr. Fox. that the prosecution of the 
enterprise above referred to Will be regarded by this Govern- | 
ment as a deliberate infringement of the rights.of the United | 
States to the territory in question, and as an unwarrantable :j 
assumption of jurisdiction’ tkerèin‘by the British Govern- 


And he called for the prompt adoption of such 
measures as should put an end'to the prosecution | 
of the measure. : MARA 
> On the 24th of August following, Mr. Fox, 


i ment, and asserted no right of jurisdiction, 


_ Ho. or Reps. 


having received the instructions of his Govern-. 
ment, replied to Mr. Forsyth’s letter thus: 


& I am now enabled to inform you that, in consideration 
of the arguments and observations contained in ycur note, 
her Majesty’s Government has been pleased to direct the 
colonial authorities of Lower Canada and New Brunswick, 
respectively, to cause all operations eonnected with the 


|| above mentioned project within the dimits of the disputed j 
| territory to be immediately discontinued.” 


Can anything be plainer than this? The ar- 
griments and observations” which induced the 
British Government immediately to discontinue the 
proposed movements were nothing more than a 
direct and emphatic denial of her right to exer- 
cise ‘*an act of sovereignty,’ or undertake ** an 
unwarrantable assumption of jurisdiction”? An 
assumption of jurisdiction is the phrase, plainly im- 
plying that no jurisdiction on her part had existed. 
It will be seen that the act of sovereignty then com- 

lained of was one of the lowest forms in which 
it could be manifest—the incorporation of a com- 


i| pany by legislative authority; no act done upon 


` Yet this was justly regarded as 


the territory. 
bien and not to be permitted, and Great 


 unjustifia 


| Britain promptly yielded to the force of the argu- 


But 
now we are threatened with the very highest and 
most rigorous exercise of sovereignty known to 
the public law—military power, stern, unmiti- 
gated authority, the sword and the bayonet. 
‘These are to come, bearing the ensigns of sover- 
cignty; and the royal banner is to be unfurled as 
incontestable proof of the supremacy of British 
anthority there. Shall we now submit to it? 
Shall we tamely, basely yield, and for what? Not 
on the ground of agreement, for our Government 
has now repudiated that entirely. On the ground 
of the original jurisdiction of Great Britain still 
remaining in her, because she has never set apart 
and marked off the territory granted to us by the 
treaty of 1783? Is this Congress prepared for 
one moment to tolerate a sentiment like that? 
Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania, for one 
instant, give countenance to it? What, sir, do 
we hold our independence, or any of our rights, 
the smallest of them, by grant, by concession 
from Great Britain, or from any other human 
power? May the gracious gift be retracted when- 


| ever it shall please the royal donors to resume it! 


No, sir; we hold our rights as a nation, all of 
them, the lowest as well as the highest, by the 
blessing of God upon our arms—by the valor and 
wisdom of our fathers—by conquest, by power: 
conquest which has been acknowledged and ad- 


į mitted; power which has been maintained and 


respected. 


The idea that the treaty of 1783 was in the na- | 


ture of a grant by Great Britain to us is not new, 
It was started at the treaty of Ghent, or subse- 
quently in the negotiations at London, upon some 

uestion connected with the fisheries. The dis- 
unguished member from Massachusetts, (Mr. Ap- 
ams,] who is so familiar with the whole subject 


| and argument, will correct me if I am wrong. It 
|| was then insisted that, as the treaty of 1783 was 


a grant of privileges to us, this grant was abro- 
gated by the war of 1812; and that the treaty of 
peace of Ghent would: not revive the privileges 
thus abrogated by the war; but that we could ob- 
tain them only by a new grant and a new conces- 
sion, qualified and limited at the pleasure of Great 
Britain. A principle so utterly subversive of our 


. - t 
national character and independence even, was | 


most successfully met and repelled by the honor- 


able member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] ! 
i and by the American Government. 


Tt was again 
met and refuted. by Mr. Clay, in 1827-28, then 
Secretary of State, upon this very question of ju- 


risdiction in the disputed territory. We are now | 


to meet the argument plainly and practically, face 
to face. Will you yield to.it because it is to be 
asserted by the edge of the sword ?, Will you be 
driven from the position you have so often taken? 
Will you admit the jurisdiction and sovereignty 
over all the disputed territory to be rightfully in 
Great Britain ? I hope I have succeeded, to some 
extent, in satisfying the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that, notwithstanding what appears in the 
correspondence between the two Governments, 
Great Britain will not be able to make out so 
plausible a pretense of an agreement as he has 
supposed, touching that part of the territory now 


1 
| more immediately in controversy. If he sul re~ 
‘lies upon my.remarks, made under other circum- 
stances last year, let me remind him that I was 
then met on this floor, and, in the judgment of 
some, refuted, on the very.point whether the cor- 
respondence in fact warranted any such pretense. 
The President assures us, in his message of the 
Q6th ultimo, that he has caused to be prepared an 
abstract of all the correspondence upon the sub- 
1; ject; and he says: 
s Instead of sustaining the assumption of the British fanc- 
|| tionaries, that correspondence disproves the existence of 
any such agreement.” 
Will the honorable member from Pennsylvania 

wait until this abstract is printed, and then judge 
| how far his present opinions are well founded ? 
But he wants us now to stand up here in main- 
|i taining the assumptions of the British function- 
; aries against the express declaration of our own 
‘Government. If the British Government have 
had plausible pretexts before, they have none 
l! now, they are explictly admonished; and if they 
|! persevere in attempting military occupation, they 
i| do it with their eyes open. Are we to encourage 
| them to do it? Are we to put ourselves in the 
i wrong in advance? Are we to say to her, go on 
|| if you will, expel Maine if you can, we shall not 
‘| interfere; there is much in the diplomacy to jus- 
i| tify your course, and, if we resist you, the world 
|| will be apt to think we are wrong? God forbit 
il that such sentiments, by implication even, shall 
| ever be attributed to this Congress. 
‘| As to the idea that the bill under discussion 
| commits us to acourse we are not already pledged 
i to pursue, I confess I was not a little surprised to 
‘| hear the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


|) men and money, to furnish that protection against 
|| invasion which the Constitution renders it im- 
|| perative on him to furnish. He is to judge of the 
f : . . 
i| emergency. He has judged; and the bill simply 

provides that when that emergency arrives, he 
|| shall have the means of performing his high con- 
stitutional duties. The President is pledged in 
|| the face of the country and of all mankind. The 
nation is already committed.’ If the bill be a war 
bill, war is already commenced. If it be offen- 
| give and hostile, ït is too late to recede. Our 
| ground is taken—plainly, distinctly, and openly, 
| I submit to the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
i| sylvania whether he wishes to hold forth to the 
British Government a divided sentiment in our 
|! Government on the great propositions involved 
in this controversy? While one.department has 
boldly and manfully taken its position in resist- 
ance of the extraordinary and fatal principles 
il which lie at the bottom of their assumptions, 
i| another branch—and that the popular branch— 
t is willing to concede away the very foundation 
on which our independence stands—to concede ` 
! that our rights, our national rights, rest upon 
grant, upon concession? Has he well considered 
to what results such admissions, however faintly 
made, will lead? We have strong proof in the 
i| @ebates of this day of the importance of every 
word uttered upon this floor bearing upon our 
foreign relations. Did the honorable gentleman 
[Mr. Binpiz] listen, did the House attend, to the 
document produced by my honorable friend from 
Maryland, (Mr. Kennepr‘] And did they ap- 
preciate the effect which every word we utter in 
this Hall is calculated to have upon the British 
Cabinet and British counsels? In the apprehen- 
sion that sufficient attention was not bestowed 
upon it, allow me, sir, at the hazard of repetition, 
to.advert to it again. . 

You will well recollect, Mr. Chairman, that in 

1835 a resolution was moved by yourself, (Mr. 
i| Linco, of Massachusetts,] calling. upon the 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


gtt 


257H.Cong....3D SESS. 


Maine Boundary Question—M; R Evans. 


~ Ho. or Revs. 


President to communicate, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, information respecting the 
negotiation concerning the northeastern bounda- 
ry. On that resolution adebate sprung up,in which 
you, sir, jargely participated, and in which I took 
a much humbler share, The document read by 
my honorable friend (Mr. Kennepy] informs us 
that these proceedings, little important as they 
were, were communicated with great minuteness 
to the British Government. A newspaper, con- 
taining the debate, was forwarded to the Duke of 
Wellington, and his attention was particularly 
called to the fact that, of the eight members of 
the House from Maine, three only voted in favor 
of the resolution, and five against it. Thank 
God, I was not one of the five. Sir Charles 
Vaughan reminds the Duke of this circumstance, 
and of the“ apathy” which then appeared to pre- 
vail in Maine on the subject, and of the willing- 
ness thus manifested by the State to submit the 
whole matter to the General Government. 

This was at the period when propositions of 
the most dangerous and exceptionable character, 
so far as our rights were concerned, were passing 
between the two Governments; propositions for 
an adjustment, founded upon a departure from the 
true north line of the treaty, wholly unknown to 
Maine at that time, and to the country. Sir 
Charles R. Vaughan, taking fresh courage from 
the apparent acquiescence of Maine, in the then 
state of the negotiation, and the readiness which 
five out of cight of its members here manifested 
to submit all to the General Government, pretty 
distinctly suggests to the Duke the propriety of 
extending his jurisdiction over the whole terri- 
tory. He called his attention to the small ma- 
jority by which the resolution was voted in the 
Mouse--(0 the fact that the President had declined 
to communicate the information sought for, and, 
throughout the whole letter, evidently endeavored 
to impress upon the mind of the Duke of Wel- 
lington that the question was one to which very 
tittle importance was now attached in this coun- 
try. With this evidence fresh before us of the 
eagerness with which our proceedings, our 
speeches, our votes ever, are watched by British 
eyes and British ears, I ask the honorable mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania to consider with how much 
more courage and zeal that nation will be likely 
to push her pretensions, when she finds a course 
of argument pursued here calculated to strengthen 
them on the principle she has asserted ? 

Mr. BIDDLE here interposed. Fe could 
hardly believe it possible he had been so much 
misunderstood. So far from admitting the British 
claim of right, he had expressly denied it. He 
had maintained the right to be in Maine; but the 
ground he had taken was this: that our Govern- 
‘ment, by its acts, had countenanced the belief on 
the part of the British authorities that we were 
disposed to admit their claim, and that, such 
having been the case, we ought not too hastily or 
too harshly to resent their so understanding us, 

Mr. EVANS resumed. He was very far from 
wishing to misunderstand the gentleman. Lam 
considering (said Mr, E.) the effect of his argu- 
ment, and of the course he desires to pursue, upon 
the counsels of Great Britain. The gentleman 
desires that this bill shall not pass. THe thinks it 
equivalent to a declaration of war. He is, there- 
fore, of opinion that the authority of the General 
Government should not be interposed to prevent 
Great Britain from taking military occupation of 
the disputed territory; iv other words, that she 
shall be allowed to take such possession, if she 
pleases; and upon the ground that our Govern- 
ment has given sufficient pretext to Great Britain 
to adhere to her pretensions, by acquiescence in 
them on our part. Now what | desireto submit 
to the honorable member’s consideration is this: 


whether such a course of proceeding would not j 


be an entire submission to her claim—to her claim 
by agreement—agreement founded on her original 
jurisdiction never surrendered; whether the use 
of such an argument is not calculated to stimulate 
her to persevere? 
able member has advocated here the justice of 
the British pretensions. 
strongly avows the ultimate right to be in Maine 
Batthat only renders it still the more dangerou 
to surrender even temporary possession and ju- 
risdiction to Great Britain. If the right to the 


I do notassert that the honor- |) 


I am well aware that he |! 


i territory be so incontestably ours, how unspeak- 
ably hazardous is it to concede for one moment 
that she has right to maintain sovereignty over 
it, until she chooses to set it apart as a grant to 
us? I desire to carry out thé consequences of 
even the feeblest admissions, coming from a 
source so-discerning and sagacious ag is the Kon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania; and I again 
ut it to the FLóuse to consider what course Great 
fitain will be likely to pursue, if, in this Con- 
gress, her extraordinary pretensions find the 
| smallest favor? 
| again repeat if the House reject this bill, it 
i will be a virtual surrender to those pretensions. 
i The Executive is committed—deeply committed; 
and if we do not sustain him, we abandon the 
high, impregnable ground on which our rights 
| stand. But suppose, in point of fact, there has 
been any such -agreement respecting jurisdiction 
as the British Minister asserts, How long is it 
to continue? Is it to be forever binding? Can 
neither party abrogate it? May we not, when- 
ever we please, inform the British Government 
that we rescind it—that we claim jurisdiction our- 
selves, and shall exert it? And if, after such no- 
tice, Great Britain attempt to reinstate herself by 
arms, may we notresist her, without being charged 
with a violation of her rights in so doing? How 
are ourrights ever to be maintained and respected, 
but by a plain enunciation of them to the world, 
' and a significant warning that they are not to be 
invaded with impunity? Is this bill anything 
more? We have repeatedly asserted our undoubt- 
ed right to the territory; we have warned Great 
Britain that she has no pretense of sovereignty 
or jurisdiction, either by agreement or by virtue 
of her ante-revolutionary possession and owner- 
ship, or in any other way, and we have more than 
once or twice or thrice assured her that any at- 
tempt to enforce it would be resisted. She is now 
about to enforce it. She leaves us no alternative. 
With what face, then, can it be said that this is 
| a hostile movement? Ht is no otherwise hostile 
than the other party chooses to make itso. It is 
purely defensive. It isto resistan incursion, and 
the setting up of authority which the British Gov- 
ernment has been for years admonished would be 
resisted whenever attempted. It looks to military 
preparation, indeed, but it looks also to peace. 
lt provides for raising troops and for the means 
of war, but italso proposes an embassy of con- 
ciliation and peace. If it grasps the sword with 
one hand, it extends the olive branch in the other. 
l heartily approve this latter provision of the bill. 
I rejoice that we thus manifest our strong solici- 
tude to preserve the relations of peace and amity, 
and our willingness to resort even to so unusual 
a mode of diplomatic intercourse, with a view to 
‘| that object. Ihave much hope from it. If some 
|| person shall be selected for this important mission 
‘| known to this country and known to Europe, 
! commanding the confidence of all parties and sec- 
| tions here in his ability and integrity, one able to 
| present our claims to the consideration of the 
! British Cabinet in that strong and unanswerable 
| manner which their inherent justice admits of, I 
| 
i 
i 
H 


| cannot doubt the result. Most happy shali I be 
if such a one is selected for this station, and if 
i his efforts for peace—peace without the sacrifice 
i of our rights or our honor—are crowned with 
ji success. 


| ment employed by the honorable member from 


may be so; and if so, I shall regret it. I desire 
to vindicate this bill and the State of Maine in 
every particular where I think defense necessary, 
or practicable. . 

Į now put to the honorable gentleman this ques- 


Will you make no demonstration in behalf of our 
rights? What can you then expect but that the 
most arrogant demands of Great Britain will be 
renewed and insisted on? Will you do nothing? 
Will you leave Maine to herself? Such is the 
course already predicted by one of the British 
ii presses in this country. The United States, they 
say, will abandon Maine to the consequence of 
her own folly. Weare now to sce how thatis. I 
have already told you that Maine is in arms, de- 
| termined to maintain her rights. She is solemnly 
| pledged on this subject; she cannot retreat; she 


If I have omitted to notice any fact or argu- | 


Pennsylvania, I am not aware of it. Possibly it 


tion: what will you do in the present exigency ? || 


! 
i 
| 
| 
H 
f 
| 
j 
l 
j 


i 


will most certainly maintain herself in the posi= 
tion she has taken. Will you stand by. and: seë 
her cut down? Willany man ‘say that js a result 
which this nation can witness without disgrace 
and dishonor? You may.look coldly on ‘if you 
will; but come or not. come to her defense, she 
will stand. | I say to her, ; l 
* Stand !. the ground’s your own, my bravess 
Will ye give it up like slaves? 7 
Or do ye look for greener graves ?* 


The question for you is, whether she shall be left 


\| alone battling for herrights?—whether you think. 


that is the way to preserve the peace of the coun- 
try? You may see her trod in the dust by mili- 
tary. power which she cannot resist, if you will. 
You may see her cut off from the Union, andin- 
corporated with the colonial possessions of a for~ 
eign Power; but you shall not see. her quailing 
before the enemy, nor abandoning the high groun 
she occupies, while she can lift.an arm to uphold 
her flag. You are bound, pledged, committed to 
her defense. You may recede, this House may 
recede if it will; and if it does, this nation recedes. 
from its.most solemn obligations. Do it if you 
will. Stand by, as all Europe did, calm, cold 
spectators, while Poland was crushed to the earth 
by an overwhelming military despotism, but take 
with you the judgment which the world and his- 
tory and impartial posterity will pronounce upon 
you, as it does upon all Europe, that you were. 
recreant to your duty and your honor. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL followed Mr. Evans on. 
the same day, in a speech, of which a report was 
published in the Globe of the 19th of April. 

After Mr. S. concluded this speech, . 

Mr. EVANS replied, at some length, vindi-. 
cating the proceedings of Maine, and advocatin 
the bill. He denied that Mr. Sarronstaut ha 
spoken the sentiments of Massachusetts, and pro- 
ceeded in an argument to show that the move- 
ments now made in Maine were undertaken. for 
the benefit of Massachusetts as well as Maine, 
and were only carrying out a course of measures 
commenced last year under the joint direction of 
the agents of both States, &c. 


Sarurpay, March 2, 1839. 


The same subject being resumed, 

Mr. SALTONSTALL rose for the purpose of 
explanation. From whathe had heard in reply, 
he must have been misunderstood—he knew the 
course of his remarks had been misstated. He 
was desirous that the views he had taken on a 
question so important to his own State and to the 
country should be distinctly understood. 

The committee have been cautioned (said Mr. 
S.) not to suppose that I have correctly repre- 
sented the opinions of Massachusetts. I did not 
undertake to give the opinions of Massachusetts, 
but my own views, on my own responsibility. 
My ailusion to my situation as a Representative 
of that State, so deeply interested in this ques- 


: tion, wasa mere introductory remark, and offered 


as a reason for my taking part in a discussion in 


| which so many were desirous to engage. 


Comments which I was surprised to hear have 
been made on my remarks upon the proceed- 


‘ings of the Chief Magistrate and government of 


Maine. On that subject the course of my re- 
marks was this: I glanced at the history of this 
controversy from the beginning, and upon the 
main question—our rights under the treaty of 
1783—1 expressed an opinion as clear and decided 
as has been or can be given, that the right to the 
territory in dispute was in the United States. I 
referred to the proceedings under that treaty, to 
the treaty of Ghent, to the subsequent proceed- 
ings, and particularly to the resolutions adopted 
by Congress at its last session; and l endeavored 
to call the attention of the committee to the pre- 
cise state of the claim at the time of the recent 


i movement in Maine. 


As to the claim of the Governor of New Bruns- 
wick to exclusive possession and jurisdiction, my 
general view was similar to that so ably presented 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brv- 
DLE.] {did not contend that there had, in fact, 
been an agreement or understanding between the ` 
Governments of the two nations, as has been 
assumed by Sir John Harvey, but I referred to 
various documents to show that the claim had 
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——— 
been asserted for several years—that an officer, 
with the title of ** warden of the disputed terri- 
tory” had claimed jurisdiction over. the whole 
territory in dispute pursuant to an understanding 
between the two nations —that this had been 
communicated to our Government at times when 
jt either had not been denied and repelled, or had 
been neglected in a manner which had a tendency 
to lead the Government of Great Britain to sup- 
pose there was such an understanding. It was 

nown to the governments of Massachusetts and 
Maine that the government of New Brunswick 
did claim exclusive jurisdiction. 1 then referred 
to the recent proceedings in Maine. She had 
sent an armed body of men to enter upon part of 
this territory, and they were still in possession, 
with a military force to sustain them.’ This 
measure I considered to be indiscreet, unfortu- 
nate; that it had a tendency to produce the con- 


sequences which have followed; it might embar- | 


rass the great question upon which negotiation 
was going on between the two Governments; and 
there was danger that it might precipitate us into 
war. ‘I did not speak disrespectfully of the char- 
acter of the Governor of Maine, or call in ques- 
tion the purity of his motives, or present him in 
contrast, in any respect whatever, favorable or 
unfavorable, with the Lieutenant Governor of 
New Brunswick. 

The part I have taken in this debate—this course 
of remarks, it is said, will strengthen the claims 
of a foreign Government against the rights of our 
own. Ina question of this momentous import- 
ance, are we not to inquire into the truth—-to 
state facts, and’to reason upon them, from an 
apprehension that what is here said may find its 
way across the water, and have an injurious in- 
fluence abroad? Is free discussion to be restrained 
by such considerations? Is it not our duty to 
examine this great question fully? To discuss 
it freely? The more important a question is, 
the more emphatically this is our duty. If we 
cannot debate here with perfect freedom, if facts 
cannot be honestly stated and commented upon, 
let us close our doors. 

But the immediate question is: what is now to 
be done? Shall Maine be left alone? Must she 
contend single-handed? No. I said she must 
be protected. There has, in fact, been po such 


agreement for exclusive possession as that setup; | 
And I expressed my | 


itis a misapprehension, 
belief that when the attention of the British Gov- 
ernment should be called to the subject, it would 
so be found. I did not think, therefore, that war 
would grow out of this controversy. My oppo- 
sition to the bill was chiefly on account of the 
second section, which authorizes the President to 
raise an additional army. J was ready to go for 
the rest of the bill, although I was inclined to 
believe that the provisions of the act of 1795 
were sufficient. 

So much I have thought it my duty tosay here 
now, that I might not be misrepresented here or 
elsewhere. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. F. 0. J. SMITH, 
OF MAINE, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1839, 


On the bill giving the President additional power for the 
defense of the United States, &c. 


Mr. SMITH eaid: 

Mr. Cuamman: I participate of the anxiety 
which I know to be common with the members 
of the committee, and especially with the Repre- 
sentatives of Maine upon this floor, that this 


bill shall pass, and pass at the earliest moment 
practicable. i 


For one, sir, I feel but little concern as to the 
pas shape which the bill shall assume in 
ecoming adaw, if so it be that sufficient of the 
sinews of war—of money and of arms—shall be 
pat by it at the command of me Executive of the 
country, to maintain the rights a 
honor M the citizens of Maine. wi protegtrilie 
If it shall be the pleasure of the committee and 
House to put at the command of the Executive 
only the militia of the country until Congress 


shall again convene, superadded to the regular 
Army now provided by law, I am contented. If 
it shall be the preference of the committee and 
House to give him a larger number of select 
troops than now constitute the regular force of 
the United States, instead of the militia alone, 
so much the better. But I repeat, my great anx- 
iety is that enough of the one or the other of 
these forces shall be granted to maintain the 
rights of the State of Maine, and that enough of 
the revenues of the Government shall be at the 
control of the Executive to sustain those forces 
under all emergencies that may occur. Beyond 
this, looking to the mere details of the bill, I feel 
indifferent as to what may be the preference of 
the House. 

Sir, I have listened to the debates of the com- 
mittee upon this great subject with intense inter- 
est, and determined to do go in silence on my part, 
until persuaded that one view, and I believe the 
true view, of the position in which Maine is now 
placed, has been, in a measure, overlooked. I 
wish to call the attention of the committee toa 
few simple and well substantiated facts, which 
will illustrate to all, not only the rights of that 
State, but the actual position in which she now 


stands before the country and the world, in the de- | 
fense of her rights. 1 am rejoiced at the unanim- | 
ity with which several leading and fundamental | 


points in her case have been understood and con- 
ceded throughout the debates upon this floor. It 
is agreed, sir, upon all sides, that Maine is clearly 
right in her claim of absolute title and property to the 
whole territory in dispute. Your own records—the 
records of this as well as of the other branch of 
Congress—place this fact high above disputation 
onthe part of the Federal Government. And your 
records not only prove the claim of Maine to be 
rightin the abstract, but they prove also the unal- 
terable conviction of this Government thatit is not 
involved in mystery—that it is legible upon the face 


of the country in dispute. Allow me to read to the |) 


committee one of the resolutions passed by this 
same Congress, at the last session, within this 


Hall, and passed unanimously, as your Journal | 


shows: 


“ Resolved, That, after careful examination and deliber- 
ate consideration of the whole controversy between the 
United States and Great Britain, relative to the northeas 
ern boundary of the former, the House of Representatives 
do not entertain a doubt of the entire practicability of Tun- 


ning and marking that boundary in stviet contormity with | 


the stipulations of the definitive treaty of peace af 173 
entertain a perfect convicuon ol the justice and validity of 
the title of the United States to the full extent of altthecoun- 
try in dispute between the two parties.”’ 


It is further agreed and conceded on all sides, 


and it is a fact alike beyond dispute upon your | 
own Journal, with that to which | have just ad- | 


verted, that Maine has been delayed in her claim, 


thug admitted to be right and just and on all | 
: + ; | 
sides, for years and years, by the Federal Gov- 


ernment. The second resolution of this branch 


of Congress, passed upon the subject at the late | 


session, and passed, too, unanimously, thus estab 


lishes this great cause of complaint on the part of i 


Maine: 


“Resolved, That, considering that more than balf a cen- 
tury has elapsed since the conctusion of that treaty, (or 
17833) considering the extraordinary delay which has hith- 


erto marked the negotiations and. proceedings of the two : 


countrics in their endeavor amicably to settle the controversy 
and considering the danger of mutual irritations and co 
lisions upon the border of kindred and friendly nations tro 


further procrastination, this House cannot forbear to express | 


an earnest desire that the pending negotiation should b 
brought to a close, and the final decision of the dispute b 
made as early as practicable.?* 


Sir, I do not desire to go behind these proofs, : 
to ask where, or upon whom, falls most largely i 


the blame of thus delaying Maine in the realiza 
tion and enjoymentof her acknowledged rights fo 


ears and years, Iam content to have it brought | 
bome to the sense of this committee and of the |; 
country, at this juncture, that Maine plants her- |i 
| beyond the limits within which it bas hitherto usually been 
; exercised by the authorities of cither party.” 


self, at the onset, in demanding the strong arm 


of this great Republic for her support, upon two | 


indisputable facts: 


Ist. That her claim is a righteous one, and of : 


no difficult ascertainment. 


years and years by the Federal Government, as 
well as by Great Britain, in the adjustment and 
enjoyment of it. 

i proceed now, sir, to call the attention of the 


| dispute, 


i or breadth, or depth. 


committee and of the country to the position 
which Maine has taken in reference to her terri- 
tory, and with arms in hand is determined to 
maintain, and the authority which she has from 
this Government for that position. Her true re- 
lations to this Government, as now put forth in 
her present position, appear to have been, to some 
considerable extent, overlooked in this debate; 
and I wish it to be understood distinctly, for one, 
that I vote for the bill before you in reference to 
the position which Maine occupies, in fact, at 
this moment, and which she has the undoubted 
authority of this Government for occupying; and 
that I do not vote for it with a view of securing 
to the State the support of the Federal Govern- 
ment in reference to any new position which has 
been marked out for her by others. Ina word, 
sir, if the bill is to be executed when passed into 
a law, only to sustain Maine in her rights to the 
extent of the recent protocol, or arrangement, 
made for her by the Executive of the General 
Government, through the Secretary of State, with 
the British Minister, then, sir, I do not hesitate 
to say that I am opposed to it, and would never 
give my vote for it. I would resist it as a viola- 
tion of the rights of Maine, clearly expressed 
and defined upon the records of this Government; 
1 would treat it as an abandonment of Maine to 
shame and dishonor, in the hour of her peril and 


| conflict with a foreign Power. 


lf the bill is to be thus construed, it forces 
Maine from the righteous stand she has taken, 
or leaves her to matntain herself by her own arms 
alone. I claim to have that State protected and 
defended, through this bill, to the full extent of 
her present position and undertaking, and on the 
ground that in nothing has she acted beyond the 
express warrant of the only understanding which 


| had been entered into between the United States 


and the British Government on the subject of the 
disputed territory, and to govern the parties im- 
mediately interested, during the pending of the 

Of that only andersiandine I hold tho 
recent arrangement of the President, through 
the Secretary of State, with the present British 
Minister, to be a palpable violation, and an act 
of injustice to Maine. And I here repeat, that 
if this biil be avowed as having for its purpose 
only the support of Maine to the extent of this 
recent arrangement, { would never consent to 
vote for the bill, much as I desire to see Maine 
protected by the broad shield of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, ask the committee to reflect fora 
moment what the understanding between the two 
Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain has heretofore been, and what position 
Maine has a right to take, and has taken, as Í 
understand both her Governor and her Legisla- 
ture, in the documents they have sent here. The 
whole is comprised in the compass of a very few 
lines, which I will here read. 

In 1832, July 21, in consequence of some bor- 
der disturbances, Edward Livingston, then Sec- 
retary of State of the United States, wrote, on 
the subject of this disputed boundary, as follows, 


| in behalf of this Government, to Mr. Bankhead, 


the then acting Minister of the British Govern- 
ment in this city: 

“ Until this matter shall be brought to a final conclusion, 
tha necessity of retraining, on both sides, froin apy exercise 
of jurisdiction beyond the boundaries now actually pos- 
essed, must be apparent, and will, no doubt, be acquics eat 
in on the part of bis Britannic Majesty’s provinces, as it 
will be by the United States’? 

After due deliberation by the British Govern- 
ment, Sir Charles Vaughan, the British Envoy to 
our Government, under date of April 14, 1833, 
thus acceded to the proposition of our own Gov- 
ernment, which I have just read: 

“Her Majesty’s Government entirely concurs with that 
of the United States in the principle of continuing to ab- 
stain, during the progress of the negotiation, from extend- 
ing the exercise of jurisdiction within the disputed territory 


Sir, here is presented the plain understanding 
and the only understanding that Maine has ever 


i been apprised of as existing between the Federal 
2d. That she has been unjustly delayed for i| 


Government and Great Britain on the subject. 
And although Maine was not consulted in the 


| making of this understanding, no man can say 


that she has violated it in one tittle of its length, 
Although her rights ex- 
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tend far beyond it, she claims.notin her recent 
measures to be sustained by-this Government 

beyond the terms of it. Buatshe does claim to be 

protected ‘in acting up to the terms of it. She 

has acted. up to the terms.of it—her present posi- 

tion marches up only to the terms of it; and | 
while net seeking to go beyond, she will not, she |; 
cannot, without infamy upon her name, fall back 
from her position thus taken, or retract one step 
in support of it which she has thus made. It is 
unjust to ask her to do so; it would be dishonor- 
able to her, after what has transpired, to submit 
to any such request, from whatever quarter em- 
anating. : 

And yet, sir, what is the proposition of the 
Executive? What is the arrangement attempted 
to be made for her in the protocol of the national 
Executive with the present British Minister? 
Read it. I ask the committee to pause upon it. I 
confess I can regard it only as a palpable depar- 
ture from the terms heretofore agreed on between 
the two Governments, as I have already shown 
them to have been, and a.surrender of the rights 
of Maine to the new.and unwarrantable encroach- 
ments ef the British Government. It provides as, 
followss . = : i 

« Her Majesty’s officer will not seek to expel, by military 
force, the armed party which has. been seut by Maine into 
the district bordering on the Aroostook river; but the gov- 
ernment of Maine will voluntarily, without needless delay, 
withdraw beyond the bounds of the disputed territory any 
anned force now within thems and, if future necessity 
should arise for dispersing notorious trespassers, or protect- 
ing public property from depredation by an armed force” — 

What shall be done, sir? Shall Maine, in that 
case, as she has done now, wield her jurisdiction 
untrammeled, and according to her own sense of 
right or expediency, over the Aroostook coun- 
try? No, sir; fur from it. The President’s new 
arrangement for Maine is that, under a recurrence 
of depredations like those which Maine has un- 
dertaken to stop and punish, 

“The operation shall be conducted by concert, jointly 
or separately, according to agreements between the gov- 
trnments of Maine and New Brunswick.” . 

` Yes, sir; whether the operation be conducted 
jointly or separately, it must be—it shall be only 
—conducted as the result of concert between the 
two governments of Maine and New Brunswick, 
and according to terms which the latter will first 
assent to! And this divided jurisdiction is all that 
in future is left to Maine over the Aroostook 
country, which, according to the understanding 
heretofore entered into,and now to be abrogated, 
was, until now, yielded to her exclusive jurisdic- 
tron. y 

The Aroostook country, now the immediate 
theater of British aggression, is a portion of the 
disputed territory that has atall times herctofore 
been within the exclusive jurisdiction of Massa- 
chusetts and Maine. In claiming exclusive juris- 
diction over it now,as Maine does, and as 1 trust 
she will persist in doing at all hazards, she is not || 
“ extending the exercise of jurisdiction within the 
disputed territory beyond the limits within which 
it has hitherto usually been exercised by” her 
authorities; but the British Province is doing this 
in direct violation of the existing agreement be- 
tween the twe Governments of the United States 
and Great Britain. 

Under such circumstances, is it just towards 
Maine to force her to fall back from her position, 
founded in right and in express stipulation, too, 
and to receive into her acknowledged possessions 
and territory a concurrent jurisdiction on the part 
of the British Provinces? Sir, let who will go for 
it, | go against it. 

Mr. Chairman, Maine is either right or she is 
wrong in her position. If she is right, she prop- 
erly-asks and expects to be sustained by her sister 
States and the Government. If she is wrong, then 
say so to her, and leave her to her fate. She 


i 
claims-to have exclusive jurisdiction of so much |} 
i 


of the disputed territory as is known by the name | 
of the Aroostook country—the same that is now 
threatened with invasion—not only by treaty 
stipulation, but by long-continued possession, and i 
by your late agreement of 1832 and 1833, also, į 
with the British Government; and if she be right | 
in this, will you compel her to retreat ignomin- 
iously before the the threats of Sir John Harvey, ; 
or to fall back and receive into that territory a 


| Province? 


! would change not only herrights, but her uniform 


| of the disputed territory. 


| so the House and country should understand it, 


| dishonor, and will be unworthy of your support. 


| Fairfield, dated February 13, 183Q, the former 


| regret, that without the courtesy of any previous intimation 


| over, an agreement between the United States 


| field in the following manner, 


If it be‘clear that she asks now no 
more than she has always possessed exclusively, 
will you force her to submit to a partnership. pos- 
session of it with Great-Britain? And if she will 
not submit to this humiliation, will-you refuse all 
support to her? sais 

Sir, such a policy adopted. towards Maine 


relations towards both this Government and the 
British Government. And-will you thus treat 
her citizens, when they have, in confident reliance 
upon your authority, with a chivalrous spirit and 
patriotism which I trust will ever. characterize 
them, left their homes, their families, bidding de- 
fiance to the frosts and the snows of their climate, 
and taken the field in defense of their wonted and 
heretofore acknowledged possession? Will you 
abandon them, when they have sworn in the face 
of the world, upon the altars of the God who 
made them, not to retreat, not to retract one inch 
of their rightful possession? Will this Congress, 
with their own records before them, thus consent 
virtually to take sides with, or countenance the 
pretensions of the enemies. of Maine, and the en- 
emies of our common country? 

Too much of the argumentalready made upon 
this floor has aimed at only a resistance of the 
British Government to exclusive jurisdiction over 
the Aroostook country. I know it is exclusive 
jurisdiction that Sir John Harvey is putting forth. 
But, sir, this course of argument winks out of 
sight the true claimand position of Maine, which 
forbids even the admission of concurrent jurisdic- 
tion with the British Province over this portion 
It is an exclusive and 
not a divided jurisdiction that Maine claims, and 


If she backs out from this claim, or submits to 
receive the concurrentjurisdiction of Great Britain 
within that portion of the disputed territory 
known as the Aroostook country, she yields to 


Sir, I do not, I will not believe thatshe will do 
this, or that she is capable of it; for by every docu- 
ment that has emanated from her Governors and 
Legislature. for the last ten years, and most of all 
by her present Governor and present Legislature, 
she stands pledged to herself, to her country, and 
to the world, to risk all that she has, to sacrifice 
all that she is; or hopes to.be hereafter, rather 
than do this deed of dishonor. 

Iam not mistaken in thus presenting to the 
committee the claim and position to which Maine 
finds herself thus strongly pledged. And to 
prove this incontestably, I will refer to the recent 
exponents of Sir John Harvey on the one side, 
and of the present Executive of Maine on the |! 
other, of their respective positions. 

In a letter of Sir John Harvey to Governor 


says: 
“Sin: I have just heard, with the utmost surprise and | 


whatever to this Government, an armed force from the 
State of Maine has entered the territory, the claim to which 
is in dispute betwixt Great Britain and the United States, | 
and which it has been agreed betwixt the two General Gov- || 
ernments shall remain in the exclusive possession and juris~ 
diction of England until that claim be determin ed. 

« It has been my duty, on more than one occasion, to ap- 
prise the Executive Government of Maine that my instruc- 
tions do not permit me to suffer any interference with that 
possession and jurisdiction until the question of right shall 
have been finally decided in discussion betwixt the two Gen- 
eral Governments,” 


Such is the position of the British Governor. It | 
i 
| 


goes for an exclusive jurisdiction over the Aroos- 
took country, which * will not suffer any inter- 
ference with that possession.’’ It claims, more- |; 


and Great Britain, by which the whole disputed i 
territory is yielded to this same exclusive juris- i 
| diction of the British Province. i 
This pretension was met by Governor Fair- 
under date of Feb- j 


ruary 19: 


t Now, sir, I cannot hesitate to say that, in my opinion, | 
your Excellency is laboring under an enure misapprehen- 
sion in regarg to the facts. No such agreement, Tam per- | 
suaded, has ever been made between the two Governments. | 
Lhave looked in vain for it among the numerous docu- li 
: ments which have grown out of this question, and have | 
never heard of any recognition of it, verbal or otberwise, |; 


| puted terr 


jitto be expected, or can 


| on the part of the officers of the General Government. If, | | 
| however, such an agreement exists, your Excellency can |; 


concurrent jurisdiction on the part of the British | 


undoubtedly point it out. 4t all events, such an agreement || 


can never be recognized by this State. A decent self-respect 
ey ever forbid it, if there were no otter considerations in 

e way. d A mae, tp 

“ Your Excellency entreats me immediately to recall the 
forces now upon the territory ; and then adds, ‘ It is ‘proper 
that I should acquaint your Excellency that I have directed 
a strong force of her Majesty’s troops to be in readiness to 
support her Majesty’s authority, and to protect her Majes- 
ty’s subjects in the disputed territory,.in the event of thi: 
request not being immediately complied with.’ 

“ In reply, I have to say that the territory bordering upon 
the Aroostook river has always beér, as I regard ‘the facts, 
in the possession tind under the jurisdiction of Massachu- 
setts and Maine; that more than thirty years ago, Massa- 
chusetts surveyed. and granted large tracts of it, which have . 
ever since, in some way, been: possessed by the grantees, 
and those claiming under them ; that the rest of it was sur- 
veyed by, and some of it divided between Massachusetts 
and Maine, soon after the latter became am independent 
State; that both States have long been in the habit of 
granting permits to cut timber there without being molested 
from any quarter; that many persons have purchased these 
lands of Maine, and entered into their actual occupation ; 
and that in various other ways Maine hus exercised a jurie- 
diction, which may fairly be regarded as exclusive,.over this 
territory. Under these circumstances information was re- 
ceived that a body of armed men ‘had gone into this terri- 


| tory, and were cutting vast quantities of the timber, defy- 


ing the power of this State to prevent them. “On these facts, 
being communicated to the Legislature, the two branchea 
immediately directed the land agent to take with him a suffi- 
cient force to arrest these depredators, and to break up their 
enterprise. Thè- party of the land agent is now in theter- 
ritory, engaged in executing the trust with which it was 
charged, and, with my consent, will never leave it while 
the protection of the property of the State from plunderers 
renders it necessary for them to remain. [If your Excel- 
lency chooses to send an armed force to attempt their ex- 
puision, I can only say that this State will endeavor to meet 
such an attemptas it will deserve. J have no threats to 

make, no boastings to indulge. If Maine docs.her duty, ag 

I trust in God she will, nothing that I could say in advance 

would add to the glory of her carcer. . If she proves recre- 

aut to ber duty, aud tamely submits to be expelled from 

her territory by a force that the could successfully resist, 

nothing that I could say would tend to diminish the meas- 

ure of her ignominy and disgrace.” 

In a communication of the Governor of Maine 
to the Legislature of that State, referring to the 
seizure of the land agent of Maine and his assist- 
ants, upon the Aroostook territory, by provincial 
authority, it is again said: a 

“ No palliating circumstance for this outrage can be found 
in even a pretense that the place where it was committed is 
within the concurrent jurisdiction of the two Governments, 
much less that the British Government have had exclusive 
jurisdiction. Lands even higher up, and beyond this, were 
surveyed and granted by the State of Massachusetts more 
than thirty years ago; and Massachusetts and Maine have 
long been in the habit of granting permits to cut timber 
upon the Aroostook lands, without being, to my knowledge, 
molested from any quarter, to say nothing of the sale and 
actual occupation of the land itself.” ; 

In the same Governor’s letter to the President 
of the United States, on this subject, under date 
of February 16, 1839, it is said: 

“ These gentlemen have been seized upon territory which 
is regarded by Maine as having always been within her ex- 
elusive possession and jurisdiction, as will appear by a few 
of the facts alluded to in my message.” * * * 7 

“ [will only add, that in this State there is but one feeling 
upon this subject, and that is of deep indignation at the 
outrages that have been perpetrated, and a fixed and un- 
yielding determination not to submit to the degrading terms 
proposed by the Licutenant Governor of New Brunswich— 
that of withdrawing from the Aroostook territory, and aban- 
doning our soil to foreigners, and our property to a band of 
armed plunderers.’? 

Sir, with the evidence before the committee of 
the plain understanding between the United States 
and Great Britain, that Maine should retain her 
exclusive jurisdiction over so much of the dis- 
itory as had been within her posses- 
sion, and that Great Britain should retain her 
exclusive jurisdiction over such portion of the 
disputed territory as her Province had been ac- 
customed to exercise exclusive jurisdiction over, 
and that neither party should extend its jurisdic- 
tion beyond such limits; with this evidence be- 
fore the committee of the exclusive jurisdiction 
which Maine has for years, and Massachusetts 
for years anterior, exercised over the Aroostook; 
with the recorded evidence, also, of this as well 
as of the other branch of Congress before us, 
that the title of Maine to the whole fee of the soil 
is absolute, and founded in the most unquestion- 


: able justice; with the evidence, yet further, of 
‘the determination of Maine not to yield one jot 
| or tittle of her claim to either the fee or the juris- 


diction of this portion of the disputed territory, 
until the dispute shall be settled, if ever—how 18 
it be called just, thet 
Maine shouid back out from this soil, under aby 
pretense of compromise, or by any application 
of force, and consent to receive jntg it the equal 
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and:concurrent jurisdiction of the British Prov- 
ince? I say, sir, that if she be true to herself; | 
if she be true to-her own fame; if she regard the 
oathshe has. taken in the face of the worldin 
appealing to arms against such. a retreat or sub- 
mission, she will not do it.. No! I do most sòl- 
emnly believe that any arrangement for this, con- 
summated by the President of the United States, 
or any other Power, will be a virtual abandon- 
ment of the rights and honor of Maine. If 
Maine submits to it, what may not the country 
expect her submission to? Her sister Republics 
will pronounce her capable of being driven into 
any terms which the Federal Executive may de- 
mand her-assentto. This bill, I trust, aims at 
no such humiliation for her. If the exclusive 
jurisdiction of Maire to the Aroastook country 
be in any way disturbed or invaded by the pro- 
vincial government or by Great Britain, then will 
the contingency contemplated by this bill have 
occurred.) Upon, any other construction of the 
bill, or of the duty which the Federal Executive 
will owe to’ Maine: under it, I would sooner sce 
the bill defeated than passed. 

Sir, allusions have been made on this floor to the 
conduct of the local authorities of Maine, and in 
a quarter where it should have been said last, if 
atall, however just the sentiment may be regarded 
by this committee or the country. ‘The late pro- 
ceedings of the Governor and Legislature of 
Maine have been pronounced rash, unfortunate, 
and precipitate; that Maine has been- plunged 
needlessly into difficulty, and the peace of the 
nation put in jeopardy. 

Sir, if I would make an issue upon such impu- 
tations, at this period, or if it was the duty of 
Maine to fall down at the footstool of the Federal 
Government to apologise for any procecding of 
rashness or precipitancy on her part, she might 
well turn and prove herself the accuser of the 
Federal Government, and, from its records, prove 
upon it negligence in the extreme towards the 
rights and honor of Maine. If Maine has been’ 
rash, this Government has been still more culpa- 
bly negligent. Lf fault there be anywhere, the 
first fault attaches not to the authorities of Maine. 
If blame is to be traced to its source and origin, 
it will not be found resting with, or proceeding 
from, Maine. I make no accusation other than to 
say,as I have said before, that Maine has been for 
years neglected in her boundary, and her troubles 
and her dangers have been forced upon her against 
her earnest endeavors to avert them; but, being 
thus forced upon her, she is endeavoring to mect 
them as becomes a free and independent Repub- 
lie. 

It has been said, sir, that our country is not 
prepared for war; that our shipping will be driven 
from the ocean; our cities and towns will be 
sacked and destroyed by the enemy; that: our 
harbors and sea-coasts are unfortified; that our 
frontier is defenseless; that our western. lakes are 
withouta single armed ship to maintain the honor 
of the country for a single day there. All this 
may be a good argument addressed to our appre- 
hensions; butit is not one that looks to the rights 
orto the honor of the nation. Grant that we 
have none of the bulwarks adverted to; grant 
that we are less prepared for war, in these re- 
spects, than we could wish to be: is it not true, 
nevertheless, that we are as well prepared as we 
ever have been—as well prepared as we can ever 
hope to be, until war shall be upon us? Sir, our 
preparation for war is not, it never has been, in 
armed ships, in fortified towns, or in a standing 
army. Such preparation is not consistent with 
the characteristic economy of our institutions. 
The preparation for war upon which the United 
States have relied heretofore in all times, and 
upon which they will rely at all times hereafter, 
more than upon all things beside, consists in the 
righteousness of their cause, and in the settled 
determination of the people to sustain and defend 
itat all hazards, 

Sir, this preparation is now felt throughout this 
country upon the present emergency. And, if 
our Republic should exist a thousand years, and 
should continue throughout that period to add to 
her physical strength, to enlarge her prosperity, 
to develop her resources, and to add to the num- 
ber and chivalry of her population, in thé-same 
progression as has characterized her marsh; in | 


these particulars, since the 4th of July, 1776, she | 
will still be, comparatively, as.destitute of armed 
ships, of fortified towns, and of a standing army, 
as she is at the present moment. Maine, sir, is 
unprepared for war. With heer three hundred 
miles of sea-coast, she has not a fortification upon 
it-which might not be successfully stormed, as 
now circumstanced, by en ordinary gun-boat. 
With-her three or four hundred miles of interior 
frontier, she has not sò much as a log cabin for- 
tified, besides the one erected within a few days 
by the determined spirit of her owncitizens. And 
yet, sir, she has the preparation of a righteous 
cause, and the determination of a brave people 
engaged in her support, and these make her strong 
in her preparation for war; and with this prepara- 
tion she has taken the field in defense of her 
rights and her territory. From that field she will 
not be driven. 
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SPEECH OF HON. R. H. MENEFEE, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 1, 1839, 
On the bill giving the President additional power for the į 
defense of the United States, &c. 

Mr. MENEFEE said that the debates on this 
question had been characterized by such ability 
and fullness of detail as to spare him the neces- 
sity of going at length into the particulars of the 
controversy between the two nations, or cven into | 
the main points on which the title of the United 
States to the territory in dispute is founded. He 

roposed but to state the conclusions to which he 
hed come respecting this controversy—conclu- 
sions drawn from an anxious and solemn consid- 
eration of all the information attainable through 
the protracted correspondence between the two 
nations, their debates in Parliament and Con- 
gress, or other sources within his reach, and to 
express his opinion upon the measures which the 
existing emergency demanded.. 

That the whole territory in dispute belonged 
rightfully to the United States, under the treaty 
of 1783, he did not for one instant hesitate with 
the utmost confidence to pronounce. Itisdemon- 
strable; it has been already demonstrated. Nor, 
sir, (said he,)do I hesitate, with equal confidence, 
to pronounce that the claim to that territory on 
the part of Great Britain is altogether unfounded, 
and attempted to be supported by arguments too 
untenable and frivolous, in my opinion, to com- 
port with either the dignity or candor of a great 
nation. The right, therefore, being most mani- 
festly with the United States, the party who con- 
tests it on the palpably insufficient grounds as- 
sumed by Gregt Britain must be held answerable 
before the world for whatever evils so unfounded 
a pretension may tend to produce. All nations are 
tenacious of territory; and territorial disputes are, |) 
from their nature, more likely than almost any |: 
other to engender mutual irritation and exasper- 
ation, in which both parties are liable to err. But 
the fault, and consequent responsibility for it, all 
lie with the party which, by the assertion of an 
unjust claim, thus exposes both to such- conse- 
quences. -It is in this view only that I now con- 
sider the question of right to the disputed territory, 
and not as furnishing a reason for the measurcs 
proposed now to be taken by the United States; 
for these measures flow from other reasons than 
those of conviction of this right, and ofa fixed 
resolution to maintain it. They ‘flow from an 
emergency which has lately arisen—new ‘and pe- 
culiar. 

Great Britain, sir, claims exclusive jurisdiction 
over the disputed territory until the dispute shall 
have been settled. Such a claim, urged merely 
in negotiation, would, I think, be unreasonable 
enough. Assuming that the right is doubtful, 
(which it is not,) it is manifest that the claim, 
merely as such, of one nation is entitled to no jj 
higher respect than of another, It cannot be pre- 
sumed, in advance of negotiation and adjustment, 
that the claim of either is superior. Independent 
Powers must, in this respect, be regarded as 
equals. To concede that the undivided preten- 
sions of either shall be invested with a validity || 
ahd force denied to-the other, is to concede away, 


| ing as represented b 


| does, or ever did, exist. 


‘Hoor Reps. 


in some sense, am essential attribute of sover- 


j eignty. Yet Great Britain, by her claim to`ex- 


clusive jurisdiction over the subject of dispute 
until it-shall have been adjusted, arrogates to her- 
self, undoubtedly, this inadmissible superiority 
over the United States. . Nor is the reasoning by 
which this claim is attempted to be maintained: 
ess objectionable than the claim itself; a reason- 
ing founded on the assumption of the principle so 
humiliating to the United States, that their inde- 
pendence, nationality, territory ,were derived from 
Great Britain by grant imparted by the treaty of 
peace of 1788; and that, therefore, Great: Britain 
is to be presumed to remain in possession until- 
there has been a-transfer in fact.’ Sir, the treaty 
of 1783 granted nothing—neither independence, 
nationality, nor territory; that treaty but acknowl- 
edged them. For the foundation of all their in- 


| estimable rights, the United States point not to 


the treaty of peace, but to the glorious war of 
independence which preceded it—to occupation; 
and to the deeds of the noblest ancestry that ever 
bled in the cause of freedom—to conquest.. Sir, 
I repeat, Great Britain granted nothing; she but 
acknowledged and recognized what the United 


| States had themselves accomplished—without her 
: and against her. 


This claim, therefore, to exclusive jurisdiction, 


‘until the termination of the controversy, if urged 


by Great Britain, on the general reasoning hith-- 
erto advanced in its support, in the most unex- 


| ceptionable form of negotiation, it would be the 


duty of this Government, under every obligation 
of interest and honor, to repel. But, sir, Great 
Britain of late reposes her claim to exclusive juris- 
diction upon another foundation, which, if-exist- 
her, exhibits it in an im- 

osing if not irresistible light; which is, that the 
United States, in the progress of the negotiation, 
had conceded, by explicit agreement, the right now 
contended for. ‘Thisalleged agreementisasserted, 
in positive terms, both by the provincial author- 
ities of New Brunswick and the British Minister 
here. Sir, I (in common, I believe, with the 
whole country) was surprised, absolutely as- 
tounded, by this annunciation, so confidently 
made, and from sources so respectable, of the ex- 
istence of such anagreement. If this Government 
had so agreed, the nation was of course bound, 
in faith and honor, to respect the agreement, no 
matter how injurious to our interesis or humili- 
ating to our character. Sir, I cannot express the 
intensity of the solicitude.{ felt to hear the re- 
sponse which our Government should make to 
this alleged agreement. Could it be possible that 


| any Administration had been so unmind ful of in- 


terest, and regardless of honor, as to have made 
such a concession? This suspense was of short 
duration. ‘I now rejoice, sir, profoundly, and with 
patriotic thankfulness, (as doubtless the nation 
does too,) over the prompt and uneqnivocal as- 
surance of our Government that no such agreement 
The British Minister is 
respectfully but earnestly invited to point to the 
alleged agreement. He has failed to show it; he 
cannot show it, nor can his Government. Sir, it 


| does hot exist, and we are Ieft to hope that its 
| existence has been urged under an unintentional 


misconception of the negotiations between the 
two Governments. Unsupported, therefore, by 
this pretended agreement, the claim of Great 
Britain to exclusive jurisdiction is thrown back 
upon the untenable and wholly inadmissible rea- 


| soning in which it originated. 


But, sir, if the grounds which this Government 


| has invariably assumed in resisting the claim by 


Great Britain to exclusive jurisdiction needed ad- 
ditional support, it is furnished by an explicit 
understanding between the two Governments that 
neither party should exert exclusive jurisdiction pend- 
ing the negotiation, but should be confined to the 
portions of the territory in dispute, then in the 
possession and under the jurisdiction of each, 
without the right to enlarge their then existing 
possession or jurisdiction in any respect what- 
ever. This understanding (unlike the agreement 
set up by the British functionaries) admits of 
being pointed toand shown. It has been shown. 
The correspondence shows.it. Nor can its exist- 
ence be contested. This understanding, by itself, 
arms the United States with an argument against 
the claim of Great. Britain {if the question -is to- 
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Maine Boundary QuestionMr. Fillmore. 


be submitted to the arbitrament of argument}en- 
tirely irresistible, so long as the existing under- 
standing shall rémain unrescinded. ay 

But, sir, it appears that argument and negotia- 
tion are to be. discontinued by Great Britain, and 
the. more cogent instrumentality of arms:to -be 
substituted: in the enforcement of this: claim to 
exclusive jurisdiction. It isannounced; officially. 
and unconditionally, by the provincial authori- 
ties of New Brunswick that they have perempto- 
ry instructions from the: British Government to 
enforce this claim by arms, if arms be necessary, 
and that those.instructions shall, at all hazards, 
be executed, if the powers of the British arms in 
all the provinces are adequate to their execution. 
Sir, this new: manifestation of purpose wholly 
alters the aspect ofthe controversy. It proposes 
to deprive the United States of the advantages 
which they obviously possess under an original 
view of the respective claims of the two nations, 


unaffected by any agreement or understanding. | 


It proposes to trample under foot an explicit un- 
derstanding, solemnly and formally recognized, 
forbidding the pretension now urged. It pro- 
poses, finally and worst, to withdraw the adjust- 


ment of her claim from the field of reason and: 


negotiation, and to adjourn it-over to the field of 
arms! This, sir, is the new position which 
Great Britain has chosen to assume. It.is alto- 
gether her.act. She has a-right:to assume that 
or any other. position she pleases.with respect to 
this controversy; we cannot prevent that. The 
question now, sir, is, ‘* How shall the United 
States meet this new position?" 

Mr. Speaker, I am fully sensible of the com- 

arative insignificance of the territory in dispute. 

have, I trust, duly weighed the deep calamities 
of war in any form, and especially between two 
nations as powerful and as closely connected in 


commercial and other relations as Great Britain 


and the United States. I know that this nation 
is unprepared for war, 


weighed all.the motives to peace; nor have the 


dangers to which war must ever expose institu- | 
tionslike ours beenunconsidered. Allthese things : 


have been calmly and resolutely looked in the 
face; and, in the full view of them all, I stand in 


readiness to repel the pretensions of Great Brit- | 


ain by reason and negotiation—peaceably, if she 
is disposed to reason and negotiate peaceably; and 
in perfect readiness to repel her pretensions by 
arms, if she is disposed to compel us to that re- 
sort! Sir, if Great Britain persists in backing 
her pretensions by arms, but one alternative is 
left us—dishonor or war; and, sir, dishonor the 
spirit of this nation will not endure. Choice of 
peace or war is with Great Britain. She will man- 
ifest her choice of war by persisting to execute 
the instructions avowed by the provincial author- 
ities. For, sir, to the peaceable execution of 
these instructions this country cannot submit, 
and never will submit; it isthe price of its honor 
to submit, In such an event war is inevitable; on 
our part a righteous war, upon which the smiles 
of the God of battles may be confidently invoked. 
If Great Britain wills war, let war come! This 
nation, armed in the righteousness of such a cause, 
has nothing to fear—all to expect. 

In the present posture of this controversy, sir, 
there is no occasion, nor is it proper to animad- 
vert-upon the course of our own Government for 
several years past, in the conduct of these nego- 
tiations, That unjustifiable delays have been 
submitted to, may probably be shown. False 
steps on minor points may have been occasionally 
taken to our prejudice. 
cause of complaint by the nation against its own 


Government; whilst, at the same time, the posi- ; 
tion of Great Britain is rendered, by that cause, | 
still more indefensible.» Nor would this be an ; 


appropriate occasion for arraying the wrongs— 


still unredressed—which this country has suffered | 


from Great Britain by encroachments on other 
portions of our territory, or the unatoned outrage 
upon our territory and the lives of our people in 
the affair of the Caroline. 


The present emergency alone is now to be looked 
to, and provided for—by itself and foritself; and 
the measures of legislation taken by Congress 
should regard the emergency in that light. 


I believe l have soberly | 


This would but afford | 


These are subjects j 
which stand open for discussion on their own | 
merits, and in the mode which becomes them. | 


Tam. 


happy; sir, that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to which these momentous: subjects were 
committed, have so regarded ‘it. I agree with 
them generally in the reasoning of their report— 
entirely agree with them ‘in its tone. Bai 

- With. respect; sir, to: the bill reported by the 
committee, I regret that it is not, in-my opinion, 
wholly free from objection. The second section, 
providing for so large 4 contingent augmentation 
of the regular force is, I think, unnecessary at 
the present moment. . It confers-vast discretion- 
ary powers upon the President. Those powers 
may not be abused, it is true; but it is no less 
true that they are liable to abuse, and may be 
abused. It is in seasons like this that free nations 
are most apt, in their efforts to guard against 
dangers from abroad, to’forego their accustomed 
jealousy of power, by erecting precedents of dis- 
cretion which plant the seeds of fatal dangers 
from within. J] trust that the committee them- 
selves will, on reflection, perceive the inexpedi- 


ency of this provision, and decline further to’ 


press it.* Nor should I have recommended, as 
the committee have done, aspecial embassy to 
England.. I am not sure that the present posture 
of affairs is such as, in strict delicacy, to require 
or even warrant it. Yet in the spirit of forbear- 
ance and peace which I hope may ever character- 
ize the counsels of this country, I shall interpose 
no resistance to the measure, and shall be happy 
in the expectation that it, amongst other meas- 
ures, may conduce to a speedy termination of 


this unfortunate controversy, peaceably and hon- | 


orably to both nations. 


l have but to add, sir, the expression of my | 
unaffected and profound desire for peace; and at | 
the same time, my conviction, notless unaffected . 
and profound, that the enforcement by arms of i 
the late pretensions of Great Britain, as threat- || 
ened by her provincial authorities, is incompat- i 


ible with honorable peace. If Great Britain, in 
violation of our rights, in disregard of our own 


solemn engagements, shall precipitate a war, this | 
nation, I believe, will, as one man, brace itself į 
Other gentlemen better under- | 
stand than I do the spirit. existing in their re- | 
The nation has, | 


for the conflict. 


spective sections of the Union. 
in the history of the past, a guarantee that the 


regionin which Kentucky is situated will be found | 


promptly -obedient to the calls of the national 
honor. 


involves a sacrifice of the national honor. They 
will never consent to graduate honor by interest. 


They fought the battles of the country in the | 
late war, from the Thames to the Bulize, over ; : 
‘and what will be the duty of the President? 


questions wholly maritime, in which they had no 
direct interest. 


dentand steadfast votariesthan were found a thou- 
sand miles in the interior. 


character and honor as paramount to all other 


considerations; for they see in it the only means | 
of enjoying, in security, any of the inestimable | 


blessings which Heaven has plainly reserved for 


their country. For this they deem no sacrifice į 
too dear. Money, property, blood—count and | 
measure it all—it is yours, freely—if the vindi- | 


cation of the national honor demands it! 
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OF NEW YORK, 
Ix tHe House or REPRESENTATIYES, 
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On the bill giving the President additional power for the . 


defense of the United States, &c. 


Mr. FILLMORE said it was with extreme | 
i| reluctance that, in his feeble state of health, he | 


*. The section was rejected by the House. 


Sacto. 


Satisfy them that peace is dishonorable, | 
and they are for war. They will not inquire how | 
much or how little territory is involved in the j 
dispute; they will not surrender an inch, if ìt ; 


Yet, sir, the national honor de- ! 
manded that war; and maritime in its origin as į 
it was, it found nowhere in the Union more ar- i| 


Sir, as they were || 
prompt then, so they will be prompt now to vin- || 
dicate to the utmost, and to the last extremity, the | 
honor of the country. They will not now caleu- | 
late, as in times past they never have calculated, ! 
the sacrifices which such a contest may involve. | 
They regard the maintenance of the national | 


! case of a war? 
! solitary provision in this bill for the defense of a 
| lake frontier of fifteen hundred miles, with nota 


| armed vessel owned hy the Government. 


Ho. or Reese 
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said a word:to protract this debate; ‘nor should 

he have done so, but that he felt that his owr 
constituents might have as deep an interest in: 
the results- of this bill as the inhabitants ofany 
portion of the United ‘States. This bill, if’ he: 
could credit what had been said by the gentleman: 
from Maine; [Mr. Evaws;} or read by the: gen- 

tleman from Maryland; [Mr. Howarp,] was nei- 
ther more nor less than a contingent declaration 

of war with Great:Britain. Im such an event his 

constituents had a deep and obvious interest.” It 

was.true, that on the face of the bill, and in the 

wording of the first, second, and third sections, 

it seemed to be contemplated that our collision 

with that Power would be confined chiefly to the: 
frontier of Maine; but such would not turn out 

to be the fact; If resort: was‘once had to arms, 

the matter would not end by 4 brief. skirmish in 

Maine. That little tract of territory, cold and 

barren as a Siberian desert, was ‘of but ‘small 

value, but for the timber it contained. That 
would not be the battle-field on which this con- 
test must be settled; the scene of conflict would: 
extend along the entire northern frontier of the: 
Union, and its-chief seat would be upon the great: 
northern lakes.. If it was true, as the gentleman 
affirmed, that even the President himself did not 
fully appreciate the urgency of the crisis, what: 
must be the consequence, upon that crisis; -of 
passing a bill like this? What did the bill con- 
template? What was the very first step it pro- 

posed? It went at once to commit us to war de 

The first section went on the supposition 

that Great Britain would. enforce the claim she 

had set up by a resort to arms. Was there any 

reason to suppose that this would be done? The: 
gentleman from Maine had told the House that 

it would be attempted at once, and that a collision 

has already taken place. ë 

Mr. EVANS. What I said, and what I now 
say is, that if Maine shall be left alone by this 
Government, she will be attacked; but it is my 
opinion that if this bill passes, no such attempt 
will be made, and that the bill, instead of -pro- 
ducing, will prevent hostilities. I repeat the 
declaration that I lookto it as a measure of peace, 
and my only fear is that it may come too late. 
The moment the provincial authorities find that 
if they advance: they meet you and not Maine. 
alone, rely upon it they will wait for advices from 
their Government, j . : 

Mr. FILLMORE. The gentleman then con- 
cedes that it is probable. collision may have al- 
ready taken place., We are, then, acting on a 
contingency, with little time to deliberate, and, 
none to retract any step we may take: Suppose 
there shall bea collision before the result of our 
deliberations is known. Congress will be defunct, 
To 
wait till he can lay propositions before the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain? To pause and nego- 
tiate, and then go to war? No. The nation is 
irretrievably committed, and it will be his duty 
at once to expel the invading force. No alterna- 
tive is left him. There is no chance or space for 
repentance or advice. We have assumed that 
the act of Sir John Harvey is the act of his Gov- 
ernment, and the President is at once to proceed 
to hostilities. Iam notprepared to say that even 
this may not be necessary. From the little ex- 
amination I have given to the subject, I have no 
doubt whatever that Maine is in the right. ‘The 
only question is as to the manner and the time in 
which her right is to be enforced. In this ques- 
tion the whole country is interested, and especial- 
ly the people of my own district. It appears to 
me that the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
directed their attention exclusively to the inter- 
ests and rights of Maine, and have, to a great 


| extent, overlooked the great interests of other 


portions of the Union in this matter, Ought they 
to have forgotten the defenseless position in which 
the whole northern frontier would be placed in 
I am surprised to find not one 


single fort upon the whole line, nor a single 
Ts it 
rightthusto make a contingent declaration of war, 
and make no provision whatever for the defense 
of that frontier, at the same time that ample pro- 
vision is made for the sea-coast? i 
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It may be said that we entered into a treaty 
with Great Britain in 1817 or 1818, limiting the | 
number of armed vessels that should be main- 
tained. by either Power on those lakes. - I-admit 
it; but Great Britain has not invariably felt her- 
self bound by that convention, for slic has at least, 
J am informed, an armed steam vessel in her em- 
ploy on Lake Ontario, twa or three on the upper 
Jakes, and one on Lake Champlain, by which, 
during the season of navigation, every lake town 
from Buffalo to Detroit may be utterly destroyed 
in Jess than one week, while we have nothing 
prepared to resist. Ihave been struck very forci- 

ly with the singular, and, to me, unaccountable 
omission in this bill to make any provision for a 
case of such imperious necessity. I believe we 
have not one piece of ordnance on that whole 
frontier that could be pointed against an invading 
foe.: L beg pardon of the House for asserting that 
we ate wholly defenseless. I have just been told 
by the honorable gentleman from Michigan, who 
sits near me, that. the Government, in its magna- 
nimity, has given to the State of Michigan one. 
nine-pounder. {A laugh.] All Lasic of this House 
ig, that, if they deem it necessary to the national 
honor to make a contingent declaration of war, 
they will insert in this bill some provision for the 
defense of the northern frontier that shall at least 
putus on a level with the Adantic cities. Weask 
no more. I know there is not time to erect forts; 
but I ask, while the President. of the United States 
is authorized in this bill to equip and employ the 
whole naval force of the United States for the de- 
fense of the sea-coast, will not Congress authorize 
him, at the same time, to purchase, arm, and 
equip the necessary number of steamboats for the. 
defense of our'northern frontier? Surely, it is 
the duty.of the House to do so. Will they apply 
a torch which must set our whole northern fron- 
tier in a flame, and make no provision for our 
defense? - 

It ia true we have a bill authorizing the erce- 
tion of forts along the boundary line of Maine, 


and anotfér for repairing the dilapidated works | 


an Lake Ontario; but, from the report of the War 
Department, after sleeping a Rip Van Winkle 
sleep of thirty or forty years, it seems they have 
at length waked up to some apprehension of our 
exposed condition, and they now propose to com- 
mence at Fort Niagara a fortification now com- 
paratively useless, and to proceed thence cast- 
wardly, aa if there was nothing west of that point 
worth defending. I shall be pardoned for saying 
that there are more people west of a meridian line 
drawn through Ontario, inhabiting States which 
border upon the lakes, than existed within the 
whole limits of the United States at the time of 
the Revolution; but it seems that war is to be de- 
clared, and all this portion of the Union is to be 
abandoned to its fate. Why this odious distine- 
tion? 

Mr. HOWARD, chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, complained of the view 
taken of thia whole case by the gentleman from 
New York. The gentleman seemed to complain 
very heavily that there was nothing in this bill 
for the defense of the northern frontier, by water; | 
but he would take the liberty of calling the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the third section of the bill, 
which empowered the President to put into requi- 
sition the whole naval force of the United States, 
and employ itfor the national defense; and though 
the bill contained no special authority for the erec- 
tion of'steatn batteries, yet there was such a pro- 
vision in another bill now before the Senate. The 
power of the President must, of course, depend 
on the amount of money placed at his disposal; 
he might employ a portion of the Navy on the 
lakes, as well as on the ocean; and vessels of war 
inight be built and launched upon the lakes. 

i Mr. FILLMORE read the third section, as fol- 
OWS: 


Sec. 3, And he it further enacted, That, in the event of 
either of the contingencies provided in the first section of 
this act, the President of the United Btates shati be author- 
ized to complete the public armed vessels now authorized 
hy law, and to equip, man, and employ, in actual service, 
all the naval foree of the United Suites.» 7 


The honorable chairman of the committee says 
that the committee understood that the northern | 
frontier might be defended in one of two ways: 
the President might fit out the vessels. of the. 


i 


| gentleman who had just taken his seat, (Mr. 


| Navy, and employ them in the defense of the 


i but, after the last war, these vessels were sold to 


i and character; and, if Mr. L. considered this bill as 
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lakes. Now'there is one objection to this: those 
vessels may find :it very difficult to ascend the 
Niagara falls. “It is said that.a certain Secretary 
of War once directed vessels tobe built on Lake 
Ontario which were to be used on Lake Erie, en- 
tirely forgetting that the falls were interposed. 
It certainly will not answer to fit out vessels on. 
the Atlantic which-are to be used on the lakes. 
The: bill only allows the President to complete | 
vessels already.commenced. It is true that we 
had some vessels.of war on Lake Erie, part of 
them built by ourselves, and another portioncon- 
sisting of those taken from the British by Perry; 


private citizens, and they are now navigating the 
fakes as merchantmen. ‘The Government has not 
a single vessel upon that lake moved either by 
sails or steam. 

1 will not enter further into this argument. I 
trust it is quite sufficient to apprise the House of į 
the actual state of the case to induce them to make 
some provision for the defense of the northern 
frontier. It surely is not necessary for me to refer | 
to the exasperated state of feeling which has for 
some time prevailed on both sides of the line, or 
to remind the House that, with all the exertions 
of both Governments, it has been scarcely possi- 
bie to preserve the national peace. If war shall 
come upon us without previous preparation, we 
have nothing else to expect but to see our cities 
and our villages laid in ashes, and our citizens 
murdered. Let me not, however, be misunder- | 
stood, We are fully ready to stand by Maine 
in the maintenance of her just rights. We are | 
willing to bare our bosoms to the shafts of war 
whenever the honor of the nation shall require it. 
All we ask is that you shall make what provision | 
is in your power for our defense. Pat us upon 
the same footing with the Atlantic coast. The 
British Government has in the Canadas eighteen | 
thousand troops, among the best that the world 
affords, and there is no preparation on our part 
for defense. ‘Truc, we have the militia, prompt 
and brave, and ever ready to mect and repel an 
invading foe; but how are we to transport them 
to the spot where their services may be required? | 
You have scarcely a single vessel in Government 
employ, and you urge as an argument our treaty 
with England; but] pray gentlemen to remember 
that as soon as the two nations get to blows, all 
treaties are at an end. Mr. F. asked, in conclu- | 
sion, that his amendment might be read, and itj 
was read accordingly in the following words: 


Add to the third section as follows : f 

“And to build, purchase, or charter, arm, equip, and 
man, such vessels and steamboats on the northern lakes and 
rivers Whose waters communicate with the United States 
and Great Britain, as he shall decm necessary to protect the 
United States from invasion from that quarter.”? 


This amendment was agreed to. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION, H 


REMARKS OF HON. HUGH LEGARE, | 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, | 
In THe House or REPRESENTATIVES, i 
March 1, 1839, 


On the bill giving the President additional power for the 
defense of the United States, &e. 


Mr. LEGARE said that he agreed with the 


Menercs,] in the sentiment that, of all things in 
the world, a war with England was most to be 
deprecated and most to be avoided, if it could be 
avoided without a sacrifice of the national honor 


awar measure, he should not be its advocate. But, 
so far from believing it to be a war measure, he 
held with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Evans] 
that, if any: measure was calculated to avert war, 
it was a bill of this character. The measure pro- 
posed was no new thing in modern limes. On 
the contrary, the experience of a few years past | 
was full of similar instances. How often had the | 
most formidable military forces been raised by | 
the nations of Europe, not for the purpose of 
waging war, but only as a sheriff raises his posse | 


to execute a writ; so these armies had been raised 
to carry into. effect the law of nations. The 
French had raised armies and had battered down 
fortresses, and. yet it was not held to be war 

The Powers of Europe stood by and saw the de- 
cree passed by their mutual agreement carried 
into forcible effect. The thing was done by mil- 
itary force, with colors flying and drums beating, 
and by the discharges of parks of artillery; but 
still it was.not war; and it was this very array of 
battle by which the peace of Europe was pre~ 
served. Gentlemen, therefore, need not be so 
much alarmed, as if the House, by passing this 
bill, was resorting to a war measure. 

Before, however, he entered into the argument, 
he must first be permitted to say that he had re- 
garded the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bropre] as somewhat singular in‘ the position he 
had taken. True; the gentleman had retracted 
what he had remarked as to the braggadocio style 
of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. BIDDLE said that he had retracted noth- 
ing. He had only restated what he said when 
up; and he still thought it premature in this Gov- 
ernment to put on military array because the 
British Government had assumed a position for 
which our own conduct did certainly give them 
some pretext. ; 

Mr. LEGARE. The gentleman admitted that 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs had not had in 
view a direct resort to war, although he was not 
without apprehensions that the measure they 
advocated might lead to such a result. The gen- 
tleman certainly would be greatly mistaken, if 
he supposed that the committee were either dis- 
posed to deal in the Janguage of a braggadocio, 
or had the remotest desire to precipitate hostili- 
ties. For himself, Mr. L. could say that he had 
ever been the uniform advocate of peace. The 
members of the committee would bear. him wit- 
ness that even in our difficulties with Mexico, 
when her conduct gave us a just pretext for war, 
and our superiority in power presented a tempta- 
tion to engage in hostilities, he had uniformly 
opposed a resort to arms. The committee had, 
indeed, prepared a manifesto to the world, ex- 
hibiting a list of our national grievances, and the 
ground of our just complaints against the Mexi- 
can Government; yet hey had, without hesita- 
tion, recommended a reference of our difficulties 


| to the arbitration of a third Power; and the 
y 


would be disposed to do the same thing now did 
the time allow it, The House had been told that 
it was a great pity that they were called to pass 
so suddenly on a question out of which might 
grow such grave and important issues. And if 
the House were under obligations to discuss at 
large the whole question of our northeastern 
boundary, its past history, present state, and its 
whole merit, there might be something in the ob- 
jection. Yet the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. SaLronsraux] had maintained that the ques- 
tion between us and Great Britain was so simple 
that an envoy who had never studied it might 
make himself completely master of the subject 
during the shortest voyage that ever was made 
across the Atlantic. Mr, L. had thought, at one 
time, that the gentleman was going to say our 
Government had given up possession of the dis- 
puted territory; but when he said he would go 
for the first section of the bill, he did admit that 


| Maine had never abandoned her claim to the pos- 


session of the soil, It was truc that neither the 
General nor the State Governmentever had aban- 
doned the possession of the territory, nor the 
claim to jurisdiction over it. But now a subor- 
dinate foreign functionary writes to the Governor 
of Maine that he has power to oust her from 
the possession of it by the force of arms. 

The question was a simple one. The facts 
were all in our own possession, and could at any 
time be established. Indeed, he had never heard 
them disputed until this evening. Maine, then, 
being established in an undoubted ascertained 
right, and her people flying to arms as one man, 
the question was, whether that House had any 
other choice than to do its duty in support of 
what was just, and leave the results to -ieaven. 
Gould there be any doubt what the law of nations 
required under such circumstances? What was 
the language of that law? [Mr. L. here read a 
passage from Vattel.} There was the law, so 
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laid down that none could misunderstand it. In 
this case the question of property. was. wholly 
immaterial; the question of possession was the 
only only one to which we were to look. As to 
the property, indeed, nothing could be more 
clear; the question was fully discussed in an 
able report made to the other House by its Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. If any man wanted 
light.on the whole controversy, there it was to 
be found. If any man had a lingering doubt 
upon his mind, let him read that document, and 
be convinced, as he soon would be, that there 
was nothing at allin the claim of Great Britain. 
The answer as to the question of boundary was 
spoken by Nature herself. Men might dispute 
about what constituted a highland, and what was 
a hill, and what was a mountain; but if there was 
any height of ground from which the streams 
run in opposite directions, into the St. Lawrence 
onthe one hand, and into the Atlantic on the other, 
it was enough. The words of the treaty were 
answered. The everlasting, unalterable face of 
Nature herself, bore witness to the agreement 
between the two nations as to their boundary. 
The claim set up by Great. Britain was a mere 
fetch—a pretext to get hold of a piece of ground 
which’ it was very desirable for her to possess, 
Under circumstances like these, was it possible 
for this Government to go further than to admit 
the ground of wlipossidetis? We had given up to 
her the jurisdiction on the Madawaska. Must 
we go further than this? Shall we admit that 
the uncontested possession of the whole territory, 
not only on the Madawaska, but on the Aroos- 
took, shall suddenly be taken by an armed force ? 
The question whether Governor Fairfield had 
done amiss or no, in the step he had taken, was 
of comparatively little consequence. He had vi- 
olated courtesy, but had not violated his official 
duty. He had done nothing more than drive off 
trespassers from a portion of territory of which 
his State had possession. Could there be any 
rightin a foreign Government to enter it by force 
of arms, and drive him off, for that is threatened ? 
Sir John Harvey had written to Governor Fair- 
field, giving him warning that he should enforce 
the exclusive possession of Great Britain by the 
employment of her military strength. It was a 
gross Violation of the law of nations, and was not |; 
to be submitted to. 

Mr. L. said that it was not in the spirit of war 
he said this. He admitted that we must not pre- 
judge the question; but this nation could not treat 
with any foreign Power with a hostile foot upon 
her soil. Her first language to that nation must į 
be—'* Go back! withdraw your foot! and then 
we will send an embassador.”’ 

Mr. L. said that nothing could be more depre- 
cated by his constituents than a war with Great 
Britain; yet, when it was necessary tothe honor of 
their country, none would be more ready in doing 
their whole duty. That necessity was the only 
question. They scorned the spirit of bravado, 
but, in their name, he should vote for this bill, 
if it were only to satisfy the British Government 
how deeply this country was interested in this 
question of jurisdiction, and as a means of giving 
greater solemnity to the negotiation in regard to 
it. He deprecated a resort to arms. To enter 
into a war for its own sake, was now too late for 
the spirit of the age. Within the last thirty years 
they had all seen contested questions of the most 
serious nature and the most threatening aspect 
dissipated into thin air, when the armies of both 
parties were raised, embodied, drawn out, and 
on the very edge of contest. He hailed it as one 
of the happy auguries of the future age of the 
world, that the united influence of commerce and 
Christianity had so often triumphed over the 
spirit of war, and even bade fair to banish it 
among men. 

Under the influence of these feelings, Mr. L. 
would adjure gentlemen on all sides of the House 
not to go into those exciting topics which con- 
nected themselves with this subject, and which 
were so well calculated to stir up embittered feel- 
ing, and thus render incurable the breach between 
two great nations, whose kindred, origin, lan- 
guage, laws, and commerce ought to link them 


together in bonds of indissoluble amity and || 
friendship. 
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Mr. ADAMS said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: I had entertained the hope that 
Tshould not have felt myself called upon to say one 
word more upon the subject now before the com- 
mittee. I had hoped (and I still cherish the hope) 
that the immediate occasion for the passage of 
this bill, for the action of this House upon the 
matters to which it has reference, had passed 
away. That immediate occasion was of the most 
alarming, I may say of the most terrific charac- 
ter. It was no less than a direct menace from a 
commanding officer of the British Government, 
in a province adjoining one of our own States, of 
an immediate invasion of the United States by 
him, under the express and positive orders of 
his Government. Sir, the thought of war, even 
with the weakest nation, is a dreadful thought; 
but when contemplated with one of the most pow- 
erful nations on the face of the earth, I have no 
language to express the feeling with which the 
thought comes upon me, that such an event is 
impending over my country. And yet that was 
the attitude in which the subject was first pre- 
sented to this House. Connected with this great 
and terrible idea of war, the first question which 
every patriot has to settle with himself is, with 
whom is the right; and, after that, he is called 
upon to meet every calamity of which human na- 
ture is susceptible, even to the loss of his own 
fortune and life—of the interest and the welfare 
of his family—of everything, in short, that is dear 
toman. He must meet it with an unflinching 
eye. And this was our position not more than 
four days ago. I say I cherish the hope that that 
hour has passed away for the present; that, in 
consequence of the agreement made between the 
minister of her Britannic Majesty and the Secre- 
tary of State here, an actual suspension of hos- 
tilities will be carried into effect. And that is all 
which is required to prevent that immediate col- 
lision to which we had looked. A suspension of 
hostilities, that is all we can now expect; for, sir, 
the officers of the British Government, military 
and diplomatic, are directly at issue with us on 
the very point upon which those hostilities were 
to commence, and are to commence, if at all. 
They are at issue, and that issue was first stated 
by the Governor of New Banswick—was con- 
firmed by her Britannic Majesty’s Minister here 


of the United States. Now if that issue were to 
be brought to the conflict of arms which three or 
four days ago seemed so immediately probable, I 
presume we should not have had the discussion 
which has already taken place on this bill. I pre- 
sume there would have been some appearance of 
unanimity in the opinions of this House, as to 
what was to be done to defend the country from 
hostile assaults. But, sir, the aspect of the pub- 
lic question between us and Great Britain has 
changed since then—changed in consequence of 
the agreement made here—an agreement which, 
if there is time for it to reach the territory of the 
British Province before actual collision takes 
place, will, I presume, prevent collision until such 
time as the British Government shall be heard 
from. 

Now, there is, behind this probability, a pros- 
pect of collision which we have just had—an old 
long-standing controversy in relation to territorial 
boundary. ‘The question now is what will be the 
aspect of that controversy when the British Gov- 
ernment shall have been informed of what has 
taken place here? I suppose I cannot possibly 
doubt that the British Government will recede 
from the ground that has heen taken by their offi- 
cers, military and diplomatic, and that that Gov- 
ernment will not pretend to rest their determina- 
tion to appeal to the God of battles for a decision 
of this controversy on the pretension of an agree- 
ment between them and the Government of the 


| 


i 


United States, that they should havethat exclusive 
jurisdiction which is finally to inure to the party 
to which the territory shall be allotted. They will 
not do so, because they cannot. produce any au- 
thority of such an argument. I trust, therefore, 
that they will recede. Probably they may make 
an argument which has been made for them in 
this House—certainly they will not make it with 
more ability—that, although there was not-an 
explicit agreement, as stated by the British Min- 
ister here, still there was an understanding, an 
acquiescence on our part, in their assertion of that 
exclusive jurisdiction which they have constant] 
maintained. Isay that, ifthey meet us with suc 
an argument as that, it will be impossible for 
them, I defy them, to present an abler argument 
than has been made on this floor. Ifthey should 
make that argument, and adhere to it—if they 
should put the assertion of a determination to 
maintain jurisdiction by force of arms upon that 
argument—and most especially, if they put it on 
the ground that, by a forcible expression of in- 
dignation on the part of the Legislature of your 
and my native Commonwealth, Mr. Chairman, 
the failure to sustain, with proper spirit, the right 
of our own country, had been denominated asur- 
render of this question—if, I say, the British Gov- 
ernment shall convert that single expression. of 
indignation into an argument to prove that this 
right had been surrendered, as has been argued 
here, then, we should be under the necessity of 
meeting them by another argument, to show that 
the foundation of their appeal to arms would, in 
that case, be as false as that which their officers 
have now taken in their behalf. 

I believe that the British officer who has taken 
this ground has done so under a misapprehen- 
sion; but how far that misapprehension extends, 
it must be left to future time to discover. It is 
quite pe (I do not say probable, though per- 
haps I might do so) that the instructions of this 
British officer have been drawn out in such lan- 
guage that he will be fully justified in the con- 
struction he has put upon them, and that they 
were so drawn out for the purpose of experiment, 
An experiment upon what? Upon the under- 
standings of the members of this House; an ex- 
periment upon the spirit of the people of this 
country; an experiment whether we'will endure, 
on any ground whatever, the assertion of a de- 
termination to settle, by force, the question which 
we have been so long and so unsuccessfully en- 
deavoring to settle by negotiation. I repeat the 
expression of my belief that the British Govern- 
ment will disavow the construction given to his 
orders by the Governor of New Brunswick; but 
I do not undertake to say that they will not pre- 
| tend that there has been an agreement on our 


i| part that exclusive jurisdiction of this territory, 
—and was directly taken by the Secretary of State | 


in the interval, until the settlement, should be 
held by them. It is quite possible that they may 
do so; and I confess that what I heard yester- 
day on this floor was so plausible, so ably urged, 
| that I should not be surprised if the British Gov- 
| ernment should take a leaf from the reports of 
our debate of yesterday, and cast it in our teeth, 
| as their argument for giving a new order to their 
Governor to take possession of the territory, not 
upon the pretension which he has now set up, 
but upon the argument which has been made in 
their favor upon this floor. I should not be sur- 
prised if this argument which has been urged 
upon us for doing nothing, for leaving the State 
' of Maine to her fate, should now be taken and 
held forth by the British Government to say 
“ No; we disavow the allegation of the express 
agreement; but you have endured it so long that 
| you have surrendered the point, and there is your 
own evidence in the act of one of your own legis- 
| Jators, and you shall not resume it. We will take 
| military possession of the country; it is too late 
| for you to pretend to dispute the dam, you have 
surrendered it; we will keep and maintain it.” 
That, sir, will be another experiment. 

Now, to this experiment on the part of the 
British Governor of New Brunswick, the State 
of Maine, in wordsas strong, as clear,as unequiv- 
ocal, as inflexible as human language can supply, 
| has said that she is not prepared to submit; and 
| the question is, whether we shall now say that 


we will not submit to that experiment nor any 
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other having the same conclusion; that this ques- 
tion is to,be settled by force, and not by hasten- 
ing a little the languid: course of Spanish nego- 
tiation, or, according to an old Roman proverb, 
putting it off to what was by them called the 
Greek Calends. Spain never settled anything by 
negotiation. ‘Mi venga la muerte de Spagna.” 
“Let my death come from Spain, for then it will 
be long enough,” I, for one, am not disposed 
either to endure experiments, or to submit for 
any great length of time to protract the settlement 
of the matter by negotiation. And there, I hope, 
is the moral lesson which will be learned by both 
Governments—that it is time to bring this nego- 
tiation to a close; and I shali vote for this bill, 
for every provision and every word of it, unless 
some objection should be raised of which I am 
not at present aware. I shall vote for it as an 
additional notification, which [hope will be ac- 
companied, from the British Minister here, with 
an acgcountof the proceedings of this House, like 
that which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Kenwepy] read for our information yesterday, I 
hope that Lord Palmerston will have an oppor- 
tunity of reading what was said yesterday and 
to-day, and what will be done to-day, as accu- 
rately as the Duke of Wellington had of a much 
less agreeable debate that we had here three or 
four years ago, in which I took no part, but in 
which you, Mr. Chairman, took a distinguished 
part. I say that I shall vote for this bill to meet 
the contingency here contemplated, if it shall 
come, as we may hear to-morrow or the next day; 
and this being the last day we have left, we must 
come to some determination; we must make some 
provision for this time of difficulty and danger. 
ghall. vote for this bill, therefore, not because it 
is probably the best that could be passed, if we 
had timeto discuss the whole subject, but because 
it puts us in a state of defense. It is arming. 
hero is no kind of ‘pretension that this is a war 
bill—it is arming--it is defense, from beginning 
to end—the defense of our territory—the defense 
of our soil, There is nothing in the slightest 
degree offensive in it, and therefore my cars are 
rather deaf to any intimation as to what this great 
nation may think of us if we do pass this bill— 
how she may take offense. Every independent 
nation upon earth has the right to arm, without 
giving offense to any other nation. All that any 
other nation has a right to inquire of another 
nation arming herself up to the teethis, why? for 
what purpose? Is it offensive to her? [tis the 
right of a neighboring nation to put this question, 
and if the answer is, we are arming in self-defense, 
the other party has not a right to say a word. 
The right to arm in self-defense is a right of peace, 
and is the best of all preservatives of peace, as 


hag been said by others here, and as is known to} 


every man having any acquaintance with the rela- 
tions of peace and war between nations. So far 
from this being an offensive measure, it is, as 
another gentleman has remarked, an explicit offer 
of the olive branch. It authorizes the President 
to send a special minister to England. Now if I 
were to make any objection to any part of the 
bill, it would be to this. Iam disposed "to take 
rather a stiffer tone, and to say: let England send 
her special minister here; still I do ‘not say that 
I oppose the proposition. But I do say that if I 
were at the head of affairs, I would not do this 
thing, Itis a quarrel of England’s own seeking 
or of her officer’s. Let her disavow his act— 
there is no occasion to send a special minister for 
that. The minister resident there is quite com- 
petent to put that question to the British Govern- 
ment. Bull, however, the tone of peace is very 
proper to be indulged in upon all occasions, 
wherever it can consistently; and I therefore shall 
not oppose this particular provision, though I 
repeat, that if I were to oppose any part of the 
hil, it would be this. As to the arming part, I 
shall go so far ás the bill goes, or so far as it is 


the intention of the chairman of the Committee | 


on Foreign Affairs to propose. 

I must apologize for the extremely desultory 
nature of the observations I have made, or may 
make before [ resume my seat; for, in reality, 
the aspect of this question has so changed, from 


* Lord Bacon's Essays. 


hour to hour, that I have not had time to arrange 
the ideas I would present to the committee. I 
must therefore say what I do say in the most 
desultory manner. I had not intended to have 
said a word, and should not have done so but for 
the argument which we have had here upon this 
floor. And, sir, I regret to say (although I have 
no wish to find fault with the Administration) 
that, even in the letter from Mr. Forsyth to Mr. 
Fox, it is stated, in terms, that the President re- 
grets that Maine should have taken the stand she 
has done. It is true the expression is so couched 
that it may be explained away to the State of 
Maine in a satisfactory manner. ` The President 
says he regrets that Maine felt compelled to resort 
to these measures. I regret that the expression 
is there, and I hope that it does not indicate, on 
the part of the Administration, the slightest in- 
tention of deserting Maine in any point or tittle 
of this controversy. I take this uccasion to say 
(and this is the principal ground on which I have 
said anything) that I, for one, instead of regret- 
ting that Maine has taken this stand, admire and 
revere her for having done so. If she had any 
sense of self-respect, she could not have done 
otherwise; if she had any sense of her own right 
she could have taken no other ground, And, sir, 
that ground has been deliberately taken—it is not 
now taken for the first time. The present Gov- 
efnor of Maine has been made responsible, but 
I do not hold him as the first who has taken this 
ground. It was taken by the last Governor last 
year; and if political considerations are to be suf- 
fered to come at all into this discussion, the Gov- 
ernor of Maine of the last year and the Governor 
of the present are of different politics. I speak 
of your internal, inferior, little politics, as com- 
pana with thé politics of the great world of man- 
ind, to which this subject belongs. If I under- 
stand rightly, every step which has been taken 
by Maine has been taken by the unanimous vote 
of her Legislature. If this is not so, I desire 
some member from that State to correct me. 

Mr. EVANS was understood to say (though 
but imperfectly heard by the reporter) that the 
resolution which gave rise to this proceeding was 
passed unanimously in both Houses, and that 
all the other procecdings were, with a single ex- 
ception in the Senate, approved of unanimously. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, sir, if there was a single 
exception, we may allow a little fluttering of the 
heart to one individual out of a large body of a 
Legislature in two branches, as to the conse- 
quences which might follow their determination; 
and yet we may find that determination the only 
one consistent with the rights and the honor ‘of 
the party aggrieved. I say that the act of Maine 
was deliberate; that all she has done was delib- 
erate. She has been supported by two Legisla- 
tures—those of the past and present year. What 


she has done, then, has been done with delibera- | 


tion. Thatis one of the qualities which belong to 
firm and consistent acuon. If there was any ex- 
ception at all, it was hardly sufficient to prove the 
rule. Sir, it was that determination which shows 
the spirit to meet an enemy; and it was that spirit 
which, while it acts, is conscious that there is an 
enemy to meet. Is that a qualification to be dis- 
avowed and regretted by the President of the 
United States, or by this House? Is it the delib- 


eration with which Maine has acted, is it the firm- | 


ness which she has manifested, that is disap- 
proved? To my mind, that firmness constitutes 
one of the greatest commendations of her action, 
What was that firmness? Why, it required the 
facing of a deadly enemy; atall events, it involved 
the possibility or the probability of such an event. 
And it was not facing that enemy as we, if this 
bill is passed, shall show that we are willing to 
face him; because how few of us here have any 
prospect before us of the calamities which may 
befall Maine, if this deliberate valor on her part 
is followed by that which was intended! ho 
does not know that Maine herself must suffer 
through every one of her veins, if this thing comes 
to the issue of battle? Itis, thercfore, in the pros- 
pect of immediate terrific danger that she has come 
to this deliberate purpose. And am Ihere, in my 


place, to declare that this was indiscretion; that | 


it was rashness; that it is drawing us, without 
necessity, into a war? Let who will say so; I can- 


not. And now, where is this indiscretion, this 
rashness? What is it that Maine has said, and 
followed up by a large appropriation of her Le- 
gislature, and by a declaration of her Governor 
that he will call forth ten thousand of her sons to 
maintain it? What, I ask, isit? It is that she 
will defend her right of territory—a right which 
you, sir, and every individual here, say is un- 
questionable; that she will defend it against the 
threatened military occupation ofa foreign Power. 
No, sir; far from regretting the act of Maine, I 
shall esteem her and her people higher for it during 
the short remnant of my life. It is the very act 
to which 1, if I had been one of her citizens, 
would have advised her to the last hour of my 
existence. 

In addition to all its other recommendations, I 
belive that this act was absolutely necessary, and 
necessary, if for no other reason than to do away 
with that which the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Bipie} has this day explained to be, 
in his opinion, a delusion into which the British 
Government has fallen, in consequence of our 
having surrendered, or having been said by one 
of the Legislatures of the States to have surren- 
dered, this question of jurisdiction, The gentle- 
man argued that this surrender, by the failure of 
the General Government firmly to sustain our 
right whenever questioned before, was equal toa 
forfeiture of that right; and that, I take it, is to be 
the British argument, if we are hereafter to have 
any argument upon the subject. If the British 


! Government are to maintain the act of their Gov- 


ernor, if they will not disavow their pretensions, 
it must be on the ground that we have been so 
tamely acquiescent in her usurpations fora series 
of years, that those usurpations have now got to 
be rights upon which she is determined to stand. 
Now, sound logic even, in different minds, does 
not always come to the same conclusion from the 


j same premises. My conclusion from these prem- 


ises (admitting them, to a certain extent, for I 


| do not wish to look back) is, that it is incumbent 


upon us to remove that delusion; to wipe it off; 
to give the British Government to understand 
what is the true state of things; to admonish them 
that they must not construe our tameness in times 
past into an indication that she may extend her 
pretensions further, until, going from delusion to 
delusion, she finally comes to consider that she 
has an undisputed right to this territory. This 
experiment of the Governor of New Brunswick 
is a great step to that further delusion into which 
I wish to prevent the British Government from 
falling, so as to send them back to the original 
stage of the controversy, and say to them, “These 
experiments prove it to be necessary that we 
should settle this matter soon; we desire that 
there should be no more delusions, no more ex- 
periments.” 

Sir, in my opinion, this bill is one of the best 
arguments that we can use for that purpose. It 
will show not only that you do not Intend to 
countenance these delusions, but that you mean 
to put an end to them. The bill is suited not 
alone to the extremity in which we have been 
placed within the last few days, but to the possi- 
bility of any other experiment, in case any other 
should be tried. It is suited to the possibility 
that the British Government, countenanced by 
what has been said on this floor, as they were 
countenanced by what was said here three or 
four years ago, instead of setting up the preten- 
sion now acted upon, may say, ‘It is true there 
never has been such jurisdiction, but you, by 
your acquiescence, have countenanced the idea 
that there was, and we will carry it through.” 
If gentlemen, as a substitute for this bill, will 
offer something equally firm, equally efficient, 
equally good as an argument, I will take it; but 
the bill, as it stands, is good enough for me. If 
a special minister is to be sent to the British Gov- 
ernment, I would give him this bill at the head 
of his instructions; I would tell him to make its 


| contents known in extenso, as the diplomats some- 


times say; to send it to Lord Palmerston, and 
ask him to meditate as much about that as the 
Duke of Wellington did about a dispatch from 
Sir Charles Vaughan upon a debate which took 
place here some years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that I have said all FE 
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intended to say as to the right.of the question, as. 
to the actual existence of the claim to jurisdiction: 
on the part of, Maine, as to all the facts and ma- 
terials which go to the support of our most just 
right. That subject was so fully, so‘clearly, so 
unanswerably set forth here yesterday by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] that I cer- 
tainly can add nothing to its strength. I hope 
that his argument was listened to by all the mem- 
bers of this House with as much assiduity and 
attention as [ listened to it myself. If I had any 
doubts on the. subject: before, I certainly could 
have none after hearing that argument. f 

In jieu of this bill, E understand that certain 
resolutions have been offered here as adopted by 
the Senate. Ido not know that there is anything 
inconsistent between the bill and the resolutions, 
saving the one that carries, at all events, a face 
of censure upon Maine. I would as soon vote to 
set fire to this Capitol as I would vote for any 
resolution bearing the slightest. mark of disappro- 
bation towards any one thing that Maine has 
done in this controversy. I would do what the 
Legislature of Massachusetts has done, or what 
I trust she has done—pass resolutions assuming 
and indorsing all that Maine has done, and de- 
claring-in the face of the world that this nation 
will unanimously support her in all steps which 
- she may find it necessary to take, consistent with 
the Constitution of the United States, in the same 
system of measures. In reference to the other 
resolutions, Lsay Ido not know that there would 
be any inconsistency in voting for them as well 
as for this bill; though. I confess that the resolu- 
tions, so far as regards the indications of what this 
House and this nation will do, are, after all, but 
words. Still Lum willing to vote for them. They 
show a good disposition, and so far they are well 
enough. Bat this bill, set forth in extenso, is the 
rule of instructions which I would adopt, and 
which I hope will be adopted by this House 
unanimously, or as nearly so as possible. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, I have risen 
simply for the purpose of dissenting, in the most 
emphatic and solemn manner, from what I under- 


stand to besthe drift of a part of the argument of |! 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. Apams.] 
{understood him to say that he disapproves of 
what appears in the message of the President of 
the United States to be an intimation of doubt 
whether Maine ought to be allowed to carry out 
her claims to their utmosst extent without the 
consent of the General Government; and I under- 
stood him also to add that a certain resolution 
just passed by the other branch of Congress is 
obnoxious to censure on the same ground. Now 
I say, on behalf of my constituents, and I believe 
I speak the language of the whole South, that 
you must be vefy careful to make precisely the 
distinction which I had the honor of pointing out 
last night, and upon which the President bot- 
toms his.course of policy; that is to say, the dis- 
tinction between defending Maine against an 
arrogant, I had almost said an insolent, preten- 
sion of a foreign Government, and permission 
given to Maine—a carte blanche—to enforce her 
claims against that Government, and thus put 
herself as much in the wrong in relation to that 
Government as I believe that Government is now 
in the wrong towards her and us. I do most 
anxiously beg this House to make the distinction. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Legare] has certainly misappre- 
hended what I said, or intended to say. I did 
not mean to say that I was for giving to Maine a 
carte blanche to do what she pleased in the prog- 
ress of this controversy; nor was it in reference 
to any future action of Maine that I made the re- 
mark as to my regret that, in this public docu- 
ment, it is said that the President regretted, not 
what Maine might do, but what she had already 
done: I spoke with reference to the past action 
of Maine; and when I said that I would. indorse 
and assume what she had done, and would de- 
clare to her and to the whole world that this 
nation would support her in the measures which 
she had taken, Í added at the time the words 
4t in anything- she did consistent with the Consti- 
tution of the United States.” I say I distinctly 
added these words, or words equivalent in im- 
port. This was all I said. I did not undertake 
to say that Maine would do that which she had 
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no right to do. I did not presume any such 
thing. I say I will support her in what she has 
done, and I regret that the President of the Uni- 
ted States has used the language he did. 

Mr. LEGARE. The momentous. nature of 
this occasion must plead my apology for urging 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] to whose venerable authority in such 
matters this House has always manifested so 
much deference, will make a more full explana- 
tion than he has just made. . His remarks, how- 
ever, furnish us of the South—who are willing 
to sustain and uphold the State of Maine sõ long 
and so far as her cause is righteous, and so far 
only—with an opportunity of declaring to her 
that we do not mean that she shall go beyond 
possession, and claim to enforce the mere right 
by arms, She, then, must be quiet for some time, 
atall events. In the abstract, I admit, I think 
her claim very clear. England does not think it 
so clear; and, in a contest involving such mighty 
consequences, it is presumptuous—nay, sir, it is 
criminal, in one member of the Confederacy to 
act without reference to what the other members 
may think, It is here that a warning voice ought 
to be addressed to Maine. Weare bound to pro- 
tect her, and we are willing and ready to do so, 
come what may. But, sir, I will never consent 


| that any State in the Union shall cut short, by 


the voice or under the influences of passion, a 
question which the Constitution of the United 
States means to be decided here, and here alone, 
with all the form and solemnity of legislation. 
That will not do; and whatever we may do here, 
I trust that the President of the United States 
will know that we have voted with this under- 
standing alone. ` 

One word more. I declare that I would not 
trust the President of the United States with the 


| tremendous contingent power vested in him by 


this bill, did I not believe from his character that 
he will be discreet in the use of it, and had he 
not himself avowed that such was his purpose. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION 


REMARKS OF HON. H. EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 
In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 2, 1839, 


On the bill giving the President additional power for the 
defense of the United States, &c. 


Mr. EVERETT said she should not have risen 
againis this debate but for some remarks that had 
fallen from the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts,[Mr. Apams.] Hedid not know which 
to express most strongly, his regret or his aston- 
ishment at those remarks. That gentleman has 
been justly considered as the great champion of 
the freedom of debate in this Hall; and yet, sir, 
on this occasion—a question of vital importance 
—on a question which may compromit the peace 
of the nation, the tendency of his remarks—their 
moral effect—would be as effectually to foreclose 
debate as the famous gag-resolutions of Decem- 
ber. And is it come to this? Are gentlemen, 
who deem it their duty toexamine, in good faith, 
the grounds of this controversy, to ascertain, 
while there is yet time, before the die is cast, 
whether our quarrel be just? Are they to be held 
up to public odium as taking sides with the ene- 
my—as furnishing him with arguments and pre- 
tenses for aggression? H they should attempt to 
allayexcitement—to express a hope that the peace 
of the country may be preserved without the men- 
acing attitude of war, are they to be represented 
as enemies of their country? I trust, not, sir. I 
trust we may here freely deliberate on every 
measure that shall be proposed, whether of peace 
or of war. However much I might differ from 
those gentlemen, who may have questioned the 
propriety of the course pursued by the State of 
Maine, yet I fully accord to them the right so to 


do, and on this occasion I cannot question the |; 


purity of their motives; no one can doubt their 
sincerity or their patriotism. What, sir, because 


a measure is recommended by the Executive, shall |) 


we refuse to deliberate? Shall Congress surren- 
der the power of declaring war tothe Executive? 


Never, sir, never. Bat the enemy may hear our 
debates! And shall the fear of this restrain all 
debate, but on one side? Why, if: there is.this 
danger, was not the message confidential? Why 
are we not sitting with closed doors? Is it the 
sole object, the only legitimate object of this de- 
bate to furnish additional excitement to the coun- 
try, already in high excitement from other causes? 
Is this the only duty required of us? Will the 
people be satisfied with this?) Will they not re- 
quire at our hand a true representation of the state 
of the pending controversy? And I cannot but 
again repeat my regret and astonishment that an 
attempt should have been made’ to trammel the 
freedom of debate on this all-important ‘subject. 
I do not say that the honorable gentleman has, in 
direct terms, denounced any who have taken part 
in this. debate as enemies of their country, or that 
he intended to exhibit them in that odious light; 
-but that such obviously was the tendency of his 
remarks. i i 

What, sir, is the present state of the contro- 
versy, and whatthe measures we propose to adopt, 
The controversy originated between minor par- 
ties—the Governor of New Brunswick and the 
State of Maine—not on the right of property to 
the territory itself, but on the right of exclusive 
jurisdiction, until the right of property should 
be determined. This right of jurisdiction was 
claimed by both parties, and both were preparing 
to support their claims by arms. In this state of 
threatening hostility, the higher powers inter- 
fered—the Federal Government and the: Govern- 
ment of Great Britain. The latter rested her claim 
to jurisdiction on an alleged agreement with the 
United States. We denied the agreement, and 
called on the British Minister for the proof, and 
he referred the subject to his Government. The 
point in issue between the two Governments waa 
the alleged agreement. Thus stood the contro- 
versy, as stated in the message of the 26th. . On 
the next day the Secretary of State and the British 
Minister entered into an arrangement for the sus- 
pension of hostilities, until the final settlement of 
the territorial dispute, or until the Governments 
of the United States and Great Britain should 
come to some definitive conclusion upon the sub- 
ordinate point upon which they are now at issue. 
Such is the arrangement they. recommend to the 
Governor of New Brunswick and the State of 
Maine. And, in this state of the controversy, 
what is necessary now to be done by Congress? 
In my opinion nothing, or, at most, nothing more 
than to pass the fourth and fifth sections of the 
bill before us, provide funds for any contingency, 
and fora special mission. Had such been the 
recommendation of the President, who can doubt 
it would have been adopted? It is true that the 
arrangement is, in terms, only recommendatory, 
yet who doubts that it will be acceded to by the 
Governor of New Brunswick? He will never 
take the responsibility of involving his country in 
war against the earnest recommendation of the 
minister of his Government. We ought to act 
on the presumption that he will accede to it, and 
surely that Maine will accede to it; that they 
will both voluntarily accede to it. And, I ask, 
is it policy to superadd a menace to one of the 
parties? May not its tendency be to wound the 
pride of the one, and to add encouraging excite- 
ment to the other? I very much fear its effects 
on both. And what is the measure now pro- 
posed? f . 

The first section of this bill authorizes the Prés- 
ident to call out the militia for a purpose not au- 
thorized by the Constitution; if not, it is wholly 
unnecessary. If the attempt to take possession 
of the disputed territory by an armed force is an 
| invasion of the territory of a State, then this sec- 
tion is unnecessary; if not an invasion, then the 
calling out of the militia to resist the attempt is 
not a case within the Constitution. It is the act 
of making war, and cannot be delegated. To 
Congress alone belongs the power to declare war. 
The second section authorizes the President to 


t 
| raise an army of twenty regiments, on a contin- 
i 


gency, of which he alone is the judge. For one, 
| i should be unwilling to delegate this authority, 
i even if we had the power; and more especially as 


Congress may be convened in sixty days. And 
h b during this short 


| of what possible use would it be, 


| interval, to grant this power? If raised, they 
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would certainly be more effective than militia. 
But they could scarcely be begun to be raised 
within that period. . And what is the object of 
thus hastily raising this army of twenty regi- 
ments? Merely to meet the-possible contingency 
thai the Governor of New Brunswick will refuse 
to accede to the arrangement; a bare possibility, 
if it is to be left to his voluntary action. But, 
should this contingency happen, is not the power 
to call out the militia sufficient for the occasion? 
Is it not the only power you can effectually use 
until Congress shall convene? Whatis this sec- 
tion, then, but,mere menace? Why pass it? 
What good purpose can it serve? But, sir, if it 
be amang the possibles that this bill should be 
used, in the tone, temper, and manner indicated 
by the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,]} it would. form a decisive objection 
to its passage. L understood him: to say that he 


would have this bill placed at the’ head of the in-. 


structions of the special minister; and that the in- 
structions, thus headed, should be ordered to be 
communicated in extenso to. the British Govern- 


ment! War would be the necessary consequence, | 


The feeblest Government on earth would refuse 
to negotiate under such a menace, thus presented, 
If, I repeat, it is among the possibles that this bill 
should be used in this tone, temper, and manner, 
it would form, in my mind, an insuperable ob- 
jection ta its passage; and I cannot but repeat my 


regret and astonishment that such a purpose | 


should have been indicated. 

I cannot bring myself to believe it possible for 
two nations to he brought into conflict on a mere 
collateral question; on a question, too, which 
seems for the present to be put at rest by the 
arrangement, already made; and I have again. to 
express my regret that the great point of the con- 
troversy—the right to the territory—has not long 
ago been brought to aiclose, To the two Gov- 
ernments it belongs to settle that controversy; 
and when the President. shall inform Congress 
that all negotiations are at an end, it will then 
take. immediate. measures, to put the State of 
Maine in possession of all that belongs to her. 
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MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. L. TILLINGHAST, 
OF RHODE ISLAND, 


In rug House or Representatives, 
March 2, 1839, 


On the bill giving the President additional power for the 
defense of the United States. 


A suggestion. having been made by Mr. Rosg- 
ERTSON that some alteration might be made in 
the first section of the bill to mnke it conform to 
a suggestion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Avams] respecting the phrase ‘her 
claim ta exclusive jurisdiction ?*— 

Mr. ‘RILLINGHAST said be had marked 
that passage in the bill with a view to submit to 
the consideration of the House, or to the com- 
mittee who reported the bill, the propriety of 
substituting some form of expression that would 
more strictly conform to what he believed to be 
thé state of the facts befure them. He did not 
desire to insist on a verbal amendment, unless it 
should prove acceptable to the committee and the 
House asa adhesion, but asked their atten- 
tion to an alteration by striking out the words 
“to enforce by arms her claim,” and inserting 
in their place “ or by any power or functionary 
acting for the Government of Great Britain, to 
enforce ‘by arms ‘any claim;’? so that it might 
read, ** to resist any attempt on the part of Great 
Britain, or by any Power. or functionary acting 
for the Government of Great Britain, to enforce 
by arms any claim to-exclusive jurisdiction over 
that part of the State of Maine,” &c. i 

Great Britain had set-up'a claim to the terri- 
tory, which claim was now under negotiation; 
but the question now:is upon another. supposed 
claim, namely: a claim :te the immediate exclu- 
sive jurisdiction. w : 

By the present terms of the bill itseemed to be 
assumed that the Government. of Great Britain 
had. set up and asserted to. our Government a 
claim, as her claim, to'this exclusive jurisdiction 
pending the negotiationy it seemed to be implied, 


also, that she was preparing to enforce that claim 
by arms. Now, although it was evident that a 
belief was entertained by provincial and diplo- 
matic agents of Great Britain, that an agreement 
existed between the two Governments far more 
extensive than the real arrangement, and con- 
ceding to the British authorities the exclusive 
jurisdiction over the whole disputed territory 
until the controversy should be finally adjusted, 
(as to which, it was not difficult to perceive how 
they had been led to and left in such a belief,) 
and although Sir John Harvey, as Governor of 
New Brunswick, had manifestly acted under such 
a belief, yet, in any of the documents or corre- 
spondence to which the House had access, all'of 
which he had carefully examined, he had not 
found that Great Britain had asserted to our Gov- 
ernment this distinct claim, and thus made it her 
claim, and one which she was to stand to and 
abide by, unless the recent note of Mr, Fox could 
be viewed in that light; But, in that note, Mr. 
Fox does not so much appear to intend to setup 
a claim, as to refer to what he supposed was a 


fact, to a supposed agreement by which the par- į 


ties were to be governed; and when the existence 
of such an agreement is explicitly denied by our 
Government, he does notthereupon assert a claim 
to the jurisdiction as the claim of his Govern- 
ment; but, after protesting, to save all rights, he 
says, in effect, that he is not prepared with evi- 
dence of such an agreement, and that he will not 
commit his Government by any declaration of its 
intentions in that particular until he receives its 
specific instructions. So, he thought, the note 
of Mr. Fox must be construed. Certainly, it 
seemed to him, there was nothing in that note or 
in the subsequent pacific and satisfactory step 
taken by the British Minister, which indicated 
that hostile intentions were entertained by the 
British Government. And, he would add, that 
after due reflection upon the present feelings of 
the people of the two nations towards each other; 
upon the deep sense which both appeared to en- 
tertain of the necessity of peace to their highest 
and best interests; and upon the pacific and 
friendly dispositions which there was every rea- 
son to believe were felt, and which up to this 
moment were mutually manifested by beth Gov- 
eruments—few, if any, could seriously suppose 
that a state of war between the two nations was 


about to arise from the matter now in question. | 


He believed the difficulty would be adjusted, as 
it ought lone since to have been, by negotiation. 


° RORA 
And he was not disposed to place Great Britain, 
in the negotiation, upon ground in advance of} 


that which, he believed, sbe actually occupied. 
If she had such a claim, which her Government 
was prepared to stand byas her claim, he pre- 
ferred that she should bring it forward by and 
for herself, and distinctly assert it to our Govern- 
ment. He would not appear to concede, by the 
terms of the bill, that she, as a nation, had made 
or adopted the claim, when it might turn out, 


| and, if there were no undisclosed transactions, 


he thought it must tarn out, that she might not 
choose to make it. 


SIXTH CENSUS. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. P. GRANT, 
OF NEW. YORK, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


February 28, 1839, 
On the bill to provide for taking the Sixth Census of enu- 
meration of the inhabitants of the United States. 


Mr. GRANT said: 

Mr. Speaker: I rise not for the purpose of 
making a speech, nor do I intend to discuss the 
merits of this bill. Iam by no means ambitious, 
especially at this late period of the session, of 
being numbered among the debaters upon this 
floor, nor do I consider it important to my private 
interest to publish a book for distribution among 
my constituents. With them I have no particu- 
lar accounts to settle—no reélection to secure— 
no peculiar position to explain, and were I inclined 
to follow the example that has just been given 


A À ] 
us, and waste some hours of the vastly precious | 


and important time of this House, in a discus- 
sion upon matters and things in general, it would 


be without excuse. Beingaware,as lam, of the 
vast amount of business now lying upon your 
table undisposed of, and how much the public in- 
terest is suffering for want of the early action of 
Congress, I should be recreant to my own duty, 
and faithless to those whom I was sent to rep- 
resent, should I contribute my voice to any fur- 
ther waste of time. 

When I took a seat in this Hall, in marking 
out the course I should pursue, I resolved to en- 
gage in no debate, unless under extraordinary 
circumstances, except upon some question imme- 
diately affecting my constituents. Thus far have 
I lived up to the letter and spirit of this resolu- 
tion; and I would not now, at this late hour of 
the night, trespass upon the indulgence of the 
House, did I not consider that, after the very ex- 
traordinary remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Graves,] to be longer silent would be 
criminal. To me, sir, the course taken by the gen- 
tleman has been entirely inexplicable. Yes, and 
without excuse. No one, who has listened to his 
political tirade; to his repetition of the often-refuted 
calumnies annually published against the Admin- 
istration, but has been convinced of the latitude for 


| which they were intended. When I called the 


gentleman to order, he was animadverting upon 
the New York elections; supposing he had wholly 
forgotten the bill under consideration, I desired 
to set him right; but I must concede to him great 
consistency for making a long speech without de- 
voting any part of it in particular to the question 
before the House. How deeply interested the 
gentleman may be in the approaching Kentucky 
elections, or what account he may be called upon 
to settle with his constituents, I know not; yet I 
envy not the honor or situation of the represent- 
ative who has a constituency that are to be satis- 
fied only with such labors, with such trash. The 
gentleman desired a reconsideration of the vote fix- 
ing the pay of the marshals of Tenncssee at $200, 
avowedly for the purpose of reducing them to the 
same aggregate amount with the fees paid to the 
marshals of Kentucky. But no sooner does the 
motion prevail, than we find the gentleman aban- 
doning the subject and cach of the States, soon 
ensconsing himself in the room occupied by the 
investigating committee in the city of New York, 
and there listening to the testimony relating to 
the amount of taxes imposed upon office-holders 
to carry on the New York elections, The next 
moment we find him reading from some printed 
book, which purported to contain an account of 
that investigation. What this book can. be, or 
where he procured it, is beyond my knowledge. 
It is known to us all that the proceedings of that 
committee have not been made public, nor are 
they published in any other manner than in their 
journal. Whether the majoritythave extended to 
the gentleman a favor that has not been granted 
by the minority to any of their friends, and fur- 
nished him their journal, I am not informed; nor 
am I disposed to complain ofany advantage which 
that gentleman may have over myself in keeping 
himself advised of the proceedings of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I have risen for another purpose, 
and with a different object. The gentleman, not 
content with his-visit to the city of New York, 
and his attack upon its Democratic citizens, has 
poached upon. my fallow ground; has gone into 
my district, and most grossly assailed the Admin- 
istration for retaining in office a man by the name 
of Smith, as postmaster at New London, who, he 
says, is guilty of various high criminal offenses, 
and has fled Fom Massachusetts under an indict- 
ment for forgery. 

Mr. GRAVES remarked that it was not in Mr. 
Gaanr’s district, but in Mr. Fosrer’s, and that 
he had so expressly charged. 

Mr. GRANT. Sir, I believe I know myown 
district; and most certainly should feel not alittle 
mortified were I not as well acquainted with its 
limits and my own constituents as the gentleman 
from Kentucky. He has laid the venue of this 
transaction at New London, Oneida county. That 
place, sir, is in my district; and, although in the 
county where my colleague [Mr. Foster]. re- 
sides, Fam well acquainted with its location, and 
with many of its highly respectable inhabitants. 
We are told that these charges are known tomy 
colleague, [Mr. Foster;] that they -have been 
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made known at the Post Office Department, and 
substantiated by proof; and that this Mr. Smith, 
with all his sins upon his head, is still retained in. 
offce. I regret much the absence of my colleague, 
who, were he ‘here, could, and I have no doubt 
would, give a perfectly satisfactory explanation 
of this matter. - But, sir, as.to myself, I disavow. 
all knowledge: of .the charges thus sweepingly 
made against this postmaster, and aver that this 
is the first time that I ever heard of them. I go 
further: I give no credit to their truth; and in this 
conclusion am greatly strengthened by my con- 
fidence in the able and indefatigable individual 
who so faithfully presides over the General Post 
Office Department. `I believe this to be one of the 
thousand and one calumnies that are daily heaped 
upon the Administration. mE 

Mr. GRAVES inquired if the gentleman from 
New York intended to charge him with uttering 
a calumny? : 

Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
has told us that proof of these charges has been 
furnished to the Postmaster General; and: upon 
that proof he has been called upon to remove. 
Smith, but has not done so. Now, sir, I wish 
the gentleman expressly to understand, that I al- 
lege neither that the charges are true or false, nor 
do I care by whom they are uttered; but if the 
gentleman pretends that proof of the truth of these 
charges has: been furnished to the Postmaster 
General, and he has refused .to dismiss Smith, 
this I deny; this I charge to be a calumny. I feel 
warranted in this expression, from my confidence 
in the integrity, ability, and faithfulness of that 
distinguished public officer, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, With Smith I am not acquainted, but know 
full well that he would have been removed at once 
had such charges been substantiated against him. 
Had Smith possessed the.character that has been 
charged upon him, and efforts been made to 
effect his removal, is it to be supposed that I 
could have held a seat upon this floor for two 

ears without having heard of these proceedings? 

t is possible, yet scarcely possible, but far from 
being probable, that such a state of things would 
have existed without my knowledge. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are other portions of 
the gentleman’s remarks. that. filled me with 
greater surprise, and fell more harshly upon my 
ear than any to which I have alluded. 

The honorable member has seen fit to avail 
himself of this occasion to make a rude, gross, 
and wholly unprovoked attack upon a high- 
minded, honorable, and distinguished individual 
residing in the northern part of New York, (Mr. 
Gillet,) who formerly was a member of this 
House. What possible connection this part of 
his speech has with the bill now before us, I must 


confess my inability to discover. That I may | 


not be wrong in my quotation, I call upon the 
gentleman from Kentucky to know whether he 
used the language I have taken down, as I wish 
to use the very words used by him. . In speaking 
of this gentleman, he remarked ‘that he did not 
know what office he had the capacity to fill.”’ 

Mr. GRAVES admitted that he made use of 
such or similar words. 

Mr.GRANT. Healso informed us, in asneer- 
ing, sarcastic manner, evidently designed to reflect 
upon Mr. Gillet, that when he returned here last 
fall, he was surprised to find him strolling about 
the Capitol, and had the curiosity to inquire his 
business, and then learned that he held some office 
as Indian agent under the Government, with the 
pay of eight dollars per day. 

What should have.called forth such remarks 
from the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Graves] 
Iam entirely unable to conceive, and why he 
should assail such an individual at this time, and 
in a place where he knew Mr. Gillet could not in 
person make any defense, is, to me, matter of 

reat wonder. Sir, I envy not the honor or the 
aye of any man who will take advantage 
of his privileges upon this floor to gratify private 
malice, or will attack the character of a private 
citizen, who, by your rules, cannot be admitted 
within the bar of this Hall. ataa genes 

In the selection of his victim, however, the gen- 
tleman could not have been more unfortunate. 
The character of the individual thus assailed re- 
quires no studied eulogy at my hands, and I can 
assure the gentleman that no remarks of his, here 


or elsewhere, can affect: that character in the 
slightest degree in the estimation of those to whom 
Mr. Gillet is personally known. 

Mr. Gillet is not a constituent of mine, but 
resides at some distance from.me; yet it has been 
my good fortune to be one of his acquaintances, 
and itis with pleasure I am able to state that I 
am well and intimately acquainted with him, Sir, 
I desire to make no unfair or invidious compari- 
sons, nor do I believe I disparage the. hopes, 
standing, or ambition of any one, when I state 
‘my conviction that no man who holds a seat upon 
this floor possesses talent, integrity, and industry 
in a more eminent degree than Mr. Gillet. Twice 
was he elected, with a.most decisive vote, a Rep- 
resentative to this House, and of him truly is it 
said, that no man ever possessed more fully the 
confidence of his constituents. So popular was 
he in his own district, and so justly were his 
talents and public services appreciated, that had 
not a practice existed in our State, where a dis- 
trict is composed of two counties, to take the 
member alternately from each, he would have 
been continued as a Representative to this day. 
His successor is from the other county in his 
district. ` i 

But really, we are gravely told that this indi- 
vidual is without capacity—that he has not the 
requisite qualifications to discharge the duties of 
any ofice? Can the gentleman from Kentucky 
be sincere in this declaration? Does he suppose 
that any man who knows Mr. Gillet will believe 
him? And by whom are these charges made? 
Are they preferred by a man who was a member 
of this House at the same time with Mr. Gillet? 
I understand that both of these gentlemen were 
members of the last Congress. Will the gentle- 
man please advise me whether this is so? 

Mr. GRAVES replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GRANT. Then, sir, this avowal only 
adds to my surprise; and I must further inquire 
of the gentleman where he kept himself during 
the period that Mr. Gillet was so industriously 
and efficiently engaged in the business of this 
House? Did he ever listen to his able speeches, 
or ever read his elaborate, comprehensive and 
able reports? Does he know to what commit- 
tees he was assigned, and the laborshe then per- 
formed? If so, all must have escaped and passed 
from him like the visions of a dream, No man 
ever discharged his duties with more scrupulous 
fidelity. No man ever labored with more untir- 
ing zeal or disinterested devotion for the interest 
of his constituents, nor were the efforts of any 
individual more justly appreciated by those whom 
he immediately represented. His published 
speeches and reports displayed a comprehensive 
mind and great research; and of the latter, there 
are those still on the files of this House which 
would do credit not only to any. member on this 
floor, but to any statesman in our country. And 
yet a man is found who will rise in his place,and 
on an unimportant motion to reduce certain fees 
allowed to the marshals of Tennessee, declare 
that this individual has no capacity—is_ incapable 
of discharging the duties of any office. To such a 
man, and under such circumstances, I say the 
charge is made either from ignorance or wanton- 


ness. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and called the 
gentleman from New York to order. 

Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, I design not to 
violate any of the rules of this body, nor give 
offense to any of its members; but I cannot re- 
frain from expressing my mind in language that 
is not to be misunderstood. . 

Does the gentleman wish to know why itis 
that Mr. Gillet is occasionally to be seen in and 
about this Capitol? If so, I will explain to him, 
and will assure the gentleman that Mr. Gillet has 
the-same right to stroll about this Capitol, at the 
tune of eight dollars per diem, as he has him- 
self. . Possessing the confidence of the President 
for capacity, integrity, and.general fitness, Mr. 
Gillet some time since was honored with the ap- 


pointment of. United States Commissioner, to 


|| treat and to make treaties with the Six Nations 


of Indians, in the State of New York, dnd is 
here in the discharge of his public duties as such 
commissioner. I canalso further inform the gen- 
tleman, if he is not already aware of the fact, 
that the confidence of the President has not been 


misplaced, and- that his duties have been dis- 
charged with great credit, ability, and faithful- 
ness. : Ge avait Wetec 5 
Mr. Speaker, I.am admonished that already I 
have consumed. more of the time of the House 
than I intended, and yet trust there is a sufficient 
excuse in the peculiar occasion that so unex- 
pectedly called me up. I will add.no.more, ex- 
cept the earnest hope that.we may at once pro- 
ceed to dispose of this bill. - ae 

Nore.—Mtr. GRANT, we. understand, immediately called 
at the Post Office Department, and ascertained the facts in 
the case of Smith, who had heen removed more than a 
month before. The-next morning, after the reading of the 
Journal, he rose, and, alluding to the debate of the preced- 
ing day, asked leave to make an explanation. . Objection 
was made, and he moved to dispénse with the rules, which 
was negatived. Itis believed that Mr. Graves was one of 
those who voted against suspension. Having given utterance 
to calumnious charges, he had not the justice to permit the 
truth to be told. . i z 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS.. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. CUTHBERT, 
OF GEORGIA, ; i 
In rue Senare, February 20, 1839, 
On Mr. Crirrénpen’s bill to prevent the interference of 
certain Federal officers in elections. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said: eee 

Mr. Presipent: When I obtained the floor on 
Saturday last, my health was much better than 
it has been since; and though I had made some 
little preparation, so far as regards embodying my 
positions, I have, ever since that day, been auf- 
fering under severe indisposition—too severe to 
permit me to give that attention to the subject 
which its importance deserves. This I regard 
not so much on my own account as on the ac- 
count of the Senate; and I have therefore, determ- 
ined not to keep. back the debate, but to proceed 
in the condition I am in. z 

I think the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. Crirrenven]} will himself admit that the 
evil should be great and evident, and that its in- 
fluences should be powerful and dangerous, to 
quay so extraordinary a corrective as that pro- 
posed by him: For the purpose of diminishing 
the patronage of the Executive, the bill intro- 
duced by him proposes to disfranchise a large 
portion of the citizens of the United States, to di- 
vest them of the rights and privileges secured to 
j them by the Constitution, and inherited from 
their ancestors, and-to subject them to fine and 
imprisonment, and perpetual disqualification from 
holding office-under the Government. 

The question is, does such an evil exist. Do 
we feel that in America such extraordinaty mis- 
chiefs flow from the influence of patronage, that 
the liberty of speech, which is not only sweet 
liberty itself, but the guardian of every principle 
on which liberty is founded, should be sacrile- 
giously invaded? The question is fairly stated. 
The remedy should only be used where some 
great evil exists, and the eats should therefore 
be made, does the evil exist? For the reason that 
the discussion on this subject has been very am- 

Je, and that the bill has been strictly examined 
in all its details, I shall content myself with only 
stating general principles, and confining myself 
to the example cited by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and inquire whether there is any parallel 
in this country, so far as the results flowing from 
the exercise of patronage are concerned, with the 
country from whence we derived our origin. The 
example of England has been exultingly appealed 
to by the Senator; England, England, is all that 
we hear from thegentleman. English philosoph- 
ical writers have been quoted; English orators 
have been appealed to, and English statutes have 
been pete before the Senate in support of this 
high-handed and extraordinary assault on the lib- 
erty of the citizen. Is it so, that that which is 
good in England must necessarily be so in Amer- 
ica? Is the structure of society the same in both 
countries; and do the institutions of England rest 
on the same foundations as ours? No; a strong 
contrast may be found, not a similitude; not an 
agreement, but a wide and essential difference of 
laws and customs of the two countries from each 
other. I have no doubt but the Senator, like my- 


self, is conscious that the glorious institutions of 
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his country, though some evils may exisiin them, 
stand as a mark'of admiration for the-rest of the: 
world. If so, then has he, incautiously, perbaps,: 
bean betrayed by:party feeling into the imtroduc- 
tion of a measure which brings his own eountry: 
into cothparison with @ country and -state of: so~ 
ciety which’ cannot be-cotipared' with ber: with- 
out disparagement.” : BTS ot 


Mr. President; perhaps wecould judge this case | 


more clearly if, in a simple’ manner, we inquired 
under what institutionsofGovernment,and under 


what state of society, patronäge becomes a' pow- |. 


erful principle, capable of producing such great: 
effeets:as. to require. an. extraordinary remedy.: 
also, unter what form of Government, and-1n. 
what state of Society, it isa prindiple that works 
niischief, and is therefore to be counteracted, by, 
means dangerous to the -hest. principlea-of Goy- 
ernment. Let uethen bring this Ragtish example, 
that has been so admired, into comparisén-with | 
ours in regard to this matter. ` 

What ate 'thefhbtititións of that Government, 
and. what is the structuté of society in that coun- 
try, where patronagé.is á féimidable principle to 
be met by powerfulmeans, lestit should overturn 
public liberty? Itis that Government, apd that} 


state of society, {h Which the Government is in || 


thé Possession ofa particular class of society, and 
that class not the most numerous, who are in 
their feelings and opinions to be influenced by 
such patronage. This is the first condition of so- 
ciety in which patronage is so powerful that it 
should be watched with jealousy. . The next con- 
dition of that society is this: that the executive 
or patronizing power should have the means of 
drawing to itself the products of the labor of ‘the 
producing classes; and the third condition of this 
society is,‘that there should ‘be’ those establish» 
menw in the céuntry whieh would enable the Bx- 
ecutive so to extend that patronage’ ad to-keep 
down the governed class.: “If any ‘one. of these 
conditions fail, patronage Ismecessarily feeblo; if 
they concur; it is: hardly to’ be resisted: and: in 
England these conditions alt concurring, patron- 
age has there overcome all resistance. : i 

The Government of England isiin the hands of 
a class—-perhaps Lshould say the aristocracy and | 
the fund-bolders—-and the Government ‘being in | 
the possession of this class, not the most numer- 
ous, patronage may influence the suffrages of that | 
class to accomplish its measures and sustain its | 
power. ‘Phe peculiarity of England is this: that 
while it has a powerful aristocracy, this class has 
great necessities to meet, for which it must de- | 
pend on the Government. When I say this much, 
every Senator’s thoughts anticipate what is to 
follow, « The principle of primogenitare is estab- 
lished in England, and runs through all ber laws; 
customs, and habits, because that principle is 
necessary to maintain in-rank, influence, and 
splendor, the aristocracy, which has possession 
of the Government. That very principle whieh 
throws this class‘in-servile dependence upon the 
Government makes it its most-zealous and effi- 
cient supporter, Theeldest son inheriting all the 
property of the parent, there is thrown upon so- | 
ciety a vast number: of younger children, who į 
must either be provided for by the Government, 
or lefv'in a state of destitution, which would bring 
that aristocracy‘into-contempt. - The principle of 
primogeniture, therefore, which js tho strength of 
the: aristocracy, is‘also their weakness, because 
the:younger: children, inheriting no patrimony, 
must: find some other means of procuring: sub- | 
sistence, or they:are: thrown in servile dépénd- 
ence'upon the Government. That means is found 
in the numerous and. lucrative offices. in the: gift 
of the Crowns | These ave the commissions in the 
army:and: tavy—ihe ‘church Jivings of various 
degrees of: emoluwwentnumerous places in- the: 
law—oflices: connected, with ‘thelr. väst colonial 
possessions, together with hundreds of sineeure 
places, altogether’ unkriown to our simple and: 
economical institutions: it 9:2 oe EEE R 

The next questignis: has stiethe revenue drawn 
from tire productive: labor; and ‘the protedds of: 
the property-of: the -gréat’bod y of thé hanon 
hus she means by ‘which che Ekecutive, ti prow 
saving power, cary in this mainér,-conteibute to: 
the support of and-entircly sustains this framers: 
ousiclass, with=their families? i 


witi 1 » She ‘Has ‘alwaye 
hado§806,000 000; drawn: fish the ‘productive: 


power being in‘the hands of 4’ powerful aristoe- 
racy, in consequence ofthe limitation of the tight. 
| of suffrage, by which the laboring and productive 
i classes, from whom the taxes are drawn, are de-: 
nied a: voice: in-assessing them, this aristocracy, 
who dre, in fact, the tax consumers, have an in- 
terest in. levying a suficient amount to support 
the numerous offices. which are to be filled. by 
those connected with them. At the very moment 
thatthe Ministry are boasting of their economy; 
at the moment that the complaint is made that 
the economy of the Government-is so strict that 
‘itis paring to the quick; this unproductive class 
is entirely sustained from the proceeds-of the labor 
of the productive. ‘Thesecond condition is there- 
fore answered. The first was, that the-Govern- 
ment should be in.the possession of a few who: 
are to beinfluenced-by its patronage. The second 


third condition was, that the Government should 
have those establishments which might become 
| the instruments by which to reach the patronized 
| avistocraéy or governing class, f 


which the Government is brought into ‘contact 
with the class which is to fill them. There is the 
army, with its numerous commissions; a power- 
fulnavy, of which ninety ships are in commis- 
| sion at this moment, when two or three ships-of- 
war are sufficient to protect our lucrative com- 
merce in all parts of the world. ‘I‘here are also 
her vast colonial possessions, which afford a 
means of powerful patronage. Then there is the 
bar, with its numerous places, and the church, 
with places more numerous still. Turn your eyes 
where you will,and you bebold the land covered 
with the priesthood of the national churcli,- from 
the mitered bishop to the parish priest, supported 
from the: national ‘revenue, directly or indirectly 
under tho patronage of the Government, and còm- 
posed almost exclusively of the younger sons of 
the privileged class. The Church of Englund is 


to the inglish monarch, 
Give me a governing class small in their num- 


an express inclination to keep them in a state of 


power of ovarturning their monopoly, and I can 
easily show that they possess a patronage ut- 
terly destructive of liberty. Give them the means 
of operating on the productive classes by their 


They will proclaim that the strictest economy is 
| exercised in the administration of the Govern- 
‘nent, Whén their interest requires it, the peo- 


and their prejudices; War, horrid war, will be. 
proclaimed as necessary for the honor antl ih- 
terests of the nation. That horrid god, with 
bloody jaws and ftirious eyes, will be invoked to 
the aid of the governing class in maintaining their 
supremacy over the governed.’ Who ever heard 
of aplan for cducating the people proposed by 
their aristocratic oppressors? Who ever heard 
this class: urge that war was to- be avoided; that 
it made widows and orphatis; that it was the 
cause ‘of physical pains to those who entered into 
the coitibat; and of demoralization to all? The 
contraty feeling. préceeds from false honor, and’ 
it was that feeling Which ‘the governing class 
sought to infuse into the governed. Shall the na- 
tion submit to insult? Shall the pride of Britain 
submit to an indignity? and shall we not always 
be prepared with large’ means, not only to repel 
aggression- and chastise insult, but for final tri- 
umph, by ‘having thé means öf giving thefirst 
and effectual’ blow?: ‘By stich arguments as this; 
a-state of things was producéd which enabled 
the Government to contribiite to ‘the support of 
the younger song of their aristocracy, and by 
whieh means they weré not only supported, but 
Supported in a-degree of pomp and Toxury suited 
.t® their high pretensións. This, having ptt the 
Goverr t the hands of ‘a few, you have all 

petugté their power, anden- 
it from ‘the products: of ‘the: 


lbo OF tHe productive asses: - 


classes, for-her annual revenue. : For the‘taxing: 


was, that the Government shoald have the means | 
| of approaching them with patronage. . And the | 


What furnishes the agency? The offices, by | 
gency y 


one of the most potent instruments of patronage j 


bers, and that class wielding the power of the | 
Government not only without regard to the in~; 
| terests of the great body of the people, but with 

i 


depression, and prevent them from acquiring the | 


numerous interested agents, and what follows? : 


ple will be ‘assailed with appeals to their passions: | 


| Far different is the state of facts. 


` Mr. President; to these three: great conditions 
in the Government of England, there are two aux- 
iliary conditions, powerfully contributing to their 
strength. The firstauxiliaryis, thatthe Executive 
or patronizing power should be hereditary.: This 
being the case, parties are not formed whose in- 
terest it is to counteract Exccutive-usurpations, 
This power being unchanging, that: principle by. 
which those seeking office counteract the influence 
of those in office-is entirely lost. No conc who 
desires -office dares to insult that Executive, by 
questioning the justice or propriety ofthis appoint- 
ments, ag such an act would condemn him to de~» 
spair of‘ever holdingoffice himself; it would only 


disappoint hisown wishes. ` The next-auxiliary: 


principle is this: where it is difficult toi procure 
the means of subsistence,there patronage-requires 
new vigor.: Where it is difficult to- procure sub- 
sistence, where all the employments of active life 
are filled up, there the pursuit of office ia one of 
great anxiety and perséverance.. How isitin 
England? ` There the liberal professions: are walt 
filled to overflowing. The bar, the charch,the 
medical profession, are all overstockéd; and. in 
mercantile pursuits, the business of trade, and 
even of labor, where the whole day of toil barely 
procures bread enough to sustain life, there are 
hosts of eager, anxious competitors jostling each 
other, In the manufacturing districts, where the 
laborers ask only for employment and bread, they 
have been answered with steel. Armed troops 
rush on them, and cut them down with savage 
butchery, while no resource is left them but pas- 
sive submission. Thus all the professions. and 
employments of life, the church; the bar, the 
medical profession, the army and navy, with all 
the employments afforded by commerce and the 
arts, are filled up with eager and anxious. com- 
petitors, Here, then, is a condition of society in 
which the ‘desire for, ‘and necessity of, employ- 
ment is s0 strong as to make patronage a power- 
fal principle. ; 
Now, sir, how will these principles apply to 
opr counrry. Can from two and «half to three 
million voters be influenced by the limited ex- 
penditures of this Government? A whole na- 
tion to patronize itself! An idea too ludicrous, 
too absurd, to need a refutation. In our country 
suffrage is essentially universul—the exceptions 
being so trifling as to allow me to consider it 30. 
Patronage is-then tobe applied not to the govern- 
ing ov governed class, but to scattered individuals 
of anentire people. How: infituated then would 
that Administration be, which would think ofap- 
plying its patronage ‘to an unworthy ‘purpose ? 
Most of tis do not sce thè Federal Government by’ 
the means of its officers: Many of us-at our 
homes may cast our eyes around, and taling the 
whole horizon in view, hardly see'a:spotin which 
even alittlepostmaster may be found. And here, 
with this limited patronage, is an Administration 
which is so usurp the liberties of the people, by 
means of such:patronage! ‘Reason cannot com- 
prehend it—the absurdity is too great to allow of 
its being refuted. nee SA E, 
Gentlemen say that there are certain points in 
the Union where patronage is concentrated. Th 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. 
What then? Has the Administration carried the 
elections in these cities by means of its officers ? 
The Adminis- 
tration ‘has licld‘all this concentrated patronage in 
vain. Can't be believed that, ira city like New 
York, where three hundred’ thousand people ate 


į roused to the highest’state of excitement in what 


they believed to be a struggle for their liberties, 
they could be controlled by a few office-holders? 
The idea is too’ absurd,’ When such a’ popula- 
tion i8‘roused by those influénces which agitate 
freemen, yourcould no more resist them with your 
handfull of office-holders than a feather could re- 
Sist astorm. “To test this matter by fact, let us 
inquire, what has been the‘histery of. patronage 
under the American Government. And here f 
sét out with stating this principle: where there is 
a calm andtranquil’state of society; where there 
are no violent struggles of parties, patronage may 
exercise some influence; but where there“is a’ se- 
vere: partý stragele, and. one which ‘is’ continued, 
with regard to‘principle, the power of patronage 
sens 8 in thecalm an ruffed waters the 
feeblest swimmer makes his Way; While irr the’ 
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raging torrent the boldest. is lost, so it is with | 


ratronage in the two extremes | have referred to., 
n the one, itmay to some extent be exercised, but 


in the other it is overwhelmed by the more pow- | 


erful and irresistible force of popular excitement. 
in the latter case patronage, se ine from being of 
service to the party in power, operates indirectly 
against it; for the assistance that they may derive 
from tke few holding office and struggling. to re~ 
tain it, is more than counterbalanced, by the ex- 
ertions of the many who seek. to oust them from 
their places in order to obtain office for them- 
selves. a 2 ; . 

Under the administration of Washington, pat- 
ronage was exercised without danger; and when 
I mention that saced_ name, every man must un- 
derstand that he needed no patronage; and there- 
fore I pass over his administration. The first 
Adams created the means of increasing his pat- 
ronage, and rendering it efficient by the establish- 
ment of our Army and Navy. His administra- 
tion ended with his first term, and such was the 
odium; in which he was held that he was driven 
from the Executive chair with an obloquy which 
has clouded his early and well-earned.fame., Mr. 
Jefferson succeeded him in. power; and what was 
the first act of his administration? Heabolished 
patronage; he destroyed the means by which his 
own power might have been strengthened; and, 
recognizing.the people as the rightful source of 
power, he carvied.out triumphantly and success- 
fully the principles upon which the Government 
itself was founded. And what was the conse- 
quence? He was reéiected by the almost unan- 
imous voice of the American people. His name 
is embalmed in the memories of a vast majority 
of his countrymen, His opinions are to this 
day cited as authority by every friend of civil 
and religious liberty, and the doctrines that he 
incuicated will maintain their ascendency so long 
as our Constitution shall endure. Mr, Madison 
succeeded as the friend of Mr. Jefferson, and the 
inheritor of his principles. He was, like him, a 
foe. to an increase of Executive pewer, and, like 
him, opposed to extravagant expenditures, and 
dangerous constructions of the Constitution. In 
his administration the war with Great Britain 
commenced, and the question was, shall we stern- 
fy and manfully maintain against a foreign foe 
the rights bequeathed ys by our ancestors; or 
shall we, weakened by faction, suffer defeat and 
disgrace? Of course patronage under this Ad- 
ministration was necessarily increased. : 

Mr. Monroe came. into power after Mr. Mad- 
ison. -Now mark this as a peculiar period in 
our history. The consciousness that in a good 
cause we had foiled the proudest nation in the 
world gave strength to the Administration, and 
tended almost to the entire abolition of party dis- 
tinctions. These who did not rejoice in the tri- 
umphs of the war were but few. There were 
some Federal leaders, it is true, who did not re- 
joice ia our triumphs; but such were the feelings 
of.a.yast majority of. the people, that they were 
glad to renovace their party, and witness, with- 
out a struggle, its total extinction. . Such was 
the state of things during Mr. Monroe’s admin- 
istration; and patronage, though it operated on 
some, produced no injurious effects. 

Well, sir; another Administration came into 
power, and of that Administration the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] was the mainspring. 
Lthink I do not err in stating that the gencral 
impression was, that patronage would enable 
that Administration to continue in power; and 
then,-for the first time, was the attempt made to 
patronize particular sections of the Union, by the 
imposition .of.a. protective tariff, and splendid 
systems of internal.improvement. . Then, for the 
firsttime; did the nation attempt to patronize it- 
selfy.and what was the result?) I'mention these 
things in. no” invidious feeling for the Senator 
frou: Kentucky, but merely as the illustration of 
a principle, .. This‘Administration, in spite of its 
new.sources.of patronage, was ejected from power 
and General Jackson came.in-withan overwhelm- 
ing majority.: What then? Did he use the influ- 
ence of patronage for-the.purpese of supporting 
himself.in.oflice?. It would be absurd to suppose 
that his administration was sustained by such an 
influence. It is. well. known that, during the 
continuance. of. his administration, the fiercest 
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struggles were‘carried on by the two contending 
political parties of the country; that the passions 
of men were highly excited, and that the contest 
for certain great principles, which finally tri- 


| umphed, was the main support of General Jack- 


son-and the party who went with him. No, it 
was not the infuence of office-holders, but the 
support of the great body of the people, origin- 
ating in an attachment tọ certain great principles 
which. they. believed he would carry out. "The 
policy of his administration proved how absurd. 
and ridiculous was the charge. .. Was he so in- 
fatuated as to desire patronage, while he lessened, 
its influence by exhibiting unworthy individuals 
as the subject of it, as I have heard charged 
against him on this floor? No. General Jack- 
son’s administration was supported. on princi- 
ples far higher than any influences that patron- 
age could produce, and: the suffrages of a free 
people have shown their confidence in its wis- 
dom and success. The corrupting power was in 
other hands, and he foiled it by the power of the 
free principles he encouraged. ; 

Mr. President, the name of General Jackson 
never escaped my lips within this Hall, whilst 
he continued inthe Chief Magistracy. Neither 
I nor friend of mine received benefit or favor at 
his hands; and [ may declare that, during that 
period, I was a stranger to the presidential edi- 
fice. He is no longer in office, and I will explain 
what there was in his character to carry to such 
a height his influence with the citizens of the Re- 
public. They believed him, sir, to be a man of 
large sympathies, capable of embracing the entire 
American people; that his heart flowed out in love 
and kindness to each individual -of the nation, of 
whatever station and degree, to him who lived. by 
honest labor as to the opulent and influential. 
They believed that it belonged peculiarly to his 
nature to revolt with generous indignation against 
wrong.and injustice, and to come to the aid of the 
weak and oppressed against the arrogant and 
powerful wrongdoer. They were possessed with 
an innate confidence that in administering the 
Government he was wholly bent on the general 
good; that his measures to this end were selected 


with great sagacity; and that he was endowed, 


with a lofty inflexibility of temper, which enabled 
him to prosecute those measures with constancy, 
undiverted by seductive biases, undeterred by 
open intimidation and violence. . They felt that 
in gathering to him, they were only rallying to. 
the support of their own cause, their own rights 
and interests. They attached themselves to him, 
individually, as we attach ourselves to a tried 
friend, giving him entire credit for honesty, a 
quality which they are not in the habit of consid- 
ering as very common amongst politicians. To 
crown all, their patriot pride was kindled when 
they bebeld in him the high-spirited guardian of 
the national honor, whether in battle or negotia- 
tion, when they turned to that glorious day on 
which, under his auspices, the American people 
were first hailed as a great nation by the proud- 
est of European monarchies. 

De Tocqueville is quoted—all that is foreign is 
quoted—in opposition to the principles of this dis- 
tinguished patriot. De Tocqueville declares that, 
whilst General Jackson was himself powerful as 
achief magistrate, his strength must be the weak- 
ness of his successors. The effect is justly ob- 
served; and the observation may be extended to 
every Chief Magistrate who has exercised great 


power, or, in more proper phrasc, has enjoyed |; 


high authority in the Republic; but has the true 
cause of this effect been assigned? The true cause 
will be brought into view if we examine into the 
sources of the power, or, as I have preferred to 
say, the authority, of those Chief Magistrates 
whose sway in our Confederacy has been felt to 
be largest. ‘These sourcesare the attachment and 
confidence of the people attracted to. the President 
by.an earnest persuasion. of his disinterestedness 
and respect for popular rights; and this disinter- 
estedness and respect for popular rights is mani- 
fested in his yielding, through positive enactments 
of law recommended by himself, portions of the 
executive power, and in his limiting the exercise 
of that power by practices which he introduced 
into the administration of the Government, and 
which became a part of the common law of the 
Constitution. In fine, his strength rests noton 


| 


executive prerogative, or:the positive enactments 
of law, but ona prevailing influence with the peo- 
ple. The people beheve that, in supporting him 
with constancy and animation, they are only. sus= 
taining that policy on-which they, have themselves 
decided, and those measures which they approve. 


-He is nót controlling, by, power, a passiye. or 


resisting mass, but is the adviser, leader, and’ 
champion of a willing. people... i 

I have glanced at the circumstances in the con- 
dition of our own and the Government of Great 
Britain, which show. that the effect of official 
patronage in the two. countries, so far from being. 
the same, must, in a great. degree, be different. 
In England the dispensing power of Government 
favor is in. hereditary hands. . The fountain of: 
honor and wealth, so far as it is drawn through. 
the machinery of Government dut.of the produc- 
tive industry of the country, is an hereditary sov- 
ereign. To him, therefore, all whom the honors, 
power, and: emolument of office can, influence, 
turn theireyes. Around thethrone, thea, which 
is independent.of all elections, rally the aristoc-. 
racy and their dependents—the whole plebeian. 
train of the army, navy, of fund-holders, of cor- 
porations, and monopolies of all kinds-—all, in a 
word, who live on taxes levied. by the Govern- 
‘ment, or through the privilege of taxing the peo- 
ple themselves. This immense.body, although a 
minority of the nation, by that concentration of, 
interest which draws them to the support, and. 
puts them under the sway, of a hereditary exec- 
utive, controls, by having its whole force directed, 
by a single will, the popular power which acts 
without concert. The hereditary executive is a 
citadel which establishes patronage iv a strong- 
hold, beyond the reach of the people. All its 
influence, as well. as interest, tends to hold the 
people in subjection, How differently does the 
principle work with us! The sovereign power 
here is in the people themselves, They dispense 
the patronage of this Government—thé Presi- 
dency itself is a part of this patronage, which is 
disposed of every four years by their votes; and 
all the.secondary offices, from those of the Sec- 
retaries downwards, down to the lowest executive, 
depend on the breath of the- people. It does not 
stop here. Congress and. the State Legislatures 
are annually and biennially extinguished and re- 
stored by the same power. In short, the whole 
syam of government, State and national, with 
all the functionaries that put the machinery in 
motion, are, in some degree, brought within the 
original power which created the whole, by the 
wise provisions of the establishment itself. < 

Our Government may be said to resemble the 
operations of nature in the change of the seasons. 
In a year everything seems to perish, and all is 
reanimated and renewed in the course of a year. 
So far as the fruits of the Government are sought 
in its patronage, the will of the people is looked 
to as the fractifying power, as naturally as is the 
light of thesun by the husband man, as the source 
of abundance in his fields. The public suffrages 
have no sooner conferred the employments of the 
Government with their much-sought honor and 
emoluments on the body of functionaries selected, 
than instantly the spirit of supplanting them an- 
imates doubly as many more. In this way, as 
patronage here proceeds from the people, its in- 
fluence is found to operate as powerfully on per- 
sons out of office to get in, as on those holding 
office to keep in; and it operates on greater num- 
bers, for there are always more expectants than 
incumbents. Hence the Executive patronage in 
this country is neutralized. He has a power 
above him. His place is sought, with all it dis- 
penses, by other aspirants and their partisans, 
and the great patRon—the people—is found alone 
to hold that sovereign inheritance and disposal of 
the advantages of Government, which, in other 
countries, bring the official corps to the footstool 
of the throne.. The issue, which the verdict of* 
the people decides in every election, is, who of' 
the candidates for public favor is most entitled to 
their confidence and rewards; who most capables 
honest, and faithful to the Constitution. . ‘Those 
who are out of office, and seek to obtain it, 
assaill those who are in. oe 

But I object to this bill.on another ground. Tt 
is a monstrous precedent for a Republic. to strip 
whole classes of their natural rights upon pretexts 
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ofexpediency. Ifoffice-Holders are excluded from 
ihe right of teasoning as to how votes should be 
given, because they are interested, will not the 
argament apply to take from them the right of 
giving their own votes? If one class of people 
are not permitted to vote because they are sup- 
posed to be under an improper influence, may 
not the exclusion, upon the score of expediency, 
be extended to other classes? ` ee 

And now Fet me address myself to the Senator 
who hasintroduced the bill before the Senate. He 
professes, and no doubt sincerely, to apprehend 
that undue influences, left to their growth, may 
hereafter become strong cnough to oppress public 
liberty. Would he hot, then, be rendered un- 
happy, supposing that, by his will, he could make 
this bill a law, if, by doing ‘so; he should incur 
the hazard of being reproached by posterity with 
having himself ‘prepared the way för invasions 
mapon the. public ‘liberty —— with having himself 
opened’ the avenue ‘through which had entered 
Kgislation pernicious to the freedom of the citizen? 
Theré are certain great principles essential to 
public liberty, and equally connected with public 
order, which should be regarded as sacred; not 
merely not to be ‘rudely assailed, but to be left 
utiapproached. If always held inviolate; if never 
impaired under pretenses of expediency; if cher- 
ished and fostered in education, in public discus- 
sion, in every mode, they fix themselves in the 
mind and heart of the citizen, and grow into his 
nature. The national mind is thus prepared to 
feel, with quick and keen sensibility, every in- 
jury done to these principles; and should they 
be profanely touched, replies through the entire 
people with an indignant and angry vibration. By 
a congentancous impulse, the citizens rise in gen- 
erous rage to arrést the tyranny and rebuke the 
assailant. 

So much for public liberty; now for public or- 
der. Under the security of these well-established 
principles, which are never to be violated, the 
citizens reat secure and tranquil, not liable to be 
worked into factious fury by the experience or 
dread of wrong and oppression, which are to be 
prevented or retaliated by equal wrong and op- 
pression. But let it be conceded that the great 
principles on which the rights of the citizens rest 
may be impaired by being limited; that, under 
the’ pretense of expediency, exceptions may be 
made to their operation, and how fatal a change 
ig wrought! The principle once violated, how 
shall its integrity be restored? the sacred limit 
overleaped, where will you retstablish it? Hav- 
ing yielded the only true and definite line, how 
can you replace it? Having admitted that expe- 
diency may prevail in one case, you must admit 
that it may prevail in anothor, if it be only suffi- 
ciently high and powerful. Having abandoned 
the hold upon principle, you are reduced to the 
weighing of motives of expediency. The feel- 
ings of the people become callous from repeated 
violations of principle; the only sure rule and 
guide having been abandoned, their ideas become 
confounded. Precedents of arbitrary legislation 
and administration are pleaded, while one act is 
made to justify another. Precedent! precedent! 

recedent! let the American people shun with its 

aneful influences. If this reasoning be good in 
general, with what force does it apply to that 
liberty of speech which is not only so precious in 
itself, but, as I have said, the guardian of every 
other good principle? 

1 would ‘say more, but I am exhausted? 


. INVENTION OF STEAMBOATS. 


SPEECH OF HON. E. RUMSEY, 

: ` , OF KENTUCKY, 

~ Ig THe. Hoose op REPRESENTATIVES, 

Pi February 9; 18397 
The House having: agreed to consider the fol- 

lowing resolution" W 5 p> RA ie 
“Resolved, by the Senate and Ho r ives of 
aaea aa of a Be a oe eee, 
the President be, and ‘he is hereby, requested to. present to 
James Rumsey, jr, the son and only: surviving child of 
James Rumsey, deceased, a suitable gold medal, comem- 
orative of his father’s services and high agency in giving to 
the world the benefits of the atéamboat, ~: a 
Mr RUMSEY said: © aot S re 
` Mr. Speaxer: I am thankful for ‘the courtesy 


extended in taking up this resolution at the pres- 
ent time, and will endeavor, if my feelings will 
permit me, to make some remarks upon it. They 
shall be very brief, and, as 1 have not been a tres- 
passer úpon the time and patience of the House, 
I trūst I shall not be ‘considered intrusive, ahd 
veriture to hope that I may be favored with a 
friendly and indulgent hearing. I would gladly 
avoid saying anything; for it ever gives me ex- 
trerhe pain to attempt to speak upon a new thea- 
tet; and neglecting, a3 I have, from a belief that 
this opportunity would not occur, to make any 
adequate preparation, I feel and know that I ¢an- 
not, ina manner worthy of your attention, illus- 
trate the history of the invention of the steam- 
boat, and do justice to the memory and claims of 
James Rumsey. But, standing in the relation to 
him which I do—that of nephew—it would be ex- 

ected that I would not be wholly silent. I wish 
It distinctly understood that, except so far as my 
sensibilities are involved, I have no interest in 
this matter,.cven if anything more substantial 
were contemplated than is proposed by the reso- 
lution. Tọ, something (inconsiderable in any 
event) I may have had title; but that, remote, 
contingent, valueleas,‘as it was in my eyes in a 
pecuniary point of view, I have relinquished to 
one more meritorious than myself. 


Mr. Speaker, it was not at my instance orsug- | 


gestion that this matter was presented here. I 
was aware that among many, very many, re- 
spectable and intelligent men, the claim of James 
Rumsey to originality in the application of steam 
to navigation stood preéminent, and I appre- 
hended that that claim might be weakened by the 
adverse action of this body, of whose inaptitude 
to adjudicate in cases of this kind I was not igno- 
rant. I foresaw the difficulties that would en- 
viron and embarrass the subject. That from the 
Japse of time, the loss of papers, the death of 
witnesses, much testimony, once easily attain- 
able, was forever gone. Į supposed, also, that 
many might belicve—erroncously, however, I 
think—that whatever success the individuals on 
whose memorial this resolution is based might 
obtain, whatever recognition of the title of their 
ancestor to the distinguished honor of participat- 
ing in the introduction of the steamboat they 
might elicit, would detract from the reputation of 
another. I knew, too, that gentlemen’s engage- 
ments and duties here were usually too great and 
onerous to allow them opportunity to investigate 
a matter of this kind, in which the feelings of a 
few citizens were chiefly concerned. But whether 
wisely or unwisely, it is here, and it is for the 
House to dispose of it in accordance with its views 
of propriety and justice. 

I wish to premise that I have no intention to 
attempt to derogate from the just fame of Fulton. 
To him, in common with his warmest admirers, 
I cheerfully accord the good fortune and the glory 
of vanquishing incredulity, and broadly demon- 
strating the practicability and utility of steam as 
an agent of navigation. 

How vast and incalculable are the results of 
this triumph of genius! How beneficial its influ- 
ence upon the social intercourse, the agricultural 
industry, the commercial prosperity, the general 
improvement, the safety and permanence of the 
Union! The whole nation, in its magnificent 
onward march, has received new energy and an- 
imation from it. The great valley of the West, 
more especially, through the agency of steam in 
transporting a mighty commerce on its numerous 
rivers, has, in a few years, been accelerated to a 
point in opulation, in power, in wealth, in com- 
fort, and happiness, which it would not otherwise 
have attained in ages. 

The steamboat, and another kindred applica- 
tion of steam—to land travel—to the honor of 
which, too, our country would, in all probability, 
have had undisputed title, had it pleased this Gov- 
ernment to have favored the memorial of another 
ingenious American, Oliver Evans, a Pennsylva- 
nian, Í believe; he—I speak from information, 
for I have nöt examined the record—petitioned 
Congress to patronize hiin in making an experi- 
ment, nearly fifty years ago, and long before the 
railroad was attempted'in Europe, which was not 
until 1802 or 1803; but, like projectors generally, 
he merely incurred a laugh. F say, Mr. Speaker, 
these two inventions, ‘by ‘nullifying time and 


a pecuniary kind, for a 


space, by mingling us together'as óne people, by 
bringing the parts, even the most retnote, of our 
wide-extended country into early and facile com- 
munication; by the wind-like rapidity afforded 
for exchanging the various productions of the 
mind, of the soil, df the work-shop, are exercis- 
ing important influences upon the intellectual and 
moral development, upon the advancement of alt 
the interests, upon the wealth, the power, the 
glory, the security of the Republic, and will pusl: 
us forward to an elevation anapproachable with- 
out them. ` 

To Fulton I have readily assigned the honor 
of finally overcoming an unbelieving and sneering 
world, and compelling it to see and acknowledge 
the useful application of this wonderful agent— 
steam—to the propulsion of vessels. But if there 
was another American citizen who, at a much 
earlier day, conceived this great idea, originated 
this gtand design, and, in the prosecution of it, 
expended his time, his labor, his little fortune, his 
health and his life—who actually constructed two 
steamboats, one in America and one in England; 
on the firstof which he made a public experiment 
which, all things regarded, was most encourag- 
ingly Se cceastal: and with the other was nearly 
ready, after surmounting numerous obstacles of 
public exhibition, when 
arrested by sudden death; if the attention of sci- 
entific and ingenious men were attracted to the 
subject by the opinions and operations of this 
other citizen; if the practicability of steam navi- 
gation was actually demonstrated by him, if Ful- 
ton himself, by his association with him in Lon- 
don, and consequent acquaintance with his plans 
and discoveries, was advanced in knowledge, was 
led to reflect, and ultimately to act: if all this were 
true, would it be unfair to say that this other cit- 
izen was, in some and no small degree, auxiliary 
in giving to the world this important invention ? 
And that it is all true, I think, must be admitted 
by every onc, on a fair and candid examination 
of the subject. I know that gentlemen’s engage- 
ments here are too numerous, of too exciting and 
engrossing a character, to enable them to exam- 
ine minutely a matter of this kind, in which, it 
may be thought, the feelings of a few individuals 
are alone concerned; though, to my mind, the 
public justice is, to some extent, involved. I will 
not do violence to the patience of the House by 
entering into any minute and prolix detail. I have 
not the strength to go so extensively into the sub- 
ject as to do it justice, even if this was a fit the- 
ater, which it is not, for such extended disquisi- 
tion. I will but briefly recapitulate a few facts, 
which, from the information laid before the com 
mittee, I kriow to be correct. 

James Rumsey was a native of Maryland, from 
which State he removed, in early manhood, to 
Shepherdstown, Virginia, where he turned his at- 
tention exclusively to engineering and mechanical 
pursuits—superintending for a time the operations 
of the Potomac Company in improving the navi- 
gation of that river—suggesting many novel views 
in mechanism, and making various improvements 
in milling-and the application of water power. As 
early as July or August, 1783, as appears by the 
testimony, he conceived the idea of navigation by 
steam; and from this time to the hour of his 
death, his whole soul was absorbed in this great 
subject. 

It will be récollected that at this early period 
the mechanic arts, and, more especially, that 
branch embracing steam machinery, were in their 
very infancy in America. There was no steam 
machinery init. There were no practical artists 
capable of fabricating any. Even in England, 
although some progress had been madeby Watt, 
the steam-engine, and its great appendage, the 
boiler, or generator, were rude, imperfect, com- 

aratively inefficient. Rumsey had to invent, to 
originate sverytiing=to procure from different 
places, and different work-shops, and, though not 
a practical mechanic, often to fashion and modify 
with his own hands the various partsof a work 
even now dificultand complicate. Fror theinex- 
perience of workmen, and the total absence ofall 
the tools and machines now collected in engine 
factories, his progress was necessarily expensive, 
slow, embarrassed, and all execution so imper- 
fect as to preclude the possibility of more thanpar- 
tial success.: Under these most disadvantageous 
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circumstances, he succeeded, in the autumn. of 


1784, in making a private, but very imperfect.ex- 


periment, in order to test some of the principles 
of his invention. And, notwithstanding much of 
his machinery was so utterly defective as quickly 
to fail in many parts, and to require renewal 
and reconstruction throughout, yet so. well con- 
vinced was he of ultimate success from this ex- 
periment, that, at the October session of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature for that year, he applied for, 


and obtained, an act guarantying to him the’ 


exclusive use of his invention In navigating the 
waters of that State. This will be seen by refer- 
ence to the statutes of that Commonwealth. About 
the same time, also, he communicated his inven- 
tion to General Washington, as appears by a let- 
ter of that personage, the original of which was 
before the committee, dated November, 1787, to 
the late Governor Johnson, of Maryland. It 
seems that he did not earlier make this commu- 
nication to Washington because he had not ma- 
tured and digested his plan, or tested its truth by 
any even partial, experiments. And when he 
did make it, so new, so bold, so original and un- 
heard of was it, that Washington declaresin that 
letter that he considered it ‘rather as an ebulli- 
tion of his genius” than as anything likely to be 
available, 

In the beginning of the next year, (January, 
1785,) he obtained a 
Assembly of Maryland for navigating by steam 
the bays and rivers of that State; and immedi- 
ately afterwards commenced preparations for an 
experiment on a larger scale. Through the whole 


of this year he was deeply engaged in building a | 


boat, and procuring, improving, adapting, and 
testing the several parts of his machinery. He 
did not, however, from the causes which I have 
before mentioned, get ready for a public trial 
until the year following, (1786,) which, all things 
considered, was eminently successful. This ex- 
periment was made on the Potomac, near Shep- 

erdstown, Virginia, in the presence of hundreds 
of spectators. It is proven by various witnesses. 
It is described in the letter of Mr. Bedinger, and 
certified by Dr. Alexander, of Baltimore, for 
whose high respectability I refer to such of the 
delegation from Maryland as are acquainted with 
him. The gentleman near me [Mr. Jenirer] 
says there is no one more worthy of full confi- 
dence. In this trial, he succeeded, notwithst .nd- 
ing the unavoidable imperfection of his ma- 
chinery, in propelling his boat against the current. 
by steam alone four or five miles an hour. There 
was long in possession of one of his family an 
ancient pamphlet, with high evidences of authen- 
ticity upon its face, which I have often read, and 
the general contents of which, I know, are rcc- 
ollected by many. persons in Kentucky, contain- 
ing the approbatory certificates of numerous gen- 
tlemen who witnessed this exhibition; amongst 
them, that of General Gates, as mentioned by 
Mr. Bedinger. This pamphlet has been lost or 
mislaid, and those interested have been unable to 
repossess themselves of it, or to obtain another 


copy. 


roof before the committee as to this experiment 
is so clear, so ample and conclusive, that no one 
can read it and doubt. The results of this trial 
were by no means discouraging. So far from it, 
that, says Doctor Alexander, who was on board, 
“every person present believed that Mr. Rumsey 
had accomplished all his wishes.” The first ef- 
forts of Fulton in America, more than twenty 
years after, were but little more successful. It 
was not until after repeated trials—great and ex- 
tensive modifications and improvements, requir- 
ing much time and money, and testing to the ut- 
most the liberal patronage of Livingston—that he 
succeeded in dbtaining a velocity reasonably use- 
ful. And even the utmost rapidity with which 
he navigated his boats was far, infinitely far, be- 
hind that which subsequent improvement has 
achieved. I speak not this in disparagement of 
Fulton. It.cannot be so understood. Great in- 
ventions, requiring complicate machinery, are 
never perfected and seldom made eminently use- 
ful at once. High excellence is rarely attained 
until the mechanical world has tendered its offer- 
ings—poured in its contributions through a lon 
Series of years. Time, labor, money, repeated 


pant from the General | 


Byt, independent of this mass of testimony, the | 


modifications and éxperiments—the conjoint sug- 
gestions of practical and theoretical mechanics, 
are all prerequisite and auxiliary to the perfec- 
tion of a great invention. Take, for instance, 
the printing press of our day, throwing off thou- 
sands of accurate impressions in an hour. From 
its wondrous celerity in multiplying copies, and, 
through the agency of steam on the land and the 
water, scattering them far and near, it may almost 
be compared, in its capacity for the diffusion of 
intellectual light, to the sun in the heavens, in his 
capacity for shedding physical warmth and radi- 
ance upon the world. And yet the press of our 
day—all admirable asitis—is but the rude wooden 
type and clumsy apparatus of the great German 
inventor, ina beautiful, improved and perfected 
orm. i 

The spinning machine, which has so highly en- 
couraged one important branch of agriculture, and 
so greatly advanced the civilization and happiness 
of mankind, by clothing millions in comfort and 
decency, who would otherwise have remained in 
ragged, squalid degradation—the spinning ma- 
chine of our day, all perfect as it is, would scarce 
be recognized as his own by the inventor, Ark- 
wright, if it were not that the same principle—the 
idea of making many threads at once by machine- 
ry—is preserved. 

Great, though not equally so, for the same time 
has not elapsed, has been the iniprovement in the 
steamboat, A hundred minds and a thousand 
hands have each contributed something to the sim- 
plification of its machinery and the extension ofits 
powers. This is strikingly illustrated on the 
western waters, where the early boats of Fulton 
were nearly a month in making the trip from New 
Orleans to Louisville, which is now not unfre- 
quently performed in less than a week. It is 
equally apparent in the increased speed of the 
boats upon the Hudson, as appears from the re- 
port ofthe Secretary of the Treasury on the steam- 
engine, laid a few days ago upon our tables. 

It is probable, nay, certain, that ultimate excel- 
lence is not yet attained; and that the steamboats 
of the present time will bear the same relation to 
those of fifty years hence which the first boats of 
Fulton in 1807, or the original boat of Rumsey on 
the Potomac in 1786, bear to those of the present 
day. But this progressive improvement detracts 
nothing from the merits either of him who first 
drew the attention of mechanical men to the sub- 
ject by actual and successful experiment, though 
he left it incomplete in consequence of premature 
death, nor of him who afterwards improved upon 
and broughtit into general operation. They laid 
the foundation; they created the basis of all sub- 
sequentaction. Thereisglory enough in so great 
an invention for both—for Rumsey, who origina- 
ted the steamboat, and by actual trial proved its 
capability, and for Fulton, who subsequently 
carried out the grand design, and introduced It 
into common use. 

They—I speak it not lightly or arrogantly, but 
from a deep conviction of its sober truth—deserve 
to be ranked among the highest benefactors of 
their species, higher, far, than nine tenths of the 
warriors and statesmen whose achievements blaze 
upon the page of history, and occupy’ so large a 
portion of the world’s regard and admiration. 
To say nothing of other nations, their labors have 
contributed immeasurably to the advancement of 
all the great interests of their country; their la- 
bors have added hundreds of millions to its 
wealth. Sir, you have no arithmetic of powers 
vast enough by which to estimate the benefits of 
the steamboat in a pecuniary point of view alone. 
Their labors have rendered the whole Republic 
more prosperous in peace, moré powerful and de- 
fensible in war. Their labors, too, have tended, 
in no small degree, to the preservation of human 
life. Iam aware that the truth of this last asser- 
tion may not be universally admitted; but it will 
scarcely be questioned, at least by a western or 
southwestern man who recollects the old mode 
of conducting our commerce. Small as.that com- 
merce was before the introduction of the steam- 
boat, it drew off a larger portion of population 
than is now necessary to transact 1t, although 
so immensely extended. Even then more died | 


in the long and exposed and laborious voyages | 


in keels and barges, or the exhausting return by 
land under a vertical sun, than now perish from i 


steamboat explosions. ` But they ‘dropped off one” 
by one; they sank obscurely into, the ‘grave bj 
the wayside, or, after reaching their homes, fell’ 
victims to disease incurred by a long sojourn and 
travel in southern climes. The consumption: of 
life, though known to be great in the aggregate, 
happening so much in detail made no impression. 
But now every steamboat disaster creates a sen- 
sation, and is proclaimed in the universal press 
of the country. If the mighty commerce now in 
progress on the western waters had to be con- 
ducted in the old way, it wéuld require the agency 
of so many individuals that it would not be long 
before the sides of the public roads, from New 
Orleans to the upper States; and the banks of 
that great river which pours into the Gulf the’ 
congregated waters of nearly half a continent, 
would be almost continued graveyards. 

But to return from this digression, in which, as 
I promised brevity, I ought not to have indulged. 
After his experiment—successful experiment— 
upon the Potomac, in 1786, to which I have ad- 
verted, Rumsey, being under the strong convic+ 
tion that skillful workmen and perfect machinery 
were alone wanting to the most complete success, 
and sensible that such could not then be procured 
in America, resolved to go to England. With 
slender means of his own, and atded—no, not 
aided—but mocked and deluded by some timid 
and unsteady patronage, he there résumed, with 
untiring energy, his great undertaking. He pro- 
ceeded to procure patents from the British Gov- 
ernment for steam navigation, and various inven- 
tions embracing improved steam-engines and 
boilers; those of Watt, and all preceding ones, 
being extremely inartificial and imperfect. These 
patents bear date in the beginning of 1788. Many 
of his inventions, in one modified form or an- 
other, are now in general use. As, for instance, 
the cylinder-boiler, so superior to the old tub or 
still-boilers, in the presentation of fire surface, 
and capacity for holding highly rarified steam, 
is described, both single and combined, in his 
specifications; and is identical in principle with 
the tub-boiler which he used in his Potomac ex- 
periment. j 

Difficulties and embarrassments of a pecuniary 
nature, and others such as invariably obstruct 
the progress of a new invention, attended him 
in England. He was often compelled to abandon, 
temporarily, his main object, and turn his,gtten~ 
tion to something else, in order to raise means to 
resume it. ‘He undertook, with the same power, 
but by its more judicious application, to pro- 
duce higher results in several water-works, in all 
which he succeeded, realizing thereby some rep+ 
utation, and some funds to apply to his favorite 
project. re 

At another time, as mentioned by the commit- 
tee in their report, in order to avoid a ‘* London 
jail,” and the delay, if not defeat, of all his high 

opes, he was compelled to transfer, at what he 
considered a ruinous sacrifice, a large interest in 
his inventions—a contract which entangled and 
embarrassed him during the remainder of his 
short life. Still, however, he struggled on, un- 
dismayed; had constructed a boat of about one 
hundred tons burden, and pushed forward his 
machinery so near to the point of completion as 
to be able to indicate a day not very distant for a 
public exhibition, when his sudden death ensued 
from apoplexy, while discussing the principles of 
one of his inventions before a philosophical so- 
ciety of London. A very interesting account of 
the manner of his death is given in the letter of 
R. C. Wakefield, amongst the papers before the 
select committee. With his life, the whole pro- 
ject ceasatl; there was no one present to admin- 
ister; there was no one interested in his under- 
taking possessed of skilland ability to carry it out. 
Most men looked upon it as wild and visionary. 
Few would have been willing to incur the ridicule 
of attempting to complete it. All that he left— 
his very boat and machinery—barely sufficed to 
satisfy anxious and greedy creditors. 

With the sudden death of Fiesco, of Genoa, that 
most extraordinary revolution which, ina single 
night, with admirable ability, he had nearly 
effected, ceased, rolled back, became abortive. So 
did the sudden death of this humbler, but more 
useful man arrest all further prosecution, at the 
time, of the great object to which he had so in- 
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tently devoted himself, and which, in some of the 


modès whiċħ he contemplated, he must, had time. 


been allowed, have, completed. He was not per- 
mitted to live.to witness the realization of the high 
design which he had conceived, and the consum- 
mation of which he never doubted, to-use his own 


bold language, ‘‘ the navigation of ourgreat rivers,- 


the lakes, the gulf stream, the ocean itself, by the 
agency of steam,” + L A ; 

Mr, Speaker, itis evident, from the inforrhation 

before the. committee who reported this resolu- 
tion, that Rumsey, from the introductory letters 
which, he carried, from the high order of mechan- 
ical genius which he displayed, and the daring 
and original project which. he was attempting, 
attracted.some. attention in Landon, and secured 
to. himself the acquaintance and friendship of 
many respeciahle men: Itis fair to presume that 
other intelligent Americans, then resident in Lon- 
don, would have formed some acquaintance both 
with him and the novel design he was prosecut- 
ing. Itis known that Fulton was for many years, 
during and after this period, living in Europe, and 
pending much of his time in London; and, in the 
absence of all other proof, it could scarcely be 
believed that he, with a talent for these things, 
with a mind directed to such objects, would have 
failed in becoming acquainted with, and interest- 
ing himself in the operations of, his countryman, 
who was occupying a position of painful promi- 
pence; so much so that, as he states in a letter to 
his brother, his project was the frequent subject 
of newspaper remark, and even of “ play-house 
wit.” But all doubt is remoyed by the letter of 
Rumsey to his friend, Mr. West, in America, in 
which “he speaks of Fulton as if they were on 
terms of intimacy. Does not the conclusion al- 
most irresistibly follow that, from this association 
with Rumsey, and acquaintance with his plans, 
Fulton was advanced in knowledge, was led to 
reflect, and ultimately to act on this subject? And, 
whether hia application of steam-power was iden- 
tical or dissimilar, original or derived, wholly 
new, or modifications and improvements on some 
of Rumsey’s plans, still it appears to me tbat it 
would be cruc} injustice to the memory of this 
persevering, ardent, talented, but unfortunate 
man—unfortunate jn being cut off in the prime of 
life, and in the midst of Tis career—to say that 
the world was under no obligation to him for an 
invention ao incalculably, so supremely import- 
ant. 

If further evidence were wanting to prove that 
this acquaintance with Rumsey was not ipoper- 
ative in turning Fulton’s attention to the steam- 
boat, it will be found in the fact that he was en- 
gaged in it in 1793, very shortly after the death 
of Rumsey. This is apparent from his corre- 
spondence with Lord Alanhope; who himself 
made some experiments in 1795. Fulton went 
to Europe for the purpose of introducing his tor- 
pedo for the explosion of. ships; but, after the 
death of Rumsey, the steamboat scems to have 
engaged his chief attention until his final success 
in 1807. It isknown,and so stated by his biogra- 

her, that, before his return to America, he was 
‘or many years actively employed in studying 
the subject, in constructing a variety of models, 
and making a series of experiments on a small 
scale. And when it is recollected that fifteen 
years thus elapsed before he obtained a motion 
much exceeding five miles an hour, it is matter 
of admiration that Rumsey, without any reflect- 
ed lights, should, in the short period: allowed 
him, have effected so much. ` 

Mr. Speaker, I have understood—I know not 
with what truth, but I believe the fact is em- 
bodied in Colden’s Life—that when Fulton made 
his first essay before the city of New York, a 
vast multitude assembled—most of them doubt- 

ers, disbelievers, sneerers, After a few revolu- 
tions of the engine, some accident occurred from 
imperfect machinery, leading to a temporary sus- 
pension of the experiment. A sybilant voice 
arose from the crowd, “ We said so. We knew 
it would noldo.” Scorn and derision were poured 
forth upon the man who, improving upon the 
labors of his predecessor, Rumsey, was doing 
more for the benefit of his species than has ever 
been effected by all the mighty armies and victo- 
rious chiefs, 

“From Macedonia’s madman to the Swede.” 
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Now, suppose that Fulton, before remedying the 
defect, bag suddenly died—in a land of strangers, 
too—leaving no one with legal authority to act 
for him; leaving no one interested in his design, 
of skill and talent to consummate it; poor, em- 
barragsed, in debt; with executions levied on his 
very boat and engine, and merely suspended as 
a matter of specjal grace, until this trial should 
be made: suppose, fom these or the like causes, 
the completion of the steamboat had been post- 
poned for another twenty years; at the end of 
which time some other ingenious man who had 
witnessed Fulton’s efforts, who was intimate with 
his plans, who had been deeply impressed by 
his powerful and lucid arguments, and warmed 
and excited to take an interest in the subject by 


his bold and sanguine spirit, had, after long pri- ` 


vate preparation, openly resumed the project; and, 
under more favorable auspices, from a more ad- 
vanced state of the mechanic arts, or the benign 
influence of a more liberal patronage, had suc- 
ceeded, triumphantly succeeded, in establishing 
the utility of the steamboat, either on some of 
Fulton’s plans, or by modifications and improve- 
ments of his own: now, Jask the friends of Ful- 
ton whether, in this state of the case—and more 
especially if his had been the original effort—his 
memory should have gone down into oblivion 
unknown and unhonored by his country? As 
success alone, naked success, is the criterion by 
which the world forms its estimate of merit, Í 
know this other individual would, generally, have 
monopolized the honor; but the inquiring, the 
reficcting, and the just, would not have passed 
unregarded the name of Fulton. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not, if I could, take a 
single ray from the just fame of Fulton. It isad- 
mitted on all hands that he improved upon, and 
first broadly introduced the steamboat into gen- 
eral use; and for this alone he is entitled to the 
boundless and eternal gratitude of mankind. The 
world has been liberal in the conference of honor 
—something, too, his country has done for his 
descendants-—something further this ILouse pro- 
posed doing at the late session. To that meas- 
ure, when it was first up—-the only occasion when 
I was present—I gave my cordial assent; and | 
would have raised my voice in its favor, had I 
not been sensible that a cause sustained, asit was, 
by the fervid eloquence and powerful arguments 
of the gentlemen from South Carolina, Pennsyl- 
vania, New York, and Kentucky, [Messrs. Le- 
carg, Biopie, Horrman, and CuambBers, | needed 
not my feeble advocacy. But in denying him ori- 
ginality, I do him no injustice. He never claimed 
it himself. Elis partial biographer cannot claim 
it for him. The very first act of the New York 
Legislature in his favor, in 1798, recognizes him 
not as the inventor, but the improver. All men 
who have looked into the subject know that it 
did not begin with him. Long before, the design 
had been conceived, to a good extent accom- 
plished, its practicability proved, and was per- 
sisted in and prosecaied under the most favor- 
able circumstances, with unwavering confidence 
and irrepressible resolution, until his dying hour, 
by James Rumsey; but for his acquaintance with 
whom, itis probable the powerful mind of Fulton 
would never have been P rought to act upon the 
subject, and but for whom it is probable the 
world would yet have been without the benefits 
of the steamboat. 

Mr. Speaker, there was but one individual who 
contested Rumsey’s title to priority in the appli- 
cation. of steam to navigation; and about his 
claims I wish to make a remark or two, in a spirit 
of candor and charity; for, as to the experiment 
ascribed to the Spaniard Garay, three hundred 
years ago, and mentioned by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Duncan,] at the last session, when I 
was not present, I can only say, that if any such 
ever was made, all knowledge of it had sunk into 
utteroblivion. Ages—centuries had rolled round, 
and the most profound silence and ignorance pre- 
vailed in regard to it. It was unknown to his- 
tory—unknown to tradition—and could have had 
no influence whatever in bringing forward the 
steamboat in comparatively modern times. I 
acknowledge that this statement appears to me to 
be an entire fiction; that, if there be such a rec- 
ord, it was not based upon fact. It can scarcely 
be credited by any one who will look into the 


history of the origin, progress and improvement 
of the steam-engine, which, more than two hun- 
dred years afterwards, was used for scareely any 
purpose except pumping water from mines, where 

ut little machinery, and nothing but a simple 
rectilinear action, was required. If Garay was 
thus three centuries in advance of all the world, 
while his genius challenges our highest admira- 
tion, we are forced to acknowledge that he lived 
in vain; for, if the archives of the Spanish’ mon- 
archy do present any basis for this statement, 
there it would have mouldered into dust, if the 
success of the steamboat in this new world had 
not given interest to everything connected with 
the subject, and caused the eye of some antiqua- 
rian to rest upon the passage, which would oth- 
wise have been neglected as unintelligible or in- 
credible. x 

Isaid, Mr. Speaker, there was but one person 
contested Rumscy’stitle to precedence. Itisstated 
in the American Supplement to Rees’s Encyclo- 
pedia, on the subject of steam, that Fitch made 
an experiment on the Delaware in 1783. If this 
were true, he preceded Rumsey; but I challenge 
the world to produce the testimony of a respect- 
able witness, living or dead, to corroborate this 
statement. None such can be produced. The as- 


| sertion is utterly erroneous; Fitch himself did not 


claim to have thought of steam navigation until 
1785. In 1787 he built a boat and machinery on 
the Delaware, and made his first experiments 
in 1788. These facts are very clearly proven by 
various evidence before the committee. E will 
recapitulate but_a part. The letter of General 
Washington to Governor Johnson, written in No- 
vember, 1787, which I have before adverted to, 


| says that Rumsey communicated to him his steam- 


boat invention in November, 1784, and that some 
time afterwards Fitch called upon him, claiming 
for himself a similar invention, and requesting an 
introductory letter, ‘* which he (Washington) de- 
clined giving, and went so far as to inform Mr. 
Fitch that, though he was not at liberty to dis- 
close the principles of Mr, Rumsey’s discovery, 


| he could venture to assure him that he (Fitch) 
| was not original, but that the idea had been com- 


municated to him by Mr. Rumsey.” Now, as 


Rumsey made no communication on the subject 
to Washington until November, 1784, it is prob- 
able that this interview on the part of Fitch did 
not take place until the year following; and, in- 
deed, as I will hereafter show, not until the com- 
mencement of 1786; and, in either case, it was at 
a time when Rumsey was exerting every nerve in 
preparing for that experiment which he made on 
the Potomac in 1786, and which I have before 
mentioned. At all events, it was long after the 
private experiment which Rumsey made in 1784, 
in order to test some of the principles of his in- 
vention. If the statement in the Encyclopedia, 
that Fitch made experiments on the Delaware 
near Philadelphia, in 1783, were true, can it be 
believed that Washington, whose comprehensive 
vision took in everything likely to be of any use to 
his country, would, at so short a distance, have 
never heard of it? And if he had never heard of 
it, can it be credited that Fitch, whose originality 
was questioned and denied, would have failed in 
certifying him of it? And if Washington had 
either heard of it before, or been informed of 
it by Fitch at this meeting, could he, to whom 
Rumsey had made no disclosure on the subject 
until November, 1784, have said to Fitch, Sir, 
you are not original; Rumsey is before you? No; 
every one will see in that letter, not only a refu- 
tation of the statement in the Encyclopedia, but 
arefutation of Fitch’s claim to precedence. On 
his own presentation of his case—on his own 
statements, declarations, and admissions, Wash- 
ington refuses to give him a letter, and assures 
him that he has been anticipated by Rumsey. 
There is also a letter from Washington to Rum- 
sey, written in March, 1786, bearing upon this 
oint. It will be seen in the twelfth volume of 
parke’s Life. In this letter Washington urges 
Rumsey to bring forward his invention; warns 
him that his secret is leaking out, and that others 
will take advantage of it; and goes on to state 
that one individual had called on him, claiming 
for himself a plan of steam navigation, and re- 
questing a letter of introduction, which he de- 
clined giving. Now, it can scarcely be doubted 


1839.) 


AL GLOBE: 88: 


~ 25r Cone....8D Sess. 


~~ o Ho. or Reps. 


that the individual here alluded to was Fitch, 
and that his interview gave rise to this admon- 


itory letter, and teok place not long before its 
date. 

The January number of the New York Re- 
view, just published, contains a well-written at- 
ticle on “steam navigation,” and I regret that 
thé writer was not in ‘possession of all. the facts 
touching its early history. It therein appears 
that Mr. Ogden, claiming certain tights as repre- 
sentative of Fitch, asserted them by petition be- 
fore the Legislature of New York. Among other 
testimony before the committee raised on this 
petition, was that of General Bloomfield, fixing 
the period of Fitch’s experiment to 1787 or 1788. 


On the authority of De Warville, the correspond- | 


ent of Jefferson, and an eminent French writer of 
that period, I feel warranted in saying that it was 
the latter year. 

In his work, published in 1789, which will be 
found in your library, he states that, being in 
Philadelphia in September, 1788, he attended by 
invitation, and witnessed Fitch’s experiment. In 
a note; written in the February following, in Lon- 
don, he says: f 

“I haye just become acquainted with Mr. Rumsey, of 
Virginia, a gentleman of great ingenuity, who proposes 
pbuilding a vessel in which, withou sails, and by steam 
alone, he will cross the Atlantic in fifteen days.” 

This sublime conception, this bold undertaking 
of Rumsey, the accomplishment of which in the 
last year has created so vasta sensation, was not 
unknown to meand othersof his family, but, with- 
out the high authority of De Warville, I would 
not have ventured to have named it. The Eng- 
lish article in the Encyclopedia manifests much 
ignorance and carelessness in its preparation; as, 
for instance, without the shadow of truth or evi- 
dence, it ascribes to Mr. Symington the honor of 
introducing the steamboat into America, and at 
the same time states that Symington’s first exper- 
iments were on the Forth and Clyde, in 1801. 
Lord Stanhope, Symington, the Abbe Arnel of 
France, Fulton, and others, seem to have been 
urged to reflection and action on this subject, in 
consequence of Rumsey’s operations in London. 
The American supplemental article in the Ency- 
clopedia is also, in many respects, unfair, disin- 
genuous, and untrue. ‘The compiler, who is the 
partial eulogist of Fulton, aware that he cannot 
ascribe to his favorite the glory of originality, 
endeavors to mystify and becloud, rather than to 


iNustrate, the true history of the invention of the | 


steamboat. He gives to Fitch, whose claims 
were untenable, precedence of Rumsey; and I 
think [have shown that he succeeded him al- 
though I have dwelt on but part of the evidence: 
that evidence, taken together, most clearly proves 
that Fitch was but a borrower. The compiler 
goes further, and, asif to do away with all claim 
which Rumsey, or even Fitch, might have upon 
the good opinion of their countrymen, says that 
the idea of steam navigation had been entertained 
at a still earlier period by Hulls, of England, and 
that therefore he is bettcr entitled to the honor of 
originality than Rumsey, although he admits that 
he made no attempt to reduce it to practice, and 
Rumsey, under the most adverse circumstances, 
actually succeeded in running a boat against the 
current of a river four or five miles an hour. The 
compiler further alleges that Rumsey, with unlim- 
ited patronage, and after full trial, abandoned the 
project as hopeless. Indisputable testimony 
shows that the assertion is as unfounded and false 
as it is illiberal and cruel. I judge thatitis from 
this work that the Secretary of the Treasury de- 
duces what he calls his “ miscellancous facts” in 
the report upon the steam-engine, laid upon our 
tables a few days ago. And from the misquota- 
tion of- names and confusion of-dates—caused, no 
doubt, by- hasty reference—he has not improved 
the accuracy of the original article. 

From the ignorance and carelessness, willful 
or otherwise, displayed in this treatise in the En- 
cyclopedia, I have no confidence in the statement 
that Hulls, of England, obtained a patentfor steam 
navigation one hundred years ago. Iam led to 
this conclusion by various reflections. The steam- 
engine at that early day, and, indeed, down to the 
time of Watt, in the latter part of the eighteenth 
century, was very inefficient, and very little used 
even for the simplest purposes. It is- not stated, 


so faras my examination has gone, what agent 


Hulls contemplated using, whether steam or an- 
imal power. 


object (steam navigation) long afterwards, (in 
1788,) which was then considered by all the in- 
telligent and scientific men of London as new and 
onena. z 
jut even if the idea of steam navigation had 
been entertained in Europe at this antertor period, 
Rumsey was not the less original. There was no 


knowledge in America that such a design had | 


ever been presented in Europe. Rumsey, imper- 
fectly educated as he was, with a slight acquaint- 


ance with books, relying, as he did, on his own | 
resources, on his own inventive genius, had never | 


heard of it, and even if he had heard that such a 
suggestion had been made, it can operate nothing 
in diminution of his merit. I, sir, can declare that 
I have invented a plan for aerial navigation—that 
Ihave devised a machine by which I will soar 
aloft above the dull atmosphere encompassing the 
earth, where clouds and storms prevail, into the 
pure regions of ether, where, manufacturing an 
air suitable to the sustentation of life, I will tra- 
verse thousands of miles in an hour. But if I 
stop here—if 1 exhibit no plan—if I devise no 
machinery—if I in no way prove its feasibility— 


surely I am entitled to no credit for this suggestion | 


al} And, further, Rumsey obtained a | 
patent from the British Government for the same | 


ofa wandering fancy, common, no doubt, to thou- ; 


sands. Ifyou afterwards, whether you have heard 
my suggestion or not, devise a plan, construct 
machinery, and actually succeed in navigating the 
air, the honor of originality is exclusively your 
own. [cannot participate—it would be prepos- 


terous for me to arrogate any portion of the credit. ; 
If, from the infant state of the mechanic arts, or | 


your poverty, or your early death, you left it in- 
complete, although you had done enough to prove 
its practicability, and to attract to it the attention 


of ingenious and scientific men, and another after- | 


wards, improving upon your plan, brought it into 
successful and general operation, would it not be 
unfair that your claims, although you had found 
the diamond, although you had put the ball in 
motion, should be entirely superseded and disre- 


garded? Should not the world, in the rendition | 


of a just judgment, place you at least on terms of 
equality ? f 

Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House longer; 
I have already occupied too much time; I will 
only add that, while many of the representatives 
of James Rumsey are poor, very poor—for, in 


consequence of his early death, they never de-i 
rived any benefits from the numerous Inventions : 


of their ancestor, except such as have been en- 
joyéd by the whole country—there is yet one of 
them whose claims address themselves to the best 
sympathies of our nature. The one to whom I 


| allude is the only son, the only living child, of 


James Rumsey. While his father was in Eng- 


land, devoting himself with fatal intensity to the | 


completion of the steamboat, that son, by a ma- 
lignant disease—scarlet fever—was, in early in- 
fancy, deprived of the faculties of speech and 
hearing. Talented, ingenious, ready, and dexter- 


ous at various mechanical employments, he is } 


now earning a scanty subsistence by daily labor; 
but, with the improvidence common to persons in 
his condition, making no preparation for ap- 
proaching old age. To the support and comfort 
of the evening of his life I have thought his coun- 
try might contribute something, without violating 
any principle of wise policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I have stood upon the bank of 
the beautiful river which washes the broad border 


of my own beloved State, and contemplated the | 
majestic steam-palace in her proud career, ex- | 


changing with rapidity and cheapness the produc- 
tions of different climes, conveying with comfort 
and expedition the traveling public, giving new 
life and energy to commerce, to agriculture, to 
national industry and enterprise: I say, Mr. 
Speaker, I have stood in musing mood upon the 
shore of the fair Ohio, and viewed the noble 
steamer moving victorious against wind a 
rent 
* e Walking the waters like a thing of life?— 

and then reflected that the only son of the man 
who first seriously attracted the attention of the 
skillful and ingenious to the subject; the only son 
of the man who first yoked the power of steam 


nd cur- į 


i 


to the car of còminerce; thé only son of thé man 
who first, by actual trial, proved its practicability; 
the only son of the man who, in his arduous 
struggles to perfect and present to the world thé 
steamboat, expended his little fortune, banished 
himself from his home and his country, and in 
spite of all obstacles was: pushing onwards to 
success, when arrested by sudden death—when 
I have reflected that the only son of this man 
was toiling for his daily bread, smitten by his 
God, and neglected by his country; when I have 
contemplated that and this spectacle, the steam- 
boat and the unfortunate son of its inventor, 
feelings, emotions, reflections, have crowded upon 
me of a character which, as a patriot, a philan- 
thropist, and a Christian, I acknowledge it was 
‘improper and sinful to entertain. To the support 
of that stricken one, I have thought his country, 
abounding in resources, with more hundreds of 
millions of public domain than she can squander 
in ages, might contribute something more sub- 
stantial than a medal, without any extraordinary 
stretch of liberality, Butitis not for me to so- 
licit it, even for him. I shall be gratified, deeply 
gratified, if the Government of his country shall 
honor the memory of his fathér for all his sacti~ 
fices and all his services by the adoption of this 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I could have wished that the task 
which I have endeavored to discharge had been 
undertaken by another. But while Í knew that 
on every subject of a political or’ party nature 
there would be, on this arena, a host. of intel- 
lectual champions, armed cap-d-pie, panting for 
the conflict, and struggling for the floor, I appre-~ 
hended that, in a cause of this kind, which is 
rather of private concernment, there would be 


| put little interest felt, and but few, if any, pre- 


paged to couch a friendly or defensive lance. 
Hence, I have been constrained to trespass on 
the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I have said that I had no pect- 
niary interest in this matter; yet, occupying the 
eculiar position which I do, if any vote should 
e taken, I will of course be excused from par- 
ticipating in it. 
Norr.—When Mr. Romsey concluded, and without fur- 


ther debate, the resolution passed the House by a unani- 
mous vote. f 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. C. JOHNSON, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In rus Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1839. 


The billentitled “ A bill giving to the President 
of the United States additional powers for the 
defense of the United States, in certain ‘cases, 
against invasion, and for other purposes,” being 
under consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. JOHNSON, 
of Maryland, offered the following amendment 
to the first section of the bill: 


« And that the sum of be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, to be applied by the President of the 
United States for purchasing a suitable site, to consist of 
not less than fifty, nor more than one hundred, acres of 
land, for the purpose of erecting a national foundery, with 
suitable buildings and fixtures, for fabricating cannon for 
the use of the Army and Navy of the United States, and 
for employing suitable artisans, and for purchasing and pro- 
curing such materials as may he necessary to carry said 
foundery into efficient operation. That amount of 
said sum be applied, under the direction or the Executive, 
for supplying ordnance for the immediate wants of the 
Government.” 


Mr. JOHNSON said that, before the chairman 
decided upon the division of the vote just taken 
on the amendment, he feltimpelled, by a sense of 
justice to the subject-matter of the amendment, 
to claim the attention of the House fora few 
minutes.* At that late hour of the session he 
could not so far forget his respect to the feelings 
of the committee as to inflict a long set speech, 
nor would the state of his health allow him to de- 


* Mr. Jounson had addressed the committee the evening 
before on the subject of the fortresses and.state of defense. 
From the notes of the two speeches, as they were of a 


kindred character, they have been incorporated into one, as 
presenting a more unbroken connection of the subject. 
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tain the committee long. He knew fall well that 
there was a strong feeling with several members 
of the committee against his amendment. He 
was well convinced that their objections were 
occasioned Jess from the intrinsic merits of the 
proposition than from the circumstances and time 
of its introduction. Some..objected because a 
kindred proposition to the one immediately un- 
der consideration was reported in a specific bill, 
which he had often neon and as often failed to 
call the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider. Another portion of the 
committee thought that any amendment, how- 
ever salutary in itself, would embarrass the prog- 
ress of the bill now before the committee, as re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

o remove these objections was the purpose of 
throwing himself upon the indulgence of the com- 
mittee; and he knew no better way than to ex- 
hibit the true condition of the country in relation 


to its means of defense, This he had done in 
part a few evenings before, when he opposed the 
ill reported by the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs to erect new forts and fortifications. And 
he was impressed with the belief that the com- 
mittee would be convinced, if they would pa- 
tiently consider the true condition of the state of 
our ordnance, that his amendment was eminently 
essential to the very object which the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs had in view, if that object 
was to place. the country ina state of defense from 
Soreign aggression. The bill proposes to augment 
by twenty regiments the standing Army, and to 
authorize a loan of ten millions if the emergency 
should require that amount during the recess of 
Congress. 

‘What was the condition, he would ask, of our 
forts, after passing an appropriation annually, for 
many years past, of from nine hundred thousand 
to.one million dollars for their erection and repair? 
Was there one of the immense number con- 
structed prepared for complete and eficient de- 
fense? Was there one that could resist for three 
hoyrs a seventy-four ship-of-war? He said it 
with feelings of humiliation, that, after the im- 
mense millions lavished in building forts, there 
waa not one in the whole nation that had a sufti- 
cient number of good cannon mounted to resist a 
sudden attack, ‘This was greatly the fault of 
Congress, 
away millions for building forts, which, under the 
present system, are but perishable monuments of 
extravagance and folly, and never deemed it 
worthy of further reflection to consider they were 
valuable or not, without cannon to protect them. 
And Congress has too long neglected the means 
of placing them in a state of protection. It was 
his unpleasant duty to expose the true condition 
of our means of defense. 

In. answer to a call made upon the ordnance 
department by the select committee on the sub- 
ject of a national foundery, in 1835, of which he 
had the honor to be a member, the Colonel of 
Ordnance stated “that the number of guns required 
for the armament of the fortresses completed and 
in the progress of completion, of the caliber of 
twenty-four and thirty-two, was 6,632; and the 
number in possession of the Government, includ- 
ing the old patterns, which are of doubtful utility, 
2,633; total number now required, 3,999. 

Not one half of the 2,633 large guns on hand 
are fit for service. They have borne too much 
Bervice, as itis well known that a cannon cannot 
be discharged but about one thousand times, with 
a full charge, without imminent peril, and most 
of that number are unfit for any use but to be cast 
into balls or valued only as old iron. 

By a more recent report from the War Depart- 
ment, which had been printed, the condition of 
the defenses had been but little improved since 
1835. “Te was astonished when he read it; and 
if it did not call the attention of Congress to the 
subject, his only hope was that it would awaken 
the attention of the’nation, From this document 
he discovered that 1,178 large gans were now 
required for the new forts completed; 2,573 for 
forts under construction; 782 for forts rebuild- 
ing; 3,506 for works projected; 5,280 for protect- 
ing prominent points along the sea frontier. 

By the report of the Colonel of Ordnance, which’ 
the select committee had instructed him (Mr. J.) 


to procure from the ordnance department, dated 


Members were content after voting j 


March 7, 1838, and which is appended to the re- 
prt of the committee, but which he presumed 

ut few members have had time to examine, it 
will be found that we have 935 cannons in forts; 
1,219 in depot; 150 under contract; making an 
aggregate of 2,304, and showing that we now re- 
quire for forts and the sea-board alone, 11,017 
pieces of ordnance. 

The Colonel of Ordnance informed the select 
committee, through the Secretary of War, in 1835, 
that— 

“ In relation to the competency of the founderies now 
employed to supply, on an emergency, all the cannon and 
shot necessary for the Navy, fortifications, and other de- 
fenses, it may be stated that, with their present means, 
Jour years would, at least, be required to cast the cannon, 
shot, and carriages necessary for the armament of the FOR- 
TRESSES.”? 

Then it would require four years under the 
present system, to fabricate ordnance for the pres- 
ent, instant wants of the fortresses alone; and for 
the Navyand field trains, we may safely say at least 
three years more might be added. Then, in seven 
years, with due exertions and zeal, we might ex- 
pect to have accomplished what our exigencies 
at this moment require. The report of the Colo- 
nel of Ordnance of 7th March last, informs us 
that we have 447 twenty-four-pounders in forts, 
339 in depot, 112 under contract; of thirty-two- 
pounders we have 458 in forts, and 760 in depot; 
and I would ask this committee how many forty- 
two-pounders do they suppose that we have? 
Will not all be astonished who have not turned 
their attention to the fact—for he was amazed | 
when he read the report—to find that we have 
the beggarly, the miserable number of only 30 
forty-two-pounders in our forts, 66 in depot, and 
38 under contract, 

We have, then, in reality, but ninety-six forty- 
two-pounders, and may, in progress of time, 
have one hundred and thirty-four, which would 
hardly average one for each fort in the United | 
States, and would be hardly more than sufficient 
to protect one of ourlargest fortresses. From the 
fullest examination which he had been able to 
give the subject, he felt no hesitancy in saying 
that, for the purposes of the forts, the Navy, for 
field trains, and for the protection of prominent 
points and assailable positions along our coasts | 
and inland frontier, we require not less than fif- | 
teen thousand pieces of ordnance and bomb-mor- 
tars of various sizes; and this number will not be 
considered extravagant, when we consider for a 
moment that our frontier border embraces an ex- 
tent of twelve thousand miles, if the line is drawn 
with the indentations of the great and inland seas, 
and with the sinuosities of the border rivers. Can | 
Congress forget that our northwestern frontier 
will be subject to the inroads of Indian depreda- 
tions, in the event of a collision with England? 
And he had evidence, which he could rely upon, 
that the English Fur Company, either through 
policy of their own interest, or by the countenance 
of higher authority, have long adopted a policy 
of conciliating the various tribes that are crowded 
together by the too eager policy of our Govern- 
ment to extinguish land tides, and hover along | 
the remote Northwest. He would not ask the ; 
Representatives and Delegates from that region | 
whether that country was in a condition to repel 
a sudden invasion. The condition of the far 
Southwest was but little better. A few indifferent 
fortresses, with a scanty supply of ordnance, were 
all that the country could rely upon to keep in 
check thirty thousand warriors, pressed upon 
each other by the like policy of land speculators 
and the Government. He would ask gentlemen 
from the extreme South if there was a single fort 
on the Gulf of Mexico and its tributaries, on 
which float the rich staples of that prosperous 
country, that could resist the assault of a steam 
ship-of-war two hours? There is not one. . Look 
along the entire Atlantic sea-board, and you will 
not find a fort or commercial city that could avert 
destruction from a fleet of half a dozen ships-of- 
the-line. With this melancholy, but too true, 
condition of our whole frontier border, Congress 
will vote millions for forts, but hesitate about 
establishing a national foundery forcannon. The 
condition of the Canada and New Brunswick 
frontier is but little better provided for defense. 
There is not the tithing of ordnance along it which 
the exigencies require. And yet no less than | 


| three bills have been reported within the last few 
days, authorizing the Executive to build addi- 
tional forts. He had opposed one the other night. 
He should oppose the whole of them, unless, at 
the same time, or in one of the bills, provision 
be made for placing those already built, as well 
as those proposed to be constructed, in a state of 
complete defense, by an abundant supply of ord- 
nance. 

Suppose the condition hurried upon us which 
some members seem so eagerly to invite—a speedy 
war with England. Its first fury will be at the 
extreme North. It will bewith artillery. Will you 
dismantle all the forts to the south of its seat, in order 
to make that position formidable? Have we the 
control of the ocean, to defend all the assailable 
points along the Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico, 
without relying on our land fortifications? War, 
you may be assured, sir, would not exist a month 

efore it would wedr a bloody spirit of ubiquity; 
and the swift engines of destruction would be felt 
most frequently where least suspected. He must 
look on with the cold indifference of oriental ap- 
athy at the amazing improvements going on in the 
world, which outstrip imagination and puzzle the 
judgment with astonishment, who has not marked 
the great revolution, which has been almost as 
quickly effected as conceived, in navigating the 
mighty oceans. He has been neglectful, he would 
with deference say, as a watchful representative 
of the nation, who has not noted the wonderful 
improvements made by the powerful nations of 
Europe in their engines and implements of war. 
Thrice remiss must he be who will not cheerfully 
place his own country in a position to meet inva- 
sions or repel outrages with a like, or, if possible, 
superior, means of preservation, or, if you please, 
destruction. 

It was buta few weeks ago that we heard that 
a French fleet was towed into position by a steam- 
ship of war before the castle of San Juande Uloa, 
and in two hours battered it into a heap of ruins. 
But a few days ago we were astonished to hear 
that one of those steam-vessels had penetrated 
‘our inland seas, and was in the port of Baltimore, 
to the equal surprise and admiration of the na- 
tion. Ifthe Weloce had had on board her heavy 
ordnance and enormous bomb mortars, it would 
have been an casy task for her to have destroyed, 
singly and alone, every fort from the Atlantic to 
the monumental city. How many of those vast 
bomb mortars have we in our forts or in our Navy 
which throw a ball horizontally with the precis- 
jon of acannon; such as the French used in de- 
stroying the proud fortressat Vera Cruz; such as 
the English and Russians have in depot and in 
service? We have, I believe, four on the steam- 
ship Fulton, and we have a few thousand ten and 
twelve inch bomb-shells in forts and in depot. 
We have two, certainly not more than four, of 
those mortars which throw the hollow ball hori- 
zontally; and he (Mr. J.) had beeninformed, upon 
the hiehostauthority that the attempt to use them 
had, for want of skill, science, or practice, proved 
a failure. The matches in some experiments 
would not fuse; in otherattempts they would ex- 
plode as quickly as they left the cannon. As yet, 
they may be said to be worthless to the nation, 

It is not that the Government shall monopolize 
the business of making cannon and all the mate- 
rial of war that he urged the erection of a na- 
tional foundery; but that they should have at 
least an experimental foundery, with the capacity 
for enlargement in time of war, or upon any 
emergency, where they could not only make ex~ 
periments in casting cannon, which is a most 
costly article of national want; for 

A 6-pounder costs about. ....- ess- oe $70 
1Q-pounder..eesececerccevresveas clad 
18B-POUNGEr. ee sseessosrroooceo osasse 249 
Q4-pOUNder. ee ereoenesresasees seee 330 
32-pounder. eso. ses ....450 
4Z-POUNdEK s asss eesesroerorao eneee 520 

but where they could regulate the models, and 
try every means of combining metals, testing in- 
ventions and improvements, and improving, if 
possible, the present and future improvements, 
appertaining to engines for steamships of war. 
housands of dollars have been spent by Gov- 
ernment with private founders in order to have 
large brass cannon cast, and never has one been. 
cast that would stand the test; nor was it until. 
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The only work ọf. tbe kind in Spain is at. Seville. There 


recently that those of a smaller size. could be cast 
of a good quality.. Mr.. Ames, proprietor of a 
private foundery, has. succeeded with the latter; 
and Mr. J. believed that the proprietor of. the 
foundery near Boston has recently cast those of 
a small size that have stood the test required. by 
Government. | ; g Ar 
Mr. N. P. Ames, the proprietor of a brass 
cannon foundery, and perhaps one.of the. most 
practical and scientific artisans: in this or any 
other country, ina letter toa select committee, 
dated January 31,1839, in answer ta sundry ques- 
tions, makes tke following sensible answer: 


Wasineron, January 31, 1839. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of this date, in relation to a national foundery. 

in answer to your first. inquiry, * Would a national 
foundery be useful for the purposes of Government?” I 
would say that I believe one might be made so. Iam sen- 
sible of the importance of experiments in establishing new 
patterns: aud. testing differéut materials; and 1. think it 
would be. well for Government to have ,the power to dẹ- 
termine, défiuitely, what is best for the public service. A 
foundery would aflord facilities for investigation that might 
prove valuable to the public interest. 

in answer tọ the second inquiry, “‘ Might nota foundery 
be, established without. detriment to private establish- 
ments??? T should think it would not necessarily be detri- 
mental, but might be useful. There would undoubtedly be 
many experiments made at a national fouadery that would 
not be proposed to private individuals, and beneficial results 
might, arise, directly or indirectly, through .guch, experi- 
mints.. On the other hand, if a national foundery should 
be made so extensive as to reduce the business for private 
establishments to an amount that would not make it an 
object for enterprising individuals to engage in it, Í think 
the public as well as private interests might be injured; for 
I believe the incentive for improvement in manufacturing 
operations is generally greater where private than where 
public interest only is engaged ; and without the influence, 
directly or- indirecdly, of private establishments, improve- 
ments in public establishments would be likely to be lim- 
ited. 

It is, therefore, my opinion, that a national foundery 
should be established only on such grounds as would ena- 
ble the public and private interests to sabserve each other. 
The business of casting cannon might be taken entirely 
from individuals, as it depends only on Government for 
support. Iw this respect it differs materially from most 
ather branches of business. i 
_ In answer to the last inquiry, “© What region of country 
would be most eligible for a foundery ?” I am not prepared 
for an opinion, Convenient water communication and 
water power would, in my view, be among the most im- 
portant considerations in selecting a sitiation: 

am, sir, very respecttully, your obedient servant, 
P AA E On ee N. P. AMES. 


To the Hon. Wrrrram C. Jounson, Chairman of the Found- 
ery Committee of the House of Representatives. 


Such were the views which he (Mr. J.) had 
always entertained on this subject, that, so far 
from a national foundery injuring, it would really 
aid private interests, and would place the Gov- 
ernment beyond the influence of combinations or 
impositions of any kind. What is there now to 
prevent a sagacious enemy employing a secret 
agent to purchase the private founderies, and 
then, in time of war, closing them upon the Gov- 
ernment ? 

European Governments are more wise and sa- 
gacious in this respect. Every prominent Gov- 
ernment of Europe has a national establishment 
for casting cannon. 

. The following statement was furnished the 
committee on that part of the President’s mes- | 
sage which related to the establishment of a na- 
tional foundery for making cannon for the use of 
the Army and the Navy. It shows the. mode 
used in Europe for supplying each nation with 
this indispensable means of national safety and 
protection: ia" 

United Service Journal, April, 1837. 


Cannon Founperies.—The chief cannon foundery in 
Austria is in Vienna; that of Bavaria is at Augsburg, for 
the foundery at Munich. is for casting statues and other 
works of the fiue arts only; that of Wurtemburgis at Lou- 
isburg, near Stutgard ; that of the Grand Duchy of Baden 
is at Carlsrtite; that fof the Electorate of Hesse Cassel is 
at Cassel; Saxony has one, on a confined scate, at Dres- 
den ; for Prassia Saxony there is a foundery at Lauchamer, 
not far from Dresden; for Prussia there is one, though by no 
means of the most complete description, a second at Glay- 
witz, in Siesia, and a third at Sayn, about five miles from 
Coblentz, on the right bank of the Rhine; in the latter of 
which general as wellas military castings are carried on. 
Weare not aware that there is any fonudery in the king- 
dom of Hanover, the cannon used being brought from En 
land. he largest founderies in England are at Liverpool 
in the vicinity of Birmingham, at Glammermoor aud at j 
Carron, in the north of Scotland. Russia possesses five, 
the largest of which is at St. Petersburgh, T is one 
also at Moscow, and one at Casan. With regard to Porin- j; 
gal, its only foundery was at Lisbon; but that has been || 
abandoned, and she imports all her cannon from England. 1! 


| tering livery and the waving plume, the very ro- 


| accorded by the slaughter of his fellow-beings. 


Ho. or Reps, 


are two founderies in Italy—one at Turin and the other at 
Naples. Holland possesses a foundery at the Hague, con- 
dacted by Maritz, a Genevese, formerlya pupil of the Paris 
polytechnic school. The works at Liege, in Belgium, are, 
we believe, the only works where iron as well as. brass 
cannon are cast.. In France there are three founderies of 
brass cannon—at Donar, Toulouse, and Stratsbure; and 
two of iron cannon—at Ruel, near Angouleme, and at St. 
Gervais, in the south of the kingdom. In Denmark there 
is one foundery at Fredricswerk.—Notes by M. A. Jullien. 


He would quote an extract from Commodore 
Patterson’s letter to the Secretary of the Navy 


whilst commanding the Mediterranean squadron 
in 1834: 


Extract of a letter from Commodore Daniel T. Patterson, 
whilst in command of the Mediterranean squadron, to the 
Secretary of the Navy, No. 101. 

September, 16, 1834. 

When at Cairo, I visted and closely examined the various 
establishments and institutions founded and supported by 
the Pacha. Within the walis of the citadel are a manufac- 
tory of small-arms, pistols, and sabers ; a foundery for brass 
artillery, casting, turning, and boring, the two fatter both 
effected at the same time and by the same power; contigu- 
ous to the boring room is the manufactory of field carriages 
and caissons, of which there were a number completed, 


| with artillery and howitzers mounted ready for service, all 


of exeeeding good and handsome workmanship. 

I next visited a furnace and machinery for rolling sheet 
copper, and a manufactory of sheathing nails and spikes, 
conducted by an Englishman. 

At Boutae, a suburb and the port of Cairo, is a new and 
extensive furnace and foundery for iron ordnance and every 
species of casting, very recently established, having three 
large iron hearths and a steam-engine; all the machinery 
English. Hereafter, all the ordnance for the forts and ma- 
rine will be manufactured at Cairo, as have been the field 
artillery and small-arms for two years. 


We are behind the age in improvements in ma- 
chinery and implements of war and national pro- 
tection. There is no establishment where Gov- 
ernment can satisfactorily test the utility of 
modern improvements with complete and ready 
facility. f 

Abouttwo years ago Mr. Cochran, the inventor 
of the cylindrical small-arm and cannon, informed 


him (Mr, J.) that, failing to be patronized by this | 


Government in the latter, he sought the counte- 
nance of the Grand Sultan, and by the aid of his 
Government he tested his invention in thé pres- 
ence of his highness in Constantinople. Buta 
few daysagoa citizen of this city was expressing 
to Mr. J. his mortification that he could not test 
an invention of his upona cannon, which he had 
tried with great satisfaction upon small fire arms, 
to prevent the ‘* escape of the power of powder 
from the touchhole.”? No individual has ord- 
nance; they are serviceable alone as national prop- 
erty. 

Can any mind of ready perception for a mo- 
ment doubt that a mighty revolution has not only 
commenced, but has already been effected, in 
maritime warfare? Steam has not only been made 
auxiliary to wind and tide, but proudly to triumph 
over both, and to leave, struggling with the ele- 
ments in its wake, the tardy.canvas which has 
whitened the seas like things of air for a thou- 
sand years. The poet’s highest imagination of 
other days has fallen short of modern genius, 
who never dreamt that steam would press the | 
swift car more than fifty miles an hour, and that 
the propelling wind would be too feeble for the 
quick impulses of the present age, when he said 
sails would be used on land. 

«Con the barren plains 
Of Sericana, where Chinese drive 
With sails and wind their cany wagons light.” 
[Paradise Lost. 

The swift steamship, with its dreadful imple- 
ments of destruction, will have the tendency, he 
could hope, as he believed, of lessening, from its 
very power of destruction, an appeal to arms by 
the civilized nations of the globe. Its sudden in- | 
cursion on the defenseless city, the security of- 
those on board, and the destruction of those as- 
sailed, will give but little glory to the successful, 
and no disgrace to the unsuspecting and surprised 
citizens of the consumed city. - . 

The martial pomp of the tented field, the glit- 


mance and poetry of chivalry will be destroyed; | 
and the ambitious will, from these causes, cease | 
to aspire for martial glory, because if will not be | 


Skill and courage will give no advantage. And 
when war is robbed of those attributes, the warm 


enthusiast for distinction wijl seek it in other pur= 
suits. He must seek itin acts and deeds. of: 
moral and intellectual improvement and süperior- 
ity, in ameliorating the condition of mankind, 
rather than in the sanguinary profession of arms. 
He, for one, believed in the improvable condi- 
tion of the,human race, and that much higher 
perfection is yet to- be attained in. civilizing, in 
moralizing, and refining the most improved na- 
tions of the world. ‘The generous, the benevo- 
lent, and the philantropic.had still abundant and 
arduous labors to perform in that broad and end- 
less field of improvement. j iar 
_ But, then, he maintained, this or any other ná= 
tion, to preserve that peace so desired, must be ever 
ready to defend its rights and protect its interests and 
its honor. The best way to preserve peace in this 
age, and perhaps in ages to come, is to be formid- 
ably prepared for war. We must regard man as 
he is, and not as he may be, oras we could fondly 
hope that he should be. : í 
e had digreŝsed somewhat from the object 
and purpose of his remarks, and would nowask, 
what was our condition on the ocean? Many'of 
our ships are unfit for sea; and after an expend- 
iture of more than fifty million dollars, we have 
but few superior vessels-of-war. The South Sea 
exploring squadron was delayed under the pre- 
text of lessening the number of. vessels, when, it 
was proposed to send but fe. Is at last, after 
two years’ delay, sailed with six vessels, and will 
be inoffensive, in any emergency, under the Ex- 
ecutive proclamation, for three years, even ia the 
eventofawar. The committee may recollect that 
a bill was hurried through this House last year 
to organize a coast squadron, for the protection of 
our merchant vessels, when a “dark, piratical 
looking vessel’? was supposed to be hovering on our 
coast. That single “magic ship at sea’? created 
more concern in Congress than the whole navat 
power of England has at the present time. But the 


| Secretary of the Navy has informed us, at the 


opening of this session, that he has been wnable 
to effect the intention of Congress, ‘owing to the 
want of proper vessels at the disposal of the De- 
partment. After supplying the necessities of for- 
eign stations, the steamship Fulton is the only 
one now available for this service.” Then the 
steamship Fulton is the only vessel now available 
to protect our merchantmen along a coast of some 
Sifteen hundred miles in extent. We are far, very 
far, behind the age in steamships. We have one 

es, one national steamship. Have England, 

rance, and Russia, but oneeach? England has, 
he believed, about fifteen; France a like number, 
and Russia some eight or ten.* 

An advantage in an eminent degree would re- 
sult to the eountry from a national foundery in 
testing, by the fullest experiments the best met- 
als and combinations of metals; so as to improve 
the tenacity of ordnance to resist heavy pressures, 
in order to prevent explosions and reduce as much 
as possible, to be safe, the weight of cannon for 
field trains and for the naval service. Most of the 
ordnance of the Government is totally unsafe for 
service, and nothing can create greater dismay in 
time of action than the explosion of a gun. 

Taking this view of the importance of provid- 
ing cannon of the best materials, Commodore 
Patterson, in giving his views at the request of 


* The following is a more accurate account: 
S 


SreaM VessELS-0F-WaR.— A correspondent in England 
has favored us with the'annexed statement of the steam 
force of England, France, and Russia, copied from Sir John 
Borrow’s Life of Lord Anson: 


Steam Government In com- 


Ordinary. Building. Total. 


ships mission. 
England......--.ss--e- 5 2 5 12 
On foreign stations : ~ - 13 
Post Office packets... .28 - - 28 


Total ; 
Of which 12 are ships-of- 
FYance.cceeescveeene e. 22 9 37 
Russia ...ceccesec cree & 8 
Be it remembered that on the 28th day of February, 1829, 
the United States of America, to oppose the above ninety- 
eight steamships, have {GONE WHOLE STEAMBOAT=239 all 
of which is in commission. Some weeks ago a committee 
of Congress was instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of constructing a few more, but we have seen no mention 
of their report. Perhaps they find it difficult to determing 
whether any more are wanted. in case of a war with either 
of the above mentioned Powers, the understanding of the 
gentlemen will be enlightened.—Journat of Commerce. 
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the committee charged with the investigation of 
this subject, thus ‘expressed himself: 

-Ifon obtained from any one guality of ore rarély com> 
bines ali the requisites. for making the best and strongest 
ordnance; the practice has.therefore-been to. mix iron from 
different ores in such proportions as have been ascertained 
by experience to produce the requisites Recessary. An ac- 
curate knowlédge of metals; with the qualities of different 
ores, will be: attained.with. the actual cost of ordnance ; 
and, being made under. the.superintendence of scientific of- 
ficers, will inspire a general confidence in their safety.and 
accuracy, dispelling apprehension from bursting, instances 
of which have oecurréd in: our Navy, as on board the frig- 
ate President at the very commencement of. the jate. war; 
when in pursnit of the English frigate Belvidere, by which 
Comunodore Rodgers had his leg ficken. and sowe of, the 
crew Were seriously injured. The immediate consequence 
OF such an decident, in most cases, would be to create a 
general diztrust in the erew as to the safety of the arm which 
they were. to use, calculated. to produce disastrous results 
in an action. . a 

<6 Most, if not all, nations, having occasion for ordnance, 


possess national founderies directed by their own officers, : 


to supply the Government with the-best, antah it requires, 
miade of the best materials of the: most approved patterns, 
and corresponding dimensions, insuring an adequate sup- 
ply forall purposes, which’ cannot, at alt times be obtained 
from private establishments, and, possibly, when most ur- 


Bently. required by.the Governmeiit, not to be had; causing | 


a delay that might be attended with consequences injurious 
to the nation, as in the event of a sudden war with n pow- 
erful foe, (events which not unfrequently occur,) when only 
partially provided with ordnanco.*’ 

Confidence, most generally, in all pursuits of 
life, is indispensable to success. It is always the 
most powerful adjunct. Distrust in the safety 
of ordnance half cowers a soldier or a seaman. 
Even a knight, clad cap-a-pie in armor, would 
dread his adversary, unless he knew full well he 
grasped 

í “The trenchment blade, Toledo trusty.” 

The great deficiency in our supply of heavy 
erdnance proceeds from either want of skill in 
casting it, or from the limited means placed in the 
hands of the ordnance department. He was in- 
elined to the belief that both reasons had infu- 
ence;-and perhaps another, the taste, or, if you 
please, the judgment of the ordnance department 
andthe Board of Naval Commissioners. Ele would 
willingly vote an appropriation of $1,000,000, to 
be expended in procuring or making heavy ord- 
nance. The reserved contingent fund, which is 
always left in the ‘Treasury, of $2,000,000, could 
not. be better apphed than by being invested in 
ordnance, or at least one half of àt. Et would be 
as much funds reserved, in the eye of a political 
economist, if invested in cannon, as if it were to 
quietly remain in the ‘Treasury in the form of 
bullion. And, by the investment, this great ad- 
vantage would. accrue to the nation; the eannon 
would be as little destructible in depot as the bul- 
lion in the Treasury; the former could be at once 
used upona national emergency; the latter would 
at least most likely be used, but slowly, in pro- 
curing ordnance, f 

Those who will trace. the history of Europe 
from the time of Edward HI., who first used ar- 
tillery, to the days of Frederick the Great, to 
Napoleon, and down to the last attack of the 
French upon Mexico, will find that, in almost 
every battle that has been fought, with equal 
numbers, superiority of ordnance decided. the 
fate-of suécess. 

Bonaparte traced the entire failure of his Afri- 
can campaign to the circumstance of the capture 
of one of his ships by the British, on which was 
his heavy ordnance that he designed to destroy 
an important fortress with. As repeated and gal- 
lant as his assaults were, he found, to his dismay 
and confusion, that he had to encounter too fa- 
tally his own ordnance—repelling all his efforts. 

he number of small arms now.in our national 
depots.is, by the tabular statement furnished the 
committee by the Colonel of Ordnance, on the 7th 
of March, 1838, 3,078 cavalry sabers, 3,971 artil- 
lery swords, 2,021 pistols, 1,645 carbines, 13,765 
rifles, 572,005 muskets, Although better supplied 
with small-arms than with ordnance, he regretted 
to find that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means reported, in the annual Army 
appropriation bill, a diminution of $60,000 of the: 
regular amount of appropriation to the two na- 
tional armories, and $60,000 to private contract-. 
ors. 

He, (Mr. J.,) with other members, made an 
ineffectual attempt to have the’ original appropri-. 


ation reinstated in the bill, But economy was. 


| of the French Government, and made disposable 


| astonished at the resources of that nation, and 


: Our population is now about double what 


‘armory for making cannon was almost indispens- 
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urged; and it is generally urged éffectively when 
alatent national good may be pretermitted. fór. some 
present tangible consideration. The cost-of the 
muskets is about twelve dollars each. -5 
itwas 
at the commencement of the last war with Eng- 
land. We had, at the commencement of that war, 
240,000-muskets in depot, and 60,000 were made 
and purchased during its continuance; and, atits 
termination, there were but 20,000 in the arsenals. 
Right years were required to supply those which 
were lost and destroyed during the war. ‘Had 
the war continued another year,” says the report 
of the ordnance department, ‘‘ the deficiency of 
arms would have occasioned the most embarrass- 
ing consequences.”? 

by a report made to Parliament in 1817, the 
number of small-arms furnished by Great Britain 
to the allies and the national troops, from 1803 to 
1816, inclusive, was— r 
To the alieg.neeesiseenseresrseaseooe 


wa se e 2,143,643 
‘To the regular troops..... 


. 349,882 


‘lo the regular militia....... . 59,405 
To the loca) militia. ......65 151,969 
‘To the volunteers ka 307,583 
To the navy. rere .. 215,233 

TORR a via oa's dis'ae 6 Saad oon d's 00 tereswels a E LO 
The number in depot in Great Britain in 3817 was., 816,282 
Ta the public service 00. ce cee cece eee e cere eeeee 200,974 


= TOL. cree cccceccccrcc ence anes cccscscvcese I 019,256 


By the report of the Minister of War, it appears 
that the fire arms fabricated in the manufactories 


for service from 1803 to 1814, were no Jess than 
3,956,257. 

The number in depot in France, in 1811, was 
600,000, not including the immense number in 
service. ` 

If it were necessary to illustrate the necessity 
of always having a superabundance of arms on 
hand, it might be stated that the English lost, at | 
one blow, 60,000 muskets,'which had been sent | 
to Dantzic; and 100,000 more were lost ina single | 
shipwreck. 

At the close of the long war with France, when | 
Bonaparte was dethroned. and Louis reinstated, 
the emperors of Russia, of Austria, and other 
crowned heads, visited England. When they went 
to Woolwich, the Emperor of Austria was so 


the immense supply of ordnance in depot, it is 
said, that he tested their reality with his cane, 
hardly believing it possible that they were real 
cannon, but that they were mock imitations, and | 
designed for an artificial and ostentatious display 
of power. . 

He would say, before he concluded, that the 
entire officers of the Army and Navy, with hard- 
ly a single exception, thought that a national 
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able. Their statements in its favor filled nearly 
a hundred pages of the report, and those who 
used cannon were, or ought to be, good judges 
how they should be made. Their testimony at | 
least had great weight with him. Unless you | 
pet the forts in a state of protection, it were | 

etter that they had not been built. They could | 
be easily taken by an enemy, and would then | 
become their citadels for the easy annoyance of ; 
the nation. Indeed, he would say more. If the ; 
Government will not have them mounted with | 
good ordnance, or adopt early means to place a 
sufficient supply of cannon in depot, which could 
be mounted at the first alarm of danger, national 
economy and the national interest would be pro- 
moted by their demolition. . Nor could he ever 
vote for the erection of another, or for the re- | 
pairs of those already built, until the Government | 
adopted a policy of protection suchas, or similar 
to, that which he. had been feebly urging. 

It was. not because there were indications of 
collision with Great Britain that he urged the 
amendment. The present. juncture of circum- 
stances only enforced with increased weight the 
necessity of such a proposition as he had intro- 
duced. He thought 1t as essential in peace ason | 
the approach of war; and nothing would be bet- | 

t 
p 


i 
l 
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ter calculated to avert a war than a-formidable ; 
condition of our national defenses. So far from | 
its being a belligerent measure, it was one of hu- | 
manity; for it might be reduced to an aphorism, | 


that the best way to avert national calamity was 
to prepare for war in time:6f peace.’ ; 
-He thought that: there was much wisdom in 
the Irish maxim, that the best way to avoid dan- 
der was notto fear it. Certainly, to be well pre- 
pared torepel it. © > aor 

Mr. J. said that he had notthe burning impet~ 
uosity which some members had to plunge this 
nation into war at this time, as little prepared as 
it was’for such a ‘struggle. He would rather give 
the people the means of protection before much 
of its best blood should be shed... As one of the 
national legislative council, he would, through 
humanity, if not policy, rather economize human 
life than be oversaving of the. public. treasure. 
Expend the latter judiciously in time of peace, 
and you will by the very act effect the former. 

No wise nation will hurry itself into war with- 
out some preparation. Rashness has less affinity 
to true courage than pradence. Rarely will na- 
tional honor suffer by ‘a firm and prudent re- 
monstrance against national wrongs. ` Feelings 
which govern honorable men in their transactions 
of life are but aggregated in the sentiments of an 
upright, honest, and brave nation; and the former 
are but multiplied minatures of the latter. Gen- 
erous dignity and cool firmness, whilst they grace 
a gentleman, make a nation invincible. 

He had the moral, he believed, of one of Sir 
Walter Scott’s allegories, in one of his fugitives, 
strongly impressed on his mind, though it was 
long since he had read it. Most of its coloring 
had faded from his memory. It describesa youth 
in all the glow and full pride of manhood, with 
bosom beating high for fame,emulous of renown, 
without a sense of fear. His genius specter led 
him to a sepulchral and gloomy cavern, where 
he beheld knights strewed on the earth and clad 
in armor. A dim light on the table gave ame- 
lancholy horror to the spectacle, and by it were 
laid a sword and trumpet. The specter-ghost, 
with measured emphasis, informed the intrepid 
youth that his fate or future destiny, to realize 
all his ardent aspirations or irretrievable ruin, de- 
pended upon his first choice in using one of the 
two instruments before him. The specter was thery 
silent,and his eyes glared anxiously on the youth. 
The youth paused a-moment in meditation as if 
his judgment was counseling his feelings; ther 
firmly seized the trumpet, and placed it to his 
mouth, Thecavern reverberated with the sound. 
A hundred knights, as if by magic, sprang on 
their feet with their drawn swords. And before 
he was hurled into destruction, the youth but 
heard the dreadful voice of the specter saying, 
‘Woe and destruction to that foolish man who 
first blows the trumpet before he draws the 
sword.’ Whilst others’ are here blowing the 
trumpet, though not a specter, he (Mr. J.) was 
anxious to place in their hands the sword. 

We have on our northern border more thar 
twenty thousand soldiers in arms; and we should 
pat our entire frontier in a state of defense. He 
had but slight-apprehensions of a serious collision 
with England. It was the interest of both nations 
to preserve friendly relations. In our present con- 
dition, the sacrifice of men and money would be 
immense. With England, to the like considera- 
tions would be superadded the preservation of her 
four colonies. He believed that the question could 
be settled to the satisfaction and interest of both 
nations. His mind was free from every shadow 
and mist of doubt on the subject of right and title 
to the disputed territory; it is a part of Maine— 
an integral part of the whole country. There was 
a good deal of Hotspur impetuosity to the North, 
on both sides, and with all parties. He approved 
of the temper and tone of the Executive message; 
byt was .opposed to much of the discretionary 
power proposed to be given to the Executive in 
the bill under consideration. The Constitution 
gave the Executive already very great powers. 
He would not surrender to the.discretion of any 
Executive, however prudent, virtually the power 
to make war. Congress alone should declare war. 
The Executive had now the power to repel inva- 
sions. He had the power to demand of England 
a fina] adjustment of this too long procrastinated 
question. The ultimatum of both Governments 
should be known; and for that purpose there was 
plenty of time before the meeting of the next Con-, 
gress, unless the war speeclies.in Congress: should 
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stimulate the irritation on the border. “He looked, 
he trusted, calmly on the subject, and believed he 
felt ‘so; yet he. felt a deep interest in the vexed 
cottroversy. He hadheard much said about pa- 
triotism and courage from all sides of the Hotise;’ 
nor would it be proper for him tò inquire“ how 

much of iton this floor, has dften evaporated in 

words. He would let others form their estimate. 

He believed that the people of his State had adue 

proportion of both. He believed that they would 

prefer pursuing their quiet and honest industry 

to hammering their plowshares into swords; but, 

if war was inevitable; if it was forced upon them 
by the impetuosity of the people of Maine, the 

imprudetice of the Executive, the injustice or in- | 
jury of England, he believed he could safely say 

that, in the trying hour of danger, they would be 

where duty would call them; that, if a foreign foe 

invaded our territory, at the far North or the far 

South, then they would let that foe, af whatever 

nation they were, sorely feel 

“The might that slumbeis in a freeman’s arm.” 


SMITHSONtAN ‘BEQUEST. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
š mei January 10, 1839. 
Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 


tion: ` 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, consisting of | 
five members of the Senaté, jointly with such committee as 
may be appointed on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives, to consider the expediency of providing an institution ! 
of learning, to be established in the city of Washington, for 
the application of. the legacy bequeathed by Mr. James 
Smithson, of London, to the United Statés, in trust for that 
purpose; also, to consider the expediency of a charter for 
such institution, together with the powers and privileges | 
which in their opinion the said charter ought to confer ; 
„also, to consider the expediency of ways and means to be | 
provided by Congress other than the said legacy, but. in 
addition thereto, and in aid of said benevolent intention, į 


and to report by bill of bilis in the premises. Bg 


The resolution having been read, 
` Mr. ROBBINS said that, some days ago, he ; 
gave notice that he would take an opportunity to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution on thé 
subject of ‘the legacy bequeathed by Mr. Smith- 
son, of London, to the United States in trust; 
and that he would take the same opportunity to 
submit to the Senate his views upon that subject. 
I rise now (said Mr. R.) to ask that leave, and | 
to submit these views. 

The motive to this noble legacy was, as the 
will expresses it, “the increase and diffusion of 
knowledge among men.” Noble, indeed, it was, 
iñ every point of view; noble as coming from a 
stranger, with whom: this country had no per- 
sonal relations, speaking at once his high sense 
of our merit, while it proclaimed his own; noble 
in amount, and may be made effective to its benef- 
icent purpose; but, above all, noble for its desti- 
nation—‘‘ the increase and diffusion of knowledge 
among men;’’ leaving it to the wisdom of Con- 
gress to devise and provide the institution that | 
should be most effective to this end. [t ought to 
be an institution whose effects upon the country 
will make it a living monument to the honor of 
the illustrious donor in all time to come. ‘Such 
an institution, I conceive, may be devised, of 
which, however, at present there is no model 
either in this country or in Europe; giving such 
a course of education and discipline as would give 
to the faculties of the human mind an improve- 
‘ment and power far beyond what they obtain by 
thé ordinary systems of education; and far be- 
yond what they afterwards attain in any of the 
professional pursuits. f ; 

“Such an institution, as to its principle, seg- 
gested itself to the sagacious and far-seeing mind 
of Bacon; as one of the greatest importance. But 
while his othér'suggestions have been followed | 
out with such wonderfal success in éxtending the 
boundaries of physical science, this has been 
overlooked and neglected. One reason is, that 
the othér suggestions were more elaborately ex- 
plained by him; there, too, he not only pointed 
out the path, but he led the way in it himself. 
Besides, those other suggestions could be carried 
out by individual exertion and enterprise, inde- į 


original plan of education, and a new foundation 


|i ica; however, was not entirely original with 


‘infallibly to a certain result. 


pendently of the existing establishments of learn- 
ing; or they could be grafted on, and-made-a part l 


of, those establishments. But this fequived an’ 


for its execution; where the young mind would 
bé trained by a course of éducation and discipline 
that-would unfold ‘and perfect all his faculties. 
where genius would plume his young wings, and 
prepare himself tb take the noblest flights. - The 


Bacon; for it would be, in effect, but the revival | 
of that system of education and discipline which 

produced such wonderful improvement and power 

of the human mind in Greece aid’ Rome, and 

especially in Greece. -Its effects here, I am per-! 
suaded, would be many and glorious. Of these 

I shall now indicate only one; but that one whose | 
importance all must‘admit. In its progress, and 

ultimately, it would give to our country, T have | 
no doubt, a national literature of a high and im- | 
mortal character. However mortifying to our 
national pride it is to say it, it must be confessed 
that we have not a national literature of that char- 
acter; nor is it possible we ever should have, as 
it appears to me, on our present systems of edu- 
cation. Not that our literature, such as it is, is 
inferior to that of other nations produced at the 
present day. “No; mediocrity is the character of 
all literary works of the ‘present day, go where 
you will. It is so in England, it is so in France, 
the two most literary nations of Europe. “It is 
true, learned men and great scholars are every- 
where to be found, indeed, they may be’ said to 
abound more than ever; the whole world, too, has 
become a reading world; the growth of the press 
is prodigious; but it is all ephemeral and evanes- 
cent—all destined to the grave of oblivion. Nor 
is it that our countrymen have not the gift of 
genius for literary works of that high and immortal 
character. Probably no people were ever blessed 
with it ina greater degree—of which everywhere 
we see the indications and the evidence; but what 


signifies genius for an art without discipline, 
without knowledge of its principles and skill in 
that art? 
« Vis consili expers, mole ruit sua ; 
Vim temperatam, Dii quoque provebunt, 
In majus.” 

Literature is now everywhere mediocre—be- 
cause the arts of literature are nowhere cultivat- 
ed, but everywhere neglected and apparently 
despised. I recollect to have seen in a late and 
leading periodical of Great Britain, an article in 
which the writer congratulates the age upon hav- 
ing thrown off the shackles of composition; and 
says, ina tone of triumph, that no one now thinks | 
of writing like Junius, (as if it was an easy mat- 
ter, but beneath him, to write like Junius,) ex- 
cept, he adds, some junior sophister in the coun- 
try, corresponding with the editor of some village | 
newspaper. The whole tribe of present writers 
seem, by their silence, to receive this description 
as eulogy—as a tribute of praise properly paid to 
their merit; while in truth it is the characteristic 
of a barbarous age, or of one declining to barbar- 
ism; it is the very description applied to mark 
the decline and last glimmering ofletters in Greece 
and Rome. 

The object of education is two-fold—knowledge 
and ability, both are important, butability by far 
the most so. Knowledge is so far important as 
it is subsidiary to the acquiring of ability; and no 
further; except as a source of mental pleasure to 
the individual. It is ability that makes itself to 
be felt by society; it is ability that wields the 
scepter over the human heart and the human in- 
tellect. Now it isa great mistake to suppose that 
knowledge imparts ability of course. It does 
indeed impart ability of a certain kind; for by exer- 
cising the attention and the memory, It improves 
the capacity for acquiring; but the capacity to 
acquire is not ability to originate and produce. 


No; ability can only be given by the appropriate | 


studies, accompanied with the appropriate exer- | 
eises—directed by a certain rule, and conducted 


In all the celebrated schools of Athens this was | 
the plan of education; and there the ingenious | 
youth, blessed with faculties of promise, never 
failed to attain the eminence aspired to, unless 
his perseverance failed. Hence the mighty effects | 
of those schools; hence that immense tide of 
great men whieh they poured forth in all the de- 
partments of Science and letters; and especially 


of letters; and hence, too, the astonishing per- 
fection of theft works. A celebrated ‘writer, 
filled with astonishment at the splendoras well as 
the number ofthe Works proddted by the scholars 
of these schools,'agcribes the'évent'to'‘the band 
of a wonder-working: Providence, interposed in 

honor of human nature; to show to what perfec- 
tion the species might ascend. But there was 
nothing of miracle’ in it; the means weré adequate 
to the énd. Itis no wonder atall that such schools 

gave to Athens her Thucydides in history, her 
Plato iv‘ethics, her Sophoclés to her drama, and 

her Demosthenes to her forunt and her popular. 
assemblies; and gave to het ‘besides that host of 

rivals to these and almost their equals. Jt was’ 
the natural and necessary effect of such asystem 

of education; and especially with a° people who 

held, as the Athenians did, all other htiman‘con- 

siderations as ‘cheap incomparison with the glory 
of letters and the arts. f Pg oF 

It iè true, this their high and brilliant career of 
literary glory was but of short duration; for soon 
as it had attained its meridian blaze, it was sud- 
denly arrésted; for the tyrant came’and laid the 
proud freedom of Athens in the dust, and the 
Athenians were a people with’ whom the love of 
glory could not survive the los8-of freédom. ` For 
freedom was the breast at which that love was 
fed; freedom was the elemént in which it lived 
and had its being; freedom gave to it the fields 
where its most splendid triumphs were achieved. 
The genius of Athéns now droopéd; fell from its 
lofty flights down to tame mediocrity—to ephe- 
meral works born but to languish and to die; and 
so remained during the long rule of that ruthless 
despotism—the Macedonian; and until the Roman 
came to put it down, and to merge Greece in the 
Roman empire. Athens now-was partially re- 
stored again to freedom. Her schools, which 
had been closed, or which had existed only in 
form, revived with something of their former ef- 
fect. They again gave forth some works worthy 
of their former fame, though of less transcendant 
merit; and they now gave to Rome the Roman 
eloquence and literature. 

Grecia capta serum Victorem cepit, et artes 

Tntulit agresti satio: 
and, if we are wise to profit by their example, 
may yet give to us an equal eloquence ahd litera- 
ture. : 

I mention these things to show what encour- 
agement we have to this ‘enterprise—what well 
grounded hope of success. We have only to tread 
the path that led the Athenian to his glory, and 
open that path to the youth of our country. All 
the animating influences of freedom exist here in 
still greater force than they existed there; for, 
while it is not less absolute here, it is better reg- 
ulated—better combined with order and security. 
Neither is the gift of genius wanting here; the 
gleams of this precious ore are seen to break out 
here and there all over the surface of our society; 
the animus acer et sublimis is daily displayed by 
our countrymen inall the forms of daring and en- 
terprise; the eagle, their emblem, is not more dar- 
ing in his flights. And if the love of fame, which 
was the ruling passion of the Greek, is not now 
go strong with us, it is because the want of the 
means, the want of plain and sure directions fur 
its pursuits, begets a despair of its attainment. 
The Greek had these means, had these plain and 
sure directions; and it was the certainty of suc- 
cess, by perseverance and by their guide, that 
kindled and sustained his passion, and made it his 
ruling passion. This passion is now burning in 
in the young bosoms of thousands of our youth; but 
itis, as I have said, vis consili expers, and struggles 
in vain, because it struggles blindly for the fame 
it pants after. Let this Athenian mode of educa- 
tion be adopted in this instance; let it produce but 
a few examples of eminent success, (as I have no 
doubt it speedily would,) and thousands would 
rush to the path that had led to that success; and 
members now of this body are yet young enough 
to live to see a new era arising in our Jand--an- 
other golden age of literature, no less splendid 
than any that had gone before it—not excepting 
even the Athenian. i 

I know it has been supposed that the Athenians 
had something peculiar in their genius,which gave 
to them their unparalleled success. But we have 
seen that when, with the loss of freedom, they lost 
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their love of literary glory, they fell back to the 
ordinary level of mankind, and were notat all 


distinguished for literary. merit from the mass of. 


nations. So it was not nature, but the means 
adopted to assist and improve nature, that gave 
to them their preéminence; and their success was 
but in exact proportion to the perfection and use 
of those means. i ; 

I could wish,.if all were agreed in it, that this 
institution should make one of a number of col- 
leges to constitute a university to be established 
here, and to be endowed in a manner worthy of 
this great nation and their immense resources. 
This object, recommended by Washington. in 
one of his early communications to. Congress, 
has not, as it'appears to me, received the atten- 
tion it merits. For such an establishment, formed 
and conducted.as it might be, would be. attended 
with. great.and glorious results, to this country— 
not only by its direct operation in elevating the 
standard of education, but by forming a central 
point,.a.local head to.all.the learning of the coun- 
try, such as the most learned nations of Europe 
have, and from which they derive the greatest 
advantages, But ag opinions are divided upon 
this subject—not, I should hope, as to the great 
desirableness. of such an establishment, but as to 
the constitutional competency of Congress to un- 
dertakeit—I will not embarrass my present object 
by involving ìt with that subject, This, as an 
independent institution, may hereafter be made 
a part of such a university, should one be estab- 
lished; but itis now to be looked at only ag an 
independent institution, Still Ishould hope that 
the liberality of Congress would so far concur 
with the generosity of this foreign benefactor as 
to give full effect to his beneficent purpose, and 
would not only give the grounds convenient for 
the accommodation and location of the buildings, 
but would also make an appropriation of money 
therefor sufficient to cover the cost of their erec- 
tion; leaving the whole amount of the legacy as 
a fund.the procegds of which to be applied to the 
accumulation of books and. apparatus, and to the 
support of the instruction and.government of the 
institution; otherwise, the whole thing, I fear, 
will prove a failure by the expense of the outfits; 
at least when compared to the results which it 
might be made to produce; for though the sala- 
rics of instruction should not be over large, yet 
they should be so liberal as to command the ser- 
vices of the ablest instructors in every depart- 
ment embraced by the plan of education. 

This is not the occasion for a detail in full of 
the plan of education which I should wish to see 
adopted; I will, however, beg leave to give its 
outline; premising that my object would be to give 
both Jearning and ability, but ability as the pri- 
mary object. Ability, as I have stated, can only 
be given, as I am fully persuaded, by appropriate 
exercises directed by a certain rule; that is, by 
the principles of the art, whatever that art may be. 
So that exercises, exercises would be the Alpha 
and Omega of my system. The studies should 
be combined of science and literature, with its 
appropriate arts. As to science, they should be 
restricted to science properly so called—to pure 
original science — with some of the practical 
branches thereof not necessary now to be indi- 
cated, excluding, professory learning altogether. 
As to literature, the studies should be given to 
select models of a perfect literature, and to all 
those arts by which that perfect literature has 
been produced, and may be reproduced, accom- 
panied by all those exercises regularly and ar- 
dently pursued, by which power and skill is given 
in those.arts. The preliminary studies to qualify 
for admission should also be proscribed. I would 
have a model school for this preparation annexed 
to this institution and made a part of the estab- 
lishment. 

Such an institution, conducted by great masters, 
as I should hope the instructors to be, and with- 
out such indeed nothing great in education can 
be accomplished, whatever the system may be; 
but, conducted by great masters, would make the 
illustrious stranger, the founder of the institution, 
as I think, one of the greatest. of benefactors to 
our country and to mankind, and to be wor- 
shipped almost, here at least, as the patron saint 
of education. 3 

Mr. PRESTON. Unquestionably the subject 


to which. my venerable friend, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, has called the attention 
of the. Senate, is one of great importance, de- 
manding the grave’ consideration of Congress. 
The Smithsonian legacy has put the Government 
in possession. of $500,000, which, by the. accept- 
ance of the trust, imposes upon us the duty of 
administering this fund in the most appropriate 
way, to accomplish the broad .beneficence ‘‘of 
the diffusion of knowledge among men.” Asit is 
in the order of Providence that, as:the mind is 
enlarged, our moral nature is also exalted, there 
can be no object more beneficent or dignified than 
that which the acceptance of this legacy presents 
tous. I earnestly hope that our efforts to dis- 
charge the trust assumed may be wisely directed 
and crowned. with success. And surely, Mr. 
President, the establishment of the Smithsonian 
Institution could not commence under. more fa- 
vorable auspices than to have attracted the care 
of the honorable Senator, who in every way is so 
eminently qualified to take charge of whatever 
concerns the interests of learning or of charity. 
No one has more. experienced in his own heart, 
or more exemplified in his own character, the 
benign influences of education, than the honor- 
able gentleman; and no one, therefore, in this 
body, was so fit to have submitted the resolution 
before you, or to cast the foundations of an insti- 
tution whose duration, we may hope, will bear 
a proportion to its enlarged objects. I am sure 
I but speak the sentiments of all the Senators, 
when I offer him my earnest thanks for the lead 
he takes in this matter. Nor can I forbear, also, 
Mr. President, to thank him for introducing, upon 
this most fit occasion those elegant and elevated 
topics which carry us for a moment into regions 
of calm and serene air, above the smoke and din 
of our accustomed and more strenuous efforts on 
this floor. It is pleasant to repose, though but 
for an instant, upon the green spot he has pre- 
sented to us, . 
l rejoice, Mr. President, that it has so happene 
that this subject demands our attention at this 
session. After a long term of useful and honor- 
able public service, my honorable friend is now 
about to terminate his coöperation with us on 
this floor. Itis his last session. It is a fortu- 
nate, as it is a most just and fit termination of 
his official productions, that he at once finishes 
and perfects them by inscribing his name where 
it will be most appropriately placed—upon an in- 
stitution for the promotion ofknowledge. Ihope, 
Mr. President, that we shall at once proceed to 
an earnest attention of this resolution, and to 
carry into effect the intentions of a testator, with 
a liberality controlled only by our constitutional 
restrictions. 
The resolution was then agreed to. 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. F. W. PICKENS, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 1, 1839. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union upon the bil! reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to whom had been referred the Pres- 
ident’s message concerning the Northeastern Boundary 
Question— 


Mr. PICKENS said it was with extreme re- 
luctance he trespassed upon the attention of the 
committee; nothing but the great importance of 
the measure could induce him to do so at present, 
He had interrupted his colleague [Mr. Lecare] 
as to the point of order, and had claimed the floor 
merely because of the circumstances under which 
he was placed with reference to the bill under 
consideration. It will be remembered that this 
morning, when the bill was first under discussion, 
his colleague [Mr. Tompson] had said he hoped 
that the .bill would pass unanimously, without 
debate, as there could be no opposition to it. He 
(Mr. P.) then said that would not be the case, 
and he desired to inform the chairman [Mr. How- 
arp] that, if he supposed so, he would be mis- 
taken,.for he (Mr. BP) intended to move tostrike 
out the second section, and then gave notice -of 


that, but, before proceeding, he gave way to hear 
the chairman. first, in the development of the 
views. of the committee. But, instead of. this 
course, others had obtained: the floor then, and 
brought on a wide range of discussion, and he 
had been prevented from explaining his points 
of objection to the bill. He desired to do so 
now. 

But before discussing the bill, I desire (said 
Mr. P.) to notice the last observations of my col- 
league, (Mr. Lecare.] Ie had said there was 
no danger of collision from the march of hostile 
troops at present, and had given in his experience 
of what he had witnessed in Europe, and said 
that he had often seen hostile armies moving and 
retiring over the same territory, and even coming 
into temporary conflict, and yet there was na 
war, and, in a few weeks, everything was again 
hushed into peace. This might be the case in 
regard to European armies, for they. were made 
up of drilled and trained soldiers, under the strict 
orders of officers, who were again under the dic- 
tation of despotic cabinets. They could be marched 
up to the cannon’s mouth, or marched off the field, 
because it might be the pleasure of a tyrant king, 
their master, so to willit.. They were the mere 
machines in the hands of those who made war 
from ambition, and preserved peace from interest. 
Not so in our country. Let the President bring 
into action our forces, accustomed, as they were, 
even to licentious freedom, and we would find a 
very different state of things. Our armies would 
not be mercenary bands, but citizen-freemen, 
with but little discipline, and feeling a passionate 
enthusiasm for their country. When you once 
put a large force of that kind into action, and 
bring them near to their opponents, under their 
natural excitement, it would be as difficult to 
preserve peace as it would be to preserve from 
explosion the magazine into which ignited sparks 
were thrown. 

The analogy drawn from other Governments 
does not hold good when applied to us. Peace 
may be preserved there, while the same causes 
would produce war here. There is always dan- 
ger here in calling into existence military power, 
as is contemplated by the bill, unless we have 
already resolved on final action. In other Gov- 
ernments, everything is moved under the direc- 
tion of despotic cabinets, with absolute power; 
the reverse is the case here. 

I desire now to say a word in reference to what 
fell to-night from the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Menervze.] That gentleman had given us 
an enthusiastic disquisition on national honor and 
in which, if properly defined, I entirely agree, 
But if the gentleman meant that vague and unde- 
finable national honor, drawn from the European 
code and practiced upon for the last three hun- 
dred years by European Governments, I raise my 
solemn protest against it. ‘There whole nations 
had been drenched in blood upon a mere point of 
etiquette. Such doctrines might suit those coun- 
tries whose people had been taught to humble 
themselves before. the diadems of royalty, and to 
gaze in submission upon the stars and garters of 
nobility, but they were entirely unsuited to the 
people of a free Republic. a 

Sir, I contend that,.in this country, with a Gov- 
ernment limited and defined by the Constitution, 
we exercise nothing but trust powers for the ben- 
efit of the people, and we have no right to sepa- 
rate national honor from sound national interests. 

Mr. MENEFEE asked if Mr. P. admitted that 
there was a difference between national honor 
and national interest? . 

Mr. PICKENS. No, sir, if properly under- 
stood and defined; but a general declamation upon 
ahstract national honor, as drawn from the Euro- 
pean code, was calculated to inflame our people, 
now already too excitable. I will not repeat Fal- 
staff’s soliloquy upon honor, but I will say that, 
although a duelist may demand satisfaction, at 
the risk of his life, because another may have too 
rudely brushed the skirt of his coat, yet, when 
the consequences of a man’s action are not to be 
confined to himself, but drag-with it the misery 
of millions, he has no right to stand upon a mera 
immaterial point of honor. What I mean to say 
is, that before a free people can be dragged into a 
war, it must be in defense of great national rights 
as well as national honor. . a 
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Maine Boundary Question—Mr. Pickens. 


Before examining the second section of the bill, 
I desire to notice some of the observations which 
fell from the gentleman from. Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Boore.) In many of his remarks 1 entirely con- 
cur, but regret that he, as- well as others, has 
thought proper on this occasion to call up topics 
notimmediately connected with the subject. ‘The 
discussion in which we are now involved will 
interest foreign Powers, and. attention will be 
particularly drawn to itin England. As it is a 
contest between us and a foreign Power, I regret 
that it should have been thought necessary not 
only to go into the history of our faults upon this 
question, but also to censure our diplomatic con- 
troversies with other Powers. The gentleman 
[Mr. Bippie] has alluded to our blustering and 
talk exciting the ridicule of foreign Powers, and 
has even gone. back to the last war with Great 
Britain, and said we had come out of it without 
gaining a single point, or at least having had all 
the points of controversy ‘adjourned over.’’ I 
cannot see with what propriety these things are 
now brought up. 

Mr. BIDDLE was understood to explain that 
he meant to illustrate the propriety of only taking 
such grounds at first as would be maintained and 
enforced if a conflict should occur. 

Mr. PICKENS said he was willing to forget 
at present the past; or at least, when a critical 
controversy was pending between us anda foreign 
Power, he rather desired to cover over the faults 
of the country than to expose them to the gaze 
of the world. Ihave been taught from my moth- 
er’s chamber, by examples drawn from Holy 
Writ, to dread Heaven’s avenging curse pro- 
nounced upon that son who uncovered the naked- 
ness of his parent. But I pass over these mat- 
ters, and propose to examine the bill. The first 
section gives power to the President to call out 
the militia, the Army and the Navy, in certain 
contingencies that may happen. In the case of 
“actual invasion,” he now has this power by the 
existing law. Buta new contingency is now to 
be created, and that is, in case Great Britain 
should attempt to ‘‘enforce exclusive jurisdic- 
tion” over the disputed territory by “force of 
arms.” This is a new and distinct power, as 
defined in this section, and makes a pointin legis- 
lation. 

The second section proposes “ thatin the event 
of actual invasion of the territory of the United 
States by any foreign Power, or of imminent 
danger of such invasion discovered in his {the 
President’s] opinion to exist,” then, and in that 
case, the Presidentis clothed with power to en- 
list a regular army, with twenty new regiments, 
or nearly twenty thousand men. I contend that 
this is a dangerous power to be placed in the 
hands of any man. From what I know of the 
present President, I would as soon trust him with 
military power as any man I ever saw. He is 
cautious, and his nature is pacific. Butitisa 
dangerous precedent to allow any Chicf Magis- 
trate to be the sole judge of the contingency and 
necessity for creating at one step a standing army 
of twenty thousand men. The Constitution has 
made Congress the judge of the necessity for war, 
and we have no right.to delegate, directly or in- 
directly, any portion of that power. I have no 
idea of authorizing the President to take any step 
that may compel us hereafter to sanction that 
which will force us into a war. Let us declare 
war before we raise such an army. I have said 
that I do not fear to trust the present Executive 
with military power; but I am a sworn enemy of 
Executive discretion in any important matter 
that can be regulated by law. The precedent of 
to-day becomes the law of to-morrow. And we 
may have a prudent exercise of a dangerous power 
by a wise and virtuous President; but let things 
change—let us have some future hero, with his 
laurels green from the plains of some Talladega, 
Emucfau, or New Orleans—and: then this ver 
ane which you now propose to establish will 

e quoted by him as containing the principle 
upon which he will ask to have discretionary 
power over a conditional army, which will be 
called upon to sustain him in waving his drawn 
sword triumphantly above the prostrate liberties 
of his country. 

A standing army should never be created ex- 


cept by Congress, and we should be the sole judge 
of the time and manner of its creation. If there 
should be a necessity for it, there can be no diffi- 
culty. The country can be defended until Con- 
gress can be convened; and if there should be 
any such necessity for this army, Congress ought 
to be convened. Besides, suppose the President 
were to call for enlistments in the regular service 
now, what would be the result? You would get 
none but the very dregs from the alleys of your 
cities, forming a’miserable band of the most iñ- 
ferior soldiers In a well-fed country like this, 
you cannot get fit and proper recruits in the geg- 
ular service until we shall have actually declared 
war, and thousands are thrown out of their or- 
dinary employment for support. Then you can 
get a fine army of soldiers, and not until then. I 
would infinitely rather rely, in the first onset, for 
defense, upon the regular militia of the country 
or upon volunteers, than upon any suddenly 
raised enlistments. It is a mistake to suppose 
that, under the mere magic of the name of “‘ reg- 
ulars,” they would have any advantage over 
militia or volunteers until they had seen service 
and felt that discipline which time alone can 
give. 

Again, I think that this second section of 
the bill assumes somewhat a different position 
from that assumed by the President himself in 
his messages communicated to the House. I 
think these messages are pacific, and rather look 
to diplomatic arrangements to settle the contro- 
versy. The President’s communications on the 
whole subject are executed with uncommon judg- 
ment and skill. They exhibit wisdom and pru- 
dence. Is it politic in us to do anything that may 
embarrass the position he has assumed? He 
looks, and I think wisely looks, to negotiation. 
The second section of the bill looks to me like 
clothing him with power to negotiate at the point 
of the sword. Could we bear this in a foreign 
Power towards us? It strikes me that its tend- 
ency may be rather to embarrass than to promote 
a peaceful arrangement. 

I regret, exceedingly, that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs should have thought it necessary 
to introduce certain portions of this bill, and I re- 
gret, exceedingly, that I cannot, in any event, 
support the second section, as it is entirely in- 
compatible with my principles. Nothing can jus- 
tify such a section, but imminent danger and ex- 
treme necessity. It is a great mistake to suppose 
that the Executive of this Confederacy is weak 
and powerless for the purposes of resistance and 
defense. In a just cause for national defense, 
where national rights as well as national honor 
are involved, there is not a stronger Executive in 
Christendom. Other countries rely for defense 
upon a drilled and standing army, whose pro- 
fession is war, and who feed upon blood; but here, 


| in a just and glorious cause, let the standard of 


the Republic be raised and we gather around it, 
not because an Executive orders us to do so, but 
because that devotion which springs from the 
hearts of freemen prompts us to come to the 
standard of our country. In a proper war the 
Executive will always find itself strong enough. 
In the first struggle we may suffer; but as to a 
permanent invasion or conquest, the thing is im- 


| possible. You may burn and devastate the land, 


but you can never conquer the country until you 
totally exterminate those who have been taught 
from their infancy to believe that no other insti- 
tutions can preserve to them the inheritance of 
liberty. It is this universal feeling that males 
your Executive sufficiently strong in all cases of 
just and necessary defense. It is according to the 
genius of our institutions that he should rely upon 
the citizen militia of the country in emergencies, 
for defense and support; and, as much as some 
Governments may ridicule them, I prefer that bul- 
wark of national defense, as a general reliance, 
to any other that the wisdom of modern tacticians 
may create. They may be defeated, but they 
will rally again, and what is better, they are safe 
in times of peace. 

That discretion which is to judge of the neces- 
sity of creating an addition 
Army (which k 
of twenty thousand, under an enlistment for five 
years, as contemplated in the second section of 


to our present standing : 
now amounts to twelve thousand) 


this bill, I desire should be left entirely to Con- 
gress, free from all embarrassment.” The third 
section, which gives the President power over the’ 
equipmentand arming of the Navy, and the fourth 
section, which creates the means, together with. 
the first section, I consider strong enough, and as 
clothing him with all reasonable and necessary 
power. Strike out the second section, and I have 
no very serious objection to the bill; but then I 
consider it full strong. If any new aspect of great 
difficulty should arise with reference to Great 
Britain, let Congress be called together; and if we 
are to have war, let us choose our time to make 
it, and let us not be forced into it rashly and un- 
prepared. ButI cannot believe it possible for war 
to grow out of our present difficulty on this ques- 
tion. The good sense and interests of the two 
countries will not suffer it. As to the exclusive 
jurisdiction over the disputed territory set up by 
Great Britain, that arises from the construction 
she has always put upon her prior sovereignty. 
This claim rests upon the supposition that our 
independence and sovereignty commenced from 
the treaty of peace in 1783; and that, as she had 
exercised, prior to the Declaration of Independ- 
ence or that treaty, sovereignty and jurisdiction 
over all the territory, then, subsequently to that 
period, she would continue to exercise jurisdic- 
tion upon all doubtful or disputed territory. Until 
the doubtful points are settled, she claims juris- 
diction by reason of her prior sovereignty This 
is the basis of her whole claim to exclusive juris- 
diction; and yet this is all a mere fiction of law-— 
the same as claiming a right from possession until 
a better title is proved. If such a position be 
sound, then, in a controversy between Great Brit- 
ain and Russia in the Northwest, ag to territory, 
the struggle would be to prove which was the 
oldest sovereign—Great Britain or Russia. The 
truth is, Great Britain treated with us in 1783 as 
an independent and equal sovereign; and amongst 
equals there can be, quoad hoc, no prior sovereign. 
The treaty makes the boundary, and is the law 
of location as to the line; and he who examines 
that, can have no. hesitation as to the true line. 
Two rational minds cannot differ about it; yet 
Great Britain wishes particularly the northern 
portion of this disputed territory, as forming a 
military position to enable her to move troops 
across from New Brunswick to Canada; and, as 
she wants a military position, she makes a claim 
to territory; and I believe she was never known 
to yield such a claim. This is the whole amount 
of the controversy. 

As to the declaration recently made in a letter 
of Sir John Harvey, that he was ‘acting under 
strict orders from his Government to exercise ex- 
clusive jurisdiction, and for that purpose he had 
the whole military force in the province at his 
command, and that his orders admitted of no dis- 
cretion—that he was bound to execute them,” I 
cannot believe but that he has misconceived his 
instructions. 

I will now referto only one circumstance, which 
is conclusive to my mind that heis mistaken. It 
will be recollected that the British Minister here 
(Mr. Fox) had but the other day signed a joint 
memorandum with Mr. Forsyth, recommending 
both Governor Fairfield and Sir John Harvey 
mutually to release prisoners taken on either side, 
and that both parties should “ forbear to exercise 
exclusive jurisdiction” until the controversy is 
adjusted by the two Governments, Now, if the 
orders to Sir John Harvey from his Government 
were peremptory and admitted of no discretion, 
Mr. Fox.must have been acquainted with them, 
and either Mr. Fox himself had discretion over 
the subject, or Sir John was mistaken in his con- 
struction; for how could the British Minister di- 
rect what he has in violation of orders from his 
Government? Either there is diseretion or the 
British Governor has mistaken the construction 
of his orders, or Mr. Fox must be acting the dip- 
lomatic hypocrite in recommending what he has. 
I am induced to believe that Sir John Harvey 
must be mistaken or Mr. Fox would not have 
recommended whathe has. I have no idea but 
that the whole matter can be amicably adjusted 
between the two countries without the slightest 
difficulty. But if the reverse should be the case, 
then we have other points of controversy of deep 
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importance which we can bring into the account, 
J have alluded more fully, a few. days since, in 
another debate, to the correspondence of Lord 
Palmerston with our Government, recently pub- 
lished, in which the British Government solemn- 
ly announce to us that they will not hereafter rec- 
ognize any indemnity as due us from the de- 
struction ofour property in slaves, no matter under 
what circumstances they may fall under British 
dominion. This decision of that Government has 
been made in relation to three vessels driven by 
stress of weather on the Bahamas, bound from 
Alexandria to New Orleans with slaves belonging 
to ður citizens. They makca distinction between 
the cases occurring previous to the British act of 
emancipation, passed for their West Indiaislands, 
and those occurring’ since that act. They thus 
recognize indemnity as due in the one case, under 
the law of ‘nations, and refuse in the other be- 
cause, forsooth, their municipal regulation, as 
embodied in their act of emancipation, has upon 
that point abrogated the law of nations, Their 
own civil authorities upon the island, immediately 
after the vessel was driven in by: the ‘act of 
God,” seized upon the slaves, and forced them 
to accept their liberation, and refused possession 
to their owners; and yet the British Government 
solemnly refuse to us indemnity, and perempto- 
rily announce to us that they will not hereafter 
recognize, under any circumstances, the right of 
property inpersons. Tt isimpossible to conceive 

ofa more direct blow at our independence. It 
assumes the right in the British Government to de- 

clare to us in what our property shall not consist, 

and, by consequence, in what it shall consist. 

The ale correspondence shows the influence 

of O’Connell upon a weak cabinet. But I forbear 

to press this matter, and will only say, that rather 
than submit to this arrogant assumption of power 
by Great Britain, carried into full effect, I would 

prefer to sce that noble country. stretching itself 
from the Patapsco to the Sabine a howling wil- 
derness, or wrapt in conflagration, 

` There are other points of controversy on our 
northwestern borders also, but it is, perhaps, no 
time to dwell on these things at present, f wope 
there is no danger of war. I believe everything 
will be amicably adjusted between us. The great 
capitalists of the two countries, our intimate com- 
mercial relations, and, above all, the good sense 
and good feeling that generally prevail on both 
sides, will preserve peace. Butif I should be dis- 
appointed in this calculation, and the last sad 
appeal should be made, then, sir, let the “star 
spangled banner” be waved aloft, and the rally 
called, and, my life upon it, you will see the 
beacon fires of an indignant people kindled over 
a thousand hills, not only in the North, but in the 
South too; and the swords “of a hundred thou- 
sind freemen will fash on high to avenge our 
wrongs and vindicate our rights. 

Yes, sir, this is a question in which northern 
rights are peculiarly involved; and although we 
have been treated cruelly and unkindly by a por- 
tion of that section of the Union; although they 
have agitated a vital question, and made war upon 
our dearest rights and upon our domestic peace, 
yet I am willing, for the moment, to bury all that 
in oblivion, and to look alone to the rights and 
the honor of a common country. Our blood and 
treasure have been offered up before in a war 
waged peculiarly for northern rights, and we will 
be prepared again to do our duty, if needs be, 
without calculation as to cost. 

In times that have recently passed, the State 
which I have the honor, in part, to represent, has 
been traduced and slandered by those who ought 
to have felt for us the common sympathy of 
brothers. There are those who have courted 
popotarity, by singling us out for denunciation, 
by way of illustrating their own peculiar patriot- 
ism. Yes, sir, South Carolina has been unkindly 
treated, but her star still twinkles above the hori- 
zon; her banner is in the breeze; and, thank 
God, there never has yet been a stain upon it; 
and now let the first tap of the war dram be heard 
on the remote confines of either extreme of this 
Union, and you will find her sons in the front 
ranks, with no other emotions beating in their 
hearts but for the glory and the triumph ofa united 
and a common country. . 
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SPEECH OF HON. J. ROBERTSON, 


OF VIRGINIA, 


In tur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 7, 1839, 


On the amendment proposed by him to the report of the 
Select Committee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the select 
committee to which the subject had been referred, 
having submitted the following report: 

Resolved, That the committee report to the House, and 
ask leave to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject-matters referred to them, and that the journal 
of the committee be reported and published. 

Resolved, further, That the committee deem it inexpedi- 
ent to take further steps on the subject of the public tands 
this session. 

Mr. ROBERTSON said that he had concurred 
with the committee in the resolution asking to be 
discharged. From the known diversity of opin- 
ion existing among its members, he was satisfied 
from the first that it would adopt no measure 
which could be proposed. No one, he imagined, 
was disappointed at the result of its labors. 
doing nothing, it had performed its appointed 
work; it had fulfilled its destiny; and, for him- 
self, he was grateful that it had done nothing 
worse, 

But I did not concur, sir, (continued Mr. R.,) 
in the resolution declaring it inexpedient to legis- 
late upon the subject during the present session. 
I am not satisfied that this important question 
shall be thus put aside without one more effort, 
at least, to procure the action of the House upon 
it; and my purpose, in rising, was to move a 
recommitment to the same committee, or to the 
standing Committee on Public Lands, with in- 
structions to report the joint resolution I now 
send to the Chair. I should prefer, however, sir, 
if in order, to offer the resolution as a substitute 
for those of the committee, so as to supersede the 
formality of a recommitment, and bring the ques- 
tion directly hefore the House. 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order to 
move to strike out all after the word * resolved,” 
and to insert the joint resolution proposed by the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON accordingly moved to strike 
out, and insert the following joint resolution; 
which was read by the Clerk: 

Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, That, hereatter, the Séerctary of 
the Treasury shall cause separate accounts to be kept of all 
moneys paid into the ‘treasury on account or sales of the 
public lands, to be disposed or in the manner herein pro- 
vided, unless otherwise by law specially directed, viz: he 
shall, on the Ist day of July succeeding the next census, 
and thereatter semi-annually, on the Ist day of January and 
July in every year, divide all the said moneys then in the 
‘Treasury amoug the several States of the Union, in the 
ratio oftheir Federal numbers : Provided, nevertheless, That 
nothing herein contained shali be construed to prohibit the 
appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, or such 
portion thercot as may be requisite to meet the necessary 
expenditures of the Government for any year in which the 
receipts from customs and other sources of revenue shall 
be estimated to fail below mmilfiow dollars, and when 


it shall be deemed proper on that account toapply the said į 


proceeds, by special appropriation, to supply the deficiency 
and meet those expenditures: Provided, also, That, in the 
event of a war between the United States and any foreign 
Power, the said semi-annual division shall. cease, and be 
suspended during the continuance of such war: Provided, 
moreover, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to impair the right and obligation of Congress, whenever it 
shail satisfactorily appear that benefits from the use of the 
public lands, or the proceeds thereof, have been heretofore, 
or sball be hereafter, conferred on particular States, to ex- 
tend as far as practicable in each and al! the States, in their 
due and just proportions, who may require or be willing to 
accept them, similar benefits upon the same or equivalent 
terms. 


Mr. DUNN moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Rosentson, by inserting before the first 
proviso— 

First paying to the States in which such landsare situate 
twelve and a half per cent. of the proceeds of publie lands 
sold within such States respectively. 

Mr. ROBERTSON said: The object, sir, of the 
joint resolution I have ventured to present is to 
carry into effect the compacts between the original 
States of this Union, by distributing among all 
the States the future proceeds of the sales of the 
public domain in the proportions stipulated by 
these compacts. A proposition on its face so rea- 
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sonable would seem to require no argument or 
persuasion to insure its adoption. But every sim- 
ilar one has been hitherto unsuccessful, and this, 
I am well assured, will be strenuously opposed. 
I avail myself, therefore, sir, of the opportunity 
now afforded me—the last, perhaps, I might ever 
enjoy—of addressing the House in its defensé. I 
shall endeavor to maintain that the measure pro- 
posed is within the plain limits of our constitu- 
tional power; that the distribution it contemplates 
is not only intrinsically just, but is in conformity 
with compacts as solemn as any ever entered into 
among nations, and whose obligatory character 
is recognized by the Federal Constitution itself, 
and by Federal legislation both before and since 
that Constitution was adopted; that it has received 
the explicit sanction of a large majority of the 
States; and, indeed, directly or indirectly, of every 
State in the Union. In other words, sir, I hope 
to prove that the measure is both constitutional 
and expedient; or, in the language of the late Chief 
Magistrate, safe, just, and federal. 

It is not my intention to enter into an examin- 
ation of the original title to what is now called 
the patlicJomain, because | desire, as far as prac- 
ticable, to avoid irrelevant discussions. Whatever 
| doubts or difficulties existed on this point during 
the revolutionary war or previous to it, they were 
closed and removed by the Articles of Confeder- 
ation,* by the compacts of cession, and by the 
Constitution; and, if it were not so, the discus- 
sion would still be unprofitable, for no preference 
is asked for the old States, the original proprie- 
tors of the whole; and by whatever title this Gov- 
ernment now holds, whether by cession, pur- 
chase, or conquest, none can deny their tide to a 
just participation. I proceed at once, therefore, 
to the original compacts which lie at the founda- 
tion of the question. A brief reference to a single 
clause in one of them—the most important of 
them all, that of Virginia—will be sufficient for 
my present purpose, It is the often-quoted clause 
which, coming after the provisions setting apart 
inconsiderable portions of the vast territory sur- 
rendered, declares: 

“That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the 
United States, and not reserved for, or appropriated to, any 
of the beforementioned purposes, or disposed of in the boun- 
ties Lo officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall be 
considered asa common fund for the use and benefit of such 
of the United States as have become orshall become mem- 
bers of the Confederation, or Federal alliance of the said 
States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respect- 
ive proporuons of the general charge and expenditure, and 
shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that pur- 
pose, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” 

I will not repeat the commentaries made on 
this clause in almost every discussion which has 
occurred on the subject of the public lands for ten 
years past. But I beg you, sir, for a moment, 
to call to mind the condition of our country when 
this solemn transfer of title was made and ac- 
cepted. A Confederacy of States, each retaining 
absolute sovereignty, united by a league—as it 
was forcibly expressed, a rope of sand—no closer 
union at the time anticipated nor desired. The 
war of independence had but just terminated, 
leaving us involved ina heavy debt, and without 
available resources. Some of the States held or 
claimed an extent of territoty stretching from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. Others, less fortunately 
circumstanced, regarded these extensive posses- 
sions as dangerous to their future peace; they 
urged that they had contributed their blood and 
treasure to acquire and defend them, and they 
insisted on a liberal surrender. The proposition 
was acceded to. New York led the way in 1781; 
Virginia followed, and, on the Ist of March, 
1784, ceded the extensive region claimed by her 
northwest of the Ohio. In this cession she stip- 
ulated that the territory should be laid out into 
States, to be admitted into the Union with the 
same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and inde- 
penderice, as the other States; that certain por- 
tions of it should be reserved for specific pur- 
poses, and the residue (as declared in the clause 
just quoted) constitute a common fund for the 
use and benefit of all the States, in specified pro+ 
portions: The payment of the public debt was 


* By a proviso to the ninth article, it is declared that “no 


State shall be deprived of territory for the benefit of the 
i United States.” . s 
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not even mentioned in the compact as one of the 
objects to be provided for. Admitting, however, 
the payment of that debtto have been a substan- 
tial compliance with the provision requiring that 
the use and benefit of this common fund should 
be enjoyed by each State according to its pro- 
portion of the general: charge and expenditure, 
still it cannot be contended that this was the only 
mode in which the States could receive their pro- 
portional shares. Thé debt was estimated at 
something more than forty million dollars; but, 
large as it was, it bore no comparison with the 
value of the hundreds of millions of acres ceded 
by Virginia alone. Supposing the payment of 
that debt contemplated, must not the question 
have naturally presented itself, what disposition 
should be made of the immense residue? and if 
so, what did the contracting parties intend should 
be its final destination ? 

Sir, the compact answers thé question; it was 
to be a common fund for the use and benefit of 
such of the States as had become or should be- 
come members of the Confederation; in their sep- 
arate, and not exclusively, at least, in their ag- 
gregate capacity. Had it been the design of the 
parties thus to confine it, they would have stopped 
after declaring it should be a common fund, or 
employed language to express the intention that 
it should be used solely for the general purposes 
of the Confederacy. So far from this, they adopt 
terms importing plainly a benefit in severalty, and 
prescribing the ratio in which each shall enjoy it 
—the ratio of contribution to the general charge 
and expenditure. They do not say that the funds 
shall be for the use of ‘the United States of 
America,” which was the style of the Confed- 
eracy, but for the use of such of the United States 
as were or might become members; they do not 
say it shall be applied to meet the general charge 
and expenditure, but that it shall be enjoyed by 
the members of the Confederacy according to 
their respective proportions of that charge and 
expenditure. The proceeds of the common fund 
might exceed or fall short of that expenditure. 
Exclusive of the public debt, our annual expend- 
iture probably did not then exceed one or two hun- 
dred thousand dollars. Supposing the public debt 
and expenditures among the objects to which, by 
the express terms of the compact, this common 
fund might be applied—a construction, however, 
which, in regard to the last, neither the nature of 
our political association at the time, nor the lan- 
guage of the compact, justifies—would it not be 
unjust and absurd, after that debt had been dis- 
charged, and when those expenditures do not re- 
quire it, to withhold it from the States for whose 
use and benefit it was conferred? Why provide 
for proportional enjoyment—specify the exact 
proportions in which each State should share the 
fund—if no distribution was contemplated, and 
that fund was designed exclusively as a joint 
fund for joint purposes? Why give a rule of ap- 
portionment, if that rule was never intended to be 
practically enforced ? 

But it has been said that the ratio of contribu- 
tion existing at the time is the rule prescribed by 
the compact; and that having been since changed, 
that the rule itself is abrogated. Not so, sir. 
The terms do not confine the rule to the existing 
ratio of contribution, but make that ratio, what- 
ever it may be at the time of distribution, the 
rule by which the proportions shall be measured. 
There is corroborating evidence in the history of 
the times to prove this to be the proper interpre- 
tation. In April, 1783, a committee of Congress 
suggested the propriety of altering the then ex- 
isting rule of contribution, founded on a valua- 
tion of real estate, and substituting the ratio since 
incorporated into the Federal Constitution, for 
apportioning representation and direct taxes upon 
the basis of what are called Federal numbers. 
That committee, in recommending a supply of 
revenue, speaks of the proportion of each State 
as one to be fixed according to the rule “ which 
is or may be” prescribed by the Articles of Con- 
federation. Another committee, of which Mr. 
Madison was chairman, was then appointed to 
draw up an address to the States, among other 
things, recommending the proposed change. In. 
October following, the act of the Virginia As- 
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| same as if that compact had been i 


sembly was passed, authorizing her Delegates in 
Congress to execute the deed of cession, and that 


deed was delivered and accepted, as I haye stated, 
on the Ist of March, 1784. Now, it is not cred- 
ible that Virginia was ignorant of the contem- 
plated change, or meant that, if adopted, it should 


' defeat her rights reserved by the deed. She knew 


that the ratio of contribution might be changed; 
but still the compact intended and provided that 
the use and benefit of the common fund should 
be enjoyed by the States in the same proportion 
in which they should contribute to the general 
burdens. This proportion, change as it may, 
must still give the rule. But grant that the new 
ratio did not become the rule, the only conse- 
quence would be, not that the rule is abrogated, 


Dut the old ratio of contribution would continue 


to be the rule of distribution. 

But, sir, it is not merely the rule of apportion- 
ment which it is contended has been changed or 
abrogated. The monstrous doctrine is announced 
that the compacts themselves have no binding 
effect—that they have been annulled by the Fed- 


| eral Constitution; yes, sir, the very instrument 


designed to render them inviolable—and that they 


| are incompatible with the sovereign rights of the 


new States. Sir, it was not to have been ex- 
pected that the validity of these compacts would 
ever have been denied, whatever doubts might be 
suggested as to their construction. They have 
been recognized by repeated acts of Federal legis- 
lation, from the periodot their date to the present 
time; they were indeed ratified and confirmed by 
the Constitution itself. In April, 1784, the mont 

succeeding the cession from Virginia, an ordi- 
nance was passed by Congress for dividing the 
ceded territory into distinct States. This ordi- 
nance provided for the temporary and permanent 
government of those divisions, upon this express 
condition, among others—that they should in no 
case interfere with the primary disposal of the 
soil by the United States in Congress assembled ; 
and that this and the other articles should stand 
as fundamental constitutions between the thirteen 
original States and each of the several States to 
be created. These provisions could have been 
made with no other view than to a fulfillment of 
the terms upon which cessions had been made. 

But there is another and still more striking re- 
cognition of the compact made with Virginia. In 
1786, the restrietionimposed by that compactupon 
Congress in reference to the extent of the new 
States to be created in the ceded territory, being 
found inconvenient, Congress adopted a resolu- 
tion recommending it to Virginia to revise and 
alter it in this respect; and in July following 
passed a new ordinance prescribing how the 
boundaries of the new States should be estab- 
lished “ as soon as Virginia should alter her deed 
of cession.” ‘In this ordinance a similar provis- 
ion is made to prevent interference by the new 
States with the primary disposal of the soil. The 
Legislature of Virginia never made the change 
desired until the 30th December, 1788, after the 
Federal Constitution had been ratified by the re- 
quisite number of States. Here, then, is a plain 
recognition of the compact both before and after 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution. 

Was it annulled by the Constitution ? No, sir; 
far from it. It was ratified and reaffirmed by lan- 
guage too plain to be misconstrued. ‘The first 
clause of the sixth article, penned at the very 
time when there was a pending application to 
Virginia to change the terms of her deed, reads 
as follows: 

«All debts contracted and engagements entered into be- 
fore the adoption of this Constitution shall be as valid 
against the United States under this Constitution as under 
the Confederation. ”? 


I have already shown that the compact with 
Virginia was entered into prior to the adoption 
of the Constitution, and its validity unequivo- 
cally acknowledged by the old Confederation; 
and the effect of this clause consequently is the 
f ncorporated 
in the Constitution. Nor is this all. The fourth | 
article enables this Government to fulfill its obli- | 
gations by giving to Congress full power “to | 
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting, the territory or other property 
of the United States; and guards against the į 
abuse of this power by declaring, in the same 
clause, that ‘nothing in this Constitution shall 
be so construed as to prejudice the claims of the 


| 


United States or of 


; any particular State.. That 
the Constitution. was not construed by Virginia 
as affecting her claims, under her deed of eégsion, 
is manifest from the act which she subsequently 

assed to change that deed. It would. have been 
idle to tender or accept this modification, con- 
fined as it was to one particular gondition, had 
the whole compact been already akrogated. Had 
such been its intended operation, it can scarcely 
be believed that Virginia, dissatisfied as.she was 
with many of its provisions, ‘and-.who finally 
adopted it in convention by a-majority of ten 
votes only, would ever have ratified it. But some 
of these compacts, imposing conditions almost 
precisely similar to those in the cession of Vir- 
ginia, were entéred into subsequent to the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. That instrument could 
not subsequently annul them, and this fact alone 
is conclusive to show that such was not under- 
stood to be its effect upon those previously made. 
This Government, sir, has never set up so mon- 
strous a pretension. Its whole action proves the 
reverse. I might multiply instances, but it can- 
not be necessary. I will content myself with 
referring to the celebrated veto message of De- 
cember, 1833. In that message the late Chief 
Magistrate, adopting the construction I have con- 
tended for, says: . . oa ane. 

« The cessions of Virginia, Georgia, and North Carolina, 
in express terms, and all the rest impliedly, not only. pro- 
vide specifically the proportion according to which each 
State shalt profit by the proceeds of the land sales, but they 
proceed to declare that they shail be faithfully and bona fide 


disposed of ‘for that purpose, and for. no. other use or pur- 
pose whatsoever,?? : 


And adds: : ; 

«This is the fundamental law of the land at this, moment, 
growing out of compacts which are older than the Consti- 
tution, and formed the. corner-stone on which the Union 
itself was erected.” CS 

Sir, need I go further? The uestion seems 
indeed too plain for argument. The validity of 
these covenants, never controverted until recently, 
rests upon a foundation which cannot be shaken 
without subverting the Constitution itself, and 
denying all obligation in men to abide by their 
most solemn engagements. 

I have said that the principle of distribution 
proposen in the joint resolution before you has 
een sanctioned by the States. I proceed to the 
proofs. ; 
The General Assembly of Maryland, in 1821, 
had this subject under consideration, A commit- 
tee was appointed by the Senate, whose deliber- 
ations resulted in a report and resolutions subse- 
quently adopted by both branches. As they were 
the groundwork of the legislative action of other 
States, I request that they may be read. 

The resolutions were read. The first and sec- 
ond are as follows: 

“ 1. Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
each of the United States has an equal right to participate 
in the benefit of the public Jands, the common property of 
the Union. 

9, Resolved, That the States in whose favor Congress 
have not made appropriations of land for the purposes of 
education, are entitled to such appropriations as will cor- 
respond in a just proportion with those heretofore made in 
favor of other States.” 


Mr. ROBERTSON. These resolutions, or 
others of similar import, were adopted in the same 
or the following year by New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, New Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
Vermont, Maine, and Kentucky. i 

Tennessee, though she denied that the benefits 
conferred upon her were as great as they had been 
represented, declared that ‘‘ she was far from re- 
sisting claims set up by the old States to a par- 
ticipation in the public lands,” and conéluded 
with a resolution leaving the matter * wholly to 
the wisdom and discretion of Congress,” 

It has been supposed that New York dissented 
from these views. I do not so understand her. 
It is true that she did not concur with Maryland 
in disputing the justice or legality of the dona- 
tions made to the new States, or claim: on that 
account corresponding benefits. On the contrary, 
she asserted the right of Congress to make those 
donations. But she justified them, not only on 
the pretext that the new States had paid an equiv- 
alent, but upon the ground of such ample power 
over the public domain as would equally justify 
the disposition now proposed. The report con- 
tends that the public lands, if considered as held 
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under the cessions, are held in full and absolute 
right, discharged from all conditions except those 
‘specific ones’ expressly reserved in the acts of 
cession; while, if held by original title, the fourth 
article of the Constitution empowers Congress to 
dispose of them, with no other limitation than 
such as may be imposed by the sense of public 
duty and the general welfare. Again: 

“Like all other public property, these lands are indeed 
held as a trust for the common benefit of the States, or 
rather of the people of the United States; but of the mode 
of administering this common fund, and the objects to 
which it shalt be applied, Congress alone is entitled to 
judge.” : g k 

New York, therefore, so får from denying the 
power of Congress to distribute to all in Just pro- 
portions, necessarily asserted it, in maintaining 
the still broader power to make any and every 
disposition not incompatible with the deeds of 
cession or the public welfare. 

Connecticut, without impeaching the donations 
to the new States, argued in favor of an allotment 
to the‘old. States, also for the purpose of educa- 
tion. Still more recently, as lately as May, 1838, 
her Legislature has distinctly asserted the prin- 
ciple of distribution, and requested her Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to use their best endeav- 
ors to have it practically adopted. T request the 
Clerk to read them for the information of the 
House. i f 

‘The resolutions were read as follows: 
Resolutions of Connecticut relating to the disposition of the 

public lands of the United States, at a General Assembly 


of the State of Connecticut, holden at New Haven, in said 

State, on the first Wednesday of May, A. D. 1838. 

“Resolved by this Assembly, That the public lands belong- 
ing to the United Stater are the common property of all the 
States, and the proceeds of them should be appropriated to 
their use and ‘benefit, and to no other purpose whatever, 
without the consent of the States respectively. 

“Resolved, That this General Assembly do solemnly pro- 
test agringt a cession of any of the public Hands to a State 
tn which they này be situated, ata price less than that at 
which they are offered in market, and also agninst al! pre- 
emption laws, and the grants made under the authority. of 
such daws. - . 3 

t Resolyed by this Assembly, That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to use their best en- 
deavors to have the proceda of the public Janda divided 
paang the States severally, as soon as it can with propriety 

e done. 

“Resolved, That itis expedient that a portion of the public 
tands belonging to the United Stites abould be appropriated 
to the support of education in the original thirteen States 
of the Uuion, aud that the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State be requested to procure the adop- 
Hou of such n measure. 

“Resolved by thit Assembly, That his Excellency the Gov- 
ernor be requested to forward a copy of these resolutions to 
each of our Senators. and Representatives in Congress, and 
also to cach Executive of the several States, with a request 
that they may be Jaid before the Legislatures of their States 
respectively,” i 


Mr. ROBERTSON. These resolutions have 
been laid before the Legislature of Virginia. They 
are not, | think, on the Journals of either Elouse 
of Congress. 

Mr. INGHAM said he believed they had never 
been transmitted by the Governor to the Repre- 
sentatives of the State. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I could account for the 
omission, sir, in no other way. The gentlemen 
are welcome, however, to my copy, if they think 
proper to accept it. I trust they will spread it 
upon our Journal, and that I shall have their co- 
operation in endeavoring to carry into effect the 
wishes of their native State, ; 

The principle of distribution has been asserted 
by Massachusetts, and her Representatives re- 
quested, in 1836, to carry it into practice, by 
Supporting what is commonly called Clay’s land 

ih i 

The Senators and Representatives of Louisiana 
voted for the same bill, from which I infer it was 
acceptable to that State. 

In February last, the Legislature of Ohio de- 
nounced the policy of abandoning the public lands 
to.be.sold piecemeal, and. permitting the money 
to be used as common. revenue, as treacherous 
and injurious to the States; and declared that, 
“after the payment of the public debt} the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands belonged of right to the 
States,” and that Congress was bound ‘to dis- 
tribute the same, according to the deeds of ces- 
gion.” a 

Still more recently, North Carolina has sent 
nE resolutions quite as strong as those of Mary- 

and, 

The attention of Virginia was called by the 


Governor to this interesting subject at the com- 
mencement of the present session of her Legis- 
lature. His message vindicates the right of the 
old States to a just participation in the common 
fund; and the House of Delegates, by a unani- 
mous vote, has concurred in asserting it, and 
by a decided majority demanded a distribution. 
Their resolutions are now before the Senate. I 
know not how that branch of her Legislature 
may decide, nor will its decision, be it what it 
may, change the settled conviction of my mind 
that a vast majority of the people of Virginia 
will sustain the position taken by their Governor 
and their more immediate Representatives. 

The resolutions were read by the Clerk, at the 
request of Mr. ROBERTSON. 
The resolutions on the subjeet of the public lands, as finally 

adopted by the House of Delegates. 


“1, Resolved, That the public lands held by the United 
States belong in common w all the States, and that each 
and all are entitled to participate in the benefits derivable 
therefrom. [Passed unanimously.) 

“2. Resolved, That it is amongst the solemn duties de- 
volved upon the Congress of the United States ¢ faithfully 
and bona fide’ to dispose of the public lands in such man- 
ner as will equally inure to the benefit of all the States 
who may now be, or shall hereafter become, members of 
this Confederacy; and that this General Assembly depre- 


cates the adoption of all such measures by Congress as shall ; 


have a contrary tendency. [Passed unanimously.] 

“3. Resolved, That, whilst this General Assembly views 
with becoming pride the rapid growth of the new States, 
and would do nothing tocheck theiradvancein wealth and 
power, it nevertheless cannot fail to percieve, in the bill for 
graduating the price of the public lands, and some of the 
other propositions now pendiug before Congress, the germ 
of measures caiculated to unsettle the conditions on which 
the public lands were acquircd by the United States, and 
greatly to impair the equality of benefits arising from the 
same, in which Virginia, in common with all the States, is 
justly entitied vo-participite, [arse 114, noes 13.} 

“64. Resolved, ‘That the lands which were ceded by the 
several States to the United States were ceded in trust, for 
the common benefit of all the States; and this Generat As- 
sembly doth carnestly urge upon Congress the speedy adopt 
tion of some equitable plan for the distribution of the ne- 
proceeds of the sales thereof among the States. [Ayes 77, 
noes 49.) 

65, Resolved, That the lands acquired by the United 
States by purchase are held in trust, for the common ben- 
efit of all the States, and this General Assembly dota de- 
clare the opinion that the most just and equitable plan for 
disposing of the net proceeds of the sales thereof is by dis- 
tributing the sane in just proportions among all the States. 
[Ayes 76, noes 52.) 

§. Resolved, ‘That the principles of justice and equality 
require that the Government of the United States should 
account with such of the States as have received no appro- 
priation from the public lands, or of money arising from the 
sales thereof, in such manner as will place said States on 
an equal footing in this respect with the States that have 
received appreprivvalis. payus ec, ROCS 49. } 

“7, Resolved, nevertheless, ‘What, by the foregoing reso - 
Jutions, urging the distribution of the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, this General Assembly doth not mean, 
in any event, to infringe or disturb the act of Congress, 
passed the 2d of March, 1833, for the settlement of the tariff, 
commonly called the Compromise act; but, on the contrary‘ 
it hereby declares and resolves that the said compromise 
act shouid be held sacred and inviolate. [Ayes 83, noes 
35.] - 

“8, Resolved, That the Governor of this Commonwealth 
transmit the foregoing report and resolutions to each of the 
‘Senators nnd Representatives in Congress from this State, 
with a request that the same be laid before the two Houses 
of Congress. 

“9, Resolved, That the Governor be requested to com- 
municate a copy of said preamble and resolutions to the 
Executive of each State in this Union, with a request to 
submit the same to their respective Legislatures.”’ 


The State of South Carolina, so far as I have 
been able to find, has expressed no opinion upon 
thissubject. But the propositions uaa present- 
ed by the Representatives from that State, and 
now supported by those from Arkansas, and 
which I shall have occasion to bring more partic- 
ularly to the notice of the House, necessarily con- 
cede the power to distribute. 

Thus, sir, I have enumerated nineteen States 
out of the twenty-six which have asserted or ad- 
mitted the constitutional power of Congress to 
apportion the proceeds of the public lands among 
all the States. ‘ 

In regard to Georgia, I entertain no more doubt 
of her wishes than I do of those of my own State, 
and very littte more doubt of them than of my 
own existence.* Indeed, sir, the proposition of- 
fered at the last session by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Harnzs,] who now seems opposed 


* Georgia never ceded her lands till 1802. Among other 
stipulations in her cession was one almost precisely simi- 
lar to that quoted from the compact with Virginia ; and an- 
other declaring that in a certain event the cession shouid 
be void, and the lands revert to Georgia. 


to all manner of distribution, left me under the 
belief that he himself approved it, provided it was 
made among individuals, instead of States. 

Mr. HAYNES. Did I notremark to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that I offered my resolution 
only as an alternative in case any distribution 
should prevail? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The gentleman so stated 
to me a few days ago. Ido not recollect that he 
ever said so during the last session. My impres- 
sion is directly the reverse; and it was with un- 
feigned surprise that I heard the gentleman’s prop- 
osition in committee, declaring it inexpedient, as 
I understood it, now or at any future time, to 
divide the lands, or their proceeds, either among 
States or individuals, Add Georgia, and you 
have twenty out of the twenty-six States, with 
a representation in the Senate of forty out of fifty- 
two, and in this Flouse of two hundred and twen- 
poe out of two hundred and forty-two mem- 

ers! i 

Of the remaining six States—Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Indiana, Hlinois, Missouri, and Michigan— 
three only, those I have last mentioned, having a 
representation in this House of six members only, 
and an equal number in the Senate, would prob- 
ably have even a pecuniary interest in opposing 
a just division, or would seriously oppose it. 
And yet we hear it boastingly said that the new 
States will before long dictate their own terms, 
and write them on the face of the bill as the law 
of the land. 

It has been intimated that New Hampshire and 
Ohio have changed their views and opinions. Sir, 
it does not follow, because New Hampshire has 
disapproved a division of the surplus revenuc, 
that she opposes the distribution she formerly 
demanded of the procceds of the public lands; 
nor that Ohio has given up the rights she so lately 
proclaimed it treachery to abandon, because she 
has changed her political complexion. I confess, 
sir, I am incredulous on this point. I must see 
some action of the Legislature or the people be- 
fore F can believe it. If it be so, however, I 
should be reluctant to force this measure upon 
them, and will cheerfully vote for an amendment, 
if their Representatives will propose it, declaring 
that those States, or any others opposed to its 
constitutionality, shall not be compelled to partici- 
pae. But the ground assumed for Ohio, it must 

e remarked, will, beyond dispute, give us the 
support of New York, Georgia, and Connecticut, 
whose political sentiments have also undergone 
a change, but in a diffent direction. 

Supposing the six States I have mentioned, 
having together but twenty Representatives on 
this floor, to be all opposed to the principle of 
distribution, and adding to them alf the tates 
regarded as doubtful, there will still remain in 
its favor an overwhelming majority, having a rep- 
resentation four or five times greater, and a cor- 
responding superiority of population. 

I proceed to adduce other arguments, Mr. 
Speaker, in support of the proposed measure, 
drawn from the practical legislation of the coun- 
try, and the opinions of men high in authority. 
The authority of great names will have more in- 


‘fluence, I know, than any argument of mine, 


General Jackson, in 1829-—. 

Mr. PICKENS. Do you quote General Jack- 
son as authority? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Not for himself, sir, but 
for the party of which he was the leader. ` 

Mr. PICKENS. You do not call him the 
leader? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do, sir; the acknowl- 
edged, the undoubted leader; and among his fol- 
lowers were some as abject and servile as those 
of the eastern monarch, who were ready, when 
his Majesty said it was night at noonday, to look 


‘up to the sun, and swear they saw the moon and 


stars. Inhis first message to Congress, General 
Jackson, then fresh from the people, looking for- 
ward to a large surplus in the Treasury, and dep- 
recating the injustice and discord which would 


‘probably ensue from using it for internal im- 


provement, recommended an apportionment of 
such surplus ‘ among the several States accord- 
ing to their ratio of representation.’ This ap- 
portionment he declared as,‘in his opinion, the 
most safe, just, and federal disposition which 
could be made of it; and this opinion “he delib- 
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erately repeated after a twelvemonths’ reflection. 
Well, sir, here was the asseftion of the principle 
applicable to the whole surplus, from whatever 
source derived. If the proceeds’ of the public 
lands constituted a'part, it Was necessarily in- 
cluded, because the whole includes all its parts. 
If not, it would be difficult to show that though 
the general revenue might be divided, the pro- 
ceeds of the publiclands could not. ‘The reverse 
of the proposition would come much nearer the 
truth. Who then denounced this montrous her- 
esy? Why did not the party who: brought him’ 
into power abaridon him for maintaining this un- 
constitutional doctrine? Sir, you scarcely heard 
a murmur of discontent. ý 

In December, 1830, as T have said, the doctrine 
was deliberately repeated; and I cannot forbear 
to notice the fact, though perhaps not strictly rel- 
evant, that, in the month of following, the 
House of Representatives of New York, tracking 
the steps of their leader, declared, without one 
dissenting voice, not only that a distribution of 
the entire surplus ought to be made annually, but 
pointed out the second section of the first article 
of the Constitution ag that by which the respect- 
ive proportions of the States should be regulated. 
But General Jackson changed his opinion; and, 
of course, it must be presumed all the party have 
done the same. ‘If New York changed hace in this 
particular since 1831, I presume, looking to the 
recent election, she has again resumed her ori- 
inal ground. But I will return from'this digres- 
sion. After having twice asserted the principle 
of distribution as to all kinds of revenue, General 
Jackson suddenly shifted his ground, and found 
it altogether wrong to distribute even the procesa: 
of the public lands; and the next year put his royal 
veto—and no monarch ever exercised that high 
prerogative more royally—on a bill which had 
passed by a considerable majority, distributing 
the proceeds of the public lands; and then, sir, 
those who went before for distribution, out and 
out, discovered it to be unconstitutional, even as 
regards a fund over which they once contended 
Congress possessed absolute power. 

But did not the late President and his party 
again, in substance, assert the principle of distri- 
bution in the bill of 1836, called the deposit bill? 
I know it will be said that bill did not distribute 
the funds among the States; that it was a mere 
loan, or rather a deposit. It was such in form, 
merely, not in substance, and so understood by 
all. There is no substantial difference between a 
loan without interest, never expected to be re- 
turned, and a gift. The attempt to get over the 
difficulty by christening it a loan or a deposit was 
a mere device, a contrivance to ease the consciences 
of the President and his party. Did a single in- 
dividual ever believe that the States would be 
called upon to return a dollar of the amount? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; I did. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then, sir, the gentleman 
was more credulous than I had evet supposed 
him. He is one of a thousand. But I am told 
he speaks jestingly. Then, sir, he did not believe 
it. No one believed it. Suppose it had been in 
truth a loan, or “a mere deposit, what more right 
had Congress to lend money to the States, or to 
deposit it with the States, than to distribute it 
among them? ‘The Constitution no more author- 
izes the one than the other. Yet this was satis- 
factory to gentlemen who hold that we have no 
right to do indirectly what we cannot do directly. 
For myself, sir, I would have voted for the bill 
without this contrivance just as soon as with it, 
and upon this ground: that Congress has no right 
to raise money except for the purpose of meeting 
the necessary expenditures of the Government. 
If by design or mistake more is raised than is 
needed, there must of necessity exist a right to 
restore the excess. Suppose a tax, through mis- 
take or intentionally, levied beyond our jurisdic- 
tion—~in Texas, for instance, or Canada—or the 
estate of a citizen illegally confiscated, and the 
money brought into the Treasury: who can doubt 
the obligation to restore it to the lawful: owner ? 
Wot under the power of appropriation. It was 
no appropriation, it was simply a restoration— 
a restoration of that which could not be lawfully 
appropriated, for the want of lawful objects of 
appropriation. Congress has no power. to raise 


money for distribution; to raise it for any other 
purpose than to meet the just expenditures of the 
Government, would beas illegal as to raise it by 
confiscation. But it was there’in the Treasury; 
and the proper and only means of avoiding at 
abuse of the power of appropriation was, to 
restore it to its lawful owners. ` : a 

The whole Administration ‘party, except some 
thirty odd, voted for this bill, and now they can- 
not overcome their constitutional scruples so far 
as to vote for distributing the proceeds of the 


public lands, though by a solemn compact recog- | 


nized by the Constitution, ‘that distribution is 
plainly authorized. They would. no doubt.do 
josnice to the old States if'they could withoutvio- 
ating their consciences. Bat they are the friends 
of a strict construction—of State rights. Yes, sir; 
and among these State-rights politicians you will 
find the advocates of internal improvement, of a 
national bank, and a protecting tariff—the sup- 
porters of the proclamation and the force. bill; 
those who justify the removal of the deposits, the 

rotest, Treasury circular, and: expunging reso- 


ution. Why, sir, cannot those who voted for the ; 
deposit bill of 1836 vote for the measure now upon | 


our table? Call it, if you will, a loan, a deposit, 
instead of a distribution. But no, it was per- 
fectly constitutional so to dispose of all, public 
funds, except those which the States havea right, 
by compact, to enjoy in specified proportions. 
They could divide all, but not a part; they swal- 
lowed the camel, and now they strain at the gnat. 

I propose, Mr. Speaker, to trace a little further 
the practical legislation of the country in regard 
to the public lands. Has not this Government 
ever since its original organization exercised. the 
most unbounded power in disposing of them? 
Look at its munificent donations to the new 
States for schools and colleges, for roads and 
canals, for seats of government, ‘and for other 
purposes. I pass by the question how far these 
donations were just or unjust, but refer to them 
solely to show the extent of power claimed by 
the Federal Government over the public domain. 
It has been said that a full equivalent was paid, 
and that these grants, indeed, were authorized 
by the terms of the old ordinance of July, 1787, 
declaring that schools and the means of educa- 
tion shall be forever encouraged. But would not 
this provision equally authorize grants to the old 
States for the same purposes? or, if limited to 
the States formed out of the ceded territory, upon 
what grounds are those maintained made to 
States not within those limits, to companies or 
to individuals? ‘Tennessee has been favored with 
a large donation. Kentucky and Connecticut 
have each received a township. How can these 
States, then, deny to New York or Rhode Island 
or any other of the original States, a benefit sim- 
ilar to that which they have solicited and re- 
ceived for themselves? The propriety of distrib- 
uting among the States the general revenues of 
the Federal Government may well be questioned? 
But the lands and their proceeds stand on very 
different footing. The revenues can only be.ex- 
pended upon objects specifically enumerated in 
the Constitution, or such as are incidentally ne- 
cessary for effecting some constitutional power. 
Gentlemen may very justly contend for this prin- 
ciple; and if the public lands were, properly 
speaking, revenue, and there were no specific 
provisions by compact and by the Constitution 
itself applicable to their disposition, they would 
necessarily be subject to the same limitations 
which other revenues are. But here is the true 
source of the error in those who would apply 
these limitations to them. Land and revenue are 
not convertible terms. Revenue is defined to be 
income, rent, fruits; an assessment, an impost, a 
tax,aduty, a tribute, a contribution; these may be 
embraced under the term revenues. But no man 
ever terms his real estate revenue, though he 
should sell a part of it annually to minister to his 
wants or his extravagance. There may be rev- 
enue from taxes on men, or goods, or lands; but 


neither men, nor merchandise, nor lands are rev- | 


enue. They are the subjects on which taxes are 
imposed, the sources whence revenue 18 derived, 
not the revenue itself. Land or merchandise is 
no more revenue than an oak is an acorn. 3 
The Constitution itself may be considered as 


l a F : ; 
defining what constitutes the public revenues... It 


gives to Congress power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, and. to. borrow 
money. But a bill to dispose of the public lands 
is not a bill-to do'any one-of these things, nor in 
any sense a revenue bill.* Ht is certainly true 
that the purchase money, wher land is sold, may 
be used as revenue is Used; but the land itself, 
unconverted, all must concede, is not revenue; 
and, considering it as held on a special trust, the 
proceeds, when converted, do but stand in the 
place of the land.. If you may divide the land, 
so may you what-is derived from its sale; andif 
such a division be authorized or required, the 
conversion of it, for the’ purpose of defeating a. 
division would be a manifest breach of trust. I 
hold it; therefore, perfectly clear, that the restric- 
tions imposed by the Constitution, whatever they 
may be, on the expenditure of revenue, have no. 
application to the disposition .of the. land oritis 

rice. This would be so on general principles.. 

at when we look further—wheri we see the spe- 
cial provision made by the compacts for the dis- 
position of this common. fund, and the: express, 
authority conferred by separate clauses in the 
Constitution, ratifying those compacts and giving 
fall power to perform them, no ground is left for, 
reasonable doubt. ee : i 

Having, Mr. Spéaker, endeavored to vindicate 
the authority of Congress to make a distribution 
among the States as now proposed, and shown, 
I hope, satisfactorily, that the same principle has 
been sanctioned by a considerable ‘majority, if 
not by all the States, and by the legislation of 
Congress down to the present day, I propose 
briefly to review some ofthe prominent plans 
which have been presented for he future dispo- 
sition of the public domain. be 

I turn, in the first place, to the suggestion of. 
the late Chief Magistrate, that the public lands 
should cease to be a source of revenue; and to the 
report of the Committee on the Public Lands of 
the last session, in which that suggestion has been 
adopted. As no action was had upon this report; 
it has very probably escaped the particular notice 
of the House. ‘The committee pronounce it to be 
unjust and unconstitutional to raise revenue, or 
tax the people, in the purchase of the public lands, 
merely to raise a surplus revenue to be distrib- 
uted among the several States 

Sir, | have already shown that neither land nor 
the price obtained for it can properly be termed 
revenue, nor in any sense regarded as a tax. It 
is no more a tax when the purchase is made from 
the Government than from individuals; no more 
a tax upon a purchaser in Indiana than upon one 
in Pennsylvania. It is a voluntary payment, for 
which the purchaser receives full value, and gen- 
erally far more than the value of his money, better 
land being frequently sold in the new States fora 
dollar and a quarter than can be purchased in:the 
old States for five or ten times that sum. By this 
confusion of terms, holding land as synonymous 
with revenue, and its price as a tax and a burden, 
the committee finds it to be very unconstitutional 
to distribute the proceeds; and, conforming to the 
recommendation of Gencral Jackson, declares 
that 

«The period has fully arrived when the public lands 
should cease to be a subject of revenue to the Government, 
except for the payment of those general charges which 
grow out of the acquisition of the lands, their survey and 
sale,” 

Very oppressive and unconstitutional, sir, to 
tax the people by selling them good lands at half 
price, but perfectly just and constitutional to give 
away for nothing to one portion of the people the 
property belonging to all. 

I leave this notable scheme of selling the public 
lands for costs and charges incurred in making 
good titles to those who will tuke them, and pro- 
ceed to the resolutions offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri, (Mr. Harrison.] These resolu- 
tions, sir, if I comprehend them, assert the mon- 
strous dottrine that the public lands held by the 
United States under the deeds of cession are, in 


* The Constitution provides that “all bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives.” 
Was it ever thought the Senate could originate a biil to dis- 
pose of the public lands, to grant them away, Or co graduate 
or reduce the price? 
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truth, the property of the States within which 
they lie. I desire that they maybe read. . 


Resolutions offered by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, in the 
Select Committee on the Public Lands of the House of 
Representatives of the United: States, January 16, 1839. _ 


s Resolved, That. the powers. of -the Federal Government 
result from the compact to which. the States are parties, 
limited by the plain sense and intention of the intrument 
constituting that compact, and ate no further valid than 
they are aucthorizéd by the grants enumdrated in the com- 

ack. 7 ete . aoe 

“Q, That State sovereignties are.oply diminished by pow-, 
ers specifically enumerated in this compact, or by such as 
gre necessary to carry the'specified powers into effect. 

“3. That there: being ‘nd terms or conditions mentioned 
in the Constitution by which, new States, coming into the 
Confederacy, should, be bound or restricted, each and every 
State, whether new or-old,.ay a member of this Confed- 


eracy, has ‘thé same rights of freedom, soveréignty, and - 


independence, in all respects whatever,’ as another; and 
is as completely sovereign, to all intents and purposes, as it 
was, or would have been, had the Union never been formed, 
except only so far aş it has given certain rights and powers 
to the General Government, enumerated in the Constitution, 
for-specified purposes, > == < : : 

_ 4. That the right of exclusive jurisdiction to the utmost 
limits of State territory is an unqualified and undeniable 
attribute of sovereignty ; and as, by the nature of the re- 
served rights, and ‘the tetins of the Constitution, no one 
State has-a-greater portion of reserved rights than another, 
80 no other power whatever has any right to, interfere, by 
legislative enactment or otherwise, with the property or 
rights of property which tle within the acknowledged limits 
of any of the States, since these are subjects of a local 
character, and appropriate only fòr local legislation. 

45. Resolved, therefore, As the States of this Confeder- 
acy, ‘io all respects whatever, are equally free, sovereign 
and independent,’ no conditions being imposed or required 
by the Constitution upon those that might be admitted into 
the Union, that all restrictions and conditions upon the new 
States, on their admission, being opposed to the fundu- 
mental principles and analogies of the Government, and not 
ainctioncd by the Constitution, are null and void; and that 
each new State, upon being admitted into the Union, being 
“ay free, savereign, and independent as the other States, in 
all respects whatever,’ was absolved, by the act-of admis- 
sion, from all terms, condiilons, restrictions, and limitations 
whatever, whettier under deeds of cession, ordinances, or 
compacts; and became, ipso facto, the absolute, unquali- 
fied, and uacontrolinble- sovereign of the goil. lying within 
its respective limits and jurisdiction. 

Edo not intend, sir, critically to examine the 

premises which lave led the gentleman to his 
most extraordinary conclusion. The conclusion 
itself is so monstrous that itis needless to attempt 
to detect the error of the reasoning. Some one 
has predicted that Virginia will die of an abstrac- 
tion. I trust she will not die of this, I wish I 
could believe that it was a mere abstraction on 
which no practical measure was ever intended to 
be erected. Let ug examine it. 

The doctrine maintained is, that the compact 
entered into between the original States, and the 
condition imposed and accepted by the new Siates 
on their. admission into the Union, were rendered 
null and void by the act of admission itself, and 
that they, the new States, then became ipso facto 
the uncontrollable sovereigns and owners of the 
soil, : 3 & 

Yes, sir, the new States, on their admission into 
thé Union, were discharged from all obligation, 
legal or moral, to respect the title under which 
the public lands have been held since 1784. The 
compacts themselves are null and void, and con- 
sequently. every sale or transfer made by the Gen- 
eral Government js an.act of usurpation !. This 
is the naked, undisguised proposition. I believe 
I state it correctly. Extraordinary as it appears, 
it has perhaps been asserted before; but it is the 
first time, so far as I know, that an effort has 
been made to bring it forward in our great na- 
tional council, in the face of the nation and of the 
‘world; and Isincerely hope the gentleman from 
Missouri may now succeed in obtaining a vote 


upon it.” . 

‘It is trae, that by the compacts under which 
the ceded territory was held, that territory was 
declared, after certain objects should be provided 
for, a common fund for all the States; that a sól- 
emn ordinance ‘declares it as one of the funda- 
mental constitutions between’ the original States 
and the new States subsequently to be formed in 
that territory, that these new States’ shall in no 
case interfere with the primary disposition of the 
soil by the United States in Congress assembled; 
that this condition is expressly imposed in every 
case by tle very law under which these hew 
States were authorized’ to form. State Govern- 
ments preparatory to their admission into the 
Union, and incorporated into the State. constitu- 
tions themselves; that this perfect and uncontrol- 


lable power in Congress, at least so far as-is con-. 
sistent with the original compacts, has been as- 
serted by all the constituted authorities of the 
Union, Federal and State, from the foundation of 
the Government to thishour. All this is nothing. 
These solemn stipulations are null and void; the 
Federal Government never owned a foot of land 
in any State after admitting it into the Union, 


and all its acts have been acts of usurpation l; Let. | 


me ask the gentleman from Missouri to reflect 
on the consequences, moral and political, of this 
doctrine; to peruse again the celebrated veto mes-. 
sage returning the land bill, Let him remark 
with what respect the. old compacts are spoken 
of, and their binding obligation: vindicated. I 
will dé General Jackson the justice to say, that, 
however he may havé urged upon Congress prop- 
ositions inconsistent, in my opinion, with the 
stipulations of those compacts, he never, so far 
as I know, denied their obligatory. force. He 
set up no claim for the United States.on the ground 
ofa right in them to the soil, but addressed him- 
self to the policy and: gerierosity of the Govern- 
ment. Sir, the gentleman from Missouri must 
view his doctrine in a light very different from 
that in which it strikes me. He believes, no 


doubt, in his own mind, that he can reconcile it | 


to the principles of honor and: integrity. If he 
should not be able to do this, in retracing the 
steps which have Jed him to adopt it, | trust he 
will renounce it, 

The error, sir, which probably lies at the foun- 
dation of that doctrine is, the ideas he seems to 
entertain that ownership and jurisdiction are in» 
separable attributes of sovereignty. Ele assumes 
that the States have exclusive jurisdiction within 
their limits; and then infers exclusive and abso- 
lute ownership of the soil. The premises are er- 


toneous, and, if true, the consequence would not | 


follow. The States have not even exclusive juris- 
diction. The General Government, on the con- 
trary, has concurrent or even supreme jurisdic- 


tion to the extent of its constitutional powers; i 


and it is still more grossly erroneous to claim the 
ownership, even if the jurisdiction was supreme. 
Our history affords numerous instances in which 
jurisdiction and ownership are separated. In- 
deed, they are rarely united. I will mention one 
or two familiar instances: In the cession of a part 


of this District by Virginia, the jurisdiction was | 


conferred, but not the soil; and when the State of 
Pennsylvania contracted with the United States 
for the purchase of what was called the triangle, 
the jurisdiction was ceded at once, but the right 
of soil was retained for years. ` But suppose. this 
doctrine true, and applicablé to the public lands; 


say they belonged of right to the new States from | 


the date of their creation; that the General Gov- 
ernment, in undertaking to.sell or dispose of them 
was an intruder, a usurper; what then? What 
becomes ofall your titles to land in the new States 
derived since that period, as they nave been, from 
this Government? All of them, sir, every one, 
null and void, The courts of justice must vacate 
every title which originated subsequent to the ad- 
mission of the State into the Union. Noris this 
the case in respect to private titles merely. Your 
school lands, seats of governments, salines, all, 
all are forfeited —founded in usurpation. 

But, sir, we may bè told they ate held by a 
higher authority. The State, the sovereign of 
the-soil, claims them ipso facto, by the act of ad- 
mission: the very act by which it disclaimed all 
pretension of right to interfere with them. Well, 
suppose it so. Still all private titles are at an 
end, and the new proprietor, the State, has.a 
right to partition out all the lands anew. Sir, 
this doctrine not-only unsettles all private titles, 
it does more; it annuls the acts themselves ad- 
mitting the new States into the Union. The se- 
curity of:the title of the United States was the 
fandamerital condition of admittance, upon which 
alone the Genera! Government could admit them; 
and if the condition be violated; the grant itself 
is annulled: Was there ever, sir, a doctrine more 
monstrous in its consequences? The Represent- 
ative of a State on this floorinvatidates the titles 
of his own fellow-citizens, and puts the State 
itself out of the Union! It is nullification indeed, 
far worse than that of the South. 


molation,:.E£-cannot believe. that the gentleman 


himself, on serious reflection, will maintain it. . 


Itis self-ime | 


For, sir, suppose -it true, asa legal-or constitu- 
{| tional doctrine; say that a State has the power to 
i| annul all its most solemn compacts: what then? 
|| Itis the ullima ratio regum—the power;.but not 
ithe right; the power to violate a promise! to 
commit a breach of plighted faith! Ifthe day 
i Should ever come.when any man shall invite the 
people of the West to. exercise this power by a 
i seizure-of the common property of their brethren, 
j an: act more perfidious than. that proposed - by. 
i; Themistocles to the Athenians, l trust some 
modern. Aristides will be found. to rebuke the 
| meditated injustice, and teach them. to. spurn the 
council. which would prompt. them to consult 
their interests by an act which would tarnish 
| their honor, ~ bach S ia ton 
It.has been said, Mr, Speaker, that we sold,our 
patrimony-for a mess of pottage—for less, sir; 
a spoonful from. the dish... Esau received, his 
stipulated. price, We have never yet enjoyed 
ii ours. Our brother of Missouri insists. that our 
‘| brother of Ohio has had too large a; share, and 
that his share must be made equal before we. can 
be served, and follows up this by a broad.denial 
: of our right to any participation whatever. . It is 
i all—all their rightful property. ‘This pretension 
l: reminds me, sir, of the old fable of the beasts who 
[i went hunting. The young lion of the West seizes * 
upon the game we have laid at his feet, and di- 
vides it into shares: one he claims by virtue of 
his royal prerogative, as sovereign of the soil; 
! another on account of his superior skill and cour- 
age; he was the pioncer of the chase; a third he 
must have to answer the necessities of his den; 
and as to the Jast let them touch it who will! 
But, sir, these pretensions can never prevail, 
nor be sanctioned by the western people them- 
selves. Who, sir, are these western people? 
Goths and Vandals? Hordes of barbarian Tar- 
tars, who have made.an irruption upon our terri- 
tory, and are determined to hold it by force? No, 
i) sir; no! They are our brethren, descendants of 
the same common ancestry, bone of our bone, 
and flesh of our flesh; many of them, indeed, 
citizens by birth of the old States. Among their 
representatives, I see around me in every direc- 
tion native-born Virginians; men, sir, who would 
no more wrong us, I should fain hope, than, as 
i they well know, we would wrong them, and in 
that confidence I extend to them the right hand 
of fellowship. R 
The next propositions to which I shall ask the 
attention of the House, are those of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, (Mr. Yeuu,| and of my 
friend from South Carolina who gits next me, 
[Mr. Picxens.}] They are substantially the same 
with that heretofore presented in the other House 
by a Senator from South Carolina. The: Legis- 
lature of Arkansas, about a twelvemonth past, 
adopted a-preamble and resolutions instructing 
their Senators and requesting their Represent- 
atives to give the bill of the Senator from South 
Carolina their coöperation and support; and the 
gentleman from Arkansas has adopted it with a 
few alterations. The scheme is to cede the pub- 
lic lands to the States in which they lie, those 
States paying to the United States one half of: the 
gross proceeds of the sales.. It is certainly less 
exceptionable and Jess unjust than that of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, since it does not deny the 
title of the United: States; and only asks a. sur- 
render of one half the gross proceeds of the com- 
mòn property, instead of the whole. I ascribe no 
unworthy or sinister. motive.to those who origin- 
ated or support this measure. I can well believe, 
sir, that, like the proposition by the Senator from 
Kentucky, to give the néw States twelve and a 
half per cent., this. offer, though far more in- 
jurious to the South, may have had its, source in 
a generous spirit of conciliation. I impeach no 
motives; I deal with measures, their effects and 
tendencies; but I regard it'as strong evidence of 
the very favorable light in which it is viewed by 
the new States, that its only support, with .the 
exception of South Carolina, comes fram them. 
The Arkansas resolutions to which I have re- 
ferred: never having :heen received, as: I under- 
stand, by.their Representative, I request the Clerk 
to read the copy printed from that transmitted to 
the Virginia Legislature. ae crac 
The resolutions were reade o Fo is 
Mr. ROBERTSON. The gentleman from 
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Arkansas, in 
resolutions, which requests him to give his hearty 
coöperation and support to the bill introduced by 
the Senator from South Carolina, proposed that 
bill, with slight madifications, in the select com- 
mittée. ` s Ean a. 

There are many and-insuperable objections, in 
my opinion, to this scheme. ` eres 

In the frst place, it apparently throws the In- 
dians out of the protection of the General Gov- 
ernment... By the original bill the Indian title is 
to be extinguished at the expense of the State in 
which thefand may lie. This provision is omitted 
in the bill proposed by-the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas; yet, all the public lands are ceded, and I 
presume the Indian lands among the rest. With 
whom are the Indians tò treat? Is it meant to 
surrender this power to the States? Would they 
be disposed to assume So high and delicate a trust? 
Or are thé treaties, as heretofore, to be made with, 
the General Government?) And if so, how will 
the States be required to abide by the bargain? 
and how.is compliance to be enforced? 

Again: all sales are to be conducted by agents 
appointed by the States, upon terms prescribed by 
the law.” Here, sir, is a new and fruitful source 
of collision between the Féderal and State Gov- 
ernments. . Tn examining the accounts of their 
agents; settling with, their.collectors and treas- 
urers, seme of whom, like our own, may depart 
with the public money to distant lands’ to the 
other side of the water, controversics must be 
expected to arise. - Sir, | am opposed to making 
new compacts touching the public domain. We 
san make none more solemn nor more just than 
those made by our fathers. [I have no fear the 
mew States will refuse to abide by them. But if 
they should, we can have no assurance that any 
instrument human ingenuity can devise would 
Vind them, 

But there is a still more decisive objection to 
this scheme, founded on its palpable injustice and 
inequality. It és incredible that even the new 
States themselves. will ever consent, to accept it, 
with the exception, perhaps, of Arkansas, Mich- 
igan, and. Missouri, Remember, sir, that in 
Ghio ind Indiana the far greater pact of the pub- 
lic domain has been soll and the money paid 
into the Treasury. In Ohio there remain unsold 
about two million acres. Half thé ‘proceeds, in 
round numbers, may be estimated at $1,250,000, 
and this sum would be divided among probably 
amiljion and a quarter of inhabitants.. Missouri, 
on the other hand, having upwards of thirty 
million acrés, would receive sixteen or cighteen 
million dollars, for the use of some two or three 
hundred thousand inhabitants; and Arkansas and 
Michigan would skare in somewhat similar pro- 
portions: “But this is not all. After. receiving 
each this enormous proportion of the common 
property, the balance, instead of being divided 
among the other citizens of the Union, twelve or 
fifteen millions in number, is to go into the Treas- 
ury as a common fund, in which those States are 
again to participate. And this because, as it is 
said, the principle of distribution is unconstitution- 
al! Sir, the scheme upon its face asserts the princi- 
ple of distribution, not, indeed, of a fair, equit- 
able, and general distribution, but of an unequal, 
partial, and unjust one. ` Still itis a distribution. 
How ‘is it thatthe Constitution authorizes distri- 
bution of half the public lands, or half the amount 
of sales among seven Stites, and prohibits a dis- 
4ribution of the other half among the remaining 
nineteen? admits the States created by it to a 
division of a common fund, and excludes the Old 
Thirteen who framed it from any participation in 
what was wholly their own? But again, sir; this 
scheme proposes to.cede to Tennessee three mil- 
tion acres of land, or more, bélonging to the Uni- 
ted States: What reason is there that a ratable 
roportion may not be allotted to New York and 
‘Pennsylvania, and every other State in the Union? 
T woüld seem that every disposition of the pub- 
lic landis constitutional provided it be confined 
to one ora few of the States, but unconstitutional 
if it renders equal justice to all. These constitu- 
tional doctrines, sir, are beyond my comprehen- 
sion. =y i : pee og : 

I canġot pass without notice the project. sub- 
mitted some days past by the gentleman from 


No. 20 


compliance, I presume, with these 


Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuive.] - It comes from 
one who knows, not more perhaps than any gen- 
tleman in this House, but as much as any man 
in this conntry, of the extent and situation of our 
public domain. His scheme proposes that the 
lands themselves be divided in severalty among 
the States in equalized proportions, the division 
commencing with the portion to which the title | 
is complete, and to be repeated, from time to time, 
until the whole shall-be partitioned. Let'us try, 
sit, how this will answer.” There are, at this 
time, some two hundred and ‘thirty. million acres 
ready to be divided, giving, on an average, eight | 


| or ning million to each State—varying in their 


relative ‘proportions, according to the quality of 
the land and the population of the State, from 
half a million perhaps to fifteen or twenty million 
acres, Congress is to pass an organiclaw defin- 
ing the rights and powers over lands assigned to 
one State within the limits of another, “Can this 
project, sir, ever be carried inta effect without 
extreme inconvenience, or the danger of serious. 
collisions among the States, and between the 
States and this Government? Colony upon colo- 
ny—wheels within wheels. i 
Butsuppose the partition made—the regulations 
prescribed; possibly, for a time at least, some of 
the States having these distant and dispersed pos- 
sessions might perhaps be able to maintain them. 
New York and Pennsylvania. might, in case of 
difficulty, keep theirs in Michigan or Arkansas, if 
that should be theirlocation. But, sir, what would 
be the condition of New Jersey, or Rhode Island, 
or Delaware, in case their portion should be as- 
signed in one of the larger Bates of the West or 
South, and a controversy should arise between 
them? Rhode Island, I suppose, would fit out an 
armament,and makea descent upon New Orleans, 
to punish Louisiana for encroaching on her pos- 
sessions. It would be quite amusing, sir, to sce 


| my respected friend from Delaware, at the head 


of a detachment of Delaware militia, marching 
against Governor Casey, to punish some aggres- 
sion by the people of Hilinois, or to dislodge a 
band of ten or twenty thousand squatters. How 
would South Carolina or Georgia, at the extreme 
South, maintain her settlements in Iowa or Wis- 
consin, and from thence—for the magnificent 
views of the gentleman from Massachusetts ex~ 
tend as far—all along to the borders of the Ore- 
gon? Sir, I can conceive no means of preserving 
her title but by dispatching orders, through means 
of the newly-invented magnetic telegraph, direct- 
ing aid tobe sent from colony to colony, stretching, 
as they may, from the Ohio to the South Sea. 

Mr. CUSHING. The gentleman endeavors to 

meet my proposition by ridicule. 
_ Mr. ROBERTSON, Not so, sir; ridicule, it 
is said, is the test of truth. I admit it is not al- 
ways so; but the objections I have pressed _I re- 
gard as solid and substantial objections. They 
are such as carry conviction to my mind, and to 
that, I believe, of every gentleman whe considers 
them, that the scheme of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be every way inconvenient, if 
not impracticable. Sir, among the inducements 
held out to the old States to cede their distant 
possessions, not the least cogent was the difficulty 
of retaining and managing them; and now, with 
all the disadvantages arising from the surrender 
for so long a period, with a denial of our title 
now before us, these lands are again to be restored 
in fragments, scattered over the western country, 
and the colonial system of the States reéstab- 
lished. : 

Somewhat of a kindred character to this scheme 
of partition is the one offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia, at thé last session, to which I have 
before alluded. They both propose a division of 
the lands; but the gentleman from Georgia would 
divide them among the individual citizens, in- 
stead of the States. Sir, the gentleman says he 
proposed this only as an alternative, in case a 
distribution should be determined on, but that he 
was opposed to distribution in every form. I 
drew a different conclusion from the resolution 
itself. ‘It does not suggest such a division as a 
proper subject for inquiry, but instracts the com- 
mittee to reporta bill to carry it into effect. It 
left no choice between thatand any other mode. 
Suppose the committee appointed: the gentleman, 


‘of course, would have been the chairman, and 
would have expected a committee coneurting in 
his plan. . What would have been done? A bill 
must have been reported ia conformity with in- 
structions... Would he not have voted for his 
own measure, or would he and. the committee’ 
have opposed it in the House as unconstitutional? 
I can understand that an amendment may. be of- 
fered to a billin itself unconstitutional, the mover 
voting finally against the whole bill; but [cannot 
comprehend how any gentleman can offer a dis- 
tinct and original, proposition’ in the shape of.a 
bill, to be voted for as an alternative, or In any. 
other way, when he regarda. the, meagure itself as 
unconstitutional. gg Pee ee pees 
Mr. HAYNES. I ask the gentleman if he. 
would not accept my proposition, if he-could not 
get his own? Sy RS Pee Ce 
_Mr. ROBERTSON. If I could get nothing. 
better, Í would, bad as itis. T prefer the distris 
bution among the States, because I think it would: 
be equally just, and less inconvenient,” I do not 
regard his scheme as unconstitutional; for, al- 
though the compact declares that the-benefits shall, 
inure to the States, yet, substantially, you give it, 
to the States in giving it to their, citizens. “But [ 
prefer the mode as it is prescribed: by the com> 
pact, as every way more proper, and less inco 
venient, ' ert ie 
if the States, sir, would find insuperable diffi». 
culties in holding and managing their distant atd 
numerous possessions, under the scheme of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, how muth more 
impossible would it-not be for individuals to get, 
the benefit of theirs? Let us look forward beyond 
the present generation. Some fifty or a hundred, 
years hence, a descendant of the gentleman from 
Georgia determines to look after his western lan 
being the quota of his great ancestor, situated be~ 
tween the Mississippi. and the Oregon.’ Will he’ 
go by land or water? No matter, sir; he weathers” 
Cape Horn or passes the defiles of the. Rocky. 
mountains in safety; he is fortunate enough to: 
find his land, as described in his tide-papers, “Tt. 
is in the possession of a preémptioner! one claim= 
ing under the British or Russian Government or 
the Baffin’s Bay Company, The regulat affida- 
vit-man of the district swears that he well remem~ 
bers when the settler cleared the land by cutting 
down four saplings, with which he,made an in- 
closure, and then planted one grain of corn’and’ 
two black-eyed peas. We will suppose, under 
the preémption law, thatis proof sufficient.” What 
would theclaimantdo? Why, sir, be well pleased, 
no doubt, to take what the Committee on Public: 
Lands offer to the old States, the costs and charges 
incurred, and to return from whence he came,” 
I have gone through, Mr. Speaker, with the 
review I have thought it proper to make of some 
of the most prominent plans now before the coun- 
try for disposing of the public domain. T wish 
the people to know what they are. [have spoken 
of them freely and frankly, as I am willing alt 
may speak of mine. Ihave pointed out the ob- 
jections which prove them, in my opinion, im- 
practicable or unjust, and have shaped my own 
proposition with a view to avoid, as far as prac- 
ticable, those objections. ; 
So far, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored, and 
I trust not unsuccessfully, to prove that the prin- 
ciple of distribution my resolution proposes, is 
authorized by the original compacts, and sanc- 
tioned by the Constitution; that it has been de- 
manded by a majority of the States; directly or 
indirectly conceded’ by all, and denied by none. 
I beg leave now, sir, to state the nature of the 
proposition a little more particularly, and ‘the 
reasons which lead mé to hope it may be adopted, 
It assumes the general principle of distribution 
asserted in the land bill of 1832, from which, 
however, it differs in some essential particulars. 
Before noticing these, let us stop for a moment 
and inquire what would have been the effect of 
the passage of that bill? Upwards of fifty-seven 
million dollars, sir, would have been distributed 
among the States, of which my State would have 
received nearly four and a half millions, and the 
other States in proportion. It is true, that to get 
rid of the accumulated surplus, arising in a great 
measure from the sales of land, we were com: 
pelled afterwards, in 1836, to pass what was 
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called the deposit bill, ander which the States 
received Jess than one half that amount. What 
became of the residue, the $30,000,000? Wasted 
in extravagant expenditures; in jobs to Execu- 
tive supporters; purloined by absconding collect- 
ors; s¢attcred along the highway, on the Cum- 


berland road; sunk in the swamps of Florida; in 


harbors, rivers, and creeks; or covered beneath. 


the ruins of useless and dilapidated works fallin 
to pieces before they were finished. But, sir, 
return from this digression. | 


-I mentioned that in some particulars the joint, 


resolution on your table differed from the distri- 
bution bill of 1832. The twelve and a half per 
cent. allowed by that bill to the new. States is 
omitted. I regret, sir, that the géntleman from 
Indiana {Mr. Dow] offered an amendment to 
insert that provision. It was made originally, as 
T have always supposed, to compensate the new 
States for the loss they would otherwise sustain 
in dividing according to the preceding census, in 
consequence of the great relative increase of their 
population sincé that census was taken. But the 
resolution before you does not propose any dis- 
tribution until after the next census. It gives to 
thé new States, therefore, the bencfit of their in- 
creased population; they get the full measure of 
their rights, and thero is no ground for allowing 
them an additional surn by way of a gratuity. 
But if the gentleman should ersist in this unjust 
amendment, it is demonstrable that his own State, 
should it prevail, will lose greatly more than she 
can gain. The allowance must, of course, be 
made to all the new States as well as to Indiana— 
that is, indeed, the provision of the amendment— 
and to the States hereafter to be admitted, as well 
ag those already in the Union. The unsold lands 
in Indiana are stated to be five million one hun- 
dred and twenty thousand two hundred and sev- 
enty-two acres, The whole of the unsold lands 
of the Union are variously estimated from five 
hundred millions to seven. hundred and fifty mil- 
lions or more, Supposing the quantity to be six 
hundred millions, and rating it at one dollar per 
acre, the twelvo anda half per cont. of Indiana 
óù her unsold lands would be between six and 
seven hundred thousand dollars; while her pro- 
portion, say ono twenty-fifth part, or four per 
cent, of the one cighth, or twelvo and a half per 
oent, surrendered to the other States, would be 
about three millions. The amendment would be 
still more injurious to Ohio, because the quantity 
of unsold land within her limits is not half so 
great, being two million one hundred and ten 
thousand four hundred and five acres only, while 
her population would entitle her to a much larger 
ghare in the amount surrendered. She would 
receive between two and three hundred thousand 
dollars, and give up about five millions. These 
States, therelore, would unguestignabiy consult 
their own interests in xbandoning the proposed 
amendment, or they will well deserve the loss they 
will inevitably gustain in their attempt to secure 
an unjust advantage. 

_ Not only, sir, ig the proposed scheme more fa- 
vorable to those States without the amendment 
than with it, but it is every way more favorable 
than that proposed bythe gentleman from Àr- 
kansas, (Mr. Yeu] or even that of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Harnison,] because 
their proportions, say four or five per cent. on 
the value of the six or seven hundred million acres 
belonging to the Union, must exceed one half or 
even the whole of. the value of the public lands 
lying within their respective limits. The gentle- 
man from Indiana himself, [Mr. Duww,] in an able 
report presented by him to the Indiana Legisla- 
ture, some. six ‘or seven years ago, has demon- 
strated that hisState would be the loser by accept- 
ing the cession of all the unsold lands within her 
limita in Preference to the distribution proposed 
by Mr. Cuay’s land bill; and itis equally certain 
that the proposition to distribute is more unfavor- 
able to her with the amendment giving the twelve 
and a half per cent. than without it, Indeed, sir, 
it is ‘even questionable whether Missouri, Arkan- 
sas,and Michigan may notultimately derive more 
benefit from an equal participation than from the 
unjust schemes now urged by their Representa- 
tives, could they succeed. in carrying them. But 
they cannot succeed. The new States themselves 


i 


will never unite in them. Ohio will never consent Il verily believe you could not do a poor mana 


to receive of a common fund two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars, while Indiana, with a third 
of her population, receives double the amount, 
and Missouri, Michigan, and Arkansas, with a 
still smaller number, receive each the enormous 
amount of four millions.* Still less will she ever 
agree to the proposition which would give to these 


States one half or. the whole of the lands within’ 


their limits, nearly-thirty million acres on an av- 
erage in each, while two million or one half of that 
quantity is to be assigned to her, possessing, as 
she does, a population exceeding that of themall 
put together. 


to schemes which deprive them of all participa- 
tion, or of a just participation, in the common 
property. I beg leave, sir, to read a few passages 
from the report of the gentleman from Indiana I 
have just alluded to. [Mr. R. read extracts from 
the report.] Not only does the gentleman expose 
the injustice and inequality of the scheme of a 
total surrender, in its bearing upon the new as 
well as the old States, but he pays a just tribute 
to the generous policy pursued by this Govern- 
ment in reference to the public lands, and frankly 
acknowledges that he could scarcely think of any- 
thing which could induce him, were he a citizen 
of an old State, to give up the advantages which 
the distribution of these common funds would 
afford for education and improvement, 

The joint resolution differs in another very ma- 
terial respect from the distribution bill of 1832. 
That bill required the division of the proceeds of 
sales without regard to the state of our finances. 
The resolution, on the contrary, if adopted, will 
not draw any money from the Treasury wanted 
to meet the necessary expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. It may be asked at what amount shall 
those expenditures be estimated? The resolution 

roposes to fix sdme limit to that amount, and 

eaves it to the wisdom of Congress to say whit 
the limit shall be. For myself I will go as low 
as $13,000,000, that being about the highest 
amount expended during 


Least of all, Mr. Speaker, is it to. 
e expected that the old States will ever submit’ 


the administration of | 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] | 
who was so severely rebuked for his extrava- , 


ganco by the part 
between thirty an 
limit the sum to $20,000,000, which, perhaps, this 
reforming Administration may make suffice. Un- 
less the customs and other revenues equal that 


in power, who now expend 


sum, let the proceeds of the lands be applied to | 


meet the deficiency, It may be said there will 
then be nothing to distribute. Sir, our import- 
ations are constantly increasing; and notwith- 
standing the compromise act, our revenue will 
most probably not fall below $20,000,000. But 
say that it will; then no injury will result from 
the resolution, since it leaves the proceeds of the 
lands in that case applicable to the wants of the 
Government. : 

There is no provision made in the joint resolu- 
tion for the future reduction or graduation of the 
pric of the public lands. If my own judgment 
id not disapprove these measures, the known 
opinions of my constituents would be considered 
by me as an instruction to oppose them. What 
good reason can be naeigo sd. for reducing the 
poss of the Government lands? Will not the 
ands in the hands of private proprictors, with 
the privilege of taking choice out of upwards 
of eighty million acres now open to entry at 
$1 25, furnish at a low price all that can for many 
years be required for cultivation ? There is enough, 
were not another acre of pablic land thrown into 
market, to subsist six times our present popula- 
tion. Eighty millions and upwards have been 
gold in the new States and Territories, and the 
quantity in the other States must be largely up- 
wards of two hundred millions; while France 
has in all about one hundred and twenty-eight 
millions, and Great Britain eighty-seven millions 
only. 

The pretext isto benefit the poor. You are to 
benefit the poor by giving them, at reduced 
price, what are called the refuse lands. Sir, I 


* The unsold lands are stated to be in Missouri 33,158,987 


acres. “In Arkansas, 23,960,743. acres.. In Michi 
ere ae nem 


forty; or I will be content to | 


greater injury than to give him, for nothing, a 
tract of poor land, and compel him to keep it. If 
he has money to purchase refuse lands at fifty, 
or even twenty-five cents, he would act more 
wisely to lay it outin land of better quality, though 
he should obtain but a half ora third of the quan- 
tity. But itis a mere pretext. There is no man so 
poor in this country, if he be able and willing to 
work, but can procure more land than he can cul- 
tivate. .Any man who can buya turkey ora bot- 
tle of brandy may purchase an acre of good land. 
An industrious mechanic, a day laborer, in sixty 
or ninety days, may purchase enough to subsist 
a numerous family. Yes, sir; the loafer who 
throws himeelf nightly upon the marble steps or 
stony pavements of the great metropolis of New 
York may lie down, if he will, beneath the shady 
elms of Missouri, or the orange groves of Florida, 
and rise in the morning lord of the manor. Nay, 
more: if the new bill which I have seen upon our 
tables for the military occupation of Florida 
should go into operation, ten thousand men may 
each take his three hundred and twenty acres as 
a free gift, and be furnished atthe public expense 


; with a year’s support, medicines when sick, and 
1 


an army to defend him! Weare to make them 
a present of three million two hundred thousand 
acres of the public land, and pay them—com- 
puting each ration at twenty cents, to say noth- 
ing of the expense of troops and medicines— 
$720,000 to take it. 

Sir, these schemes of reduction are mot intend- 
ed to benefit the poor. The true object is to 
enable the rich proprietor to add to his posses- 
sions by taking up the contiguous lands ata price 
far below their value; or to benefit the speculator 
into whose hands the tracts taken up under such 
a law would probably soon fall, The man who 
cannot acquire and hold land now, would not 
hold it if given to him for nothing; especially if 
the land to be given be as worthless as it is repre- 
sented. 

It is not the true policy of the Government, 
Mr. Speaker, to invite more labor or capital to 
agriculture. ‘Phere is already, perhaps, too great 
a portion of both withdrawn from the mechanic 
arts. It is not the policy of any of the States 
further to reduce the price of the public lands. 
The inevitable effect will be to disperse the pop- 
ulation, already too much scattered, to break up 
the older settlements, and to diminish the value 
of the land of every land-holder in the Union, 
These effects have been adverted to, sir, by the 
gentleman from Indiana, in his report. He as- 
sents to the propriety of giving up the refuse 
lands to settlers, but decidedly objects to a gen- 
eral reduction of the price to cost, as proposed by 
the late President, He says: 

tt Jt is beticved that no system founded on such a princi- 
ple can be carried into practice without entire ruin to the 
present holders of tand in the new States.” 

Mark you, sir, even ‘‘ in the new States;”’ the 
gentleman takes no notice of the old ones, whose 
interests are still more deeply affected. It is even 
thought ungenerous and envious on our part to 
complain of what, when brought home to them- 
selves, our brethren of the West can feel full ag 
sensibly as others. He adds: 

“To throw open to entry the unsold lands in the West 
to actual settlers at cost, the immediate consequence will 
be a reduction in the value of the landed estate of the 
country to an incalculable degree. The old counties wilt 
be immediately depopulated by the people pressing on to 
the interior, each endeavoring to locate himself before his 
neighbor. That portion of the community engaged in the 
mechanic arts would quit their usual pursuits, to the great 
detriment of the country.” 

Such, sir, are the views of the candid and in- 
telligent gentleman—himself a western man—of 
the policy of reducing still lower the price of the 
public lands. 

It would be of no advantage, sir, even to the 
individuals proposed to be benefited. A day- 
laborer or a mechanic can make more profit by 
continuing his usual occupation, than by clearing 
and cultivating lands. If the policy could be 
confined to a single State—to Indiana or Ala- 


bama, for instance—it might, perhaps, be found 


beneficial to that State; because, in that case, ita 
population would not be withdrawn. But sup- 
pose it adopted as a general measure; suppose 
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ou surrénder the lands of Iowa, Wisconsin, and. 
Florida at reduced prices, or on the terms pro- 
posed by the Florida ‘military occupation bill: 
the population of Alabama and the new States 
of the South would, in that case, flow'into Flor- 
ida, and that of Indiana and the wéstern States 
into Wisconsin and Iowa. yt ie 
There is no foundation, ‘sir, Yor complaint in 
reference to the price of the public lands. When 
gentlemen tail of the great merits and sufferings 
of the hardy pioneers of the West, they should 
not forget those of the early settler of the old 
States, from the landing of Sir Walter Raleigh to 
that ofthe Pilgrims.’ They should remember that, 
while for a moderate sum they purchasé fertile 
lands in the hew States and Territories, the citi- 
zens of other sections of the Union pay more than 
double for lands of vastly inferior quality; and 
that While the means of constructing roads and 
canals and erecting schools and colleges have been 
Mo pplieg to them out of the common funds, the 
old States, with few exceptions, have been wholly 
denied similar benefits. Yet gentlemen, with these 
facts before their eyes, talk of oppression—oppres- 
sion in taxing them by the’sale of land at a price 
confessedly below its real worth: Let us for a 
moment, sir, test the justice of the charge by re- 
ferring to their own example. In ‘some cases, I 
am informed,'those States have obtained from the 
Government leave to dispose of the school lands 
originally granted tó the townships. ` Well, sir, 
what has been the result? Indiana has sold hers, 
Tam told, onan average, for four or five dollars 
Rr acre; Ohio for probably as much or more; and 
Michigan has pat up hers on the express condi- 
tion that not an acre should be sold below eight! 
These school lands, it will be recollected, consist 
of the sixteenth section in each township, and 
must therefore be of an average value, ascertainly 
as if drawn by lot. Sir, I see no impropriety in 
this; they act wisely and justly to augment their 
resources by getting the value of their property. 
But I use it to repel the charge of injustice and 
Oppression, made by the new States against this 
overnment, by showing that their own citizens 
experience greater oppression from them than 
from us. oe 
‘Ihave thought it unnecessary, Mr. Speaker, to 
make any discrimination between the lands ceded 
by the States and those purchased from France 
or Spain, or from the Indians. I believe—the 
whole country believes—there is no substantial 
distinction. It cannot be that we have one law 
for Louisiana and Missouri, and another for Ala- 
bama and Ohio. I will not stop at this time to 
examine the constitutional question. The con- 


stitutionality of these purchases has been well | 


defended under the war power conferred by the 
Constitution, as well as that to regulate com- 
merce; and it must be acknowledged that, with 
the command of the mouth of the Mississippi, 
not only might our commerce be seriously an- 
noyed, but our interior country constantly ex- 
posed to attack. Be this as it may, the purchase 
was made, the territory has been formed into 
States, and those States admitted into the Union; 
so incorporated into our system that we could not 
separate them, if we would, without impairing its 
healthful action; indeed, without vital injury. 
What, then, shall be done with the fertile regions 
this acquired? In the statements furnished by 
the Government, the amount paid has been treated 
as a charge upon the funds arising from the sales 
of the ceded lands. Upon every principle of rea- 
son and equity, then, these acquisitions stand in 
the place of the funds employed in the purchase. 
By the Constitution, moreover, full power isgiven 
to dispose of all public lands, without reference 
to the mode in which they may bė acquired. If 
it be said they stand, in any respect, on a differ- 
ent footing from the ceded lands, then how comes 
it that donations have been made to Louisiana 
and Missouri for education and internal improve- 
ment, which can only be justified by resorting to 
the original compacts of cession and ordinances 
under them, applicable only to the ceded lands, 
or those which may stand in their place? But 


Suppose there is, in truth, a substantial difference: | 


still we have the lands; we cannot abandon them; 
and have no more right to surrender them to one 
portion of the people than to another. There is 
no rule that can be adopted more constitutional 


or ‘more just than to distribute them. I ‘would 
consider them, sir, as a great surplus fund, to be’ 
distributed among its common owners, as was 
the great surplus of moncy, a few- years past, in 
the Treasury. You need not call it, sir, distriba- 
tion; ¢all it, if you will, a loan, of a deposit, ora 
lease for nine hundred and ninety-nine years, re- 
newable forever. The name will be no objection, 
provided the property be fairly divided among its 
rightful owners. ` f f ; f 

Mr. Speaker, I have submitted the proposition 
before you ima spirit of concession. If any have 
aright to complain, it isthe old States. The dis- 
tribution proposed is wholly prospective. It does 
not look back to what is past, or demand for the 
old States, previous to a general distribution, 
such appropriations as will correspond in a just: 
proportion with those heretofore made in favor 
of other States. This claim was not only as- 
serted by Maryland and other States, as far back 
as 1821, but has been renewed in the resolutions 
recently adopted by the House of Delegates of 


Virginia. That there are just grounds for the 


claim, Í cannot doubt; but there are strong con- 
siderations which lead me to believe that the old 
States themselves, actuated by the same spirit 
which has ever induced them to pursue towards 
the new States a generous policy, will yield it, 
provided just principles shall hereafter ‘be pur- 
sued in the administration of the common funds. 
I will state the reasons which should influence 
them, as I think, to adopt such a policy. The 
ordinance of 1787 declares that schools and the 
means of education shall be forever encouraged. 
It is certainly true that many and large dona- 
tions have been made for very different purposes; 
but, as to them, the States obtaining them claim 
to have paid an equivalent’ This ordinance and 
these donations were made in part, or acquiesced 
in by the representatives of the old States. If 
an account were to be taken, it would be difficult, 
if not impossible, to fix a standard by which the 
value of the consideration could be estimated, or 
ine jast proportions of other States ascertained. 
And more than all, sir, the claim itself, if success- 
fully asserted under such circumstances, would 
generate an unfriendly feeling, for which the en- 
tire domain of the Union, spacious as it is, would 
poorly compensate. J offer these, sir,as my own 
individual opinions. As members of this House, 
we have no power to say to the States they shal] 
not enjoy the full measure of their rights in’ the 
public domain. Ft is a sacred trust we cannot 
violate. As representatives of the States, we 
were sent here to defend, not to abandon, their 
rights and interests. To guard, these, sir, the 
proviso has been annexed, which leaves the qaes: 
tion how far those rights and interests shall be 
waived or insisted on with the States, who alone 
are competent to decide it. 

I had intended, Mr. Speaker, to notice the 
amendment contemplated by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. YeLL,] but have already tres- 
passed much longer upon the patience of the 
House than Fhad intended. Iam not certain, 
indeed, that I comprehend it, and will therefore 
make but a single remark. It calls apparently 
for an account of all benefits derived by the old 
States from the public lands since the origin of 
the Government. Well, sir, let this account be 
taken, and then let all the expenditures of the 
Government during the same period be also as- 
certained; those of the old revolutionary war, of 
the late war, civil and military expenses of every 
kind, appropriations for purchasing Louisiana 
and. Florida, extinguishing Indian titles, and car- 
rying on Indian wats. Present both sides of the 
account, and | labor under a great mistake if the 
balance found against the gentleman’s own State 


will not constitute a mortgage ample enough to | 


eat up every foot of land within its limits. 

The old States can fear no just settlement. 
They ask nothing more than their due. None 
can impute to them a grasping disposition. If 
any should, let them be sure there is in them- 
selves no taint of cupidity. Letthem set an ex- 
ample of noble disinterestedness, and offer better 
terms to us than we offerto them. Let them pre- 
sent any plan more reasonable, more just, and 
for one f will give it my hearty support. fnot, 
then, in an equal spirit of candor, let them take 
ours. [ trust, sir, it will be adopted. 


It is simple in itself; it may’ be described in 
two words: divide fairly—divide fairly the com- 
mon property. FS a. 

It changes ne system. vets 

By avoiding new compacts, it avoids contro- 
versies with the States. 

- Itdraws no money from the Treasury neces 
sary to meet the just expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and consequently obviates all pretext for 
an increased tariff; while, by distributing the 
excess, it prevents wasteful appropriations tow 
partial system of internal improvement. 

It is in fulfillment of our solemn covenants; 
conformable to our fundamental law, and rests on 
the eternal foundations of justices ° 7 o> 

I address myself to the representatives of the 
old States. Is it not our right? If so, why 
shall we surrender it? I warn them their con» 
stituents will expect them’to answer the ques- 
tion. The people are in action, and rely upon 
it, sir, they are in earnest. Hear the language 
just addressed to us by the State of New Jer- 
sey: oe : caps 
* Issuing from the toils and sufferings of our’ revolution 
ary struggle, exhausted in ‘everything but patriotism and 
honor, she has been left to provide her own common schook , 
fund, to build and endow her own academies and colleges, 


! and to construct her own railroads and canals, by such 


ways and means as she could devise. She has Jooked to 
the public iands, in part acquired by her valor or purchased 
with her treasure; as a source from which she might here- 
after expect aid in educating her sons, in. developing her 
natural resources, in facilitating the intercourse of her eiti- 
zens, and in accomplishing other similar purposes which 
constitute the trae glory and wealth of a State. But anats 
tempt, it would seem, is to be made to strip her, in piece~ 
meal or in mass, of this property, to which she is entitled 
by every principle of Jaw and justice. Jt may be that it 
will succeed; but itshall not be with her consent, nor with- 
out her remonstrance.” i è 


Sir, this is strong language; and it is to be re- 
retted there should ever be occasion to use it, 
s it not an interest of transcendant importance 

to secure to the present and futuré generations 
the benefits to which they are entitled; benefits 
which they may receive not only without doing 
wrong to any, but by conferring benefits on those 
from whom, in turn, they derive them? For the 
fertile lands they transfer will repay tenfold their 


cost, ‘Why, then, should this incalculable treas- 
ure be thrown away? surrendered piecemeal or in 
mass? But, immense as are the consequences in 
a pecuniary view, infinitely more important are 
they in a moral and in a political aspeċt. As you 
shall settle this question, you may perpetuate 
harmony or generate lasting dissensions among 
us. 

But now is not the time. Postpone—postpone. 
For nearly twenty years have your constituents 
been knocking at your door. How much longer 
will their servants—no, sir, their masters—in this 
Hall deny them admittance? Amid the thousand 
frivolous questions which occupy months of our 
time, can we not devote one week to a subject 
beyond comparison the most important which 
could attract our notice? Can we not spare four 
days? In that time the old convention of my 
State, computing from the day it was reported, 
adopted the Constitution which radically changed 
the form of our Government, and which remained 
unaltered for upwards of fifty years. Yet gentle- 
men—from the old States, too—when they know 
it is in their power, if they will, to adopt this 
measure to-morrow, cannot spare the time to do 
justice to their constituents, and secure incalcu- 
lable blessings to future generations. 

l appeal to the Representatives of the new States 
themselves. Have not your brethren been just? 
have they not been generous to you? and will 
you not be just to them? Let us, on all sides, sir, 
come together as brethren of one family, disdain- 
ing to seek unjust advantages in sharing the 
common patrimony. It is a sense of mutual ben- 
efit; more than all, of reciprocal justice; which, 
as with hooks of steel, draws State to State, man 
to man, heart to heart. That—that alone—will 
keep bright and strong the chain of our Union; 
bind us more closely together than parchment 
bonds, or penal statutes, or armed mercenaries. 
Let us now, sir, and at all times, meet in that 


i fraternal spirit which actuated our fathers, and 
| our friendship will be as deep as the fathomless 
| oceans which wash our shores, and durable as 


the everlasting hills which overlook our bound- 
less domain. 
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APPENDIX: TO THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. [Match I 
s l Maine. Boundary Question—Mr. Williams. l oe SENATE, 


MAINE BOUNDARY QUESTION, 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


Fripax, March 1, 1839. 


The Senate having taken up the resolutions re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
on the subject of the difficulties. between Maine 
and New Brunswick— x Sesh eet 
. Mr, BUCHANAN said. the subject had been 
so much discussed that he would now offer no 
further explanation of the resolutions, though he 
would be happy to reply to any questions which 
might be pro osde 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of 
he felt a delicacy in saying anything in opposi- 
tion to resolutions reported by the able and distin- 
guished Committee on, Foreign Relations, and he 
could, hardly expect to succeed in obtaining any 
modification of them, however much he might 
wish it; but the subject was all important to his 
State, and he would not refrain.from expressing 
his views frankly, and then would acquiesce in 
whatever decision the Senate might make. 


_ The first three resolutions are intended to jus- | 
tify Maine and her course in thè Jate movements | 


in the disputed territory, and to declare ‘* that 
the Senate will cordially codperate with and sns- 
tain the President in defending the rights of the 
country, should het Britannic Majesty’s Govern- 
ment persist in carrying its avowed determination 
into execution, and attempt, by military force, to 
assume exclusive jurisdiction over the disputed 
territory.’? This wag all very well; but he re- 
gretted that the first resolution, instead of saying 
that the Senate can discover no trace, through- 
out the long correspondence which haa -been 
submitted. to them between the Governments of 
Groat. Britain and the United States, of any un- 
derstanding, express or implied, much less of 
any explicit agreement, such. as is now alleged, 
that the torritory in diapute between them on the 
northeastern boundary of the latter shall be placed 
and remain under the exclusive jurisdiction of her 
Britannic Majesty’a Government until the settle- 
ment of the question,” did not contain a simple, 
positive, and direct denial of any such agreement 
or understanding ag was alleged and claimed by 
her Britannie Majeat ’y Minister and the Liceu- 
tonant Governor of 
communications. He could not think, while her 
Mojesty’s representatives undertook to assert 
and repeat that such an understanding and agree- 
ment had been made with us, that we should 
content ourselves by saying that we cannot dis- 
cover any trace of cither throughout the correr 
spondence between the two Governments. If 
such understanding or agreement ever existed 
or was made, we were parties.to it, and must 
know tho fact; if it never was made, then say SO, 
and not put jt on the graund that we cannot dis- 
cover it in the correspondence, If we refer to 
the correspondence to prove that no such agree- 
mentor understanding was ever made, we may 
expect that her Majcsty’s Government will do 
the same, and insist that the agreement and un- 
derstanding are proved by that correspondence. 
We have already seen what Great Britain can 
da by diplomacy. Her whole claim to the dis- 
puted territory has no foundation but what grows 
oat of diplomacy and diplomatic correspondence; 
and, with the skill and adroitness of her diplo- 
matic agents, she will make out of the correspond- 
ence a better pretense to exclusive jurisdiction 
than she can..to the territory in dispute; and he 
would be most reluctant to open a new question 
with her Majeaty’s Government, to be determined 
by the multifarious correspondence between the 
two Gavernments. Ifa man were to say to you, 
Mr. President, that he had a certain understand- 
ing or agreement with you,:which you felt confi- 
dent was nots, would you say to him that you 
could not discover any trace of it in your commu- 
nicutions with him? Or, being conscious that you 
had not made any such agreement, would you 
not say so in direct terms, and thus. put an ‘end 
to the question?) Mr. Fox and Sir John Harvey 
say that, by the agreement and uhderstanding 
between the parties, Great Britain wes to have 
exclusive jurisdiction of the disputed territor 
until the question of boundary. shall be settled. 
The President and Mr. Forsyth say it. was not 


Maine,, remarked that. 


ew Brunswick, in their late | 


| sary, impolitic, and still more objectionable, that 


so, Let us say the same, and nothing more, and 
thag make an end of this part of the.case.  ~ 
But it appeared to Mr. W. that it was unneces- 


we should undertake to declare what was or isthe. 
precise understanding or argument between. the 
parties; and yot the first resolution asserts “ that : 
there was and ig a clear subsisting understand- | 
ing between the parties, under which they have | 
both acted, that until this question shall be finally | 
determined, each of them shall refrain from the 
exercise of jurisdiction over any portion. of the | 
disputed territory, except such parts of it as may 
have been in the actual possession of the one or 
the other party;”’ without intending to deny that’ 
since 1825, there have been, from time to time, | 
understandings between the, parties in reference 
to abstaining from certain acts complained of as i 
offensive to the one or the other of them, and to 
the. kind of possession and jurisdiction which 
either party might enjoy, or that the resolution 
deacribes those understandings, as a whole, with 
tolerable correctness, as we understand them; yet | 
can it be safe or prudent for us to affirm that there | 
was and is-a clear subsisting understanding, and | 
undertake to define precisely what it is? The 
committee believe it was and is as stated in the | 
resolution. T'he British Minister and the Licuten- 
ant Governor of New Brunswick affirm that it | 
secures to her Majesty exclusive jurisdiction of 
the whole disputed territory, until the boundary | 
question issctlled, Why, then, undertake to say | 
what that understandingis? Our construction of 
the correspondence settles nothing; and the Brit- 
ish construction of it will not settle it. We are 
opening a door to interminable negotiation to 
settle what nover will be settled in that way. 
Any man who has foaked, or will look carefully, 
into the voluminous correspondence between the 
two Governments since 1825, will be convinced 
that it is no easy task to determine what has been 
or is the understanding of the parties upon the 
subject of possession and jurisdiction of the dis- 
ated territory, pending the negotiation as to the | 
boundary. 
Mr. W. referred to and read many extracts | 
from the correspondence between the Govern. ; 
ments consequent upon complaints, by the one ; 
against the other, of certain acts within the dis- 
puted territory supposed to be inconsistent with 
the rights and understandings of the respective 
parties; and contended that, while we had in- | 
sisted upon our construction of them, Great Brit- | 
ain had maintained a different construction, and | 
we had repeatedly protested against her unjust | 
pretensions, What was and is the understand- 
ing between the parties, is not, then, so clear as | 
the committee have supposed, and there is no | 
necessity for us to embarrass ourselves by affirm: | 
ing, in then resolutions, what that understanding 
was or is. Besides, whatever that understanding | 
may have been in reference to some parts of the | 
disputed territory, it should not be applied to the 
Aroostook country, the seat of present dificul- 
tieg.. That country has been in possession and 
under the jurisdiction of Massachusetts and Maine 
more than thirty years, Soon after the source of 
the St. Croix was agreed upon and fixed, under 
the treaty of 1794, two ranges of townships west 
of the line running due north from the monu- 
ment were surveyed by Massachusetts, and the | 
township ineluding the Aroostook river, near its 
mouth, was granted, in 1817, and other lands 
near it were granted soon after, . These lands 
have been and are now held under, those grants, 
After Maine was acparated from Massachusetts, 
other lands in that région were surveyed into 
townships, and divided between the two States. 
Until very recently, Great Britain did not claim 
any jurisdiction over that portion of the disputed 
territory, unless it be inferred from her keeping 
a warden, as he is called, of the disputed terri- 
tory. Within a few years past, Maine has èx- 
pended large surns of money in opening and in 
making roads into the Aroostook éountry; has 
surveyed her lands there into lots for settlement 
ahd cultivation; Already there are some good 
farms there, and great numbers of settlers are 
preparing to take lots and réside upon them. The 
land is of excellent quality, and now that it can 
be reached over good roads, it will be rapidly 
settled and cultivated. Taitto be expected that 


i pat 


tory? 
his duty to.ask, and to urge, the modification of 
the first resolution, so that it should contain a 
sirnple and. direct denial of any understanding or 
agreement for the exclusive jurisdiction, by her 
Majesty’s Government, of the disputed territory, 
until the question of boundary besettled, as lately 
claimed by Mr. Fox and Sir John Harvey, and 
nothing more. j 

To the fourth resolution Mr. W. had other ob- 
jections, and he earnestly hoped that it would be 
stricken.out. It was wholly annecessary and un- 
called for. In the contingency mentioned, Maine 
would. voluntarily pursue the course of forbear- 
ance indicated by that resolution; she could have, 
no interest or inducement toact otherwise. .Then 
why threaten or admonish her * that, should she 
refuse to do s0; and determine to settle the con- 
for herself, by force, &c., in auch an 
event there would be no obligation imposed on 
this Government to sustain ber by military aid ?’” 
Tias Maine done anything to require or deserve 
this admonition from the Senate? Your resolu- 
tions sustain and justify her in all that she has 
thus far done, Then why not trust her for the 
future? Why suspect her in advance? If you 
would have Maine continue to assert and defend 
her rights as becomes a sovereign State, and as 
a member of the Confederacy disposed to main- 
tain the peace of the nation, then rely upon her 
honor and upon her sense of duty to the Union, 


| and not volunteer a threat or gratuitous admoni- 


tion, It will be time enough to give this advice, 
and to declare the obligations of ihis Government, 
when Maine, by any act of her’s, shall deserve 
it. Until then, she should be treated as an equal 
among equals, and possessing the rights aud du- 
ties of a sovercign State. Leave Maine to her 
own responsibility, and she will take pride in 
acting firmly and prudently. Tell her in advance 
what this resolution proposes to say to her, and 
she may question the guatics and correctness of 
the principles asserted, and hesitate to do upon 
compulsion what she would readily do upon her 
own responsibility. Whatever may have been the 
intention of the committee in reporting this reso- 
lution, it can hardly be doubted that Maine will 
regard it as derogatory to her as one of the free 
States of this Union, and it will be most unfor- 
tunate if it shall be adopted. Mr. W. therefore 
moved that.the fourth resolution be stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN replied, that never had res- 
olutions becn drawn up with more care than these 
by any committee, and he did not expect that 
they would meet with any opposition, Much that 
was contained in the resolutions was a correct 
summary of the views of the President, The com- 
mittee had examined the correspondence on this 
subject since 1832, at the time when the Senate 
disaffirmed the award of the King of the Nether- 
lands, and in that correspondence they found an 
agreement in express terms, which had been in 
force sin¢e 1835, and which was the same as that 
embodied in these resolutions, ‘that, until this 
question shall be finally determined, each of the 
two parties shall refrain from the exercise of ju- 
risdiction over any portion of the disputed terri- 
tory, except such parts of itas may have been in 
the actual possession of the one or the other 
party.” During the pendency of the new nego- 
tiation it became indispensable to enter into some 
arrangement on this subject, and Mr, Livingston 
proposed that this should be the understanding 

etween the two parties. The Government of 
England concurred in this proposition, not has- 
tily, for it was not answered till April, 1833, when 
the British Minister agreed to the terms of the 
proposition. Mr. B. read from the correspond- 
ence, showing that the agreement was such as he 
had stated. Here, he said, was a distinct prop- 
osition, accompanied with its distinct acceptance; 
and if it were necessary, and the time permitted, 
it could be shown, that from that time to this, the 
two Governments had adhered to this under- 
standing. 

Mr. B. said he would endeavor, in a few re- 
marks, which he would pledge himself to confine 
within the limits of five or ten minutes, to show 
more fully what these resolutions were.. The first 
résolution, in the strongest terms that could be 
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used, denied the assertion.made by Mr. Fox and 
Sir John Harvey, of the right of the British Gov» 
ernment to exclusive jurisdiction over the dis- 
puted: territory by an agreement, either express 
or implied, and set up and. demonstrated a clear 
understanding between the two countries which 
was wholly inconsistent, with the: existence of 
any such agreement, and entirely in conflict with 
any such exclusive jurisdiction. -~ 

The second resolution justified the conduct of 
Maine through this whole affair, maintaining that 
she ought to drive out trespassers on the disputed 
territory, and that it was not reasonable cause of 
offense to the British authorities. 

The third resolution went as far as possible, 
consistently. with what was due to the British 
Government, in asserting the rights of Maine to 
the disputed territory; because it asserted that, if 
New Brunswick or Great Britain should persist 
in maintaining exelusive jurisdiction by force of 
arms, in that case the exigency under the'Con- 
stitution and laws would have arisen, in which 
it would-be the duty of the President to call out 
the whole force of the country to protect the prop- 
erty in the disputed territory. ee 

And what was the.fourth resolution? Was it 
not apparent, even. from what. the Senator from 
Maine had said, that this. resolution was neces- 
sary? -Mr.-B. would not now enter at all into an 
examination.of the-conduct of Maine. But she 
was a brave and gallant State, and her feelings of 
hostility were greatly excited. Was there not, 
therefore, danger that, with ten thousand men at 
her command, she would rush into a conflict with 
the New Brunswick or British authorities. The 
fourth resolution, therefore, could do no less than 
declare that, if Sir John Harvey should first with- 
Araw his forces, then, in the opinion of the Uni- 
ted States Government, Maine ought to follow 
such an example of forbearance, and that, if she 
did not, then this Government would be under 
no obligation, after having done everything it 
could for Maine, to afford her any protection un- 
der such circumstances, nor ought she to expect 
it. The fourth resolution simply defines our own 

osition, and says that the Constitution and laws 
impose on us no such obligation as to protect 
Maine while pursuing a course contrary to the 
advice of this Government. If we adopt only the 
first three resolutions, they will be all on one side, 
and will lead Great Britain to believe that we are 
ready for war at once. . 

And what is the argument of the Senator from 
Maine? Sir, I was at a loss to conceive what 
motive a Senator from Maine could have in at- 
tempting to disprove this-settled agreement. And 
what reason does he assign for cven a wish that 
it might not exist? He says the negotiation may 
still be pending for years, and Maine does not 
want this understanding to be interposed between 
her and the possession of her territory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not say we did not 
desire this understanding to exist. TIonly stated 
an-objection to it, as here stated. The resolution 
affirms; the agreement to be so and so, when per- 
hapsit is still to be a subject of negotiation 
whether it is so or not, for the British Govern- 
ment is but too ready to hang negotiation on any 
practicable point.that may possibly turn in their 
favor. f Bapa 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Sir, did not the Senator 
from Maine -and others represent it as a great 
hardship that, under this agreement, they, could 
not enter into the disputed territory and settle it? 
And if they should do so, the peace of the country 
would be endangered, and this understanding is 
the only barrier in the way of Maine to prevent 
her from taking possession of the disputed terri- 
tory. Sir, are we prepared for such a course 
which must inevitably and at once bring us into 
open collision with the British Government? For 
myself, L am prepared for that event if it must 
‘come, but | would pursue the course of honor and 
of right.to the end of the controversy, and then, 
if hostilities must come, we may be a united 
people, and enter into them with energy and suc- 
cess., I presume the Senate are unanimously of 
the opinion that if Great Britain persists in as- 
serting her claim to exclusive jurisdiction over 
the territory, war is inevitable. And. yet this is 
objected to by the Senator from Maine, because 
it contains an afirmance of the right of Maine. 


And why does he object to this? “Because: we 
have made this affirmation a year before, is there, 
can there be any objection that we should again 
affirm it? And yet on this ground: the Senator 
objects. ` ‘ ya aien we ake Ss ye pa 
To regard tò the claim to exclusive jurisdiction 
| on thé part of Great Britain, the Senator attempts 
to prove that there is no understanding on this 
subject, and for that purpose he gees back to the 
original correspondence, and: presents frém that 
a-claim set up by Great Britain, which was dé: 
napa | to cur. rights and degrading to the nå- 
tion. And what wasthatelaim? That we.were 
to hold the United States—their soil, their inde- 
pendence, their éxistence—not in virtue of our 
own good swords, not in virtue of our independ- 
énce, declared and achieved by our moral, intel- 
lectual, and physical energies, but as.a base con- 
cession from England; and, therefore, as it did 
not appear that England has conceded to us the 
possession and jurisdiction of the disputed terri- 
tory, it was consequently not ours. And how did 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] meetthat 
degrading and insulting claim at thetime? He 
met.it with the highest honor and with. irresisti- 
ble triumph. And now the Senator goes back 
to that degrading claim, and follows up the train 
of events to 1832, when hè ought to have begun 
precisely where he leftoff. And why? Because 
the state of things was entirely changed in 1832, 
when the award of the King of the Netherlands 
was rejected by the United States Senate, at the 
instance of Maine,and Mr. Livingston then pro- 
posed the present understanding, and made it as 
manifest as language could make it. And what 
is it? That, while the negotiation is pending, 
each of the two parties should confine itself to 
rights already possessed, and to this Sir Charles 
Vaughan, in the most formal manner, gave his as- 
| sents and it is the only possible principle on which 
the peace of the two countries can be maintained, 
because there is no hope of settling the contro- 
versy if either party has a right to rush on the 
disputed territory, and assert its possession and 
jurisdiction without any prescribed limits. Some- 
times this agreement has been attempted to be 
violated; but in every instance, as I hope they 
| will also in this, the British authorities have de- 
sisted from carrying out such violations. 

[Mr. B. here read from the President’s mes- 
sage an account of various cases in which Eng- 
land had refrained, when opposed, from extend- 
ing her rights and jurisdiction in the disputed 
territory.] 

Sir, I hope this settlement will come soon. I 
do not say we should wait forever; and if Eng- 
i land persists in her claim to exclusive jurisdic- 
| tion over the disputed territory, all America will 
! be united, and she will be successfully resisted. 


| should be withdrawn on the part of England, and 
Maine herself should persist in the same violation 
| of this agreement from which England forbears, 
| there may be war, r 
| be divided. Sir, if there must be war, let it be a 
| national war, and let it be on the side of right at 
| every step, so that there can be no question about 
iit, ‘And however I have been continually the 
| advocate of Maine, and never more than at this 
| moment, yet I am unwilling that any of the indi- 
| vidual States should compel us in our course, and 
force us to go to war. Sir, I believe I have re- 
| deemed my pledge, and in a manner which I hope 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Maine. 


say afew words in addition to what had been 
j urged by the Senator from Pennsylvania, but 
rather for the purpose of assuming the proper re- 
sponsibility which belonged to him as a member 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations than with 
a design to enforce the views of that Senator. 
Mr. President, (said Mr. C.,) as faras the Pres- 
ident seeks to preserve the peace of the country, | 
as long as he can do so consistently with the 
honor and interest of the country, I will support | 
him all I can; and these resolutions are now 
brought forward for the preservation of the peace | 
of the country. The most important of them are 
the two last, of which the third declares that if 


claim to exclusive jurisdiction , it will be the duty 


of the United States then to recognize this state 


| But if, on the other hand, this unfounded claim | 


doubtless, but the country will | 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, said he wished to} 


the British authorities persist in asserting their || 5 : ; 
| no attempt to press it during that time. 
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of things as an invasion of the territory of the 
United States, which demands, if necessary, the 
entire foree ofthe: United States: to-repel it; and 
after-that-to afford protection. to the territory in 


| question, .- The Secretary of State and the British 


Minister have concurred’in the terms.of an agree- 
ment; andif Sir John -Harvey does. not pursue 
the course-indicated by that instrament, but pers 
sists in: his avowed determination, and goes on to 
maintain exclusive jurisdiction over the disputed 
territory, the consequence will be war, arid then 
I shall be prepared to go withthe Executive, and 
a that war with the whole power ofthe United 

ates. = . oe : 

The last resolution (the fourth). looks to the 
contingency in which the country may be prè- 
cipitated into a: War by the State of Maine, and 
jt therefore declares that, if the British Govern» 
ment should desist. from asserting a right to-exr 
clusive jurisdiction over this territory, and should 
withdraw. their forces, and if then Maine will not 
do so.on. her: part,'but makes war for herself‘in 
the maintenance of- her right, in such case that 
resolution declares, what it is impossible for any 
citizen to deny, that the United States is not 
bound to follow Maine: into that: war which she 
wages not only without the concurrence, but 
against the most-earnest interdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. ‘The resolution 
does not declare that even then; in no-possible 
pentiageneys will the United States not.come te 
her relief, but simply that the United States will 
not stand’ bound to give such relief, and that, if 
there is war, it must be by the common consent 
and the common Government of the United 
States. z 

Sir, I presume this fourth resolution involves 
a proposition from which it is impossible for any 
Senator to dissent. This is a Government of 
twenty-six States, while Maine is but one of 
them. Of all the powers of the highest nature 
and character which come within the scope of 
humanauthority, that of waris the highest which 
can be exercised by the sovereignty of any coun- 
try; and, as it respects Maine, no one can con- 
tend that the power of war does not reside exclu- 
sively in this Government. After looking-on all 
the papers that have been placed before us on this 
subject, it is my opinion that Maine is so en- 
raged, and justly so, at the conduct of a border- 
ing province, that she may precipitate us into a 
war, which can only be prevented: by that for- 
bearance on the .part of Maine which is recom- 
mended in this resolution; in which will be 
uttered the decision of the Government at Wash- 
ington in a tone with which there is no doubt that 
the President will concur. I therefore give my 
entire concurrence in the views of the commitee, 
expressed in the fourth resolution, that if Maine, 
on her own responsibility, from her own re- 
scources, and contrary to the entreaties of this 
Government, plunges into a war, we are not then 
bound to follow. her, and to repair to her relief 
with the military power of this Government. 
But I hope she will forbear from coming into any 
actual hostilities against a province thus at peace 
with the United States. 

Sir, I desire no other war than what we have 
already seen. Still I know enough of the resources 
of the country, and of its valor in a war with any 


| Power, that if we have a just cause so that the 


approbation of Heaven may fall on my country- 
men, I fear not the results. But when we have 
a war, I want to see that it is the result of dire 
necessity, and to see a prevailing conviction in 
the country that negotiation could not prevent it, 
and that it is a war not of Maine acting for the 
Confederacy, but of the twenty-six States united 
in its prosecution with their utmost vigor, and 
then we shall gather fresh laurels and gain addi- 
tional renown for the country. I know that Maine 
complains of the tardiness of the negotiation, and 
there is cause for it; but it is not right that she 
should take the reins into her own hands, but she 
should act moderately, and in dangerand difficulty 
it is her duty to operate with the Government 
here. I think there has been neglect in regard to 
this subject, and I remarked, on a former occa- 
sion, that when the disturbances in Canada arose 
it was a time to press this matter, but i knew of 

It is now 


upwards of a year since the commencenent of 
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those difficulties, and itis the greater part of a:year 
since Congress unanimous "decided that we have 
a tight to the disputed territory. And yet, as far 
as we have any information before ws, the Ex: 
ecutive Government seems to have been sleeping, 
jnstead of availing itself of the difficulties ‘in. the 
British provinces; and, worse than that; instead 
of our profiting by the Canada disturbances, or 
availing ourselves of any advantages from- them 
whatever, the whole profit of them has been đe- 
rived from Great Britain. And how is it that 
Great Britain has ‘taken advantage of the insur- 
rection in Canada? She has taken the opportunity 
to throw into her provinces a force of from fifteen 
to thirty thousand men; and under what: pretext? 
That they were to: suppress insurrection. But if 
there had been peace there, and'the United States 
had seen regiment after. regiment and corps after 
corps thus thrown into the provintes, would we 
not have increased. our military means? But Great 
‘Britain, thus increasing her forces under cover of 
silencing Canada, is now ready for war, and ma 
at once, with advantage, enter into hostilities wit 
us, while our Government, instead of pressing 
the negotiation, has been asleep, and there has 
been no increase of the means.on our part to meet 
the increased dangers of war. Therefore I say, 
that while, from these events, we have failed to 
derive any profit, which should have been wholly 
our own, Great Britain. has been benefited to a 
great extent, while she has just so far placed us 
at a disadvantage; and while I say this, I repeat 
that it is no matter whether the negotiation was 
tardy or speedy in its consummation, Maine has 
no right, in consequence of such tardiness, to 
assume the functions of a common authority, and 
to plunge the country into a war.: We are not 
represented by Maine nor by Governor Fairfield, 
and I do not choose that Maine should take on 
herself the responsibilities of entering into a war 
with a foreign Power, not only without the con- 
sent of the common Government, but without | 
that of any of our citizens excapt those of Maine. 

Mr. President, my voice is for peace, as long | 
ns it can be maintained consistently with the | 
honor and interèst of the country. But the nego- | 
tiation has been unreasonably lone, and I hope | 
the two parties, aroused by recent occurrences, | 
will see the necessity of torminating it as soon as j 
practicable. It would be a sorry spectacle to see f 
two kindred nations rushing ito u state of war, | 
without its duration being foreseen, for the sake || 
of five or six millions of waste land, the whole | 
of which would not be worth the expense of such | 
n war for two or three months. Yet I must say | 
that, holding tho opinion that Great Britain has | 
not the shadow of a claim to this territory, and 
that the clear right of Maine has been already too 
long withheld from her, if we now forbear suffi- 
ciently, and if at the termination of the negotia- 
tion we have no resource Jeft but the final resort 
of nations, I repeat we shall be furnished with 
the contingency of a just war, which will be felt | 
to be so by ihe poopie of the United States, and 
will be approved by Heaven; and in such a war 
Tdo not feat but that our country will come out 
of it gloriously and triumphantly, as it always 
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| were followed up, as he trusted they would be, 


has done in its contests with that Power. | 
Mr. NORVELL said that he would suggest to | 
his honorable friend from Maine [Mr. Wai- 
trams] the expediency of modifying his motion : 
to strike out the whole of the fourth resolution | 
réported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, | 
ahd of limiting himself to a proposition to strike | 
out the second clause of that resolution. The | 
first branch of the resolution expressed the opin- | 
ion of the Senate, that * should the British au- | 
| 

| 

1 

| 

i 


thorities refrain from attempting the military oc- 
cupation of the territory in dispute, and from 
enforcing their claim to exclusive jurisdiction 
over it by arms, that then the State of Maine 
ought, on her part, to pursue a course of similar 
forbearance.”” The forbearance here’ suggested | 
to Maine amounted simply to this: that she || 
ought not, pending the negotiation, to'attempt the 
military occupation of the -territory ih “dispute, 
should not claim the exercise of an exclusive | 
jurisdiction over it by arms, if the British author- | 


ities desisted from any such occupation: and 
claim. So far, he thought, the Senate might be 
justified in going upon this subject: © But they 
ought not to-go further. ‘They ought notte de- 


|l 
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clare'that should. the State of ‘Maine réfuse to 
forbear, as recommended, ‘‘and determine to 
settle the controversy for herself by force, the 
adjustment of which as intrusted by the Constitu- 
tion to the Federal Government, in such an event 
there will be no obligation imposed on this Gov- 
ernment to sustain her by military aid.” When 
this body. were called upon to make this declara- 
tion, they were invoked to violate the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, to fy directly in its 
fate, and to absolve themselves from the solemn 
duty of discharging one of their highest obliga- 
tions to the several States of this Union. The 
fourth section of the fourth article of the Federal 
Constitution provides that “the United States 
shall guaranty to every State in this Union a re- 
publican form of government, and protect each 
of them from invasion.” 

It was manifest from this provision that the 
Federal Government could not, under any cir- 
cumstances, withhold its military aid from any 
State of the Union to repel foreign invasion. No 
matter what might induce that invasion; no mat- 
ter whether the act of Maine may have provoked 
it or not; let the invasion come, and this Govern- 
ment would have no alternative; it must yield its 
military aid promptly and effectually to that State; 
it must march up to the rescue. He would never 
consent to threaten asovereign State of this Union, 
as the latter clause of the resolution did, to with- 
hold our aid from her in the event that any action 
on her part should cause her invasion from abroad. 
We could not stand coldly by, and see Maine 
erushed by a powerful European kingdom, who 
was seeking to extend her dominions on this con- 
tinent, as well aa in every other quarter of the 
globe. The consitauionel injunction is unquali- 
fied. The State of Maine certainly owed it to the 
General Government that the question of peace or 
war should be left to its decision. Nor did she 
appear to have entertained any design of waging 
war without our previous sanction. Tt was not 


necessary to menace her, in anticipation, with | ; i 
i I will not admit the assumption that Maine can 


our displeasure. It wag not necessary to tell her 
that, if she did not pursue a course exactly such 
as we might dictate, we should not be bound to 
render her effective military assistance against a 
foreign invader. She deserved no such rebuke, 
no such threat, at our hands. She had endured 
the divided possession of one third of her terri- | 


tory till endurance had ceased to bea virtue. For |; 
| 


his part, he was tired of resolving; he desired to 
see no other resolutions adopted; the emergency 
demanded stronger measures: than paper resolves. H 
He was willing to let the resolutions of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations pasa, modified as he 
had suggested to his friend from Maine, if they 


by an act of Congress giving authority to the Ex- 
ecutive to raise forces, and to effecta loan, for the 
vindication of the rights of Maine and the honor 
of the nation. 


pensable for us to say what we will do in such 


1 
| 
and such contingencies; itis enough for us to de- i 


termine what we will do at present; and [ there- 
rore ask a division of the question on the fourth 
resolution, so that we may first decide on the first 
branch, which is the expression of a mere opin- 
ion that Maine ought to forbear; und then on the 
second, which I think disrespectful to Maine; 
and I would not appear as attempting to intimi- 
date her with a threat of withdrawing the aid of 
the Government in any event. > ‘ 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Ihave said all I mtended 
to say on this subject, and I leaveit entirely with 
the Senate; stating this, however, that I believe 


the last clause of the fourth resolution is more ! 


important than all the rest. It is no threat, but 
simply a statement that we will not be under ob- 
ligation to bring the United States forces to the 
md of Maine, if she goes out of the pale of the 
Constitution by occupying the disputed territory 
with a military force; and if the last resolution 


is stricken out, I do not think the resolutions | 


ought to pass: 
Mr. WILL 


incase ‘of her not withdrawing if New Bruns- 
Wick should withdraw. - 


‘Mr. CALHOUN said it wasa subject of very 


TAMS now moved to strike out the |! 
last clause of the fourth resolution, denying the |: 
obligation of the United States to support Maine | 


i 
ij by a resort to force.” 
| 
i 


Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said: It is not indis- | 
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great regret that there was any difficulty in regard 
to these resolutions. The opinion of the Senate 
on this subject ought to be unanimous. He had 
| examined the resolutions with care; they were 
evidently drawn up so as to operate most effect- 
ually, and, in his opinion, the part proposed to 
be stricken out constituted’ much of the essence 
of: the resolutions. l 

We here propose (said Mr. €.) that, if the Brit- 
ish authorities do not attempt to assert their claim 
to exclusive jurisdiction, then Maine is to retire; 
and F ask, in that case, ought not Maine to retire? 
According to her own declaration, she did not un- 
dertake to hold military possession of the territo- 
ry, bat simply to drive off intruders, and when 
that is done, can she in good faith remain? And 
I next ask, can it be derogatory to Maine for us 
to say that if Great Britain will refrain from as- 
serting exclusive jurisdiction, we also will do so? 
Sir, we are on the edge of a precipice. Although 
the right of Maine is clear to us-and certain, yet 
it is a matter in dispute between the parties. We, 
on our part, can trust Maine; but Great Britain 
| ought to have the assurance that Maine will with- 
| draw if Britain will forbear. And we ought to be 
; unanimous in measures in regard to this subject. 
! I think the country owe this very able committee 
their thanks for these resolutions. 
| Mr. ALLEN said: This is a subject which in- 
i 


‘| volves the relations between this and a foreign 


i country; and yet we are speaking of one of the 
States of this Union, which is but a part of the 
whole, as being in contest with Great Britain. 
Sir, on such a subject I know of no such power 
as the State of Maine, and I will not admit, fora 
moment, that one of the States can, by any pos- 
sibility, commit an act which will throw it on the 
mercy of an armed world. This Government was 
formed chiefly in relation to the external part of 
the world, and in war I will know nothing about 
the several States, and nothing but the entire Re- 
vublic. You make an assumption here that if 
Maine does so and go, you will turn her out. Sir, 


do an act that will take her out of the protection 
of this Government. Right or wrong, I am for 
the country, and the whole country; and lam, 
‘therefore, in favor of striking out the last clause 
of this resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: I repeat that I con- 
sider the last part of the fourth resolution as the 
most important part of the whole matter; and, 
| lest this terrible anathema against a positive rec- 
ommendation of the President may occasion some 
more response, I will read an extract from his 
message, which declares: 

“These are still my views on the subfeet; and, until this 
| step shall have been taken, ž cannot think if proper to in- 
| voke the attention of Congress to other than amicable means 
for the seulement of the controversy, or to cause the mili- 


tary power of the Federat Government to be brought in aid 
i of the State of Maine in any attempt to effect that objeet 


Sir, the resolution is not so strong as this. Ft 
i does not negative our going to the aid of Maine, 
if she does not comply with the terms of the res- 
i olution, but merely asserts that we are, in that 


| case, not under obligation to aid her, and that is 


the whole of it. 

Mr. NILES spoke in favor of the resolution, 
and of the part proposed to be stricken out, urg- 
ing that Maine was now acting under a false im- 
pression in regard to the views of the General 
Government, and it was therefore their duty to 
undeceive her. 

The Senator from Kentucky (said Mr. N.) has 
| represented this as a controversy about a few 
million acres of wild land, It is not a question 
of millions, but of the rights and honor of the 
country. Britain has refused all negotiation on 


| the treaty of 1783; and is not that a virtual denial 


| of our rights? Sir, I would carry our forbearance 


| no further, but assert our right at once; I would 


; authorize the Executive to say that our forbear- 
‘ance is exhausted, and that further delay neither 
consists with the peace nor the honor of this 
country. . ae f 

Mr. SOUTHARD, having read the fourth res~ 
ofation, said he was opposed to striking out any 
part of it. F think it necessary (he said) to the 


| former part of the resolutions. -Andit is buta 


declaration of their results as-to the matter of our 
: duty. I spéak not of feeling, bat of constitutional 
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tha d, this clause 
is right, and should not be stricken out.. - ee 
Again: I would not strike it out because, on | 
the point of a conflict, it takes the true and just | 
ground on which this great nation ought to siand 
in view of the country in all our conflicts with 
other Powers. We ought to be ready at any | 
moment to declare the great principles on which | 
we act, not only in relation to ourselves, but to 
all mankind; and we ought to take the ground | 
‘assumed. by this resolution, because it rests on 
‘the Constitution of the country, and on a great | 
principle of common justice, since it may save us | 
from difficulties which may hereafter arise in re- | 
gard to the States of this Union. 
The Constitution, in regard to the defense of | 
this country, has been referred to, and I feel ‘the 
` obligation imposed on us by the Constitution. 
But if that were white paper, patriotism alone 
would call me to the defense of the United States, 
when assailed by à common enemy. But I think 
Senators have mistaken both the Constitution and 
this resolution. The resolution does not say we | 
will not protect Maine when invaded. No, sir; 
and no one could have the heart to say that he 


right and duty; and, on that groun 


would, in such a case, hesitate a single moment 
in yielding the last drop of his blood. But it says 
.that when a foreign army is withdrawn, if Maine 
will not also consent to withdraw, she is not to 
look to us to protect her then in her improper 
course. And this is done on great principlés of 
justice. : , 

Is the peace of this country to be put into the 
hands of an individual State of this Union? Are 
the States all to be bound by the decisions of one 
on the question of peace or war? «No, sir; that 
question is a common question for the Union 
itself; and I am not willing that it should be de- 
cided by any one or two or ten of the States of 
this Union. J then regard that resolution as true 
in respect to the Constitution of the country, and 
itis demanded in justife to the world that we 
‘should proclaim it. 

What is now our position in regard to all the 
world of nations? We are twenty-six United 
States; and is it not due to the world to proclaim 
that no one of them shall bring us into a war, 
‘and that the whole will not yield to any low and 

tecipitate impulse of a part? I believe the dec- 
[eraio would be received in Europe as a decla- 
ration of common sense and common justice, that 
the whole people must decide on questions of 
such importance to us and to other Powers, and 
they would have confidence in the proceedings of 
this Government, which they cannot have with- | 


out such assurance. But let them understand, 
on the contrary, that of the twenty-six States, 
any one can determine what are their rights, and 


ment of the whole Union, and where then would i 


be their confidence in us? Let them but under- | 


| 
that there cannot be then an appeal to the judg- i 
t 


stand that we follow the lead, in these high mat- | 


ters, of a small portion of the United States, and | 
all confidence in this Government by foreign 


ernment of Eurofe will feel that there is no safety | 
in holding any intercourse with us. We ought, | 
‘therefore, to declare that no separate portion of 
the United States shall be permitted to interfere 
and control our relations with foreign Govern- 
ments, but that it shall be done by all the people 
of all the United States. 

But it is said this resolution looks like a threat 
to the State of Maine. No, sir; we are not in the 
habit of threatening the members of the Confed- 
eracy,and we have no inducement to hold out to 
the feeblest a tlireat that if she will not do as we 
choose we will punish her. But we have a right 
to do this—and I hope we shall do it, not only in | 
regard to the feeblest, but the strongest—that. is, 
to declare to them that we are to judge when we 
are to be brought into a war with a foreign Gov- 
ernment, and we will not let you decide that ques- 
tion for us. I believe Maine is right, and her | 
adversary wrong, and nothing has surprised. me 
more than a doubt of the right of Maine on the 
treaty of 1783. If geography is right, if the 
mathematics is right, then is Maine right in this 
controversy with a foreign Government; and if 
the Executive is as decided with Great Britain as 
Congress is unanimous on this subject, that Gov- 
ernment has too much of a sense of justice much 
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longer to refuse'to yield. I say this, that Maine 
Thay understand that while my views are such as 
| have expressed, I have hot a doubt of her right 
| to this territory. And if, in the further results of 
this matter, the rights of Maine shall still be de- 
| nied by Great Britain, I have nothing further to 
| offer, except my aid in the conflict, and of that 
| Maine shall have all. But I would notenterinto 
a foreign war without the exercise of our own 
| judgment. 
|. This high moral position I desire this Govern- 
| ment to assume, that we may do justice to Great 
| Britain. But let not Maine, if New Brunswick 
| withdraws her force, ‘still persist in retaining her 
force in the disputed territory; and that is all the 
resolution asserts, that if Great Britain withdraw, 
Maine is to withdraw; and further, that it is to 
| be by the common consent of the whole people 
of this nation whenever we enter into a war. 
And I will say, as was once said of Great Brit- 
ain, let this country be but true to herself, and 
lct the four corners of the earth come, and she 
will foil them. Sir, this is no ingult to Maine. 
The passions and prejudices of Maine have been 
aroused by the delays of Government; but all 
this is to be forgotten, and we are now to act 
simply on what is before us. 

Mr. BENTON was opposed to this fourth res- 
olution reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. He looked upon it as involving both 
an unconstitutionality and an impossibility. The 
Union was a unit—a single body—and no part 
of it could be struck without every part feeling 
the blow. The General Government was cre- 
ated for the common defense, and was charged 
with the whole business of our foreign relations. 
It is for the General Government to settle all 
questions with foreign nations, and it is to this 
Government that foreign nations must look for 
the settlement of all questions. They cannot 
deal with a single State, neither amicably by ne- 
gotiation, nor hostilely byarms. If Maine does 
wrong to Great Britain, the application for re- 
dress must be to this Government, If it be wrong, 
and this Government docs not redress it, it as- 
sumes it. It makes the aggression of Mainc its 
own aggression. This is our Constitution; this 
is a principal, and this the main object of the 
Union. We have formed a Union for the com- 
mon defense; and the States have submitted to 
that Union the decision of all questions which the 
State or their citizens can have with foreign Pow- 
ers. The Congress is the council of the Union; 
itis bound to take cognizance of the wrongs of 
every part of the Union, and to decide upon every 
question. Ifa State is in the wrong with respect 


it must be sustained. It cannot be abandoned to 
a contest with that foreign Power. We cannot 
stand by and see that Power chastise it!’ The 
Constitution forbids this. 


| 
|l toa foreign Power, it must desist; if in the right, 
i 
| 
d 
| 


succor to each State. While in the Union it must 


neutrality, or non-interference, is an impossible 
state for this Government. Impossible under the 
Constitation; impossible in point of fact. Im- 
possible in point of fact; for the revenues of the 
State are in our hands, her forts and magazines 


hands; and before we can be neutral we must 
restore her resources, we must give up her cus- 
tom-houses, forts, magazines, and her share of 
the fleet. To retain these in our hands, while 
she combats naked and empty-handed with a 
foreign Power, will not be neutrality and non- 
interference, but will be aid and interference on 
the opposite side: it will be aiding the foreign 

Power by disabling the State! The whole thing 
| is impossible—as impossible as it would be un- 
| constitutional; and the contingent inaction of this 
Government in the case supposed in the resolu- 
tion is clearly and manifestly an error, which 


ii cannot stand the test of the Constitution or of 


events. The Senate should reject the resolution. 
It may lead to erroneous and unfortunate con- 
clusions abroad, and will not be sanctioned at 
home. It may induce the British Government to 
suppose that a state of things may arise in which 
| they may have to deal with Maine alone, and to 
induce them to act upon that supposition. Fatal 


It requires the whole Union to give aid and |i 


: be defended; while in the Union its resources are | 


Powers will be at once withdrawn, and the Gov- || in the hands of the Federal Government; and 


are in our hands, her sinews of war are in our || 


to the, peace of the two countries would be that 
supposition and that ‘action! Right or wrong, 
aine cannot be struck by the British! “If she 
is struck, every State in the Union is struék4 
Every one. will feel the blow, and every one will 
come to’her aid. ` The far West and the extreme 
South will feel the blow, and will join in repelling 
or avenging it. This would be the inevitable re- 
sult. Let the resolution, then, be rejected. . Let 
the Federal Government take charge of the con- 
troversy, and proceed to settle it with Great 
Britain. Let this Government do its art, as thë 
supreme head of the Confederacy, and hold itself 
ready to act its part in any consequences that 
may ensue. i Ba ; 

Mr. DAVIS said: After reading this resolution, 
I find myself disappointed; and lam not well rec- 
onciled to some other parts of the resolutions, I 
am reluctant to raise objections against them, be- 
cause I know they were drawn up with the bast 
of motives. i 

I do not doubt that we are to regard that agree- 
ment which has beén so much spoken of; But I 
will say this: that that agreement was made for 
a temporary purpose, and only to endure while 
negotiations were pending. I suppose it did exist 
by a proposition made on the one side, and by an 
| accession to that proposition on the otherside. I 
had occasion to remark’ the other day, and the 
documents will show, that Great Britain declared 
the negotiation at an end, in which our Secretary 
of Stateconcurred. And was not this bargain thën 
atanend? What is the subject of the protocol, 
(memorandum?) It is, that Great Britain alleges 
a new agreement that we deny; and we therefore 
propose now to enter into a new agreement. And 
what good will it do to renew what was given up 
by the Executive ? I can foresee no good from it, 
and there may be evil. 

But this resolution is yet more important, and 
| involves a principle of higher consideration. Ido 
not view it as others, in the nature of a threat; but 
| I view it as involving a constitutional power and 
duty of this Government, abd as declaring’ to 
Maine and the world that this Government has 
the right, in certain contingencies, to withhold its 
protection from Maine. Let us look at it in that 
important aspect: and now what iš our constitu- 
tional duty? I will read from the Constitution, 
in the tenth section: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war in time of 
peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State or with a foreign. Power, or engage in war, unless a¢- 
tually invaded, or in such imminent dauger as will not admit 
| of delay.” ` . ` 

And now let us Jook at section four of the 
fourth article: : 

“The United States shall guarantee to every State in this 
, Union a republican form of government, and shall protect 


each of them against invasion, and, on application of the 
Legislature, or of the Excentive, (when the Legislature 


| cannot be convened,) against domestic violence.’ 

|| Against invasion and domestic violence! Let 
! us suppose a case, for example, that the people 
of Canada come across the river at Detroit for the 
: purpose of invading Michigan, is there any doubt 
tof the authority of Michigan to repel them? Ia 
| it not within the terms of the Constitution itself? 
| Nothing is plainer than that the State has this 
| power, and it would be its duty to exercise it, 
even if it were not in the Constitution. And if-all 
this is so, it is plain that it is the duty of this 
Government not only to defend its own rights, 
but to sustain the jurisdiction of Michigan as a 
member of the Confederacy. 

And now let us look at Maine. The Senators 
from Pennsylvania, Missouri, and Kentucky, 
declare that there is not a shadow of doubt as to 
the right of Maine to this territory; that the line 
marked out by the treaty is so clear and evident, 
that there cannot be a doubt on the subject in the 
mind of any reasonable man. And have we not 
the authority of this body by a unanimous de- 
į cision that such is the fact? Whose, then, is this 
territory? It is part and parcel of the State of 
Maine by the opinion of everybody. And what 
right, then, has Great Britain to touch it? Is it 
|| Mot, in fact and in truth, an invasion of the State 
| of Maine? And are you prepared, if Maine insist 
| on what the Constitution imposes on you as a 
| duty and an obligation—are you prepared to say 
to Maine, your territory is not invaded? And 
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hen she denies it, will you still question whether 
she is invaded? Sir, isnot your answer already 
and. wnanimously made, that this territory is ab- 
solutely a part.of Maine? -T'hen,, the only fact 
which you can question is, whether it is invaded, 
and, if it is, then the obligation on you. arises 
there to repel that.invader. Admit all this to be 
true, and how, then, will you come to the con- 
clusion arrived at in this resolution? How can 
you say to-Maine, forbear; and, if you will not 
forbear, the United States will withhold their 
power from protecting you? Are you at liberty 
to Bay so, have you the right to do so, and can 
you do it without violating an obligation expressly 
Imposed upon yau by. this important instrument? 
You have .no right, and you cannot doit. The 
advice ig salutary enough till it reaches that point; 
but, when you go beyond that, as.you. would do 
hy-this, resolution, you violate your duty here, 
and, therefore, you have no right to pass such a 
yesolution as that. o 0 2 4 
. Mr. PRESTON said: I am against striking 
out this clause, and I have risen to say a few 
words to that effect, though, if my views were 
auch as those of the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ar- 
ŁEN,] [could not oppose striking it out. 
pista that Maine can do no action that must ne- 
eessarily involve usin war. T believe that Maine 
ean do an act in which we are not bound to pro- 
tect her. If, for instance, Maine should invade 
New Brunswick, defeat Sir John Harvey, capture 
her men, and hold them there, does any man sup- 
ose that we must then go to war, because of 

Maine violating the Constitution, which forbids 
this course of conduct? The Constitution ex- 
pressly denies this power to tho States, and if a 
State causes war, I ask whether that act is mak- 
ing war for us? 

Mr. DAVIS, Certainl 
the invasion. . 

Mr, PRESTON, She cannot make war for us 
in any way. She cannot doit. Sho may repel 
Jnvagion, and in some respects this is a war; but 
itis caused hy invasion; and in such n case a 
State. may, not only repel it, but may call on this 
Government to repel it; avd all this muy be done 
without a declaration of war. But the Senator 
from Massachusetts, abandoning this general 
ground, that it js impossible for 
thing which must necessarily produce a war, 
comes to a case such as is not before us. “The 
resolution supposes no invasion to be made. His 
Detroit case, therefore, is not a parallel at all. 
The case of the resolutions is that there is to be 
no invasion; they suppose, on the contrary, that 
New Brunswick ig to forbears and then the na- 
ked case is this, that if there is no invasion, and 
Maine, notwithstanding, chooses war, shall we 
sustain her? 

But, says the Senator, avoiding the difficulty, 


y not, if she herself makes 


and with another fundamental mistake, shall not | 


Maine enter into the possession of her undisputed 
territory, which the Senate accords to her by a 
unanimous decision? Sir, the whole of this is a 
fallacy, At is nother undisputed territory; on the 
contrary, I, with the resolutions, and with all, 
have declared that itis disputed. [tis her right- 
ful territory; but is that right undisputed? Ts it 
not, on the contrary, the foundation of the whole 
of these proccedings that her right to this coun- 
try is disputed? Great Britain claims it as fully 
and as boldly as Maine.. But will you, by your 
exarnple, put them in the position to maintain 
that they, being sure as we are, have a right to go 
there and maintain by force their possession? 
‘tion on the mutial question, neither we nor the 
other party have the right to take possession of 
„the territory. Maine has not the right to take it. 
Tt is a question in our foreign relations, one that 
is disputed, and the settlement of [t rests with thi 
Government. T i i 


“And where is thé line that divides us! Here, | 


says the British negotiator, and there, says the 
American negotiator. And to what’ are we to ap- 
peal? There is but one resource of two—war or 
negotiation; and the’ proposition of the Senator 
amounts te this: that Matne isto say whether it 
_Shall be by war or negotiation. ‘She would rush 
at once into war, and thus destroy all chance of 
& négoliation, But will any one say that she has 
thé right? Will the South venture on a question 


He in- | 


a State to do any- | 


é have decided the right; but, pénding the ac- į 
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of this kind? A portion of her property has been 
seized by the British, which they have taken ún- 
der a presumed power in our general relations, 
Would it be admitted that North Carolina might 
lard a force on the Island of Bermuda, and seize 
these slaves, or that she might make a declaration 
of war for thie purpose. As far as the military 
accupation of this territory is concerned, Maine 
has no more right to it than she has to sack 
Fredericton. I do not say that it is hot neces- 
sary for this Government to get it for her; but 
as long as it is in abeyance, Maine has no more 
right to take possession of it than she has to take 
possession of Frederickton. 

And now, how does this matter stand in regard 
to this territory? The right, we know, is in 
Maine, and we are in the process of establishing 
her title; but before we accomplish that, Maine 
changes the position of the question, and takes 
from us a prerogative which belongs tous. By 
a unanimous vote of this body, we declare that 
the line is beyond that territory, Itis there; and 
if every inch of it is to be drawn in blood, it shall 
be there. But by whose power is this to be 
effected? By our own, into whose hands these 
high powers are committed. It is not by the 
blood of Maine that this is to be decided, but by 
my blood and money, and by the blood and 
money of the whole country, and we are to decide 
on the time and the manner, But what mockery 
would all this be if Maine could drag us into a 
war; and with what spirit should we go to war, 
if we were, or could be dragged into it? We have 
seen a fire along the whole northern frontier. 
Suppose the case was there, could Vermont draw 
us into a war when the whole country is against 
it? And Maine has no more right to march into 
the disputed territory than the Governor of Ver- 
mont has to march his troops into Canada. This 
resolution seems right, under every aspect of the 
case. Maine is bound to forego her proceedings, 
and to surrender her discretion to the diseretion of 
the General Government. Let her, then, forbear 
a little longer. I concede that, if for a serica of 
years we should disregard her rights, then she 
would have the right to take the matter into her 
own hands, and be sovereign and independent by 
her own vigor. But this isan extreme case. I 
am anxious to take the case as it is now expressly 
made, and that is this: there is a dispute about 
this territory, and into that territory no foreigner 
can put his foot, and by this Government and by 
no State power can a different state of things ex- 
ist. By the supposition of a case, Great Britain 
is to withdraw; and she having thus performed 
her part, the question arises whether Maine may 
set aside her part of the agreement. 

Sir, I would be ag reluctant as any one through- 
out the State of Maine to accede to this resolu- 
tion if I believed it infringed any one of her just 


rights, or impaired her sovereignty: E would 
rather go to war than infringe the Constitution. 
But I do not believe that it docs so. I may be 


asked why I am in favorof this resolution. [tis 
because the war spirit is up. Britain has treated 
us badly, extremely so, and consequently the 
war spiritis abrond. Maine is aly excited; 


and is it better to leave this matter to her, who | 
has received the outrage, than to us who are ! 
cooler, and to whom the prerogative of judging | 


in this case belongs? Shall she draw us on, or 
shall we restrain her? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Maine, said: I was little 
surprised at the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, in the eatly part of his speech, 
knowing, as I did, the views of that gentleman 
in regard to State rights ‘and State sovereignty, 


and I am glad to perceive that before he closed | 


he was induced to say that when a State has suf- 
fered for a long series of years the suppression of 
her rights, it is her right and duty to interpose in 
her own behalf, and be sovereign by her own en- 
ergies. And now what is the case before us? 
This territory, he admits, or rather declares, is a 
part of the State of Maine, and her right of pos- 
session is held in suspense. But if this and a 
foreign Government have aright to take one third 
of the State of Maine, and say the title to it is in 
suspense, and to say to Maine she has no right 
to éxercise jurisdiction over whatis acknowledged 
by us to be absolutely her own, why have they 


‘vot the’ right -to take the whole State, and put 


i vaded, and shall we not repel that invasion? 


Maiite in abeyance as to her own identity? And 
if Britain and the United States should take a 
fancy to say the Penobscot is. the boundary, are 
the rights of Maine over all that territory sus- 
pended on that account? Sir, I trust not: 

' And what is the actual ease now under consid- 
eration? The territory of right belongs to Maine, 
and an agreement is made that she shall not ex- 
tend her jurisdiction over it, and then Maine is 
treated as if she had violated that agreement. But 
what are these resolutions? Dothey not say that 
in all her acts, thus far, she has not violated the 
spirit of any agreement? Why, then, is the con- 
duct of Maine arraigned, as if she would now re- 
venge her own wrongs? Thus far Maine has 
acted within the spirit of that agreement; and 
why, then, not Teavé her to determine and to do 
her own duty ?. Why go on and say, on a sup- 
position, on a mere presumption, that if she act 
otherwise thin you prescribe, you will not then 
be under obligation to protect her? We say that 
Maine has done, thus far, well; and why not stop 
there, and leave her to her owh, honor and discre- 


| tion? Sir, I hope this clause will be stricken 


out. 

Mr. WALKER said: I cannot bring my mind 
to favor the adoption of the entire resolutions. I 
am not for war unless it is dernanded by the honor 
of the conntry. T have no objection to the first 
part of this resolution, but to the last part 1 see 
constitutional objections which cannot be an- 
swered, and | should feel obliged to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations if they could answer 
them. 

The remarkable case in which a State can call 
on this Government for protection is when she is 
invaded, and itis the duty of this Government, 
by the Constitution, to protect a State under all 
circumstances against invasion, Andis this Gov- 
ernment to determine when a State shall enter 
into possession of what ave have declared to be a 


į! portion of the territory? We have unanimously 


decided that the soil is hers. W hosce is the sover- 
eignty then over this territory? I say it is that 


‘of Maine, And is it not right that this State sov- 
: ereignty should be exercised? 


! i Has Maine not 
the right to the possession of this territory? Or 


‘has this Government the right to prescribe the 
| time and circumstances under which a State shall 


exercise the right of sovereignty over the whole 
of her territory? This is not the question whether 
a State has a right to decide what is her territory. 


i But when the General Government has decided 


that itis her territory, has that General Govern- 
ment the right to say that she has not the right 
to exercise jurisdiction over that territory? 
Sir, what is the ense? Maine is actually D 
t 
is said this territory is disputed; but by whom? 
By a foreign Power. And what is the result of 
the argument of the Senator from South Carolina 
when carried out? It is, that although our terri- 
tory is invaded, we are not bound to repel that 
invasion if a foreign Power deny our right to the 
territory. Sir, if that is so, you never can repel 


|: invasion, for the invaders will ever deny your 


right. The territory is invaded, and we are told 
that we are not to perform our constitutional duty 
because a foreign Power disputes our jurisdic- 
tion. 

Maine, ifshe choose, may abandon the territory. 
But bas this Government a right, under the Con- 
stitution, to demand that a sovereign State shall 
give up the actual possession of any portion of 
her territory? We have no such right, and these 
resolutions cannot alter the Constitution. Then 


‘suppose that Maine has taken actual possession 


of this territory, and refuses to abandon that 
possession, and then suppose that. Great Britain 
marches her troops within the limits of Maine, 


| and makes war upon the State: then what do we 


declare if we adopt this resolution? We should 
have proclaimed to Great Britain and the world 
that this Government is under no obligation to 
defend Maine in the possession of this territory. 
The resolutions mèan this or nothing; and now E 
ask, if Maine should refuse to abandon this ter- 
ritory, and Great Britain should invade it, and 
proceed to slaughter our people, are we, in that 
case, under no obligation to defend and protect 
them? | 

“Mr. BROWN said, with alf the reverence 
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which he had on all occasions felt and cherished | 
for the rights of the States, he could not assent 
to the doctrines which had been avowed ‘by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Warcer.] He 
could not sanction the doctrine that the State of | 
Maine had a right to take possession; by military 
force, of the territory now-in dispute, énd which 
she claims as being within her proper boundaries, 
Where the limits of a State have been ascer- 
tained and acknowledged, the principle asserted 
was, beyond all doubt, correct; but when they 
were in dispute, the case was materially different. | 
A State could not settle controversies of any kind 
with a foreign Government, as it was competent 
alone for the General Government to exercise 
that authority, to which the treaty-making power 
belonged, under thé Constitution. The power of 
settling controversies of that kind had been most 
wisely confided exclusively to the General Gov- 
ernment.’ If it were left to each State whose ter- 
ritory borders on that belonging to foreign coun- 
tries, ‘and who might happen to have disputed 
boundaries; to withdraw from the General Gov- 
ernment the power of settling them by treaty; 
and of taking the controversy into their own 
hands, a single meinber of the Confederacy would 
have the power: of involving the other States in 
war at its pleasure. He therefore considered the 
doctrine contended for, utterly incompatible with 
the authority of the General Government to which 
the power of making war and peace alone be- 
longs, under the Constitution. : 

Mr. B. said he should vote for the adoption of 
the resolutions reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, because he believed they took 
the true view, not only as to the rights of the 
respective parties to the controversy, but as to 
the duties which it was incumbent on each to 
perform. Some honorable Senators had viewed 
them as not sufficiently strong in sustaining the | 
rights of the State of Maine; but he took a very 
different view of them. ‘The third resolution de- 
clares it the duty of the President, if the British 
Government shall attempt, by military force, to 
exercise exclusive jurisdiction over the territory 
in dispute, to resist it by the whole military force 
of the United States, and pledges the coöperation 
of the Senate in sustaining him to thatend. Asa 
correlative duty, the fourth resolution declares 
that, in the event the British Government shall 
refrain from attempting a military occupation, the 
State of Maine should, in the opinion of the Sen- 
ate, pursue a similar course of forbearance; but 
should she refuse to do so, and determine to set- 
tle the controversy for herself, by force, that there 
will be no obligation imposed on the United 
States to sustain her by military aid. 

Mr. B. was opposed to striking out the latter 
part of the last resolution, as had been proposed. ! 
The State of Maine certainly had no right, during 
the pendency of the controversy between the 
Government of the United States and Great Brit- | 
ain, to occupy the territory in dispute by a mili- 
tary force, except for the single purpose of repel- 
ling invasion. 1fshe pursued a contrary course, 
and should choose to undertake the settlement of | 
the controversy herself, the Government of the | 
United States would be absolved from any obli- | 
gation to sustain her in it. To strike out that part | 
of the resolution might create the inference that 
she had the right to occupy the territory by a mili- 
tary force, a right the exercise of which would 
inevitably lead to war. With the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Atten,] he shared fully in the wish 
to see the rights of the State of Maine defended, 
and to the utmost protected; but he could not 
agree with him in the sentiment which he had just 
uttered—that he was with her, “ right or wrong.” 
The maxim which the Senator had repeated was 
uttered by a gallant officer in the late war, and is 
the sentiment of lofty patriotism. Ina state of 
war it never can be misapplied. When the coun- 
try is once involved in war, no true patriot will į 
refuse to aid her, ‘ right or wronz;’? but it would 
be a great misapplication of the principle ina 
state of peace to make the same declaration. He 
had the utmost confidence in the patriotism of the | 
State of Maine, and did not believe that she would 


act rashly in the present controversy; but if she || 


should determine to occupy the territory in dis- 


ii upon itasa case of duty in Maine to manifest 


herself, he should not be réady to justify her, 
‘right or wrong.” The maxim that he who hag 
his quarrel just is doubly armed” is not more | 
truly applicable to individuals than to nations. 
Let us, in the progress of this éontroversy, be sure 
that every step we take initis sanctioned by pru- | 
dénce and justice; and if an appeal to arms be- | 
comes unavoidable, then we shall be strengthened | 
in the conflict not only by a consciousness of the | 
justice of our cause, but by the approbation of 
the nations of the civilized world. 

Mr. B. said that he would not refrain from į 
noticing an observation of the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Presron,] beforehehad concluded 
what he had to say on this subject. That Senator 
deprecates the prevalence, at this time, of what 
he calls @ war spirit in our country. He saw 
nothing to regret in this, if it be so. If it be meant 
by this that the nation had shown a just sensi- 
bility to the national honor, he rejoiced atit. The 
high spirit which the arrogant pretensions of || 
Great Britain had called forth from one part of || 
the country to the other, and the readiness of 
every portion of the Union to share with Maine 
in the ‘controversy, was the exhibition of a noble 
moral spectacle, of which he was ‘proud. Its 
tendency was to create a true American and na- 
tional feeling, and to' diminish thé force of those 
various British influences on our country, which 
he regarded as by far more formidable and dan- 
gerous to our republican form of Government ! 
than all others combined. He saw nothing in it | 
to regret, but everything to honor and applaud. 

Mr. B. would vote for the whole of the resolu- 
tions, not because he would surrender the right | 
of Maine or the dignity of the United States, but 
because they would best attain the great end in 
view, which wasa just and honorable termination 
of the negotiation. | 

Mr. RIVES said: It seems to me that the res- 
olutions would be certainly incomplete if we strike | 
out either the whole or part of the fourth resolu- | 
tion. The Senator from Maine has viewed this | 
subject under a misconception of the true charac- | 
ter of the controversy. He asks, why say any- 
thing to Maine; why not leave her to her own 
honor and diseretion? Sir, T hold that, while al- | 
most the whole of these resolutions are taken up 
in asserting the rights of Maine, we may be al- 
lowed to intimate to her what we consider to be | 
her duty in relation to those rights. Of the first 
three resolutions asserting the rights of Maine, the į 
first denies the right of Britain to exclusive juris- 
diction over this territory. The second declares 
that Maine is authorized to expel trespassers on | 
this territory. The third declares that, if Great į 
Britain persist in asserting her claim of exclusive | 
jurisdiction by a military occupation of the terri- | 
tory, in that case the United States are bound to 
sustain Maine, and it will be considered as an 
invasion, demanding of this Government to call 
out the military force of the whole country to 
repel it. . : 

When we have done all this in the assertion of i} 
the rights of Maine, shall we be silent in closing, 
with respect to what we consider her duty in re- 
lation to withdrawing her military force? Call 
it civil posse, or what you please, shall we not 
say that, if Great Britain refrainfrom the forcible 
assertion of exclusive jurisdiction, we must insist 


like forbearance, and that, if she will not do so, || 
there is no obligation resting on the United States 
to sustain her by military aid? All the argu- 
ments which have been brought to bear against 
the resolution are founded on misconceptions of 
its character. Gentlemen put it on the ground 
of invasion. But the resolution, on the contrary, || 
supposes that Britain will withdraw, and, in that | 
case, if Maine refuse to withdraw also, this Gov- i 
ernment is not bound to sustain her by military | 
aid. The power of peace and war is lodged in | 
the hands of the National Government, and it is | 
not the right of a State to make war in spite of | 
the nation. Maine has applied to the Govern- | 
ment for defense, and ought to expect the Gov- || 
ernment to prescribe in what manner and under | 
what circumstances that defense will be afforded. | 

No one is more ready than I to declare the; 
rights of Maine to this territory, and I am ready | 


pute between her and Great Britain by military 
force, and decide to settle the controversy for 


to give my utmost supportin the maintenance of 
those rights. But this question is to be decided 


| object. 


; impl 
| the State of Maine to carry on alone the war 


by Congress, the great arbitér in such éaye: 
it is Hot for Maine herself to decide it.. ‘ 
appears to me, that if we strike ‘out’ the ‘latter 
part of this resolution, we shall seem ‘to acquiesde’ 
in the assumption that Maine isto detidé this 
question for the United States, 99% 2 c 
Sir, Maine, or her Representatives here, hay 
mistaken her remedy. It is yet awatter of nego- 


tiation; and let all be brought to bear that can bë 


made to bear on the British Government to ind ued 
her to hasten the negotitition and bring it to some 
issue; and, when that is bréuéht tò an end with- 
out success, T, for one, shall be read y'for a formal 
declaration of war, for the purpose of sustaining 
our rights, And let gentlemen bring forward a 
proposition declaring that this negotiation de- 
mands earnest and pressing efforts to bring it to 
a close, or let it be a proposition for 4 special mis- 
sion for that purpose. Its long pendency ig wstain 
on the character of the country; but, till itis term 
inated, I añ against the ‘action ‘of öne of thë 
States to precipitate us into a war with a foreign 
Power. e have done everything to stimulate 
the Executive to hasten this negotiation. I have 


|! not learned what has been: done in- coñsequenče 


of the resolutions of Congress at the last session; 
and I should be gtad to know why this matter 
was not pressed while Canada was in a state of 
insurrection. I do not know what has been done; 
bat if the Senator from Maine will/bring forward 
a proposition to stimulate the Executive, it shall 
have my support, or fora special mission to Great 
Britain, using all the means to bring the contro- 
versy toa definitive conclusion; or let it be em- 
ployed to submit to her a proposition for another 
arbitration; and if Great Britain will not consent, 
then, on that supposition, let the Senator bring 
forward and lay a resolution on the table that the 
Government of the United States, and not Maine, 
shall occupy the territory by force. 

Mr. WEBSTER said: Concurring, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in the general spirit of these resolutions, I 
should be glad if there could be some modifica- 
tions made in the latter branch of the fourth and 
last, so as to insure for it my own approbation, 
and I should hope the unanimous approbation of 
the Senate. I cannot vote for itas itnow stands. 
I must say that, in my opinion, there are well- 
founded objections against it. 1 concur with the 
Senator from Missouri in thinking that-its senti- 
ment is not constitutional. © í 

Let us see, sir, how ‘this fourth resolution 
stands, Its words are: 

Resolved, That should the British authorities refrain from 
attempting a military occupation of the territory in dispute, 
and from enforcing their claim to exclusive jurisdiction 
over it arms, then, in the opinion of the Senate, the 
State of Maine ought, on her part, to pursue a course of 
similar forbearance. Ind should she refuse to do so, and 


determine to selle the cantroversy for herself hy force, the 
adjustment of which is intrusted wider the Constitution to 


i the Federal Government, in such an event there will be no 
: obligation imposed on that Government to sustain her by 
| military did. 


To the latter part of this resolution I entirely 
It is not fragrant of the true spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States. It seems to 
y that, in certain contingencies, we shall leave 


against England. It says that, if she shall not act 


| as we recommend, but shall make use-of her own 


force, we will not aid her. But-will that fulfill 
our whole constitutional duty? Gentlemen say 
that they will not suffer all the rest of the States 
to be dragged into a war by Maine. ‘Very well; 
but, then, neither must Maine herself be allowed 
to go to war, unless for reasons which shall in- 
duce this Government to go to war also. We 
need not reénact the Constitution; we need not 
declare that no State can make war with a for- 
eign nation. Hostilities commenced by a State 
are not lawful war. If a State declare war, itis 
still no Jawfal war, and it is, unquestionably, our 
duty to repress all such hostilities, until this Gov- 
ernment is at war itself. Itis wholly inadmissi- 
ble to suppose any case whatever, however con- 
tingent or however extreme, in which we may be 
quiet here, without dereliction of our duty, while 
one of the States is in arms against a forcign na~ 
tion. No supposable or imaginable case would 
allow such a state of things. Yet this seems to 
be implied in the last branch of this resolution. 
Hostilities, carried on by State authority, are no 
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more lawful than irregular invasions by multi- 
tudes of private and unauthorized individuals, 
Unquestionably, the duty of this Government is 
to prevent all such occurrences, . 

We, therefore, must set out, in the considera- 
tion of such subjects, with the conviction of this 
truth, that no State has a right to make war for 
itself any more than it has to make war for the 
whole country; or, as has been expressed, to drag 
the other States into it. : > 

These resolutions were, of course, drawn up 
hastily, as time has been short. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. . They were not drawn up 

in two days.” E ‘ 
. Mr. WEBSTER. I meant a compliment to 
the committee; but if gentlemen reject.it, I will 
takeitback. [Laughter.] There may be a state 
of things by which Maine may be involved in 
hostilities; and shall we then. keep hands off? 
Shall we neither repress those hostilities, nor 
make the war our own, but leave he? to fight out 
her own quarrel, in her own way? Sir, what 
American statesman can maintain such doctrines? 
This cannot be, We must prevent the war, or 
carry it.on ourselves, And we cannot constitu- 
tionally. declare by a resolution that we will or 
will not.give her the military aid of this Govern- 
ment, For what is implied in that? That she 
may go on, and make a little war of her,own, in 
which we may or may not take part, as we shall 
be adyised. ‘This, [ repeat, is the constitutional 
doctrine, fairly to be inferred from this latter 
branch of the resolution; and I again say that it 
ig a doctrine which I, for one, repudiate altogether, 
Maine is not our ally; she isa part of ourselves. 
In whatever relates to our foreign relations, she 
has. no capacity for separate action, and can 
neither make war nor make peace for herself, If 
she is invaded, she may repel that invasion, and 
it will be our duty to hasten to her aid with all 
our power, . If she be not invaded, the powor and 
the duty of vindicating her rights against foreign 
nations devolve op this Government; and she ber- 
self, in the mean timo, is to keep the peace, 

But i have another objection to thìs resolution. 


[t seema to carry an imputation against Maine. | 


Wimplica that there ia reason to fear that she 
may violate her coustitutionn! duty. Now Lam 
not diapoged thus to censure her in advance, | 
will impute to her no such purpose. Where is 
there any evidence that she ‘determines to sete 
the controversy for hersalf by force,” or that she 
ia likely to come to any such determination? 
Thus far she has made no such attempt. Why, 
then, should we rebuke her beforehand?) Why 
suppose a case, and that a very improbable one, 
for no purpose but that of saying that, oud it 
happen, we will reject her, and cast her off? 
This reproach in advance is unnecessary and 
unjust. : 

Why is it not enough to say, sir, that we will 
support the peace of the United States, that we 
Wil protect the interests of all the members of 
the Union, and vindicate their rights to the soil; 
that when there shall be a necessity for war, it 
shall be declared and waged by the whole power 
of this Government; but that, while there is 
peace, it shall be maintained by this Govern- 
ment? Sir, l repeat again, that there can be no 
possible state of things in which this resolution 
would be constitutional and just. 
invasion of Maine, she may repel it, and we must 
support her; and if. Maine invade her peaceable 
neighbors with hostile forces, it is our duty to be 
there and prevent such invasion. 

‘Sic, | concur cordially in the peaceful spirit of 
these resolutions; I would not foid out encour- 
agement to acts which might implicate the peace 
of the country. Butthe case made in this fourth 


resolution is not actual; itis all supposititious. | 


Maing has, as yet, done nothing which ought to 
be regarded as hostile. 


it not a matter of proper respect to. the State to 
take it for granted that, without an admonition 
or a rebuke from us, she will confine herself to 
those defensive measures which everybody knows 
she may rightfully exercise? She lee manifest- 
ed no disposition to maintain exclusive jurisdic- 
tion by military occupation; yet that is just the 
predicament in which this resolution supposes 
she may hereafter place herself, But why get up 


If there is an į 


l Why, then, shall we | 
presume that she will not still do her duty? Is | 
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a supposed ease; in-order to chide her, and to 
threaten her with being left to her fate? I should 
be glad, Mr. President, to be able to vote for all 
the resolutions; but I cannot vote for the last, 
unless this latter clause be stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said:. Since these resolu- 
tions have been met with extraordinary objec- 
tions, I will make. a few. observations anther, 
This body is truly the conservative body of the 
country; and we arc not to be deterred, through 
fear of giving offense, from marching forward in 
the course of our duty. : 

It appears to me that some of the arguments of 
Senators must of necessity involve the country. 
in wary not a war of the whole country, but a 
war brought on we know not. how nor why. 
What is the position of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and of the two Senators from Massachu- 
setts? Itis, that this is the territory of Maine, 
and therefore we are to goto war forthwith. They 
support Maine in the occupation of this territory, 
and let that proposition be adopted here, and the 
negotiation is ended, and then war is the imme- 
diate and inevitable result. 


But has the negotiation ended? I admit there 
has been long delay. But has not the British 
Minister told us that he expects a speedy scttle- 
mentof the main question? Butif the negotiation 
has ended, every Senator knows that war is the 
immediate result, Senators are wrong on this 
subject. This disputed territory has never been 
in the possession of Maine. She never held it. 
This has been a vexed question ever since the 
treaty of 1783; and since the rejection of the 
award of the ICing of Holland, it has, on our part, 
been under the control of the treaty-making power 
of this Government, and Maine has not the right 
to the exclusive possession of the territory any 
more than England. It is withdrawn from the 
jurisdiction of both severally, and is under the 
joint jurisdiction of thisGovernmentand England, 
for the purpose of scttling the controversy. But 
if this is the territory of Maine, and we are at 
once to maintain for her its possession, then the 
negotiation iy ended, and we are already ina state 
of war, Maine has expelled trespassers, and she 
did right to that extent, But Senators now say 
the negotiation is ended, that the disputed terri- 
tory belongs to Maine, and that we are bound by 
the Constitution to call forth the militia in defense 
of thia territory. Sir, the President, in all this 
affair, has acted with caution and firmness, [Le 
sces the approaching storm. In Maine all parties 
are exeited to the highest pitch, and, if we go 
there, they are rising by hundreds and by thou- 
sands. 

It is alleged thata force of four or five thousand 
men, under the command of Sir John Iarvey, is 
| cuncentrating at the mouth of the Aroostook, and 
that he has given notice to the jand agent of 
Maine that, unless his men should disperse, he 


of that State are rallying to the rescue. All this 
the President looks at boldly and calmly, with a 
fixed determination to support Maine against such 
an unjust attack; but, havin 

position of exalted eminence E 
whole country, where duty requires him to stand 
above the excited feelings so natural to the single 
State directly interested in the contest, aud to 
view the question in its bearings upon the whole 
Union, he says that, if Sir John Harvey should 
withdraw his forces, he will not, in that event, 
feel hinself bound to send the forces of the Uni- 
ted States to the support of Maine, should she 
determine to settle the controversy for herself by 
arms, 

This territory has never been considered for a 
moment, from 1783 till now, as a part of Maine; 
and when we pledge ourselves to stand by Maine 
to the death, is it unkind or unconstitutional for 
us to adopt the Jast clause of the fourth resolu- 
tion? The Senate in that do not say that, even 
if Maine should do wrong, a contingency might 


We could not say that, although it would have 
been constitutional to do so; but we want to tell 
Maine that we are not under a constitutional ob- 
ligation to aid her if she take possession of the 
disputed territory by her own force. And we do 


li 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
RE : 
|| Arise in which we would not rush to her rescue. 
| 
| 
li 


| not require of her even a simultancous withdrawal; 
i but the British are to withdraw first; and we say, 


would drive them away; and the hardy freemen | 


been placed in a; 
y the people of the | 


i 3 = 

if they do that, as I hope they.will, then we are 
under no constitutional obligation to sustain 
Maine in the possession of the territory, if she. 
choose to attempt it by force. 

„Sir, much as I deprecate war, yet I more dread 
dishonor; and if Sir John Harvey persist in car- 
rying his threat into execution, the Senate pledge 
themselves to war. And if we strike out the 
fourth resolution, and send the other three to 
Maine, with the speeches of the two Senators 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, we shall be at war before a fortnight. 
And if we say to Maine, with the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Atuen,] we will support you, right 
or wrong, sir, we shall then be governed by her 
impulses, we shall be led astray by the enthu- 
siasm cf. Maine, For her I am prepared to go 
to war. But I wish to. do it under such con- 
ditions that there can be no dispute. about the 
justice of our cause, And Iam not willing to 
conclude this proceeding without expressing to 
Maine our decision that the question is exclu- 
sively with us, and not with her. As it regards 
mere modifications of the resolutions, I am in 
favor of them as far as they can aid in effecting 
i unanimity. Butas far as the principle is con- 
cerned—that t:e question is ours—that I cannot 
abandon; and on that T had trusted and confidently 
hoped that we should have unanimity in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. DAVIS said: I will add but a word of ex- 
planation. The ground taken by the Senator 
| from Pennsylvania represents me as saying the 
negotiation is at an end, Now, alll desire is, 
that the Senate may know how and why I said 
it. LIsaid ithad been at an end, and it was so 
declared, both by this and the British Govern- 
ment; but I did not say that it could not be re- 
newed. F said also, that Great Britain had de- 
parted from the original understanding, (of not 
extending jurisdiction,) beeause she considercd 
jitas no longer binding; and, taking still higher 
| ground, she claimed for herself the sole occu- 

ancy of the disputed territory. And this claim 
was just been asserted, not only by the British 
Minister here, but by New Brunswick; and by 
the protocol is now proposed a new arrangement. 
That is the view which I took of the subject, and 
the connection in which Ð mentioned it, not be- 
eause this arrangement was gone beyond all hope, 
but that it might be renewed. 

As it regards the Constitution, the difference 
between the Senator and myself is this: he does 
notatall controvert the position which assumed, 
| that if a State is invaded, it is then both the right 
| of a State to repel it, and the duty of this Govern- 
i ment to aid in repelling it, Nothing can be clearer 
i tban this. It is plain common sense, But the 
difference between us is, that he says Maine is 
not invaded, but I say it is, and that is the whole 
difference between us. And if he thinks that I 
would justify Maine in going out of the territory 
to court a controversy, he is under a mistake, 
spoke of her right to repel invasion. And now, 
how am I answered? Does any gentleman say 
that this is not the territory of Maine? No, sir, 
not one, But the Senator from Pennsylvania 
avoids this by saying Maine never had posses- 
sion of it. Bat is itso? Tle says that the pos- 


session of it has not been held since 1783. But 
how does this agree with the facts? Massachu- 


setts surveyed the territory, laid out towns upon 
it, and disposed of portions of it thirty years ago, 
as far back as 1806, exercising jurisdiction, as a 
part of the United States, over all the wild terri- 
tory. And now can you say, after such acts as 
these, that there is and has becn no jurisdiction 
and no possession? Such are the facts, and such 
is the way in which the subject presents itself 
here. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I will recall the attention of 
the Senate to the present state of the facts, which] 
regard as most important of all at this time. It 
is a fact that Maine has now, possession of the 
i disputed territory; that is, a part. Itis another 
; fact, the Governor of New Brunswick threatens 
| to remove the Maine forces by the British forces. 
_And now the great object is to relieve the coun- 
; try from presentdificulty. And where isthe dif- 
;ficulty? New Brunswick feels herself under or- 
| ders to expel the forces. of Maine out of the 
i territory. Maine has gone there merely to drive 
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out trespassers, but she cannot retire: under this 
menace. ‘Thisis the naked state of the facts, and, 
unless something is done, New. Brunswick: will 
execute her threats. And what is to be done? 
This resolution is one expedient, and it goes on 
the ground that if New Brunswick will abstain, 
Maine is to retire. This: will save the honor of 
both sides... And what is proposed on the other 
side? To insist that Maine has now a right to 
the possession: gentlemen who take that ground 
intend war, and it will come.» And what is an- 
other view of the subject taken by one of the 
Senators from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wessrer ?] 
It is, that Maine is not-to be known in this affair 
any more than a county; and it intimates’ that 
this county cannot be at the same time in the 
Opposite relations of war and peace, (with the 
principal and subordinates of another power,) 
and that we have a right to go and drive off the 
Maine forces without consulting Maine at all. 

I know that all this arises from the Senator’s 
peculiar views, or from his political system. But 
we differ on these points. And although this is 
the boundary of the United States, and is so of 
Maine, the views of the Senator on these points 
must be-abhorrent to every man who does not 
agree with him-in his peculiar sentiments. 

Sir, we must meet this point of honor, (between 
Maine and New Brunswick,) and the committee 
have done well to say. that New Brunswick is to 
withdraw, and then Maine is to withdraw. That 
is the best proposition. 

Mr. YOUNG now moved to strike out the last 
clause of the fourth resolution, and insert: 

And leave the ultimate adjustment of her grievances to 
the Government of the United States, to which it right- 
fully and constitutionally belongs. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Thisis judiciously worded; 
but it will not reach the point. We ask New 
Brunswick to abstain from her avowed determ- 
ination; and if she does this, Maine ought to 
withdraw. I prefer, therefore, the original clause 
as it came from the committee; it is to the point; 
and when I-heard the substitute for it, I was still 
more‘decidedly in its favor; for, if that does net 
mean the same thing, it means nothing at all. 
And we had better not disguise our meaning on 
thé point at issue, it is a point of honor; for 
Maine is threatened, and New Brunswick has 
given the threat; so that neither can retire unless 


we interpose. We therefore come forward, and, | 


after due deliberation, we adopt the views of the 
Executive in this matter. Sir, in this question 
is peace or war. There is no safety but in adopt- 
ing the views of the committee in conjunction 
with the opinions of the Executive. 

Mr. WEBSTER. It is easy, s 


know how far any subject may be circumscribed 
and narrowed, if it respect our foreign relations, 


and yet not incur the charge of involving, by | 


possibility, peace or war. But I cannot think 
that on the question of this amendment to this 
fourth resolution, hangs the great issue-of peace 
or-war. The gentleman calls on me fora sub- 
stitute. Ithink the resolutions sufficiently ex- 
pressive without the last clause of the fourth. 
But, if anything is needed in place of that clause, 
I think that the clause proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Youna] is vastly preferable to 
the original clause, and that it may obtain the 
general approbation, and perhaps the unanimous 
vote of the Senate. 

And. what is the difference? Sir, it is quite 
apparent. The resolution now says that if the 
British authorities shall withdraw their troops, 
and Maine shall not withdraw hers, but undertake 


to settle the controversy herself, then this Gov- | ; j 
| edged territory of Maine: but acknowledged by 


ernment will not be under obligation to sustain 
her by military force. 


and asserts the duty and the power of this Gov- 
ernment over the whole subject. The amend- 
ment of the member from Hlinois proposes to add 
to the first branch of the resolution these words: 
< Leaving to the Government of the United States, 
to which it properly belongs, the redress of her 
grievances.” And, Lask, which reads most like 
the Constitution of the United States? 

The Senator from South Carolina seems to think 
that this is an. infringement of I know not what 
right of a State, and a measure growing out of 


ir, to say that | 
any question involves peace or war; and I do not | 


But the clause proposed | 
by the member from Illinois leaves out all this, | 


; 
i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


‘as clear as ourown. It is in dispute; and, ull 
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my own peculiar and singular-views.’. Does he 
mean that a State has a right to make war? Or, 
if it should, does he deny our power and our duty 
to preventit?. 9.08 or. 

Mr. CALHOUN. There are two ways.of pre- 
venting it. ` One is to invite Maine to retire; the 
other is to drive her off, which we might do if she 
is to be regarded only as.acounty. But, as Maine 
isa State, we have not that right; although we 
may apply to her the moral force of this Govern- 
ment. . ‘ 

Mr. WEBSTER. A moral force is not polit- 
ical power. We are clothed with political power, 
which it is our duty to exercise on all proper oc- 
casions, as well to preserve the peace of the coun- 
try as to maintain its rights. But I have not said 
that Maine was no more than a county. AH E 
said was, that we could have no war by States 
any more than by counties or by multitudes of 
ârmed persons, acting without any authority at 
all. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Certainly not. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Then it 1s our business to 
prevent it. If there be hostilities not carried on 
by the authority of this: Government, they are 
to be suppressed. I did not say that we were to 
drive Maine out of the Union; but the reverse. 
I said that we must prevent war, unless author- 
ized by this Government, by such means. as the 
case should call for, when it should happen; and 
that if we cannot prevent such war, then we can- 
notexecute the Constitution. It isourduty—the 
duty of this Government, and of nobody else— 
to say when there shall be war, and when there 
shall be peace. And, in the next place, what I 
have objected to in the resolution is the penalty 
which is there hypothetically threatened against 
Maine; a threat for which I see no cause and no 
reason. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I did not suppose that the 
question of war or peace was involved in the 


words of the resolution, but in the principle on 
which it is based. The resolution is better than 
the amendment, because it bears more directly on 
the point of honor at issue, and on which turns 
the difficulty. And what I mean to assert is, that 
the military occupation by Maine of that territory 
is absolutely inconsistent with peace. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Is Maine to withdraw her 
force under existing circumstances? i 

Mr. CALHOUN. Certainly not. Maine has 
a right to retain her military force while she re- 
mains under a threat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What I wish to say is, 
that the military force of Maine is now under a 
threat, and whenever that threat shall be with- 
drawn, Maine can have no inducement to retain 
her military force in the territory; and it was, 
therefore, that I argued that it was best to leave 
Maine, on this point, to her own discretion. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky. These resolutions 
were not hastily drawn up by the committee, but 
after a full examination and consideration of the 
subject; and I must say that, after all that has 
been said, I still adhere to them as they are. I 
believe that peace depends on our firmness here 
at Washington, and directed to Maine. Gentle- 
men have argued as if there was an actual inva- 
sion; but if it is so, let them come out boidly and 
propose a declaration of war. Sir, there is no 
Invasion; at least none such as the Constitution 
contemplates in the way of hostility to this Gov- 
ernment. When the Constitution speaks of inva- 
sion, and of the right of a State to call on this 
Government for its repulsion, the Constitution 
means that an uncontroverted, settled territory is 
invaded: but is that now the case? The Senator 
from Massachusetts says that this is the acknowl- 


whom? Itis by one of the parties, And now let 
us suppose that Great Britain is equally unani- 
mous as to her right to the territory as we are to 
ours: might not Britein then say that Maine’s 
going into the Aroostook country was an inva- | 
sion, and that it imposed on the British Govern- | 
ment the duty of repelling it? There are two par- | 
ties in this controversy, and the other party may || 
be undér a conviction that the territory is hers, 


that is settled, what has taken place cannot be 
an invasion which this Government is bound to || 
i 
i 


repel. 


But we are asked, can a State: make war ? Yes 
she can, in fact; and I wish: she may not beat 
war at this moment... Can we deny.the.fact, that 
ten thousand militia, with arms in their hands; 
and sent by Maine upon Frederickton, would-be 
war upon New Brunswick? Who can deny it? 
It is not a constitutional, legitimate war; but itis 
war ipso facto, and it is against that that E wish 
the Legislature. and the country to guard. : And 
what is the fact? Great Britain has not invaded 
this territory; but Maine has invaded it, with all 
the circumstance and pomp of war, really for a 
civil purpose; but to. the British it may have ap- 
peared different, and as a military occupation. 
She has gone there with one hundred and fifty 
chosen men, under a sheriff, and with a six- 
pounder. Afterwards, Sir John Harvey warns 
them to break up and retire; but the Governor of 
Maine says “ no,” and the Legislature make a 
unanimous call for ten thousand men, who are 
now assembling in sight almost of the, British 
force at the mouth of the Aroostook. Anddo we 
now resort to logic, and think it an impossibility 
that a State can make war? Itis contrary to fact. 

And whatis presented in the resolutions? The 
second declares that, if the British shall, with a 
military furce, enter the coun try, with aview to its 
occupation and exclusive jurisdiction, then we 
will consider it as an invasion. _But.no such en- 
try has been made. It has been threatened, but 
not made. And further, we say, if the British for- 
bear, then Maine also is to forbear; and then we 
say, if she will not forbear, (and who will say 
that she ought not?) Maine may continue her 
military occupation of the territory. And who 
will say that she is not bound to retire? And if 
she is bound to do so, are we not manfully to tell 
her, not that we will not come to her succor, but 
simply forewarn her that if she refuse to withdraw, 
then this Government is not bound by the Con- 
stitution to aid and succor her? Andis not this 
fair and candid? If gentlemen look at this exas- 
perated state of feeling, can they doubt thé dan- 
ger of war? .And whenever we are in war, lam 
the last man to have peace on any other ground 
than thatof the honor and interest of the coun- 
ay But it is proposed here simply to say to 

aine that she ought to prepare to leave it to this 
Government to adjust and arrange this matter 
with a foreign Government; and in her present 
infuriated state is it not necessary that you should 
say to her, If you refuse our counsels, and rush 
headlong into war, you must take the conse- 
quences, and we are acquitted of all obligation to 
follow you? 

Sir, I trust the amendment will not be adopted, 
either to strike out any part of this resolution, or 
to insert the clause proposed. I saw from the first, 
that if the Exccutive and Legislature would now 
take a bold, manly course, they might. avert war, 
I had great uncertainty in regard to the Executive; 
but, as far as 1 know, he has acted with a sincere 
purpose to preserve the peace of the country, and 
in this I desire that all may unite. 

Mr. ALLEN said: Four years ago, the Presi- 
dent recommended-what were esteemed hard and 
harsh measures against a foreign Power, and all 
who looked at the strength of that Power said, if 
you pass those resolutions you will have war. 
But we passed those resolutions notwithstand- 
ing all that, and those who were most disposed 
to avoid them, nevertheless, when the vote was 
taken, voted for them, and the vote was unani- 
mous, two gentlemen who were against them at 
night voting on the other side the next morning, 
And what was the consequence? We refused to 
pocket the insult, and France paid the money. 

At the last session, the Senate, by a unanimous 
vote, determined that the right to this territory 
was in Maine. Great Britain has now eighteen 
thousand regulars and twenty-five thousand Can- 
adians drilled forthe field; and when this is donc, 
we are dared with a threat. Butis there any- 
thing about the question of title to the disputed 
territory? No, sir; Great Britain has refused to 
negotiate on that subject. And what do we now 
hear? When she bas prepared her cannon, you 


| hear her for the first time then claim exclusive 
| jurisdiction over the territory; and gentlemen 
| now rise here and say this isa subordinate and 


unimportant question. Sir, it is now the only 
question, She has asserted that claim with a 


flireat of force: That isthe condition of the ques- | 
tion: Sir John Harvey would not say that he |! 
would withdraw the trespassers, - They were A 
British subjects, and the-object-was to maintain | 
jurisdiction by personal possession. And the | 
avails of thé proceeding are tobe put to the dis- | 

uted territory fund? Britain intends that Brits í 
ish subjects sliall hold personal possession of | 
that territory, and. she therefore backs the intru- i 
ders with the whole force of the empire to main- | 
tain her possession. ee +o | 

The vote was now taken on the question of ! 
striking out the last clause of the fourth resolu- | 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 
18, nays 26. ; : i 

Mr. WEBSTER. I move now, sir, to strike | 
out the Jast’clause of this fourth resolution, and : 
insert the words: proposed ‘by the member from | 
Hlineis. Hoo o - 

Mr. NORV BLE.: suggested that these words 
might- be amended by saying ‘ the vindication of 
her rights,” instead of ‘ë the redress of her griev- 
ances’? 80 as to read, “and. leave the altimate | 
vindication of her righta ‘to the Government of 
the Unitel States, to which it rightfully and con- 
atitutionally belongk.”' 

Mr. WEBSTER said he liked this change of 
words, and adopted it with pleasure; and asked to 
have the whole resolution thon road, in order to 
sec how it would stand if thus amended, 

The Secretary having read the resolution as 
proposed by Mr. Wensrer-to be amended, 

Mr. WEBSTER said: Phere, sir, t can under- 
stand-that; it-savors of the true doctrine, cor- | 
rectly describes the duties of Maine and our | 
own duties. thas the spirit of the Constitu- | 
tion in-it, and I trust-the Senate will adopt it as | 
it stands, Bi 

Mr BUCHANAN aaidthis modification would 
change eritircly the importiof the substitute pro- 
poded by Mr. Youna.: : 

Mr: WEBSTER thought othorwiso. 

Mr. LINN, (1 oan-vote for this; bat if blood | 
has been shed, however wo may voto, the very 
instant that blood is drawn by command of Brit- 
ish authority, at that instant we shall be in a 
plate of war; and | would say, paralyzed. be the | 
tongue that would say nay, and the arm that | 
‘would not givo its aid to Maine. Itis a thing, | 
-of course, to make patriotic apeeches; but any 
one who knows me will say that I will come up 
to what I say I will do, and I would go further 
if l could. And I say again that, whatever we | 
vote now, the very instant that blood is drawn ! 
by British authority, that very instant my voice 
shall be for war. | 

Sir, I look baek on the whole scene of haughti- | 
ness and pride which has been enacted upon us 
by that Government, and the impression from it | 
in no way disposes me to pacific measures to- 
warda that Government; and whenever there is 
a doubt whether we ought to have war or not, | 
whenever such a doubt shall arise, that decides 
me for war. I look back at the insults and inju- 
ties which we have received from that Power, | 
and which neither I-nor. the country have for- | 
gotten, and which, though I am forgiving, I can- | 
not forget; and in the event of a collision, how- 
ever light, you will find me voting for the ex- 
tremest measures. Ay, sir, and I look forward, 
too, at the prospect of our being sold to Great |; 
Britain through Ure medium of her stocks. lam | 
looking for the time when we shall see troops of i| 
British noblemen on this side of the Atlantic; and | 
already in this country is there a passion, a love 
‘growing up for the point and titles of aristocracy. |! 

believe, therefore, it is a matter of policy to i 
| 


place an insurmountable barrier between the two | 
countries, at least for ten years to come. 

The question was now puton Mr. Wensten’s 
motion to strike out and insert as above, and it, 


was decided in the atfirmative-—yeas 24, nays 2l; | 
as follows: <i 
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of Indiana, Southard, Swin, Talmadge, aud Wright—21. i 


‘The first three resolutions of the Committee on | 
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Foreign Relations:on this subject. were taken to- 
gether; and agreed toyeas 44, nays l, (Mr: 
RuGGues.).- at : é 

The fourth resolution, modified as above, was 
unanimously agreed to.: ` ; f 

Mr. RUGGLES offered as a fifth resolution a 
declaration that the great and unaccountable pro- 
crastination in settling this question was a cause 
of much regret, and that:this Government owed 
it.to the United States and to Maine to require its 
immediate adjustment. 

On the call of Mr. Nixes, the resolutions of 
Congress at the last session on this subject were 


read, and appeared so strong and decisive (call- |i 


ing for an immediate adjustment of the question) 
that Mr. Davis withdrew his proposition, as not 
likely to give any additional force to the injunc- 
tion. 


In a report of the proceedings in the Senate on 
the Maine boundary question, published in the 
Daily Globe of the 9th instant, the remarks of 
Mr. Bucwanan, with. several others, were copied 


from the Intelligencer. The following note to the | 


editors of that paper, making some corrections, 
escaped us at the time: 
TO THE EDITORS. 
LANCASTER, March 22, 1839. 

GENTLEMEN: There is one error in the sketch of the 
debate in the Senate on the night of the Ist instant, on the 
subject of the Maine controversy, which appeared in the 
tri-weekly Intelligencer of Tuesday lust, of sufficient im- 
portance to justify correction from me. Iam made to say, 


j in the fourth column of the fourth page, when speaking of 


the proceedings ou our northeastern frontier, that “ all this 
the President looks at boldly and manfully, on an exalted 
eminence, above the feelings of the country,” &c., &e. Now, 
Į certainly never used, nor could have used, such an ab- 
Burd expression. ‘I'he casiest mode of correction is to state 
the substance of what I did say, which is as follows; 

i poe paragraph, as corrected, is given in the foregoing 
debate, 

I might make somo other corrections, such as thar T did 
not say Unt the boundary question “had been a vexed 
question ever since the treaty of 1783,” and that “ this ter- 
ritory bad never been considered for a moment, from 1783 
tiil now, as a part of Maine; having endenvored to prove, 
and f think Kuccexsfully, in a report to the Senate on a 
former occasion, thatit did not even begin to be a question 


At all, until the confereners whieh preceded the treaty of 


Ghent; bat T forbear to trouble you further. 

I make these corrections in na spirit of complaint against 
the reporter; on the contrary, considering the lateness of 
the hour and the length of the debate, his sketeh is more 
accurate than could have been reasonably expected. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 


STATE: OF THE FINANCES. | 


SPEECH OF HON. G. N. BRIGGS, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 2 and 9, 1839. 


The House having under consideration the motion to re- 
commit the report of the Committee of Ways and Means 
op the state of the Finances— 


Mr. BRIGGS said he should not have at this 
time risen, but for some remarks which had fal- 
len from the honorable gentleman fram South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] to day, as well as from 
another gentleman from South Carolina yester- 
day, (Mr. Prexens,}] which were, indeed, but a 
continuation of observations of the same kind 
from the same quarter. ‘The gentleman [Mr. 
Ruerr) had harped upon the tarif ad compro- 
mise bill, and had declared, with much solemnity, 
that he should not violate it. Why, who talked, 
or who had talked of violating it? Who asked 
for any revision of the tarif? Why were these 
eerie so conunuall 

as that portion of the Union so deeply interest- 
ed in violating the compromise? Ee had sup- 
posed it was the people of n different portion of 


the country that had the deepest interest in such |! 
| a measure; yet they asked for no such thing. The 


gentleman spoke of the great reluctance with 
which he should violate the compromise, yet he 
threw out remarks which very plainly. showed 
that he would be very glad if it were violated. The 
gentleman had said there were two ways in which 
this might be done: the one was by direct legis- 
lation increasing the rate of duties; the other, by 
such extravagant expenditure as would create a 
public debt. 


y harping on thatstring? | 


The first of the two gentlemen from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Prcxens] had commenced: his speech 
by warmly complimenting the frank and open 
éourse of the gentleman from Pennsylvania over 
the way [Mr. Bippis.] He had expressed the 
liveliest satisfaction at it; Wad considered the 
question as one of vital importance, and had called 
on the country to witness that gentleman’s course 
in regard to it. Any one just entering the House 
would suppose that some great and leading mease 
ure had been moved by one of the parties here; 
but what did the mighty affair turn out to be? 
Why, sir, the Committee of Ways and Means 
i had made a report on the finances, and, finding 
they had fallen into an error of fact, the chairman 
made a motion to correct that error. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, supposing he had de- 
| tected other errors, moved to recommit the report, 
that they might correct any errors it contained ! 
Yet the gentleman declared, in hisown emphatic 
manner, that here was an issue of the most in- 
tense interest, and he called upon the party with 
whom he has recently united himself, to rally, 
and to vote againat this terrible motion to recom- 
mit. It had often been said that new converts 
were usually the most zealous of their sect; and 
this might possibly account for the burning zeal 
of the gentleman from South Carolina in forming 
this new issue, to which he attached such vast 
importance. It was certainly mostsingular! Was 
here any great principle to contend about?) Mr. 
B. could perceive none. But the issue was, at all 
events, to be made. The gentleman looked be- 
yond the question before the House, and insisted 
that the true question now was, whether the ex- 
isting extravagance was (o continue, or a whole- 
some reform was to take its place. The gentle- 
man placed his hopes of reform upon his new 
friends. But, had he forgotten that the same party 
on whom he now relied hed voted enormous sums 
for purposes from which it was now proposed to 
withhold even the ordinary appropriations? Had 
they not called on the Departments from day to 
day to see whether they could not conveniently 
spend a few thousands more on this object, and 
afew thousands more on that? Had they not, in 
some cases, made double appropriations? Had 
the gentleman forgotten the determined resistance 
they had made to the distribution of the surplus 
revenue? and, when all the Departments were 
absolutely gorged until they were in danger of 
bursting from plethora, had they not held on to 
the money to the very last, with the grasp of a 
dying miser? The gentleman ought not to pass 
over these things. Ele gave notice to the country, 
and repeated the oft-repeated note of alarm, and 
warned the House and the nation that if it should 
be attempted to reinforce a protecting tariff, the 
attempt would surely result in the dissolution of 
the Union, What occasion was there for all this? 
Why should the gentleman, on this occasion, 
repeat that note of terror and alarm, and in an 
octave higher than at former rehearsals? No- 
| body proposed to disturb the compromise here, 
| although elsewhere such a thing had been sug- 
gested; but by none of the party with whom Mr. 
B. was in the habit of acting; by none of those 
| who were most interested that such measure 
i should succeed. : ; 
|; Mr. B. said he had been particularly impressed 
i by the remarks of the gentleman from South 
l: Carolina, when protesting against a revision of 
l! the tariff as unconstitutional. And he had been 
led to contrast the views now expressed by that 
| gentleman with those avowed and maintained by 
other leading gentlemen from his own State at 
another time. The gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. 
Ruerr,] who had last addressed the House, had 
made the extraordinary assertion that the firstlaw 
avowedly passed with a view to protection, had 
been enacted in 1820, and that the system had 
| not been consummated till 1824. The remark 
H Was surprising. In 1816 Mr. B. found on record 
a speech delivered by a very distinguished gen- 
| Ueman from the State of South Carolina, an au- 
i thority to which the gentleman in particular 
; would not object, he meant Jobn C. Calhoun, 
i which was perfectly clear and decided in main- 
: taining the propriety of enacting duties expressly 
i with a view to protection. ‘That gentleman had 
i then been a member of this House, and had deliv- 
ered a most lucid and convineing speech in favor 
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of. duties for protection and of internal improve- 
ment by the General Government, and had main- 
tained that both measures were calculated. to 
bind the Union together in the strongest bonds. 
Nay, So far did‘he go as to advocate a principle 
now denounced: as odious and abeminable—the 
expediency of theminimum: it was contended for 
both by John C. Calhoun and William Lowndes, 
both of them the bold and fearless advocates of 
a protective tariff. Had there ever been a single 
President of the United States, from the days of 


f 


Washington to this hour, who had not declared j 


in favor of the principles of protection? Never 
one. There was, no. exception, from President 
Washington to. President Jackson. In one of 
General Jackson’s State papers there was to be 
found a most ‘explicit and labored defense of a 
protecting tariff, And further: the man who, 
above all others, had ever been the idol of the 
South Carolina party—he meant Mr. Jefferson— 
had used language the strongest of all in favor of 
the protective policy. That statesman spoke not 
merely of duties for protection, but duties of pro- 
tection. In 1816, when the State of South Caro- 
lina had beén the warm advocate of a protective 
tariff, and the State of Massachusetts had been 
opposed to it~it was iñ that’ year that Mr. Jef- 
ferson, in his famous letter to Benjamin Austin, 
of Boston, advocated a protective tariff, and said 
that the opposition to it camefrom “the Federal 
aristocrats of the East.” Then it was that Mr. 
Jefferson had maintained that the manufacturer 


ought to be placed by the side of the merchant | 


and the farmer, and had predicted that the coun- 
try never would flourish and develop all its ener- 
ies till that was done. Gentlemen were mistaken 
if they thought to make the people believe that 
the tariff was an odious northern measure. Not 
only. the tariff, but internal improvements, now 
so totally denounced, were of southern origin. 
Mr. RHETT here interposed. He was per- 
fectly ‘aware of all that. But the gentleman might 
save himself the trouble of referring to what gen- 
tlemen from ‘South Carolina had ‘said on those 
subjects.’ Mr. R. did not care one farthing what 
‘they had said, or whether they had advocated a 
tariff or no. Hehad hisown opinions, and these he 
should continue to hold and to avow, though Mr. 
Jefferson, and Mr. Lowndes, and Mr. Calhoun, 
‘and all the South Carolina delegation, ay, and 
Andrew Jackson to boot, had held opinions dia- 
metrically opposite. 
{At this point of the debate the morning hour 
expired, and the subject lay over till the next 


day.) 


Tourspay, February 9, 1839. 


The same subject being under consideration— 
Mr. BRIGGS said that at the moment when 
the hour had expired the other morning, he had 
been interrupted in his remarks by the gentleman 


from South Carolina. 1 was proceéding to show | 


in answer to certain statements which had been 
made here by the two gentlemen from South Car- 
olina, that this principle of the tariff was not, as 
had been represented in that quarter, a thing of 
northern origin. I mentioned several distinguished 
gentlemen from. the South whose opinions in fa- 
vor of a protective tariff and of internal improve- 
ments were on record, The gentleman who in- 
terrupted me said that he cared not for those 
opinions—that he disregarded them entirely, and 
he seemed to treat with lofty scorn the opinions 
‘of such. men as William Lowndes, John C. Cal- 
houn, Robert Y. Hayne, Thomas Jefferson, ay, 
sir, and even Andrew Jackson, This may be 
‘allso. The gentleman may hold these opinions 
in light estimation, but that does not alter the 
fact. The opinions of the distinguished states- 
men to whom F have alluded are upon record, and 
the gentleman cannot nullify or expunge them. 
They are written down by the pen of history, and 
whatever may be the course of things hereafter, 
there they willstand. The gentleman intimated 
that it was improper to refer to such opinions in 
this way. They were referred to by him in no 
spirit of disrespect to the gentleman who enter- 
tained such opinions, for he respected them all, 
although probably some of them might have 
changed their views. But when gentlemen com- 
ing from the same quarter of the Union and the 


same State rise and avow opinions directly op- 
posite, and charge upon the members from other 
sections of the Union the introduction and sup- 
port of a system which they say operates un- 
justly, which is asystem of oppression and fraud, 
is it Inappropriate for. the latter to allude to. the 
opinions coming from the same section. of the 
country as those who prefer such charges? Sup- 
pose they are right. Should it not rather lead to 
forbearance in their minds towards us, that the 
system originated with them and not with us? 
But, sir, the allusion to these opinions is cor- 
rect and proper in another point of view. The 


gentleman from South Carolina who last. spoke 


declared, with all apparent seriousness, and with 
his usual ardor, thatthe principle of a protective 
tariff was never recognized until the year 1820, 
when it was applied to the article of iron. Now, 
was it not proper for me to show that this great 
principle had been discussed at an earlier period ? 
I allude to these opinions not only as regarded 
the subject of the tariff, but also that of internal 
improvement. And in addition to the names I 
have mentioned, f give the name of another dis- 
tinguished gentleman from South Carolina who 
advocated internal improvements, and who advo- 
cated, amongst others, that which has been de- 
nounced as being the worst of all of them—the 
Cumberland road bill. I allude to George Mc- 
Duffie, who, with all the powers of his great, 
mind, advocated appropriations for that work 
and others. This very Cumberland road origin- 
ated with the administration of Mr. Jefferson, 


| and received the sanction of his signature. 


I will now advert briefly to extracts from mes- 
sages of the several Presidents of the United 
States, beginning with the message of George 
Washington, in the year 1796. He says: 

« Congress have repeatedly, and not without success, di- 
rected their attention to the encourazement of domestic 
manufactures. The object is of too great consequence not 
to insure a continuance of their efforts in every way which 
shall appear eligible.” 

This is the opinion expressed by that great man 
so far back as the year 1796; and yet the gentle- 
man from South Carolina tells us that the princi- 
ple of protection was not recognized until the 
year 1820. 

Well, sir, what further? In the year 1806, at 
atime when there was a large amount of money 
flowing into the Treasury, Mr. Jefferson, speak- 
ing of the manner in which the surplus should be 
disposed of, asks: 

“ Shall we suppress the impost, and give that advantage 
to foreign over domestic manufactures 2”? 

Again: in the year 1808, Mr. Jefferson holds 
the following language, and I call the particular 
attention of my southern friends to this extract: 


“ The situation into which we have been forced has im- 
pelled us to apply a portion of our industry and capital to 
internal manufactures and improvements. The extent of 
this conviction is daily increasing, and little doubt remains 
that the establishments formed and forming will, under the 
auspices of cheaper materials and subsistence, the freedom 
of labor from taxation with us, and of protecting duties and 
prohibitions, become permanent.” 

And yet the gentleman from South Carolina 
had learned from the history of this protective 
principle that it never was recognized by this Gov- 
ernment until the year 1820, when it was applied 
to iron. 

President Madison, in the year 1809, says: 

“It will be worthy of their just and provident care to 
make such further alterations in the laws as will more €s- 
pecially foster and protect the several branches of manu- 
factures which have been recently instituted or extended 
by the laudable exertions of our citizens.’? 

Thus it appears that this system now denounced 
in the broadest terms by the two gentlemen from 
South Carolina—and I notice this merely by way 
of defense—this very principle, I say, has been 
recognized from the establishment of the Consti- 
tution of the United States; has been recommend- 
ed, and from time to time pressed on the considera- 
tion of Congress, by the distinguished citizens of 


|i the South who have presided over the destinies 


of this country. This, in connection with the 
fact stated the other day by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bipxe,] that the preamble 
of the second act passed under the Constitution 
declares it to be necessary for the support of Gov- 
ernment, and for the encouragement and protec- 
tion of manufactures, that duties be Jaid, shows 
-snost clearly what have-been the opinions of states- 


men from.the southern portion ofthis Confeder- 
acy. ~ Yet. gentlemen rise.up on this floor, again 
and again, and: denounce the system as having 
originated with one section of: the. Union, ard 
founded.in. oppression and fraud., ; 
-The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pick- 
ens] talked about an effort to burn this principle 
of protection into the Constitution... To burn it 
into the Constitution No, sir; it is more deeply. 
fixed in that instrument. It was ingrafted by 
men who framed that Constitution, and they give 
their opinions .in.the preamble of the act to which 
I have alluded. 07 aa p 
But, sir, the matter does not rest here. So far 
back as:the year 1808, it. was. a favorite and. pop- 
ular topic in the South; in the Old. Dominion it 
was 80.. You will find that the subject of pro- 
tection to manufactures was a popular subject at 
Fourth of July celebrations and at other, public 
meetings in the State of. Virginia. | Fe peas 
Amongst other things of a very patriotic na- 
ture, we find the following extract from an ad- 
dress issued at Richmond, Virginia, in 1808, and 
signed by William H. Cabell, W. Wirt, William 
Fouchee, sr., Peyton Randolph, and Thomas 
Ritchie: ‘ f 
“ Perhaps itis no wild supposition to conceive that even 
if the present attacks upon our trade should blow over, 
Congress may adopt the policy of encouraging our mann- 
factures by rather higher duties on imported articles of 
Europe. To keep ourselves frombeing altogether depend 
ent.on Europe for our elothing, Congress may adopt -thig 
course if they should discover from experience of the inter- 
mediate time, that we. have really the inclination and the 
spirit to clothe ourselves.?? { : $ 


Thus, (Mr. B. continued,) in the year 1808 was 
the sentiment promulgated to the people of Vir- 
ginia, by a committee of citizens formed to take 
into consideration this identical subject, and, 
amongst the number was the venerable editor of 
the Richmond Enquirer, who now, I believe, is 
not so much devoted to the American system. 
But I will not trespass further in allusion to thia 
part of the subject. I said before that my re- 
marks on this point were not made with a viev 
to reagitate the question of tariff. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE here rose and explained 
that the opinions which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Briees] had indicated, were nos 
the opinions of the people of Virginia. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Ihave not stated this to ba 
the opinion of Virginia at this day. I hava 
spoken of past times—of that period when gen- 
tlemen coming from the same section of country 
as those now most opposed to the protective sys- 
tem, were in favor of it; of those days to. which 
they allude as being the golden days of this Re- 
public; of those days when pure American prin- 
ciples prevailed through the land; of those days 
when Jefferson and his copatriots guided the des- 
tinies of the Republic; and I allude to those 
times and to those men to show that the great 
principles of protection and internal improve.- 
ment were the great republican principles of that 
day. Sir, they are so now; and however it may 
suit political or party purposes to raise a cry 
against them, they will continue to be so whilst 
the pillars of the Constitution shall stand firm on 
their deep foundations. 

But, sir, connected with this outcry is the kin- 
dred charge of extravagance of appropriations. 
And the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Pickens] rallies his new friends, and bids them 
come to the rescue to save the Government from 
the consequences of these extravagant expendi- 
tures. And he has been so maganimous as to 
refer to appropriations for past years, as having 
been made in total disregard of the interests of 
the Confederacy. Now, that there have been 
extravagant appropriations, which ought to be 
corrected, Lam not about to deny. But I have 
one remark to make. If such extravagant ap- 
propriations have been made, they are not to be 
traced exclusively to one party or the other. They 
cannot, with justice, be thrown by the Executive 
on Congress; neither can the majority or minor- 
ity of Congress, with propriety, be made exclus 
sively responsible for them. It is said, in one 
quarter, that the recommendations of the Execu- 
tive have been disregarded, and that Congress has 
gone beyond those recommendations, and appro- 

riated millions more than had been asked for. 

‘ome days since, sir, we passed approprition 
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bills to the amount ‘of some two or three mil- 
lions. : ‘The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, on being inquired of, says that five 
or gix hundred thòusand dollars of that amount 
have been appropriated which were not embraced 
in ‘the estimates, but which were ‘called for at 
subsequent periods by official communications. 

_ Tehas been charged that the extravagance of 
appropriations is to be ‘traced to the Opposition 
in Congress. ‘This is a singulai ‘contradiction: 
The Opposition, for twelve years, have bech ina 
minority in this House, and yet to them is attrib- 
uted the charge of extravagance and waste. “As 
a member of the Opposition, I have voted liber- 
ally for objects bf appropriation, when I believed 
them to be just‘and proper, and I still ‘intend to 
do so, But when gentlemen charge this respons: 
ibility. upon the Opposition, I say it is absurd in 
the extreme. The Administration have the power, 
whilst in a majority here, to prevent ‘any and 
every appropriation; ‘and they must not hope 
thus to escnpe from n just'resporisibility. I have 
not had time'to look closely into these matters, 
but I have before me a few cases to which I will 
tall your attention. 

The matter of the $3,000,000 appropriation will 
be in the recollection of every member of this 
House; all who were here at that time; and*nlso 
of the ‘people of the country. It will be recol- 
lected that, at the close of the session, four years 
ago, upon the last night, there was an amend- 
ment appended to the fortification bill, appropri- 
ating the large sum of $3,000,000,.to be placed in 
the hands of the Executive, for the defense of the 
United States. That appropriation was opposed, 
with few exceptions, by all the Opposition mem- 
bers, and it was supported by the members of 
the majority. It passed this Hone: but was do- 
feated In another branch of Congress. I allude 
to it now, to show that the Opposition, at all 
eventa, was not chargeable with extravagance in 
that instance, where the appropriation was made, 
as many believed, in direct violation of the Con- 
ftitution, and where it was proposed that a large |! 
pum of money, appropriated without specifica. , 
tion, should be placed in the hands of the Exec- | 
utive, and yielded up to him for such disposition 
as he might think proper. 

Again: ‘Pwo years ago an amendment was re~ 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
ntate of the Unien to one of the appropriation 
bills, appropriating $400,000 to launch and equi 
the ship Pennsylvania, ft was the session with 
which terminated the administration of General 
Jackson; nud some of his friends seemed to think 
it was nevessary to wind up the term of his offi- 
cial service, that this great vesscl—this leviathan 
ofthe Navy—should lave her huge sides in the 
waters of the Atlantic; they urged that she onght || 
to bè sent abroad over the world, and exhibited |! 
to the nations of Europe, as an emblem of the 
power and might of the people of this Union, 
The bill came into the House; the yeas and nays 
were taken on the amendment upon concurring 
with the Committee. of the Whole in this enor- 
mous appropriation. ‘There were one hundred 
and twenty-five votes against the appropriation, 
and out of that number sixty-seven were Oppo- | 
sition votes; and of the number of votes on the 
other side, a very few were those of Opposition |! 
members. The appropriation was defeated by the 
joint votes of the members of the two parties; 

ut the Opposition votes outnumbered those of |) 
the other side. Afterwards it came up in the 
shape of an aniendment fror the Senate, though || 
reduced “to the satiw of $100,000; and T believe |; 
it will be found ‘that a larger proportion of the || 
friends of the Administration voted in favor of it, |: 
than of the Oppésition. In my opinion, the whole | 
appropriation was extravagant and unnecessary. 
“The public service did not réquire it to be done. 
There is another fact. “At the next succeeding | 


session of Congress, when the Treasury of the ii 


country was overflowing with millions, when the | 
ingenuity of certain gentlemen of Congress was | 
put to the test to use the money by any means | 
short of having it thrown back again to Uie peo- | 
ple from whom it came, appropriations for forti- ` 
fications were made to an amount double that i 
“which was called for. In addition to this, a bill | 
was reported at another end of the Capitol for an 
entire new system of fortifications, the Whole cost. 


| 


j are to be extinguished; and he is to bé given over 


| in regard to these questions of tariff and internal 


| admit the position which gentlemen here scem to 


i system beyond the just portion which fell to her 
: demonstration. 


| we do not come here with an 


i part represent, voted for it) whilst we are silent 


į; without allusion to that agitating topic. The 
i gentleman the other day manifested what seemed 


|: ted. Though he would not of any account do it 
| himself, yet he thou 


- come, I do not suffer myself to doubt that this 


of which could ‘not have been less than one hun- 
dred million dollars; and that bill, too, came from 
a quarter Where there was a constant boast of 
economy. Jt met with no favor from’ the Oppo- 
sition mémbers of this House; and the journals 
of that day will show that appropriations for 
roads, rivers; and harbors, were liberally voted 
for by members of both’ parties. At that time, 
gentlemen could see a propriety in such appro- 
priations; but a change has suddenly come over |i 
them. ‘These fortifications, which were then so 
necessary; and when, although on the eve of a 
war, as we supposed, we were told we scarcely 
had a gun mounted in any fort, and the necessity 
was urged upon us not only of completingthe old 
fortifications, but of beginning new ones—these 
appropriations are now tobe suddenly abandoned. 
How is this? The appropriations for fortifica- 
tions, I understand, are to be suspended this year 
in anticipation that a new mode of harbor and 
coast defense is to be adopted. Whether the 
House will be of that opinion or not remains yet 
to be seen. This new economy in appropriations | 
is to be applied to your numerous harbors and 
extended coasts. The lights of the ocean, which 
guide the sea-tossed mariner to a place of safety, 


to the darkness of midnight and the fury of the 
storm. The mouths of your rivers are to be left 
obstructed; the harbors upon your lakes are to be 
abandoned; and the multitudes that ride upon 
those rough and tempestuous inland seas are to 
be given up to the mercy of the elements. Thou- 
sands of lives and untold millions of property on 
your great rivers are to be exposed to snags and 
sawyers, All, all, are suddenly to be abandoned. 
Let me tell gentlemen that, whatever temporary 
object they may hope to gain by this course, they 
may rely upon it that the people will look into 
these matters. They are matters which deeply 
concern them, They require the reasonable and 
necessary appropriations for these great and im- 
portant objects, and they will have them. 

Sir, I have already stated that what I have said 


improvements has been said defensively. Gen- | 
temen so often rise on this floor, (especially those | 
honorable gentlemen from South Carolina who 
have spoken,) and reiterate charges of injustice, 
aud oppression, and fraud, in connection with the | 
tariff, that justice has seemed to me to demand 
that those charges should be repelled. Ido not 


take for granted, that this system is oppressive 
and unjust. I deny it; and I will not fear, ona 
proper occasion, to maintainand prove the position 
that the South has never paid anything under this 


in contributing to the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, I hold this to be capable of the clearest | 


But, sir, although we at the North are so deep- 
ly interested in the prescrvation of this system, | 
view to reagitate 
this question of the tariff; and Í do not know why 
gentlemen who profess to regard the principles of 
the compromise bill as sacred (although neither I, 
nor any Representative from the State which Lin 


and make no move, should scarcely ever speak 


to be a morbid sensibility that it might be agita- | 


ght it manifest how easy it 
would be to do sò. ‘ : ; 

Sir, we do hot. propose to agitate this matter 
before the exigency comes that shall render it 


necessary tò do so. When that exigency shall 


House will enter upon flat- great subject with 
the calmness, candoryand wisdom which become 
tose who are iftrusted with the interests of a 
great people. ` deprecate:entering upon it mad- 
vance. } think that we should in evéry way en- 
deavor to-ealm the rising tempest, to coltivate a 
kind and brotherly feeling, a friendly and gener- 
ous mtercourse; so that, When the great occasion 
shall: arise. for the discussion ‘of questions. so ji 
exciting in their nature, we may enter upon it || 
“withthe calmness which becomes the importance |p 
“Of the subject, and the character of those who | 


i 
i 


arè to decide upon it. The manufacturers: of: 
this country (I speak of that portion of country 
which I-represent) desire, of all things, stability 
anil certainty; moderate protection, with cer- 
tainty in the laws, would be preferable to higher 
duties, with perpetual fluctuation and change. 
They desire to see the time come when they can 
lay in a stock of cotton and wool, with the cer- 
tainty that the existing Jaws will not be changed 
before the raw material can be wrought into fab- 
rie for the market They ask from you nothing 
unfeasonable—they want nothing that is unjust. 
But they do say that the ‘institutions in which 
they have invested such vast amounts of capital, 
which have been invited into existence and reared 
up under the protecting auspices of this Govern- 
ment, should still be protected; and they say that 
it would be suicidal in the extreme for you to 
raise your hand against them. ` They do notlook 
to such an event—they do not expect it. Acjust 
Government can do no such thing, a wise and 
paternal one will not do it. i 


EXPULSION OF MR. DUNCAN. 


SPEECH OF HON. HIRAM GRAY, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or Representatives, 
February 21, 1839, 


On the resolution of Mr. Prentiss to expel Mr. Dencan 
from his seat. ' 


Mr. GRAY said he did not rise for the purpose 
of debating, but for the purpose of ending the 
debate, which he believed was uselessly consum- 
ing the time of the House. The resolution under 
consideration involves three questions. One is 
whether the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
STANLY} and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
aon have misrepresented the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Duncan. ] 

Mr. STANLY. ‘There is no such question. 

Mr. GRAY. I think otherwise. The next 
question is, whether the gentleman from Ohio, if 
he has not been misrepresented, is justifiable, and 
if not justifiable, the third question would be, 
what ought to be done in the premises? And 
when these questions are disposed of, another 
arises; and that is, whether the House has the 


| constitutional power to deal with a member for 


what he may say through the columns of the 
press in relation to another member; and if all 
these questions be so determined as to present a 
case clear of constitutional difficulties, then it will 
be claimed that before the House can proceed to 
try this recent insult against its dignity and char- 
acter, it must proceed to the trial of an older case, 
entitled by every consideration to be first consid- 
ered. Iallude to a case that occurred at the last 
session, and not yet disposed of, 

Mr. WISE said thatit the gentleman would not 
move the previous question, he intended to. raise 
the question whether he had been reported here 
as guilty of murder, for having borne a challenge 
out of doors. The House was about to take, nat 
retributive justice, but preventive justice. 1f Mr. 
W. was bound by the law, he would submit to 
the Jaw; but he said to this House, either protect 
me, or restore to me the arms of the cavalier, and 
I will protect myself, He was ready to go to the 
penitentiary, if the House choose to send him 
there. 


Mr. GRAY. I am‘not disposed to withhold 


-or extend to the gentleman the arms of the cav- 


alier; whether he has them or not is quite unim- 

ortant. I was saying, sir, if the present case 

e urged, there is an older and more important 
one that should be first considered; one in which 
the life of a member has been sacrificed; and be- 
lieving, as I do, that the short time remaining of 
the session is insufficient to consider either, for 
the purpose of disposing of the whole matter, I 


¿move that the resolution be laid on the table; 
‘and upon that question Fask for the yeas and 


nays. ` 
The question was taken and lost 
yeas 83, nays 91. 
: Mr. GRAY said the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Prentiss] had seen fitto allude to him 
as the defender of the gentleman. from -Ohio, 


; there being 
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_ Wisconsin Contested Election Mr. Cushing: 


Ho. or Reps 


{Mr. Duncan,] and has said that he had not read | 
and hence had misapprehended his resolution. 
As a test whether he or the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi had misapprehended the resolution, he 
submitted to him whether, if a committee be 
raised, the gentleman from Ohio would not have 
the right, in justification of his publication, to 
establish, by any competent testimony, that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Srayry] 
and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Sourn- 
GATE] had spoken, as published, of him what 
was not true? ànd if he should succeed in the 
proof, could any man, or. this House, ever gain: 
say the right of the gentlemanfrom Ohio to pub- 
lish to the world that they had misrepresented 
him? Certainly it would not be pretended that 
because they were members of this House they 
could speak and publish as having spoken upon 
this floor, in all cases, with impunity; and that 
the dignity of this House, so much talked and so 
little cared about, would protect its members from 
exposure for misrepresenting any one, a fellow- 
member or a stranger. I do not pretend to say 
who is the aggressor in this instance; that is not 
now a question under consideration. I now ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi whether I have 
misunderstood his resolution, and submit whether 
he has not himself misunderstood it? He surely 
has, if he has entertained the idea that under it the 
entleman from Ohio would not have the right to 
justify his publication by proving its truth, 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Pren- 
Tiss} entirely misunderstood me if he supposed 
I was defending the gentleman from Ohio. I 
have not attempted it, and shall not. It would 
place me in the attitude of defending certain gen- 
tlemen of the Opposition, which I have not the 
capacity or disposition todo. Much concern is 
all at once felt for the honor and dignity of this 
House by a party, members of which have done 
more to impair the honor, dignity, and character 
of this House, and the nation, than any publica- 
tion sent into it from out of doors. ; 

Gentlemen in favor of this resolution seem to 
suppose that members of this House have the 
right to say of others what they please, provided 
it be said upon the floor, in debate; and that the 
humble right to reply, through the columns of 
the public journals, is a contempt, unless it be in 
courteous innioiage, however uncourteous the at- 
tack to which the reply is made. Gentlemen here, 
in many instances, és my judgment very im- 

roperly,) speak of persons out of the House in 

anguage as offensive as that used by the gentle- 
‘man from Ohio. 

. The President of the United States, elected by 
‘a large majority of the suffrages of the American 
people, has been, within a few days, charged, 
upon this floor, charged with living in luxury 
and idleness in the White House, and basely 
pandering to the corrupt views of a few that de- 
sire equally to divide the private property of the 

eople, without regard to those by whose honest 
industry it was earned. A baser libel has not 
been uttered on this floor, or elsewhere, or a 
greater indignity offered to the judgment of the 
people. No man, whose opinions or actions are 
the subject of consideration on this floor, is spared 
from the most odious epithets that can be formed 
from the English language. No virtue on his 
part shields him from attack, and perfect inno- 
cence scarcely extenuates. ‘The right thus to 
speak is accorded to all, each placing himself 
for trial at the bar of public opinion for what he 
‘says of persons out of the House—for his abuse 
of the constitutional freedom in debate. j 

But the dignity of this House is otherwise in- 
jured and its character impaired. Its power has 
been set at defiance. During the present Con- 
gress the presiding officer of the House, while 
presiding over the deliberations of this body, has 
been called the supple tool of the ‘ occupant of 
thé White House’? for corrupt and dishonest pur- į 
poses. The gentlemen now zealous to maintain 
the dignity and character of this House did not 
then feel so shocked as to offer a resolution to 
reprimand or expel. A member of this House 
has refused to. vote, and openly defied the power 
of the House to compel him to vote. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Prentiss] nor his 
friends were not then so tenacious of their dig- 
nity and the dignity and character of the House; | 


loses its dignity and its character. 


but when any one, not of their party, upon his 
own responsibility, and out of the House, pub- 
lishes even’ a member of their party, the dignity 
and character of the House and the dignity and’ 
character of the nation are at once assailed in 
the person of a partisan friend. Publications of 
this kind are not new; similar ones were made 
some years since by Cage and Plummer, of Mis- 
sissippi, one a.member and the other nota mem: 
ber of this House; by Jarvis and Smith, of Maine; 


; and more recently by two members of this House. 


Each of these publications were as severe as the 
present one, and no gentleman felt himself called 
upon to draw the attention of the House to the 
subject. Ido not wish to be understood aš dé~ 
fending these publications any further than is ne- 
cessary to rescue the character of the person 
attacked from the effect of misrepresentation. T 
repudiate, as much as any one, the use of the 
language adopted by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The words “ liar and scoundrel” are dignified too 
much when elevated to a use upon this floor, or 
applied by one member to another, Sir, if the 
precepts of the school in which I was educated 
should be adopted here, instead of the “code of 
honor,” the words liar and scoundrel would never 
beused. When Ian satisfied that a man is a liar 
and a scoundrel, [am at the same time satisfied 
of another thing; and that is, that he is not wor- 
thy of the notice of a gentleman. To call him 
so, neither degrades him nor elevates a gentle- 
man; but it degrades a gentleman and elevates 
him; it brings them in contact with each other, 
which can never be done without imparting each 
to the other a little of the influence of their re- 
spective characters. I was not educated to respect 
this code of honor, that avoids discretion, and 
does injustice to our better feelings; that violates 
the laws of the land and the mandates of God. 
I am frank to say that I think discretion the bet- 
ter part of valor; and if all here would thus think 
and thus act, we would hear less empty vaunt- 
ing, less of boasted chivalry and of the arms of 
the cavalier, that creates disgust in one portion of 
the Union, and is of doubtful credit in another. 
Who resort to the language we. have heard 
here, but gentlemen who acknowledge “ the code 
of honor” as binding upon their conduct? Not 
an instance can be cited’ during the present ses- 
sion of exceptionable language but by gentlemen 
who acknowledge the supremacy of the ‘code 
of honor,” and who borrow occasionally from 
the vocabulary of the blackguard’s language, to 
express their hatred of their adversary, and suffi- 
ciently strong and abusive to throw off upon their 
opponent the responsibility of making the call. 
I have said that I do not defend the language of 
the gentleman from Ohio; if, however, he has 
been wantonly misrepresented, he has the right 
to say so, and publish it as extensively as he 
pleases. The choice of language is a matter of 
taste, in relation to which the power of the House 
cannot be interposed. Surely the House would 
not exercise its authority in a mere matter of 
rhetoric, a choice between words, and compel the 
adoption of: the one or the other; that is a mere 
matter of taste, in relation to which every one is 
left free to judge, and choose for himself. Public 
opinion must and will correct these evils. Ifa 
sentence be ungrammatical, the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Kexxepy,] highly qualified, and 
always ready, will “ do it into English.” It is 
‘not from publications made out of the House, and 
sent into it, that its dignity and character is to 
be lost or impaired; but it is from remarks made 
here, and published to the world, that this body 
Sir, to this 
and the other branch of Congress, the State Le- 
gislatures look for example, and what is the ex- 
ample set them? It is to insult the dignity of 
their body, by insulting their Presiding Officer— 
the man they have themselves elected to preside 
over them, and refuse to vote, and set the power 
of the House at defiance. These, sir, are some 
of the numerous scenes that have transpired here, 
‘which I trust will only be remembered to be dis- 
approved of. When I was last up, I moved to 
lay the resolution on the table, for want of time 
to discuss it. 


whether he thought my motives pure or not, I 
appeal to the country if I waa not right. 


i Mr: PRENTISS disclaimed ‘the slightest in- 
ention to impugn the motives of the ‘gentlema 
from New York. $ ae eon tlemien 
Mr. GRAY said he did not intend to be ander- 
stood as saying that the gentleman had im ugned 
his. motives; and I now, with ‘great ‘confidence 
that I am right, appeal to the House, and to the 
recollection of the oldest members in it, to bear 
me out in the assertion that no question of priv- 
ilege was ever tried and disposed of in eight days, 
which is all that remains of the session. We 
have much important business on hand that must 
be passed over for want of time to do it. Should 
this matter be considered of sufficient importance 
to ride over the pressing business of the country; 
Tagain say, and I say itin no offensive sense to 
any one, that there is a question of privilege of & 
more serious character, which has precedence in 
point of time and importance; it is’ among the 
unfinished business of last session; it is a case 
viewed differently in different parts of the Union; 
it is one in which many conscientiously feél a 
deep interest.’ I speak of it in the language of 
my constituents and in the language of the law: 
And, sir, I ask gentlemen, who seem to be hor- 


The gentleman from Mississippi || 
| thought it singular I should make such a motion; 


ror-stricken at this publication, before they give 
it precedence over the all-important business of 
the qountry, and the still higher question of priv- 
ilege pending at the last session, to compare the 
two, if they can magnify the present case into a 
comparison; and a moment’s reflection will show 
that if this was wrong, that was foul; if this is 
an insult, that was murder. ; 


WISCONSIN CONTESTED ELECTION. 


REMARKS OF HON. C. CUSHING, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, og 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 3, 1839, 
On the Wisconsin contested election. i 

Mr. CUSHING said that his opinion of the 
present case was founded on the facts proved or 
admitted on all hands, and on the provisions of 
law contained in the statute-book, So far as he 
knew anything of the question, it was, indeed, a 
pure question of Jaw upon the facts reported to 
the House. ‘These were the true elements out of 
which a right judgment is to be formed as to the 
competing claims of the two gentlemen who. re» 
spectively claim the seat. In briefly expressing 
his views on the subject, he should begin by col- 
lating the material facts in what he conceived to 
be the natural and proper course, and then apply 
to them the pertinent provisions and principles of 
aw. 
_ Mr. Doty comes here and presents the follow- 
ing certificate: 

'TERRITORY oF WISCONSIN, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
To all to whom these presents shall come greeting : 


This is to certify that, at an election held in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin on the 10th day of September last, in 
conformity with the act of Congress establishing the terri- 
torial government, and the laws of the said Terrilory, James 
Duane Doty received the highest number of votes for the 
oftice of Delegate to Congress of the United States, and is 
therefore declared to be duly elected. 

in testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand, and 
caused the great seal of the 'Yerritory to be affixed. Done 
at Mineral Point this 27th day of October, in the year of our 


Lord 1838. 
[i 8.] HENRY DODGE. 


This certificate, it is admitted, is a true one; 
that is, at an election held in Wisconsin in Sep- 
tember last, in conformity with the act of Con- 
gress establishing the territorial government. and 
the laws of said Territory, Mr. Doty was chosen 
to be its Delegate in Congress. Was he elected 
for one year or for two years? Does his term of 
service apply to the present (the Twenty-Fifth) 
Congress, or to the next? That is the first ques- 
tion for the House to decide; for, as Mr. Doty 
claims a seat in the present Congress, he must 
make good that claim,and this upon the strength 
of his own title, not upon the defects, real or sup- 
posed, in the title of Mr. Jones. 

Mr. C. said the first thing to be remarked on 
the face of the certificate was its absolute silence 
in regard to the tenure of the office, and the pe- 
riod of its beginning orclose. Itdoes not set forth 
that- Mr. Doty is elected a Delegate for the term 
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of treo years from the date of the certificate, in con- ! 


formity with the provisions of the act of 1819, for 
the Territory of Michigan. ` 

Nor was any legal inference deducible. from the 
fact of its being dated in October. He (Mr. C.) 
held a certificate of his own election to Congress 
dated in November last. But that certificate gave 
him no claim to a seat in the present Congress. In 
Massachusetts (as it ought to be in all the States, 
and was in many of them) elestians for Congress 
were held in anlicipation of the period when, by 
the practical construction of the Constitution, 
each Congress hadits jegal commencement, name- 
ly, the 4th of March of each alternate year. It 
wag neither strange nor irregular. to-hald the elec- 
tion for.a second period of service during the cur: 


rency. of the first period. On the contrary, it was | 


the most fegular course, because thus only. could 
there bea camplete Congress ready to come into 
existence on the-expiration of an existing Con- 


gress.. To be sure, in his certificate the term of | 
ose it had not been: | 


service was defined. But su 
‘would that vary the case? Not at all, If the ten- 
ure of service were pot exproascd, the law of the 
land would came in to supply it, justas precisely 
and certainly as if the law bag been recited in the 


certificate; and so it must be in the case of Mr. | 


Doty. 
Buc the Committee on Elections say that, & ac- 
cording te common construction in all such cases, 
where an obligation ia imposed, or a duty to be 
performed, and no time fixed for discharging the 
obligation or performing the duty, it is to be done 
forthwith.” Mr. C. said he could not agree that 
such was the ‘common construction,” Insome 
cases the obligation or duty attaches forthwith; 
in others, after a reasonable time; in others, on 
demand or notice;.and, es the only uniyeysal rule, 
the obligation or duty is to be discharged or per- 
formed at such time as the law of the land ap- 
plicable to the subject-matter, prescribes and de- 
ines; so that nothing is concluded by the date of 
Mr. Doty’s election, or of his ceytificate, We are 
to look tö the law of the Jand—that is, the Con- 
stitution or acts of Congress—to ascertain the 
tenure of office of a Delegate from Wisconsin. 

‘Iw fact, if the certificate had been express, it 
could only have referred to and recognized the 
law of the land as defining the tenure of office. 
The Governor could not, by his certificate, create 
a new tenure of offier different than that pre- 
serihed by statute, ‘Thus, in his own certificate 
before cited, the tenure was + for the term by the 
Constitution of the said United States expressed, com- 
mencing,” &e. The same general principle must 
control and construe Mr. Doty’s certificate. 

Nor do the other parts of the certificate contra- 
diet, but, on the other hand, they sustain and 
confirm this construction. The election was held, 
nays the certificate, in conformity with the act of 
Congress establishing the Territory and the laws 
of eaid Territory, dt could not lawfully be held 
otherwise. These words seem to relate only to 
the mode of election; but if they extended further, 
and affected in any way the tenure and term of 
service, they would not vary the conclusion. 
For the inguìry in either alternative would be 
the same. hat say the laws of the Territory ? 
Above all, what says the organic act of Congress 
establishing the territorial government? 

This act passed April 20, 1836, to take effect 
the 4th of July following, provides: 

“ See. 14, That a Delegate to the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, to serve for the term of two 

tare, may be elected by the voters quatified to elect mem- 

ra of the Legisiative Assembly; who shall be entitied to 
the ske rights and privileges as have been. granted to the 
Delegates of the several Territories, of the United States to 
the said House of Representatives; the first-election shall 
be held at such time and place, or places, and be conducted 
in the shige nvanter as the Governor shall appoint and di- 
rect; the parson having the greatest number of votes shall 
be declared by, the Governor to be duly elected, and a cer- 
tficate thereof shail be-given to the person so elected.”? 
This actis explicit in providing that the Dele- 
gate shall be elected ** to.serve for the term of two 
years;” but it does not in so many words fix the 
termini of the period of service. 


-of making the term conformable to that of mem- 
bers of. the House of Represe 
She. States under the Constitution. Mr; 


H And if the act | 
contained nothing else on the subject, and there | 
were no other law expressly applicable to the | 
case, the presumption would certainly be in favor | 


resentatives chosen by | 
ROR | 


| tain on which supports that presumption, 


-and privileges of the Delegates of the several 


mean to. be understood-as affirming that the pro- 
visions of the Constitution in regard to members 
of the House were of necessity applicable to Del- 
egates from Territories. He was aware that Del- 
egates had been treated as creatures of law rather 
than of the Constitution; and Congress had in the 
case of Michigan, and in some older cases, given | 
itg sanction to the idea that Delegates from the } 
Territories. might be chosen for a term differing | 
from the constitutional term of Representatives 
from the States. But such a difference constituted | 
an anomaly. Jt was also an inconvenient anom- 
aly; because the effect of it would be, if the Dele- | 
gate held a seat for two years, pany in one Con- 
gress and partly in another, be must be twice 
qualified, and twice subject to have his seat con- 
tested in successive Houses. And the anomaly | 
would be the greater and the more inconvenient, 
if, as in the case of Michigan, the term of service 
not only covered fractions of two successive Con- 
gressca, but was subject to a shifting and arbi- | 
trary commencement, depending on the date of 
the certificate. The presumption of law, there- | 
fore, if there were nothing in the act of 1836, or | 
in any other act, to control the presumption, or ; 


| 
| 
| 


i Doty. 


to his certificate, but by some irregularities, real 
or supposed, in thé preceding tenure of Mr. 
Jones, Mr. Č. contended that the two cases 
were, in port of fact, absolutely distinct. What- 
ever might be the facts in the ease of Mr. Jones, 
that of Mr. Doty must stand upon its own facts. 
Those facts are, that at an election in Wiscon- 
sin, duly held in September, he received the 
highest number of votes for the office of Delegate 
to Congress, and that he holds the Governor’s 
certificate to this effect. And those facts are to be 
governed by the letter of statute, not by what Mr, 
Jones may have done in the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress. . Mr. Jones did not and could not make 
or alter the law. . Nor do the peculiar and anoma- 
lous facts apperiniing to the admission of Mich- 
igan vary the law applicable to the case of Mr, 
uppose a gentleman to come here from 
Massachusetts, and'show that, in November last 
he was elected. to succeed him (Mr. C.Y in the 
next Congress: that would not give him the place 


in this Congress. No, thouglt he should proceed 
i further, and show that he (Mr. C.) was now sit- 
| ting here by mistake, or by open usurpation of 
right. The applicaut must prevail on the legal 


define the case specifically, would be in favor of ji import of hisown election and his own certifi- 


the general principle of a term of service for the i} 


Delegate from Wisconsin corresponding to the : 
constitutional periods of Congress. | 

But though the act of 1836 contains nothing to | 
contro] this general presumption, yet it does con- | 
i 
The Committee on Elections err in saying that 
the act of 1836 ‘ig perfect in itself, and would 
scem to be independent of all other acts.’ Iter- 
pressly refers us to some other acts or act on this 
yery point, It declares that the Delegate from | 
Wisconsin ‘shall be entitled to the same rights 
and privileges as have been granted to the Dele- 

ates of the several Territories,” &c. , It estab- | 
fishes a rule to measure his “rights and privi- 
leges, and refers us for this rule to some provisions 
of law governing *“ the several Territories” in this 
matter, 

Ts there any auch provision for ‘ the several 
Territories??? There is. It is not the statute of 
February 16, 1819, referring to the date of the 
certificate as the beginning of the service; for that 
is a particular statute for Michigan alone. [tis 
the act of March3, 1817, which provides that 

© In every Territory of the United States in which a tem- 
orary government bas been or suall hereafter be estnb- 
ished, and whieh, by virtue of the ordinance of Congress 
of 13th July, 1787, or of any subsequent act of Congress, 
passeil or to bo passed, now bath, or heroatter shat have, 
the right to send a Delegate to Congress, such Delegate shall 
be elected every second year for the same term of Lwo years 
for which members pf the House of Representatives of the 
United States are ejected.’? 


This is the act, and the only act, which, so far 
as regards the term of service, defines the rights 


Territories of the United States. It was enacted 
for the very purpose of doing away the inconve- 
nient anomaly of a term of service for Delegates 
different from that of Representatives. It is not 
repealed by the act of April, 1836, establishing 
the territorial government of Wisconsin. It is 
not repealed expressly; that is plain enough; for 
the latter act omits to define the period of service 
expressly, and, above all, omita to reénact the 

eculiar provision of the Michigan act of 1819. 

or is it repealed by implication; for the two 
acts of 1817 and 1836 are compatible in terms. 
They are consistent in meaning. Placed side by | 
side they constitute a complete and coherent 
whole, The act of 1836 does not cover the whole 
subject, but leaves us to go elsewhere to discover 


_the termini of the term of service it contemplates; |! 


it expressly refers us to some general law on the 
subject; and that general Jaw, as to this point, 
is the act of 1817, which thus comes jn to con- 
tinue the act of 1836, and to construe Mr. Doty’s 
certificate, and to make his term of service begin 
on the 4th of March next, and be coextensive | 
with the Twenty-Sixth Congress. | 

Mr: C. said he did not see.how it was possi- | 
ble, in the face of the several statutes he had col- | 
lated, to escape this conclusion; nor could the | 
committee have escapedit if it had not mixed up | 
the case of Mr. Doty with. that of Mr. Jones, | 
and undertaken to measure the term of service of; 


Mr. Doty, nat by the plain law of the ease applied | 


lj 
t 
H 
j 
H 


cate; yet, as the irregularities in the action of Mr. 
i Jones, or of the Tiousc, in the incidents of the 
Twenty-Pourth Congress, had become involved 
with pe mabe subjectin the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and in the minds of honor- 
able members, so as to confuse and obscure the 
whole case, Mr. C, would cursorily state his 
view of the claims of Mr. Jones. i 

Mr. Jones received two years ago the follow- 
ing certificate: i ay 

Fxecurive DEPARTMENT, 
Wisconsin Tererrory, November 1, 1838. 


I, Henry Dodge, Governor of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
do hereby eerily that, in conformity with the organic Iaw 
or Congress, pusxed April 20, 1636, and agreeably to the 
fourteenth section of said act of Congress, L have caused 


| elections to be holden in the several counties in this Terri- 
| tory fora Delegate to the Congress of the United States, to 


serve for the term of two years; and Thereby declare and 
make kuown that George W. Jones, Bsq., has been duly 
elected a Delegate ta the Congress of the United States, 
agrecable to the provisions of said organic law, 

Given under my hand and geal, this lst day of Novem- 


ber, anno Domini 1836. 
[ts] , H. DODGE. 
Mr. C. thought all the principles of law appli- 


i cable to the certificate of Mr; Doty apply to thìs. 


i It differs in words, but not in legal import. 


Or 


‘af there be any difference in the legal import, it is 


| 


i 
H 
| 


‘ service. 


‘more in favor of the doctrine deduced from Mr. 
i Doty’s, that the term of service is intended to be 


coincident with that of Representatives from the 
States. It een cites the act of April, 1836, 
as governing both the election and the period of 
By the election of 1836, and the certifi- 
cate issued thereon, Mr. Jones became a Delegate 
in the Twenty-Fifth Congress, and for the two 
years of that Congress and no other, beginning 
on the 4th of March, 1837, and terminating on 


i the 3d of March, 1839; in the same way that, by 


the election of 1838, Mr. Doty became a Delegate 
in the Twenty-Sixth Congress, beginning on the 


| 4th of March, 1839, and continuing for two years 


from that time. The two certificates are per- 
fectly consistent, and have both of them a clear 
and certain construction when collated with the 
acts of 1836 and 1817, and they thus free the two 
cases of Mr. Jones and Mr. Doty from all collis- 
ion or contrariety. ; 

Mr. C. said he should not enter into any dis- 
cussion of the peculiarities inthe position of Mr. 
Jones in the Twenty-Fourth Congress, any fur- 
ther than to suggest why those facts could not 
control the present case. There was much room 
for debate concerning them, but they might all 
be admitted without shaking the principles he 
had laid down as the basis of his own conclu- 
sions. Thus, it is assumed that if Mr. Jones be 
held entitled to his seat here the present session, 
the effect will be to give him a service of three 
years. Not so. If his certificate in 1836 did 
not, by legal construction, take effect until the 4th 
of March, 1837, then'the two years have not yet 
expired; and the error lies ‘in assuming that he 
sat in the second session of the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress under that certificate. ` Suppose he sat 
here wrongfully that session: how could such a 
fact vary. the legal constuction of the, present 


E 


1939.] 


25tn Cone....3p Sess. 


Indian: Affairs—Mr Everett, 


certificate? Suppose that he or the House, in | 
fact, thought at the time that he was then sitting 
under the present certificate: how could that mis- 
conception, of himself or of any other man, affect 
the legal force and import of the act of 1817 ap- 
plied to the act of 18386? Who ever imagined 
before that the mere mistake of an individual. or 
of individuals repealed an act of Congress? Iv 
point of fact, Mr. Jones came to the Twenty- 
Fourth Congress, a Delegate from Michigan. He 
satin the first session of that Congress as such 
without dispute, because, though ‘a part of the 
previous Territory of Michigan assumed to be a 
State, and -the credentials of Mr. Crary, as its 
Representative, elect, were communicated to the 
House on the 16tk of December, 1835; yet the 
State was not recognized as such by act of Con- 
ress until the 26th of January, 1837, nor was 
r. Crary sworn in-until that time; and that part 
of Michigan now constituting Wisconsin still 
remained unquestionably a Territory long after | 
the domestic organization of the State of Mich- 
gian. Nay, the political community which, in 
anticipation of the action of Congress, organized 
itself as a, State, differed materially from that 
which was, actually. admitted into the Union as 
such. Accordingly, on the 7th. of December, | 
1835,.as appears by the Journal, Mr. Tones ap- | 
peared and took his place as the Delegate from ! 
Aichigan.- He was chosen, and held a certificate 
for two years. Whendid that certificate expire? 
Whether it was cut shore by the organization of | 
the Territory of Wisconsin, in July, 1836, or 
whether (which seems the truer construction) it j 
did not cease to have effect until the admission of 
Michigan as a State, in January, 1837—in either 
case, Mr. ©, thought it left the. organization of 
Wisconsin to stand upon its own merits, giving 
to the Delegate of that Territory a tenure of ser- 
vice corresponding in period and in duration with 
that of Representatives from the States. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


v1: OF HON. H. EVERETT, 
> OF VERMONT, 

In raz House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

January 24, 1839. 


The House having resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Unian, for the purpose of 
referring the several. subjects contained in the President’s 


message, and having under consideration the following res- ji 


olution: i 


Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to | 
Yndian affairs, except what concerns the defense of the | 
froutiers against Indian hostilities, aud the protection of the | 
Indians against the intrusions of the citizens of the United 
States, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


if 

| 

Mr. EVERETT requested that the part of the | 
message relating to ludian affairs might be read, | 
Mr. E., interrupting the reading, said he pre- ; 
sumed it would be sufficient to refer to the pas- | 
sages on which he intended to comment. | 
l 

| 

| 

H 

i 

1 


“The occasion is, therefore, deemed a proper one to 
place this policy in sacha point of view as will exonerate 
the Government of the United States from the undeserved | 
reproach which has beeneast npon it through several suc- | 
That a mixed occupation of the 
same territory, by the white and red man, is micompatible | 
with the safety or happiness of cither w position in re j 
speetto which there hastoug since ceased to be room fora. | 
difference at opinion. Reason aud experience bave alike i 
demonstrated usinpracticability. “Ihe bitter truits of every | 
attempt heretogore to overcome the barriers isterposed by | 
nattire have only reen destruction, both physical and moral, i 
to the [ndiau; dangerous ‘conflicts. of authority between | 
the Federal and State governments; and detrimental to the | 
individaal prosperity of the citizen, as wellas tothe general | 
improvement of the country.. The remedial policy, the | 

| 
i 


cessive Administrations. 


principles of which were settled more than thirty years ago, 
ander the administration. of Mr. Jefferson, consists: in an 
extinetion, fora fair consideration, of-the title to alt the 
lands still occupied by the Indians within the States and 
Territories of the United States; thei: removal toa country | 
west af the Mississippi; much more extensive, and better | 
adapted to: their. condition, than that on which ‘they then | 
| 
|! 
I 
| 
i 
! 


resided, the gnarautee-to tuem, by the United States, of 
their exclusive possession of that ccuntry.forever, exempt 
fcom.all intrusions by white men, with ampte provisions 
for their ‘security against external ‘violence and internal ! 


dissensidngy and the exteusion 10 them of suitable facilities || 


for- their advancement,in‘civilization. ‘Phis has not been 
the policy of particular Adiinistrations only. but of cach | 
fu succession, siued the frst aifempt to cr it ont wider | 
thavor Mi Motiroc. © AH havo kibored tor accomplsh= 
ameni, oy- waith different-degrees' of succes 


‘he manner | 


of its execution has, itistrue, from time to time, given-tise to | 


No. 2! 


conflicts of opinion and unjust imputations; but, in respect 
to the wisdom aud necessity of the policy itselt, there has 
not, from the beginning, existed a doubt in the-miud ofany 
caim; judicious, disiuterested friend of the {Indian raze,:ac- 
custoined to reflection and enhgitened by-experience.”” 

_ “ Occupying the double character of contractor on its 
own acconnt and guardian for the parties contracted with, 
it was-hardly to be expected that the dealings of the Federal 
Government with te Indian. tribes would escape misrep: 
resentation. That there occurred in the early settlement 
of this country, as in all others where the civilized race 
has succeeded to the posséssions of the savage, instances 
ofoppression and fraud on the part: of the former, urere i3 
too much reason to- believe. No such offenses can, how- 
ever, be justly charged upon tiis Government since it be- 
came free to pursue its own course. Hs dealings with the 
Indian tribes have been just and friendly throughout: - 

t Fhe United States bave fulfilled in good faith all their 
treaty stipulations with.the Indian tribes, and have,in every 
other instance, insisted upon a like pertormance of their 
obligations.” =i x 

It will be seen, from these extracts, that the 
message was intended.as.a general defense of the 
conduct of the past and present Administration 
(‘« sinceit became free to pursue its own course’’) 
in regard to the Indians, against. what the Presi- 
identis pleased to call ‘‘ undeserved reproaches,” 
“unjust imputations,’’ ‘ misrepresentation.”’ 
And it affirms of this Government: “ Its dealings 
with the Indian tribes have been just and friendly 
throughout,” and ‘that ‘ the United States have 
falfilled in good faith all their treaty stipulations 
with the Indian tribes.’’ : 

Having in times past animadverted on- the 
course pursued by the two Administrations to- 
wards the southern Indians, I cannot bat take to 
myself a full share of the censure implied by the 
message; and I feel called on to examine on whom 
censure ought to rest. I will state distinctly some 
of the leading charges which have been made, 
and the grounds on which they rest; and will 
submit to the judgment of the people of this na- 
tion whether the charges contain aught of “ unde- 
served reproach,” of ‘unjust imputation,” or of 
‘© misrepresentation,”? 

I will first correct an historical error. The 
President attributes to Mr, Jefferson’s adminis- 
tration the establishment of the remedial -policy 
of Indian removals. { have found no document 
or fact in our history that gives countenance to it. 
And 1 will be obliged to any gentleman present 
to name one. : 

Mr. HAYNES referred.to the Cherokee treaty 
of 1817, 

Mr. EVERETT. 
son’s reign. 

Mr. HAYNES. But it refers to facts during 
his time. 

Mr. EVERETT. And what is the reference? 
It is to a fact the very reverse of the policy of 
Indian removal, as understood by Mr. Monroe, 
its real author. The fact referred ito is this: Jn 
1808, & portion of the Cherokees: applied to Mr. 
Jefferson for permission to remove to the West; 
not for the purpose-of being there civilized, but 
čí to continue the hunter state.” This, and this 
alone, was the policy proposed during the ad- 


l That was after Mr. Jeffer- 


ministration of Mr. Jefferson—to remove such 


and such only as desired * to continue the hunter 
life.” On this subject I will make a reference to 
the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
1834, made under the supervision of one well 
acquainted with the history of our Indian rela- 
tions. [I allude to the present Executive of 
Georgia: 

« Whatever difference of opinion may heretofore have 


existed, the policy 
eoudition of these tribes of Indians, may now be regarded 
as definitively settled. To induce them to remove wesxtor 
the Mississippi, to a territory set apart and dedicated to their 


use and government forever ; to secure to them there a final 


home; to elevate their intellectual, moral, and civil condi- | 


tion; and to fit them for the enjoyment of the blessings of 
a free government, is that policy,” &c. 


“The project for removing. the eastern Indians west of | 


the Mississippi anay be referred for its origin to & proposi- 
tion of a part of the Cherokee tribe, in 1808, ‘to remove 
across the Mississippi river on some vacant lands of the 


United States)? and there ‘to cantiime the bunter fife, in | 
consequence of which, in 1817, they. exchanged their lands ; 


east for lands west of thar river . 

*'Tie Choctaw treaty of 182), made ‘to promote the civ- 
iization of the cast Choctaw Indians, by the establishment 
of schools among them, and to perpetuate Them asa nation, 
by exchanging for a small part of their land a eountry be- 
yond the X ppi river, where all who live by hunting, 
aud will not work, may be colfceted together,’ grants them 
a traci of àud weet of the river for that purp Neither 
of these cessions looked to civilizaiion of the ludians 
west of the Mississippi $ aud itis worthy of rémark that this 
emigration, for the purpose of continuing the hunter life, 


tthe Government. in regard to the future ; 


bas, contrary to all thought © 
i] datio.y for Tamin civilization’ 
off having fr outstripped those they 1ért betin 
of civilization. and in:the camforts of lifesr 17 

© In 1825 the plan for the, removal J 


the aris 


: i and ciyilization of the 
Indian tribes was officially préssed. on the attention of Cop- 
grees by the President's (Mr. Monroe’s} message, and tHe 
report of the Seeretary-or War (Mrs Calhoun). of that year. 
Fue pian then ‘proposed was ‘ta acquire a.pufficlem tact 
of country westot the State of Missouri and Territory of 
Arkansas, itv order to estabiish’ permanent setiledtén 
that quarter of: the thibes: Which wete plaposed? to D 
moved ;?: to-give then ithe“: strongestaind most ól enw a8- 
surances that.the count 


k ted 
to add to such ‘assurances a system by which tie Govern= 
ment, without destroying their indepeudence, would: grade 
ually unite the several tribes undera simples bat enlighty 


ened system of government and lays? E A i 
- So much for the historical error; nor would it 
have deserved so much notice, were it not the 
fashion to draw on Mr. Jefferson for authority, 
when facts. were not at command, 9, G o saot 

I now return to,the charges and to the defense, 
Against the policy of Indian removals, nder- 
stood by. Mr. Monroe, or as defined by the com- 
mittee, no reproaches were ever made. 1, cery 
tainly, have made none, neitheragainst the policy, 
nor against any Administration for supporting it, 
It was one of the objects of the report to carry it 
into execution. That policy was. to induce the 
Indians to remove, not to force them.. And thig 
constitutes the difference of the policy before 1829 
and since —‘‘ since It-(the Government). became 
free to pursue its own course,” Thet reproach» 
es,” the “ imputations,”” have beenmadeagainst 
this change of the policy, or; if yow please, in the 
language of the message, to ‘the manner of its 
execution.” / ee. 

I proceed to the specification. of the charges 
brought against the Jast.and the present. Admin- 
istrations. I shall submit to the committeesand 
to the nation, whether its dealings have been just? 
Whether it has fulfilled all treaty stipulations with 
the Indian tribes—with the southern tribes? 

I begin with the Seminoles. The. charge is, 
that. the Executive, in 1835, commenced : war 
against the Seminoles, to enforce. the exccution 
of a treaty not legally.or. morally obligatory. upon 
them; and, for that purpose, the war, thus: un- 
justly commenced,.is continued to this time. 

In 18361 attempted an examination of this.sub- 
ject in detail. At this time J shall content myself 
with giving a brief of one of the objections, then 
taken, and to which the late speciai message of 
the President (document,93) has given additional 
force. PE bet A 

By the treaty concluded with the Seminoles— 
concluded on the 9th May, 1832, and ratified 12th 
April, 1834—they agreed to emigrate to the coun- 
try west of the, Mississippi,.heretofore ceded to 
the Creck nation, on certain conditions; one of 
which was that the Creeks should assent to ye 
unite with the Seminoles as one people, and that 
they should be ‘received as a constituent part of 
the Creck nation, and. be readmitted to all the 
privileges as a member of the same.” The terms 
of this condition have reference to former rela- 
tions between the Seminoles and Creeks. "The 
Seminoles were formerly a distinct band, having 
a scparate Jocation; and, as such,.were.a congtite 
| uent part—a member of the Creek nation—-or (as 
i expressed in article four) of the $ Creck confeder- 
ation.” < They scceded from. the Creck nation, 
| and by the treaty of Camp Moultrie of 1823, were 
recognized as an independent tribe. The object 
and. purpose of the condition was obviously to 
restore the ancient relations between the Semi- 
noles and Creeks, : This, however, required the 
assentof the Creek nation, as well of the part that 
had not emigrated, as of the part that had emi- 
grated. The whole Greek nation numbered over 
twenty-five thousand—less than twenty-five Dun- 
dred had emigrated. On the 14th February, 1833, 
it was attempted to fulfill the condition in the 
sense I have given it. A treaty was then made 
with the emigrant Creeks, by which they agreed 
that ‘the Seminoles will hereafter be considered 
i} as a constituent part of the said (Creek) nation, 
i but are to be located on some part of the Creek 
‘| country by themselves; which location will be 
© selected for them by the commissioners ? signing 
| the treaty; and a location was immediately se- 
i} lected between the forks of the Canadian river. 
This arrangement was made at Fort Gibson, and 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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appears to have been satisfactory to the Semi- 
nole and emigrant Creek delegates then present, 
and only wanted the assent of the eastern Creeks 
to have rendered ita perfect fulfillment of the con- 
dition. Butto them it was not communicated, nor 
was their assent asked. They, however, ‘ dis- 
covered” the arrangement, and refused to sanc- 
tion it. They sent word to the Seminole bands 
“that while they were willing to receive them 
within their limits as a portion of the nation, the 
would not suffer them to enjoy any separate al- 
Jotment of their soil.’’ And, sir, this fact came 
to the knowledge of the Executive before the 
ratification of the Seminole treaty. It came to 
the knowledge of General Eaton while negoti- 
ating with the Indians at Washington in the 
winter of 1834. And yet, notwithstanding this, 
the Executive procure the treaty to be ratified 
in the April following. The Seminoles refused 
to execute the treaty, on the express ground that 
the condition had not been fulfilled; that no sep- 
arate location had been provided for them. 1 
have the authority of Genera] Eaton for saying 
that this +t waa the essential cause of their reluct- 
ance to go off.” This, his opinion, he commu- 
nicated to the Executive as early as March, 1835. 
This, sir, is the treaty that we have been endeav- 
oring for the last three years to execute by the 
Seminole war. 


The importance of the fulfillment of the condi- | 


tion to the Seminoles and to ourselves is illus- 
trated by the late special message of the Presi- 
dent, (Doc. No. $.) From this it appears that 
the fortune of war has placed in our hands two 
thousand Seminoles, whom we have transported 
over the Mississippi. The Eastern Creeks have 
also been removed to the lands assigned them, 
and have taken possession of the lands allotted 
to the Seminoles; and they now say, as they said 
in 1833, ** that they will not suffer the Seminoles 
to enjoy any separate allotment of their soil.’ 
And the Seminoles now, as in 1832, refuse to 
amalgamate with the Creeks. These two thou- 
sand Seminoles are now enoumped in the Chero- 
kee country, near Port Gibson, where they must 
remain until a new location is provided for them. 
And now, at this late day, the President aska 
Congress for the authority to provide them a lo- 
cation elsewhere than that in the Creck country. 
How unfortunate that this had not been provided 
for before the ratification of the treaty—before 
the commencement of the Seminole war ! 

The charge, then, ig, that the Executive, know- 
ing that the condition of the treaty had not been 
fulfilled—knowing that nine tenths of the Creeks 
had objected to allowing a separate location to 
the Seminoles, and that they had given the Sem- 
inoles notice of the fact—yet, knowing all this, 
it proceeded to have the treaty ratified; and after- 
wards, knowing that this objection continued 
to be the essential reason why the Seminoles 
would not remove, it proceeded to compel them 
to remove by force. Piay out of the question a 
pretended subsequent agreement of a few of the 
chiefs, as having been the result of an equally 
unjustifiable force. 

his, sir, is one of the specifications; and I 
ask, was this “dealing justly and friendly 
throughout?” 

Another: In the course of the Seminole war, a 
number of the Seminoles came in under the pro- 
tection of a flag, and under express assurance of 
its protection. T 
pede prisonerd—detained and transported beyond 
the Mississippi. Was this dealing just? bn a 


hat flag was violated; they were | 


former occasion, I stated that I thought the House | 


would be satisfied with the course then (as was 
intimated to me) pursuing by the Secretary of 
‘War. {now state that I have no reason to be 
satisfied. I know not what was done. But no 
pubhe notice has since been taken of the trans- 
action—no public censure—no atonement to the 
Seminoles, or to ourselves. And what was the 
consequence? Even Indians will not in future 
respect yonr flag. You can hold no communica- 
tion with the enemy. And you continue the war. 
And what do you propose? How is the war to 
be conducted or ended? Is it seriously intended, 
as has been proposed, to settle your lands in 
Florida by tenants, by Knight service? Andare 
these feudal knights to be your defense against 
the Seminoles? Or, perhaps, as is suggested by 


a friend near me, are they to defend your army 
against the Indians? This knight service, too, 
is to be the defense along the whole line of your 
western frontier. 


to suggest a more simple and certain mode of 
terminating the Seminole war, It is this: as your 
flag may not be respected, dismiss one of the Sem- 
inole prisoners, with a message that, if the Sem- 
inoles will not cross a certain designated line, you 
will not. Both sides are equally tired of the war; 
and that line, I have no doubt, would be re- 
spected. On these terms you could have had a 
peace a year ago. 

I pass from the Seminoles to the Creeks; and 
1 make this charge, that the Executive removed 
the Creeks by a military forec, in violation of an 
existing treaty. 

By the treaty of 24th March, 1832, certain res- 
ervations were made to the Creeks, who, at the 
end of five years, were entitled to patents in fec, 
if they chose to remain; and in the meantime, the 
United States ngreed to remove all intruders. ‘Phe 
twelfth article is in these words: 


“Art. xu. The United States are desirous that the 


sippi, &e.: Provided, however, That this article shall not 
be construed so as to compelany Creek Indian to emigrate, 
but they shall be free to go or stay, as they picase.”” 


regarded. The whites intruded upon them; and, 
by fraud, by persecution, by forgery, and by 


This produced resistance on the part of a few, 
and this was magnified into a general hostility of 
the Creek nation. The Executive, instead of re- 
moving the intruders, removed twenty-two thou- 
sand Greeks by a military force. Their removal 
was attended with unparalleled suffering; result- 
ing, as L am informed, in the death of six thou- 


the Creeks, such the dealings which are pro- 
nounced just and friendly throughout. 

I pass to the Cherokees: and is it true that you 
have fulfilled your treaty stipulations with them? 
Permit me to say that this is the first time that I 
ever heard it asserted or pretended. It never has 
been contended on this floor that we had fulfilled 
them. 1 now refer to the treaty of Holston; and 
from that time to 1828 to the treaty of New 


of that session. In neither was it contended or 
pretended that we had fulfilled the stipulation with 
the Cherokees contained in the seventh article of 
the treaty of Holston: 

“Arr. vit. The United States solemnly guaranty to the 
Cherokee nation all their landa not hereby ceded.” 

The fact was notorious, conceded, that we had 
not fulfilled this stipulation. Instead of being de- 


the ground that we had not the power, consist- 
ently with the rights of the States. Ido not enter 
upon the question of the validity of the excuse: 
it was debated at the last session: my present 
concern is with the allegation in the message, that 
the United States have, in good faith, fulfilled all 
its treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes, and 
with admitted facts as to the treaty of Holston. 


New Echota. 
than one hundred adult Cherokees, against the 


one in forty assenting to it. At the last session 
this treaty was fully debated. I took part in the 
debate; and shall not now enter upon the details. 
I take the leading fact, the uncontroverled and in- 
controvertible fact, that this treaty was concluded 
with less than one handred Cherokees acting for 
themselves alone; and I place it in opposition to 
the declaration in the message that ‘ no instance 
of oppression and fraud” ‘can justly be charged 
upon this Government, since it became free to 
| pursue its own course.” And that ‘its dealings 
with the Indians have been just and friendly 
throughout.”’ 

I add one more charge to the list: it is, that 


the treaty was a fraud upon the Senate as well 
as on the Cherokees. The specification is, that 
iin the month of November, 1835, secret instruc- 


But, sir, perhaps I am trench- ; 
ing on the powers of the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, to which I believe one of the resolutions ! 
commits this subject. I will, however, take leave | 


nied, our neglect was attempted to be excused on. 


Creeks should remove to the country west of the Missis- | i 
i Ihavea word to say of the execution of the 


The obligation to remove intruders was not ` 


sand within the first year. Such'was the fate of | 


Echota. Iwill refer you to the report of the Com- į 
mittee on Indian Aftairs of 1830, and the debates | 


The next charge has relation to the treaty of | 
It is, thatthis treaty was with less | 


known will of the great body of the nation, not | 


The instractions communicated were those of 
the 2d April, which required the assent of a ma- 
jority of the nation; they were communicated as 
the instructions under which the treaty was made; 
the direct evidence of the fact tirat secret instruc- 
tions were given which eventuated in the treaty, 
came out long after its ratification, and by one of 
those chances that happen in the oblique transac- 
tions of men. Strong presumptions arose from 
the letter of the Commissioner of the 30th of 
October, taken in connection with the then exist- 
ing state of things; but we are indebted to a col- 
lateral circumstance for the disclosure of the fact 
that the secret instructions were given. It was 
this: the Auditor disallowed the charges for the 
special messenger who was sent for and returned 
with the instructions; to obtain the allowances, 


| the Commissioner disclosed the fact to the acting 


' Sceretary of War, on which the account was al- 
i lowed and paid. What sort of dealing is this? 

! Such are some of the charges which have been 
heretofore made against the Government ‘* since 
| it became free to pursue its own course. The 
proofs are in the records of its Departments, 


treaty. The time allowed the Cherokees for re- 
moval expired on the 23d May, 1838. Ist consc- 
quence of an order previously issacd, a military 
force of seven thousand men was then in the 


a : ‘| Cherokee country, for the purpose of removing 
force, evicted many of the Creeks from their lands. ; 


the Cherokees. As the crisis approached, the 
Administration became alarmed at the probable 
consequences of a forcible removat of the Chero- 
ikee nation. Iam willing to believe that a senti- 
iment of humanity mingled with the alarm. On 
the 22d of May the President submitted to Con- 
gress a recommendation for a further appropria- 
tion for the benefit of the Cherokees, and for the 
allowance to them of the further time of two years 
i 4 . k E Qp 
| for the completion of theiremigration. (Doc. 376.) 
To preventall mistake on this subject, I refer to 
| the letter of the Secretary to the Cherokee dele- 
| gation, of the 18th of May, communicated in this 
document: 

‘As it has been before observed, the Government of the 


i| United States could not agree to this article (viz: t Such 


removal to be commenced at the earliest period, and to be 
fully completed within two years from this date’] without 
the consent of the States whose rights ure involved, and 
whose interests nay be affected by this stipulation. But tho 
Executive pledges itself to use its best efforts to induce them 
to abstain from pressing their claims in a manner that would 
produce loss or inconvenience to the Cherokee people, and 
would be inconsistent with their being removed with every 
reasonable comfort. From the well-known humanity and 
generous character of the States of Georgia, Tennessee, and 
Alabama, there can be no doubt of their granting every in- 
dulgence which the interests of humanity require ; and if 
two years are necessary for the comfortable removal of the 
nation, the undersigned will venture to assure the delega- 
tion that their request will be granted.” 


In my opinion, the Executive had the right to 
grant it without consulting any of the States. I 
pass that. My object is to show that the Exec- 
utive submitted the proposition for the extension 
of time to Congress, with an undertaking on his 
part that it should be fulfilled. And how was it 
defeated? The proposition was immediately com- 
municated to the Executive of Georgia, with cor- 
responding instructions to General Scott, A cor- 
respondence ensued between the Executive of 
Georgia and the Secretary of War, (Doc. No, 
421,) by which it would seem ‘‘ that his Excel- 
lency must have misapprehended the true mean- 
ing and intent of the Government.” General Scott 
had, on the 24th, commenced the work of arrest- 
ing the Cherokees in view of their removal, and 
he was instructed ‘‘to continue the prosecution 
of the measures he had adopted to remove the 
Indians.” A bill passed making a further appro- 
priation for the Cherokees, General Scott contin- 
ued the capture of the Cherokees, and all the grace 
they obtained was a respite till October, then to 
be removed under the conduct of their chiefs. 
This, I admit, was a great favor; yet, with all the 
care and prudence with which they have been re- 
moved, the consequences have been most fatal. 
The confinement of large numbers together, the 
change of diet, the agitation and fatigues of re- 
moval, have resulted in the loss of about three 
thousand. Much of this would have been pre- 
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vented had the proposed delay of two years been 
allowed. That it was not allowed is to be attrib- 
uted to the injudicious, and, if I may say so, the 
obstinate course of the Executive of Georgia, and 
to the want of firmness of our own. Ihave spoken 
of the consequences of that hasty removai, not 
of any intention to produce them. 

It was not my intention when I came here, to 
have said one word on subjects that are past. 
The southern Indians have been removed—they 
are gone. I was disposed to let all past contro- 
versies rest. But, sir, I could not in silence sub- 
mit to the sweeping denunciation of the message 
that all the charges heretofore brought against the 
Executive, on the subject of our Indian relations, 
were “ undeserved reproaches,” “ unjustimputa- 
tions,” or “ misrepresentations;’’ nor that history 
should falsify facts, however much: to our credit, 
that, for the last ten years, all our dealings with 
the Indians have been ‘just, or that we have ful- 
filled all our treaty stipulations with the Indian 
tribes; and I have to say that, so often as such 
denunciations and assertions shall be repeated, 
as often will the charges be restated. 


EXECUTIVE POWER. 


SPEECH OF HON. WILLIAM SLADE, 
OF VERMONT, i 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 22, 1839. 


An amendment to the bill making appropriations for the : 


civil aud diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 


Whole on the state of the Union— 


Mr. SLADE said that it had not been his in- 
tention to trouble the House, during the present 
session, with any remarks on the great questions 


which divide the leading parties in the country. | 


It was always with extreme reluctance that he 
addressed the House; and he felt his ordinary 
embarrassment much increased by a considera- 
tion of the extent and fullness of the discussions 
which these questions had recently undergone 
here and elsewhere | He had not the vanity to 
suppose that he could adduce any new facts, or 
urge any new arguments; yet he deemed the pres- 
ent a crisis when itis incumbent on every man to 
do his duty and his whole duty; and when it 
becomes no man to stand still until he can “ do 
some great thing,” before he attempts anything; 
but to do, according to his ability, whatever his 
hands find to do with all his might. In the fear- 
ful struggle going on between Executive power 
and. constitutional freedom, every man should 
feel that he has a deep stake, and that the efforts 
of the feeblest and the humblest may not be una- 


vailing to turn the scale and secure a victory. If} 


I can influence but a single mind; if I can rouse 
buta single freeman, and give to h's efforts a right 
direction, I shall be amply rewarded. 

But, sir, I have other motives for addressing 
this committee. Ithas been my lot to stand on this 
floor as an opponent of slavery, and to be iden- 
‘tified with those who are sometimes reproached 


as being men of “one idea;”? in the contempla- | 


tion of which they are so engrossed as to overlook 
all other publicinterests. Tam willing to bear the 
reproach of being opposed to slavery, here and 
everywhere. Iam not ashamed to own that, on 
‘this subject, I think much and feel deeply. But, 
sir, so far from forgetting other interests, In my 
desire for the emancipation of the enslaved, the 
contemplation of the greut principles of justice which 
lie at the foundation of that cause does but inspire 
me with a firmer purpose to maintain another 
‘cause with which those principles are deeply iden- 
tified, a i 

Tam opposed to slavery of every kind; to sia- 
very of mind and slavery of body; to the slavery 
Whose silken cords are artfully coiled around the 
spirits of’freemen, as well as to the harsh and 
cruel bondage which forces the eweat and toil of 
him who moves at the bidding of a taskmaster. 


ing through this land, and crushing everything 


beneath its tread, without standing up and oppos- į 


ing my feeble strength toits progress. ° No man 
can estimate the consequences of failure in the 


i! 
i 
fi 


$ 
t 


i 
3 i eee : || fense, there met my ear a most mournful com- | 
year 1839, being under consideration in Committee of the |! H y i 


i! most intense anxiety to our deliberations, and to 


j of the oppressor, so that the oppressed may go 


| its power. 


| Administration—the gentleman deems it sufficient 


| wits and sharpening our faculties by intellectual | 


Sir, I cannot stand still and see corruption stalk- |j tive policy—results which no arts could conceal— 


present effort to arrest it. The crisis is one of 
momentous and fearful interest. The triumph 
of corruption now may be its enduring triumph; 
a triumph which may reach, in its consequences, 
far beyond the time when African slavery shall 
have been exterminated—as I pray Heaven it 
miay soon be—from this and every other land. 
That slavery I abhor and detest, and shall do 
what I rightfully can to root it out from the 
world; but I also detest and abhor the slavery in 
which the policy of this Administration has long 
sought to bind the freemen of this country; and | 
I intend to do what I can to take away the power | 


free. In both cases I am for emancipation with- 
out delay. In one, I do not expect to see it ac- 
complished immediately; in the other, I hope to 
see it effected on the 4th of March, 1841. Neither | 
of these causes do I intend to forget in my zeal 
for the other. The sword of justice is two-edged; | 
and both the ‘‘curse of slavery” and the ‘‘ cor- 
ruptions of Van Burenism” may be made to feel 


THE PEOPLE TIRED OF DISCUSSION. 


I have, Mr. Chairman, listened to the recent 
debate in this committee with some attention, and 
have heard some things which sounded to me 
very strangely, On entering this Hall two days 
ago, I found a gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Howarp] replying to the arguments which had 
been urged against this Administration, and pro- 
fessing to defend it on its arraignment for corrup- 
tion and abuse of power. And what did I hear 
from him? Why, sir, instead. of a serious dc- 


plaint of waste of time in this discussion! Instead | 
of an argument, we were gravely and reprovingly 
told that “t the people were dissatisfied with us as | 
a debating society.” Yes, sir, standing in the 
high position of chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs—a position from which he might | 
well be supposed to speak the sentiments of the | 


to meet the indignant remonstrances of the peo- 
ple, through their Representatives, against the 
newly-developed results of Executive favoritism | 
and corruption, by telling us that we are a mere 
debating society, with whose harangues our con- | 
stituents are wearied! We are actually gowned | 
by the gentleman and sent back to college, and | 
held up as a class of sophomores, exercising our 


conflict. This is deemed by the honorable chair- 

man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs as a | 
sufficient answer to the arguments of opposition | 
on this floor, and a fitting defense of the Admin- 
istration against the heavy artillery drawn up to | 
batter down its fortifications and level the walls | 
of its last citadel. 

The people dissatisfied with us as a debating 
society! Sir, so far from this being true, the 
people are looking from every quarter with the 


the investigations we have instituted into the | 
abuses of Executive power. Many a man among 
the honest, unsophisticated yeomanry of the 
country, who has long held on to the Adminis- 
tration, under the hope of reform, which was art- 
fully held out at the beginning of its deceptive | 
career, is beginning to open his eyes upon the 
alarming results of pledges broken and power abused. 
“ Give us light,” is the cry that comes up to us 
from every quarter of the Union. 
speeches and reports of committees. We want 
to see the results of the promised ‘reform,’ and 
possess the means of judging of the conduct of 
those who have ruled over us for the last ten 
years.”? Such is the language addressed to me | 
by many of my constituents; and it is, I have no 
doubt, addressed to almost every member on this 
floor who.is known to be unpledged to sustain, 
right or wrong, the men in power. And, sir, | 
these inquiries have not been prompted by any | 
artificial excitement, got up to subserve tlie per- {i 
poses of party; but they have been forced from i 
i 


the people by the practical results of the Execu- 


results which have been the legitimate frnit of | 
seed long since sown, and which would produce | 
its kind. The Administration have sown the wind 


“Send us || p 


and ‘are nöwreaping the whirlwind- 


Mr. Chairman, I commend the prudence of the 
gentleman from Maryland. He has made the 
best defense of the Administration that could be 
made. We are ‘a debating society!’ and the 
people are sick of it! This is his. answer to the 
murmurs óf the people, and the arguments of the 
people’s representatives. This is the language 
which is. used to Congress-and the country when, 
after a, maladministration of ten years, which has 
brought us to the foot of Executive power, there 
is a roused and struggling effort to, shake off the 
incubus, restore the Constitution to its just pal- 
ance, Congress to its rights, and the people to 
their full and free breathing.» °- 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman. mistakes the 
feelings of himself and his political associates 
here for the feelings of the people, when he sup- 
poses they are tired of discussion, Sir, the peo- 
ple want discussion.. They pray forlight. They 
say, debate—debate fully and thoroughly. We 
will pay the expense.. Go on. Probe matters to 
the bottom. Don’t spare for their crying. We 
begin to find out that. the boasting reformers have 
deceived and misled us, and we-want to. see fur- 
ther into the mystery. of their. political iniquity. 
Open the doors wide, if. you can get the keys; and 
if you cannot, keep.thundering at them till we can 
come to your aid with a reinforcement. 

Tired of discussion! Well may this Adminis- 
tration be tired of it. It is a battering-ram that 
is shaking the walls of their castle, and threaten- 
ing to bury them in its ruins. Light and truth ! 
What horror takes hold of the abusers of power; 
when these stern and vigorous assailants look 
them full in the face—when quickened memory 
brings up with fearful celerity, and presents in 
dread array, their political transgressions, and 
“conscience, which makes cowards of us‘all,” 
performs his’ office. Well may they cry out in 
the subdued agony of detected guilt, we are tired 
of discussion. But, sir, the people are not tired 
of it. They are aroused, and discussion will go 
on. If we hold our peace, they will not be silent, 
If we refuse to come to the rescue, then shall en- 
largement and deliverance arise from some other 
quarter. Truth is mighty, and will prevail.” 

But suffer me, Mr. Chairman, to looka little 
more narrowly into the reasons why the friends 
of the Administration are tired of discussion. It 
is ten years since the present dynasty came into 
power. Those who are now so impatient of dis- 
cussion have good memories. They have not 
forgotten with what professions they forced: their 
way to the chief control. The means’émployed 
by them to supplant the preceding Administra- 
tion have become matter of history. The pledges 
made to a deceived people are on record; and the 
gross and shameless violations of them now stare 
their authors fullin the face, And, sir, it shall 
not be my fault if they are not made to look 
upon them until their eyeballs shall be seared with 
the sight. 


THREAT TO PUT DOWN THE ‘PURE ADM 
TION.” 


{ well remember the history of the canvass 
which elevated General Jackson to the Presiden- 
cy. I saw then, as clearly as I see now, and 
detested then, as strongly as I detest now, the 
means by which that elevation was effected. And 
I now say, without the fear of contradiction, that 
a grosser system of deception was never prac- 
ticed upon’ any people than that by which the 
urest Administration the country ever had was 
supplanted, and the most corrupt put in its place, 

ho, Mr. Chairman, can fail to remember the 
declaration of a leading partisan of General Jack- 
son, now the second officer in the Government, 
made atthe outsetof Mr. Adams’s'administration, 
that “it should be put down, though pure as the 
angels at the right hand of the throne of God?” And 
how was a pure Administration to be put down ? 
The ingenuity of disappointed ambition was ready 
with an answer, raise the cry of ‘bargain and 
corruption,” because a man who voted in the 
House of Representatives forthe elected Prest- 
dent has been selected as one of his confidential 
advisers. Let “bargain and corruption” be ste- 
reotyped, and placed at the head of every Oppo- 
sition newspaper for four years. Sage 
It was done! The columns of the United States 
Telegraph, and of all the affiliated journals of the 
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“ put down”? party, now bare on their face evi- 
dence how faithfully this purpose was executed; 
while the sentiments of the whole country, from 
north to south, and from east to west, attest, with 
overwhelming unanimity, the utter falsehood of 
the charge. ‘But it had its day, and wrought its 
intended effect. 


PRETENDED ABUSE OF PATRONAGE BY MR: ADAMS. 


Next came the charge of a prostitution of Ex- 
ecutive patronage and abuse of Executive power, 
Tt ias now a matter of amazement that there should 
have been found wickedness brazen enough to 
make the chargë, and  crédulity weak enough to 
be duped by it. Yet such was the fact. Mr. 
‘Adams made two removals from office during his 
entire administration, neither of which was for 
a political ‘cause, and yet the land was literally 
filled with clamor about the danger of ab abuse of 
Executiye power. That clamor war commenced 
iri 1896, in the report ‘of a committee of the Sen- 
ante on the subject of Executive patronage, at the 
éad of which was Thomas H. Benton, and 
among whose members were Martin Van Buren 
and Richard M. Johnson. That report dwelt 
with much apparent alarm on ‘the degree and 
amount of patronage now [then] exercised by the 
President;” and came to ‘the conclusion that 
the same: may, and ought to be diminished by 
law.” For the professed purpose of effecting 
that diminution, the committee reported six bills, 
one of which, it ig worthy of special remark, 
provided: 

“That in_all nominations made by the President to the 
Benate, to fill vacancies octusiondéd by the exercise of the 


fresidenv’a power to remove from office, the fact of the | 


removal shail be stated to the Senate at the time the nom 
ination iy maile, with a statement of the reasons for which 
such officer may have been removed.” 

I wish, Mr. Chairman, that I had time to go 
fully into the report ‘of that committee. But I 
must forbear. It labored to magnify the amount 
of patronage then exercised by the President; de- 
clared that ‘the power of patronage, unless 
checked by the vigorous interposition of Congress, 
must go on increasing, until Pederal influence in 
many parta of this Confederation will predom- 
inate in elections as completely as British infla- 
ence predominates in the elections of Scotland 
and Ireland in rotten-barough towna;” urged the 
necessity of “Jaboring’ to multiply the guards, 
and to strengthen the barricrs against the possi- 
blo abuse of power; and spoke of the disposi- 
tion manifested ‘in all ages to flock to the standard 
of power wheresoeverand by whomsoever raised,” 
Jt also embodied a glowing and truly prophetic 


description of the effect of the exercise of Exec- | 


ulive power, which I shall bave occasion more 
particularly to notice hereafter, 

It is useful to look back on this report from the 
point where we now stand. Where was thrown 
around it an air of sincerity and vegard for the 


public food which rendered it very imposing, and | 


seemed to claim for its authors the merit of no 
common patriotism and discernment. But, sir, 
we can now see Ít in its true light. Iewas hypo- 
critical cant, used to effect the purposes of un- 
worthy ambition, Sound doctrines it indeed con- 
tained; but their promulgation was made.under 
circumstances and jn a manner clearly showing 
that it.was intended not to lay a foundation for 
carrying them out in practice, but to give coun- 
tenance to the false clamor against the then Ad- 
ministration, 


removals, or furnishing an occasion for the sud- 


charm of Executive influence. But, sir, the con- i 
spirators understood it; and now we understand lj 
t nol The | 
connection which that report—profusely scattered | 


it, and the whole country understands it. 


through the country—was made to have with the 
misrepresentations which were to put down, and 


which did put down, a pure Administration, and | 


the subsequent perpetration, by its authors and 


their political friends, as soon as they came into | 
power, of all the abuscs they pretended to deprecate, ` 


reveal to the broad light of day the great purpose 


ofthe report. That purpose was the acquisition | 


of power., It was effected; and effected only to 


Nothing had occurred to justify | 
alarm, No arbitrary removals from office had i 
heen made, suggesting the necessity of imposing } 
on the President the duty of giving reasons for |} 


f 


{ 


i 
i 


i should govern him in his selections for ofice, 


| By selecting characters most conspicuous for their probity 
1, Virtue, capacity, and firmness, without any regard to party, : 


Executive Power—Mr. Slade. 


enable those who accomplished it to fulall their 
own worst predictions of the abuse of power. 

I bave said, Mr. Chairman; that none now dare 
to charge Mr. Adams with an abuse of Executive 
power. ¥ recall the assertion, and admit that there 


‘Is one exception. The gentleman from Maryland 


(Mr. Howarp] has said in this debate that “Gen- 
eral Jackson found the instrument (Executive pat- 
ronage) bright from recent use, in the magazine 
stormed and taken on his coming into power.”’ 
By this.he intended to say that Executive patron- 
age had been used by the preceding Administra- 
tion for party purposes; and that its notarious use 
for such purposes by General Jackson and his suc- 
cessor has been but a following out of the policy of 
the Administration that preceded him. Now, air, I 
demand the proof of the gentleman’g assertion. I 
deny that there ia a shadow. of foundation for it, 
Sir, I am amazed at the temerity which can now 
make such an assertion. Who, J! ask, did Mr. 
Adams remove from office for opinion’s sake?, Not 


advocates of the * spoils” system long maintained 
p y g 


that his neglect to use his official power to put | 


down his-enemies and put up his friends very 
much contributed to his defeat? Where is the ac- 
tive supporter of General Jackson and Mr. Van 


of Executive power for party purposes, by refer- 


ring to what has been denominated the fatal neg- 
D D 


tions rises herc and gravely tells us that the use 


vanquished enemy! Mr. Chairman, I must cease 
to be antonished at anything, and give it up that 
“all iy fair in politics,’ when such assertions can 
be made in the face of the country by Re 
atives of the people on this floor. But while this 
assertion proves that “all jis fair in polities,” it 
proves another thing. It shows that gentlemen 
of the Administration fecl pressed with the argu- 
ment against the prostitution of Executive pat- 
rovage, and see the necessity of meeting ithy an 
; excuse, atleast, if they cannot find a justifica- 
tion, "The notorious groundlesspess of the excase 


l now offered leaves those who urge it ina posi- 


tion of no enviable weakness before the country. 


If they are content to remain in that position, I: 


am willing to leave them there, ‘ alone in their 


glory.” 


means used to “put down” the ‘ pure Adminis- 
tration,” some of the pretensions set up and urged 
in favor of the candidate for the succession, and 


| which professed to shadow forth the grand reform 


to be given the country under his Administra- 
tion. 


A LIBERAL ADMINISTRATION PROMISED. 


pacificator! Party spirit was to expire under his 
administration; or, at least, it was to be divested 
of all its asperity. Men were to be selected for 
office without regard to party, and solely on the 


nent fitness for official station, There was a large 
class of minds on which such assurances were 


with much effect. 
Mr. Monroe, in 1816, was published, in which 
the most earnest advice was given touching the 
formation of his Cabinetand the principles which 
I 


cannot resist the impulse to read a paragraph from 


: ee ae ~ i thatletter, to remind this committee and the coun- 
den and high-wrought solicitude manifested for | ` 


the exemption of thec ry fr e danger i i 7 i i i 
ption of the country from the dangerous | zervice of the conspirators against the pure Ad- 


ministration which they were pledged to “put | 
y 8 p 


try of the professions which were pressed into the 


down:” ~ 


“Pardon me, my denr sir, [said General Jackson.) for the 


They are made with the sincerity and freedom of a friend. 


I cannot doubt they will be received with feelings similar | 


to those which have impelled me to make them. Every- 
| thing depends on the selection of your ministry. In every 


is the time to exterminate that monster called party spirit 
F 
you will go far to, if not entirety, eradicate those feelings 


wiich on former occasions threw so many obstacles in the 
way of Government; and perhaps have the pleasure and 


one; no, sir, notone. On the contrary, have notthe : 


Buren, who has not attempted to defend their use |! 


leet of Mr. Adams to adopt that policy? And yet: 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- i 


of Executive power for party purposes was an ; 
instrument that General Jackson “ found brizht | 
i| from recent use” in the captured magazine of his i 


penna K 


But I will proceed to consider, as among the | 


And first, General Jackson was to be a great : 


ground of high personal qualifications and emi- || 


fitted to operate, and on which they did operate | 
General Jackson’s letter to | 


following remarks concerning the next presidential term. ` 


election party and party feelings shouid be avoided. Now : 


honor of uniting a peopie herctofore politically divided. 
The Chief Magistrate ofa great and powerful nation should 
never indulge in party feelings. His conduct should be 
liberal and disinterested, always bearing in mind that he 
acts for the whale, and not a part of the community. By 
this course you will exalt the national character, and ac- 
quire for yourself a name as imperishable as monumentat 
marble. Consult no party in your choice. Pursue the 
dictates of that unerring judgment which has so long and 
so often benefited onr country, and reudered conspicncus 
its rulers. ‘Thesearethe sentiments ofa friend. They are 
ibe feelings, if know my own heart, of an undissembled 
patriot. 
“ Accept assurances of my sincere friendship, and believe 
mc to be, respeetfully, your obedicnt servant, 
i “ ANDREW JACKSON.” 
And now, Mr. Chairman, mark how full were 
General Jackson’s expressions of a disregard of 
‘party and party feelings.” How deep and 
strong his abhorrence of ‘the monster called party 
i spirit,” How earnestly were “ probity, virtue, 
capacity, and firmness” commended. How fit- 
ting was it then in the eyes of General Jackson, 
that the Chief Magistrate of a greatand power- 
ful vation should never indulge in party feelings.” 
How important, then, that ‘Chis conduct should 
be liberal and disinterested, bearing in mind that 
he acts for the whole and not a part of the com- 
i munity!’ Sir, do not doubt the sincerity of 
his advice. General Jackson felt ag that he wrote. 
'TIe had not then become corrupted by ambition, 
Ie had not come in contact with the men who, 
afterwards, sought to use him in accomplishing 
their purpose of putting down’? all pure’? ad- 
ministration, He was General Andrew Jackson, 
fresh from the conflicts and toils and victorics of 
war, and unpracticed in the arts of political chi- 
eanery. But what was sincerity in him, then, 
became the rankest hypocrisy in those who used 
it ten years afterwards. He deprecated, truly, the 
prevalence of a proseribing, exterminating party 
i apici. They sought to use him to accomplish its 
worst purposes, J7e suw and felt the value of 
“probity, virtuc, and capacity” in public station. 
They saw and felt the value of his recommenda- 
tion of these qualities in aiding them to crush a 
pare, virtuous, and capable Administration, He 
¿saw that Mr, Monroe might acquire for himself 
San imperishable name by follewing his noble ad- 
vice, They saw, with the keen sight of political 
gamblers, that they might acquire power by skill- 
fully using thatadvice; and that, having acquired, 
they might improve it for purposes of the foulest 
ambition. 
But, sir, I will do them the justice to say: that 
; I do not believe they then contemplated the full 
extent to which the power they were grasping 
would be carried under the new Administration. 
Trseems impossible they should have even dreamed 
that General Jackson, the author of the noble 
sentiments I have quoted, could ever be brought 
to enact, in his own administration, an utter falsi- 
fication of every profession they containcd—a 
falsification so complete that there should not be, 
as, in truth, there is not, found a single one of his 
friends whose face does not crimson with blushes 
‘atan exhibiton of the contrast. But the fitting 
| instrument for effecting that purpose had not then 
taken the stage asa chief actor. The time had 
hot come for him to spread his toils and spring 
the snare. But it at length came. General Jack- 


| son waselected, His Cabinet was formed. The 
; work was commenced! Mr. Chairman, you 
know its history. The country knows it. ‘The 


arts by which an ambitious aspirant for the high- 
est honors gained the confidence of the old chief, 
and the unscrupulousness with which that confi- 
dence was abused, are familiar to all. General 
Jackson yielded to the subtle influence; and with- 
out seeming to have been at all aware that he had 
; ever discoursed of probity, virtue, and capacity 
ias qualificalions for office; without seeming to 
recollect that he had ever denounced party spirit 
as a monster, and recommended liberality and 
disinterestedness as indispensable for the Chief 
Magistrate of a great nation, he became’suddenly 
and strangely metamorphosed into the mere Pres- 
ident of a party—exalting party devotion above 
the qualifications he had so strongly commended, 
and converting the whole power of his high office 
|| to the illiberal and interested purpose of serving 
party friends and accomplishing the designs of 
party ambition. The history of inconsistency, 
‘| from the beginning of time to this hour, cannot, 


il Í fearlessly assert, furnish a parallel. 
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GENERAL JACKSON W 


8 To SERVE BUT 


But this is not. all: there were other pledges: | 


You remember, Mr Chairman, how. strenuously 
it was maintained during the administration of. 
Mr. Adams, that a President should not.be a can- 
didate for a second election. - It becamea favorite 
doctrine of the Opposition. -Ft was justthen dis- 
cavered that executive power might be used by a 
President to secure. his.own-continuancein. office. 
The danger of this was portrayed in strong colors; 
and General Jackson, was tle aman-in whose per: 
son a reform. was to be.commenced, if the people 
would honor him with their confidence.. The 
suggestion took. Thousands believed, and voted 
for the man who would retire at the end of four 
years! He was elected; and so strong did he 
himself seem to be impressed with the danger of 
givinga Presidenta second election, that he actuat- 
ly recommended, in three successive messages to 
Congress, an.amendment to the Constitution, ren- 
dering the President ineligible for a second term; 


and yet, when the four years drew near a close, | 


and the pedple looked to see. him preparing to 


retire, behold, they found him preparing to extend | 


his iron reign through another four years! The 
humbug Nad served its intended. purpose. dt had 
aided in putting down a pare Admiaistration; and 
now it must be exploded to sustain the power of 
acorruptone.. 0.) +: ; : 


MEMBERS OF CONGRESS WERE NOTTO BE APPOINTED | 


TO OFFICE: 
`I come now to another pledge made antecedent 
to the election which “put down?’ the ‘pure’? 
Administration. It was among the earliest and 


toudest of the complaints against Mr. Adams that | 
tie had appointed Mr. Clay, a member of Con- | 


gress, to the office of Secretary of State. You 


remember, Mr. Chairman; the stereotyped charge | 


:f ‘bargain and corruption,” as connected with 
ihat selection, the sweeping effect of which, in 
the hands of its inventors, was as signal as the 
conviction of its utter groundlessness is now uni- 
versal, It was used not only to bring odium 
“nthe Administration for’an act already done, 
rut to fill thé’ country with‘apprehensions of fu- 
tare danger from the practice of appointing mém- 
vers of Congress to office. 


ite representative badies, and eagle-eyed to see 
tae danger to that purity from the practice in 
cuestion. Upon the people every where was urged 
rie preat and indispensable importance of a re- 


form, which should exclude the members of those | 
codies from Executive appointments, and Gen- : 


eral Jackson was held up as the man who would 
effectually work out that reform, and secure 
Songress from the corruption of Executive in- 
uence, : 


I said that General Jackson was held up as the ; 


shampion of this promised reform, Sir, there 


was more than this. He held himself up in that | 
sharacter at the very outset of the canvass which | 
He was nominated by | 
ube Legislatare of Tennessee in October following | 
Mr. Adams’s inauguration; and, on thatoccasion, | 
in the presence of both Houses of the Legislature, | 
who gave him a grand reception for that purpose, | 
handed in his resignation of the seat he then held : 
in the Senate of the United States. That resigna- : 
tion I hold in my hand, and beg leave to read a: 
portion of it.’ The General was not content with | 
mérely resigning into their hands the trust he had 
received from them, nor, indeed, with an addition 


resulted in his election. 


of reasons for it, There were purposes connected 
with that occasion which such a paper could not 
accomplish. He had just been nominated for the 
Presidency, and it fell in with the plans of the 
conspirators against the ‘ pure’? Administration, 
that"he should seize that occasion to give counte- 
nance'to the chargé against it of corruption, and 
sét forth, in due form, the danger to the inde- 


pendenceand purity of Congress from the appoint-: 


ment of its members to Executive offices. This 
purpose he accomplished by embodying in his 
resig 


will now read. 


Having descanted on the importance of the | 


amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States proposed by the Legislature of Tennessee, 
whéreby the election of President should be made 


fic The conspirators : 
iuddenly became great 'sticklers for the purity of 


nation a dissertation on the subject, which I 


! placed me in a situation truly delicate ; but, delicate as it j 


i 


=:$6 With-a.view.to sustain more effectually, in practice, the 
axiom which divides the three great classes of power into 
independent constitutional cheeks, I would propose a pro- 
vision rendering any inember of Congress ineligible to office 
under the General Governinent during -the term for which 
he was-elected, and. for twenty. years: thereafter, except in 
cases Of judicial otce”? -* * *.  The-effect of 
sucha constitutional provision is obvious. By it, Congress, 
in a considerable degree, would be free from that’eonnec- 
tion with.the executive deparknent which at present gives 
strong ground.of apprehension aud jeasousy on the part of } 
the people. Members, instead. of being Hable to be with- 
drawn from legislating on the great interests of the nation, 
through prospects of Exevutive patronage, would be more 
Hberaity. confided -in by their constituents; : while. their 
vigilance would be less interrupted by party feelings, and 
party excitements. Calculations from intrigue or manage- 
ment would fail, nor would their deliberations or investiga- 
tions of subjects consume so much time. The morals of 
the ¢ountry would be improved; and virtue, uniting with 
the labors of the representatives, and with the officiai min- 
isters of the law, would tend to perpetuate the honor and |! 
glory of the Government. 

“ Bur it this change in the Constitution should not be 
obtained, and important appointments continue to devolve ; 


on the Representatives in Congress, it requires no depth of 
thought to be convinced that corruption will become the 
order of the day, and that, under the garb of conscientious 
sacrifices to-establish. precedents for the public good, evils 
of serious importance to the freedom and prosperity of the 
Republic may arise. ftis through this, channel that the 
people may expect to be attacked in their constitutional 
sovereignty, and wliere tyranny may well be apprehended 
to spring up in some favorable emergency. Against such 
inroads every guard ought to be interposed; and none bet- 
ter occurs than that of closing the suspected avenue with 
some necessary constitutional restriction. We know hu- 
man nature to be prone to evil; weare early taught to pray 
that we may not beled into temptation; and hence the | 
opinion that, by constitutianal provision, all avenues to 
temptation on the part of our political servants should be 
closed. š 

« My name having heen before the nation for the office of | 


Chief Magistrate during the twe 1 served as your Senator, i 


was, my friends do not, and my enemies cannot, charge me 
with descending from the independent ground then ocen- | 
pied, with degrading the trust reposed in me, by intriguing (1 
for the presidential chair. As, ky a. resolution of your. | 
body, you have thought proper again Lo present my name to. | 
the American people, 1 must entreat to be excused from } 
any further service in the Senate; and to suggest, in con- | 
clusion, that itis due to myself to practice upon the max- | 
img recommended to others ; and hence I feel constrained 
te retire from a situation where temptations may exist and 


suspicions arise of the exercise of an influence tending to j| 


my own aggrandizement. 

& Accept, &c., ANDREW JACKSON.” 

It needs, Mr. Chairman, but a slight acquaint- ! 
ance with the history of the presidential canvass | 
from 1825 to 1829 to see the drift and bearing of | 
thisextraordinary resignation. Mr, Clay had been, 
by the appointment of the President, transferred | 
from the House of Representatives to the Depart- 
ment of State; and thereupon the clamor of cor- 
ruption had been raised, and a conspiracy formed 
to **putdawn”’ the Administration. At this crisis 
General Jackson was brought out, and presented 
to the country as the man who was to putan end 
to the appointment of members of Congress to 
office, and dry up this source of corruption. Under 
his administration, legislative purity was to be 
maintained; Congress was to be +‘ free from that | 
connection with the executive department which? | 
then gave “strong ground of apprehension and 
jealousy;’’ legislative independence was to be | 
strictly guarded; “ calculations from intrigue and | 
management”? were to “fail; the “ morals of 
the country’? were to be “ improved,’’ and “ the | 
honorand glory of the Government perpetuated !”” | 
But this was notali. If the interference of Exec- 
utive influence with legislative independence was | 
suffered to “continue,” by the appointment of | 
members of Congress to office, it was the Gen- | 
eral’smost solemn opinion that corruption” would | 
“ become the order of the day;” that * the people | 
would be attacked in their constitutional sover- | 
cignty;” and that “ tyranny” would ‘spring up | 
in some favorable emergency !’? Human nature | 
was then, in his opinion, very ‘ prone to evil;” || 
and the propriety of the prayer, “ lead us not into 
temptation,” was presented to his mind ina very 
impressive light! His situation was “ truly deli- | 
cate!?? He could not descend from his ‘inde ; 
pendent ground by intriguing for the presidential ;; 


chair! and felt “constrained to retire. from a |; 


situation? (the Senate of the United States) where i! 
he might be tempted to act with a view to his | 
“own aggrandizement!” What modesty and A 
delicacy! What purity and patriotism! Who! 


i could refusé to vote for the man who put forth 


such sentiments, and gave to his countrymen such 
pledges? | S Fen KE 
. Mr. Chairman, it is no idle reminiscence thst 
calls up-these pledges. . They. throw a food of 
light upon the administration of the present.dy- 
nasty, and set it forth in bold and.emblazoned, 
relief before the country. If they had been faith. 
fully fulfilled, what. praise would not have been 
bestowed.upon the purity, patriotism and consist- 
ericy of their author! “But, sir, they. have not, 
been fulfilled. Every one of them has been vig- 
lated—openly violated. Instead of striving’ tọ 
maintain the legislative purity, this dynasty has, 
from the moment ofitg accession to power, sought 
to assail and corrupt it, Instead of. laboring to. 
sustain the independent, constitutional. checks, 
they have. been trifled with and. trampled on, 
Instead of avoiding a connection between the Ex~ 
ecutive and Congress, Which it was pretended 
gave such strong ground of apprehension and 
Jealousy, that connection, in the most odious, 
forms of Executive interfergnee and influence, has 
been carefully cherished and maintained. Jristead 
of legislative independence, there hag been legis- 
lative subserviency. ‘Calcul sfrom intrigue 
and management,” instead of being “ defeated,” 
have been relied on; and corruption has, tadeed,” 
“become the order ofthe day.” 8 0 aa 
Does anybody deny this? Who ishe?., Can 
he be an Administration man? Surely, not, sirs 
surely not; for will ke not admit, can he refuse to 
admit, that all this must. necessarily be connected, 
with the practice of appointing members of Con, 
gress to office? Did not General Jackson say.: 
that it would? and will his friends make him a 
false prophet? Will they now contend, when the 
appointment of members of Congress to office has 
been very greatly increased by himselfand his fa- 
vorite successor, that the consequences that, he, 
predicted from the practice, as.it existed before: 
such increase, will not follow? If the appoint- 
ment of members of Congress at the rate of five 
in an administration of four years (for that was 
all that Mr. Adams appointed) was to make cor- 
ruption the order of the day, and produce all the 
evils predicted, what amount.of -corruption, and 
what multiplication of èvHs, must nothave resulte 
cd from the appointment of twenty members ol 
Congress during the first four years of General, 
Jackson’s administration? And how. fearfully. 
must the corruption have been augmented and the 
evils multiplied by the subsequent. addition of 
more than twenty appointments of like character! 
What'a sum’ is here for political arithmetic t 
What results would stare gentlemen in the face, 
if they would apply the siniple rule of three to 
this case ! : : 
But startling. as would be these results, they 
would notexcecd the reality, as evinced by every- 
thing we see around us, Sir, we are overwhelmed 
with the evidence of corruption, intrigue, man- 
agement, and legislative subserviency which has 
been gathering strength ever since the day that 
General Jackson came into power, and ‘put 
down?’ the “ pure” Administration. What ob- 
server of the ‘signs of the times” has not seen 
it? Sir, nota single Congress has been elected 
since that time whose members have not been 
brought within the charm of Executive influence, 
by a liberal distribution among them of the loaves 
and fishes of office—a distribution at the average 


i rate of the appointment of about ten members of 


each Congress! And, what is worthy of special 
notice, there have been several cases of. members 
of Congress, who having failed of a reélection 
by the people, in consequence of their unscru- 
pulous devotion to the Executive, were subse- 
quently rewarded for that devotion by appoint-, 
ments at his hands. It would be worth a little 
inquiry to ascertain the amount which has been 
paid as salaries, outfits, &c., under such appoint- 
ments, since this dynasty came into power. But 
I have not found time to make the full examina- 
tion which Iintend to make hereafter. It was 
stated by a gentlemnan from Kentucky, [Mr. 


i Allan,] in a speech on this floor, in March, 1836, 


that the amount at that time exceeded fire hun- 
dred and thirty thousand, dollars. Tt will be no 
exaggeration to estimate that it has swollen to 
Seven 


more than seven hundred thousand dollars, 
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Power- 


Exceptive. 


hundred thousand dollars of the people’s money 
thus used by an Administration that came into 
power as thè boasted enemy of corruption, and 
the watchful guardian of congressional, purity 
and independence! 3. 00 ee 
But, sir, the gentleman from. North Carolina, 
Mr. Bewum,] while be does not and cannot un- 
ertake to. defend,the Admiristration from the 
charge of an improper exertion of influence, by 
Appointments’ of members of Congress to office; 
seems quite aiixious to vindicate it from the charge | 


grison, ‘he asks, where ig 
th 


of’ General Jackson or Mr. Van Buren? | 


matter; it ‘ia General Jackson’s address to the | 


ara ere oar eae eee r 


bya con ingeney of rare occurrance,) with his | 
es to tempt the people’s repre- 
acntatives. Not a suspicion was breathed that | 
members of Congress would be “liable to be: 
withdrawn from legislating ôn the interests of tive | 
nation, through Executive patronage,” or that! 
‘their vigilance would be interrupted by party 
feelings and party excitementa,?? or, that there | 
wag any danger to be apprehended from ‘t intrigue | 
and management,’? Not an aspiration was raised | 
for the preservation of * the morals of the coun- | 
try,’ or an apprehension. felt that ‘corruption | 
would become the order of the day,” or that t“ the 
people would bë ‘attacked in shéir canstitutional | 
sovercignty.”” "Humán nature” was miracu- 
lously curcd of its proneness to cvil; and it had 
come to be seriously doubted whether it was at : 
all necessary that members of Congress should | 
pray that they might “not be led into tempta-: 
tion?” Such was the change of four years, Such | 
the difference between candidate Jackson in 1835 l 


aud President Jackson in 1829! 
PLEDGE OF RETRENCHMENT AND ECONOMY. 


» my. allusion to the pro- | 
hich preceded the election 
adverting to those of re- 


ernment, has thére been a more reasonable and just | 
regard to eco! omy in the public expenditures than | 
during the administration of Joh aincy Adams.. 
No considerable increase was made during that | 
period either in the number or the salaries of the | 
public officers; and the aggregate of public expend- 
itures remained almost precisely ihe same-at the 


close a8 it was at the. commencement of that Ad- | 
ministration. There was, it is true, a disposition 
t favor expenditures for, works of internal im- 


ipternalimprovement. The conspirators against 
thal Administration wel knew. that. it must not 
be-agaailed on that ground; that that battery must 
be masked, as was that against the tariff, by ‘the 
declaration of General Jackson in favor of a “juz 
dicious’’ .tariff,- until they could -get possession 
of the Government, and be ‘able: to strengthen 
themselves for an attack on both those imter- 
ests.. If they had then openly assailed internat 
improvements and. the tariff, they--would now be 
able to say that there are two points in which their 

ractice has corresponded with their professions! 

ut they chose to make their. attack. on ‘other 
pointa; the last of which, and. its corresponding 
pledge of reform, I come now, for afew moments, 
to consider. ‘ 

The foundation for the charge of extravagance 
against the administration of Mr. Adams was laid 
in efforts to create impressions against him per- 
sonally. He was represented as haughty and 
aristocratic. Having spent a large portion of his 
life at foreign courts, it was represented that he 
had thereby contracted such habits of extrava- 
gance, and had become so corrupted in his prin- 


ciples, as to render him unfit to be President of a | 


plain, republican people. And then the presi- 
dential mansion was represented to have been 
fitted up by him iaa style of almost oriental splen- 
dor. To give.an air-of.reality.to. this, the “Bast 
Room Letter’? wae written, and published in the 


Richmond Enquirer, and other papers, in which | 


the writer (a Senator of the United States, one of 
the conspirators, writing anon moualy ) declared 
that, on visiting the President’s mansion, he had 
found the East Room so gorgeously furnished 
that it could hardly be looked into without daz- 


zling the eyes of the beholder, when he knew that | 


there was not ten dollars’ worth of furniture in 
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the entire room! All these insinuations of per- | 
sonal extravagance originued with men who knew | 


then, as all the world knowa now, that the object 
of their slander wag one of the plainest and most 
economical, unostentatious Chief Magistrates the 
country ever had, 

And then, too, he was the son of his father! 


His blood was tainted with the sin of Federalism; | 


and though he really possessed more genuine re- 


publieanism than the whole combined host of his | 


calumniators, he was held up to the country as a 
high-toned aristocrat, without a single feeling in 
common with the mass of his countrymen, 

lt was by these and kindred means that the 
public mind had been prepared for the grand 
charge of extravagance, and the splendid profes- 
sions of economy and retrenchment which closed 
the political campaign of 1825-29, and consum- 
mated the purpose of putting down the * pure” 
Administration, 

Tregret, Mr. Chairman, that I have not time to 


give a full history of the means employed to ! 


spread through the country the false clamor of 
oxtvavagance, and the equally false as well as 


hypocritical professions of retrenchment and re-- 
form, But I mast be brief, and shall confine my-:! 


self to a single range of inquiry. 

You remember, sir, the labors of the celebrated 
‘retrenchment committee,” appointed by the 
House of Representatives in the winter of 1829. 
Their report wag made in May of that year, just 
in time to operate on the presidential, election in 
November followings and was circulated through 
the country in unsparing. profusion, and with a 
promptness and zeal worthy of an honest cause. 


The committee professed to have discovered great | 


abuses in. a useless multiplication of executive 
officers, especially in the Departments of State, 


Treasury, War, Navy, and Post Office, in. this į 


city; and declared. their conviction that “by a 
judicious system of reform, at least one third of 
the number of clerks in those Departments might 
be reduced with safety to the public interest,”? 


independently of a considerable additional reduc- | 


tion which might be effected by the enforcement 


_otHo, or Revs, 


among them of a due degree of industry. “We 
believe (Sdid the committee) that’ there are, “in 
fact, a corps of ‘invalid pensioners attached to 
some of thesé offices;'and just in proportion to 
their increasing disability to discharge their du- 
ties, is there an increased necessity for the appoiht- 
mentof new ¢lerks.”? The committee said, how- 
ever, that they could not propose * any spécific 
reduction of the namber of-clerks;’’ inasmuch: ag 
‘* without the cordial aid of the Executive, no effect- 
ive scheme of retrenchment could be instituted.” 
Nothing but the Executive stood in the way of a 
reform which should dispense at once with more 
than a third of the clerks, and make the remain- 
der industrious and faithful! Nothing, of course, 
but a change of administration was necessary to 
consummate thé eform t °F os l 
The next session of Congréss found the re- 
formers at their posts. Retrénchment was still 
the watchword.” General Jackson had beeh 
eleeted, and the ** cordial aid” of the Executive 
was, of coutse, secured. In this state of things, 
the following resolution was offered by the author 
of the retrenchment report, and adopted: 
Resolved, That this House has a right to expect that the 
Executive will submit to Congress, at its next session, a 
comprehensive scheme of retrenchment, which shall extend 


to. the lopping off of ait useless offices, and the securing & 
more affective accountability in those whieh are retained,” 


Such, Mr. Chairman, had been the ‘pretended 
discoveries of extravagance, and such was the 
note of preparation for.“ an effective and compre- 
hensive scheme of retrenchment,” when this Ad- 
ministration came into power., 

And now, sir, let me ask—what has been done 
to redeem the pledges thus made? Whatexpend- 
iture-has been diminished? What. offices have 
been “lopped off?” Where. is the . promised 
“ comprehensive scheme of retrenchment??? Has 
there been retrenchment to the amount of a single 
dollar in one of the Executive Departments ?. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask these questions in sober earnest. 
I ask them in the name of a deceived and abused 
people—a people who brought this Administra- 
tion into power to get rid of offices they supposed 
to be useless, and eut off expenditures they be- 
lieved to be extravagant. 

1 know, indeed, that, to make a show of at- 
tempting reform, the President in his first mes- 
sage, invited the attention of Congress to..the 
subject, ‘to ascertain what offices. can be dis- 
pensed with, and what expenses retrenched.’” 
That part of the message was referred to a com- 
mittee of this House; and the committee called 
on the heads of all executive departments for in- 
formation to what extent reductions might be 
made in their several Departments. And what 
replies do you think were given ? . Why, sir, from 
every one of them there came back the response 
that no reduction of officers could be made, while 
mostof them actually asked for an inerease !. Yes, 
sir, an increase! The '¢ reformers’? had prom- 
ised retrenchment if they could get possession of 
the executive offices, aad have the “ cordial aid” 
of the President. Well, they were. gratified. 
They got a President of theirchoice. They took 
possession of the executive offices., And, sir, the. 
President himself—if we can believe the declara- 
tion of the United States Telegraph, at that time 
his official organ—gave his “cordial” and effi- 
cient aid by actually visiting the public. offices to 
see that everything was in order, and that every 
man did hisduty! And yet his own Secretaries, 
thus acting under his own immediate inspection, 
told Congress that, they wanted more officers ! 

Thus exploded the bubble of retrenchment; 
and, from that time to the present, the great effort 
has. been to multiply offices as rapidly as possi- 
ble, to enable the Administration to provide for 
the swarms.of hungry, famished expectants who 
had for years been cursing extravagance, lauding 
economy, and praying for reform. Yes, sir, if 

ou will take the trouble to examine the Blue 
jook you will find that, in every department, 
there has been a great increase in the number and 
the amount of compensation of the executive 
officers; while the aggregate amount of the ex- 
penditures of the Government. has swollen from 
less than thirteen millions to nearly forty!. . 

It is said, indeed, that there have been extraor- 
dinary demande on the ‘Treasury within the last- 
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few years—such as those arising from the Florida 


war, an increase of pensions, &c: Now, sir, 
without dwelling on the wasteful eXtravagance 
of expenditure in the Florida war, or the injus- 
tice on our part in which it originated, and de- 


ducting from the aggregate of expenditures all |j 


chargeable to that cause, as well as to every other 
of an extraordinary nature, there will yet remain 
an increase of several millions which the apolo- 
gists ofthe Administration wholly fail to account 
for, consistently with their vaunted professions 
of retrenchment and economy. ae 

Sir, there has not been the slightest effort to 
retrench or economize. No one, indeed, has even 
attempted, under all the goadings of the Opposi- 
tlon, to exhibit any evidence of retrenchment. 
All that we have witnessed have been awkward 
attempts to apologize for the vast increase of ex- 
penditure. One of these apologies has been that 
the natural increase in the business of the Gov- 
ernment has called for an increased number of 
officers... Now, sir, if I had time I would go 
through the various Departments, and show you 
that the increase of officers in most, if not all of 
them, bears.a very great disproportion to any 
reasonably .assumed natural increase of their 
business. I must content. myself, however, with 
referring to one department—that of the customs. 
—as an example. I have before me a statement 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, communi- 
cated in answer to a call of the Senate at the last 
session of Congress, exhibiting the total annual 
expense of collecting the revenue. for twent 
years, commencing with 1818, and ending wit! 
1837. It is as follows, omitting the fractions of 
dollars: 


181. esseen eeen $769,206 18B. rreson oee ea e $889,327 


BLY ceeeeeseceee+ 870,220 1829. ..ss,cceeeees 949,489 
i820. TIDIGA 1830... 0.4. sorses 01,006,059 
i8; 700,528 1831. s.esre e.e.. 1,155,971 
728,964 IBID. seas seve eo L287,553 
745,989 1833... ce veseue ve) 402,118 
758.350 183A n 1358,951 
864,085 1835..... +. 61,320,533 
855,162 1836. TIT 1}4143598 
851,521 1837.1... scene eed 497,275 


Now, sir, mark the rapid increase of these ex- 
penditures from the time the “ pure” Adminis- 
tration was put down, in 1828—an increase of 
more than six hundred thousand dollars in eight 
years; being at the average rate of more than 
seventy-five thousand dollars a year. What does this 


mean? Was there a corresponding increase in. 


the business of the custom-house department? 
Nobody can pretend it. On the contrary, all 
know that the revenue has, for the last few years, 
been diminishing. Mark, too, the striking con- 
trast between. this increase of expense and that of 
\he preceding ten years. That increase, you will 
observe, was, in the whole, but $120,000, being 
an average annual increase of less than one sixth 
the annual increase under the retrenching Admin- 
stration ! 


But there is another view of this subject. What | 
has become of the ‘one third’’ of the officers į 


which the ‘ reformers” told us, before they came 
into power, were ‘‘useless, and might be oe 
off?? Did they tell us the truth? If they did 

then that one third retained was clearly enough, 
and more than enough, to do any additional busi- 
ness which could have subsequently fallen upon 
the Executive Departments. ‘The very large addi- 
tion, then, to the number of officers since 1828, 
forms a body of ‘useless officers’? which ought 
to be ** lopped. off” without delay. Out of their 
awn mouths shall the ‘ reformers” be judged. 
The people will hold them to a real bona fide re- 
trenchment. This was the promise—a promise, 
indeed, which they never intended to perform; 
but which they must perform, or stand self-con- 
victed either of falsely accusing the Administra- 
tion they pat down, or of practicing the very ex- 
travagance they so loudly condemned. 

But, sir, the “ reformers’? were not only pledged 
to retrenchment, and the “lopping off of all use- 
less offices;’’ but their ‘‘ comprehensive scheme” 
extended to ‘‘ the securing of a more effective ac 
countability.’? Yes, sir, “a more effective account 
ability’? Boar that in mind, Mr. Chairman, wher 
you think of the glorious results of the t‘ reform” 
in the “ effective accountability’? which has suf- 


fered a balance of $1,250,000 to accumulate and F dent L 
run away in the hands of a single sub-treasurer || and entire withdrawal of that patronage. 
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in the city of New York! Just about-as much | 
effectiveness in it as there was truth in the charge 
of extravagance, and sincerity in the pledges of 
reform. eae ae 

-Let me call your attention, sir, to ene other 
point in the famous retrenchment report. The 
committee professed great alarm at the amount of 
“the Executive patronage of the press.” Esti- 
mating that.there were about one hundred printers 
employed in publishing the laws and Government 
advertisements, and doing job-work, they say: 


“ When your committee look at this amount of patronage, 
placed, without control or responsibility, in the. hands of 
the Executive, or those uf subordinate chiels of his Depart- 
ments; and when they reflect on the moral mechanism upon 
which this patronage acts, with a power that seems irresist- 
ible, they would deem their duty very inadequately dis- 
charged if they did not propose some remedy for abuses 
already existing, and essentially liable to be augmented.” 
* * * * Phe danger which assails the freedom 
of the press, through the insinuation of this species of infin- 
ence, is far more serious than any star-chamber code of 
pains and penalties. This pecuniary censorship of the press 
must end in its utter prostitution to an indiscriminate sup- 
port of the acts of Government, however injurious to the 
rights and interests of the people.’ r 


To curtail this dangerous patronage, the com- 
mittee proposed that the control of the printing of 
the annual volume of the laws should be taken 
from the Secretary of State and given to the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives; that the Secretary of State 
should be compelled to select the paper published: 
by the printer of the laws of each State to pub- 
lish the laws of the United States; that the papers 
published by the printers of both Houses of Con-. 
gress should be selected to publish the laws and 
Government advertisements in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and that the job printing, binding, and 
stationery, for each Department, should be done 
and furnished under contracts made by the low- 
est bidders, on advertised proposals. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, what account must 
| IL give of these promised reforms? Can I tell you 
that they were executed after the reforming Ad- 
ministration came into power? No, sir. as no 
proposition made in Congress to that effect by the 
reformers? None. Did not General Jackson press 
the matter in his messages to Congress? Not at 
all? Sir, not a word was heard from him or his 
friends on that subject after he came into power. 
The visions of danger which stood before the 
terrified eyes of the retrenchment committee in 
1828, had passed away “as a dream when one 
awaketh.”’ 

But it may be asked if no legislation was pro- 
posed as a ‘‘ remedy for abuses” in the ‘“ Exec- 
utive patronage of the press,” did not the Execu- 
tive himself very cautiously avoid such an exercise 
of that patronage as would “ insinuate an influ- 
ence” that should interfere with “the freedom of 
the press,” and ‘* prostitute it to an indiscrimin- 
ate support of the acts of the Government?” Did 
he not, for example, direct the Secretary of State 
to divide the patronage of publishing -the laws | 
fairly among the papers of the different parties, 
having respect to location, circulation, and moral | 


|| principle to rng press, whose entire and perfect 
ii freedom from Executive influence is indispensable | 
li to its fidelity as a sentinel on the watch-tower of 
|; freedom. 


ter; and there is not a single press now enjoying 


I 
and literary character? Did he not say, however | 
I may be disposed to‘ reward friends and pun- | 
ish enemies,” I will never consent to extend that | 
j 
| 


| Mr, Chairman, the President neither said nor ; 
| did any such things as these questions suggest. 
| No, sir; the very reverse of it was then, and has 
| ever since been, the settled policy of the Admin- 
| istration. In carrying out this policy, the press 
t 
i 


i has been approached with the same influence that 
i has been brought to bear upon the host of appli- 
i cants for office. Executive subserviency has 


| been made the test. Support the Administra- 
| tion, or you shall not publish the laws of Con- 
i gress, or the advertisements of the Departments, | 
or do any work for the Government. There was į 
i not an Opposition press in the, employ of the 
Government at the time this Administration came 
into power, that has been able to retain its em- 
ployment without changing ts political charac- 


‘the Executive patronage, that can become truly 
independent but at the hazard of an ee 
oris 


| decessor? 


t 


this all. . A. great number, probably not far from 
one hundred, editors or. printers of newspapers, 
have been appointed to: lucrative offices. any: 
of them. have received the office of postmaster, 
which has given to their establishments ver 
peculiar advantages. Many presses, it. is well 
known, have been kept from sinking by the mere 
aid thus received through Executive patronage. 

Thus, sir, have the sound doctrines.of the re- 
trenchment report been disregarded. . It aided to 
put patronage and power into hands that have 
since torn and scattered: it to the winds. The, 
patronage of the press,.as well.as every other 

ranch of -Executive patronage, instead of being 
regarded asa delicate public trust, to be used with 
a high sense of the danger of its perversion, has 
been treated as private property, vested in the 
President and his political heirs, to be used as an 
instrument of augmenting Executive influence, 
and perpetuating usurped Executive power, 


` PLEDGES OF GENERAL JACKSON’S INAUGURAL, 


I have now, Mr. Chairman, done with. the 
false clamor and the deceptive professions and 
pledges which preceded the election of General 

ackson, in 1828. On the 4th of March, 1829, he 
took the chair of State. . Sir, I shal] never forget 
that day. It was not, however, its -parade and 

omp.and pageantry that left the deep impression. 

he shouts of the immense multitude who gath- 
ered to witness the inauguration of the great 
“ Reformer,” soon died upon myear. The mor- 
tification of seeing a “pure” Administration ‘put 
down,” and its unscrupulous assailants elevated 
to power, I soon ceased to feel. But there were 
some things that I could not, and never can, for- 
get, because they formed the soul of that cere- 
mony, and sustained a deep and enduring relation 
to the subsequent administration of the Govern- 
ment. It was between the center pillars of the 
eastern portico of this Capitol, that I saw. the. 
President stand up, and, in the presence of as- 
sembled thousands, utter, as a part of his inay- 
gural address, what 1 will now read: 

_ The recent demonstration of public sentimentinscribes 
on the list of Executive duties, in characters too legible to 
be overlooked, the task of reform, which will require, par- 
ticularly, the correction of those abuses that have brought 
the patronage of the Federal Government into conflict with 
the freedom of elections, and the counteraction of those 
causes which have disturbed the rightful course of appoint- 
ment, and have placed, or continued, power in unfaithful 
or incompetent hands. In the performance of a task thus. 
generally delineated, I shali endeavor to select men whose 


diligence and talents wil! insure, in their respective stations, 
able and faithful coöperation ; depending for the advance- 


I| ment of the public service more on the integrity and zeal 


of the public officers than on their numbers. A diffidence, 
perhaps to just, in my own qualifications, will teach me to 
look with reverence to the examples of public virtue left 
by my illustrious predecessors, and with veneration to the 
lights that flow from the mind that founded and the mind 
that reformed our system. The same diffidence induces 
me to hope for instruction and aid from the coordinate 
branches of the Government.” 

Mr. Chairman, do not suspect me of misread- 
ing thisinaugural. I know thatit sounds strange- 
ly now. Then it was the admiration of thousands. 
Nothing was so true, orsound, or patriotic. What 
we now know to have been false in assertion, was 
then taken by the multitude as absolute verity; 
and whatexperience has since shown to have been 
hollow profession and hypocritical cant, was then 
regarded as evidence of an honest intention to re- 
form abuses, and give the country a pure admin- 
istration. Who does not now feel amazed when 
he looks back and sees General Jackson thus 
standing up and pouring forth, in the presence of 
the nation, this double-distilled essence of the 
four years’ slander of his pure and upright pre- 
Who does not now see there was not 
a semblance of truth in the assertion that that 
predecessor had ‘brought the patronage of the 
Government into conflict with the freedom of 
elections??? Who now believes that there was 
the slightest intention to perform what was prom- 
ised in that inaugural? Who, indeed, regards it 
as anything else than one of those splendid hum- 
bugs which have been made to dance in succes- 
sion for the last ten years before the eyes of the 
American people? . 

Sir, everybody knows that all its professions 
and promises have been wholly disregarded; that 
they were disregarded, in fact, immediately after 
they were made. Do you not, sir, remember how 
flagrantly the President, within two weeks after 
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places by his own ‘appointment; with ‘tthe adviee || 
atid consent” of nobody but his unscrupulous and | 
itfesponsible partisan advisers? Do you not re 3 
member that atiéng these examples of “reform,?? | 
was the ‘removal of the collector of the port of 
Néw York, for no cause but that of political non- 
conformity, and. the. appointment in his place of 
Samuel Swartwout, who has recently run away ; 
with $1;250,000 of the people’ money?  Do- 
you nót remember how the -work of ‘reform’? : 
was carried on during the whole-of the recess be- | 
tween. the dismissal of the Senate in March, 1829, 
and its reassembling in December following? and 
with what unsparing severity it has been carried 
on from that time to this? And is there a man 
who hears me who.will assert that it has not been 
carried on from first to last, with the most un- 
scrupulous devotion ta mere party interests? Is | 
there one who does not know that thousands of | 
removals and thousands of appointments have | 
been made for the very purpose professedly dep- 
reeated in the RA N of “ bringing the 
patronage of the Government into conflict with 
the freedom of elections??? Has not the promise | 
to make diligence, talents, integrity, and zeal,” 
the test of qualification for office, been flagrantly | 
violated? Have any qualifications been able to 
stand the competition of partisan “ diligenee,” 
partisan “talents,” and partisan “zeal?” i 
It has, however, been said, and recently said | 
on this floor by a member from Ohio, [Mr. Dew- | 
cAN,] that there are a great many Whigs loft in” 
affice; ahd hé has undertaken to'prove it, by pro- | 
foasing to give te number of Whigs and Admin- 
tration men How in office in the various depart- 
nents in thia city, Sir, I do not deny that there 
are Whigs left in office here. I know some of 
them; and I know them to be among the most 
eqpable and efficient officers of the Government, 
Bat, sir, L know, too, the reason why they have , 
escaped the beson of the | reform.” They would 
probably, all have been removed when it swept 


grand enginé by which this dynasty has: sought 
to sustain and perpetuate its power. f 
“And what an inconceivable amount of power 
may be wielded by a single hand; when that hand 
holds the millions of patronage at the Executive’ 
disposal, and is guided by a will unregulated and 
and party aggrandizement. Establish the prin- 
is held for disposal to the highest bidder—to the 
man who can pay the most in partisan services-— 
and there iscarried, with electric rapidity; through- 


of-political morality becomes lowered; and every 


once tempted to inquire, what will promote my 
interest? rather than, what is right in principle, 
and best for the interest of the country? 


FULFILLMENT OF PROPHECY. 


And, Mr. Chairman, no men in this nation have 
ever. better understood the weakness of human 
nature in this respect, and the power which pat- 
ronage can exert upon it, than those who have ad~ 
ministered the Government for the last ten years. 
Sir, it is remarkable that the present President 
and Vice President of the United States, and the 
“expunging” Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ben- 
ron] were leading members of the Senate com- 


report—to which I have before adverted—drawn 
up by Mr. Benron, contains a most glowing de- 
scription of the danger of an abase of that pat- 
ronage. Suffer me to reada paragraph from that 
report: 

The King of Bagiand (ray the committee) is the € foun- 
tain of houor;? the President of the United States is the 
source OF patrounage, fle presides over the entire system 
of Federal appointments, jobs, and contracts. We has 
power over the rapport of the individuals who administer 
the system. He makea and unmakes them. fle chooses 
feom the circle of his friends and supporters, nud may dis- 
miss them, and, upon wil the principles of human action, 
will dismiss them, as often ay they disappoint bis expeeta- 
tions, His spirit will animate their actions in all the elec- 
tions to Stace and Federal offices. ‘There may be excep- 


exception. Phe intended cheek and control of the Senate, 
Without new coustitational aud statutory provisions, will 


| cease to operate, Patronage will penetrate this body, sub- 


dne its eapneity of resistance, chain it to the ear of power, 
and enable the President to rule as easily, and much more 
securely, with thin without the nominal check of the Sen- 


through the public offices here in 1829-30, but for 
a conviction that the public business could not be 
carried on withont them, The names of many, | 
and, L believe, of most of them, were on what 
was cited the black list”? —a list of candidates i} 
for proscription, made out under the direction of 
the eclebrated ‘Central Committee?’*-and it | 
was welbunderstood that General Jackson was ! 
urged to remove them, and that it would have 
heen done but’ fer the remonstrances of some 
of the heads of the Departments, who, driven by 
neeessity Coappreciate the valne of old and expe- 
rienced clerks, insisted that the public business 
muat sniffer untesa the work of § reform”? was ar- 
rested. Phe project of a fulland entire sweep was 
thereupon abandoned. Ttis (ies that these Whigs 
have been spared. Necessity, not liberality, bas 
deotated dt 
Mut, sir, there was the less inducement to fili 
every office here witha devoted partisan, because 
the clerks ‘in this city are in a condition to exert 
very litle politieal influence, and can mingle in 
no clections affecting the general politics of the 
country. Ris not so, however, elsewhere; and 
hence we find a general sweep of collectors, sur- 
veyors of ports, naval officers, all the subordinate 
offteers of the customs, marshals, district attor- 
neys, lind registers and receivers, and posimas- | 
ters. Wherever political influence has been want- 
cd, there has the Aduwinistration been ready to 
cutdown political opponcntsyand supply their i; 
places with the men whohad done the most party 
service, and who would pay the mast money, ride <i 
the grentest number of miles, and proclaim with | 
the foudesi voice the purity and consistency and | 
À | 
H 


preéminent dəm: y ofthe reforming Admin- 
istration! Phere ia nota State, nor a congres- 
sional district, por a councy in this whole Union | 
where evidence of the truth of this assertion may i 
net be found: Everywhere has the patronage of |} 


ae. 6 We wast Jook forward to the time whea the 


i nomination of the Prosident can carry any man throngh the 


Senate, and his recommendation can carry any measure 


| (brong the Lwo Hotses of Congress; when the principle 
fof public action wall be open and avowed—the President 


wants my vote, and l want his patronage ; I will vole as 


i he wishes. and he will give me the office (wish for, What 


will thia be but the government of one man? and what is 


i {le government of ove man but a monarchy??? 


Who, Mr. Chairman, will deny that Martin 
Van Duren, Richard M. Johnson, and Thomas 
H. Bentan, were prophets in 1826? Sir, coukl 
prophecy itself have described more accurately 


than they did the effects of the abuse of Execu- |; 


tive patronage which we have all witnessed during 
the last ten years? Fere, in this single paragraph, 
is a complete epitome of the workings of Execu- 
tive influenes in its varied action on the host of 
exeentive officers, on both branches of Congress, 
and on the State Legislatures, during that period. 


What was prophecy in 1826 has become history | 


in 1839. 

I would that I had time to trace that history in 
its full details. 1 would present to you evidence 
of the extended and diversified workings of per- 


verted and prostituted patronage, which should | 
exhibit it as almost possessing the attribute of | 


omnipresence to the furthest mits of this Union. 


Sir, there is nota department of the Executive | 
overnment which it has not penetrated, through } 
There | 
isnotaStete government which it has not reached | 


G 


its remotest and minutest ramifieations. 


andinfnenced. There isnotasingle Whig mem- 
ber in Congress, and has not been for the last 
cizht years, who has not, in obtaining his seat 
heen obliged to contend with this influence, ex 
erted cither through subservient office-holders, or 
a pensioned press. And, sir, while it has thus 
acted on elections to both branches of Congress, 
secking thereby to secure a subservient Senate 
and House of Representatives, it has actually en- 


the Erectie been** brought into conflict-with the: 
freedom of -election.”? Indeed; it has been the | 


uncontrolled’ by any principle saye that of self | 


ciple. that every office in the gift of the Executive | 


out the land, an influence which pollutes and cor- | 
jrupts-everything that it reaches. The standard 


man who has a single aspiration for office is at’ 


tered these Halls with its party espionage and its 
party drill) Nota question of gréat public interé 
est has bean decided here in whith its powér hag 
not been felt. Not a member of * the party ” 
has ever given signs of a determination to throw 
off thé yoke, and stand up in ‘the conscious dig- 
nity of legislative independence, who has not been 
made to feel the terrors of its retributions. Not 
a Congress has existed for the last ten years 
which has not witnessed the bestowment ofre- 
wards on some of its members for distinguished 
subserviency to the Executive; and upon not a 
few of them, after they have been ‘elected to stay 
at home,” on account of such subserviency. ` 
Mr. Chairman, no description of the workings 
of this subtle influence has ever come up to the 
full reality. Notwithstanding all that lias: been 
said on the subject; the half has not been told. 
Indeed, sir; how could it be? Consider for a 
moment the extent of the means which the vast 
patronage of the Executive enables him to employ 
to-this end; and then remember that you have a 


mittee on executive patronage in 1826, whose | 


tions; but the truth of a general rule is proved by the i 


Chief Magistrate with a mind so constituted by 
| nature, and so trained by political education, that 
| the idea of power to remove, or power to appoint, 
| never enter his mind without an instant sueves- 
tion of the inquiry—how may this power be used 
so ns to advance my interests and build up my 
party? Sir, you might as well expect that the 
Ethiopian would change his skin, or the leopard 
his spots, as that he who has long been aceus- 
tomed to do this evil should learn to do well. 

I have spoken of the means of accomplishing 
party purposes by the Executive. And have you 
ever thought, Mr. Chairman, of the prodigious 
efficacy, which unity of purpose gives to Exeen- 
tive power? Here are no permanently divided 
i councils. Friends may advise, but a single will 
| finally controls the whole. ‘Che President pute 
his hand to the crank of the mighty machine, 
and every wheel moves, so perfect is.the mech- 
anism, to the furthest extremities of the Union. 
Go, sir, into a cotton factory, and see its vast 
j and complicated movements. Story rising on 
“story is filled with machinery, all instinct with 
: hfe, and moving in obedience to a single impulse, 
far removed from yonr observation, but never- 
theless felt in its steady, effective power, from 
the basement to the attic story, ‘This, sir, is but 
a miniature model of the mighty Executive ma- 
chine which is moved by asingle master spirit in 
this city. Isan increased political effort needed, 
for example, in Maine or Louisiana? Behold’! 
a score of men are seen riding through the State, 
stirring up the faithful, and rallying them to an 
approaching political conflict. And what moves 
them? ‘Phe fear of losing office, or the hope of 
obtaining it. See that political leader moving 
about among the subordinates of the custom- 
rouse in that city, and demanding of them a tax 
on their incomes, to support the expenses of an 
elecuon! What gives him power to enforce his 
collections? Has he a legal process? No, sir. 
Rut there is a process by which he reaches the pock- 
ets of the taxed, and draws from them the need- 
ful.’ Sir, it is not a legal, but a political process. 
: They understand it. "Their offices are their bread, 
¿and they do not choose to go hungry. That is 
, the secret. ` 


| 
i 
| 
| 


CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS TAXED BY “THE PARTY.’? 


[Since this speech was delivered, the report of 
‘the investigating committee’? has been made; 
: by which it appears, from the examination of 
witnesses belonging to the custom-house depart- 
ment at New York, that the officers of that de- 
partment have been regularly assessed, from one 
to six per cent. on their salaries, for polilical pur- 
poses, and have been called on by collectors for 
the amount. “it was assessed (says one of the 
witnesses) by the general committee of the Tammany 
Hail party. Iftheindividual did not pay the amount 
he was taxed with, the collector would remark: 
you will be reported to the general commiltee; and 
everyvody understood that proscription would follow. 
The collector of the general committee has an 
alphabetical book, which contains the names of 
; persons taxed, and the amount each individual is 
' required to pay.” 

Here we have a glimpSe of the secret moye- 
ments of the machinery by which Executive 
patronage is ‘brought into conflict with the free- 
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dori’ of elections.” There ‘are mòre than’ 
hundred ‘officers of various grades contiected 
the cistom-house in. the city of New York | 
heréis an éxhibition of the influence Which move | 
them ‘ina solid phalanx at the” élections, an 
draws from the avails of their offices the pearel 
d 
Í 
i 
| 
| 
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of, aiding to secure party triumphs! A Tam: 
mary Hall committee gives them to understand | 
that" proscription’? will follow a refusal to pay | 
the tax it imposés on them for political purposes! | 
What would Marlin’ Van ‘Buren, Richard M.i 
Jolinson, and Thomas H. Benton (the prominent | 
members of tle committee on Exectitive patron- | 
age, in 1826, tö whose report [ have referred) | 
have'said, ifthe custom-house department at New | 
York had then bèeh under such an infaénce’as is} 
hére disclosed? What horror would have seized | 


i lable list, indeed, formidable. in numbers, and 
still more So frond the vast ahuonnt of money in their hauds. 
The action of such a body Of men, supporing ‘then to-be |; 
animated by one spirit, [what was then supposition is now ‘|; 
reatity 1] must be tremendous in an. election; and that they 
Will be so animated is a proposition too plain to veed dem- 
onstration. ` [Who so capable of giving fulfillment to their 
predictions as the prophets themselves!) Power over a 
man’s: support haa always been held. and admitted tobe |! 
power over his will, The President has power over the 
support of all these officers, and they again have power 
over debtor merchants to the amount of 810,00,090 per 
annum, and over the daily support of an immense hum- 
ber of individuals, professional, mechanical; and day 
laboring, to whom they can and will extend or deny a 
valuable private as well as public patronage. according to 
the part they shall act in State as well as Federal clec- 
Hons oo . 

“What the conimittee thug spoke of as possible 
and probable in 1826, has become sober reality 
in 1839; while there is. added (what did not then 
enter the conceptions of the prophets) Tammany 
Hall taxation for political purposes, enforced by 
the threat of official proscription! Such are some | 
of the fruits of the corrupt principle which the 
reforming dynasty have adopted in the bestow- 
ment. of Executive patronage, and to which they 
have sought, and are still seeking, to give the 
force of a settled, permanent rule of Executive 
action. ] ‘ 


MANUFACTURE OF PUBLIC SENTIMENT. 


But, Mr. Chairman, there is another branch of | 
this machinery which is not less perfectly organ- 
ized, and not less completely within the control 
of the central power. I mean the affiliated party 
press of the country. Is it determined by the 
President, with the advice of the select political 
cabal, that any new party movement shall be 
made? A messenger is dispatched; the editor of 
the Globe appears; (though he is understood to 
be generally present as one of the advisers !) 
instructions are given, and the Globe moves. 
Straightway there is a corresponding and simul- 
taneous movement in the party press in Vermont, 
in Pennsylvania, in Gcorgia, and in the far West. 
Public sentiment is manufactured, as the cotton 
is taken from the bale, in the lower story, and 
comes out a perfect web in the upper. Every 
editor and every executive officer knows his place; 
knows what is expected of him, and knows he 
shall be “shot for desertion.’’ No military gov- 
ernment was ever more absolute; no machinery : 
was ever.moved,with a precision more perfect. | 

Wonder is often expressed that, with the most | 
powerful means, so far as there is power in truth, | 
(alas! it is‘too often powerless,) the Opposition j 
are able. to make so little impression, and are so | 
often defeated when victory seems certain, Here, | 


sir, ig the secret. ‘The President and his men un- 
derstand it; and, while the Whigs talk of. prin- | 
ciple, they laugh at its inefficacy when brought | 
into conflict with their party machinery. Mr. | 
Chairman, how many illustrations of this might i 
be:drawn from the history of our politica: con- | 
flicts during the last ten years, Sufler me to refer | 
you to one of them. a i 


EXECUTIVE INFLUENCE AND THE EXPUNGING RESO- 
You remember, sir, the celebrated case of the. 
deposits. The President took the résponsibil- 
y, and the públic Treasury moved at his bid-. 
.. The Senate, alarmed at the high-handed 
usurpition of power, determined to rebuke jt, and 
passed a-resolution of censure. The President 
ént them a protest, in which he asserted princi- 
ples and set up claims to power which made him 
littic to an absolute monarch. f . 
- But he was not content with a protest. He 
could not rest on the sober, deliberate judgment 
of his countrymen. He must have present satis- 
faction! The Senate had offended him, and they 
must be humbled, and the record of the‘obnox- 
ious resohition expunged, But how should it be 
done? How should such a result be accomplished? 
Sir, the means were not wanting, Party organi- 
zation supplied them. 


machinery was adequate to their production. The 
President willed 


of legislative action in numerous States of the 
Union... .., rae. ie bee 
For, three yéars was this process going on. 


‘From year to year the expunging resolution strug- 


gled inthe Senate, under the overwhelming argu- 
ments which were urged against it. On one oc- 
casion (March, 1835), the expunging words were 
stricken from the resolution by a vote of 39 to 7; 
upon which Mr. Webster, in addressing, the 
Senate, said: 

uempt to induce the Senate to expunge its Jour- 


nal ba: jed—signatly and effectually failed. The record 
remains—neither blarred, blowed, nor disgraced.” 


Would to Heaven, sir, that it had thus still 


| remained. The attempt to blot and disgrace it 


failed, signally indeed, but not finally. Execu- 
tive influence was too strong for the most unan- 
swerable constitutional arguments. The State 


| Legislatures were, surrounded and pressed with 


it. Many resisted, but man yiclded; and Sen- 
ators who, in ]835, had voted to strike from the 
expunging resolution its material words, and ren- 
der ita nallity, were, two years afterwards, in-- 


| duced to yield to the President’s wishes, and vote 


to expunge a record which the Constitution had 
commanded them to ‘* keep.” Sir, I was in the 
Senate Chamber when the final vote on that res- 
olution was passed. I heard the responses to the 
call of the yeas and nays, and saw the result of 
the three years’ Executive war upon the inde- 
pendence of that body. It was a disgraceful and 
humiliating spectacle, and seemed almost to im- 


press upon the very image of the Father of his | 


Country, as it looked down from the canvas, an 
expression of mingled sorrow, amazement, and 
indignation. There stood the Senator who, “ sol- 
itary and alone,” had, three years before, ‘* set 
that ball in motion,” swelling in triumph at the 
successful result of Executiv- influence and party 
machinery; and there sat the subdued and the 
humbled, who had been made, through that in- 
fluence, the unwilling instraments of accomplish- 
ing the designs of ‘* the great expunger a 

The vote had passed; the resolution was adopt- 
ed. It was a moment of thrilling interest. 
Secretary brought into the Senate the doomed 
record, and there executed the sentence by which 
it was “ blurred, blotted, and disgraced.” 

Mr. Chairman, what a redemption from the 


disgrace of that scene might, at that moment, ; 


have been achieved! It was in the power of a 
single man. An 
Why s : 
dignanit at the high-handed outrage which was’! 
about to be committed, and nobly and sternly | 
refuse to become the instrument of its perpetra- | 
tion? Why did not the Secretary stand up, in 
the midst of the scene, and say to the President 


| of that body, * Sir, } cannot, | must not, do this ; 
dcan never hold the pen that blurs |; 


deed. My han A 
and blots the record I have sworn to ‘keep. 
Take from me my office; consign me to beggary 
if you will; but do not require me to disregard | 
my official oath, and violate the Constitution of ; 
my country. My duty has been to i 
aud shall continue to be, faithfully performed; ; 
but, come what will, tiat deed I cannot, I must; 


not, I will not do!” È 


0 Instructions from State- 
Legislatures could accomplish the end, and party | 


and the result showed that. 
; his will, by a mysterious process, became the law 


The |; 


d why did he not séize upon it? | 
did he not rally the energies of a soul in- || 


this moment, i| 


i 


life. There would have been méré true sory i 
such a refusal than:in.a hundred military victo- 
rieg; and the laurels which would have adorned 
i his brow would have remained fresh when the 
name of oùe connected with that transaction shall 
| have been consigned ‘to execration and infamy. 
Bat, Mr. Chaiiman, there’ dds one redeeming’ 
| act conhected with that scéne. Jt was the act of. 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
i| who rose, as the final vote upon the resolu on’ 
was about to be taken, and’ in the name of hiri- 
self and hig colleague, read to the Senate’ their 
| solemn protest against, it.” Six, it was a noble 
į sight!—the’ Senator standing up, with ‘his erect 
form and manly bearing, and declaring to the 
Senate and the world, in the calm dignity of con- 
scious uprightnéss and truth, the great. principles’ 
! of the Constitution, which forbid the deed that’ 
was about to be committed. © 0007 7 
Bat, sir, the exposition of constitutional 'prin-: 
cipes Was not the only feature of the protest 
which gave it interest. It declared, with £ be-. 
coming plainness and ‘directness, the true origilt 
of thé influence which was then about to carry 
the eXpunging resolution, It’says:) °° 0". 
© We have seen with deep regrèt. and ‘sincere p 
Legislaturés of respectable States instracting ‘the Senators 
of those States to vote for and support this violation of the 
Journal of the Senate; and this-puin is infinitely increased 
by our fall belief and entire conviction that most, if not all 
these proceedings of States had their origin in promptings 
from Washington ; that they Have been’urgently requested: 
and-insisted on, as being necessary to the accomphshment: 
of the intended purpose ; and that it is nothing else but the 
influence and power of the executive branch of this Govern- 
ment which has brought the Legislatures of so many Of thie’ 
free States of this Union to quit the sphere of their ordi- 
nary duties for the purpose of. codperating to accomplish a. 
measure, in our judgment, so unconstitutional, so derog- 
atory to the character of the Senate, and MARKED WITH 80 
BROAD AN IMPRESSION OF COMPLIANCE WITH POWER, But’ 
this resolution is to pass. We expect it. Thatcatse which” 
has been powerful cnough T0 INFLUENCE sO: MANY STATE - 
LEGISLATURES, will show itself powerful enough, espe- 
cially with such aids, to.secure the passagé of the resolu- 
tion here”? ~ h K ~ Ha 
Thus, sir, did the Senator from Massachusetts, 
at a. moment of intense interest, and under cir- 
cumstances of peculiar responsibility, stard ùp». 
in the face of the Senate and the world, and sol- 
emnly declare his.‘*full belief and éntire convic~ 
tion” that.it was the influencé and power of the 
executive branch of this Government which had 
brought the Legislatures of so many.of the States 
to quit the sphere of their ordinary duties to aid 
in carrying into effect the will of the President in 
the measure then about to be consummated. - 
And what reply was made to this charge? Was 
itanswered? Was there any attempt to answer 
it? No, sir, Every expunging Senator cowered 
under its withering rebuke. All felt its justice, 
for its truth had been written on almost every 
page of our preceding three years’ political his- 
tory. The * promptings”’ had been visible to 
every intelligent observer. None could deny their 
reality—none did deny it—none dared deny it. 
Thus, Mr. Chairman, have I glanced at the 
four years’ warfare upon the ‘pure? Adminis- 


| tration—-at the pretended apprehensions, by the 


‘‘put-down ” conspirators, of danger from the 
| abuse of Executive patronage—their extreme 80- 
licitude lest the purity of Congress should be as- 
| sailed by the appointment of its members to office’ 
—their fears that corruption would become the 
| order of the day—thcir alarm atthe pretended dis- 
| covery of extravagance—their grand preparations 
| for retrenchment, as soon as they could have the 
codperation of the Executive, and the pledges of 
the President that he would respect * diligence, 
talents, and integrity,’’ in his appointments—see 
that power should not be placed in“ unfaithful 
| or incompetent hands,” and take care that his 
| patronage should not be abused to party, pūr- 
| poses. e 

I have also reminded the committee of the vio- 
| lations of all these pledges by the men to whose 
hands a credulous people had been induced to 
confide the administration of their Government. 
f And, sir; it is amazing to contemplate the extent 
| and the opénness Of these violations.” Öne could 
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hardly believe his senses when he beholds them, 
especially when he looks at the bold and daring 
disregard of pledges in the prostitution of the 
whole patronage of the Executive to the purpose 
of enlarging his power, and bringing even Con- 
gréss itself, in both its branches, to bow to the 
supremacy of his will. f 


PRETENSIONS TO DEMOCRACY. 


But, Mr. Chairman, these violations of pledges 
are scarcely less wonderful than are the expedi- 
ents which have been employed to keep up the 
delusion and retain the confidence of an abused 
and betrayed people. I cannot explore this field; 
but I must advert, in passing, to one of the most 
prominent of these expedients: it is the high- 
sounding and extravagant profession of a regard 
for Democracy. Nothing can exceed it; and noth- 
ing has ever equaled it hut the professions of the 
“put down” party from 1895 to 1829. 

emocracy! Yes, sir; notwithstanding the com- 
plete organization of an Executive corps through- 
out the country, moved by a common impulse 
from the Executive head; regarding his will as 


their law; striving, in the strength ofa single mas- 
ter principle, to perpetuate bis power, and elevate 
it above every other in the Government, and act- 
ing with an unceasing reference to interests dis- 
tinet from, and adverse to, the interests of the 
people; notwithstanding all this, have we heard 
from the authors and finfshers of this system of 
Executive corruption and tyranny the loud and 
incessant cry of" Democracy! Democracy! De- 
mocracy !’’ Nothing can exceed the love pro- 
fessed for the dear people, and the regard pre- 
tended for their rights. Sir, the men who knew 
kow to deceive the peoplo.to gain their confidence, 
know how to flatter them for the purpose of re- 
taining it, ‘They can * stoop to conquer.” ‘Che 

know that, though the people cannot be corrupted, 
they may be deceived; and that approaches to 
absolute power may be successfully veiled by 
professions of regard for popular rights. They 
have not consulted the history of usurpation in 


vain, They know how insidigusly power has en- | 


croached on right, in every country where liberty 
has foand a grave or ambition a throne, 

Itis as wonderful as it ia pninfal to observe the 
progreas whieh has been made withio the last ten 
yeara in the career of popular deception, 
eral Jackson, at his inauguration, professed to 
“Jook with veneration to the lights that flowed 
from the mind that reformed our system.” Jef- 
ferson was the reformer whom he thus professed 
to venerate, and to whose light the leaders of the 
party atil profess to look for guidance, But, sir, 
they have left Mr. Jetforson, and the principles 
of his reforn, at a sightless distance behind them, 
He was a Republican, and an enemy of nceumu- 
lated, overgrown Executive power, [Fe respected 
the equal rights of the people, and fabored to se- 
cure and perpetuate them. But there were con- 
servatineg principles in his Adminiswation, which 
we shall in vain look for in this. t Republican- 
im’? was then. the word; a republicanism regu- 
lated and controlled by constitutions—a repub- 
licaniam jealous of power—a republicanism whose 
essential element was a fair and free vopresenta- 
tion of the people uncontrolled by Executive influ- 
enee. The madness of that sort of “ Democra- 
cy” which breaka open flour stores—threatens to 
raze bank edifices to their foundations; and enters 
halls of legislation with an armed force, to assert 
constitutional rights was then unknown. Mobs 
had not then become a part of the Government 
of the country, and Lynch law had nota name! 

But behold’ the change! Now, republicanism 
is an obsolete word, for whose meaning we must | 
consult the dictionary; while Democracy is the 
first word that-is learned after the alphabet is 
mastered. Every man who obtains au élection 
through the power of Executive influence will 
you hear boasting that he has been elevated 
through the power of “ the Democracy,” just as 
though ‘the Democracy’? means something be- 
sides the people, and the whole people. . Nothing 
can exceed the impudence of the systematic at- 
tempt to make that portion of the people of the 
United States who constitute “the party,” and 
who are subjected to the mysterious action of 
Executive influence, the Democracy, and the ex- 
cusive Democracy; while that portion of the 


Gene | 


Ho. or Reps. 


same people who are struggling to break the charm 
of that influence, resist the encroachments of 
power, and maintain popular rights upon a broad, 
liberal, and constitutional basis, are treated as 
though they formed no part of the people, and 
are called by every name that has ever been as- 
sociated with odium and reproach in our political 
history. ; 

To bina the people to the falsity and absurdity 
of these pretensions to exclusive Democracy, and 
veil the deceptions practiced on them, the man- 
agers, with the artof the juggler, who, by sleight 
of hand, diverts attention from the true point of 
observation, take care to direct the attention of the 
people to other objects with which they are more 
familiar, and which are capable of being brought 
to bear more directly on their feelings and interests, 
While Executive power seems a great way off, 
and Exccutive influence, though advancing with 
a sure and steady step, is of a nature not to be 
immediately felt in its bearing on private interests, 
there isa elass of objects near home which the 
managers know how to present ao as to engross 
the popular attention. Thus, the rich are made 
an object of jealousy to the poor. The laborer is 
excited against the capitulist—the indolent and 
improvident against the industrious and frugal— 
the ignorant against the learned and intelligent— 
and even the vicious and abandoned against the 
virtuous and the upright, Associated wealth, no 
matter how widely it may embrace men of small 
means, or how greatly it may stimulate and re- 
ward industry, is declared to be monopolizing 
and dangerous. Banks, however pradently and 
safely managed, are denounced as the money- 
making machines of the wealthy, designed Sily 
to make the rich richerand the poor poorer. Fac- 
titious distinctions are created. Jealousies are 
excited, An imaginary aristocracy is raised up 


in the midst of every community; and nothing |Í 
can be heard but the war-cry—down with monop- | 


olies, and down with the aristocracy. 


PRESIDENT THE CHAMPION OF DEMOCRACY, 


And now comes the grand movement! It is to 
put che President at the head of “the Democra- 


inthe war. And behold! forth from hundreds of 
well trained presses, and thousands of well dig- 
ciplined partisan leaders in every quarter of the 


supereminent Democracy of the President! 
ia the Democratie President, and has been elected 
by the Democracy. 
for him the representative character. 
Administration that preceded the advent of the 


gecart t reformer,” the Chief Magistrate was sim- | 


ply the President of the United States—the con- 


sututional Executive. The representative character | 


was understood to belong eminently to this body, 
drawn as it is from the midst of the people; elect- 


ed by them for sbort periods; invested with the | 


power of impeaching the President, and all other 


officers, in their name, and directly and exclu- ' 
sively responsible to them for the exercise of that: 
out the | 
acheme of deception and usurpation, it became | 
inportant to claim a new and unheard-of relation | 
General ` 
Jackson, therefore, set up the pretension of being : 
representative of the American peo- : 


and every other power, But, to carry 


between the President and the people. 


“THE DIRE 
ple.” Such was the claim of his memorable pro- 


test sent to the Senate in 1834—a claim intended : 
to lay the foundation of a practical exemption | 
from all other responsibility save a responsibility | 
directly, without the intervention of either im- | 
peachment or investigation by Congress, to a: 


pablic opinion which might be created by Exec- 
utive influence through subservient subordinates 
and a subservient press. To give a party cast to 


this claim, it has, at length, assumed a new form; | 
and the President is now presented to us (sec : 


Democratic Review for September, 1838) as “the 
national representative of the American Democracy.” 
“ Tue representative of the Democracy ! Democ- 
racy personified! i 
speaking representative of pure, simple, unadul- 
terated, uncompounded Democracy! 

Such is the claim. The President is not slow 
in performing his part. 
He writes Democracy. 1 
And it is the Democracy! To monopolies he is 


A living, moving, thinking, | 


He talks Democracy. ` 
He tooks Democracy. : 


very-hostile. Against banks he utters anathemas. 
“Associated wealth ’’ (see his last annual mes- 
sage) he cannot endure. The aristocracy are in- 
tolerable. In short, to every thing that is opposed 
to Democracy, and especially to ‘the Democra- 
cy,” he is most especially, and very exceedingly 
opposed ! 

The President is thus installed as the high 
priest of Democracy; and it would be about as 
safe for a Roman Catholic to question the author- 
ity of the Pope, as for one of ‘tthe party ” to 
question the Democracy of the President. So 
complete is the delusion, that when the Whigs 
attempt to rouse the people to a sense of the 
danger of the President’s overgrown influence, 
through the abuse of Executive patronage, ‘the 
Democracy ” are made to believe that that influ- 
ence is exercised for their special benefit, be- 
cause it is all necessary to enable the President, 
who is their representative, to fight their battles, 
and put down the aristocracy ! 

The danger of Executive influence and power 
(the greatest of all dangers in our system of gov- 
ernment) is thus veiled from the eyes of thou- 
sands. ‘They see the President only as a mighty 
champion of ‘the Democracy,” leading on its 
hosts to glorious victory; while every man who 
will not sustain him in the holy war is held u 
as an aristocrat and a Federalist, with * blue 
lights ” burning all over and around him. 

Thus, sir, are the people taught to look, not to 
their Representatives, as the guardians of their 


| rights, and the exponents of their will, but to the 
| President, (strange absurdity!) to the President 


—armed as he is with power, through hundreds 
of subservient presses, and thousands of equally 
official dependants, to execute the purposes of his 
single will, and accomplish the ends of an ambi- 
tion which such power continually tempts to en- 
cronchment and corruption, 

Thus itis that this new-fangled system rears 
up a colossal structure of Executive power on the 


i broad basis of a deceived and misled Democracy. 


Like the Pyramids of Egypt, whose towering 
heightand mighty massiveness gives insienifi- 


+ eanee loevery object around them, go is the Pres- 
ey,” and make him its great champion and leader |) 


ident, under this miscalled Democratie system, 


| made to tower above and overshadow every other 


objeet within the political horizon. And, sir, 


| jast in proportionas the mighty structure is spread 
country, there go high sounding praises of the 'i 


He | 


ont, and carried up, is the ery of “ Democracy” 
increased. There is nota man who shoulders a 


; , ii stone or carries a hod of mortar to aid in rearing 
There is, moreover, claimed : 
Under the 


the towering mass who will not tell you that he 
is building up the Democracy; and no man must 
dare appropriate to himselfthe name of Democrat 
who will not literally strip himself to the work. 

it is by such means, Mr. Chairman, that tbis 
t reforming” dynasty has been laboring, for ten 
years, to hoodwink the people, and make them 
submit to be mounted and spurred, and jaded by 
the * Democratic’? Jehus who have driven with 
reckless daring over the prostrate Constitution and 
laws of the country. And, sir, it is amazing to 
contemplate the success which has attended these 
efforts at deception; to see the height to which 
the presidential office has towered; to mark the 
movings of its influence and power-—now stand- 
ing erect, in grim and surly majesty, and “taking 
the responsibility,” and now winding its sinuous 
and silent way, and distilling its slow but ven- 
omous poison through every department of the 
Government, and every portion of the country. 


A DAY OF RECKONING HAS COME. 


But, sir, a day of reckoning has at length come. 
Results are beginning to be wrought out. The 
pene begin to sec that all is not right. They 

egin to learn that “ diligence, talents, and integ- 
rity’? have not been made the passports to office; 
that the great principle which has governed in 
Executive appointments bas elevated a race of 
mercenary, desperate politicians, and has put into 
the hands of the Linns, the Boyds, the Spencers, 
the Prices, and the Swartwouts, the money of 
the people, to be lost in speculation, squandered 
in extravagance, or used to aid Executive power 
in its treacherous “conflict with the freedom of 
elections.” Sir, they are beginning to lay down 
their axes, their hoes, and their hammers, and, 
standing up and looking you in the face in the 
sternness and amazement of disappointed confi- 
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dence, they thunder in your ears the appalling 


demand—Guvr AN ACCOUNT OF THY STEWARDSHIP ! 


Here, say they, are your pledges of retrenchment 
and reform; your professions of horror at the dan- 
ger of anabuse of Executive power; your boasted 
regard for the freedom. and. purity of elections; 
your promises to give us upright and faithful 
officers; and your expressed fears that, if you 
were not placed in. power, corruption would be- 
come the order of the day. And now here is the 
fulfillment of your pledges and promises in the 
ten years’administration which you have inflicted, 
on the country. We call on you, as our servants, 
to tell us why the evils you predicted have not 
been averted, and the good you promised has not 
been done; why for bread you have given us a 
stone, and for fish a serpent; and why, when we 
looked that the vineyard should bring forth grapes, 
it has brought forth wild.grapes. 


THE PRESIDENTIAL QUESTION IN CONGRESS. 
And. now, sir, what is your reply to the de- 


mands of a betrayed and abused people, urged,. 


and ably urged, as they have been, by the peo- 
ple’s Representatives on this floor? How do you 
meet the facts and arguments which are pressed 
upon you? Sir, you do it by endeavoring to 
stifle investigation; by déprecating discussion; by 
holding us up, as the chaitman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs has done, as a debating club; 
and, in short, by every conceivable device which 
can tend to divert the public mind from the great 
questions we are struggling to bring out in their 
true magnitude and importance before the country. 

It was in the spirit of this system of evasion 
that a gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. By- 
num] yesterday told us that these lengthened dis- 
cussions would not be tolerated by the people; 
that these attacks on the Administration were in- 
tended to act on the next presidential election; and 
that it was ‘not our business to make Presi- 
dents,” but to attend to our appropriate legisla- 
tive duties., ‘Jt is a dangerous practice,” said 
the gentleman, “ forus to be employed in making 
Presidents.” i 4 

The gentleman from North Carolina seems 
very much alive to the danger of our being en- 
gaged in making a Prennet But where. have 
slept his apprehensions for the last ten years, 
while the President has been making members of 
Congress; while he has been reaching out the long 
arms of: Executive influence, north, south, east, 
and west, and bringing into these legislative Halls 
men who would act in obedience to his will? 
And where were his fears when General Jackson 
made his successor? Did he discover any ‘ dan- 
ger?’ in that operation? No, sir, none. Butnow, 
when we seek to nmake him whom General 
Jackson made, the case is amazingly altered! lt 
is a ‘* dangerous practice.” 

Mr. Chairman, I deplore, as much as any one, 
the necessity which impels to discussions and in- 
vestigations here, looking to a presidential elec- 
tion. But how are they to be avoided? Are we 
to sit still and see the Executive bestriding the 
country with his colossal power, and not warn it 
of the danger? Is corruption to go unrebuked? 
Are the grossest abuses to pass” uninvestigated ? 
Is this body the grand constitutional inquest of 
the nation, invested with the power even of im- 
peaching the President, (notwithstanding his 
claims to. the representative character,) and are 
we to be told that discussion shall cease, investi- 
gation be suppressed, and the Executive held to 
ho responsibility to the people, through their 
Representatives, because it is not their business 
to make Presidents?) The abusers of power may 
thus talk; they do not want motives for it; but 
the people hold a very different language.  , 

Sir, I am aware that the presidential question 
has come to engross a large share of the attention 
of Congress, and that discussions bearing on it 


interfere, often very injuriously, with the ordi- i 


nary business of legislation, Once it was other- 
wise; but in a fatal moment it was determined to 
“put down” a “ pure? Administration. The 
combination was formed, the forces marshaled; 
and these halls were made the chosen theater for 
the onset. Day after day and month after month 
were they made to resound with the most ground- 
less clamor and the most bitter invective against 
the Administration which it had been declared, 


‘| for decision, namely: Shall a corrap 


in advance, should be prostrated. It was then 
that the presidential whirlpool was set in motion, 


which has become a rapid, raging. maelstrom, | 
; professions and p 
are judged out o 


drawing and ingulfing everything within its vor- 
tex. SF atte aa Peas . Ek 

And, sir, how can it now be otherwise, when 
the Administration, brought into power by means 
of the professions and pledges I have described, 
has disappointed a confiding people; when. the 
President has ‘rushed madly” from his consti- 
tutional sphere, placed himself at the head of a 
party, used his patronage to build it up, and sought 
to make all. the State governments and all the 
branches of this Government revolve around him 
as the great center of the whole? Sir, it is the 
abuse of power that has kept this maelstrom in mo- 
tion. Let the Executive restore the balance of 
the Constitution which he has disturbed; let him’ 
go back to the constitutional sphere in which the 
predecessors of General Jackson were content to 
move; let him cease to pervert his patronage to 
selfish and party purposes; let him become the 
HIGH-MINDED, LIBERAL, DISINTERESTED, CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL Caer MAGISTRATE OF THE NATION, 
and the maelstrom will cease to move, and, this 
Hall will be restored to what it was before the 
conspiracy was formed to put.down the pure Ad- 
ministration. : 

But, sir, until this is done, inyestigation and 
discussion must and will go on here. If we will 
not investigate and discuss, the people will send 
those here who will. The great centralizing, all- 
ingulfing power of the Executive must and will 
be resisted, It will be in vain to attempt to arrest 
this effort by telling us that it is not our business 
to make Presidents. Sir, we know our appro- 
priate business. Long enough have we seen Ex- 
ecutive influence moving around and through 


these Halls, and Jong enough have we legislated 
under its control. It is our firstand most solemn 
duty to endeavor to repel it; to restore the inde- 
pendence of these legislative bodies; to drive the 
Goths and Vandals from this Capitol, We have 
nothing to do with making this or that man Pres- 
ident; but we have something to do with Execu- 
tive corruption and usurpation, (both of which 
have much to do with a something to do with 
that Executive influence which has disturbed the 
constitutional balance of this Government—which 
has made its way to the ballot-boxes, elected a 
President, brought into these Halls members of 
its own creation, and assailed the independence 
of these bodies by Executive bribes on the one 
hand, and Executive denunciation on the other; 
that influence, in part, so prophetically described 
in the report of the committee of the Senate on 
Executive patronage, in 1826, (made by Martin 
Van Buren, Richard M. Johnson, Thomas H. 
Benton, and others, to swell the false clamor 
against the ‘ pure”? Administration,) in which it 
was said: 

“ The power of patronage, UNLESS CHECKED BY THE 
VIGOROUS INTERPOSITION OF Concress, must go on increas- 
ing? = * * + S$ PATRONAGE WILL PENETRATE 
THIS BODY, SUBDUE ITS CAPACITY OF RESISTANCE, CHAIN | 
iv TO THE CAR OF POWER, and enable the President to rule 
as easily, and much more securely, with than without the 
nominal check of the Senate.”’ 

Sir, if it is not our appropriate business to dis- 
cuss and investigate when this prediction is lit- 
erally fulfilled before our eyes, then we may as 
well determine, at once, to submit! and when we 
have submitied, we shall have no more to do bet 
to dissolve these bodies, and leave the Executive 
to govern the country without the forms of the 
Constitution. 


SHALL POLITICAL TREACHERY BE REWARDED? 


Having, Mr. Chairman, dwelt at some length 
upon the connection between the maladministra- 
tion of those in power and their professions and 
pledges, I anticipate the inquiries—why talk so 
much of professions? Why dwell so long on 
pledges? If the Administration is bad, show it; 
but the measures of a bad Administration will 
be made no worse by proving that the men in 
power have made hypocritical professions, or that 
they have violated their pledges. 

Sir, there are two questions before the country 
t and per- 
nicious system of policy be perpetuated? and 


shall hypocrisy and treachery be rewarded with 
a triumph? te need hardly be said, sir, that 


: the proof of the corrupt character. of the policy, 


‘drawn .from a consideration of its nature. and 


con o ¢ -in ‘the 
romises of its authors,. They. 
their own mouths. They pro- 


tendency, finds ‘confirmation strog”? 


"nounced in advance their own condemnation, and 
furnished the arguments to sustain it. _ f 


‘a deliberate violation of ple 


¥ 


But, sir, there is something in the treachery of 


dges solemuly.made 


; to obtain power, which is deserving of distinct and 


l 
H 


i sistless and overwhelming. 


deep consideration. While the pledges were made 
upon an assumption of abuses which were known 
not to exist, their violation has been the result of 
deep, settled, systematic purpose. , The Admin- 
istration have sinned with their eyes open—in the 
very face of their own _ professions and: pledges. 
They have been constantly reminded of their in- 
consistency. They have had spread ont before 
them General Jackson’s letter to Président Mon- 
roe in 1816; his addresg to the Tennessee Legis- 
lature in 1825; the report of the Senate commit- 


| tee on Executive patronage in 1826; the retrench- 


ment report of 1828; and the inaugural address 
of 1829. But it has all been to no purpose, but 
to show the world with what perfect E ooless and 
deliberation professions may be falsified, pledges 
violated, and power abused. KE T 

And now, sir, do you not perceive, in this view 


| of the subject, a distinct and very strong reason 


for deprecating the triumph of those in power? 
Did you ever see an individual who had risen by 
a successful course of chicanery, to wealth and’ 
importance, triumphing in a purchased respecta- 
bility, and reveling in the enjoyment of ill-gotten, 
gain? and did you not mark the pernicious moral 
influence of his success—especially upon, the 
young men of the community? Can any influence 

e more dangerous in private life than such ex- 
amples of successful villany? And shall such 
examples teach us nothing? Can we fail to per- 
ceive their application? Can we shut our eyes 
to the moral influence which must follow a tri- 
umphant consummation of the system of political 
chicanery which I have described? Can we 
measure the height and depth, and length and 
breadth of its bearings on the broad and bound- 
less future in our country’s history? If, sir, the 
political charlatanry of this Administration is to 
meet with no rebuke from the people, but is to be 
sanctioned and rewarded by them, then, indeed, 
shall corruption become “ the order of the dày,” 
and its current acquire a strength which it will 
be very difficult, if not impossible, successfully 
to resist. : f 


NATURE AND TENDENCY OF THE ‘‘ SPOILS’ PRIN- 
CIPLE. z p 


Sir, it is my deliberate conviction that wé have 
arrived at a point whence, if a suécessful stand is 
not made against this current, it will become re~ 
I'do'not think that 
we are, any of us, sufficiently awake to the exist- 
ing reality on this subject. I do not believe that 
we are fully aware of the progress which corrup- 
ition has made under the administration of the 
present dynasty. We have. not sufficiently re- 
flected on the nature and tendency of the principle 
which enters into the entire policy of the Admin- 
istration touching the bestowment of Executive 
patronage. We have notconsidered how strongly 
it appeals to the selfish and sordid passions of our 
nature; nor how systematically and perseveringly 
the means have been sought and found of giving 
it effect. We have not been aware how rapidly 
its insidious influence is debasing the moral feel- 
ings of our countrymen, and lowering the stand- 
ard of political morality. Why, sir, what an ins 
stantaneous effect must the full disclosure of this 
principle produce on the moral feelings of the 
army of office-holders scattered throughout the 
country? How suddenly must they feel the 
promptings of interest urging them to seek to 
retain their offices, not by an independent, manly, 
conscientious discharge of duty, but by a mean 
and selfish subserviency to the power that dis- 
penses patronage! How, under this system, must 


| patriotism wither at the very approach of Exec- 


utive influence! How rapidly will principle yield 
to expediency, and self rise up and take the place 
of country! With how little ceremony will con- 
science be thrust aside as an old-fashioned puri- 
tanical counselor, unsuited to this age of political 
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tefinetient and reform! How sòon ‘will office- 
holders come to adopt the'maxim thatit all is fair’ 
in politics; naturally concluding that, if it¥s fair, 
for the President to act on the mercenary princi-' 
ple in appointing them, itis fair to catry owt the: 
Same principle ia supporting kimy and that, if he. 
may bribe with patronage, they may bribe with’ 
money, and resort to every conceivable trick and 
stratagém to sustain his administration and pet-° 
petuate his power, | oe ; 

. Sir, a man whose living depends on subservi-’ 
ency to power must be * thrice armed” with vir- 
tuous principle to maintain a high and ‘uniform 
political integrity. If his continuance in ‘office is 


yI 


made to depend on a conscičntioùs performance of j 


his duty, then will his very office becomethe means’ 
of strengthening his good principles; while, on 
the other hand, if it is made to depend on subser- 
viency. to power, his office will become the instru- 
ment of perpetually tempting him to debasing 
compliances and a total’shipwreck of virtuous’ 
principle, > ae “te Gee eA , 
" Thus, sit, while the great principie on which 
removals and appointments are made, adds to the 


power of the Executive, by purchasing subser- |! 


vient fritnds, it sends, through hosts of ofice- 


holders and olfice-seekers, contamination and cor- | 
ruption throagh the whole length and breadth of 


the land. 

But the whole extent of the mischief is not yet i 
disclosed. The moral influence of high station | 
is immense and immeasurable. And whata tre- | 
méndoas. influence of the general standard of 
moratfieling must be produced by the known and 
admitted fact that the Prrsipent or trun Uniten 
Srares is perpetually overlooking if not “ pun- 
ishing” honést merit, for the purpose of purchas- 
ing support to himself by the “ rewarding”? of 

oliticd!, subserviendy and profligacy. IP the 
ier Magistrate of. thiygreat nation may with 
impunity thus disregard sound moral principle in 
the daily exercise’ of bis high furnettons, in what 
departnietit of sodiety will north influence of this 
example be felt? Sir, it will be to our country 
what the original transgréssion was to the world, 
when x 
« arth folt the wound, and, Nature from her seat, 
sighing through att her works, gave signs Of woe 
Miata was fost? 


If political dishonesty is seen in the high places 
of this uation, what sort of dishonesty will itnot 
encourage and countenance? Well did General 


Jackson say, when addressing the Tennessee Le- |} 


gislature in 1825, that “corruption would become 
the order of the day,” when’ bit one branek of 
this system should be carried intocxecution, But 
if corruption to that extent was to be the efectof 
the practice of appointing members of Congress 
to office, what shall we say of. the effects, direct 
and indirect, of the application of the mercenary 
principle to the entire administration of the re- 
moving and appointing power? Sir, itis like the 
pestilence that walks in darkness. It contamin- 
ates the very alr we breathe, and sends disease 
through every artery and vein of the body-pol- 
itie, j 

But, sir, this corrupting process is carried on 
not only through office-holders and office-expect- 
ants, and the influence of presidential example, 
but through a purchased and prostituted press. 


The poison is thus mingled with the daily food | 


of thousands and:hundreds of thousands of minds 
which are fed by the newspaper press of the coun- 
try, and to which itis thus administered, under 
disguises which render them alike unconscious 
of ite-nature, and unaware of its origin. 

And, finally, thereis given to the whole of these 
combined influences the greatest possible energy, 
through a party.organization the most perfect, 
and by a party discipline the most ‘rigid, exact, 
unspariog, and inexorable,” 

Such is the great principle which Hes at the 
foundation of the leading policy of the Adminis- 
tration; such the means of giving it eficacy; and 
such its withering, blighting influence on public | 
and private viclure. eG | 
COMPARATIVE IMPORSANCE OF PHE QUESTION OF l 

EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE. 


Lam aware, Mr.C 
leading topic on which I have dwelt may be y 
garded as of comparatively inconsiderable import- 


nirman, Chat, by many, the 


1 


j 


| their pecuniary bearings. But there are matters 


j wealth and glory of a nation. 


; we may make very rapid advances, while, in the į 


| it may feel the shock of invasion; it may be com- 
jand be brought to the brink of ruin; and yet it | 


| may unite its people; injastice may deepen their | 


ance, The abuse of Executive patronage is an’ 
old and trite sabject. The currency, the markets, 
and the safety of the public moneys, are matters 
of present and engrossing interest. If the càr- 
rency is sound, the markets good, and the public 
money safe; allis, by many, considered to be well. 
Questions of power are regarded as abstractions; 
and Executive encroachment is deemed `a matter 
of no great moment, urless it comes to bear di- 
rectly on the present interests of the people. 
Thus, the sub-Treasury scheme (five times re- 
jected by Congress, but still the pet measure of 
the Administration) is, by many, thought of only 
in its mere pecuniary relations, without reflecting 
on the object of the Executive in urging it; with- 
Out perceiving that its danger consists not so much 
in the insecurity of “leg treasurers’’—manifest 
as that is—as in the augmented patronage and 
power which the system would give to the Pres- 
ident—and which, In fact, has formed his leading 
motive for pertinaciously pressing it upon Cons} 
gress and the country. 

Tam, sir, far from undervaluing the importance 
of these questions of the currency, the markets, 
and the safe-keeping of the public moneys, in 


of mightier moment connected with them. While 
the last of these questions sustains a relation to | 
that of Executive patronage and power, which 
gives to it its chief importance, the two former 
involve interests which lie quite beyond the mere 
comfort and gratification of pecuniary competence 
and independence. The true value of nothing on 
earth can be estimated, independently of its bear- 
ings on the higher nature of man. ` It is in this 
light only that we can justly estimate the value 
of individual and national prosperity; which con- 
fer the full méasure of their blessings only when 
they minister to the high and noble purposes of 
moral and intellectual improvement—the truest 
But there is danger 
of overlooking these interests, and making the | 
acquisition of wealth, the advance of population, 
the improvement of the face of the country, the 
development of its physical resources, and the 
augmentation of its Physical power, the great and 
allabsorbing objects of regard and effort. There 
is danger of forgetting that, in all these respects, 


process of doing it, we may plant, and nourish to 
rank vegetation, the seeds of national corruption 
and deeny. Sir, itis not great wealth, nor natu- 
ralor artificis} defenses, that constitute a traly 
prosperous and secure commonwealth; 
“ But men, hih minded men ; 
Men who fheir duties know, yet know their rights, 
And knowing dare mintan, ? 


Let the currency be deranged; let banks be | 
driven to sttspension; let property fall în value; | 
let millions be sacrificed, and yet the energies of i 
a people may remain substantially unimpaired; 
and they may rise from the pressure, profited by 
its experience, and wiser for its severe and paii- | 
ful imbietions, 

The nation, too, may be assailed from without; 
it may be pressed with the demands of injustice; : 


peled to pour out its treasures and its blood in 
its defense; it may be doomed to suffer reverses, 


may retain unimpaired, and even invigorated, the 
elements of its triumph and prosperity. Invasion | 


sense of right; oppression may make them feel | 
for the oppressed; dangers may develop their re- 
sources of skill and courage; privation and hard- 
ship may give patience to endurance; and adver- 
sity may impart strength to virtue. Our own glo- 
rious Revolution presents an illustrious example 
of all this. The noble minds that founded our 


institutions, and the stern virtues that sustained | 
them amid the perils and weakness of their jn- | 
fancy, exhibit some of the fruits of that severe ij 
and trying conflict. ` 

But, Mr. Chairman, where are the redeeming 
qualities of that influence which silendy infuses 
corruption into the life-blood of a people? What: 
shall restore a nation thus contaminated? What 
shall change corruption into purity, convert base 
Sexvility into love of country, and give to seifish- 
ness the lofiy elevation of stern, uncompromising 
virtue? 


Wil the Ethiopian change his skin, or): 


the leopard his spots? Then will corrgption cure 
its own leprosy; ind the worm which is gnawing 
at the root of our republican institutions consume 
itsélf. i z na ae 

Sir, one good, sound móral principe effectually 
wrought into the very heart and’soul of this grèat 
nation, and watchfully cherished there, is worth 
more for its permanent defense from foes with- 
out and its security from foes within, than all the 
wealth of both the Indies, and all the fleets and 
armies which that wealth can puréhase and em~ 
ploy. Let the great moral principles oñ which 
our institutions are based, and which were bodied 
forth ih the persons of our revolutionary and con- 
stitutional fathers, cease to exert a controlling in- 
fluence upon the men to whom is intrusted thë 
government of this country; ard let their dere- 
hietion from these principles receive the deliberate 
sanction of the American people, and this nation, 
with all its show of high health and vigor, shall 
feel to its very extremities a paralysis from which 
it will require little less thana miracle for ‘its 
recovery, ` 


CAUSE OF DEFALCATIONS. 
There has, Mr. Chairman, been much said re- 


| cently about the defaleations of public officers; 


and the amount of losses through public agenta, 
especially one of them, has been dwelt on with 
mach emphasis. Sir, this is right. We may 
well feel the loss of the Jarge sums of which the 
Treasury has been defrauded. Bat the amount 
of money lost is not thë true measure of the mis- 
chief; nor would it be if it were twenty times 
maultipled. It rousés, indeed, the public atten- 
tion; but if that attention, is not fixed upon some- 
thing beyond the mere loss of money, and be- 
yond even the means of future security by checks 
and penalties, it will be employed to a very inad- 
equate purpose, These defalcations have been 
the results of the dangerous and corrupting prih- 
ciple of Executive removal and appointments, to 
which I have called your attention, 

The appointment of Samuel Swartwout—who 
has been suffered, by a most culpable neglect, to 
accumulate in his hands and squander $1,950,000 
—was, as I have before intimated, one of the first 
of the appointments made by General Jackson, 
after dismissing the Senate in 1829; an appoint- 
ment made upon the removal of a competentand 
faithful officer, for the express purpose of reward- 
ing an activeand devoted partisan, The question 
of trustworthiness was not made the question in 
that case. If ict had been, Jonathan Thompson, 
would have been retained. But, noz partisan 
friendship and partisan services outweighed all 
other considerations, and ‘Thompson was re- 
moved and Swartwoùt appointed. 

Thatremovalandappointmënt was a fair sample 
of the great mass of removals and appointments 
mads under this dynasty; and it wil be found 


i that the numerous cases of defaleation have been 


those of men who have been thus appointed upon 
removals for opinion’s sake. They have, as a 
matter of course, been more. solicitous to serve 
the Executive than to discharge their official du- 
ties; and have, moreover, felt that they might 
expect special indulgence from an Executive bound 
to them by strong party ties, and reluctant, from 
motives of party pride, to have them exposed.’ It 
would have been a miracle if the public moneys 
had not been plundered, under such circumstan- 
ces, The defaleations, therefore, which have so 
startled the country, have been the legitimate fruit 
of the corrupt use of Executive patronage with 
which it has been cursed for ten years, under the 
name of * reform.” Tf, sir, this fruit shall lead 
the people to consider the nature of the tree which 
has produced it, and shail beget a determination 
to cut it down and destroy if, the nation may well 
afford to sustain all the losses complained of. 


| Yes, sir; ifa hundred millions, and twice a hun- 


dred millions could purchase for the country a 
perpetual exemption from that abuse of Execu- 
tive power which I have described; if it could 


: secure anindcfinite succession of administrations, 


formed, in this respect, upon the madel of the 
“ pure’? Administration whieh General Jackson 
“put down,” it would be a richer purchase than 
two hundred cr ten hundred millicas ever made. 

Lut, sir, what cannot be purchased with money, 


| the people may be roused to accomplish by their 


votes; and I trust they are preparing to accomplish 
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by those who have abused their'confidertce-and | 
betrayed their rights. . They are beginning to feel 
their strength, and put it forth upon the massy 
pillars of the temple of corruption. Give them 
one full and fair ‘‘ heave,”’ and it-shall tumble inte 
ruins. : F 


PRETENDED REFORM OF 1829 REALLY NEEDED IN 
1839. | Fa Se ae 
It is nota little remarkable, Mr. Chairman, that ! 
the abuses which the Whigs are now laboring to 
reform, by putting down the Administration, are | 
_of the very same nature with the pretended abuses | 
whose reform was promised by the leaders of the 
present Administration party, ten years ago. If, 
‘sir, I were to search for an exhibition of the prin- 
ciples of Whig reform, I could find them nowhere 
more clearly and fully set forth than in General 
Jackson’s: letter to Mr. Monroe, in 1816; in his 
address to the Tennessee Legislature in 1825; in 
the Executive patronage report of 1826; in the 
retrenchment report of 1828; and in General Jack- 
son’s inaugural in 1829. What a revolution 
would be effected in the administration of this 
Government, if the principles‘contained in those | 
‘papers could ‘be carried. out for-the period, of a | 
‘single administration of four years., What a grat- 
ification would it be to every true Whig in the 
‘Whited. States to see elevated to the Presidency a | 
man who would stand up in this Fall on the 4th 
of March, 1841, and put forth the very language 
used by General Jackson on the 4th of March, 
1829; provided there could be a reasonable assur- 
ance that it would be honestly and faithfully car- 
ried out in his administration. How consonant 
to genuine Whig principles, and how appropriate 
to. the present state of things, would be the fol- 
lowing portion of General Jackson’s inaugural, 
in the mouth of a Whig President: 


i 
l 


dence, perhaps too just, in my own qualifications, will teach 
me to look with wh E * ~ veneration to the 
lights that flow from the mind that founded, and the mind 
that reformed our system. The same diffidence induces me 
tó hope for instruction and aid from the coordinate branches 
of the Government.” Mi 
Mr. Chairman, I ask no better Whig Admin- 
istration than one that will make these promises 
and faithfully fulfill them in their true spirit.. But, 
for one, I want no more violations of :pledges— 
no more “ keeping’ the word: of. promise to the 
ear, and breaking it to the hope.” I would rather 
have an Administration that will. not vow at all, 
than one that vows and will not pay. Let us 
have, atleast, the reform of frankness and straight- 
forwardness. If we must have such an Admin- 
istration as the Jackson-Van Buren “reformers”. 
have given us, let us not have it under a Whig 
name. Let it carry its own appropriate colors. 
Let it bear aloft the black flag : ‘ 
CAN ANY ADMINISTRATION EFFECT A REAL REFORM? 


. But, Mr. Chairman, can we have an Adminis- 
tration that will make these pledges and faithfully 
redeem them? . Sir, I fear we cannot; and that 
fear is much stronger than I entertain that we shall 
not have a nominally. Whig Administration Sach | 
an Administration, | trust the people are prepared 
to give us; -but that such an Administration, or 
thatany Administration, can now come into power 
and effect a genuine, thorough reform in the great 
matter of Executive patronage, I lament to:'say Į 
very much doubt. ; ; , es 

Sir, itis-among the worst of the evils connected 
with the misrule of this Administration, tbat, 
while it has given to party spirit great bitterness, 
it has begotten an alarming indifference to the 
character of the means by. which it may be grat- 
ified. The danger of retaliction on a change of 

Administration, none can fail to perceive. Such 


it in-a manner which will be long remembered f 


an exercise of the appointing power as shall be 
necessary to.restore.a just equilibrium, and. 


ive G M 


to each? of. ‘the parties:of the country their just 
proportion of offices, so as to.divest the exercise 
of that power of its. present party. character, 
would, under the influence-af party feelings, and 
a remembrance. of. party injustice, be very. liable 
to degenerate: into: the: same abuses :that have 
marked tbe course of this Administration; and 
this liability would be increased:-by the dimin- 
ished restraint of public opinion which has; under 
a ten years’ Administration upoh the mercenary 


| “spoils? principle, become :accustamed: to the 


application of that principle in the exercise of ‘the 
removing and appointing power, -The thirst for 
office has been -greatly increased-within the last 
ten years; and the men.who feel-it have: toe,often 
thought its gratification, in connection with the 
remoyal of incumbents, to. be. satisfet: with a 
President who will not furnish theta. such grati- 
fication -at the expense. of such: removal. i 

Under the influence of a perverted public seh- 
timent, there are- doubtless many. Whigs. who 
‘would deem a Whig President quite ‘too scrupi- 
lous and ‘*-strait-laced,’?. who- should hesitate to 
follow ,the fashion of “ rewarding. friends and 
punishing enemies: .To stay the-downward 
progress of public sentiment in ‘this respect, and 
bring it up, at once, tothe point of demanding, in 
accoriance with General Jackson’s advice to.Mr; 
Monroe, the appointment to office of men ** most 
conspicuous for probity, virtue, capacity, and firm- 
ness, without regard te party,” and requiring that 
the President should ‘act for the whole, and not 
a part of the community,” would be an achieve» 
ment little less than miraculous. - General Jack- 
son might have adopt this principle and carried 
it out in his Administration; for it would have 
been not only following his own advice, but the 
example of his immediate predecessor. But can 
it be-done now? Sir, we want a President who 
is able todo it. It is an object of the very high- 
est importance, He must not only have-the in- 
clination, but the power. He must possess such 
a weightof characterand have such a hold on the 
confidence of.the country, independently of party 
associations, as shall enable him to sustain his Ad 
ninistralion ‘upon the basis of such a- reformy and 
carry it out successfully and triumphantly. Long 
enough have.we had Chief Magistrates. ‘whose 
influence has been used to pervert the public mind 
to an approval of a corrupt policy. May we not 
have a President, at length, who will nobly take 
the true ground, and who can carry into his high 
station such a moral power as shall erable him to 
purify and elevate a public sentiment which that 
station has,forten years, lent its whole influence 
to corrupt and debase ? 

Sir, the Whigs have a mighty work. to do to 
achieve a victory; but, if that victory shall. be 
achieved, there will remain a greater work to ac- 
complish—that of wisely and justly improving it. 
Indeed, the victory will not, in truth, have been 
achieved until the principles of this Administration 
shall have been put down, and superseded by an 
elevated, disinterested, manly policy, in opposi- 
tion-to the groveling, selfish, vindictive one which 
we have witnessed for the last ten years.: And, 
sir, let me say, that the man who can come into 
the Presidency in the midst of the corruptions of 
this period, and commence and carry forward and 
sustain: his administration on right principles, will 


i| have achieved.a triumph whose glory shall as far 


transcend the glory of the highest military achieve- 
ment as‘that falls below the triumph of truth over 
error, patriotism over selfishness, and purity over 
corruption. : 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. P. MARVIN, 
j : . OF NEW YORK, : 

_. | In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, . 

: February 5, 1839, 

On the report of the Committee of Ways and Means relat- 
‘ing to the state of the Treasury and the expenditures of 

~ the Government. © 

_ Mr. MARVIN said that, before he concluded 

his remarks, he intended to move-a.recommit- 

ment of thereport.to the Committee of Waysand 

Means, with instructions to reporta bill making. 


} 


appropriations. to:cantinue the improvements. of 
the harbors and rivers, accordjng:to the extimates 
reported to,Congress feom the proper Department. 

ichave:examined with'some éare (said Mr.:M:) 
this report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and L-have,done-se.with no, dite aston- 
ishment, For seme time previous to the. coming 
in of: this repaxt, Lshad anticipated thatthe -cem: 
‘mittee: would report: the:usuadbill:for the edntin- 
nuance oof the. public pwotks pon: out: mertherin 
lakes, and: the improvement of, the:navigation of 
rivers, -which-works had. been- commenced under 
the former legislation of Congress.) From: the 
little, expérience:] have -had ‘hee, {did suppose 
‘thatit was.almost a matterof course-that.he come 
mittee should repokt those bills making appro pris 
ations forthe sontinuanee of those warke which 
had -been. provided.for-by. previous legislations». 
‘well recoHeetthat:at: the last sesslomof. Cons 


| gress, whet: we: had:a:disoussion: upexd: therbill 


making ‘appropriations.fer cantinuing the: Cum 
berland road, a question. was: raised: as. to! the 
opinions of a majority óf ihe: Committee of Ways 
and Means which:had reported the bill, ands that 
the chairman rose iù his placecand stated that if 
the committee: were: to repost no bills. to the 
House except: such asa majoxity:.of thei oommite 


| 'tee-approved, very: many-df our appropriation 


bills weald: never: be -repertediat al: A-majority 
of the committee was.opposed--to:the: bill dor-con- 
tinuing. the Cumberland. roads abd. d bave under 
stood the fact perfectly well thatthe majonity of 
that committee were álsọ opposed, to the-harbor 
bill; nevertheless it was _reported:at-the ilast ses» 
sion of Congress, according.to:1he recom mendar 
tions of the proper départiment, and that, too; dn 
exact accordance with. tbe estimates. for::each 
workas proposed, by theDepartment.: Ani when 
Llearned from this report thatthe committee had 
decided not to report.acbill for the. actio, of Con: 


| gress continuing these improvements;d confess, 


sir, I was greatly astonished; and thoigh gens 
erally. silent here, I determined to: ayait: myself.of 
the earliest opportunity to vindicate these vim» 
provements from the dangerous attack which has 
been made upon them, and. to. speak freely ofthis 
report, and of the course whichahe Committee of 
Ways and Means have decided to. pursue, : ‘They 
have. taken the responsibility of nullifying: the 
former. legislation of Congress, and the recom» 
mendations of the Department. having eharge.of 
these works. . They: have taken-apoo-themselves 
the responsibility of- discriminating between: the 
recommendations of.ene Departmentand another, 
And so far as their action is concerned, they: have 
determined that this House—that the Represent+ 
atives of: the people-—-sball nat: be trusted to vote 
upon-the question whether these.works shall -be 
continued or abandoned. kask: whetherit would 
not: have been more-respegitful to.the ELouse if the 
committee, in accordance. with well-established 
precedent, had-reported the pill.to the El ouse,and 
left a majority of the Representatives:of the: peas 

le to act their pleasure in relation’ toit? Weall 
ees that the rules of the: Flouse are: such, that 
it is very:difficult. to get an ex pression of opinion 


| upon propositions whieh a member may wish to 


submit, . If the committee will report the bill, and 
after -a fair- and full. consideration, the majority 
here shall.decide againstthe continuance ofthese 
works, then it will become. me to submit to such 
decision; but until:there be.a fair discussion, and 
vote upon the question, neither J. nor my cons 
stituents will-be satisfied. , . 2 
This report, sir, is prepared, with considerable 
ability, and displays much ingenuity an the ar- 
rangement of its matter. for the purpose of accom: 
plishing the object which the, writer doubtless 
had in view. It goes on, to speak. of the increase 
of the expenditures of this Government. from: its 
organization to the present time. . It institutes 
comparisons. between many items. or classes of 
expenditure in 1829, and for a few years past. -It 
speaks of the enormous increase of expenditures 
under the. civil list, in the Army, the Navy, and 
in other branches of the administration of public 
affairs; but, generally, these are meptioned only 
to be defended. Suggestions are thrown in all 
along to palliate and excuse the enormous. In~ 


crease of these expenditures, with very few 
exceptions, one of which is the pension system 
The reporéthen comes downso whatis called the 
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internal improvement system, and thus solemnly 
introduces the subject: ~. lames Vee E 

. se The committee feel it to be their daty to Bring to thè 
special notice of the House the heavy and rapidly-inereas- 
ing expenditures upon harbors and rivers.” : : 

The residue of the report, constituting more 
than one third of the whole, is devoted almost 

exclusively to'an assailment‘of these works. `- 

J do not understand, sir, that the chairman of 
the committee, (Mri CAMBRELBNG,}] who is the 
author of this report, maintained that theae: np- 
propriations are positively unconstitutional. It 
is true, he has thrown out suggestions of doubt, 
and has spoken of expenditures, ‘foreign, as 
your committee. believe, to the original design of 
the Constitution;”’ but I say ‘I do not understand 
him, anywhere in this report, to avow the opin- 
ion that such appropriations are without consti- 
tutional authority. If gentlemen shall be disposed 
to meet the question on constitutional grounds, I 
shall not object todo so at any time, as I have no 
doubt of the authority in the Constitution to make 
these appropriations for the construction of those 
works which are national in their character, and 
which are necessary to facilitate the commerce 
of States, and in time of war greatly enlarge our 
means of defense and powers of resistance. If 
we may rely upon the opinions of the framers of 
the Constitution, of those eminent statesmen who 
were cotemporaneous with it, upon the prece- 
dents established by them, and acted upon by all 
Administrations, from that of General Washing: 
ton down to the present; if we may rely upon the 
commentators upon the Constitution; ifany ques- 
tion in this country is ever to be settled by the 
combined authority of legislation, of practice, and 
the opinions of men eminent as jurists and states- 
men, then I say the constitutionality of these ap- 
propriations is settled. I will not, however, at 
this time, enter into a discussion of the question. 
Were I, however, to do so, the principal author- 
ities which I would cite should be from that por- 
‘tion of the United States where this authority is 
now the most stoutly denied, 

As to the Poly and expediency of these ap- 
propriations, Í will ask the attention of the Flouse 
to a few facts, and, in the outset, I wish to dis- 
embarrass the subject, and to relieve the harbors 
on. the northern and northwestern lakes (for I 
propose to confine my remarks principally to 
them) from the odiousness of the large expendi- 
tures charged against them. Congress has for 
several years annually passed a bill, which, in 
common parlance here, has been called ‘ the 
harbor bill.” Itis a bill making appropriations 
for harbors on the lakes and sea-coast, and for 
the improvement of the navigation of rivers, and 
for other purposes. This report states that over 
twelve million dollars have been expended for 
these purposes—for what has been denominated 
internal improvements. 1 will hereafter remark 
upon the manner in which these $12,302,533 66 
are made up. Now, sir, what portion of this 
large amount has been appropriated for the lakes 
for the northern coast—upon the most import- 
ant frontier of the United States? The whole 
amount appropriated is but little over two million 
dollars. Previous to the last session of Congress 
the whole amount which had been appropriated 
was a little over one million six hundred thou- 
sand dollars, which had been nearly all expended 
upon twenty-eight works of the United States on 
the northern lakes. 

I ask gentlemen, if they can, to point me to 
any part of the United States where the sum of 
$2,000,000 has been expended for objects more 
national, or where greater national benefits have 
been produced. It is idle to say that it is consti- 
tutional and proper to appropriate money for the 
Improvement of harbors on the sea-coast, and for 
the protection of commerce upon the high seas, 
but that it is unconstitutional and improper to ap- 
propriate money for the improvement of harbors 
and for the protection of commerce on these vast 
inland seas. Whatis the amount of commerce 
upon these waters? How much business is done 
there? On Lake Erie alone the amount of ton- 

nage is thirty-four thousand. There are upwards | 
of fifty steamboats, and they are among the largest | 
in the United States. The amount of commerce | 
is now very great and is rapidly increasing. ‘This 
coramerce cannot be safely carried on without the 
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protection which these harbors afford.: It is‘out 
of: the question. -There is no natural harbor on 
the whole southern coast of ‘Lake Erie. : 
These works were originally commenced as 
experiments, and they: have been eminently suc- 
cessful. -They were cheap. structures'in the first 
instance, and it-is now necessary to repair them 
ina more permanent manner. If. you withhold 
appropriations, what would be the consequence ? 
what would’be the condition in which these works 
would be left? Many of them are much exposed, 
and would necessarily go to decay. Could not 
the Committee of Ways and Means select out 
any other items of expenditure as the objects: of 
retrenchment, except those whicli. are actually 
necessary for the protection of our commerce and 
for the defanse of our frontier; or was it neces- 
sary to assail these works in order to yield to the 
demands of a party representing another section 
of country, from which so much declamation is 
constantly heard against ‘these appropriations? 
Why, sir, I am astonished at the view taken of 
this subject. The other day-a bill came up here 
appropriating $500,000 for the protection of the 
horthern frontier, and upon the bare request of 
the chairman of the committee, the bill was passed 
almost sub silentio, and I believe without a single 


dissenting voice. Last winter, the sum of $625,000 i 


was appropriated for the same purpose, and the 


bill passed without opposition; thus, more than | 


half as much money has been appropriated by 
these two bills as has ever been expended on all 
the harbors upon the lakes. 

Mr. M. was here interrupted by the expiration 
of the morning hour, and the House proceeded 
to other business. The next day the morning 
hour was consumed without taking up the report 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, and on 
the day following the select committee on the 
public lands made a report, which took precedence 
for the morning hour over the consideration of the 
report from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
A bill, however, making appropriations for mili- 
tary purposes, came up in the House, with an 
amendment making the usual appropriation of 


$30,000 for surveys, &c.; when Mr. M. continued | 


his remarks as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I understand that the report made 
this morning from the select committee on the 
public lands takes precedence of the consideration 
of the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means upon which I submitted a few remarks the 
other morning. A debate has sprung up upon 
this land report, and from present appearances I 
presume it would not be a very extravagant pre- 
diction to say that it will oceupy the morning 
hour for the remainder of the session, unless some 
other committee should come in, and by permis- 
sion make a report which shall take preccdence 
of this, and thus override it; in either event, I-do 
not see but I am fairly cut out of my remarks if 
I wait for the opportunity of continuing them 
upon the order of business upon which they were 
commenced. Iam assured, however, by all the 
old members about me, and particularly by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways Means, that 
my remarks upon his report and in defense of 
harbor and river improvements will be perfectly 
in order in the present debate. At any rate, sir, 
I shall not be liable to interruption from the ex- 
piration of the morning hour. I will, therefore, 
proceed now in: my remarks. 
>- When arrested, the other morning, I had just 
called the attention of the House to the fact that 
two bills had been passed by the present Con- 
gress appropriating $1,125,000 for the defense of 
the northern frontier, a sum equal to half the 
amount which had ever been appropriated for the 
construction of harbors upon that extensive fron- 
tier. My object in calling the attention of the 
House to these appropriations was not for the 
purpose of condemning them, for I approved of 
them at the time, and I believe that the amount 
appropriated for that purpose at the last session 
was fruitful in good; but my object was to show 
that, without the aid derived from the existence , 
of these harbors, we might have been obliged, 


for the purpose of accomplishing the same ob- |! 


jects, to have appropriated double or treble that | 
amount. ` I maintain that these harbors are abso- 
lately necessary for the protection of your north- 


ern frontier, and that there-are no other objects 


|, tain a fleet of any size, and well adapted 1 


upon'which ‘money can be so judiciously ex- 
pended, ‘having’ in-view the defense of that exten- 
sive frontier; and: for the correctness of this 
opinion I think I might safely appeal to all your 
military officers having any knowledge upon the 
subject. Had it not been for the existenee of 
these harbors, it might have been very difficult, 
during the last year; to have preserved your neu- 
trality Jaws. fter the patriots had abandoned 
Navy Island, and had dispersed themselves, with 
an understanding that they were again to meet 
at some point on the western extremity of Lake 
Erie, after having forwarded their arms and such 
munitions of war as they had, Colonel Worth, ane 
of the most active and enterprising officers in 
your Army, chartered a ‘steamboat at Buffalo, 
and, with a small body of men, in eight and forty 
hours, traversed the whole length of the Jake, 
having landed at the principal harbors along our 
shore. He ran into the harbor of Dunkirk, forty- 
five miles from Buffalo, early in the morning, 
landed his men, and marthed ‘to the village of 
Fredonia, three miles from. the lake, and seized a 
large quantity of the arms of the Patriots, re- 
turned to his boat, and continued his voyage, and 
was entirely successful in breaking up the enter- 
prise of a set of misguided men, who were doing 
all in their power to involve us in a war with 
Great Britain. Now, sir, if these harbors’ had 
not been in existence, this enterprise of Colonel 
Worth could not have been performed; no such 
voyage could have been made. ` ; 

* lam now considering these worksin a militury 
point of view, and as necessary for the defense 
of the country, or rather as very important and 
necessary means of defense. I take it that it is 
not denied by any one that the obligation to pro- 
tect and defend the country, the entire country 
from foreign invasion, rests upon this General 
Government. If I show that these works are 
necessary in a military view, for the defense of 
the country, it will then at once be conceded 
that they are national. I shall call the attention 
of the House to some extracts from the reports 
of United States engineers, who are superintend- 
ents of these works. I read first from the report 
of Mr. Smith, the engineer superintending the 
i construction of several of these works on the 
southern shore of Lake Ontario. He says: 


“The harbors on the southern shore of Lake Ontario are 
important for two purposes, commercial and military.” 


IIe then speaks of them as agents of commerce, 
and adds: f ' 


“ The existence of such places of refuge is of great im- 
portance to those navigating the lake; for, where harbors 
abound, shipwrecks seldom happen, but where they do uot 
they are frequent. ‘The safety thus insured in the navigation 
of the lakes, is one of the greatest benefits. that, the Gen- 
eral Government could couter, and is one, too, clearly its 
duty, as well as interest, to bestow.” E ae A * * 
“Jt has been said that these harbors are important for mili- 
tary purposes. In the event of a war between the United 
States and Great Britain, this frontier would necessarily 
become one of the scenes of active operations. On the 
Canada side of Lake Ontario, there are a great number of 
godd natural harbors, in which vessels might be built, fitted 
out, and manned, and from which, after the Welland canal 
has been enlarged, they might be sent out to harass the 
whole of the northern inland coast ; and, were it notin the 
‘power of the United States to meet them with their own 
weapons, disastrous consequences might ensue.” * :  * 
* "i “ Moreover, there now exists between Kings- 
ton und Montreal an internal communication, confessedly 
for military purposes; and, when the contemplated ship 
canal around the rapids of the St. Lawrence has been con- 
structed, the whofe of this same coast might not only be 
; exposed to the mercy of vessels from Canadian ports, but 
likewise to a British fleet from the ocean.” 


I will read, sir, atiother extract or two from 
this able report, bearing upon the question I am 
now considering; for I am anxious that the chair- 
man of the Committee of Waysand Means should 
take'a more enlarged and comprehensive view of 
the whole subject. I wish to satisfy him that the 
whole country has an interest in them, and that 
their benefits are not confined to * cities, towns, 
and villages,” which may be located near them: 


* All the artificial harbors on ‘the southern ‘shore of Lake 
Ontario, will admit, when complcted, vessels drawing thir- 
teen feet water; and Big Sodus bay is large enovgh to con- 


Not only, then, will the whoie of the coast be amply, pro- 
vided with ‘good harbors, but the connection between them 
| and the interior of the country is sach that, at any one of 
them, all the munitions of war and men necessary for-a 
military expedition could be concentrated with the utmost 


celerity. ` The facilities for conducting military movements 
with unusual rapidity in this séction of the country are now 
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very great, and must in a short time be still greater. For, 
along the whole southern coast of .Lake Ontario: runs the 
Erie canal; south trom Rochester, extending across the |} 
State of New York, will be the Genesee valley canal; 
stretching from Big Sodus’ bay to-the Susqaehannah river; 
another communication; from Oswego to the Erie canal is 
another ; from the same place to Syracuse.or Utica will be |! 
a railroad; parallel to the Erie canal, the Great Western 
railway, beginning at the Atlantic, and terminating at the 
Jakes; and through the southern part Of the State still an- || 
other, intersecting the two transverse communications.” 


Sir, we might here stop and pause in admira- 
tion at the wonderful charge which has been } 
wrought on that frontier since the war of 1812, | 
and in that noble State whose shores are washed | 
by the billows of the Atlantic, and the waves of 
Erie and Ontario. The question might be asked, 
and it would be pertinent, to what power, to 
whose enterprise, ts the United States—yes, sir, 
the United States—indebted for these works of 
intercommunication, which enable them to trans- 
port troops and munitions of war with a celerity 
and at an expense unknown in any other part of 
the world? But, sir, E will continue to describe || 
things as they exist, and for the present leave gen- 
tlemen to make the application, begging them to 
bear in’ mind that my. proposition is, that this 
Government is boufid to defend the country, and |; 
that these harbors are necessary for the defense 
of one. of its most important frontiers. 

In the extract which I have just given from 

Mr.Smith’s report, mention is made of Big Sodus 
bay, and it is said to be large enough to contain 
a fleet of any size. In the report made last year 
by the local superintendent, Mr. Swift, I find this 
description of Big Sodus bay: 
» © This bay extends to. the south five miles from its en- 
trance into Lake Ontario, and two and a half miles in |; 
width, which forms a sheet of water.of twelve square miles, 
affording an anchorage to any number of vessels of the in- 
creasing navigation of the lake in water of from twelve to 
forty feet in depth.” 

He adds that ‘itis now connecting with Lakes 
Cayuga and Seneca and the river Susquehannah 
by a canal and a failroad.”’ 

Now, sir, this harbor or bay was inaccessible 
from thé lake by reason of a sand barat its en- 
trance orcommunication with the lake. At a mod- 
erate expense the obstruction may be removed, 
and vessels in time of war may take shelter here, 
where they will be perfectly safe, as the entrance 
to the bay may be easily defended. 

Sir, I have not been thus particular in calling 
the attention of the House to a particular descrip- 
tion of some of these harbors on Lake Ontario 
because they’are moré important, in a military || 
point of view, than others; for such is not. the 
fact. They are all important, and are all inti- 
mately connected with the interior by means of 
roads, canals, rivers, and railways; and most of 
them have a large commerce with Canada, and 
with remote parts of the United States. The trade 
between Oswego and the upper lakes is very great. 
And are these mere works of local interest, con- 
structed for the sole benefit of the towns or vil- 
lages near them? This is a narrow, limited, and || 
illiberal view of the whole matter, unworthy of |! 
the spirit of the age in which we live. Ihave |; 
already remarked that there are no natural har- 
bors on-the southern shore of Lake Erie; and per- 
haps’ there: is no more dangerous navigation in 
the world than upon this lake. If, in case of a 
war between this country and Great Britain, we 
are to have the command of this lale; we must 
complete the harbors on our coast, and keep them 
ina safe condition. ‘Without them, it would be 
impossible to maintain a navy upon the lake. || 
Your ships might be destroyed by the elements || 
in a much less time than was consumed in their 
construction. If:hostilities shall ever break out |) 
on that frontier, the battle must be fought on the 
water. The enemy must never be allowed to set 
footupon our soil. Our cities and villages are now 
scattered all along upon the border; and if an ene- 
my were allowed to land. upon’ our shores, the 
destruction’ to: property would how be far greater | 
than in the late war: The report of the committee 
speaks of ‘steam batteries’? for the defense of |: 
harbors, and suggests the propriety, instead of |! 
authorizing any further expenditures for fortifi- 
cations, that, for the present, we confine our ex- 
pénditures’ tothe armament of the fortifications 
we have finished, and await the result of future 
experiments, which will-become necessary to as- 


certain ‘whether floating. steam batteries are. not 


| superior to stationary fortifications in guarding 
i the entrance into, and in defending harbors. 


Fam inclined, myself, to the opinion, that our 
system of harbor defense along the coast will, in 
a short time, undergo an ‘entire revolution, and, 


| instead of depending upon. fortifications- on the 


land, our fortifications will be built upon the water, 
and will be floated by the power-of steam froni 
place to place in ourlarge bays and harbors. But 
if this mode of defense is to be resorted to, will 
it dispense with the necessity of harbors? Most 
assuredly not. Perhaps the gentleman, while 
writing this part of his ‘report, had no thoughts 
of these inland.seas which divide us froma foreign 
country, and ‘over which, in case of war, we must 
have the command, over which we -must.:be su: 
preme, cost what. it may, for we have no fortifi: 
cations along their shores to defend our numerous 
cities-and villages. I am ofthe opinion, sir, that 
our supremacy upon these waters is to be secured 
and maintained by armed steamboats, which, in- 
stead of being subject to the instability of the 
winds, will be, under ordinary circumstances, 
propelled by. steam, and move from one end of 
the lake to the other. A very few of them will, 
in all probability, be-sufficient to defend our com- 
merce on the Jakes and the country bordering on 


; them. But you can neither have steam batteries, 


steam ships, or boats, or vessels, or navy of any 
kind-upon these lakes without harbors. Why, 
sir, I have been, and still am, astonished at the 


| persevering opposition which is made to all ap- 


propriations having for their object the improve- 
ment of the country. On the score of economy, 
there never were, in my judgment, any $2,000,000 
more judiciously expended, if we look simply to 
the placing of the country in.a proper state of 
defense, than the $2,000,000 expended upon these 
harbors. I have been looking into the expendi- 
tures of this Government, aud I find that, previous 
to 1812, the expenditures for what is called ‘ mil- 
itary services, including fortifications, arsevals, 
armories, ordnance, internalimprovements,’’&c., 
varied from $632,807 to (in 1809) $3,335,772. In 


1811 they were $3,032,828. The average to 1812; 


is between one and two millions annually. In 
1812 these expenditures rose to $11,817,798; in 
1813 to $19,652,013; in 1814 to $20,350,806; in 
1815 they were $14,794,294: in 1816 they were 


| $16,012,096; thus showing the expenditures under 


this head in five years to amount to $82,627,007. 


| This, sir, was a part of the cost of the second war 


of independence; and I have called the attention 
of the House to these items for the purpose of 
remarking that wars are very expensive at all 
times, and that their expense is very greatly en- 
hanced in the absence of all facilities for carrying 
them on. A large portion of this amount was 


! expended in the defense of the northern frontier. 


I maintain that at the present time, in the pres- 
ent improved condition of the country, with our 
extensive works of internal improvement con- 
necting all sections of the interior with the fron- 
tier, with our numerous harbors on the lakes, 
and with the great resources of the country inthe 
immediate neighborhood of the seat of war, all 
the military. operations which were then per- 
formed could now be performed at an expense to 
the United States not exceeding fifty per cent. of 
the amount which was then actually and neces- 
sarily expended. How immensely important, 
then, in a military point of view, do all these 
improvements become. Our documents show us 
that the war in Florida with a few Indians, which 
has been going on for two or three years, and 
which is not yet terminated, has cost us about 
$20,000,000. And why has it been so expensive? 
One reason is that you had to create and bring 
into existence there nearly everything which was 
necessary for the prosecution of the war. Large 
sums have been expended in making roads and 
constructing bridges for the army-—your wagons 
were to be imported—from five to ten thousand 
dollars a month have been paid for the use of 
steamboats—nothing could be done without great 
expense, owing to the condition of the country, 


‘and the want on the spot of all the facilities for 


conducting the war. Ido not mean to say that 
there has not been great extravagance there, a 
wasteful and prodigal expenditure of the public 
money.: Pbelieve that there has been; but in the 


unimproved condition in which that portion ofthe 
country was at the time that the war broke out— 
i mean, sir; destitute of all the resources, the aids 
upon. which an army relies—the expenditures :at 
| best must have been great. Would it not have 
been good policy, if this. war. could. have been 
foreseen, to have expended‘ a million or two of 
į dollars in creating in that country the necessary 
M facilities for the army? > PTE pebp on ge 
_ Sir, there have been expénded:since the organ- 
ization of the Government under the present Con- 
stitution; up to 1837, inclusive, forwhat is called 
| the ** military service,” iichiding fortifications, 
| &c., $234,549;966. The ‘naval establishment”? 
| has.cost us, for the same’ period, $134,88h,122. 
Out of the former sum about:two: millions have 
been. expendéd in the construction of harbors 
upon the northern and northwestern lakes, upon 
a coastiof about two thousand miles in extent, 
for one of the most important and exposed fron 
tiers; and which expenditure, I venture to say, 
bas been more productive in developing the re- 
sources of the country,-in strengthening and in- 
creasing its power, in binding together in the 
strong bonds of interest’ distant and remote sec- 
tions of. this great country, than double the like 
expenditure anywhere else;. and. yet, notwith- 
standing’ all these beneficial effects, these great 
national results from so small an outlay, the cry 
| of denunciation, from a certain quarter, is còn- 
stantly heard upon this floor, and now the Com= 
mittee of Ways and Means come in, and, with 
all the power which their position gives them, 
unite with the enemies of these works. — 

But it is time, sir, that I proceed to consider 
| the importance of these works in their relation to 
| commerce; and here I greatly deceive myself, if 
| I shall not be able to vindicate the national char- 
acter of and general interest in them, I Jay down 
the proposition, in the beginning, that it is the 
| duty of this General Government to afford pro+ 
| tection to the commerce of the country. Itis a 
|! national obligation, and arises out of the very: 
| nature and objects of the Union. This Govern- 
| ment possesses the exclusive power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among the 
several States. It possesses the exclusive power 
| of levying imposts, and collecting duties. One 
| great object in the formation of the present Con- 
| stitution was the protection of our commerce, 
‘and that there should be a system of commerce 
for the whole country—a uniformity in commer- 
cial laws and regulations. The proposition-which 
I lay down will not be disputed as long as we 
| expend annually so many millions in’ supporting 
| our Navy upon the high seas for the protection 
of our commerce in all parts of the world, and 
in constructing harbors along the sea-coast for 
the safety of the merchaniman, ii 2) son, 

Well, sir, I contend that the commerce on the 
lakes is equally entitled to protection with ‘that 
upon the high seas. The internal commerce of 
any country is as important to it as its external; 
indeed, it will have little foreign commerce-if its 
internal commerce be limited and obstructed. Fa- 
cilities must be afforded for the transportation of 

the productions of the interior, and for the intro- 
| duction of foreign articles for consumption in ex- 
| change. , es l 
|} If gentlemen will turn their attention tò the 
i actual state of things in this country, Lapprehend 
that they will find that the internal, the domestic 
trade of this country, far excecds its foreign trade. 
| I mean, that the commerce, in the productions of 
| the country, among the several States of this 
! Union, and the people of those States, far trans- 
cends all the foreign commerce of this country. 
i Much of this commerce is carried on between 
States separated many hundred or a thousand 
: miles from each other, and the channels of com- 
munication are the great lakes upon your north- 
lern border, your mighty rivers which penetrate 
i| the interior for thousands of miles from the ocean. 


Now, sir, it is idle to say that you will. spend 
| 


I 
i 
i 


‘millions annually for the protection of foreign 
i| trade, and that you are under no obligation te-ex- 
i! pend a dollar to facilitate and protect tlre internal 
‘trade of the country. Allow me, sir, for a few 
| moments, to call the attention of the House to 
some of the data, showing something of the-ex- 
tent of this internal commerce, and every. Ameri- 
ean citizen may well-be proud of-his country, as 
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its fesoutces, its power, and its. wealth are devel- 
oped and spread out before him. > Daer 
in a document -recently laid upon our tables, 
coming from the Secretary ofthe Treasury, it is 
stated ‘that ‘‘ the tonnage of all the steamboats in 
the United States igcomputed to exeved one hun- 
dred. gnd -fifty-five thousand nine hundred and 
seventy-three: -Of this, one hundred and thirty» 
seven thousand four hundred and seventy-three 
is in-boats ascertained-or.reported..’ By the: off- 
cial. returnas the whole tonnage would now probs 
ably. equal. near-ne hundred and sixty thousand 
tons, having been, in:1837, equal-to one. hundred 
and fifty-three thousand six hundred and-sixty.”’ 
Thè veport adds, that “t indingland the tonnages 
estimated to have been sixty-seven thousand nine 
hundred ‘and sixty-nine, in 1836,!": : This. great 
amount of tonnage. isall employed in the home 
trade, the internal commerce ofthe country. . Our 
Steamnboat.tonnage is considerably’ more than 
double that of Great Britain.. I read further from 
this-ibterestingdocument: |... ue : 
-8 PHe whole number of steambontsaecertained and estiż 
mated: to: be now; in. thie eguntry, is eight hundred. in 
England, in 1836, the whole number is computed to have 
been six hundred. On the western and southwestern waters 
alone, near four hundred are now supposed to be ruining, 
where none were ased till 1611, and where, in 1834, the 
number was computed to be only two hundred and thirty- 
four.” wou ane 
. rom, thie extract,.and the one I have just read, 
showing the amount of tonnage, it appears that 
the -steamboats in. the United States: are much 
larger than.in Bogland. . It is stated, in this re- 
ort, that the average tonnage of the steamboats 
ur the: United States is about two hundred. :- Qb- 
senve, t00, sir, the rapid. increase of steamboats 
on, your western waters, where none were used 
tit} 18.1, and where, in 1834, the number wag 
computed ito: be: only. two hundred and thirty- 
fours” and,:but for the expenditures of the Gen- 
eral: Government, in removing-the snags and saw- 
ars fromthe noble rivers. upon which these boats 
leat, haw many.do you suppose there, would now 
be? But-isis time, sir, that f called your attep- 
tion, to. the water, craft upon the lakes, as show- 
ing the amount of business done upon them. 
And bere, airy E think I shall have no difficulty 
in ‘showing the chairman. of the Committee of 
Ways and- Means that they have kept pace with 
the: rapidly ingreasing expenditures’? so much 
condemned: in dis report. ; 

Mr... Brown, an intelligent and enterprising 
United States engineer, having charge last year 
of-several of the works on; Lake Evie, states, in 
hia report-of last year, that 
Phere are. now filly steanbonts on Lake Brie, whose 
fannage amounts to ten thousand Ave hundred tons ;.and 
elaveh more Jaunuched and on the stocks, which will be 
feudy text season, Whose tonnage will be about fve thou- 
sand tons; aud there are two hundred and thirty ships, brigs, 
aohnoners, andsloops, amounting to fourteen, thousnnd nine 
hundred and thirty-oue tons. ~The stcamboats make their 
4rips once a week, und ihe sail vesrels once in two weeks; 
ap that the coasting trade of the upper Jakes, next sénson, 
Will amount to seventy: five thousand nine hundred and four 
tons: per month.: To the residents in: this. section of ‘the 
country, it is, well Known that the whole of. this immense 
nmerce owes its safe existence to the United States harbor 


States harbor improvements. : In 1832 the amount 
of canal tolis.raceived..in- Buffalo, principally.on 


freight. going forward- ọn the Eriecanal to Albany, 
from the country. bordering. on. the: lakes above, 
amounted, in round numbers, to $66,000; in 1836, 
to. $158,000. It is well. known that this is ne fhir 
index of the increase of-business. upon the-upper 
lakes, During. all-this-period.the emigration into 
this vast country bordering upon.the upper lakes, 
particularly into: Michigan, the northern part of 
Hinois and Wisconsin, has heen go great that 
heavy..dsafts: have. been made. upon-the country, 
bordering upon the southern shore-of Lake Erie, 
principally. Ohio; for breadstuffs to feed. the new 
settlers, tillthey. should beable ito produce.a.sup- 

ly for themselyes.: This state: of. things. will not 
ong exist; indeed, itis now nearly, ifinot quite, 
atan end; and hereafter all.these sections of coun- 
try will produce -œ surplus. which :must beek a 
market east-of the lakes... The: business, there- 
fore, in my judgment, will. go. on increasing for. 
some years to come, ina muth greater ratiothan 
heretofore. -. nee SKER wa N 

- It.will be seen by the extracts I have read from: 
these. documents, that about one: tenth of all the. 
steamboat tonnage of the United States is -upon 
Lake Erie alone. Whatreflections does this fact 
alone produce? In number, they are ione six- 
teenth part of the wholé,. ‘This shows that they 
are, on an average, larger than the other boats in 
the United States. x 

The first steamboat which floated upon Lake 
Erie was launched in 1818. Jt was named the 
Walk-in-the-Water.. And we have now: the 
largest steamboats in the United States, with the 
exception of one—the Natchez. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS remarked . that the: Great 


fi 


larger than the Natchez... s E AGE I 

Mr. MARVIN. Well, sir, we have, then, the 
largest stvamboats iv the United Sintes upon this 
lake, and | thenk my friegd from Ohio for correcte 


|| ing me, and claiming the honor as belonging to 


| the enterprising proprietors of steamboats on the 
i lake The tonnage of several of these boats. is 
| between seven and cighthundred tons. But, sir, 
the comparison is not fairly and fully made if we 
i confine ourselves to steamboats alone. Nearly 
jall the commerce upon your great western: rivers 
i is curried on by. means of steamboats, and no ships 
| or schooners'are employed but upon the lakes. 
We can-avail ourselves of the power of the winds 
as well ns swami and hence it is that there are 
employed on the upper lakes near two hundred 
and ‘fifty ships, brigs, schooners, and. sloops, 
which, in the aggregate, exceed-eighteen thousand. 
tons&. then” pale k 
Now, sir, all.these steamboats in. the United 
States, together with the other vessels on. the 
lakes; are employed exclusively in the ialahd,.the 
internal trade of the country, in the commerce 
between and amang the several: States, intrans- 
porting the productions of one State: to another. 
None of them-are employed in the foreign trade, 
though they feed and snetain with the rich produc- 
tions of the interior your foreign: trade, and re» 
receive in exchange the various: products. of for- 
eign climes, and distribute them. amoñg your 
citizens in all parts: of. this wide-spread Confed- 
eracy, from the Atlantic to. the Rock y mountains, 
Į now agk, sir, in. ali: candor, whether: the con- 
‘struction of works absolutely necessary for the 
safety of this immense- business, and without the 
construction.of which this commerce could not 
exist, is: a matter beneath the:notice or. care of 
this Gevernment?2:. Are works which are prom- 
inent-agents ii producing such results mere local 
= county, city, town,and village. improvements ?”” 
Near four hundred of these:splendid floating 
storehouses which are propelled. by steam are to 
þe. {dund in the valley of the Mississippi; upon 
that mighty. river and its tributaries, many of 
which claim for themselves the. proud career of 
more than a thousand miles before they are lost 
inandawallowed.by the Father of Waters, which, 
without apparent. augmentation, .pursues.its.ma- 
jestic:course. to the-ogean. Fhe: power of steam 
has successfully. combatted and: overcome the 
powerful current of these great. rivers, and your 
nable: steamers now- plow their. way: in. safety 
fromthe: Gulf of Mexico:up these..tivers nearly 
to their sources. .-Qn- these. rivers and-in these 


} boats the cammercé of a-region of country. unsur- 


pasead:-in fertility. and natural, resoutcesy sni- 


Western, recently launched on Lake: Erie, was | 


eral interest?) : wee tures ea om 
Sir, these rivers are the highways for the com- 
merce of States, of numerous States, of half the 
States in the Union; and there is no State in thë 
Onion that is not deeply interested“inthem. Ask 
Massachusetts. whence, comes’ the pork for the 
supply of her. people engaged in.manufacturiog, 
and she will. answer, much af'it fromCincinnati, 
by the way of the Ohio, the Missidsippi; and ‘the 
ocean; and the cotton.to,feed, her million spindles 
comes from Arkangag,:- Mississippi, and JLoviss 
{ iana. And Massachusetts pays the debt thus in- 
| curred by returning from her manufactories the 
| fubries necessary for the comfort of their. people, 
The objects of these appropriations are not local, 
they are general, Suppose, sir, some snag, or 
sawyer, ov other-obstruction,is required to bere- 
moved from that part of the Mississippi. river 
which washes the shore of the. State of Missis- 
sippi: which State shall. perfarm the. service? 
Shall Mississippi do it?..She may say. no; Ken» 
tucky,; Missouri, Ohio, or even Pennsylvania, is 
as much, and, perhaps. more, interested in it than 
Mississippi; Say to Kentucky, ‘you, must do 
it,”? and the answer. would. be, ‘no; [Kentucky 
will, not.expend. her means:for. making. an.im- 
provement in which a dozen other States -have ag 
direct and deep an interest;’? and thus the snag 
or sawyer will remain, endangering the whole 
navigation of the river, and putting at hazard the 
lives of thousands ‘of -our citizens. It is possi- 
ble, indeed probable, that Mississippi, or some 
private company under her authority, would con- 
sent to undertake the. business of keeping. the 
river Clear.and free from obstructions along her 
border, if you will permit them to levy.a duty 
upon all the commerce and all the passengers, ihat 
use the river; but-this would not-for a moment be 
endured. The navigation of the river is free, and 
so it must forever remain... 5 en ae, 
No, sir; these are great national works, of nas 
tional interest, of general concern; they affect large 
portions of the people: of; the United States di» 
rectly; and all -of them in agreater or less-degree; 
they must. be-unger the direction.and control of 
one head; of a single power, a common power; 
that. power which regulates. trade with foreign 
nations, and:among the several States. ae 
Bat, sir, will return to the lakes; and I.must 
be indulged in reading still further from. the rẹ- 
orts in. relation to these. harbor.improvements, 
á :fear that the Committee: of Ways and Means 
have not-read them. They are full upon. the ques- 
tions Lam now considering, and.their importance 
| is. urged in. manyer- more forcible than I can 
i employs.) jp igs ces Heat Fala 
|. Lhe preposition which. havelaiddown is, that 
| itis:the duty of the General-Government to pro- 
| tect the: commerce upon-thesejakes;. and} hay 


| already. remarked: that..therg -canbe Ht rno 


U commerce -on_ these. waters. without dhe greahon 
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River and Harbor Improvements—Mr. ‘Marvin. 


of artificial harbors as places of resort and refuge, 
and that in the natural condition of Lake Erie 
there are no harbors. All our harbors upon that 
coast are artificial; often, and I may say gener- 
ally, made at a small expense, compared with 
their importance. 1 read now, sir; the general 
remarks of Mr. Smith, the general superintendent 

_ of most of the public works on Lake Erie, con- 
tained in his report of last year, and which pre- 
cede the particular description of each work under 
his charge: f 


“ Until the commencement of the system of improve- 
ment of the lake harbors by the Government of the United 
States, the immense extent of country occupying the south 
shore of Lake Eric, or dependent on it for commercial fa- 
cilities, was a wilderness. ‘The navigation of the lake was 
attended with the utmost delay, difficulty, and danger. ‘The. 
mouths of the several streams emptying themselves into 
the lake were uniformly obstructed by sand and vegetable 
matter, creating stagnant bodies of water which overflowed 
the lowlands for miles, generating an atmosphere which 
rendered the country nearly uninhabitable from disease ; at 
the same time that the streams themselves were entirely 
inaccessible as a refuge for vessels, and in ah respects an 
evil rather than a benefit tothe surrounding country. Itis 
alipost unnecessary to say that the judicious improvements 
made under the acts of Congress have entirely changed alt 
this; and many millions of acres of land of the most fertile 
description, embracing the western portion of the State of 
New York, the northern part of Pennsylvania, Obio, Indi- 
ana, and’ Ilinois; and the whole of Michigan, owe their 
present settlement and improvement, in a very great degree, 
to this cause. These improvements have also been the 
direct.cause of the unexampled sales of the public lands in 
the northwestern States and Territories, lying along or de. | 
pendent on the great Jakes for their principal means of 
access and commeree. The mouths of the Huron, Black 
river, Cuyahoga, Grand river, Ashtabula, and Conneaut— 
across each of which the heach of the lake was continuous, 
and the only draiu for which was by filtration through the 
sand—were opened, and kept open by piers and other im- 
provements; beacon light-houses have been erected, and 
these streams, as well as other works at the east end of the 
lake, now afford secure harbors, accessible at all times to 
vessels navigating the lake. The improvementat the mouth 
of the Raisin, the only one on Lake Erie within the State 
of Michigan, is of similar character, though froin its greater 
difficulties it has been rather more expensive.” 

This extract farnishes much matter for reflec- 
tion. It clearly sustains my position that the 
commerce on the lake is dependent upon the har- 
bors, and that without them, it could not be suc- | 
cessfully prosecuted. Observe thatmany of those | 
rivers in the mouths of which our vessels now 
find safety from the storms, and upon which are 
now located many of the finest and most flourish- 
ing cities and villages of Ohio, formerly found 
their way into the lake by filtration through the | 
sand thrown up by the action of the water. In| 
times of freshet or high water, they would open 
a passage for themselves. into the lake, and the 
improvement now. consists simply in extend- 
ing parallel piers or jetties into the lake to a suffi- 
cient depth of water, and beyond the action of the 
beach or sand, and thus confining the current of į 
the river, and enabling it, atall times, to preserve 
a clear and open channel. 

Mr. Smith. stated further that 

‘These works, originally but experiments, though now 
found so admirably. to answer the purpose for which they 
were designed, were built of perishable materials; it is 
generally to render them permanent, that the appropriations 
are recommended on the estimates for the coming year. 
The nature of the pe manent improvement is to remove the | 
woodwork of the piers, already. much decayed, to the depth į 
of two feet below low water mark, and erect on the old 
foundation a superstructure of stone. Unless this course 
is adopted: without delay, the action of time and: the ele- 
ments will speedily render useless all that has been found | 
of such vast benefit to the commerce of the West. This has j 
been donc at Buffalo heretotore, and has since my last re- 
port, been, under the appropriation of last year, fairly com- 
meuced at Cleveland. By using the old work as a founda- 
tion, permanent works may be erected. at comparatively | 
sinall cost, sufficient to defy the action of the eleménts for 
ages; but beg leave to urge again that the commencement | 
should not be delayed for a moment.” > tt 


Other engineers take the same. view of this 
matter, and press upon us the importance of ren- 
dering these works permanent, and completing 
themin a style which will insure their durability, 
and relieve them of the constant expenses which 
are now necessarily incurred in making repairs 
to prevent their entire demolition. Mr. Brown 
says, speaking of Dunkirk harbor, 

“That the timber work above water decays rapidly, and | 
this cause has already been productive of great expense and | 


| 


injury. Ta the last three years the sum of $8,000 has been’, 


laid out in repairs, which would have been unnecessary if | 
the material used above water had been. stone. Nothing : 
can show more forcibly than this fact the propriety of pro- 
ceeding, without delay, to place on a permanent footing | 


These works were originally but experiments: 
And it was a matter of great doubt whether they 
would succeed. Their success is now fully tested; 
they are built of cribs formed of timbers, which 
are sunk in the lake and filled with stone; they 
adhere firmly tothe bottom, and there is no danger 
of their being displaced or removed by the action 
of the water, unless it makes a breach over them. 
The timber partabove water is rapidly decaying, 
and in some instances is now in a dilapidated’ 
condition... It will readily be perceived that if they 
are suffered to remain in their present exposed 
condition, there is imminent danger of the upper 
part being washed away; and whenever this is 
the case, it will be the work of but a few hours, 
in a violent storm, to plow up and sweep away | 
the whole structure, thus destroying your harbor, 
and wasting, by your ill-advised and unwise par- 
simony, all which you had previously expended. 
The plan now is to remove all the wood-work 
which is exposed to the action of the wind and 
water, or, in other words, to decay, and erect 
upon the present foundation, which is the best in 
the world, a permanent superstructure of stone 
and masonry. Itis believed that these works will 
then be safe and permanent, and that but very 
little, if anything, will thereafter be required to 
keep them in repair. If you enterupon this work 
at once, without delay, the expense will not be 
great; the foundation, the most expensive part, 
is there—is completed. But if you delay you 
may lose this foundation entirely. Is it the part 
of wisdom, then, to procrastinate, to stop here? 
I think not, sir. I think with the engineers, that 
it is all-important that not a moment be lost. 

Sir, trae economy demands that the works be 
prosecuted without intermission, Your engineers 
and superintendents are now on the spot, with all 
the information they have acquired from past ex- 
perience. You have now the tools and imple- 
ments necessary; you have dredging machines; 
you have men, laborers who have acquired expe- 
rience in this business. Is it wise to discharge 
them? But it is said that one halfof the amount 
appropriated last year is to be expended this. 
There are nine harbors out of the twenty-five on 
the lakes, for which appropriations were made, 
where the appropriation was, in each case below 
twelve thousand. And, in these cases, nothing 
was reserved for the present year, and some of 
them are-now much exposed, and require imme- 
diate appropriations. 

Mr. LEGARE was understood to admit the 
importance of these works, but asked: why the 
States did not make them? 

Mr. MARVIN. I will endeavorto answer the 
question of the honorable gentleman. Sir, Ihave 
maintained all along that this Government should 
construct those works which are national in their 
character; which are of general interest; in. which 
the commerce of States participated. I do not’ 
advocate the construction of works by this Gov- 
ernment in a State, such as roads, canals, and rail- 
ways, which are peculiarly State works, and upon 
| which the State may charge tolls. I would not 
to-day vote an appropriation of a million dollars 
to aid my own State in the enlargement of its Erie | 
canal, or for the construction of a turnpike or rail- 
way. Theseare works which can be much better 
performed by State authority. ‘They may be 
| used for national purposes, and may partake, in 
many instances, of a national character, but the 
State can and should make them, and control their į 
use, and charge a reasonable toll upon them for «. 
its own indemnification. But how isitin relation, 
to these harbors along. your northern coast? ; 
They are for the protection of commerce generally 
—the commerce of many States. 5 

Why, sir,to Hlustrate, take the ha 


rbor of Dun- 


| ted States. 


| it; and keep it in repair? Is this a loéal work ? 
No, sir; Massachusetts and all thé eastern States 
are directly-ititerested in it: Tadéed, sir, so far 
as western New York is concerned, T might say, 
if I could be actuated by so narrow and illiberal 
views, that all these harbors on the upper lakes 
are prejudicial. The staple production of ‘that 
part of the State is wheat, which finds a markét. 
in our eastern cities and the New England States. - 
Now, sir, break up the commerce’ of the lake by 
destroying the harbors and preventing Ohio from | 
coming into competition with our farmers, and . 
they will enjoy a monopoly to a great extent. 
But I repudizte the argument; I go for the great 
good of the whole, for facilities which wil! ena- 
ble us to trade with all parts of the country, and. | 
thus equalize the value of labor and the produc- ` 
tions of the country. And we maintain: that” 
those harbors along the lake coast are‘as much | 
national as those along the Atlantic coast, and 
that this Government is as much bound to con- 
struct them as it is to improve the harbor’ at 
Charleston, or to erect and keep up the numerous | 
light-houses on the sea-coast, The great differ- 
ence is, that where one dollar is required for the 
protection of our trade on the lakes, hundreds: 
are required and expended for the same purpose | 
on the high seas. f Se 
Let this Government perform its duty and- its 
part in these great enterprisés, and the States of - 
the North and Northwest, at any rate, will pèr- . 
form theirs. Why, sir, they are now greatly in 
advance. There are now over two thousand five 
hundred miles of canals and railways already con- 
structed, or in the process of construction, by the. 
States bordering on the upper lakes, whose com- 
mon center is Lake Erie. Ilinois'is tapping, by — 
a gigantic work, Lake, Michigan, thus connect- 
ing that lake with the Mississippi. Indiana is, 
engaged in some of the most noble enterprises of 
the day, and the extent of her canals and rail- 
ways will soon enable her to take her place by the 
side of those States which led the way in internal 
improvements, Ohio has connected her noble 
river with the lake, and she is still pressing for- ` 
ward with other important works calculated: to — 
develop her great resources. Michigan, though 
a State of but yesterday; has boldly put forth her 
strength, and is connecting by several lines one 
great lake with another. Eligibly-situated, nearly 
surrounded by the lakes, possessing’ many valu- 
able harbors, she is connecting the interior with 
them. T need not mention generally the works 
of Pennsylvania, but I will call ‘the attention’ of 
gentlemen to one which has been recently under- 
taken, and its importance to the United States for 
military purposes will readily be perceived. I 
allude to the Sunbury and Erie railway, which 
will open a direct communication between: Phil- 
adelphia and Erie, upper Lake Erie, and bring 


| Philadelphia within about four hundred miles o 


the lake. Sir, suppose, during the last war, that ` 
Erie harbor had been improved as it now is, and’ 
this communication by railway between Phila- 
delphia and Erie had been completed; how many 
million dollars could have been saved to this Gov- 
ernment in carrying on the operations of the war? 
Asto ny own State, it will not be denied that 
she has performed, and is performing, her-duty to 
herself, to the States west of her, and to the Uni- 
She asks no aid from this Govern- 
ment, or any other, in constructing: her great 
works and completing her*splendid and magnifi- 
cent system of internal improvement, She has 
decided, and is now. prosecuting vigorously the 
enlargement of- her Erie canal, at a cost which 


| will probably exceed fifteen million dollars. This 


is done for the accommodation of the trade of the 
great West bordering on-the. upper lakes. 
Mr. LEGARE inquired as to the tolls collected 


kirk, in. my district, situated forty-five miles from 
Buffalo; steamboats leaving Buffalo daily, bound 


on the canal. 


up the lake to Cleveland, Detroit, or Chicago, run 
into Dunkirk for a. supply of fuel, land and-re- 
ceive passengers, and- pursuetheir voyage. Ships 
going- up or coming down the lake, encounter a 
storm, and run into Dunkirk as a place of refuge 
and to avoid shipwreck. Now, does not the 

honorable gentleman perceive that Ohio, Mich- 
igan, and all the country beyond Dunkirk, are | 
more directly interested in this. harbor than the 
State of New York, although. it is situated in i 
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these Government-works, which-experience has shown to | 
be productive of such:immense, benefits.” : 


No. 22 


|| New York?: Which State, then, shall construct | 


| 
| 


Mr. MARVIN. Itis true, sir, that the State. 
expects that the revenue: to be derived from the; 
canal will, in time, reimburse the State; but, at 
the same time, the enlargement is for the benefit 
of the West. As you increase the volume of water 
in the canal, you will lessen the cost of transpor- 
tation.. While upon-this subject.of the State Im- 
provements, I will read an extract’ from Mr. 
Smith’s report, to which I have already called the 
attention of the House, showing the important 
and intimate connection between the United States 
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” River'and Harbor Improvements Mr. Marvni. 


works on the lakes and State works leading into: 
the-interior, into the very heart of the Republic; 
and hence their importance in military and.com-. 
mercial points of view: Pope ges 

In regarding them in a commercial point of view; not 
only, must the nature of the harbdrs themselves ‘be:consid- 
ered, but likewise theirrelation with the interior of the coun- 
try, with other States,.and with Canada. Their relation, 
with the interior of the country is highly important; for 
nearly.alt the improvements now going on ot contemplated 
within. the State: of. New York will be connected, either ` 
directly or indirectly with the. waters of Lake Ontario. The 
enlargement of the Erie canal, which runs parallel with, 
and is but a sliort distance from, the shore of the lake, has 
been commenced, and Will be prosecuted withy all ‘the en- 
ergy possible... The increase to be given to its breadth,and 
depth will make it Jarge enough to receive vessels navigat- 
ing the lakes; and when it has been completed, the com- 
muünićation between ‘the Atlantic and western States will 
be greatly: facilitated. The construction of the Genesee 
Valey canal, by which the Erie canal at Rochester will be 
connected with the Alleghany river at Olean, will open.one 
ofthe most extensive and fertile regions in the State of New 
York to this channel of internalcommunication, The pine 
lumber of Alleghany county, the wheat of the Genesee val- 
ley, and the bituminous coal and-iron ore of Pennsylvania, 
wil all seek.a market by this route, until the New York and 
Erie raijrond has been constructed, or the navigation of the 
Alleghany river improved; The improvement of the naviga- 
tion or the Alleghany river, which is said to.be quite feasible, 
Would at onee open an internal navigable route between the 
Genesee valley and that of the Ohio river, thus facilitating 
still more the increasing basiness between the eastern and 
western States. Besides opening the whole country soutlt 
of Rochester to Lake Ontario, the construction of 2 ship- 
canal between Big Sodus bay and the Brie canal at Clyde, 
to be continued from thence to Caynga lake, is contemplated. 
The Cayuga, Seneca, and Crooked lakes. are connected 
by means of canals, and are surrounded by a country well 
settled and in a high state of cultivation, with a rich soil, 
producing wheat, grass, and fruitin greatabundance.. The 
construction of such a canal would not only give great 
water powernear its debouch Into the lake, bat would open 
the whole of this fine region 6f country to Lake Ontario, 
therehy forming a line of internal navigation. of six hun- 
dred miles in. extent, and, when taker in connection with 
the Ithaca, and Owego railroad and the Chemung canal, 
opening a direct communication between the lakes and the 
Susquehanna river.” | 


Here, sir, are collected, in this extract, some of 
the great enterprises of.a single State, and their 
direct connection with the works of other States, 
and the harbor improvements of the General Gov- 
ernment. The latter are necessary to complete 
the system, and to connect the State works to- 
gether, and as I have endeavored to show, are of 
such a character that they cannot be constructed 
and controlled by the States. The amount ex-. 
pended and to be expended by the General Gov- 
ernment is a mere fraction of the amount which 
the States will have expended, And is this whole 
system to be broken up, and all the commerce 
dependent upon it to be abandoned, from the neg- 
lect of this Government to perform its duty? I 
trust not, sir. But, sir, [have not done with this 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, this 
general declaration of war against harbor and river 
improvements. 

“Shod these Federal. expenditures he permanently con- 
tinued, [says the report,) they must corrupt the legislative 


branch, and entirely change the practical operations of our 
Government from its original and constitutional design.” 


Really, sir, I am at a loss to discover how the 
Government is to be entirely changed ‘* from its 
original and constitutional design” by carrying 
out the very objects of the formation of the Gov- 
ernment. I have always understood that one of 
the main objects of the Union was general protec- 
tion to the whole country andits commerce. But, 
it seems, it will ‘ corrupt the legislative branch,” 
May not the legislative branch be trusted with 
these appropriations as well as others? 

“The whole amount appropriated and invested is 
912,300,000, of which $5,190,000 has been granted to a dis- 
trict of country ot one hundred aid fifty miles from the 
capital” : 

Ts it quite fair, in“ presenting the indictment 
against harbors and rivers, to include over three 
million dollars which have been assumed for the 
corporations of this-District, contracted in-build- 
ing a canal, ori which T have never yet seen a 
boat, and assumed by the United States to save 
these corporations from being sold to the Dutch ? 
I, sir, am not defending such appropriations. I- 
only advocate those great national works which 
serve to connect the State works and bind the 
Union together.’ I place the question upon broad 
and comprehensive grounds; Task hot for money 
to build roads and canals in the States; but when 
gteat and remote sections of the Union: may be! 


07. Hos er Rees. 


connected and bound together in the strong bonds 
of- interest, by: overcoming or removing some in- 


tervening obstacle, let it be done. This- great. 


country 18:naturally divided into three great secr 
tions, the East, the middle, or the: Mississippi 
valley, and the North. . And is-it-not of national 
importance -to unite them; and, by a few great 
connecting links, bind the whole country together 


Take the Alleghany rivéery-which is one. of the 


flows out of the: northern +$ section.”’. By ren- 
dering it navigable from: Pittsburg to-Olean; in 
the State of New-York, you at’ once connect the 
whole valley of the Mississippi with the northern’ 
section of the Union. You supply the connecting 
link between all the works: of internal .imiprove- 
ment in New York, and all the rivers, and State 
works: communicating with them, in that vast 
valley west of the mountains. : Nature had so 
strongly indicated this river as an important con- 


west, as an important channel for military and 
commercial purposes, that Mr. Calhoun, while 
Secretary of War, in his celebrated report of 1819, 
in relation to national improvements, mentions it 
as one of the great channels to be improved by 
the General Government. Sir, this river furnishes 
four fifths of the water constituting the Ohio below 
the junction of the Monongahela and the Alle- 
ghany; while the former furnishes twenty thou- 
sand cubic fect per minute, the latter furnishes 
eighty thousand cubic feet. The improvement 
of this river is a mere extension of the navigation 
of the Ohio into the State of New York, 

If the navigation of this river had been im- 
proved previous to the last war, this Government 
would have saved double and triple its cost in the 
transportation of cannon and munitions of war to 
the frontiers. Mr. Calhoun, who was Secretary 
of War, saw and appreciated all this. And will 


not national in its character? Why, sir, the pres- 
ent Secretary of War, in his annual report, called 
our attention to one of these connecting links. He 
asks for an appropriation to make a survey be- 
tween Fox river (which discharges itself’ into 
Green bay) and the Wisconsin. Only a few miles 
divide these streams, and he recommends a sur- 
vey, “ with a view of establishing a water com- 
munication from Lake Michigan to Mississippi 
river, which would be in the highest degree im- 
portant to this Department in time of. war, and 
useful for the transportation of supplies in time 
of peace.” These are the kind of works, sir, 
which I advocate; but I suppose, in the estima- 
tion of the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, they are ‘foreign to the 
original design of the Constitution.” 

But, says the chairman of the committee,whose 
duty it is to point out the “ ways and means’? 
for carrying on the Government, we have not the 
means to go on as heretofore. ` A plea of insolv- 
ency is interposed. Well, sir, this is a humiliat- 
ing confession. The countless millions which 
have been poured into your Treasury are gone. 
And where? and how? and to whom?’ Sir, I can- 
not now stop to answer these questions; but I 
deny, in behalf of the harbor and river improve- 
ments, in behalf of the internal trade and com- 
merce of the country, that it has been lavished 
upon them, though it be the object of this report 
to convict them. i 

Nevertheless, such is the fact, according to this 
report. I quote its last expiring sentence, “ the 
conclusion of the whole matter:’? : i 

“ Should Congress authorize the usual amount of new 
appropriations, and the three millions proposed for fortifi- 
cations, harbors, &c., it will be necessary to provide five or 


six millions for the Treasury, in. addition to all the resources 
and receipts existing or contemplated.”?. 


But let us see how this matter stands.’ I find 
some discrepancies between the estimates of this 


Treasury. : The Secretary estimates the receipts 
into the Treasury for 1839 at $31,645,342, includ - 
ing an estimated balance in the Treasury oti the 
Ist of January, 1839. This report estimates the 


$3,206 000, which is now ascertained to have been 


in the Treasury on'thé Ist of January, 1839. In“ 
this latter estitndte; the proceeds of thè" fourth: 


for its common defense and-commen welfare ?:! 


principal branches of the Mississippi, and which: 


necting link between the North and the Souths! 


it be maintained that this- isa local work—a work. 


report and the estimates of the Secretary of the- 


whole at 898,900,000, including the sum ‘of. 


bond.:of the United States Bank, $2,380,000, is 
not contained. o 0 oce goa u : 

The Secretary estimates the receipts from cus- 
toms at $19,000,000, which this. report states at 
$18,000,000; .a.difference of around million.. The 
Secretary estimates. the expenditures for the cur- 
rent year:at $30,500,000,.and strikes a balance in 
favor ofthe ‘Treasury of $1,045,342. Now, sir, 
I shall not trouble myself about these discrepan- 
cies. I tale the Secretary; the responsible officer, 
athis word. Hesayshe will have money enough. 
And. in-his estimates of expenditures he has in- 
cluded those for ** harborsand rivers,” and giver 
us the ftems in detail, amounting in the aggregate 
to $1,713,690 55... I prefer his estimates to those 
of the -honorable chairman of the Ways and 
Means. 0: m fas 

.Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that the Sec- 
retary had omitted any estimates for the Florida 
war, and two or three millions which he had in- 
cluded in his-report, > va an is 

Mr. MARVIN. Well, sir, I shall leave these 
matters to be settled between the chairman and 
Secretary. If the Secretary, in the midst of: alt. 
his troubles, had forgotten the war in Florida, I 
hope he may be excused. But hereisa difference 
in the estimated receipts of a million from the 
customs. Now, sir, we have every reason to 
believe that the customs: will produce over 
$19,000,000. All our information from New 
York shows us that money is rapidly accumu- 
lating in the hands of your sub-treasurer: there, 
and I hope it is not expected that he will abscond 
with it. 

But suppose we are a little short in our means: 
is it right, is it just, is it wise, is it true economy, 
to withhold all appropriations for the harbors 
and rivers, those great agents in promoting the 
internal trade of the country,and thus augment-: 
ing the very sources from which you derive rev- 
enue? No, sir; they are among the last objects 
you should abandon. Could not the chairman’s 
keen eye discover, in the almost infinite variety 
of expenditures, any other items for retréich-- 
ment? Can there be no reform in any of the 
Departments—in the bureaus? How many In- 
dian agents and commissioners have you, spend- 
ing their summers in making tours of pleasure- 
through the country, and their winters here, at 
eight dollars a day? Can there be no retrench- 
ment there? Or would this, in very truth, retrench 
the patronage of the President? Is thére nothing: 
to retrench in your civil list, which has increased 
so enormously for a few years past? Can noth- 
ing be found to retrench and reform in’ your 
Navy, where I see the estimate for. this year is 
$5,881,096 07? Is all right in your Army?’ Can’ 
no retrenchment be made there? Is-all this mighty 
effort of the Administration for rétrenéhment to 
fall upon an item of some million and a half for 
the improvement ` of your rivers and hatbors 
throughout this vast country, and having accom- 
plished so preat an object, then to expire? Verily, 
it would seem so. ‘Else why single out this item 
for attack, and palliate, if not justify, all others, 
always excepting the late pensions? 

I, sir, am for retrenchment, for reform, and 
always have been. I am in favor of an econom- 
ical administration of the Government; but I 
would not select the item which protects and sus- 
tains your great internal trade, in which the great 
body of-the people are all interested, which seems 
to ‘develop the resources. of the country, and 
which, in its results, returns into yonr Treasury 
tenfold the amount of the expenditure. Why, 
I repeat, is the whole. artillery of retrenchment 
opened upon this single item? Is it a party 
move? Is it'deemed necessary for the purpose 
of strengthening the Administration in a certain’ 

uarter? Are further demands made upon the 
Å drainistration from that quarter? I wish .to 
know all aboutit. My constituents wish to know 
—they have an interest in knowing. | They will 
not consent that all their important interésts shall 
he sacrificed by any political arrangement. Last 
year the committee reported the bill, and it passed 
with the usual opposition. ‘The Treasury was 
certainly as much embarrassed then as now; but, 
sir; the sub-Treasury bill did not then pass: This 

ear the committee refase to. report the bill to the 
ouse.: - AH this; sir, looks strange tome. H this 
cry of retrenchiweiitis-reallyamaile in good faith, 
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if a retrenchment of some million-and a half will 
do, why notdivide it among the appropriations of 
some thirty millions? There was nothing of this 
cry last year, when the bill was passed increas- 
ing your standing Army from six to twelve thou- 
sand. Sir, [ opposed that bill, and voted against 
it. 1 understood that it would occasion a per- 
manent charge of three or four million doilars 
upon the people; I believed such an increase of 
the standing Army unnecessary. I was willing 
to vote for a small. increase; but to double the 
standing Army at once, and create some hundred 
and fifty new officers in the Army, was, in my 


opinion, an act of injustice to the militia, and an’ 


unnecessary expenditure of the people’s money. 
Yetthis measure is palliated and justified in this 
report on the ground that our frontiers are very 
much enlarged, and we require more troops to 
defend them. Why, sir, how is this in point of 
fact? Have we really any more frontier which 
requires troops to guard than we had ten years 
ago? I had supposed not. 

What, sir, was our main object in removing 

all the Indians west of the Mississippi? Was it 
not to concentrate them upon a single frontier, 
and thus shorten the line which it would be ne- 
cessary to defend? Certainly it was. No, sir, 
though the area of the occupied part of the Uni- 
ted States is very much enlarged, our frontier, 
which requires defending, is not enlarged. All 
you now need, in ordinary times, is suflicient 
troops to take care of your fortifications and the 
public property in them, and to defend the west- 
ern frontier. Your policy has been to concentrate 
the Indians there upon the borders of Arkansas 
and Missouri, against the wishes of the people; 
and God forbid that any vote of mine should de- 
prive them of protection. Iwill, as I have done, 
vote for their military roads, their forts, and for 
a sufficient force for their protection; but, sir, you 
do not want a standing army on that frontier of 
eight or ten thousand men. You wanta sufficient 
force to man your fortifications and suppress the 
sud incursion of the savage, and to form a 
nucleus about which, in. the day of danger, the 
bold and hardy hunters of Arkansas may rally. 
It is a slander upon the people of the West to 
say that they require a standing army of ten thou- 
sand to protect them. Itisan insult to the militia 
to say that they cannot be relied on to defend their 
firesides and their homes, 
. Mr. Speaker, I dislike listening to the denun- 
ciations which are poured out against measures 
which Í deem so important to the prosperity and 
welfare of the country; and that the friends of 
these measures should be charged with plunging 
their hands into the public Treasury, and taking 
therefrom, unconstitutionally and unjustly, these 
appropriations. I claim, sir, that the people I 
represent are actuated by motives as patriotic and 
by views as enlarged and liberal as any people in 
this Union; and I should be recreant to duty, to 
the impulses of my nature, were I to suffer these 
unjust charges to pass unrepelled. I.place these 
improvements upon national grounds, upon high 
considerations of State duty and State policy. 
only demand and insist that this Government 
shall discharge the duty imposed upon itin the 
Constitution, of defending the country, and pro- 
tecting its internal commerce. as well as its ex- 
ternal. : 

Every consideration of patriotism demands that 
you put in a proper state of defense your frontiers 
upon the lakes; upon them the future battles of 
the country are to be fought, and, I repeat, we 
must there be supreme. ‘ res 

We indulge with peculiar satisfaction in the 
reminiscences of the past, and the mention of Erie 
awakens within us emotions of patriotism. 
of the most glorious achievements of the late war 
was upon her proud waves. There the gallant 
Perry, with his little fleet, encountered.the power 
of Great Britain, and obtained one of the most 


splendid victories ever recorded in history. Your | 


flag was triumphant, The power of Great Britain 
on the lakes was broken. This was atthe darkest 
period of the struggle; the whole nation was 
looking on with the deepest anxiety, and as the 
news ofthe victory flew, all were amazed.  Vic- 
tory succeeded victory on the land. Had the 
enemy acquired the ascendency on. the lake, no 
one can say how long the war-would have been 


I) 


One | 


procrastinated, or the calamities which would 
have been inflicted on that frontier. If, in any 


future war, we shall loose our ascendency upon | 


these inland seas, the heroes who fought and tri- 
umphed on Champlain and Erie would rise from 
their graves and rebuke us for degeneracy. But, 
sir, give us harbors, encourage and protect our 
commerce,and the day is gone by when England’s 


power on the lakes is to be feared. Our commerce | 


on the lakes is a school for sailors. While you 
make appropriations on the Atlantic for schools 
for the education of boys for your Navy, ourcom- 
merce on the lakes is making sailors of lads who 
may hereafter man your fleets. Abandon these 


harbors, and let them go to decay, and you aban- | 
You surrender all | 


don everything on the lakes. 
up; but I will not believe that this course, so sui- 
cidal to the best interests of the country, so dis- 


| graceful to it, will be adopted. 


_ Sir, complaints are sometimes made here that 
in these appropriations injustice is done to certain 


j sections of country, by not fairly distributing 


what some choose to call the bounties of the Gov- 
ernment. z 
always looked upon them as unpatriotic. 
supposed that these appropriations were for na- 
tional purposes, or objects of general not local 
interest—for the defenses of the country. Well, 
sir, judge of my surprise, then, on finding in this 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
this sentence: : 


* Should we continne to increase them, appropriations 


for national defense will become of secondary importance, | 


and will be reduced, to increase the expenditures of our 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.” 


How, sir, is this language to be understood? 
Is it intended as an invitation to gentlemen here 
to begin a scramble for the public money? Or is 
it intended to intinate that the Representatives 
of the people here, on this floor, wil! cease to be 
influenced by high and patriotic considerations, 
and become the mere suitors for the share of their 
“congressional districts? What a suggestion! 
Tt will not take, sir. 


to such suggestions; she will not stop to inquire 
how much more Ohio or New York gets than 
she. All she desires to know is, that the appro- 
priation is for great national purposes, for the 
general interes!; that its fruits will inure to the 
benefit of the United States asa whole. Why, 


sir, what does Kentucky want of defenses of | 


fortifications? Her fortifications, her bulwarks, 
are the surrounding States; no foreign foe can 
tread upon her soil ull one of the great States of 
this Unionshall have been conquered. The battle, 
for the defense of Kentucky even, is to be upon 
the borders, and there you want your defenses. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. C. PRESTON, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
In tue Senare, February 15, 1839. 


The Senate having again taken up the bill to 
prevent the interference of certain Federal officers 
in elections, and Mr. Crirrenpen having offered 
a substitute for the whole bill, which differed from 
it in making the penalty dismission from office, 


! and in exempting postmasters with a salary of 


less than $200 from the operation of the bill— 
Mr. PRESTON said: The attention of Sen- 

ators, Mr. President, having been somewhat di- 

vided and confused in consequence of the mul- 


tifarious and important topics which have been į 


introduced into discussion, I will briefly make 
a statement of the case before us, as it has been 
presented, and as it is now understood, that the 
various points at issue may again be made for the 
purpose of giving the discussion a definite and 
distinct direction on the subject really before us. 

The Senator from Kentucky, on his own ve- 
sponsibility, and as he had a right to do, has 
presented for che consideration of this body a bill; 
that bill, in the ordinary course, was referred to 
acommittee,and on that the committee have made 
areport. Now, to understand the points at issue 
between that gentleman and the committee, and 
to ascertain the justness and precision of the pro- 
ceedings on the question by the committee them- 


Such suggestions are rare, and I have ; 
I had 


I There is too much patriot- | 
ism here, yet. You cannot getKentucky to listen | 


selves, it is necessary to ascertain. both what was 
submitted to them and what they have reported. 
The bill introduced by the Senator from Ken- 
j tucky was a bill to prevent the interference of 
certain Federal officers in elections; and there is 
a statement in its preamble, that its purpose and 
object-is'to the end that the great powers of the 
; Executive should not be used in interference with 
elections, which ought to be free and incorrupt; 
and it was therefore to be enacted by the bill that 
certain Federal officers therein enumerated should 
not, in any manner whatsoever, endeavor to per- 


H : 2 4 
| suade or dissuade any elector in relation to the 


vote which he should give, nor should said offi- 
cers intermeddle in any of the elections, or use 
any means with intent to influence or control 
them. This is the purport of the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, and it was the bill alone that 
was referred to the committee, thus placing out 
of their proper sphere all referenceto any subject, 
beyond it, or which did not-bear on the merits of 
the bill. : : 

There were, therefore, two points to which the 
committee might legitimately direct their atten- 
tion; the first of which related to the general prin- 
ciples of the bill, and the second to the details ac~ 
| cording to which the. mover proposed to carry out 
those principles; and to these two points their re- 
port was, by the nature of the reference, neces- 
sarily confined; and itis entirely competent in, 
the committee to approve the:principles and reject 
the details, or the reverse, or to reject them both ; 
or, if they approved the principles, and were not 
satisfied with the details, it was necessary for 
them so to fashion the details as to give to the 
principles their due practical efficiency - These 
two objects are the main design of such a refer- 
ence; and, in the present case, the committee have 
decided against both the details and the principle. 

And now, sir, I ask, in the first place, have the 
committee decided wisely against the principle of 
the bill? Whatisit? It is to prevent the inter- 
ference of certain Federal officers in elections— 
that is the principle; and the object of the billis 
to provide the means for preserving the purity 
and freedom of elections, which ought to be free 
and incorrupt. Against both these propositions 
the committee have reported: They enounce 
Both the principle and the policy of the bill, and 
advise the very opposite of it distinctly and em- 
phatically; and, therefore, if they had framed an 
antagonist bill to this, it would have been a bill 
to enforce and encourage the interference of Fed- 
eral officers ‘in the elections, to the end that they 
may be used to influence the elections, whi 
ought to be free and incorrupt. At all events, 
we have negatived these two propositions, (tho 
principle and policy of the bill,) deliberately and 
in terms, and we’ have, at least, declared that we 
will not assert that these officers ought not to in- 
terfere in elections, and that we will not assert 
that, by the Executive, their offices and exertions 
should not be used for electioneering purposes. 

Now this, Mr. President, in ordinary times and 
circumstances, would have shocked the public 
mind so much, that the Senate would have im- 
mediately revolted at the mere suggestion of prop- 
ositions so monstrous. And yet this statement 
not only shows this fact, that the Senate have 
negatived the principle and policy of the bill, but 
lam prepared to demonstrate that the converse 
of these propositions is now argued and main- 
tained, which is, that it is the bounden duty of 
the executive officers to interfere in elections, and 
i that any restriction upon them is unconstitu- 
tional, proscriptive, horrible, monstrous, and de- 
serving the severest possible castigation by the 
committee. And now, Mr. President, on what 
times have we fallen, and what state of things 
hag been produced, when, instead of the usual 
and uniform direction of argument and declama- 
tion against these practices, all at once there isan 
open and bold avowe! that they are not to be con- 
trolled, but they are vind ¿d and justified, and 
stimulated by official rhewcric? Heretofore we 
could not find an argument in relation to them in 
which they were not regarded and treated as fit 
| subjects of denunciation. Will gentlemen of the 
| committee deny this? They have declared there 
has been no such mischief, and that, even if the 
| practice existed, it would not be a mischief, and 
| that it is not only justifiable, but desirable and 
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praiseworthy; and such is the language of the re- 
port itself. “Sir, these are extraordinary proposi- 
tions; and what has brought us to this monstrous | 
and appalling decision? Sir, I can well understand 
thatin private affairs, and in a private way, things 
are done which no man dare vindicate in public | 
affairs, and all know that there has in fact been 
interference in the elections by public officers. 
But never till now has there ever been thé open | 
and daring avowal that the thing is right in prin: 
ciple, avid that it is one of the political acts of the 
country which is expedient and proper, and that 
it is desirable that it should be encouraged by all 
possible means. : 

Sir, principles make practice; and still more 
fully true is it, that practice makes principles. 
Because this thing has been done, the idea of it 
first becomes familiar, though abhorred; then it is 
seen to be necessary for the support of party; and 
now they tise up and declare that these practices, 
which have heretofore been denounced with epi- 
thets freezing the blood, are founded on correct 
principles.: 

Mr. WALL. The gentleman has assumed 
things which are notin the report, which I utterly 
deny, and which are not true. 

r. PRESTON. I will. show the gentleman | 
that he denies what is true; and that these prin- | 
ciples abound both in the arguments of Senators, | 
and in the formal report. Tf it were not so, I 
might not regard it with the same seriousness. I 
might think it.the temporary effervescence of a 
heated imagination on the part of the gentlemen 
concerned, which, when sober, they would not | 
sanction. But the doctrines of the report struck the 
approvauion of the gentlemen at once, as if by an 
electric movement, and they forthwith sent them 
abroad in thousands of copies; as the foundation 
on which the party purpose to place these great 
questions, Sir, I confess that! had then made į 
up no jadgment in regard to this bill. But whem 
this report was heard, and its principles suddenly 
and instantly received the approbation and ap- | 
plause of gentlemen on the ther side, I shrunk 
from it appalled. ‘And every one of those gentle- 
men, ‘by voting to print ten thousand copies of i 
that report, has made it his own, and given it the | 
sanction of-his:-name. 

And, now, if the gentleman will allow me, I 
will proceed to show that the principles of the re- | 

ort are such as I have described, and that it em- 

races every principle to which I have alluded. 
Well may he be terrified atsuch a specter, and at 
the boiling and bubbling clamors of the decoction 
contrived by his own ingenuity. But has he not 
said-that the principle of the bill, which is to re- 
strict the interference of office-holdersin elections, 
is wrong in terms; and has not the total rejection 
of the bill involved necessarily the rejection of 
that principle? Has he not denied the existence 
ofany such interference, and denounced every 
partand portion öf the bill? But Iwill not make 
a mere statement of the contents of the report, I 
will giveits words, épsissima verba, its very propo- 


sitions; `: . 
. One of its propositions is, that the elective right 
of the: United States: is universal, and. not con- 
fined to any parts or portions of the people, and 
therefore it concludes that, as office-holders are į 
all people and. citizens of the United States, this 
eircumstance guaranties to. them the right to be 
active in the.elections, which cannot be infringed, 
The report says, (page 2:) 

Phe elective right belongs ‘to representative govern- 
ment; and springs ‘from its very wature; and. the very es- 
sence of that right, under our. institutions, is the right of 


£ seting the members df the General, and State Govern- 
ments 


x; Here he. maintains: the proposition that_the 
elective right is universal, not merely by the Con- 
stitution, but from the very nature of free govern- 
ment. He then places Federal officers on special 
grounds in reference to the mass of the people, 
putting them above and over them: 


“ The value and the advantage of this ri - 
spects the public, depend on the knowledge of "pubis ne 
ures and of the qualifications of candidates for publie trast. 
and, consequently, upon the equal and unrestricted freedom 
‘of discussing their comparative merits and demerits... The | 
citizen who, bythe choice of his fellows, is distinguished | 
by being selected to perform official duties and trusts, is not 
thereby elevated above them, nor degraited below them. | 


He parts with no tights of citizenship, but remains an équal 
Among equals; ‘still connected with them by the.strang and { 


enduring ligaments: of mutuality of rights and privileges. 
Under our Constitution, the people, not the Government, 


{| possess the sovereignty; and the doors of office can_bea.; 


opened only by the pawerful chatm of the public voice, and 
no degrading sacrifice of any of the privileges of citizen- 
ship; Or any separation from the community of rights, feel-: 
ings, and interests, which bind the people to the Govern-. 
ment, is required.” ; $ T 
Here, sir, the honorable chairman alludes. to 
supposed grounds of peculiar claims to the elec- 
toral right; arising from the distinction of serving, 
the public, and of. having been selected from the 
general mass; and, on the high ground of having 
been thus selected, is placed the right of inter- 
fering, of persuading and dissuading, in the 
popular elections. But the honorable chairman 
proceeds: , Í ; 
“The object of the Constitution is the protection of the 
equal rights and privileges of atl—the few as well as the 
niany. The spirit of despotism is widely different; erected 
upon the destruction of the rights of man, its main object 
is to protect the few against the many. Hence the policy 


of separating its officers from all sympathy of feeling and, 
interest with the many, by attaching to office attractive dìs- | 


tinctions and seductive privileges, which creates a distinct 
class, and elevates tnem above the mass, or, by degrading 
them by unnatural mutilations, below their fellow-men, 
prepares them to become fit instruments of arbitrary power. 


Despots who surround their thrones with eunuchs and | 


mutes act upon the Jatter principle, and are impelled by the 
instinct of fear to resort to unnatural and unjust means to 
retain what is unjustly acquired. Happily our institutions, 
resting upon the just foundation of popular rights, neither 
demand nor will admit of the niutilation of the person or 
the privileges of citizenship as a prerequisite for office.” 
Now, sir, it is somewhat difficult to perceive 
the course of reasoning of the honorable chair- 
man. [Here Mr. P. made some remarks not well 
heard by the Reporter, in which he was under- 
stood to argue some inconsistency in the report 
in relation to protecting the few as well as the 
many, and to insist that the object and actual 
effect of the English election laws was to protect 
the many against the few, and that this was pre- 
cisely what was now proposed by the bill. He 
thought the argument of the report on this point 
was greatl confused, even if it was not full of 
sophistry. 
ut, says the honorable chairman, ‘the object 
of the bill is to rerfler what is lawful and praise- 
worthy, and in strict conformity both with the 
letter and spirit of oar institutions, for all citizens, 
criminal in a particular class, who have been hon- 
ored by the confidence of the people of the whole 
States.” 
the face of his denial that I had 


oted him righty. 
Praiseworthy! Praiseworth 


qu 
y! 

in elections as deserving of eulogy; and has not he 
pronounced it praiseworthy? 
dicated it; and does he not say that it is praise- 
worthy? What, sir, is the object of the bill? It 
is to prevent interference in elections.. This is not 
disputed. But the report says the object of the 
bill is to render that illegal which is praiseworthy. 
This interference, the bill implies, is wrong, and 
demands legislation; but the report in terms: not 
only denounces this, but goes much further, by 
vindicating such interference, and declaring it 
praiseworthy; thus eulogizing it, while the object 
of the bill is declared odious because it provides 
to do away that which is praiseworthy; and the 
whole argument of the report goes to this result. 
But to the extract: 


“ The object of the bill is to render what is lawful and 
praiseworthy, and in strict conformity with both the letter 
and spirit of our institutions, for all citizens, criminal in a 
particutar class, who have been honored by the confidence 
of the people of the whole States. It is not to punish a 
crime malum in se, but to create a new crime. Itis not to 
punish bribery and corruption, the robbery of the ballot-box, 
the suppression or forging of returns, or usurpation or neg- 
lect of official duty in giving effect 1ọ the will of the majority 
in elections, but the use of persuasion or dissuasion of in- 
termeddling to control or influence voters by means that are 
lawful and right in others.2?° ` 


The very terms which are used in the bill of the 
Senator from Kentucky, and this intermeddling 


of these officers is the precise thing which the | 


gentleman calls praiseworthy. 
Sir, let us pause 4 moment. It is not, says the 
gentleman, malum in se, an offense in itself. Sir, 


the gentleman isa lawyer, and let me ask him, is į 
there no political offense subject to legislation but | 


what is malum in se? Is there any one in the whole 
catalogue of political offenses which is malum in 
se?. Jf the gentleman should find out that the 
ballot-box has been abstracted after the polls were 
fully made up, is that nialum in se? Is to offer. or 


Now, sir, | hold him to his words in | 


I have said that į 
he represented the interference of Federal officers | 


1 said that he vin- | 


| officers to control the elections? 


take a bribe malum in se? Is it a thing at which 
nature revolts as criminal in itself? Sir, all these 
are but creatures of the law, conventional crimes, 
depending on broad ahd general principles; and 
yet the Senator from Kentucky is censured be~ 
cause this thing is not malumin se. But the report 
proceeds: ; 

<< Every'citizen ought to qualify himself by study, con- 
versation, and every other means of acquiring knowledge, 
to understand the theory and principles of our institutions, 
and to ascertain the best mode of administering them ins 
their true spirit, so as to promote the greatest good of the 
greatest nuinber, and to render himself capable of discharg-. 
ing any. trust that may be conferred on him by his fellow- 
citizens,” , 

It is their duty to do all; to agitate, to discuss, 
to enter into an interference illimitable, in direct 
contact with elections is declared not only to be 
praiseworthy by the committee, and good in itself, 
but they simultaneously announce that it is not 
only right and praiseworthy; but it isa duty, to 
make use of patronage and power in elections, to: 
take the lead and control them, (for the very word. 
control is used.) And now, sir, will the honorable 
gentleman tell me that he does not rally the office- 
holders to interference in the elections? That he, 
is not contravening in terms the purpose.and ob-. 
ject of the bill by declaring it the duty of Federal 
And is not this 
using a power of interference in elections, against 
which they ought to be free? 

But further, sir, the report says: 

“Tt is as well his right or bis duty to dismiss and promulge 
freely the measures of any Administration, and the charac- 
ter and conduct of those who support or oppose it, as well 
to control them by the censorship of public opinion as to 
subject them to the test of the Constitution.” 

To control them by the censorship of public 
opinion! The public officer is bound to advocate 
or contest against the men and measures of an 
Administration, thus controlling them, and work~ 
ing themselves up into a censorship of public 
opinion; that is, any public opinion which may 
be held by the office-holders of the country, for 
that, by the committee, is made the stand d to 
which the acts and the character of an Adminis- 
tration are to be referred; that is, to the public 
opinion which they make it the duty of the office~ 
holders to establish. 

‘The report says further: “ In doing so, he may 
win the confidence of his fellow-citizens’’—an 
emanation from, and a dependant on, the Exec- 
utive—“ by his declared opinions; or may become 
identified with some great principle which concil- 
iates their support.” 

Sir, the report not only declares it his duty, but 
furnishes reasons and arguments why he should 
go forward and endeavor to identify himself with 
some great principle: and what will that principle 
be in fact? The principle of self-preservation— 
my bread, my office, my support: they will be 
led by that principle;.and a control over the elec- 
tions to the great end sanctifying this principle of 
self-preservation., — 

But the gentleman denies that he has vindicated 
this interference, while in his report he says, “alt 
this is innocent and praiseworthy.’” Yes, sir, all 
this interference, in every possible way and to 
every possible extent, is not only innocent, but 
praiseworthy; and further, and more than this, I 
have adverted to the usual motive of the interfer- 
ence as a reason why it-should ‘not take place: and 
why? Because that motive is selfish, having no 
direct reference whatever to the publicgood. But 
this reason the gentleman has'rejected.. He as- 
sures us, first, that the motive for interference is 
such, and then he vindicates the proceeding on 
the ground that the motive iscorrupt. Hear him: 

« Aji this is innocent and praiseworthy, even if the mo- 
tive is the acquisition of office, because it promotes the 
public good.” ro 
-. All this the gentleman encourages and stimu- 
lates to it; for all he saysis not only innocent, but 
praiseworthy, even if itis done with no motive 
but the acquisition of office. Sir, this course of 
argument would revolt the mind and conscience 
of Machiavel. 

Sir, what is the purity and absence of corrup- 
tion in our institutions? - What is the great safe- 
guard of our rights? What is the broad princi- 

le of suffrage which lies at the bottom of our 
institutions? It is purity.of motives, patriot- 
ism, and public good, moving arid -directing the. 
vote of every citizen. And yet this report, with 
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unappalled step, enters the very penetralia of the 


temple of freedom, and gives this cup of pollu- 
tion to the officers themselves, and says, this is 
the sacrifice; take no caré as to your political 
motive, which by admission is known to be un- 
` worty' to exist; for though itis the corrupt motive 
of office-seeking, it is not the less to be received, 
and is even more to be valued than a regard for 
the people. ae i So 
And- now, Mr. President, have I rightly char- 
acterized this report? I have used perfect free- 
“dom with its doctrines, not to wound the gentle- 
man, but the report itself sets an example of a 
strength of language and tone of denunciation 
which doubly surpasses all to which I may have 
been excited; and if, in the execution of this doc- 
ument, drawn up in the closet, under a sense of 
the responsibility of sending it abroad as the man- 
ifesto of the leading principles of the party, if in 
all this what was due to candor and decorum was 
‘forgotten, surely J may be indulged in some free- 
dom of remark on so uncommon a production 


But if E, for words used in denouncing it, should | 


fail of excuse, and with the bill itself and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky should also be denounced, 
‘Twill at least ask the indulgence of the Senate 
when Isay great freedom of debate ought to be 
‘allowed on a document which is itself covered all 
over with’ the spirit of vituperation. 

I have now proved that the principle and policy 
of the bill is not only contradicted and contra- 
-vened by the report, but that it justifics and eu- 
logizes the interference of executive officers in 
elections; and not only so, but prescribes it as a 
duty to be performed by thenr-all. ë 

The report says further: 

“ Is it [the diserimination made by the bill between ‘ one 


set of functionaries of the Federal Government, all those | 


at the State governments, the officers of the corporations 


ofassocinted Wealth, anda few proscribed men upou whoin j 
Mis biH puts a gag and fetters’] to guard against the corrupt. | 


ng influence and patronage of the Federal Administration ? 
-HE s0, the effect af the bill would be still more objection- 
able; as, in degrading them by taking from:them the rights 
` common toal others, it would prepare them to become the 
willing instruments of corruption or ambition.’” 


And yet it is. settled by the report that these | 


officers may, in their own behalf, act as instru- 
ments of corruption, because it is for the public 
good; and surely ambition is not less praise- 
worthy. But further: 


` ce This bill would create a caste among office-holders, 
deriving their authority from the same high source, the 
people, and requiring the same high qualifications to dis- 
charge their duties. Those enumerated would be degraded 
Dy the very acceptance of office, which would cut them oft 
from all identity of feeliug, interest, and sympathy with 
their fellow-citizens, by the volimtary mutilation of the 
very manhood of citizenship. It converts those officers into 
mutes, It enforces temporary outlawry of the dearest and 
most inestimable rights of citizenship, with a penalty sus- 
pended over their beads during the continuance of office, 
which may be cut by a word, message, writing, or even a 
look, and dooms them to become outcasts— political lepers 
They would be dishonored by the very act of surrendering 
such rights for the. mercenary motives of pecuniary gain 
and rewards of office, and proclaim themselves slaves, and 
the fit instruments for making slaves of others. They would 


find the badges of slavery and dishonor written upon their :} 


-cousmissions.?? 


Well, sir, the officer is not to be thus degraded 


and prevented from interfering in elections; and 
if he does not reject his office under such condi- ; 


tlons with disdain, he is mercenary and corrupt, 


and he is a fit instrument for power to use in - 
effecting its corrupt or ambitious purposes, if he | 


will consent to. be appointed to office on these 
terms. Yet the report says that if he endeavors 
to control and influence the polls for the purpose 


of attaining office, it does not disqualify him; | 
“all this is innocent and praiseworthy, even if | 
the motive is the acquisition of ofice;” but he | 


-would be a mercenary and corrupt tool if he 
would forego the privilege of interference. | 

I will make one ‘more remark as to the inten- 
tion of the committee in this report to contravene 
the bill. On the eighth page they say: 


“The cominittee will only advert to one other objection | 


to the policy of the bill.” 


And what is the policy of the bill? It is to | 
And what do | 


prevent interference in elections. A 
they say against the policy of the bill? 


«Tts obvious tendency is to alienate the people from the : 


Federal Government, by infusing a jealousy of its powers 
and officers, by unjust discriminations between the twoscts 


of functionaries chosen by the people, to carry on the two | 


H coördinate departments of the one single and integrâi Gov- 
‘|-ernment formed ‘by the compact of the'States to array the | 
g State government and its functionaries against the Federal | 
| Goverument and its functinnaries, and thus graduaily to 
undermine or weaken jt; by treating as alieris the State gov- 
| erntients to those who accépt office under the General 
1 Government, ‘Tn short, its tendency wouid be to‘ alienate 
> ong portion-of the country from the rest, and to enfeeble 
i! the sacred ties which now link together the various parts,’ 
:| and therefore, in the opinion of thé committee, it ought to 
li be resisted in the beginning.” * . 


tl 
‘| Here is the general summing up of the whole 
; report in a single sentence, in the last remark, 
| which embraces and contravenes the whole pol- 

icy and object which is at the bottom of the bill 
‘itself. And what is that? It is to prevent the 
| jealousy of the people against office-holders; and 
: what is especially taken for granted in this report 
‘is, that the office-holders and the people are:all 
one, and this is done with a view to prevent that 
very jealousy. Sir, what is the price of our lib- 
erty and of our free Government, and how are we 
to sustain them? It is by eternal vigilance alone | 
that the public liberty can be maintained, and it 
is by this very jealousy, denounced and depre- || 


‘| cated by this report, by this jealousy alone, un- | 
; slumbering and undying, that our form of Gov- |) 
' ernment can be preserved. It is passed into a |: 
| proverb that only by watchfulness and jealousy i 
| ean a free government long be maintained. What || 
‘is Government, in is very nature? Is it not the 

concentration of power from ‘the many in the 
hands of the few, which is éver more or less lia- 
ii ble to be turned by them against the public lib- | 
lerty? Are not we simply a part of the Govern- | 
iment in whom power resides, and have we not |! 
| now unanimously and exclusively acted on the |! 
|j ostensible ground of the jealousy of power, the |i 
one side denouncing this bill as tyrannical, and 
the other as a salutary and necessary measure in || 
giving effect to this very jealousy of power? And | 
yet this report insists that the people must be 

lulled, that they must not be separated or alien- 
l! ated from their fellow-citizens, the holders of || 
i| office, by any kind of jealousy, but receive them 
to their bosoms‘as equal brothers in one common 
| interest, and be carried along on one common 
stream of sympathy with office-holders, and as 
unsuspecting ‘sacrifices, perchance, to the iron 
embrace of a despot. 

Nor does this even give a full and sufficient 
view of the argument of the report, which is, that 
we should not be jealous of ourselves, nor di- 
vided from ourselves; and what more than this 
could be said to lull us into security in regard to 
the Government, and to close the eyes of the 
people against the eternally encroaching spirit of || 
| power? What sort of an argument Is It to say 
i: that this is to divide one portion of the people 
:|from the other, and to enfeeble the sacred ties 


! who in his younger days has denounce 


|i that link them together? What language is this? | 


! The Government is to be preserved by the strong |; 
‘ domination of aspirants, being regarded as sim- 
‘| ple portions of the people of the country; and this | 
i, argument is pressed for the purpose of blindfold- ; 
| ing the people to the movements of Executive 

as if it were also for the purpose of sur 
Bind together portions o 
The office- 


|| power, y 
‘| rendering our rights. ; 
the country! And what portions? |; 
holders, the postmasters, and the people; these |; 
i are to be bound together, and they are to listen i} 
{i unanimously to the sly office-holders at elections, | 
‘| embrace them as brothers, and give them their | 
confidence, and wish them prosperity; and if this || 
' ig not done, the tendency is to divide one portion |; 
| of the country from the rest, and enfeeble the sa- |; 
i ered ties that now link together its various parts! | 
| Ay, sir, these are the sacred ties of the office- 
| holders and people which are bound around us; | 
and it ought to cover our cheeks with shame that 


| we have permitted these ties thus to be put around 
"us. But let these ties, and those who make them, 
| beware. The time may come when the people, 
| perceiving the kind of brotherhood in which they 
ii are linked, will snap these ties asunder. 

i Now, think, Mr. President and Senators, I i 
| have shown that the policy of this measure 19 dis- i 
|; tinctly contravened by the report; and that inter- l 
! ference in the elections has, by the highest con- 

| siderations of honorand duty, been inculcated on 
i office-holders. ‘This result has been reached in 
i an oblique manner by the committee, rather than 
by any direct action on the bill itself. And allow |; 
me to remark, though in no spirit of giving of- ti 


| 
A 
1 
l 


l; 
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fense, that I have come to the conclusion that this 
i! whole report is absolutely incompatible with the 


opinions and principles of some gentlemen of the 
Republican party; and it is not inthe nature of 
things that gentlemen who, in the earlier portion 


| of their lives, have been devoted to principles dif- 


ferent from those of the resolutions of 1798, should 


| come to a just conclusion on the principles of 


those resolutions, or understand the premises 
from which they derive their deductions. Gen- 
tlemen who were Federalists in ancient times 
now propose to build up a new theory of govern- 
ment on the doctrines of republicanism. . 

“Mr. President, it may notbe, it is not possi- 
ble, that he who in his youth has been indurated 
in his advocacy for power will be found in hia 
age with a disposition to pull down that power. 
These principles of freedom are peculiarly conge- 
nial'to the counsels of young and ardent bosoms. 


| But whew in early life all this hasbeen rejected, 


when the youth of twenty-one does not feel the 
fire of Grecian and Roman liberty, he may, in- 
deed, believe inafter life that he is approaching the 
great doctrines of republicanism. But it cannot 
be. In youth’ and age it is the same in politics 


‘as in love; and fora man to grow republican by 


age is equally absurd ‘as if he should pass his 


| youth in utter coldness and apathy to the feeling 


of love, and then in his old age should assume or 
affect the passions and emotions appropriate to 
his younger years. It cannot be, > > 

It has been said that the young man who is not 
a Democrat isa fool, and the old man who be- 
comes so is a knave. It is the natural tendency 
of things. I can well imagine that in youth a man 
may struggle against free notions, and in after life 
he may endeavor to square his principles to the 
state of things in which he finds himself under 


| free institutions; and, while his heart grows cold 


and his head hot, he may fancy that he is changed 
in his political principles; but it is altogether a 
mistake. Once a Federalist is always a Federal- 
ist; and I venture the assertion that no gentleman 

Gthe truth 
of the resolutions of 1798, and seceded from them, 
whatever may be his motives, will find his heart 
warm toward them in after life.” And therefore I, 
for one, who was born under the influence of 
these principles, had them infused into me during 
the whole of my youth, and have cherished them 
ever since as the breath of life, will not permit 
myself to be schooled in these doctrines by those 
who in their youth have been devoted to different 
and opposite principles. Not that I intend: these 
remarks but in the most genéral sense; for Fam 
not one of those who denounce the Federal party. 
‘They were a high-minded, intelligent, and gen- 
erous party. But they were wrong, though they 


|| were apparently following that great light ofa 


glorious horizon who was regarded as onc of the 
party. But even if theirs were the notions of 
‘Washington, I humbly think those notions were 
wrong, and I do not believe them. I-have’re- 
jected them from my earliest ‘days, and have 
adopted the resolutions of 1798.. On these reso- 
lutions gentiemen propose now to proceed; and I 


: have discussed their construction and application 


of them, contrasted with their construction and 
application by the Senators from Kentucky and 
Virginia, [Messrs. Crirrenpen and Rives, } who 
are both native to these resolutions, They may 
be mistaken, but I would in preference cling to 
them; and Lam not to be told that such gentle- 
men as they are are to be schooled by those who 
have ever differed from them on the great princi- 
ples on which our Revolution and Government 
were founded. 

And now, sir, what application has been made 
of these glorious principles in the present case? 
And what are the principles of the resolutions of 
1798, and for what purpose were they drawn up 
and adopted? It was on a question between the 
State and General Governments in respect to their 


| relative powers, and their object was to define and 


lay down the legitimate powers of the General 


| Government, for the purpose of vindicating the 


rights of the States, and of comparing them with 
those of the General Government. And what did 
those resolutions inculeate? They urged restric- 
tion upon this Government. This Government 
had transcended its powers, by abstracting and 
appropriating to itself the powers of the States, 
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‘and a war was waged by means of these resolu- 
tions against this Government and its office-hold- 
~ers, on the part of the States and their office-hold- 
ers, to prevent the interference and encroachments 
_of the general authorities. And yet the doctrines 
of. this report are laid down now to establish. the 
-principle that this interference, is praiseworthy; 
that it is the,duty of the General Government to 
make it, and that it is desirable in every respect. 
That is the principle, and it is attempted to be 
established on the ground of our second bill of 
rights—the resolutions of 1798— because that 
secured to all equal rights. All this is the result 
‘of the fundamental and irradicable mistake that 
the officers of this Government are the true peo- 
ple. That. radical mistake, owing to the school 
an. which gentlemen have been nurtured, never 
can be worn off, that the office-holdera and. the 
Government are the people, and in prescribing 
‘the rights of the office-holders and the Govern- 
ment, they have but to make a transcription of 
the rights of the people. 
- But who are the office-holders? Are the office- 
holders the people? The report goes on the 
ground of protecting the guarrantied rights of the 
people. But are they the people, in any mean- 
ang of the terms? In all political meanings, the 
-Government and the people are disconnected and 
divided. The Government is to be guarded and 
limited; but is that true of the people? Are not 
the office-holders part and parcel of the Govern- 
„ment of the United States; and, in guarding 
against them, do you not guard against the Gov- 
ernment?) These officers embraced by the bill 
shold their office.at the will of the Executive; and 
are they not a partion of the Government? The 
Government consists of three departments, one 
of which is the executive, and are they not. ex- 
ecutive officers? They, therefore, in a most im- 
portant sense, are a part of the Government; and 
.on this, from its very nature, you impose restric- 
tions. l 
__ It hag been repeated, till the words are almost 
disgusting, that Executive power has increased, 
As increasing, and ought to be diminished. And 
are these officers not part and parcel of the Ex- 


ecutive? Gentlemen talk about putting fetters on || 


.the people; but on whose hands do we propose 
to put fetters? It is on the Briarean hands of 
power, which the President has emphatically pro- 
claimed to be his own hands, and in their official 
functions, and tenure, as I said before, they are 
part and parcel of the Executive—the mere min- 
daters of his will; and here, [on Mr. P.’s desk,] 
in a somewhat unwieldy shape, are. papers from 
the, celebrated President Jackson, in which he | 
-maintains the doctrine that they are to report 
every part of their doings to the Executive; that; 
they are but an emanation from his center light, 
exercising his functions, and that he is President 
in and over them all, and, annihilating time and 
Space, he, in effect, is everywhere, and at every 
time present. That is his language when he was 
President. But I will not trouble the Senate any | 
further, for they know his doctrines on this point. 
his, then, isa portion of the Executive, through 
whom we propose to restrict the President him- 
self, when acting in this way. | 
© Well, sir, will the gentleman go on to the mon- | 
strous conclusion that in forging fetters for the | 
Executive we are forging fetters for ourselves? | 
That we are not only not. to be jealous of him, | 
but that he is amalgamated with ourselves? And 
-Will he believe that when we put fetters on the | 
Executive, we in fact put them on the hands of 
the. cople? Sir, I know full well how much more 
easily a delusion of this kind may arise in our | 
‘Government than in the British or any. other 
“‘monarchical Government, and itis true that there 
is danger of an imperceptible increasing of Exec- 
ulive power unknown to us from this circum- 
‘stance, that the Executive is but an emanation 
from the C 2 
being; whom the people delight to honor, and | 


thus, when fetters are imposed on the Executive, |! 


he and his: supporters can all the more readily 
persuade us that they are imposed on the people 
themselves. General Jackson took the ground 
boldly, that he was the people, the very imperson- 
ation of the Democracy; that he represented the 
Democracy: and. he argued that all the powers of 
the people were in his own person; that He was 


people; he is the individual, for the time i 


| exist. 


to be looked to as a sound impersonation of the 
people, providingand controllingeverything. Ay, 
Sir, and he did; he trampled down.everything that 
came in his way, even to the Capitol itself; at one 
fearful blow ‘he crushed us, and the-record of our 
‘shame is to be found in the proclamation and law 
in regard to South Carolina. The legitimate ef- 
fects of his doctrine on this point were felt every- 
where, and it was felt because General Jackson 
was regarded as the impersonation of the Democ- 
racy of the whole country. . And he was so; and, 
in consequence, the Government was turned top- 
sy-turvy. But this was not our Government, 
this was not a republican Government with dis- 
tinct and different departments. Sir, the very 
object of your occupying that chair is to watch 
the Executive. And are gentlemen to tell us that 
to forge manacles for that power is to forge them 
for the people? De Tocqueville speaks of the 
danger of our Executive power as comparatively 
imminent and alarming, for in the contest between 
the crown and the people, at every doubtful or 
suspicious movement of the Executive, many are 
alarmed for their rights, and rise up at once; but 
in this country, where the people feel that the 
President is an emanation from themselves, they 
are liable to argue that when he augments hisown 
power, it is for the people, and thus every Exec- | 
utive may go on in the acquisition of the proper 
power of the Legislature and the Judiciary, And 
we have all been mutually waging war against 
each other as different branches of the Govern- 
ment, but none for the people; yet it was a war 
of one branch against another. And we have, in 
fact, permitted the power of one man to rule the 
country; and now we have a proposition, settled, 
as far as the approbation of this Senate is con- 
cerned, that Executive office-holders are the peo- 
ple. Sir, it does not require to go one inch further 
to proye that the President is the people. 

Before I proceed to answer another branch of 
the subject, I wish to advert to two alleged and 
principal facts which serve as the foundation of 
this report, and I will show that no such facts 
On page 3 of the report, it is stated as a 
fact, and an inceptive principle on which the com- 
mittee rested, that the State governments have 
made no discrimination between the mass of their 
citizens and the office-holders of the General Gov- 
ernment. Now, sir, the fact is exactly the op- 

osite; for such is the habitual jealousy of the 

tates, and their watchfulness of your power, 
that, I believe, in every State there is a funda- 
mental law forbidding the officers of the United 
States Government from holding any office of | 
profit or trust in the gift of the State. The very | 
fact of holding office under this. Government is 
regarded as a disfranchisement in all the States 
of the Union. But I beg leave to quote the lan- 
guage of the report: : 

“ Iappily our institutions, resting upon the just founda- 
tion of popular rights, neither demand nor will admit of the 
mutilation of the person or the privileges of citizenship, as 
a prerequisite for office. Under the existing Jaws, a citizen 
of a State does not by accepting any of the offices (desig- | 
nated in the bill) under the Federal Government, forfeit ! 
any of the rights and privileges which belong to him asa 
citizen of a State.’ i 
_ Forfeits no right! Sir, he is disfranchised if | 
he holds office under this Government. And what | 
is the fact in regard to the soldiery of the United | 
States? And on what principle can you disfran- ' 
chise a soldier any more than an office-holder, if ; 
these rights are inherent in him aga citizen? Un- 
questionably you have in that.case no such right, 
Yet a United States soldier does not vote; and 
gentlemen from all parts of the House, una voce, 
have declared that the office-holders are the en- 
listed soldiers of the Executive, thus identified 
as the very persons who are disfranchised.. And 


| yet these persons who are thus characterized as |! 


enlisted soldiers, it is now declared are not to be 
disfranchised, while the whole Army proper, of | 
eight or ten thousand, are so in fact. 

Mr. President, the report proceeds to make 
another assertion which is altogether at variance 
with fact, and which is the fatal source of all the 
evil principles which flow out of it; and to that | 
I beg the attention of the Senate... It is the al- 
leged fact that office-holders are.appointed by the 
people, that they are emanations from the people, 
and the agents of the people. But is that the 


fact? No, sir; they hold their office in spite of 


the people, by Executive power, and for Execu- 
live purposes. . ; 
Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky. And often against 
„their wishes. 
Mr. PRESTON. Notoriously so. The peo- 
ple are flouted, and their opposition is a reason 
why these.men are appointed and retained in 
office. Sir, look at my own State, where four 
fifths of its citizens are on the other side. What 
is the case in respect tọ office-holders with us? 
The very fact that the people wished certain of- 
fice-holders appointed was the very reason why 
they were not appointed. They were appointed 
against us, and over us, to control us in spite of 
ourselves. N : : 
Another alleged fact in the report is, that the 
committee have not. known. this power to be 
brought in confliet with the elections. Let us 
recapitulate a little. In 1821 or 1822, by a dis- 
tinguished. Governor of a State, it was solemnly 
declared to be a fact. De Witt Clinton presented 
it solemnly as an existing evil which required 
.correction,under the administration of Mr. Adams; 
and it was proclaimed and blazoned forth in every 
| : 
i corner of the country, that the office-holders had 
interfered with the freedom of elections,and Gen- 
eral Jackson received a torrent of applause in the 
expectation that he would crush this mass of 
evil, which put the country in a foam,and raved 
lround the and; and yet the gentleman never 
heard of it! Mr. Jefferson and General Jack- 
son came in under the same conditions, denounc- 
ing this as an existing evil, and promising to cor- 
rectit. And now, as I have adduced the testi- 
mony of Jefferson, Jackson, and Clinton, what 
is the testimony of this report? It contradicts 
and denies the truth of their testimony. Even 
if it were admitted to be in its nature a grievance, 
the report and the committee deny the fact, and 
they also repudiate the principle; and gentlemen 
have sent abroad ten thousand copies of a report 
‘which says that they give Mr. Jefferson the lie; 
and further, it declares them guilty of the enor- 
mous crime of giving General Jackson the lie, 
declaring that ali which both these gentlemen as- 
-serted on this point, is a lie. Mr. President, this 
is a very intrepid report. It boldly marches up 
to the face of Mr. Jefferson, and denounces him 
at the very moment when.it professes to ground 
its doctrines on his principles. Mr. Jefferson 
said this was an evil; the report says itis none; 
į he says itexisted; the report denies it; he said he 
would correct it; the report says that it is uncon- 
stitutional and tyrannical. And this is not all; 
‘but, bolder than this, though it might be sup- 
posed that the bones of Jefferson were not to be 
i desecrated or passed by with irreverence, the re- 
i port goes higher and further than this; it de- 
-nounces Jackson, and gives him the He in rela- 
i tion toa matter of fact. It dares a conflict with 
| the power of his opinion. 
And with what face can gentlemen tell me that 
ithe combined power of this Government cannot 
i Suppress a grievance which is acknowledged to 
exist? What did Mr. Jefferson propose to do by 
i his individual power? He pledged himself to 
i suppress this evil before he entered upon his office; 
i and he did suppress it. 
I will not read the report of the Senator from 
; Missouri [Mr. Benton] but refer to a passage or 
i two, and see how it squares with this report, in 
| which honorable gentlemen say, in regard to these 
| officers, that the people are delighted to trust them, 
in blind confidence, with all their rights and func- 
i tions. And what said the Senator from Missouri, 
; when, ina different position from his present one, 
he was a leader in the Opposition? : 
“ That the whole of this great power will center in the 
i President. The King of England is the fountain of honor: 
; the President of the United States the source of patronage. 
He presides over the entire system of jobs and contracts. 
i He has power over tbe support of the individuals who ad- 
| minister the system. He makes and unmakes them. Ee 
chooses from the circle of bis friends and supporters, and 
may disiniss them; and, upon all the principles of human 
| action, will dismiss them, as often as they disappoint his 
expectations. His spirit will animate their actions in all the 
| elections to State and Federal offices. Again, we must then 
| look forward to the time when the public revenué will be 
doubled, when the civil and military officers will be quad- 
rupled, when its influence over individuals will be miti- 
plied to an indefinite extent, when the nomination. of the 
President can carry any man through the Senate, and his 


recommendation ean earry any-measure through the two 
| Houses of Congress; when the ‘principle of public action 
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will be open and avowed: the President wants my vote, 
` ang I want-his patronage ; 1 will vote as-he wishes, and he 
: will give me the office I wish for. What will this be but 
_ the Government of. one man,.and what‘is,the Government 
` of ohe man but a monarchy? Names are nothing.” 


Perliaps 1 have satisfied the Senate in reading 
: from‘all the wige objections to this report, and I 
“now put it to gentlemen: whether it would’ not 
“be proper for them, if they will not censure this 
report, to declare their disapprobation of what 
“the Senator from Missouri expressed on this sub- 
-ject in 1828. Such were his sentiments then; and 
“yet we have now declared in this report that office- 
jolders are not in conflict with the people; and 
more: the report has argued (page 4) that the pat- 
ronage of the Government is a disadvantage to 
those in Office, and that, on the whole, they would 
be better without patronage. But, if it is so, let 
them cease’ to exercise it. They say these offi- 
“cers have notinterfered. Sir, is not this erroneous, 
‘and in the face of the fact throughout the coun- 
‘try? Where have these gentlemen been? All 
“these officers aré continually engaged in the elec- 
“tións everywhere, Every officer of this Govern- 
ment is an electioneering outpost. Sir, l- would 
‘Not discuss the matter in the face of a fact of that 
“kind. Thére are twelve thousand postmaésters, 
‘ofwhich, perhaps; one thousand makea peetiniary 
“sacrifice for the office, and I usually take it for 
granted that where there is-an act of ‘self-depriv- 
ation the occupant isa Whig. But show me the 
office of which the income is $200, or more; where 
‘they are not continually tugging at electioneering 
‘for the Administration. “We have a postmaster 
-inour own little village, who is a most thorough 
electioneerer, dévoting his days ahd nights to that 
‘praiseworthy employment,-and in‘his little ca- 
‘boosé of a post office I have'found electioneering 
interferences, which the:Konotable gentlemen of 
“the committee must havebéen åble'to discover if 
“they had been on the spote ™AttKé times of elec- 
"tions, the"office is unusivally¥itumbered with 
-electioneering pamphlets: PF have seen the room 
crowded all up with ‘s ad@ressds tothe Republi- 
"can party,” calling on the pedple-of the United 
States to-support this Administratiow:—‘[Laugh- 
‘ter.] After a public meeting at the Capitol; scraps 
-from General Jackson, the Globe, &c.; were 
“served up ‘as a cold hash for breakfast, and: Were 
‘vent forth to the country as the manifesto of the 
Republican party. I cast my eyes around the 
“post office, and there, in staring capitals, were to 
[e seen, “ Glorious Triumph Y?” “ The erect De- 
‘mocracy have carried Constantinople”? ‘Grand 
news from Alabama!’’ “ The Democratic party 
“in the ascendenicy!”’ “One hundred guns!” and 
“there present, with his wand, was the master of 
‘these cabalistics, putting the question, ‘Will you 
not vote for the Democratic party?” He was ad- 
vocating the principle which the party once 
“avowed, ‘* Principle in proportion to interest!” 
And now I put it to Senators whether any one 
‘will rise-in his place and say, on his honor, that 
“Ne believes Federal officers do not pay a tax, pro 
“rata, for electioneering purposes, Will any gen- 
tleman even say that he doubts it? [No sign.] I 
donot yet assert it, but do we not know it? Ido 
“not especially urge this as an attack on the present 
Administration, but it is in the nature of these 
things when they are underinstructions from high 
quarters to that effect. The Senator from New 
“York says itis the duty of office-holders to inter- 
fere in elections. _ ; . . 
Mr. WALL. There is nothing of that in the 
report, ` ` , 
Mr. PRESTON. I have just read it to the 
‘Senate. AndtheSenatorfrom Pennsylvaniasays, 
if he were President, he would appoint officers of 
his own political principles. 
_ Mr, BUCHANAN, in a low tone, was under- 
Stood to say cither that he should not be President, 
or that he did not make the supposition that he 
might be President. 
| Mr. PRESTON. May be so; but the gentle- 
“man ‘represented it as the duty of the President 
to appoint men only of his own principles. And 
what then? He would have none in office but 
men. of his patty. And then what? He would 
have ove hundred thousand men bought and paid 
„for, imbued with the spirit and principles of one 
“man. And will gentlemen say that all this would 


“give the party no support? “Wil they say they i| people. He says that this restriction of execu- 
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‘would have lost ground notwithstanding? Ay, | 
sir, and but for these, how long ago would their 
poet: stronghold at New. York have been 
rokenup? What has been done there with their 
| millionsat the custom-house, which have at length 
‘proved unavailing? And U hope that in spite of 
these myrniidons, they will effectually storm that 
fortress, and that the party are doomed by the 
handwriting already on the wall. 7 o o5 > 
Sir, I had hoped, from the growing wegkne 
of the party in power, they would haye manites 
a disposition to reform. “But this’ report gl 
i that prospect, and there is again every cause’ of. 
alarm. Ihave seen that their ultimate purposes, | 
when matured and manifested,. cannot bat révoilt 
| every honest and patriotic mind; and I say there 
‘is a natural condemnation in our.bosoms of the 
interference of office-holders in elections. No man 
really approves it. And I will venture to say 
that there is no gentleman now on this floor who | 
will say in terms that he approves it: ‘There is 
‘an impropriety which we ourselves feel, if we 
‘would but announce it, in entering the canvass 
‘for the purpose of sustaining or prolonging our | 
power. But all the principles of liberty on this 
“subject come from the minority for the time 
“béing, and they are in uniform contrast with the 


tive officers is a tribute to English despotism; and 
so, in the same way, would our restrictions be a 
tribute to office-holders.” English liberty says 
the wolf shall be caged; but the gentleman says, 
no; keep down the iron bars; he is a part of the 
flock. English despotism! `- - 

I know, sir, it has been.a trick with certain 
politicians of this country to denounce anything 
that is English. But I have not the heart to de- 
nounce the native country of liberty, which has 
erected the proudest and most glorious temple of 
freedom of any country in Europe. She is an old 
nation, proud in arms, and has long battled in the 
‘cause of liberty through blood and carnage. And 
she has propagated it in this country. Think 
you that we should have found it without her ? 
Hers was the native soil of our freedom and our 
‘blood. And did it ever stagnate in our veins or 
blanch in the fight? No, sir, no; wherever it is 
found, in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America; where 
Lever the sun has blazed upon it, its native tint 
| remains indelible, and we still feel proud of our 
blood, and honored from our illustrious ancestors. 
| And yet you say they have fought for despotism 
i there, while in effect you are so making manacles 
for our people as no one there dare do. Since 
the time of Walpole, no English Minister would 


— 


“doctrines of the report of the Senator from New |! have dared to present such a report as this. He 
Jersey. could not have done it and retained his place. 
Sly, in what condition do we find: ourselves in || The King of England, from the house of Hano. 
“regard to the question of patronage? It became |! ver, whose German notions were not yet oblit- 


‘the daty of a distinguished member from South || erated, denounced the bill restricting his execu- 
Carolina {Mr. Carnoun] to examine into and to || tive officers, and called ita villainous bill; and the 
report on the power of the Executive, and its || King’s language in this was the language of a 
alarming increase within a few years, and, in || King. But the Commons and the people held a 
doing that, he pointed out the various sources of || different language, and determined that the King 
this power, and spoke of this very source as en- || should take the bill, villainous though it might 
i dangering the liberties of the country. In this || be. 
report the subject was more expanded than in And when sùch was the language of the Brit- 
j that of the Senator from Missouri; and it was || ish Commons, what is said of a British lord, with 
made eight years afterwards, when Executive || blue ribbons? One instance of the interference 
pwa had assumed a more fearful aspect. [Mr. i| of the Executive with the elective franchise was 
read some passages from this report, in which || brought before the Commons in this wise, 
it was said that so long as offices were considered (Mr. P. read from history, that the almoner of 
„as a public trust, they were filled with those who || the Queen in the county of Worcester wrote to 
would best and most faithfully perform the duties || several of his friends, soliciting them to oppose 
of office; but that gradually a great change had |! the election of one of the candidates for Parlia- 
been effected, so that a faithful performance of || ment. ‘The Commons voted that this was a vio- 
duty no longer assured an appointment to office, |f lation of the liberty of the people, and asked the 
“or a continuance in it; and it might in truth be || Queen to dismiss the offender from office; and the 
‘said that the expenditures of the revenue had be- || Queen dismissed him accordingly. Mr. P. also 
come corrupt and subservient to corruptions.] read anotherexample of the kind, which occurred 
_ Sir, there are twenty passages of this kind, but |] in 1779, when an executive officer was detected, 
‘I will not consume the time of the Senate in ad- || in the county of Southampton, taking part in the 
verting to them. They are full of wisdom; and || election; and when the case was brought before 
yet all this is now denounced which it was the |; the House of Commons, Lord North, remarked 
policy of this bill to carry into practical, effect, || that it was a case in regard to. which there was 
and ıt is declared unconstitutional, unwise, and |{ no great cause for alarm; and instantly, on all 
tyrannical. | sides of the Fouse, the remark was followed by 
Mr. P. further remarked that this report was || such indignant clamors and uproar that Lord 
made five years ago; that the rapidly increasing |; North was compelled to explain; and the FTouse 
patronage of the Government was then held up j forthwith adopted a resolution that it was'highly 
as greatly alarming; that from the Administra- || criminal for an exccutive officer to. use his office 
j tion of Mr. Adams to that time, which was nine |; in influencing elections to Parliament. ] 
years, there had been an increase of annual ex- 


penditure from $12,000,000 to $25,000,000; and 


| Thus, under what gentlemen call a despotic 
, Government, were the liberties of the people 
now, in five years more, it had increased to |; jealously guarded and protected; and wherever 
| $40,000,000. And now, with such an increase || there is power and patronage and interference of 
before us, will gentlemen tell us that there is no || this kind, they are part and parcel of the-Gov- 
| danger from this source, and that it is wrong to | ernment. Even there, an interference in elections 

guard against it? They have heard the testimony | by a letter of an officer of the Crown was held an 
| of Mr. Jefferson, of De Witt Clinton, of Andrew u indignity, and the silence of Lord North in regard 
Jackson, and of others distinguished among 


|i to it has consecrated it to us as the evidence of 
themselves, and now, if they sanction the doc- ;; the genuine spirit of British liberty. . Sir, I call 
trines and principles of this report, they will sub 


on Senators to place some mark of their reproba- 
| vert all that these gentlemen have said on this; tion on the REE has ooh submitten ous. 
| subject. pete u| Mr. President, I did not feel myself called on 
7 "Bat, sir, I will take higher ground than all this. |; to support the bill, because for that task I deemed 
All the essential principles of liberty known in || the ability of the Senator from Kentucky abun- 
the history of our ancestors, are repugnant to the |, dant; and I should not now have troubled. the 
abomitable principles of this report. Well and f Senate, but that I was alarmed at the doctrines 
consistently did the gentleman act in flouting and l of this report, and at the fact that gentlemen ver 
repudiating the free doctrines of our European ; about to send them through the country as the 
ancestors, Well does it eee nima unae a i pauan a ofthe peN in pawr, on T 
de ti yernment, to denounce a contro ii inten o act, gent emen Q so, the pe a5 1è 
: of publio e when monarchical Eu- i will be forewarned and forearmed; and, kpowins 
| rope, with its Kings and its despotic laws, yet !; the purposes of those in power, they will e 
| impose fetters on theirexccutive officers for the ti sufficiently notified that they ought to eo 
ecurity of popular rights, and the gentleman si; alert against them; and i£ they do not then efen 
l mind is all on fire in behalf of the American Gov- í! their liberty, it will only be another proof thar 

ernment and its liberties, as the liberties of the li it is not tyrants who make slaves, but slaves who 

d make tyrants. 
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POLITICS.. l 
OF HON. JOHN POPE, 
Or KENTUCKY, ` 
In tHe House: or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 15, 1839, 
On the bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
“is "" o matie service for the year 1839. K 

“Mr. POPE said: | 

Mr. Cnairktmay: I hope that no apology is ne- 
eessary on my part for addressing the committee 
„at this time at large on the several topics of pub- 
lic policy and political principles to which the 
attention of the country has been called.in our 
debates, here and elsewhere, and in the public 
journals. My colleague, [Mr. Cuampers,] the 
able and faithful chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, knows that I have remained at my post, 
late and early, to aid him to obtain the action of 
the Hlouse in favor of the poor and humble and 
suffering citizens who have fair demands on our 
justice; and the chairman of the Committce of 

ays and Means, of which I am a member, will 
have the candor to admit that I have not taken 
a course to impede his Administration measures, 
whether I concurred with him or not. I have 
been ever willing to afford hima fair opportunity 
to present them, with his views, to the consider- 
ation of the House and nation. In order that 
the necessary public business might be done at 
this short session, I have abstained from wasting 
time in useless debate on’ plain and unimportant 
subjects, and I would exhort gentlemen of the 
logal profession, who so often hammer us for two 
or three hours, like an ignorant jury, on trite 

uestions, to believe that those of us who are not 
fond of speaking merely for the sake of speaking 
have some small stock of sense and information 
ag well as themselves. 

Tam inclined to present my views on the polit- 
cal state of the nation, and the principles and 
measures involved in. the approaching contest, 
not only to this Flouse and the public, but to my 
immediate constituents, to whom [ am dircetly 
responsible, and before whom I am to appear at 
the approaching election in August next. Itis 
my duty to treat them with fairness and candor, 
to explain my position here, and to give them 
my opinion on public affairs. The crisis is deeply 
interesting to every American citizen, and requires 
every man to speak out with decision, calmness, 
and truth. A man of observation, who takes a 
survey of the present state of things in this coun- 
try, will be surprised to discover that questions 
of policy, constitutional law, and all subjects 
connected with the course of the National Gov- 
ernment, are less settled and more afloat than 
forty or forty-five years ago, when our present 
Constitution was first putinto practical opcration. 
The power to protect navigation, manufactures, 
and agricultural productions, by duties on foreign | 
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articles, even mere discriminating duties, or boun- |! 


ties on fishing vesscls in the northeast, that great 
nursery of seamen to man our Navy, the right 
arm ofour national defense, is denied. The power | 
to establish a national bank, declared to be neces- 
sary by the wise, patriotic, and godlike Congress | 
of 1780, that of 1791, of 1816, and of 1832, ap- 
pord by Washington, Hamilton, Gallatin, Dal- | 
as, Crawford, Madison, and a host of others, i 
the most enlightened statesmen of our country, is 
also denied, and the institution denounced as 
dangerous and wicked, after a successful experi- | 
ment of forty years. Yes, sir, the political men | 
of yesterday boldly denounce the great, wise,and | 
good men who have gone before us, the authors 
of our independence and founders of our Repub- 
lic, as incompetent to construe the Constitution, 
the work of their own hands, or to judge of the 
utility of such an institution as a fiscal agent and 
a check on the excessive issues of a paper cur- 
yency. The scattering fires and random shots 


constantly kept up by the different parties at each 


other render it difficult for a stranger, or even for |j 


ourselves, to understand with definite clearness 
the questions in issue between them, or the lead- 
ing principles involved in the mighty straggle 
now pending before the great jury of the Ameri- 
can people. 


I am constrained, Mr. Chairman, to express 


„in reference to this subject. 


amy high approbation of the manner in which. my 
colleague, [Mr. Murray,] the other day, made 


| the best defense I have heard of the course of the 


Administration, It is just to say to him, if he has 
not convinced me of the soundness of his views, 
and correctness of the facts he has asserted, that 
his course in this debate has been marked by that 
decorum and propriety which ought to charac- 
terize this representative body... He has not ap- 
plied to. his adversaries offensive epithets or un- 
popular names, or dealt in mere denunciation of 
his political opponents; -he has not substituted 
the terms Democrats, Whigs, or Federalists, for 
argument. He has considered the two great par- 
ties which now divide the country as supporters 
and opponents of the Administration. Those who 
believe, as he does, that the principles and meas- 
ures of this Administration are sound and will 
conduce to the preservation of the public liberty 
and to advance the general prosperity, ought to 
support it; and it is the duty of those who enter- 
tain a contrary opinion to oppose it. A gentle- 
man, by calling himself a Democrat or a Whig, 
does not prove the course of the Administration 
right or wrong, The tendency of the principles 
and measures of the Administration is to be shown 
by reason, argument, and fact, and not by mere 
names and electioncering slang. When I hear 
members of this House talk of Democrats and 
Democracy, to prove one party right and the 
other wrong, J am reminded of a conversation I 
had with Mr. Gideon Granger, a citizen of Con- 
necticut, thirty years ago, when Postmaster Gen- 
eral under Mr. Jefferson, 

In one of the newspapers there was an account 


of a large meeting of the people of New Haven, | 


in that State, indicating an intention to resist the 


embargo law; but before they proceeded to busi- | 


ness, some of the reverend clergy were called on 


to say grace over them. J expressed my surprise | 


to Mr. Granger that the clergy should give open 
countenance to an insurrection against the laws. 


| Friend Pope,” answered he, ‘youdon’tknow us | 


Yankees; whatever we do, whether we work for 
God or the devil, we do it all in the name of the 
Lord.” And some gentlemen scern to imagine that 
whether the Administration works for the good 
of the people or the ruin of the people, for God 
or the devil, all their doings can be sanctificd in 
the name and by the high priest of Democracy. 
A man in my own State of some intelligence, 
many years ago, made a deep impression on me 
He told me that a 
son of his, a distinguished citizen of Tennessee, 
from the commencement of his career in life, had 
determined to act on the assumed ground that the 
people were to be fooled by somebody, and that 
aman was a fool who did not fool them for his 


own advantage. And not many years ago, I ad- | 


dressed the people at.what is called a candidate’s 
meeting, and explained my views of a national 
bank, besides touching on other topics. In the 
evening, after the people had dispersed, a warm 


personal friend of mine, of good talents, whom | 


I considered, as everybody else did, among the 
most thorough-going Democrats, rode with me a 


observed that the world supposed me to have 
much more sense than him; but, said he, they are 
mistaken, you have not half my sense. You talk 


about a national bank, give large national and | 
extended views of the benefits and utility of such | 
an institution, but very few of your hearers can ; 


appreciate the merits of what you consider states- 
manlike argument. Now, says he, I go for De- 
mocracy and Government, or treasury people’s 
bank. I have no faith, said he, in this Democra- 
cy, butitis the road to success, I tell you, I 


have no faith in it, but I am determined to go for į 


Democracy, and no fellow shall out-Democrat me. | 


He assured me that he would support me, when 
a candidate, whether I was right or wrong, but 
he must condemn my opinions before the people, 
for J tell you, said he, that I don’t intend to be 
beaten at the game of Democracy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no particular objection 
tothe word Democrat, Whig, or Federalist. Gen- 


| tlemen are at liberty to assume any name they 


please; but I protest against the use of any such 
epithets to prove a measure right or wrong. Te 
had been, and ever should be, democratic in his 
feelings and actions towards his fellow-men. He 


against it. 


had never oppressed the poor, or. dealt hardly 


with them; and in his public course, both in the 


‘Kentucky. Legislature and in Congress, he had 


beer uniform in defending the fair claims of the 
actual and bond fide settlers of our new lands. He 
was in favor ọfa kind and liberal policy towards 
the poorer classes, who, unable to purchase lands 
at high prices in:the old and. rich States, had mi- 
grated to the new and unsettled. regions of the 
Woest.. Some of his public acts may have been 
wrong, and some of his opinions, and especially 
about a national bank, were called: by many Fed- 
eral, He had formed his opinion on that subject 
at an early period of his congressional career, 
after profound consideration and an earnest in- 
quiry after truth. He had maintained that opinion 
through good and evil repert, and had discovered 
no good reason to changeit. Whether his opinion 
was. called Federal or Democratic, was a matter 
of indifference to him; and he had little respect 
for a man who was afraid to.obey the conviction 
of his understanding, lest he should be. called.Fed- 


_eralist, Whig, Democrat, or anything else. . Let 


every man be persuaded in hig own mind that he 
is right, and go ahead. 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I like the course 
of my colleague in recognizing but two parties— 
the party for the Administration, and the party 
Those who disapprove of the princi- 
ples and measures of the Administration owe it 
to themselves, their country, and their immediate 
constituents, to put in good and substantial pleas 


| in bar to their continuance in power with a veri- 


fication, and to sustain their pleas by proof and 
argument at the bar of the nation, There are, 
however, some other parties or squads of parties 
that merit a passing notice. I hear of a State- 
rights party, whose creed I would be as much at 
a loss to define as that of the Mormon party of 
the far West. I do not know any anti-State- 
rights men anywhere. If there are such, I know 
them not. I have heard of anti-Masonic party; 
and we-have an abolition party, more dangerous 
in its character, tendepcy, and objects than any 
which has arisen since the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment—a party which threatens to weaken, if 
not destroy, our Union, disturb our domestic tran- 
quillity, and shake the foundation of private prop- 
erty. Until lately, I have been disposed to receive 
their petitions without attaching much import- 
ance to them; but I am now satisfied that no such 
petitions, tending to engender discord here, and 
disturb.the general tranquillity, ought to be re- 
ceived. -I had not before this felt any serious 
concern about this matter, for I have never known 
a Yankee emigrant to the South or Southwest to 
set a slave free. A very cultivated and intelligent 
gentleman from New Hampshire settled in my 
neighborhood about twelve or fourteen years ago, 
and was at first clamorous and rude in his re- 
marks about slaves and slaveholders. After he 
had been with us two or three years, he took a 
fancy to a fine widow, a friend of mine, who had 
some very valuable slaves. Some of her coun- 


i; selors were opposed to the match, and she, know- 
| ing that I was very much disposed to encourage 
few miles, and in the course of our conversation, `; 


matrimony, and that I would advise her to do 
precisely what she wanted to do, conversed with 
me. upon the subject. Having never indulged or 
excited prejudices against Yankees, I told her 
that the first article in their creed was to provide 
well for their household; that he would make a 
good husband, and urged her to marry him, which 
she did, and their union has been fortunate and 
happy; and he has never, I believe, said one word 
about abolition from that day to this, He is a 
good husband, and a much better master than 
most of us, for he gets twice as much labor out 
of his slaves as I ever could. 

Mr. Chairman, about the close of the last war 
I felt proud that we had at the city of New Or- 
leans a military chieftain who, by his bravery 
and military skill, defended our soil against the 
finest army that ever crossed the Atlantic, and 
shed a luster on our national character. About 
the same time, I was gratified to learn that we 
had an enlightened statesman, an intellectual 
Hercules, at the head of the American mission at 
Ghent, sent to negotiate a treaty of peace with 
Great Britain, who, with the weapons of reason 
and argument, vanquished the first statesmen of 
the British empire onthe contested question about 
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the fishing rights and privileges of the Americans 
on our northeastern coasts and. seas... The Brit- 
ish commissioners. contended that, according to 
the law of nations, the treaty. of 1783, by which 
our fishing rights and privileges were acknowl- 
edged and secured,- was abrogated by the war of 
1812. My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Ap- 
ams] admitted the general rule setiled by the law 
of nations in regard to ordinary. treaties, but in- 
sisted that, as these-fishing rights and privileges 
_existed and were enjoyed before the peace of 
. 1783, they were not abrogated by the war; that 
it was not a debatable question; and he ultimately 
silenced the British pretensions in relation. to the 
fisheries. i 
: Ten years ago I read a letter of that gentleman 
[Mr. Apams] on this.question; and have reviewed 
ita second time during the present session, among 
the most able‘and eloquent productions of his or 
any other pen. Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. 
_P.,) before that gentleman presents any more pe- 
titions for the abolition of slavery, I beseech him 
to. review that letter, and see if his argument will 
not bear with great force on the slavery question; 
. because slavery existed not only before our Con- 
-stitution was formed, but before the peace of 1783 
or.the Articles of Confederation, . If our fishing 
rights.and privileges were not abrogated by war, 
and. were not debatable, because they existed 
and were enjoyed before the. Revolution, upon 
what ground can our northern, brethren claim the 
-right to petition, or in any way disturb, the insti- 
tution of slavery? Sir, I must deny that slavery 
isa grievance of which the people of the free States 
have any right to complain by petition, or to ask 
the interference of Congress. ‘The President has 
called on us for severe laws and a million dollars 
to. prevent our people from interfering in the af- 
fairs of Canada, when it is known that Upper 
Canada is a place of refuge for our fugitive slaves; 
and when they get there, neither the people nor 
the British authorities will have them surrendered 
to their owners.. Mr. P. said that he did not think 
the British Government, in relation to Upper Can- 
ada, had much claim on us to use extraordinary 
means to protect it from the interference of our 
citizens. He was willing to do what our charac- 
` ter as a nation, and our amicable relations with 
that Power, demanded, to maintain neutrality; 
but it seemed to him that the slave States of this 
Union had as high claims to the protecting au- 
thority of the President and Congress against the 
abolition schemes of the North. If the slave and 
free States were separate communities, combina- 
tions, if permitted in the free States to disturb the 
slave institutions of the South, would be deemed 
just cause of war: and now that they are united 
by political compact, one leading object of which 
` was to preserve our internal peace and tranquillity, 
. ought not the President, in his message which 
expressed so much solicitude about Canada, to 
have called on Congress, if not the free States, to 
exert their whole constitutional power to suppress 
all combinations against our internal peace; and, 
if necessary, to have placed a force on Mason and 
Dixon’s line, to enforce neutrality in relation to 
our slave property? 

Mr. P., with some pleasantry, remarked, tha 
if he could be assured that he would be reélected 
next August to this House without opposition, 
he believed he would make a tour through the 

“northern and eastern States, and deliver lectures 
to them on this very interesting subject, and ex- 
hort them to-pause before they cut asunder the 
ties of interést, amity, and blood, by which this 
great and rising nation was united; and he would 


„more especially appeal to the ladies, who, by art- | 


ful addresses to their finer sympathies, had been 
induced to take a warm and active part in behalf 
of the slaves of the South. : 

At this moment Mr. Porn was arrested in his 
remarks in relation to abolition, as he had been 
‘once before, by a call to order, on the ground that 
he was departing from the matter under debate, 
and that the question of abolition was nota de- 
batable subject. 

Mr. P. disavowed any intention to discuss the 
question of abolition, and had only designed to 
present to the committee, in a concise manner, his 
view of this right of petition. He, however, ac- 
quiesced in the decision of the Chair, and, with 
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Mr. P. assured the committee that. nothing but 
a strong solicitude to present this right of petition 
-in its true aspect could-have prompted him. to this 
-departure from the usual course of debate. He 
would now call the attention of the committee to 
those principles and measures of. this Adminis- 
tration in issue between the two contending par- 
ties, here and in the nation. My colleague, and 
other friends of the Administration, not content 
with defending their measures and- principles, 
chave, to make out their case, gone back for years 
to assail the measures and opinions of other men, 
and especially those supposed to be candidates 
for the next Presidency. All this seems. to me to 
be irrelevant. : We are not here, or ought not to 
be, engaged in making or unmaking Presidents, 
We are here discussing the principles. and meas- 
ures of public concern. The-conduct.of the Ad- 
-ministration,.and their principles, are arraigned 
‚at the bar of the public. Is ita fair or legitimate 
defense to say that other men have done wrong, 
_and been in favor of bad measures? Coulda judge, 
impeached at the bar of this House, screen him- 
self by. telling us that other men had done wrong, 
and that,if he was removed, another ag bad would 
be appointed in his place? Would it do for :a 
Representative on this floor, when censured by 
his constituents, to tell them that they must select 
him, because, although he had acted badly, and 
had abused the trust reposed in him, another 
would do as bad, or worse ? that those who were 
opposed to him, and found fault with his conduct, 
-were not Democrats, but rag-barons, aristocrats, 
&c.? Would this be a fair and honorable defense? 


* If permitted to examine the right of petition to the ex- 
tent contended for, Mr. Pore would have insisted on the 
impregnable ground assumed by Mr. Apams in relation to 
the fisheries, and ultimately assented to by Grear Britain, 
that the rights and privileges which existed and were en- 
joyed before the foundation of this Confederacy,and recog- 
nized by the articles or compacts of union, did not admit of 


within the scope, right, or intent of petition in its broadest 
plies the existence of a grievance of which the petitioners 


it is addressed to afford the relief called for; and F might 
contend with force nnd plausibility that the subject and ob- 
ject of the petition ought to be consistent with the peace 
and safety of the nation. Mr. P. could never adinit that any 
set of men had the unconditional, unrestricted right, under 
color of the right of petition, to cast firebrands into this Hal) 
tending to sap the foundation of our social harmony and 
political union. Ft ìs monstrous to contend that the time of 
this [Jouse must be wasted, and our deliberations disturbed 
by such vain if not wicked efforts. The Representatives of 


exercise their sound discretion under the high responsibility 
whieh they owe to their country and constituents. Lf the 
į free and siave States were separate communities, could the 
free States, co ant with the principles of international 
law, permit societies and combinations to be organized 
within their limits to interrupt the peace and property of 
their neighbors? Would it not be cause of war? Mr, P. 
would, if he could address the single ladies of New Eng- 
land, endeavor to give their finer feelings and sympathies 
another direction. He would hold a very different language 
to them from that which they so often bear from puritanical 
j leewurers, who appeal to their sympathie: 
in behalf of the imaginary sufferings of the southern slav 
Mr. P. would telt them that he had lived in the far We 
that those terille regions abounded with active, enterpris 


rather s as and he would with sincerity aud zeal exhort 
the ladies of the East to turn a deaf earto the idle tales and 
| appeals of the artiul agents of the Abolitionists, and take 
up their mareh to the West. They wouid soon, do doubt, 
get gocd husbands in those new regions, and will render 
| jnore essential service to this great and rising Republic in 
| raising up good Democrats to fight the future battes for lib- 
erty and their coumry, than ju sending petitions here to 
wound the feelings of their southern friends and brethren. 
Mr: P. regretted that the ruies established at We present 
i on precluded him from presenting his views more ta 
|| extenso ontiis subject of abolition. Negroslavery, whether 
| right or wrong, whether for good or for evil, had been so 
|| long incorporated into onr system, that it must be left to the 
! operation of causes hidden from human, ken, and to the 
| inysterious plans of a wise Providence—not to be seen even 
ii through a glass darkly, Let every citizen of this Republic 
i 
i 
ti 
j 
i 
| 
i 
i 


remember, with deep concern, that this isa most deticate 
- and dangerous topic, and cannot be touched without hazard 


would have declared bis d probation of the lust resoju- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. ATHER- 
!-ron,] because by implication it seemed to concede the right 
| to present abolition petitions, instead of retusing to receive 
them. Iris the duty of this House, Mr. P. would have ìn- 


1 

f to our peace and union, prosperity and happiness. 
t 
t 


itions would and could not be received, because they 


debate or controversy, and were not grievances coming ; 
sense. ‘I'he right of petition for redress of grievances im- | 


have a right to complain, and a power in the body ta which | 


the people must on this as on all other subjects of petition, | 


ing, and promising young men 3 that young ladies. were | 


Mr. P. : 


sisted, to tell the Abolitionists in a decided tone that‘their H 


sand their pockets | 


| 
| Government, 
t 


Would a people of common sense, with ordinary 
concern aboutthe administration of publicaffairs, 
listen to a defense of this sort?: „Certainly not. 
The course. of argument pursued by these gentle- 
men would prove too much; it would prove that 
this Administration and themselves ought to be 
perpetuated in power, whether they did right-or 
wrong, ; i Ra en She 

Now, the true question. is, are the principles 
and measures of this. Administration right? have 
the. public affairs been fairly and honestly admin- 
istered ? and is it not necessary that the Admin- 


| istration should be changed, to correct and reform 
| those abuses, blunders, and the derangement of 


pur currency and other branches of.the public 
j service, which have occurred. ynder this Admin- 
istration? . When gentlemen tali of aristocrats, 
bankites, &c., I really do not understand them in 
-reference.to. the people of the district I represent. 
In the five connues comprising that district, there 
is no bank,.or branch of any, bank; nor. do I 
snow that there.is $10,000 of bank stock held in 


ifthe ‘district. There are no very wealthy men 


there, an@ kutfew.so poor as notato have ithe 
reasonable comforts of life. They. are farmers 


li generally, witha portion engaged: in, other, pur- 
i} Suits. j is t 


I'hey constitnte. the industrious middle 
class of society, which, im all countries, is the 
most. virtuous, happy, and independent class=- 
the salt of the earth. We haye.no public officers 
among us, ¢XcepL postmasters with small in- 
comes. No public money. is expended: there. 
. We pay our full proportion of the revenue; mare 
than South Carolina; and more, in proportion to 
our population, than any of the southern States 
east of the Alleghany. The. people do not com- 
plain of all this, if no more is drawn from them 
than is necessary, and fairly expended. They 
ask nothing from this Government butgood laws, 
good money, and that their money may not be 
stolen or plundered by unfit and unfaithful of- 
cers and agents. : Corer ` 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a mere partisan here, 
nor do J indulge any unkind feelings towards the 
President, or those in power, or those who sup- 
port the Administration. 1 do not predicate my 
course here on the ground that gentlemen of éither 
party are enemies to our republican. institutions 
or their country. I should be very unwilling to 
indulge any such uncharitable opinion of those 
who may happen to differ from'me in my polit- 
ical views. We know that the best republicans 
become spoiled and corrupted by too long enjoy- 
ment. of power. They too often feel power and 
forget right, and become aliens in some degree to 
that republican spirit and feeling which animated 
them before they came into power. We know, 
too, that adversity in boih private and public life 
is the school of virtue, and tends to purify those 
who have been too much exalted by prosperity or 
long continuance in authority. Jt is well known 
that in England the Whigs, after long contending 
with zeal and sincere patriotism for the power and 
privileges of Parliament and the people, against 
the prerogatives and usurpations of the Crown, 
have often, after ousting a Tory Ministry, and 
getting into power, turned Tories in principle and 
practice; and the Tories, stripped of power, and 
identified with the popular party, have, in time, 
in their turn become Whigs. Such is human 
nature, and such the course of human affairs; and 
occasional changes of the high executive officers 


jot the Government may be justly deemed the 


great conservative principle of freedom, I believe 
that a change of this Administration is essential 
to the healthy action of the body-politic, and ne- 
cessary to restore the constitutional balance of the 
I'am willing to sce the Whigs 
come into power; after being so long out, they 
will, probably, administer the Government well 
fora while. I have no confidence in their extraor- 
dinary purity or infallibility, nor do I know that 
I shall be one of their party if they getin. Ishall 
give no pledges. To me itis matter of no indi- 
vidual concern who is in or out. Lact, and shail 
continue to act, under the influence of public 
considerations and public duty. Some material 
srrors will, I expect, be corrected, and abuses 
reformed. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot approve the principles 
and measures of this Administration, so far as 
they have been developed since I took my sest in 
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“the present Congress. ‘Permit’ me'te gay to gen- 
‘tlemen’ of the Whig party, that they will confuse 
‘thé public mind’ by making too many points in 
‘their cause, some of them’ irrelevant and unten- 
“able; and others of -a dowbotful character and not 
‘to be depended on iù a great‘contest of principle. 
When‘ I first came'to the bar; I was'in the habit 
of urging to the jury many points when two ör 
“three Would have been sufficient. Fever found 
that course unfortunate; my adversary met and 
defeited me on my weakest ground, and the àt- 
tention of ‘the jury was too often divérted' from 
the true questionat issue, Experiénce soon dem- 
onstrated to me that, if my cause was good, the 
‘most honest and best policy was ‘to: select my 
‘strong pein and press them, unobge¢ured by im- 
‘material matters, on the attention of the jury. I 
must be permitted to say to gentlemen’ of the Op- 
position, if their cause is good, honesty and fair- 
“ness is the best policy. I would advise that good 
‘and substantial pleas in bar to the continuance of 
the present-men in power should be put in, and 
‘verified by proof and srzaméht: 
I will now endeavor to place before tRis House 
and the people the principles contended for by the 
` President and his friends. By the third section 
of the second article of the Constitution, it is pro- 
vided that the President shall, from time to time, 
give to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, and recommend to their consideration 
‘such measures as he shall judge necessary and 
expedient. This is the only grant of power to 
‘the President to influence, direct, or contro! the 
legislative action of Congress in advance. After 
Congress has acted, and presented a bill to the 
President for his approval, he is authorized to 
consider it,and may return it with his objections, 
which can only be overruled by a majority of 
twothirds. With regard to measures which Con- 
gress may judge necessary and expedient for the 
good of the people, the President is not author- 
ized to prejudge or veto in advance, and hag no 
authority to. interfere until Congress shall have 
acted. To denounce a measure beforehand, to 
` prevent the action of Congress, is either an as- 
sumption of authority or an exercise of influence 
incompatible with the spirit of this free system 
` of government. The President, in his first mes- 
sage to this Congress, not content with discharg- 
ing the duty imposed on him by the Constitution, 
in recommending measures for the consideration 
of Congress, intimates an uncompromising hos- 
“tility to a national bank, and indirectly menaces 
us with a veto. If the advocates of a strict con- 
‘ struction of the Constitution, who protest against 
implied and constructive powers, can indorse this 
unauthorized assumption of the Executive, I must 
declare my dissent from it. 

The President next called on Congress for a 
bankrupt law, to annul the State banks which 
had abused their powers~banks owing their cre- 
ation to State power, and responsible only to the 
States. This appears to me the highest prerog- 
ative ever claimed for this Government over the 
sovereignty of the States, and aims a more fatal 
stab at their authority and independence than has 
been ever suggested since the origin of this Fed- 
eral Government. The alien and sedition laws 
were trifles compared with this most extravagant 

- pretension. Whether banks deriving their char- 
ters from State authority have abused or forfeited 
their charters are questions of State cognizance 
exclusively, and beyond the pale of Federal au- 
thority. The proposition advanced by the Pres- 

“ident is so obviously and , palpably monstrous, 
_ that no argument can be necessary to expose its 
_ fallacy; no reasoning has ever been advanced in 
either House. to sustain it. If the State-rights 
gentlemen can countenance for a moment this as- 
sault upon the sovereignty of the States, they 
will excuse me for declining to be of their party. 
In the second message of the President to this 
_ Congress in Decernber, 1837, he imputes the re- 
sult of the elections in New York to bank influ- 

ence, and at least indirectly impeaches the mo- 
tives of the people when acting in their highest 
sovereign capacity. Are the motives and conduct 
of the people, in the exercise of the right of self- 
government, to be questioned before any human 
tribunal? If the people are not sovereign in the 
selection of agents to manage their affairs, how, 
or where, or when is the principle of self-govern- 


| usurpations of his illustrious predecessor. 


ions of the Judiciary; but to Congress, and more 
to this House, has the Constitution assigned the 
‘power to inquire into the conduct of the judges, 
and to impeach them, if necessary and proper to 


do so. Ifthe President had suggested the pro- 
priety of repealing the power to issue the writ: of 
mandamus in. the cases referred to, I certainly 
should not find fault with him; because, Mr. Chair- 
man, I solemnly protest against the power of the 
Judiciary or the Executive to order money outof 
the Treasury of the people without the authority 
| of the Representatives of the people. Congress, 

and more especially this House, has, by the Con- 
stitution, control of the public purse. . Mr. P. 
said he had not read or considered the opinion of 
the court in the mandamus case, nor was he pre- 
pared to pronounce it right or wrong; but he was 
inclined to concur with the President, that the 

ower, if it existed, to order money out of the 

reasury by mandamus, ought to be repealed. 
The first and vital principle of free government 
held by enlightened Whigs in England. and 
America, and for which so much blood has been 
shed by our ancestors, consists in preserving to 
the representative body the exclusive guardian- 
ship and control of the public purse. 

This is the cardinal. point involved in the 
mighty political struggle now pending before the 
nation. Shall the Treasury of the people be di- 
vorced from the control of the President, and 
restored to the care of their immediate Represent- 
atives? is the great question to be decided in the 
present political contest, This is the great.con- 
servative principle which has been maintained 
for ages by the enlightened friends of freedom in 
England and this country, as the best and only 


| effectual security for the liberties of the people 


against tyranny and oppression. It is the old 
question between the friends of liberty and the 
power and privileges of Parliament and the sup- 
porters of the power and prerogatives of the 
Crown. In that contest, after a long and bloody 
struggle, the Whigs of England triumphed over 
the advocates of Executive power, as they will 
here if they will only make this the prominent 
plea in bar to the continuance of this Adminis- 
tration. I beseech gentlemen not to obscure this 
leading point by vague and indefinite talks about 
large expenditures, for which a large portion of 
the Opposition voted, or Executive patronage, 
which they have aided to increase. Mr. P. said 
that, by the removal of the deposits from the 
care of those to whom it had been confided b 

Congress, the custody and control of the pub- 


i lic funds had been wrested from the representa- 
i tive body; and this sub-Treasury scheme, urged 


upan Congress and the nation by the President 
and his friends, was intended to ee 

he 
President -and his supporters contend that the 
key of the strong box should be placed in the 


‘harids of the President and those under his im- 
mediate direction, while his opponents insigt.that 
‘the public money should be sétfided to ‘agents 
uiider the control of, and directly ‘responsible to, 


Congress. “It is, I repeat, ‘in’ exserice, the’ old 


‘question between ‘the ‘power of Parliament‘and 
royal prerogative. And I would exhort thé Op- 
position to let nothing divert the publiciattention 
from this leading and great quéstioi.° Fwshall be 
one of the last to ‘spéak in terme of disrébpect dr 
reproach of Géneral Jackson, & brave’ ian’ and’a 
patriot, who'so often staked his life for his. coun- 
try, ard shed luster on our national character. 
Few men have felt more grateful than myself for 
his public services or more admiration’ for his 
brillant achievements.: Iwas zealous afid -sin- 
cere'in my efforts to béstow on him the highest 
honor in the gift of his country. ei gr 

, While I respect this illustrious individual, ‘and 
-am ready to honor him for his déeds of valor, I 
can never indotse ‘his, assaults’: upon’ the funda- 
‘mental principles of the Constitution jand his dis- 
regard of the powers, will, and action, of the 
legislative body. With his motives I have no 
‘concern, nor do I intend to question their purity; 
but I owe it to myself, to my country, and to my 
immediate constituents; to raise my voice, on all 
proper occasions, against that arbitrary, ruinous 
measure, the removal:of the deposits: By that 
act, the wall of partition placed by the Constitu- 
tion between the legislative and executive depart- 
ments'was broken’ down, and the equilibrium of 
powerestablished by that instrument overthrown. 
It was done in defiance of the expressed will of 
the legislative body; and it was an unauthorized 
interference'with the official powers and duties of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; for which I could 
never find any justification dr apology. The 
‘public money was ‘placed in the United’ States 

ank by the Legislature, never to be removed by 


|, the Secretary without reasons, and those reasons 
| to be assigned. to Congress, instead of the Presi- 
Ident. J insist that the officer at the head of the 


Treasury, according to the true intent and spirit 
of the Constitution and laws, is the officer of 
Congress quogd the custady and management of 
the public money; and that the President could 
not rightfully direct or control the action of that 
department. The power of removal for .grogs 
misconduct does not carry with it the right to 
direct the fiscal operations of the Treasury De- 
partment. No President had ever assumed such 
direction or control; not even Washington or Jef- 
ferson, whose‘popularity enabled them to enlargo 
Executive power ‘and Influence more than any 
Presidents, until the reign of ‘General Jackson. 
By a reference to the first laws creating the sev- 
eral Departments of this Government, a marked 
difference will bé noticed between the Depart- 
ments of State, War, and the Navy, and the law 


| creating the Treasury Department; that of State, 


War, and Navy, are called Executive Depart- 
ments, and placed under the control and direction 
of the President; whereas the Treasury Depart- 
ment is not called an Executive Department, and 
the head of the Treasury is to perform such du- 
ties as shall be directed by law. This distinction 
runs through most of the State constitutions, and 
the money department is considered everywhere 
directly under the control and direction of the 
legislative body. The submission of this people 
and their representatives to this lawless inter- 
ference of the Executive with the public money, 
in defiance of legislative will, has surprised and 
mortified me more than anything which has oc- 
curred in our political history. i 
The reign of General Jackson, in many of its 
features, may be compared with that of Queen 
Elizabeth, called by the English commentatore 
the greatest of English monarchs. She mair- 
tained the most absolute authority, without losin. 
the affections of the people. By her energy an. 
skill she defeated the most formidable fleet that 
had ever sailed on the ocean, called the Spanish 
Armada, and laid the foundation of the naval 
power of England, and gave to England a rank in 
the scale of nations unknown before.. Her course 
was, in many respects, tyrannical, but her de~ 
portment was popular. She professed love for 
the people and acknowledged their liberties, but 
took care to use her own dictionary to define the 
term liberty.” Her will was, in a great “degree, 
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the law of the realm. The friends of the free 
principles of the English constitution were un- 
able to make a stand against her power and over- 
whelming influence. Jt has been well remarked 
by the historian that she obtained a lease for life 
of aibitraty powèr, and that if the force of free 
principlesan 

they were suspended during her reign. Her suc- 
cessors attempted to tread in the footsteps of their 
illustrious predecessor, without the ability, en- 
ergy, or popularity to sustain the high ground of 
royal prerogative occupied by Queen Elizabeth; 
and, after her death, the friends of freedom rose 
in all their strength, resisted the arrogant and 
tyrannical pretensions of succeeding monarchs, 
and, after a long and bloody struggle, settled the 
principles of Enlish liberty by the revolution of 
‘1688. 

General Jackson was elevated to the presiden- 
tial chair by the gratitude and affections of the 
‘American people for his heroic achievements. 
His military career, his energy and decision of 
character, his admitted patriotism, his popular 
deportment, his professed devotion to the princi- 
ples of the Constitution and the liberties of the 
people, as he took the liberty to understand them, 
gave him an ascendency over the public mind 
which rendered resistance to his administration 
vain and fruitless. The affections and admira- 
tion of the American people granted him a lease 
for his term of service to act in a great degree 
according to his own will. Besides removing the 
deposits, he exercised the veto power in a man- 
ner and to an extent unexampled in our Govern- 
ment, and beyond anything known in the histor 
of Great Britain in modern times. Indeed, it 
can hardly be presumed that such an exertion of 
the veto power bya British King would be toler- 
ated or submitted to, and the probable result 
would be rebellion and civil war. He ordered 
the public money to be removed from the place 
assigned by law, without the consent of Con- 
gress, and deposited it in the hands of bank 
agents created by State authority, and in no man- 
ner responsible to this Government. 

I will notad vert to other matters often presented 
to the consideration of the people. The present 
Administration is pledged to maintain the prin- 
ciples and measures of the last, and it is for the 
good sense of the community to decide whether 
they will adhere to the successor of General Jack- 
son in support of the measures and the principles 
to which I have adverted. Iwas born in the Old 
Dominion, and have ever been proud to claim it 
ag the land of my birth, until that State bowed in 
submission to these usurpations of the Federal 
Executive. But I was still more mortified to hear 
that this great Commonwealth had required the 
‘Senate of the nation, composed of the represent- 
catives of the States, to be degraded and humbled 
in dust and ashes at the feet of the American 
monarch, because they had dared to disapprove 
his usurpations. 
erty throughout the world must be astounded at 
the fact, that the people of Virginia, the birth- 
place of Washington, Henry, Jefferson, Mason, 
Madison, and a host of others of republican 
stamp, could look on with composure at these 
outrages on the principles of our free system, and 
in derogation of powers and privileges confided 
to the legislative body. I will not, Mr. Chair- 
man, despair of the Republic, but indulge a hope 
that there must be a political regeneration in the 
Old Dominion, and that we shall soon see on this 
floor her sons animated with the spirit of Wash- 


ington, Henry, and other friends to constitutional | 


liberty, ready to restore to Congress, and espe- 
cially to this body, their control over the public 


purse, and to rebuild the partition wall reared by | 


the founders of our system, between executive 
and legislative power. I trust we shall soon have 
a majority here who will order the original man- 
fate for the removal of the deposits to be brought 
‘to this House, and marked and branded with 
public condemnation, or burnt like the Yazoo act 
of Georgia, by fire from Heaven. When this 
solemn duty shall be performed, I will then be- 
lieve this Republic still lives in substance, as it 
came from the hands of our forefathers. 

Mer. Chairman, the President denounces corpo- 
‘rations. and associated wealth. Such slang might 


be tolerated at cross-roads or grocery taverns; but |i 


free institutions were not destroyed, | 


The enlightened friends of lib- | 


j 
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|| regard to a protective tariff nothing need now be 
|; said, because that subject has been compromised 


f 
i 
is 
f 
? 
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i| with reference to military operations or carrying 


I feel surprised and mortified to find such in a 
State par er emanating from the Chief Magistrate 
ofa great nation. It is not the language of a dig- 
nified statesman, but the slang of an electioneering 
demagogue: Whether Í agree with a President 
oF not in his views, I can respect him as the first 
officer of my Government, if his course is marked 
by dignity and propriety. In this war on corpo- 
rations and associated wealth, he only imitates a 
British tyrant, James I., or one of the Charleses, 
who, in the plenitude of his royal prerogative, 
asserted the right to annul the charters of incor- 
poration in England. I think he annulled one, 


into a surrender of their charters, and they ob- 
tained new charters from his Majesty upon the 
payment of abonus. He did not make war on 
corporations to secure the liberties or good of the 
people, but to increase the power and patronage 
of the Crown, and to fill the coffers of the King. 
Whether any higher motives influence those who 


i 
i 


t 


determine. What is meant by associated wealth 
to create prejudice or odium, Í do not understand, 
This slang either has no definite meaning, or is 
the lowest sort of Locofocoism—intended, as I 
imagine, to array the poor against the rich. A 
State, every political association or body-politic, 
is a corporation; it is associated wealth; men 


property as well as life and liberty, and for the | 
general happiness and prosperity. An incorpo- 
rated city or town is a body-politic; an associa- 
tion of wealth or property, for the better security 


|| of property, as well as life and liberty, and every | 


other blessing incident to the social state. Many | 
corporations are composed of individuals with 
small funds, who put small sums together to ac- 
complish some useful object, to which the surplus | 
capital ofno oneindividualis competent. Bridges, 
roads, insurance companies of every kind, are 
formed in this way. But I will not detain the 
committee by details on this subject. These cor- 


common interest, and are so many fixtures in the 
State, giving strength and stability to the whole 
frame of human society. , 

From the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, drawn and presented by the chairman, 
the organ to thig- House of the executive Admin- 
istration, we must infer that the Executive is 
against a tariff to protect American industry; 
against internal improvements of any kind, na- 
tional or local, including harbors. He is against 
the distribution of the public land, or its proceeds, 
among the States; he is for holding the proceeds 
i as a part of the permanent annual revenue. With 


‘and settled until the year 1842. I do not under- 

| stand that any man, of any party, is for disturb- 

i ing the question before that time. With regard 

| to Internal improvements, no discussion is neces- 

| sary, because, with the exception of two or three į 
| roads of a national character, and of great neces- 
t sity and utility, which this Government has com- 
menced, and seems to be bound in good faith to 
complete, I am not aware that any public man is 
urging on Congress or the nation the policy of 
engaging in a system of internal improvements. 
| General Jackson conceded the power to make im- 
| provements of a national character; and I believe 
' no person contends for more, and but few for that 
‘much, It may be necessary to make a few roads 


i 
| 
| 
{ 
| 


i the mail. I consider these questions of tariff and 
| internal improvements disposed of for the present. 
| If my friend from Virginia [Mr. Roperrson] will 
read a part of my speech on the bank question, 1 
1811, he will find that, although we may notagree į 
about a national bank, we are nearer together | 
' about the line of demarkation between Federal and | 
State powers than he supposes. I there contend 
that this Government ought to avoid, as far as 
possible, any agency in the interior of the States, 
and leave to them all matters of local concern, 
confining this Government to matters strictly na- 
tional. 

The President, as I have before stated, con- 
tends for a sub-Treasury to place the public mo- 


that of the city of London, and alarmed others | 


denounce corporations here, I leave to others to į 


porations, formed by many individuals, create a | 


ney under the control and in the keeping of the 
Executive and officers holding at his pleasure, 


i 


and is opposed to a national bank to be made‘our 
fiscal agent and directly responsible to Congress. 
I shall not‘at this period discuss this subject at 
large. At the called session, I presented a prop- 
osition for a national bark, reserving oné third of 
the stock to be divided among the States, and 
precluding foreign stockholders from any control 
or management of the institution, with other pro- 
visions, to be found in‘ the proceedings: of this 
House. Without discussion, that subject was 
silenced by the previous question. There never 
has been a majority in this Congress fora national 
bank, sub-Treasury, or the State bank agency. 
I must ask leave, on this occasion, to say to the 
conservative gentlemen that I cannot indorse their 
scheme of State banks, because Í have no faith 
in them; they will multiply and expand until 
they explode again. 1 may vote for them in pref- 
erence to the sub-Treasury, but it will require 
an effort.with myself to make a choice. Gentle- 
men talk much of the danger of one bank mon- 
ster which has proved useful and safe and stood 
the test for years. Now, sir, a tiany-headed 
monster of State banks is more frightful to me 
than one. We are called on to appoint at least 
twenty-six bank agents, under the authority of 
the twenty-six States, not under the control of 


i; this Government, or responsible to keep the pub- 
; | lic money. 
unite and form a State or body-politic, to secure 5 


In the city of New York half our 
revenue is collected; and suppose twelve or fificci 
millions of the national revenue deposited'in the 
New York banks, and that great State was to 
array herself against the Jaws and authority of 
this Government, and renew the scenes of nulli- 
fication, tell their banks to withhold the revenud, 
and give them a pledge of indemnity—what, sir, 
would be our condition, and how could the funds 
be reached when perhaps most wanted? I beseech 
gentlemen to weigh this matter like statesmen, 
and not sacrifice their country to preserve their 
consistency in error. Every candid man must 
perceive at once that if bank agency is necessary 
and proper for this Government, it must have the 
power, and ought to exercise it, to create a sound, 
safe, and responsible bank agent, with branches 
in every State to receive and pay out the public 


i funds, according to the directions of Congress. 


This Government, with regard to cardinal powers 
clearly and distinctly granted, ought to be inde- 
pendent in its action of any other authority, and 
the public purse should be divorced from-the con- 
trol of executive, judiciary, and every authority, 
except the representatives of tbe. people in Con; 
gress. This is the great principle for which I 
contend, and the leading question now before the 
American people. f HET 

I repeat, that I have a mortal aversion to this 
many-headed monster, the State banks; and, if I 


| should vote for any such project, it will be for no 


other purpose than to defeat another measure, the 
sub-Treasury, the leading object of which is to 
place the public purse more directly under Execr 
utive direction. There is but one right course 
about anything; the course marked out by the 
wise and enlightened statesmen and patriots who 
have gone before us—and that is in relation to 
our fiscal agent, a national bank; and their wis- 


i dom has been fortificd by the experience of fort 
| years. Every other experiment has failed, with 


great loss and injury to the country; and yet gen- 
tlemen insist that they must be consistent. Lhe 
more I reflect on this State bank system, in con- 
nection with this Government, the more I dislike 
it. It has a tendency to bring the moneyed inter- 
est and institutions of the States in contact, and 
under the influence of this Government. Previ- 
ous to the year 1811, when the charter of the first 
bank expired, our monetary system was safe and 


| sound, the banking system had been generally 


honestly and prudently conducted, and no redun- 
dant or spurious paper currency had. cursed this 
people. Many enlightened and disinterested men 
of the Republican party assured me at that time 
that no bank in the world had been better man- 
aged than the bank created with the sanction of 
President Washington, the charter of which was 
then about to expire. It was generally believed 
for some time before that period that the charter 
would be renewed, and every vote given Im 
the two Houses of Congress had indicated that 
result; but from causes not necessary now to ex- 
plain, the bill to renew the charter failed in the 
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ei8 to be fu 


tution, and in the spirit of our free institutions, I 

‘Am Opposed to the grant of any privileges to any 

man or set of men, but in consideration of public 

‘services. Ate’ not the public funds more safe in | 
‘sound banks, under our control and responsible 
to this Government, than in the hands of individ- | 
‘uals, with whatever security they can give?. Gov- 
‘ernment rarely makes anything out of securities; 
‘and, indeed, it ig probably better that the Gov- | 
ernment shoald lose’ by the appointment of a bad | 
officer, than that inhocent individuals should be | 


‘ruined. On this subject I will only add, that I | 


‘ean makè no com 
unless contiolled 
Mr. P. could 
‘ment at the ‘assault made by his colleague {Mr. 

` Murray] onthe Bank’'of the United States. A 

‘man may have honest scruples about the consti- 

‘tutionality of a’national bank, but the utility of 

such an institution has been generally admitted 

‘by the intelligent portion ofall parties in thé na- 

‘tion. It is most wonderful to mé that a western . 
gentleman of sense and candor should object to it. | 
Our trade is carried on with distant States, and a 

national currency is more important to us than to 

any portion of the Union. Our traders now bring 

the notes of distant banks and diffuse them among 

the people, the value of which I cannot tell my 

neighbor, if he asks me; but send him to the mer- 

chant; if he isa poor man or a laborer, he may 

want a ten or atwenty-dallar note converted into | 
silver to pay small debts, and the merchant will 

tell him, probably, ‘that it may be good, but not 

very current; he will, however, change it, if the | 
man will take the whole or part in goods, or dis- | 
count one, two, or three, or ten per centi; and 

the holder will be driven to accept the terms; and | 
in this way the poor and laboring classes are 
shaved constantly, for want of a currency stable, 
sound, and which can anywhere and every where 
be converted into gold and silver. In this’state 
of things, every merchant, besides a host of oth- į 
ers, is reaping a rich harvest by shaving and rob- | 
bing the ignorant and laboring classes of the 
country, 

One of the first and highest duties of this Gov- 
ernment is to relieve and secure the people against 
a ruinous, inconvenient, or uncértain medium. 
Wo part of this Union was more injured by ficti- 
tious and swindling banks and depreciated bank 
notes than the West; and it took many years 
after the last Bank of the United States was es- 
tablished to redeem us from the evils to which J | 
have adverted. A sound and uniform currency 
was ultimately restored to the West, chiefly by 
the operation of the branches of the United Slates 
Bank established there. At first they were not 
as prudently managed as they ought to have been; 
but for about ten years before the removal of the 
deposits, we had a good currency, and our con- 
dition in regard to currency and commerce was i 
sound and healthy. Branch banks were estab- | 


romise of opinion or principle, 


b 


y the will of my constituents. | 
not avoid expressing his astonish- | 


| 


| he never offered me the hand of fellowship, and | 
he'was armed with additional power to deprive || 


‘country. 


and New Orleans, and all worked. well; and I 
never heard that any of them engaged in the 
party politics of the country.. Something. was 
said against. the Louisville. branch, and promptly 
repélled by two or three directors, warm Jackson 
men of high standing. It may not be improper 
gv irrelevant, in connection with this subject to 
allude tò the pecuniary. condition of the western 
and southwestern States. They have no surplas 
capital to make banks or internal improvements, 
and resort to loans for such purposes. Not only 
the States west and south, but many States on 
the Atlantic, have made large loans for those ob- 
jects. ‘The séveral States are now indébted, and 
agreat part to forcigners, between one hundred 
and one hundred and fifty million dollars, at an 
annual interest of five or six percent.” Yés, sir, 
after all the clamor about foreigners ind foreign 
influence, the States dwe a large amount to for- 
eizners for Joans.to make banks; and if the funds 
should be badly manag 
get the control of. the D 


pay the principal and interest of these debts, or 
this Government may be called onagain to rénew 
the funding system, I trust no such consc- | 
quences may grow out of this state of things; 
but I must appeal to the gentleman to answer me 
with candor, whether it would nothave been bet- 
ter to create a national bank, require at least ohe 
branch, with a reasonable capital, to be placed in 
every State, and to lend money at five or six per 
cerit. to aid thé business and enterprise of the 
people? On this plan no debts could havé been 
incurred by the States, and abettercurrency would | 
have been furnished. It would ‘ccrtainly have 
been the interest of the bank to furnish as much 
capital to each State as-their business requiied. 
It must be admitted that the branches in the West 
were well conducted. for the last ten years of their 
existence, whatever may be said of the mother 
bank in her struggle with the Government. ‘I 
have never looked into the controversy, but can 
readily suppose that the bank may have been 
guilty of some impropriety and indiscretion, sich 
as are incident to every human association. They 
are, however, unworthy the grave cotisidcration 
of statesmen in deciding on a great measure of 
national concern. IT yepeat, that aman may ob- 
ject, with some plausibility, on constitutional 
ground, but a western man can have no other rèa- 
son for clamoring against the bank, but because 
General Jackson denounced it. fe 

My colleague, without using any personal or 
offensive language, has made a lunge at Mt. 
Cray, a distinguished Senator from our Staté, in 
relation to the American system, which seems to 
me to have been uncalled for and unjust, owing, 
I must: believe, to misapprehension of facts and 
the history of that system: Whatever’ my rela- 
tions to that gentleman have been, or are now, 
I feel it my duty to place him, with regard to that 
policy, in a proper light before this committee 
and the public. “At no time in my life, whatever 
may have been his coutse towards me or the} 
country, have [treated him unfairly. At one | 
period, E had reason to complain of the intolerant ! 
and proscriptive spirit of himself and his friends; į 
free, however, from any personal bitterness on | 
either side. After he became Secretary of State, | 
in alliance with my friend from Massachusetts, 


1 


me of any share in the political concerns of m 

I thought 1 owed him a debt, which, 
with the aid of the hickory stick; I concluded to į 
discharge. I did so,and balanced the account | 
between us. I now am ready to act towards that | 
gentleman under the influence of public consid- 
erations alone. My colleague seems to impute 
the American system, with all its imaginary evils, 
to him; for he has not told us of the mischief it: 
has done, nor have I ever been able to find out, 

from the writings, speeches, and denunciations ; 
of gentlemen, what the evils are to which they | 
refer. They seem to suppose that the surplus in į 
the Treasury was the result of the American | 
system. There is certainly no foundation for the | 
assertion, and Mr. Cray is not responsible for 

what aceumulated in 1835 and 1836, and was de- 


ed, or swindling directors | 
anks, the nioney may be | 
plundered, and then the people must be taxed to | 


posited with the States by the act of 1836. That 
surplus was the result of the transfer of the pub- 
lic moneys from the Bank of the United States to 
Staté banks, with a recommendation to expand 
their issues, which gave: birth to that scene of 
wild and extravagant speculation in public lands 
in 1834, 1835, and 1836, that brought into” the 
Treasury or the banks ‘that enormous ‘surplus 
distributed ‘among the States in 1836 and 1837; 
and which, by withdrawing so large an’ amount 
from the ordinary channels of trade and business, 
conduced.much to that derangement of the cur- 
rency and convulsion in our commercial affairs 
in 1837.. The deposit act of 1836, with a small 
variation, was, in “substance, a division. of ‘the 
fund among the States, according to Mr. 
t. Cray made every effort iñ 


Adhot 
would 


‘fund 


road—had ‘its origin under the administration of 
Mr. Jefferson; the work was commenced ‘under 
that of Mr. Madison, and’ continued under évery 
Administration sinte! In'1811, the State’of New 
York applied to this G ment to aid her with 
funds 10 maka a canal froh ‘the waters of the 
Hadson‘to Lake Bie?’ Mr. Madison ‘sent a mes- 
sage to Congress, recommending’ thé ‘subject td 
our favorable consideration, and commending in 
the strongest terms the’ policy connecting by 
intemal improvements the Atlantic with thé wesi- 
ern.cauntry. To éit down the mountains and 
| facilitate the Intertoursé ‘between’ the East and 
West, was, a populat doctrine at. that ‘time, as 
well'as to render this:country independent of the 
workshops af Europe. ' The'southern, western, 
and middle States, were generally, at least a‘large 
majority, for this policy. The people of New 
‘England were Jess ‘favorable to it than any por- 
tion of the Union. © I might with truth’ snd jus- 
‘tice deny that’ Mr Ciy ‘is entitled’ to the credit 
‘of originating ‘the American system; for T believe 
Virginia, South ‘Carolina, and New York, have 
equal if not superior claims. Thé system became 
popular, and ‘the eastern States, after some re- 
sistance, acquiesced; and Mr. Cray, ‘with his 
usual political tact, made himself the prominent 
actor. When he became Secretary of State, and 
seemed to be on the high road to the Presidency, 
other aspirantas were alarmed, and determined, if 
possible, to blast ‘his prospects. To render the 
‘American system unpopular was an object of the 
first importance with the enemies of Mr. Cray. 
The system was too popular then to be directly 
resisted; and the high tariff of 1828 was a con- 
trivance of the Jackson party for effeet on the 
system, calculated to injure Mr. Cray, whether 
his friends supported or opposed it. Twas one 
of that party at the time, and it is well known 
that Mr. Van Buren and most of the Jackson 
men supported it. I was a‘zéalous stipporter of 
General Jackson at that-time, arid we were ver 
unwilling for the General to commit himself, in 
| a manner to embarrass his friends or injure himi- 
i self. We were fortunately soon relieved by the 
‘old hero, who came ‘out for a judicious tariff, a 
ground which rendered him unassailable from 
any quarter, Mr.’ Chairman, a review of our 
| past political history will show that many of the 
| leading méaxsures of this Government have bee: 
| carried or rejected by reference to a presidenti 


| 
| 
| 


i 


| 
t 


{ 
j 


election. : 

My colleague [Mr. Murray] professes to ad- 
mire Mr. Cray much, although the author of so 
much mischief, but seems to admire nullification 
more. At the moment General Jackson was pré- 
paring, by proclamation and force bills, to de- 
molish nullification and its supporters, Mr. CLAY 
interfered and averted the storm. ‘This I have 
considered the best and most patriotic act of his 
life, and have ever given. him full credit Yor it; 
and I think my colleague, as an-act:of sheer jus- 


i 
| 
i 
| 
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tice, while eulogizing General Jackson and nul- 


lication, might have bestowed on a distinguished : 
citizen of our State some little praise for it. 

Much is said about the increase and extrava- 
gance of our public expenditures, but to what 
extent this Administration is responsible I am 
unable to form a clear and satisfactory opinion. 
That there have been many improvident expend- 
itures is certain, and that many of these have 
been voted for bya portion of both parties is 
equally true. During the present Congress at 
least two million dollars have been appropriated 
against my will and vote, and carried by a com- 
bination of a part of the Whigs with a portion 
of the friends of the Administration; and I there- 
fore hesitate to rely on this asa substantial ground 
of objection to the men inpower. My objections 
are not so much to the amount of expenditure. 
ag the manner of expenditure. Has the money 
collected from the people been fairly and care- | 
fully expended for their benefit? Public money,- 
honestly and fairly disbursed for necessary and 
beneficial purposes, generally benefits the poor 
and laboring classes. That there have been | 
many instances of improper expenditure, I have 
no doubt; but so many have participated in them, į 
that I find it difficult to fix the blame exclusively 
anywhere. My impression is strong that the | 
Indian war might have been avoided, and the 
sum of $10,000,000 saved to this Government, if 
the advice of General Eaton, when Governor, 
and others, ‘had been followed. The war was 
badly managed. The expenses were increased 

- by drawing volunteers from the distant parts of 
Missouri, and employing the northern Indians at 
much expense, and without the least utility. I 
confess that I am not surprised at a considerable 
increase of our expenses. They have grown, 
and will grow, with the growth and wealth of | 
the country and the extension of our settlements. | 
Í repeat that my objections are to the manner of | 
expenditure. I fear that we are plundered to a 
great extent, from want of vigilance in the selec- 
tion of officers and agents. The good and suc- 
cess of. the party enter too much into the consid- 
eration of: the appointing power. 

‘With regard to Executive patronage, about 
which we have heard much, I have little to say, 
because it must continue, to a great extent, so 
long as the Constitution remains unaltered. To 
the President the Constitution has assigned the 
power of appointing all officers except such of a 
subordinate character as Congress may think 

roper to confide to the heads of the Departments. 
How far the abuse of this power can be restrained 
òr regulated by law, E have not time to examine. 

The officers of the Treasury Department ought, 

I think, to be rendered more independent of Ex- 

ecutive dictation in the performance of official 
duty, and the power of removals may possibly 
be subjected by law to some salutary checks. 

The general power of appointment, the founders 

of our Republic deemed it most wise and safe to 
place where it is. To remove a man fitand faith- 
fal, without other cause than a difference of polit- 
ical opinion, seems to be tyrannical; and good 
behavior and fitness ought to: be the guarantee for 
his continuance in office. Whether this power 
can be controlled by law or panie opinion, is 
matter of grave consideration. hen a new Pres- 
ident is elected, and enters upon the duties of his 
office, there would seem to be some strong polit- 
ical considerations in favor of the right of the 

President to select the prominent exeentive offi- 

cers; not only of the Cabinet, but throughout the 

Union, on whose fidelity and ability he must rely 

for the exécution.of the laws, and the executive 
administration of public affairs. But, after he 
has made his selection, and they have proved fit 
and faithful, I would deem it an impeachable 
offense toremove for expression of opinion. Such 
tyranny tends to make'slaves and hypocrites, and 
to break down that spirit of independence and 
freedom of thought and action which belong to 
the genius of our system. The public officers and 
the people should be told by the Chief Magistrate 
that moral worth and fitness are paramount to 
party merit. This course is essentially necessary 
to preserve that moral force in the nation, upon 
whieh the durability of this Republic depends. 

I arn satisfied that many defalcations and offi- 
cial abusés have occurred, bécause thé selections | 


| dorse his views. 
| neither wish to misunderstand ‘him or them, but 
design to place the Administration fairly before | 


have been made more with reference to the good 
of the party than the good of the public. -Party 
efficiency is estimated higher than integrity or 
qualifications; and here I must be permitted to 
say that I cannot admit the excuse for bad ap- 


| pointments usually offered—that the President 


and other executive officers have been deceived. 
He who is determined not to be imposed on, and 
will be honest and vigilant in his inquiries, will 
not be mistaken: once in a thousand times. Sir, 
they are in most instances willing to be deceived, 
if the good of the party is to be advanced. Iam 


| aware that there are many useless offices and 


agencies, adding to the patronage and influence 
of the President, which ought to be abolished. 
There are, I am convinced, at least forty land 
offices which might be dispensed with; forty re- 


| gisters and as many receivers, making eighty or 
í ninety in the whole, receiving salaries, besides 


the contingent expenses of these forty offices; and, 
if { should be honored again with a seat here, I 
will avail myself of the first opportunity, when 
there is the least prospect of success, to prune, if 
possible, this branch of Executive patronage. 
There are, no doubt, other offices and agencies 
which ought to be pruned off. 

Mr. Chairman, the disposition of the public 
Jands is another subject of deep interest to the 


| people of the United States, to which the atten- 


tion of this House and the nation has been called 
during the present session, on which the parties 
seem to be divided here. The leading question 
appears to be whether the proceeds shall be di- 
vided among the States, or brought into the na- | 
tional Treasury as part of our permanent annual 
revenue, The President and most of his friends 
are against the distribution among the States; and 
I infer that my colleague goes with the President. 
If I am mistaken in regard to the views of the | 


President on the questions to which I have ad- |; 
verted, and more especially about the public lands, į 


of such cardinal importance, I wish to be cor- 
rected. I desire to know whether his friends in- | 
ĮI can assure gentlemen that I 


the people. He and his friends, with my col- 
league, are opposed to distribution. 

On this question I would, if practicable, tread 
in the footsteps of my old friend, President Jack- 
son. In one of his messages to Congress, he says | 
that after the payment of the public debt, we 
ought no longer to look to the public lands as a 
source of revenue, but to sell them to actual set- 
tlers at a moderate price. With this-statesman- 
like view I entirely concur; but the plan is not 
practicable; neither my State, nor any of the old 
States, will consent to it. The next best plan is 
that presented by Mr. Cray’s land bill, with a 
little alteration. I am for allowing a preémption | 
to actual bona fide settlers, at the Government | 
price, the proceeds of the lands to be divided 
among the States, to be applied, at least one half 
to common schools, and the residue to internal 
improvements, under the direction of the Legis- 
latures of the States; the distribution to be made 
according to the apportionment under the next 
census. The West will then have more than one 
third of the Representatives of the nation; and | 
instead of the whole land fund being drawn from | 
the West, to be expended in other sections of the 
Union, more than one third will be retained in 
that section to be expended there. My colleague’s | 
course is strange, passing strange, on this sub- 
ject.. He complains that no public money is eX- 
pended in Kentucky, while large expenditures are 
made in other States, and yet supports the Pres- 
ident in draining the West of $5,000,000 every 
year, to be expended in other parts. of the Union, 
without giving Kentucky any portion of it, The 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
annual proceeds of the public lands is $5,000,000; 
the proportion to be received by Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, and Indiana, after the next census, will 
be about the same, probably near two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars each, annually; Ohio | 
nearly double that sum; Hlinois and Missouri į 
about one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollarseach. I donot pretend to 
strict accuracy, but I feel assured that my calcu- 


arrangement, the States will be enabled to diffuse 
common schools for the benefit of the poor classes, 
and improve roads, rivers, harbors, and other 
works of internal improvement, without calling’ 
on the General Government for aid. And why 
shall not this fund be divided in this way, by 
which the expenditure in the interior will be equal- 
ized? Because the President, my colleague, and 
others, say if you withhold the land fund, the: 
tariff may be raised. My colleague: admits that 
Kentucky pays her full share-of the tariff, with- 
out any expenditure; and ‘yet he is willing to 
tariffy the West by adrain of $5,000,000, without - 
retaining any portion for the use of his own State. 
While Mr. Cray is fora general tariff, operating 
| on the whole, he is for dividing’ this fund so as 
to give his own State $250,000 a year. ' 
T will beg leave to present. the views of a con- 
stituent of mine, a zealous friend of President: 
Jackson, and well known to my colleague;* a: 
| man of strong understanding, bold and independ- 
i entin the expression of his opinions; when wrong 
he can never be put right, and when right can 
néver be changed. Ona publicioccasion hë con- 
| tended that public land belonged to the people as 
| tenants in common; and if divided, a poor man 
would be entitled to as much asarich mans that 
‘if the proceeds of the lands-were applied to the: 
payment of revenue, or to relieve the: wealthy 
| from the payment of their share of the revenue, 
| it was a robbery of the poor for the benefit of the 
rich. He contended that if a wealthy man paid: 


‘1a tax of $100, anda poor man only five dollars, 


and the land fund was applied to pay or lessen. 
the taxes, then-the rich man paying $100 would re- 
ceive twenty times as much land as the poor man 
who paid five dollars. He insisted that: the rev- 
enue, according to the principle and spirit.of the 
Constitution, ought to be paid in proportion to 
the property or ability of each individual; and 
that to make the land fund revenue was unequal 
and unjust. In this view there is thuch plausi-. 
| bility and force, and it is in conformity to the 
| plan adopted by the State of Georgia for the di-+ 
vision of their vacant lands... The President and 
his friends are for taking the fund belonging in. 
common to all, to relieve the consumers of foreign 
i luxuries and finery from any additional burdens. 
| The debts charged on our public lands are paid; 
and I concur. with President Jackson that we 
ought no longer to look to that source for revenue. 
According to my plan, the benefits of this fand 
will be as nearly equalized as practicable, but 
may be improved after farther examination and, 
reflection. ; 
I cannot resume my seat, Mr. Chairman, with- 
out a slight notice of remarks made on.this floor 
! and elsewhere by gentlemen from the Old Domin- 
ion. They seem to make.a national bank a test 
uestion, How long, L ask, has this. been the 
octrine of Virginia? Many of the members from 
Virginia voted for the bank in 1816, and were re- 
elected; and some were elected: by the, Legislature 
to the Senate of the United States, after voting 
for the bank, unless I am very much mistaken. 
| ‘William H. Crawford was chairman of the com- 
| mittee in the Senate, in 1811, who reported a bill 
to recharter the first bank, and made a very able 
speech in support of the constitutionality and ex- 
pediency of such an institution. Yet Virginia 
supported Mr. Crawford for the Presidency, with 
great zeal, against General Jackson; and Mr. Van 
Buren, the President, notwithstanding his uncom- 
promising hostility to the bank; was the right 
bower of Mr. Crawford in opposition to the Gen- 
eral, Thecourse of Virginia towards Kentucky, 
her first-born, seems to be unnatural and ungrate- 
ful. Kentucky followed in the wake of Virginia 
for thirty.or forty years; supported all her dis- 
tinguished men for the Presidency; and now, 


| when she presents for that office a man of the first 


order, born and raised in the Old Dominion, they 
turn their back on him because he entertains the 
same opinion now which Mr. Madison and many 
other Virginians did in 1816, and transfer their 
influence and votes to a citizen of New York. I 
could hardly consider a man’s opinion about a 
national bank, whether for or against it, an in- 
vincible objection, provided he would follow the 
advice of Mr. Jefferson, that the President in. a 


lation is substantially correct, so far as concerns 
the argument in favor-of distribution. By this 


> Colonel Jeroboam ‘Beauchamp. 
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doubtful case, ‘ought not. to. defeat; by. veto, the | 


will.of Cougress.and the nations. A OS 
;davasidesiyous.to call-the attention ofthe com-. 


mitten 40.other topics of, much interest, but I feel. 


tea: much:exhaysted to prageed.: I hope,.on.some 
othey-aceasion, to add to the views'new presented 
to,the-committee.... l-have stated with frankness, 
without anyi. partisan fegling, other thanjresults 
feom difference of opinion; my objections to-the 
prineiples:and. Jeading, measures.of, this. Admin- 
istration... i verily, believe; as L have before said, 
that a change: of Administration is. necessary to 


the healthyiaction “ef the -bodyepalitic; and that: 


we: have no reason to expect -that.the errors and 


abuses which -have-occurred will,ve.reformed, or: 


that outeuruency. will: be restored to, a sound.and 
stable condition, without a change... {tig neces- 
savy; Mr: Chairman, to-restore the principles of 
the. Constitution to their former strength and 


aclivitys.:: cht oe 
SS oeiy | PUBLIC LANDS. | 
DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


Monpdy, January 7, 1839. 

-The Senate having taken up the bill to reduce 
and: graduate the price of the public lands, and 
the question being on the amendment reported by 
ihe Coummhulason Public Lands, in pursuance of 
instructions and limiting the benefits of the bill 
to actual settlers—= ‘ 
<Mr. CLAY, of: Alabama, from the Committee 
on’ Public Lands, moved: to amend this amend- 
ment ‘by extending: the benefits of the bill to set- 
tlers‘on lands adjacent to those sold under the 
billy for the’ increase and improvement of their 
farms, and spoke briefly in explanation and sup- 
port:of this amendment. 

‘Mr, CLAY, of Kentucky, said: I donot think, 
Mr. President, that, without any disrespect to the 
committee, thereport which they have made is in 
conformity with the instructions received; and, in 
the first place, I say that the committee have not 
reported restriction as- to the quantity of land 
which ‘the:purchaser might be allowed to hold 
undor the bill, at the reduced price, and according 
to-what I supposed the Senate intended in their 
instructions, The proposition which i made 
embraced two restrictions, one confining the ben- 
efits of the bill to-actual ‘settlers, and the other 
wasa restriction as to the quantity for each pur- 
chaser, which was notto exceed one hundred and 
sixty‘acres, At the moment of putting the ques-, 
tion, I consented to strike out the one. hundred 
and- sixty acres, leaving the quantity in blank, 
which l supposed the committee would fill up 
with one hundred and sixty or two hundred:and: 
twenty acres, or something of the kind: The 
committée “notwithstanding, have reported no 
quantity, but have contented themselves with 
abidine’ by ‘the restriction on this point in the 
origihal bill, which it may be shown amounted 
to no restriétion to the amount of land to be pro- 
cured under the bill. 

“Aid, in another respect, I think the committee 
have‘ not exactly conformed to their instructions. 
Acdéording to parliamentary usage, when-the bill 
was recommitted, it was with iastructions, and 
the committee had no power to'go beyond them. 
It was required of them both to comply fully with 
the instructions; and not to transcend them. But 
the committee have notonly failed to report such 
a restrictionas Ihave intimated as to the quantity 
of land under the bill, but they mow offer an 
amendment which was ‘not in the instructions 
given them. Of this 1 do not much complain, 
because, if the committee had offered no such 
amendment, it would still have been competent 
in the Séhate to make it, but with this important 
difference, that it now comes with the weight of 
the name and character of the committee, instead 
of a single member giving it his own weight:and 
influence. “So much for ‘the manner of bringing 
ive amendment, and new for the question it- 
self. > Eo: 

And I entreat the attention of the Senate to the 


proposition here made, and, above all, the-atten= | 


tion of the Senators from Virginia. 
dent, there is no difficulty now in the way to pre- 
vent any man in the United States; whoever he 
may be, froni procaring any of the ‘public lands 


Mr. Presi- 


inthe market by. paying $1.25 per acre; and if 4) 


there are farmers or-plantegs. in ,the; new. States. 


who desire. it, they are allowed,.at that price, to 
enlarge their estates, and add, if they. please, to 
their already almost, boundless, sections: Th 


is nothing in .the existing laws to. prevent.it.., 
But. what, is.the proposition to..which the old. 
States are now called on to submit? : Sir, the. bill. 
provides for the reduction: of the land under it,. 


from $1-25 to 75 cents. per acre, which isare- 


duction.on every section of $320; and the reduc- 


tion to one dollar is equivalent.to.a grant of $180: 


on.every section, And: now-what js the import | 


of this amendment? . It is that any planter. or 
farmer,in the new States shall be allowed to pur- 
chase an. additional, section at the reduced price, 


while no planter. or farmer. in: the old States is. 


allowed that privileze—apriyilege which amounts. 


to an actual grant to each of $180.or $320. - The. 


whole amount.of the proposition, in the sense 
which the Senate expressed when the bill was 
recommitted, was to limit the bill to actual. set- 
tiers. But this amendment does not propose 
that; the committee: goa step further, and pro- 
pose that a planter or farmer in Alabama or In- 
diana, who owns in all -half a dozen sections, 
may add another to them at a reduced price; nay, 
more, there is an estate on the Mississippi river 
worth. $1,500,000, to which an addition may thus 
be made under this bill, whilst.the owner of an 
estate in Virginia, of only fifty acres, is not al- 
lowed that privilege unless he become an emi- 
grant to the new States. And where, sir, is there 
authority in the laws or Constitution for this dis- 
crimination? As to the privilege of buying land 
adjoining any estate, no one refuses that privi- 
lege, and the owner may buy to any extent, if 
he chooses, at §1 25 per acre. But on what prin- 
ciple do we grant them this gratuity of $320 or 
$180? On what principle is this donation to be 


made, and how shall we ga home and say to our- 
constituents in Pennsylvania or Virginia, or the, 


other old States, from some of which the Gov- 
ernment has received the most magnificent grants 
ever made by one State to another—in whata 
position shall we be placed when going home and 
saying, “we have allowed the farmers in the 
new States to purchase land adjacent to their 
farms at a reduced price, amounting to a gift of 
$180 or $320 each; but we have refused you the 
same privilege unless you will leave the home of 
your family and the tombs of your ancestors, 
and emigrate to. the far West? We have: given 
them a bounty, a premium, to enable them: to 
puchase adjacent land, but we prohibited to you, 
we withhold from you, the least gratuity unless 
you will abandon the homes and tombs of your: 
ancestors. ”? a : i 
Sir, I think it unwise, at. the present session, to 
legislate at all on this subject, for.reasons which 
I assigned on a former ocčtasion; and if the ‘sense 
of the Senate continues as it:was when the sub- 
ject was up before, the argument in favor ofthis 
bill increasing the revenue is of no force; for it 
was then dissipated by a vote of the-Senate, (in 
favor of restriction.) -Aud nobody believes that 
the effect of the bill, without such limitations as 
I have suggested, would: be any. other than:to 
create afresh the spirit of speculation: But if the 
Senate are to legislate'on:this subject at this ses- 
sion, I-shall go'with the sense of the Senate; ex- 
pressed on a former occasion, in favor: of restric: 
tion, and not in favor of discriminating: betwee 
the farmers‘and planters of one portion of the 
Union and of another, to the disadvantage of one 
and for the benefit of the other,’ but Iwould place 
the whole on the same'broad platform: Enter- 
tainirig these views, Lam of the opinion that the 
amendment is‘repugnant te the spirit of the Sen- 
ate‘as manifested on a ‘former occasion; and if 
this bill isa process for raising the new States; 
and if gentlemen desire toincrerse the wealth: and 
population of those States, they may doit with- 
out such discrimination asis proposed, and with: 
dat depriving thé poor emigrant of landsadjacent 
to‘othér estates, which they otherwise might pur- 
chase. afte EAR NEE de ate t 
Mr. C. dalled for the yeas and nays on the 
amendmént; which were ordered.: iors Fo 
“Mr. WALKER said ‘the Senator from Kern- 
tuċkyýhaďčome out morë boldly-than he-had done 


dufing-the past weék? Hekatthen cominedhim- 


: Pennsylyania and Virginia, to.vote, by their Sens. 
ators there, against the amendment.: But the Jour- 


‘nal of 183% would show, that when the bill of that 


| inatien“in-the proposition: of the : 


| actuatsettiers?: of Mr, Grains Nox} 


‘open appeal to:the jealousy of. the, older States, 
and had called uponthem. byname, especially. on 


time was up; restricting the sales ,under it:to ac- 
tual settlers, the Senator then dengunced what-he: 
now, advocates, = i 


-Me W. would call the,attention of the Senate. 


particularly to the extraordinary position .of -the. 
Senator from Kentucky... That Senator now said. 
that the amendment under consideration made a 
discrimination between theold-and thenew States. 
But was.that feature of discrimination in the orl- 
ginal bill?, No; that offered its, benefits equally, 
to all the citizens of the United, States, Who was, 
it then that drew this distinction which the Senator. 
now represented as unjust and unconstitutional ?, 
It was. introduced, and the Journal would show. 
it, on the motion of that. Senator himself, and on 
his motion the committee were required to con-. 
fine the bill ta actual settlers, thus discriminating, 
between Pennsylvanians, Virginians, andthe cit- 
izens of the other old States, and those of the new. 
States, and. confining the benefits of the: bill to 
citizens of the new States only; yet that Senator 
now asked what right the Senate, had. to, make 
any discrimination. This was'a two-edged sword. 
with the Senator. While the friends of. the, bill 
left it open to all the citizens of the United States, 
the Senator then announced it as a measure to aid 
and encourage speculators; and now, when. that, 
objection-had been.disposed of on his own mation, 
he denounced ‘it as unjust and unconstitutional 
because it made discrimination... The Senator. 
could not escape this extraordinary; position .in; 
which he had placed himself ci neso i i 
-Mr. CLAY. . Yes, he whl. o 3 ooy ` 
Mr. WALKER: But the Senator complained 
that the committee had not restricted the right. in, 
regard to the amount.of land for each individual. 
Yes, they had confined it to one section. Where, 
then, was the ground of complaint? The amount 
had been left in blank by the Senate, and the coms, 
mittee had made it as it was in the bill originally, 
which was a restriction to.one section. , Where, 
then, had the committee violated their. inatruc- 
tions? On the billof the last-session the question 
was put in regard: to the quantity; and it was 
decided at that period, by a sdlemn vote. of the- 
Senate, that the quantity should-be limited to one. 
section, so that, so far from; acting against their- 
instructions or the sense. of the Senate, the com- 
mittee had-acted in accordance: with that sense a8 
expressed at the last. session: oa pania cet 
But the committee were àlso told: that they had 
violated their instructions by reporting an addin 
tional: amendment; for the purpose of: prompting 
individual. Senators to vote in: its fayor...1t was 
not for that; but it was because the sense of the 
Senate required.anenlargement of the-bill beyond 
the amendment of the: instructions: tothe com- 
mittee; so-as:to make it more similar, to the act of 
1837, extending the right under: the. bill to those 
who cultivated adjoining-lands;.and:the commit- 
tee only.asked: that, before-the yote should -be 
takem on:the.restriction, it should be, taken-on the 
proposition of thé committee to.enlargeithe-ben> 
efits of the bill'to this class of citizens. si 
The committee; in this-recommendation, had 
not acted without: precedent; so: thats:i£the Con- 
stitution ‘should “be iwiolated ‘by ity it had been 
violated: before, both by:the Senateand the-House. 
A similar -prineiple to -this:was embraced in the 
act of April 5,1832: {Mr. W. here read-a, pro- 
vision thatuid persoti should enter more than one 
eighth ofjaosection in ‘his own name,‘ unless for 
cultivation-or the use of his ownimprovement.”’} 
Ant the benefit of this-act-was to be enjoyed-—by 
whom?. First by the actual settler, and secondly 
by: others for the :use of their improvements, or 
forthe use of a farm already cultivated.: Lhis 
principle, :then,;-was: adopted- by- Congress «in 
1832; which was similar to .that of: the-amend- 
ment now:proposed.. Ang. what was the-objec- 
tion? ifit was a discrimination betwen the old 
and new: States, was théré-not-the game discrim: 
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ident of Pennsylvania anactual settler in Missis- 
sippi? No. 
upon it himself, and could not do it by proxy. 

“If the Senate should adopt this amendment, 


allowing these refused lands to be added to adja- | 


cent farms.at the low. price, lands which no indi-. 
vidual would buy at $1.25, two or three hundred: 
thousand ‘acres of them might be sold, which 
would perhaps never sell if the Senate should re- 
fuse, to permit them thus.to be sold. The whole 


of this would be for the benefit of the new States, | 


and. also. for the benefit of the whole Union, en- 
abling the Government to sell lands which other- 
wise they could not sell. . Dane 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, said: I understand, 
Mr. President, that the question now before the 
Senate is upon the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to the instructions 
committed to the committee, and reported back 
by them, by which amendment the committee 
propose to grant the graduation privilege to per- 
sons owning adjacent lands upon which they re- 
side, as well as to the actual settler upon the 


refuse lands which. may be entered hereafter at | 


the graduated prices. The bill, with the amend- 
ments, having assumed its present shape, it ap- 
pears to me to be a proper time to say something 
upon the entire subject.. I can only promise the 
Senate as much brevity as the importance of the 
question, and the views I entertain of the merits 
of the different propositions, will allow, and a 
long silence will justify. Before I take up the sub- 


ject, permit me to recur for a single moment to 


the history of this bill; it may not be without its 
use in. the progress of the argument. The subject 
of the public lands, as referred to in the Presi- 
dent’s message, was sent at an early day to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. The President 
recommended graduation, with a special mode of 
ascertaining their value by actual assessments. 
The committee, however, reported a bill gradu- 
ating the price of the public lands, without any 
restriction in favor of actual settlers, and relying 
on: the efflux of time as the criterion of value. 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] then 
moved to recommitthe bill to the committee, with 
instructions to limit its operation to actual set- 
tlers, or those who might enter for settlement and 
occupancy; a leading member of the committee 
asked a division of the question, and the ques- 
tion was first taken on the recommitment of the 
bill, which was decided in the affirmative; and 
upon the instructions the almost entire vote of 
the committee and many of the other professed 
friends of graduation were found in the negative, 
denying the benefit to the actual settler in pref- 
erence to the speculator. I must confess, sir, 
that vote surprised me; I had heard so much said 
in favor of the settler that I did suppose there 
would not have been a dissenting voice on the 
question, but it seems that I was mistaken. After 
all the cry about speculators by gentlemen, they 
are now willing to play into their hands to the 
full extent of the seventy million acres operated 
upon by this bill. So much for the difference 
between professions and practice. But, sir, the 
whole principle of graduation is opposed by cer- 
tain Senators, and reasons, which to their minds 
no doubt are satisfactory, have been urged against 
it; many of them plausible, and some of them 
conclusive against the bill as it was originally 
introduced. I propose, Mr. President, to pro- 
ceed with a brief examination of the objections 
to the principle, as well as the reasons and argu- 
ments which have been advanced in its favor. 
For, sir, I do not fully concur with either; it 
seems to me the truth lies between. . i 
First. It is contended that the graduation prm- 
ciple unsettles-and disturbs the whole land sys- 
tem of the country under which it has prospered, 


and the mew States have settled beyond our most. 
I admit, sir, that the: 
principles and measures of the: 


sanguine anticipations, 
long-establishe 1 à 
Government should not be disturbed for slight 
causes, nor without mature consideration. y 
aware that.the greatest novice that may be elected. 
to either branch of Congress no sooner takes his 
seat here than he feels himself notonly qualified, 
but called upon, by his great love of country, to 
either change the established laws of the land, or, 
what is ‘still more important, the Constitution of 
the country. Hence you see, sir, the:numerous 


He must go to the land, and reside 


Iam 


| price has also been reduced from two dollars to 


resolutions to amend that great charter.of ọurlib= | ; 


erties not unfrequently introduced by men who | 
have very indistinct views of our form.of.G i 
ernment. E, admit all. this, sir, but. still | bums. 


bly conceive. that, when. it shall: appear manifest: 


that-a change in the policy of Government is re~| 


quired by the public.interest, we ought to actin i 
accordance with that interest. -If such were not | 
the fact, experience, which is said to be the. best, 
and safest teacher, would-beentirely thrown away 
and discarded in our legislation here... But, sir; | 
the land: sysiem .has. been repeatedly changed, | 
modified, or. unsettled, if. you please, from time 4 
to time, as the public good. required. From six | 
hundred and forty acre tracts, it has been divided. 
and subdivided, until a purchaser can enter forty. 
acres, giving the poor man an opportunity of.pb-. 
taining a home for the sum of fifty. dollars.. The- 


one dollar and twenty-five cents, and the cash 


system has been introduced in lieu of the credit. | 
Will any Senator say that these modifications of | 
the system have not resulted in the public-good?. | 
I trust not; and yet, if the argument that the land | 
system should not be disturbed. had obtained at i 


| that. time, we should have Jost the benefit of those | 


valuable modifications of the system. So that I) 
am inclined to believe that weare not estopped | 
to reéxamine. this subject, and to. introduce any | 
other modifications that the best interests of the | 
country seem to require. 

Secondly. It is contended that this system in- | 
ures to the benefit of the land speculator. Iam | 
willing to confess, sir, that such would have been 
the case to some considerable extent had the bill 
of the committee become a law without any re- 
striction, and I am not prepared to say that the 
objection would not have been well taken to that 
bill. But I am not able to discover how the bill | 
with the amendments can possibly benefit specu- | 
lators; on the contrary, it seems to me that they į 
are expressly excluded from any benefit under it 
by the clause confining it to the actual settler in 
limited quantities. 

Thirdly. Itis contendcd that the length of time 
lands may have been in the market is no evidence 
of their value; on the other hand, the committee 
seem to have supposed that time is conclusive 
evidence of that fact. On this point I am sat- 
isfied, Mr. President, that the truth lies between 
the two positions. That time is not conclusive 
evidence of ‘the value of the public lands, I well 
know; for, sir, to my knowledge, large districts 
in Indiana that were acquired by the treaty of St, 
Mary’s, in 1818, lying on the waters of White 
river and the tributary streams of the Wabash, 
and Miami of the Lake, of first-rate lands, have 
been entered within the last five years, after they 
had been over ten years in market, while other 
lands greatly inferior in quality had been entered 
years before, though they had not been near so 
long in market; and yet, sir, I would not say that 
the length of time lands have been in market is no 
evidence of their value; it is, however, scarcely 
prima facie and will depend much upon the ques- 
tion whether new Government lands in sufficient 
quantities to supply the demand, by taking a few | 
selections from each new congressional township, 
are continually held out to the purchasers, or 
whether they are confined to the old districts until 
a full examination of quality is made. But, sir, | 
the old adage that ‘distant fields are green,” is 
applicable in all its force to the emigrant to the | 
new States. Emigrants seem to take it for granted 
that the best lands are the furthest off; that the 
promised land is-still ahead; and so deeply rooted | 
is this opinion in the minds of most of them, that 
you can scarcely get one to stop long enough in | 
the old district to look at the lands, until since 
our works of internal improvement have attracted | 
their notice, Ask them to examine lands in In- 
diana, they will tell you that they were going to 
the West. Iowa, I believe, at present, Is the most | 
popular point; the further off, however, the better. 
Purchase a country at the mouth of the Oregon, 
on the Pacific, running up the inclined plane to 
the Rocky mountains, and open land offices there, | 
and, my word for it, that country would be allthe | 
rage; few emigrants would stop this side of the | 
Rocky mountains. Yes, sir, “ distant fields are } 
green” in the eyes of the emigrant; and here let 
me add; the great benefit I anticipate from the 


graduation is, to.stop.a portion of this.emigration. 
ip: the.old land. districts of: the new States, to: egr 
tract from.the rolling tide-a-few drops atleast for, 
the refreshing-of the old districts, to,offer.a bownty, 
or rather ap inducement, for, examination and, 


this pointat the present moment. ul ences 
: Fourthly.-It is.said that this-bill,is.cqleylated, 
to reduce. the. price of. realestate, bythe: redac- 
tion: of the price of.so.dJarge a, quantity, of Lhe: 
public lands... There.might be; something in, this. 
objection if ‘the-veduction wasto all.public lands 
to all.persons;. butas it applies: only to the refuse. 
lands, and is- confined. to settlers,.the objection, 
loses its forces foreach. successive. improvement. 
that is made bythe settler.would ‘add more tothe, 
value of the. surrounding lands than.the difference: 
hetween the price at. which the public: lands: are. 
sold and the proposed graduated price. ~ Hance, 
real estate cannot be affected.in. price by the opr 
eration.. Immediately connected with-this-ques~ 
tiom is the objection to the amendment, proposed 
by the committee to.extend the graduation prin. 
ciple.to those individuals who. are already regi- 
dent-freeholders. of the new States. of contiguous 
land;-to.attach to their improvements,..‘It.is said. 
this is giving them a bounty that-citizens of othex. 
States do not enjoy. To this it may succeasfally 
be answered that if those. settlers: have. by their 
labor and money, in. improving: the lands they 
have purchased of the Government, increased the 
value of contiguous. lands that would, have been 
otherwise valueless, they ought not,.to:be deprived 
of the benefit of the reduced price. They are-al- 
ready settlers, and in many cases the contiguous 
lands are of value for wood. or for a range: for- 
stock, to the cultivator of other lands, when you 
could not get settlers to locate on, them at any 
price. Lo i 
I will now, Mr. President, examine the grounds. 
upon which some Senators have placed this bill. 
The Committee on Finance attempt to sustain 
this as a financial measure—a. relief measure to 
an exhausted Treasury. It strikes me, sir, that 
there has been a great change in the policy of 
those Senators upon this point within afew years. 
It will be recollected by the Senate that, upon the 
removal of the public deposits from the United 
States Bank to the local banks, the Secretary of 
the Treasury issued.a circular to the local deposit. 
banks, requesting, nay more, requiring them to 
loan liberally, to supply the vacuum that would 
be created by the withdrawal from circulation of. 
the notes of the Banlcof the United States; and it 
cannot have been forgotten that the local. banks 
loaned most liberally, and that the currency of 
the country was greatly increased; that a corre- 
sponding rise in the price of produce, as well asin 
real estate, followed. The public lands remaining 
at the maximum price of $1 25 per acre, were, 
consequently, not only the safest, but ae 
est article in the market in which capital could 
be invested; hence the. large sales that followed.. 
The banks were then paying specie; the notes of. 
the banks could, so faras the amount received for 
the public lands was concerned, have beer con- 
verted into coin upon demand; the Treasury was 
overflowing; when, all at once, the whole policy 
changed; the celebrated specie circular was issued 
and maintained upon the open and avowed prin- 
ciple that the public lands were selling off too 
fast; that the sales must be stopped; that the whole 
of the public domain would go into the hands of 
speculators; and hence the propriety of arresting 
the course by the circular requiring our western 
citizens to pay for their lands in specie, whilean 
eastern debtor to the Government for duties, or 
otherwise, could pay in bank paper. Yes, sir, the 
specie circular was maintained upon the ground 
alone of arresting the sales’ of the public lands, 
and upon that ground the President refused to 
rescind it. And itcannot have been forgotten by 
the Senate that, pending the question to rescind 
it before the Senate, the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Benton] warned western Senators that the 
repeal would at once throw the whole of the west- 
ern domain into the hands of. speculators, and 
called upon them to resist its repeal. ‘T could not 
then see with that Senator, and I voted todo away 
the diserimination;. and, sit, what-has been the 
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result? Look atthe case as itis now presented. 
by the same Seniator—the specie circular rescind- 


} £ Was not very“ 
fortunate in his -prédictions as tó the ‘éffect'to‘be! 
ptodticsd' bf the’ repeal of thé’ specie circular, I 


may possibly hazard too mhuch when’F say to the 
Senate that'l shah be: agreeably disappointed if 


this medsure shall benefit the Treasury one dollar’ 
inthe agsrégaté amount which will ‘be received 

for thé public Ta for! the ‘neXt five yeats.* I 
agred with those Senators who: have” stated that 

the sales ofthe public lahds čär never exceed the’ 
duibntity required ‘for wee; either-mediately or im-' 
mediately, unless you make them an object to the 

cdpitalistto invest his funds for subsequent spec- ` 
ulation, which ‘all ‘admit to bé destructive of the 
bést ‘interests’ of" the country, and, not in a few 


instances, rüinöus to the individuals: concerned. 
I do nót, Mr: President, thetcfore, maintain this’ 
niedsuré as a financial measure. ` I place it upon 
other grounds; and ifthe Secretary of thé Treas- 
ury shall rely ov any did‘from the public lands, 
produced by this bill, beyond about three 
or fair millións per afinum for the entire salés, I 


think hewill béedeceived. ` : 
"Ihave said, Mr. Président, that I did not stp- 
port this ‘bill with: the amendments as’a financial 
measure, ‘I maintain it upon the ground that it 
ig the duty of ‘this Government to aid in settling 
the States as'fast’as possible, or at least to throw 
no’obistacle in the way of their settlement; that 
the States havea deep interest in appropriating to 
actual’ séttlers the domain’ within their’ limits 
They surrendered; with the Articles of the origi- 
nat-Confederation’ and the adoption of the new 
Constitution, the right to lay imiposts on foreign 
merchandise for the: purpose of raising revenue 
with which to carry on the State governments. 
Their-principal resort is‘to direct taxation, and the 
more'there are to: contribute;'the lighter will be 
their burdens: But, sir, it is the policy of all 
ood Governments to‘increase the number of free- | 
Rolderaaa rapidly as possible, to attach as many | 
as possible'to thé soil, notas the serfs of Russia 
are attached, as appendages, but attached by in- 
terest. Persons so situated are the instruments 
of æ nation’s prosperity in time of peace and her 
shield in time of war. 

Sir, the Senator from Kentucky has pointed to: 
the unparalleled prosperity of the new States as 
conclusive upon the land question: He’ argues, 
and with great plausibility, that the policy of the 
Government has been good, and that the lands 
have been, and are, low enough, or why the vast 
increase ir the population of the new States? He 
porinis specially tothe States of Ohio, Indiana, 

llinoig, and Michigan. Sir, the picture he draws 
of the state of improvement of these States, how- 
ever vivid, was not too highly colored; indeed, 
Mr. President, the half has:not been told: Should 
a person who had never crossed the mountains 
before, at this day pass through those States, he 
would scarcely credit his own eyes; instead: of 
finding a country sparsely populated, with. here 
and there an opening to break the solitary dull- 
ness of extensive forests, as was: the case a few 
years ago, he would witness a much higher state 
of improvement than many of the older sections 
of the- Union exhibit. I hope to. be excused for 
Speaking of myself, but I see no better way of 
illustration. In the year:1820 I settled in fndi- 
ana, within five miles of the western boundary j 
of civilization; the village in which I lived was 
crowded with Indians daily, the country west-of 
the Mississippi was a dense forest, except where 
it was broken by the intervention-of a prairie, or 
an inland lake; not a white màn was settled more-| 
than five miles west of me: How standg the-case | 
now? The whole of that large district of coun- 
try is laid off into-counties; which gave,-at the 
last election, from eight - hundred to four thousand | 
votes to a county; our seat of government for In- 
diana, located fifty miles west. of me, has-become 
a beautiful city, and is rapidly improving; other 
cities and towns, in every part of the State, have | 
risen up as if by,magic, and present a most-beaus- 
tiful appeararices-the log cabin of the: pioneer is- 


i 


i receive them; there they find institutions-simila 


| land, they feel at home so“ 


giving place to the comfortable dwelling of the” 
prosperous farmer; the State is rapidly developing | 
jer résources—works of internal improvement, | 


canals, railroads, apd macadamized turnpikes, are 
being ‘constructed in almost every part of our 
State, which will shortly placé pur agriculturists 
of ‘the'ifterior almost, if not entirely, upon’ an: 


equa) 


water A 

By ‘thé Tate ‘réport of the chief engineer of our 
State, made to the Legislature now. In session, it 
appears that there are four hundred aid ninety 
miles ‘of canals, rail and -inacadamized roads, 
either finished, or in a’rapidly progressive state 
of construction, in’ thé State, which, with those’ 


works yet to bé commenced agreeably to the pro- 


visions of the internal improvement laws of ‘the 
State, will, when completed, give the‘people every 
reasonable facility for the transportation of their 
surplus produce, as well as for the importation of 
their necessaries from’ abroad: And heré, Mr. 
President, it may not be out’ of place for me to 
account for the large sales, within the last:few 
years, of our, refuse lands in Indiana, that so 
much has been said about by Senators. I think, 
sir, it can be accounted for in but one way, and 
that is, that our works of internal improvement 
running through, by; ahd intersecting them, have 
made them desirable and really valuable, on ac- 
count of their contiguity to these works, and not 
because of their original intrinsic value, as some 
Senators have urged. And, sir, as I said before, 
here is the consideration you havé received for 
the grants you have made to the States to aid us 
in those works of internal improvement.. Many 
of these lands could not have been sold for years 
but for the State works. Sir, such has been the 
great increase of our population in Indiana, that 
from one bundred and forty-seven phousand souls 
which it contained in 1820, we shall return, at 
the next census, near eight hundred thousand. I 
have confined my remarks to my owi State prin- 
cipally, leaving other Senators to speak specially 
of the progress of improvement in their respèct- 
ive States. 

But, Mr. President, while I freely admit the 
premises of the Senator from Kentucky, ldo not 
acknowledge the conclusions he draws from them. 
The prosperity of these States’ may be traced: to 
other causes, and, amongst the most prominent, 
I would name the fertility of our soil, the enter- 
prising character of our citizens, and our inter- 
nal policy, but, above all, our free institutions. 
The soil of these States, however diversified in 
character and climate, seems to reward labor most‘ 
amply everywhere. He who sows will’ always’ 
reap the reward of his industry there. ‘But, sir; 
I attribute much of our prosperity to the enter+ 
prising, industrious, economical character of our: 
citizens. These States are settled with a class’ 
of citizens who would make any country pros: 
per—men who know how to labor, and’arei not 
afraid of soiling their hands to do’ it-none!of 
your exclusive consumers, Sir, we have but few 
drones in the hive, and you know what must: be: 
the result. We:must, we do, prosper beyond’ 
ali example. But I said there was:another cause 


| which, above all others, contributed ‘to our great 


and unparalleled prosperity. I allude to-our free 
institutions, or to be more explicit, tothe prohib- 
ition of slavery by- the constitution of: our State. 
I speak of this not to wound: the feélings. of 
others, but asa fact connected with:our rising 
greatness, : : 


I: do not intend to go'into this. question at 


length; itis too vast for the- brevity: of the remarks: 


I intend: to’ submit; volumes could be spoken 
upon it. Ido say, however, thatit is :to-our free 
institutions that we owe mach’ of-our presperity. 
Our population is composed of emigrants, young 
and enterprising, from the frée States, and of the 
very best of the citizens of: tlie: slave States—a’- 
class of ‘men who depend: upon: their-own labor, 
and ‘not upon that labor which consumes: the 
greater part of its value. 


few settle east-of the Ohio-river—the free States 
to those they lefi behind, and; though in a-strange 
soon as: they: artive 
amongst us. ; PEE A e E 

Mr: President, asthe travelér passes down-the 


al “footing with those upon the navigable. 


Of the flowing tide of ;' 
the entire emigration from-the East-to the West, -! 


i 
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: to do with the price as the duty. = : 


' this‘remarkable argument of. that Senator. *. 
i Main object was: to say that, in my ‘opinion, the: 


i tariff; although 


} è that will strike his at-° 
tention is the marked and palpable difference in 
the two sides in the value of real estate, the state’ 
of ‘improvement,’ the appearance of the cities, 


Ohio river, the first. thi 


-towns, and villages. “I think it thay be safely ` 


asserted’ that the lands.on. the side ‘of the. free 

States will’biing’ at least fifty per ceritum’ more 

than on the side of the slave States; and there ‘is 

evén a greater difference than’ that.in.the state’ of. 
improvement and the size ahd appearance of the ' 
towns on thé margin of the river. ‘I spak- of: 
these things as facts, that require no embellis 
nient to make them strike the mind with all the’ 
force consequent upon their truth; but, still they ` 
speak a lahzuage not to: be misunderstood, of the.. 
great importance We should attach: to the. frame’: 
of our State governments in thé States to which’ 

the Senator has referred. To the combined causes’ 
which I have‘namied may be attributed’ the ‘an: : 
paralleled’ increase of the population ‘and ‘wealth: 
of ‘these States, and not exclusively to the ‘price’: 
of the land “or thé paterial caré of the General“ 


Government, ~ i nae Zc : 
Sir, the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Bewrow,]: 
in a veiy earnest address, the other day, attempts ’ 
ed to trace the rise in the price of western: pro-- 
duce to the destruction of the tariff and the price’: 
of cotton in the South; and hé even carried ‘his’, 
arguments so far as to attribute the recent ‘rise òf’ 
the article of salt'in the West to the duty of six.’ 
cénts-per bushel on the foreign article. I was” 
surprised, nay, astonished, ‘to ‘hear such arga- 
nients from thàt Senator. Does the Senator b 
hheve—does hè thihk he can maké others ‘believe: 
—that a duty of six-cents could possibly’ produce’ 


; arise from seventy-five cents [Mi. Ciay, of Ken-:: 


tacky, here said that he‘had bought’ his satt in’: 
the forepart of the fall seagon,, at Maysvillé, at’ 
fifty cents a bushel} from fifty cents, thén; toctwo“ 
dollars and fifty cents, the price it bore at the time 


i the Senator addressed the'Senate? . Pari told that: 
; it now sells for four dollars per bushel at Cincins « 
‘nati. 


Will the Senator still contend that this in- 
crease is owing to the six cents’ duty? I. pre- 


; sume, Mr. President, the trifling ciréumstances 


of the low and frozen stage of the Ohio river, and ~ 
the almost impossibility of conveying-salt from. 


; the salines to the points where itis wanted- for: 


pork packing and winter use, have: 


quite: as much: 
Bat, sir, it is not my intention spécially:to:note : 
My 


rise’ of western produce within the last: few years. 
may fairly be traced to-other causes than’those tò: 
which the Senator from Missouri credits it like his 
duty on salt, It seems to me he‘has overlooked : 
—unintentionally, no doubt—the.-real: cause, ini- 
his great anxiety to strike a blow at: the dying: 
bana he was very willing to keep: 
up a high daty:om the article of lead; produced”: 
by Missouri, and voted forthe high tariff of 4828: 
Mr. President, may: not the rise in thevatue-of ; 
western produce be attributed to the great increase’: 
of western capital, as: well as eastern=-bank cap- : 
ital, if you:please—to the increase'of our circulat=: 
ing medium, to the large sums of money drawi. 
from abroad by the sale of our-stocks, and apipra-. 
priated to our works of. internal improvement? 
Let me put to. the: Senator. from: Missouri. this: 
question: suppose we were to withdraw: all ‘the. 
bank capital from the West, exceptiwhat we-had:. 
before the rise of produce in the’ West; and: 
should be:placed upon a-specie-circulation-alone; : 
and should also: pay-up the amount: we’ owe. for: 
the ‘money loaned by: meatis‘iof: the- sale of: our 
stocks abroad; does: he! believe,-does:any one:bes 
lieve, that the -price:of thé;produce in the West 
would be even'as high as it:was in-years before- 
its: rise, produced. by, the causes: which I have-: 
stated? No, sir. We owe-the present. prices to. 
thé character.and quantity, of our- circulating me-- 


| diim:and-to the amount of-capital- of which we.’ 


have the usé, combined; and ‘hére, sirs Is hepe. E 
shall not be considered as-digressing too-much te. 
allude'to.a portion: of the past history. of:the times , 
recently. : o a aes : oe 

. Le will: bexecollected that oneof the most form-. 
idable. objections that-was urged against the-late.: 
Rank! of the United: States was, that foreignera:. 
held-stock in the-institution. -.“* British lords and; 
ladies!”’.. This wes supposed: to'be injuriqus int; 
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time of peace, and dangerous in time of war;_al- 
though they. had no vote for the directory. Yet, 
strange to tell, the very men who raised: this ob« 
jection, and urged it upon the people, now go ali: 
lengths for the sale of our State bends in foreign: 
markets. They fear none of the injuries they | 
predicted from the use of foreign capital. Fought 
not to complain of this, for I am not one of those 
who ever were much alarmed -for the safetyof 
the country because we had :some foreign. capital. 
I believed at that time, and still-believe, that it 
was capital that we needed, that we required, to 
give impetus. to the industry and. enterprise of 
our citizens, to ‘enable them to develop the im- 
mense: resources of the West; and L-cannot.but | 
feel _gratified: to see that those who appeared hor- | 
sified at the. idea of using foreign: capital have 
become. satished that it is simply a:question, as. 
it always was, whether the use of the capital was. 
» worth to-us the interest we had to pay for it; and 
that it mattered not from what country, place, or 
individual, it was received. s 

I have now said, Mr: President, what occurs ; 
to -me.as. belonging immediately to the subject. I 
have here condensed my thoughts perhaps too | 
much; but still d hope I am understood ‘by the | 
Senate. :And here I should have closed my brief | 
remarks, but for the most extraordinary course | 
that has been taken in this debate by the Senator | 
from Mississippi; (Mr. Wanker.) That Senator, 
sir, has. made the charge, in no set terms or 
measured language, thatthe distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] is an enemy to. the 
West: ‘It-may be asked why I feel called upon 
to repel this charge. It is made against the Sen- | 
ator from Kenucky, and not against myself, and 
therefore the Senator may say, leave the Senator | 
from Kentucky to defend himself. It is most | 
tue, Mr. President, the defense of that Senator | 
is most safe in his own hands, and were he alone 
concerned in the charge, I certainly should not | 
interfere. But it will occur to the Senate that the | 
Senator from Kentucky has been for a long series | 
of years prominently identified with many of the | 


great questions in which the West, as well as the |! 


nation at large, has been deeply interested. Nei- 
ther can it have escaped the observation of the 
Senatar from Mississippi that all the politicians, 
great and small, of the West, stand committed 
either for or-against all these measures. As for 
myself, having taken some humble part in the po- 
liucal discussions of the day, it was very natural 
that I should have become identified with many 
of the political. doctrines, for the advocacy of 
which the Senator from Kentucky is now stigma- | 
tized as an enemy of the West. I, therefore, in | 
defense of myself and the doctrines which I have | 
advocated, feel justified in examining very briefly | 
how far the evidence goes to sustain: the charge 
of the Senator that the Senator from Kentucky | 
is the enemy of the West. I hope, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I need not say to the Senate and the country 
thatif I was satisfied that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was the enemy of the West, he could no 
longer expect me to be his political.friend; for, 
sir, I would sustain no man, however distin- 
guished, who is the. enemy of the section of 
country in which L reside. ms 
It is highly probablé that Tam too much of a 
western man, too sectional in my feelings, for a 
statesman. I acknowledge my warmand devoted 
attachment to the West, yet I trust I could do 
justice to the other sections of the Union, for I 
know b have no unkind feelings towards any 
section. Ido not claim the Senator from Ken- 
tucky as exclusively the friend of the West; I 
believe him to be the friend of the Union, the 
whole Union. The tree shall be known by its 
fruit, so shall, the public man by the measures he 
advocates. If some of his doctrines bear hard 
upon a particular section: of ‘country, so far he 
may be said to be inimical to that section; ‘but if 
the whole of the measures taken together are 
beneficial, he cannot, im justice, be said to be an 
enemy. This is, perhaps, the correct rule; but, 
in the case of whieh fam speaking, Fdo not ask 
for so much justice as that rule would give me. 
Ever since I left my native State, Pennsylvania, 
and settled in the West, I have had my eye di- 
rected to the:measures brought forward or-advo- 
eated: by the Senator from Kentucky; and, so far 
from viewing him our enemy, 1 ‘have looked to 


No. 23 


| him asthe great -ailvocate of western inte 


| of the Cumberland. road west, that the Senator | 


i| sippi is: not wholly groundless, at least so far as 


| Britains Í saw him selected. by Mr.:Madisan as 
| one Of: the representatives of the-Government te; 


| of the West into-the Union, upon an -equal foot» 


| while its-great benefits shall be daily felt by the | 


t A 9 3 3 restss 
Sir, I saw.the nation involved in -war with Great 


the convention. of ministers at Ghent. -I saw the 
termination. of- that. convention, -heard the na- 
tional ‘rejoicing which followed the sounds ef | 
peace, and witnessed the withdrawal-of. the com- 
bined. British and savage forces from an: infant 
and bleeding:frontier. . For his great-exertions:in 
extending the jurisdiction ahd power of the Gov- j 
ernment west; and to-restore to a suffering nation: | 
the blessings of peace, and, with it, to. the west- 
ern frontier that repose and security which itso. 
much needed, I could not look upon him as an 
enemy to his country, much less to the West. 
Mr. President, the admission of the new States. 


ing with the other States, received the suppart of 
the Senator from, Kentucky at the earliest possi- 
ble moment that they were constitutionally eligi- 
ble to become members of the Union. -The creas 
tion of new Territories in the West has also’ 
received: his warm support atall times. From 
these measures I could not infer the- hostility. 
charged by the Senator from Mississippi upon 
him, nor do I believe the people of: the West view: 
his exertions in their behalf in.that light. È 

Sir, is it to the votes and active exertions of 
the Senator from. Kentucky. forthe continuance 


from Mississippi isfers hostility to that section 
of country? Itis very possible that such is his 
belief, as I find, with all nis professed zeal for the | 
West, he uniformly opposes that great western 
work which, let me say to that Senator, is con- 
sidered by myself, as well as the people of a large 
portion of the West, of great, of paramount im- 
portance to their interest.. And, sir, the Senator. 
from Mississippi will have great difficulty in sat- 
isfying them. that the Senator from Kentucky is 
their enemy in supporting it. I cannot leave this 
subject without tendering to the Senator from 
Kentucky my thanks for his continued support 
of this work—a work which will in all subse- 
quent time, as it now does, redound to the. na- 
tional glory, and be viewed as an evidence of the 
wisdom of a Jefferson and his..successors; and 


Eastias well as. the West, it will remain one.of 
the strongest ligaments that bind the peaple of 
this nation together. : 
It is not very remarkable, Mr. President, that 
the Senator from Mississippi and myself should 
view the Senator from Kentucky in such a very 
different. light, when we differ so widely on. this 
great western measure. My object is defense, 
not crimination, or I might throw back upon the 
Senator from Mississippi and his friend from Ala- 
bama the charge they prefer against the Senator 
from Kentucky; and let. me assure them my 
charge, unlike theirs, would have evidence to sup- 
portit, I submit the question, to be-decided by 
the people of the West, whether, in the support 
of this great measure, the Senator from Kentucky 
has manifested hostility to their best interest, and 
whether the charge ef the Senator from Missis- 


this measure is concerned? 

Sir, I have seen appropriations made by Con- 
gress in.aid of commerce, some part of which 
was directed to.be expended in the West, in re- ; 
moving obstructions from the Mississippi, the | 
Ohio, the Cumberland, the Red, and other rivers; į 
and, sir, I have seen funds provided by Congress | 
te clear out and prepare for the reception and pro- 
tection of commerce the harbors on the north- 
western lakes; and how, Mr. President, has the 
hostility of the Senatur from Kentucky manifested 
itself on these important and indispensable meas- 
ures to the prosperity of the West? Let. the 
Journals answer the question. He has been at | 
all times their steadfast and powerful advocate. 
But the Senator from Mississippi, who is ‘‘an 
honorable man,” says heis.an enemy tothe West. 
Mr. President, thé Senator: will pardon me if I 
should give such evidence as this greater weight 
in deciding upon this charge against the Senator 
from Kentucky, than the naked assertion ofa 
political opponent, however elevated he may be. 

But, sir, it is probable that the Senator from | 


_the-new-States.of 
‘in the 
other 


Mississippi alluded to the votes of the Senator | 


from Kentucky-in favor af the grants of lend to: 
of-alterpate geclionsy tó aid-them: 
construction oftheir. canals, aailvonde, and 
ier works of internal improxement;dsevidence 
of his hostility to the West. -If sos thabSenatar 
must excuse me for differing from hit again, am 
widely as.I did on the Gumberland.road question. 
iyis-true that the-chanacter.of these grants has 
been little-understodd inmany: parts. of the coun-. 
tryyas well as -by-gentlemen:on this fod? < Wë: 
notunfrequently hear them designate thesegrants 


as. dengtionsto the States in which they dies hit 


Iaa Very erroneous wie w.of the.question: Sp far: 
from i being.donations; the Geveral: Government 
has alieadyireceived: a -full consideration :for the 
grants -iri the: increased price-of: the altermate- sees 
tions, and the-large amount:recdived. into, the nar 
tional Treasury from: the. sale` of public: lands 
lying contiguous.to.our works:of interoaliteprove- 
mént, which: would not have been sald for yeark, 


‘to come had not the improvements-been maderno 


I have already stated. I view these- grexite nd 
mutually beneficial te. the. General Government 
andthe States in;which. they. lie, nnd: as sa pol 
icy, So-far.from-being against; the:interestiaf,:the 
West,-directly idéntified -with:that interesto Itig 
not. very remarkable, therefore, that J cannot.ate 
knowledge :the truth of the charge :againat: the 
Senator from Kentucky that he -is:an.eneotyto 
the West, while he stands» by. that, interest in 
these great: measures. iden tied! av ith its prospar- 
ity. |. i pe E CRA Sa ec 
Sir, did the: Senator from Mississippifaund hia 
charge upon the bill which was reponed.-by the 
Senator from Kentucky:fram :the ‘Committee on 
Mansifectures, and which passed both branches 
of Congress, and wasneither signed nor returned 
by the late. President. of the United. States, for 


Mr. Cray: : 


“Complaints exist in the new States that large. bodies 
of lands in their respective territories, being owned by the 
General Government, are exempt from taxation to meet the 
ordinary expenses of the State governments and other local 
charges; that-this exemption continues for five years-after 
the sale of any particular tract, and that tands being the 
principal source of the revenue to those States, an undue 
share of the burden of sustaining the expenses of the State 
governments falis upon the resident population. To alt 
theée complaints it may be answered that, by voluntary 
compacts between the new ‘States respectively, and the 
General Government, five per cent. of the net proceeds of 
the salės of the public lands included within their limits is 
appropriated for internal improvements leading to or within 
those States; that a’ section of. land ‘in each township; or 
one.thirty-sixth part of the whole of the public lands em~ 
braced within theirrespective boundaries, has been reserved 
for purposes of education, and that the policy of the Gen- 
eral Government has been uniforthly marked iby gréat Hb- 
erality towards the new States in making various and some 
very extensive grants of the public. lands for local pur 
puses.”? k 

Does the Senator from Kenutcky complain of 
this liberality? Far from it, Mr. President; hear 
himon that subject: : ee 

“ But in accordance with the same Jiberality, the com- 
mittee would recommend an appropriation to.each of the 
seven States referred to, (Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Missouri, 
Mississippi, Alabama, and Louisiana, Michigan and Ar- 
kaiisas being then Territories,] of a further sum of ten per 
cent. on the net. proceeds of the sales of that part of the 
public jand which lies within it.” . ae 

Does this look like hostility to the new-States ? 
Sir, the bill, as it passed. Congress, gave,twelve 
and a half per cent. of the proceeds of the lands 
to the States in which they laid, and’ to each. of 
the States named a quantity of land, which,.with 
what they had received; made them sgnal with 
Ohio.. Under this bill, sir, the State-of Indiana 
would ere this have. received over two-and a half 
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million dollars-as her distributive share, besides 
av large additional donation ‘of ‘land, creating a 
fand which would have been amply sufficient, kad: 
the policy been continued, to educate every child 
in'the State, and pay the taxed of the people for 
ages, besides aidihg greatly: inour works ‘of 
internal improvement: <: It. will be: recollected’ 
that we had-in the West a doctrine, at one time 
called: the eminent-domain ‘doctrine; a ‘kind of 
South Carolina: doctrine, under which: some ‘of. 
our’ politicians: claimed: the whole of the public 
ands within. the--States, by virtue of our State 
sovereignty, Isay; yow cannot have forgotten’ 
that. such’ was the claim set up by some of our 
western politicians; as for myself, I could. not 
bring my mind ‘tothe conclusion that the claim 
was more than plausible, if even somuch. But, 
sir, the friends of that measure exhibited to the 
people the great advantages which would result to 
the new States, should it succeed, by making the 
whole of the public domain within their limits a 
fund for the education of the youth, the support of 
the State governments without a resort to tax- 
ation, and in aiding them with their works of in- 
ternal improvement, All this was admitted; but 
then came the ‘compacts, the deeds, and objects 
of cession, the means and: treasure employed in 
their acquisition, as barriers to the realization of 
the fondly-cherished hopes of our eminent-do- 
main men, and ‘for several years we have heard 
nothing on the subject. But, sir, my object at 
this momentis not to censure those who believed 
in the eminent:domain doctrines, but to say to 
them, as well as the Senate, that the land bill of 
which I have ‘been speaking was infinitely more 
advantageous to the new States than their favor- 
ite policy. In the one case, your claim ended 
with the appropriation of the lands lying within 
your limits, the best of which had been culled 
and sold by the General Government; and in the 
other, as proposéd by the bill, you received one 
eighth of that sum, with the additional grants of 
land proposed in the bill, of the lands lying with- 
in the limits of your State, and then received your 
equal share of the proceeds of the residue in the 
respective States and Territories, besides your 
equal proportion, according to your Fedcral rep- 
resentation, of the proceeds of the seven hundred 
and fifty million acres that lie beyond the States 
and Territories. J therefore repeat, that the 
amount to be received under the provisions of the 
distributive land bill of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, by the new States, would have been infi- 
nitely more beneficial to them than a grant at that 
time of all the lands within their limits, in a pe- 
cuniary point of view. 

But, sir, there is another view which struck my 
mind as being entitled to great weight in the de- 
cision of thatquestion—I mean its nationality. It 
has been said by the wisest and greatest men, and 
I believe truly said, that it is not the mere parch- 
ment scroll, called a Constitution, that binds the 
people of this great nation together, but an'equal- 
ity of rights and a community of interests; and 
should this equality. or that community be de- 
atroyed, as was that between the mother coun- 
try and the colonies; should the Gordian knot be 
cut or untied, it will be precisely the same in its 
results—equally disastrous to the people. That 
is, therefore, wise legislation which strengthens 
these ligaments of equality and interest which 
bind us together as a nation. And it does seem 
to me, sir, that the tendency of the Jand bill was 
to produce tliat happy effect. The Senator from 
Mississippi will therefore pardon me if I cannot, 
with him, seein this great measure of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky hostility to the best interest 
of the West, nor do I believe that a majority of 
the people of the West so view it. 

I come now briefly to examine another of the 
favorite measures of the Senator from Kentucky. 
J allude to the act to distribute the surplus reve- 
nue. I have heard that measure denounced on 
this floor in no measured terms, as being hostile 
to the interest of the. West—not specially by the 
Senator from Mississippi, but by others, It is 
highly probable, however, that this measure, in 
the eyes of that Senator, forms one of the hostile 
acts of the Senator from Kentucky. 1 propose, 
therefore, to examine it very briefly, and to show 
that such was not its operation. What was the 
state‘of the case before Congress and the country 


| States in sufficient quantities to supply the de- 


| prepared ‘o admit that the Senator from Ken- | 


at the time of the passage’ ofthat act? Why, sir, 
the ‘national debt:was’ paid, and it was: obvious’ 
that'a large surplus! of public money would: re-i 
main inthe Treasury-after the payment of, the: 
ustialtexpenses of the Government. ‘The question: 
then arose as to-the proper disposition of these: 
surplusfunds.- The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] proposed to enter upon a grand system: 
of fortifications, the construction of which. would: 
have absorbed the whole of the surplus, and-still 
have required as much more to complete andarm 
them, without. any corresponding benefit. what-: 
ever tothe country. This project had but few. 
adherents; and its rival measure, the distribution 
of the surplus amongst the States according to. 
their Federal representation, was warmly advo- 
cated by the Senator from Kentucky and others, 
and became alaw. By this law, the money that 
had been drawn from the pockets of the people, 
principally.from the extra sales of the publiclands, 
was returned again to them or to the States, to 
be appropriated for their use. It is very true, sir, 
but three of the installments have been received 
by the States; and it is due to candor to say that 
I consider the matter settled here that the States 
are to receive no more, and that the Government | 
is to view the amount received by the States asa | 
donation or gift to them not to be returned. So] | 
presume this matter will end.. The States having 
received the three installments, were clearly bene- | 
fited to that amount; while the counter project, 
the fortification system, would have been bene- 
ficial to no person, except perhaps the contract- 
ors. Between these modes of disposing of the sur- 
plus revenue, it seems to me l could not have 
hesitated; nor can I view the support given to the 
distribution act by the Senator from Kentucky as 
hostile to the interest of the West; ‘but, on. the 
contrary, highly beneficial to that section of | 
country. j 

Sir, the support given by the Senator from Ken- ; 
tucky’to the protective system in days gone by j 
has Deen again and again referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi as hostile to the western 
interest. It is not to be denied by me that the 
Senator from Kentucky has been the advocate of | 


the protective system, or, in other words, the |: 


protection of American industry against a too 
powerful foreign competition, by duties on the 
importation of the foreign article. I feel no dis- 
position to revive the argument on this question; 
much may be said on both sides of it. - It has || 
always appeared to me that, as we derive our 
revenue to support and carry on the operations 
of the Government from our imposts, it was but 
right and proper to confine those duties to arti- 
cles which could be manufactured in the United 


mand, and thereby make the tariff for protection 
and revenue identical. In this light, no one at 
this day denies the power or duty of the Govern- 
ment to lay protective duties, by whatever name | 
they may be called. The West, so far as I ever 
heard, was favorable to protecting our own in- 
dustry. The President of the United States voted 
for the tariff of 1828, which was the highest pro- 
tective tariff ever laid in the United States; and 
et I have never heard him censured for it in the 
Vest. No, sir; we believe in a proper tariff, 
making revenue and protection mean the same 
thing, and confining the duties, where there can 
be no protection, to articles of luxury—such ar- 
ticles as minister only to the vanity and extrav- | 
agance of life—while we would wholly remove 
it from the necessaries of life, in daily and com- |: 
mon use by all classes of the people. Iam not! 


tucky has shown hostility to the West in advo- | 
cating the protective system. I might trace the i 
Senator from. Kentucky through a long, labori- | 
ous, and valuable life, (for he has traveled the: 
highways on all important subjects, ) would time și 
permit; and I feel very confident that the evi- i 
denice would still strengthen the defense, and tend |; 
even further to remove all probable cause for the A 
charge of the Senator from Mississippi; but 1! 
feel that it is useless. Sir, I have seen the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky the great: pacificator on the 
Missouri, and. other questions that were rocking 
the Republic to its center, uot for the benefit of 
the West alone, but for the Union—the whole 
Union. : pies 


| 
| 
H 


- There is one’ other great measure, Mr. Presis 
dent, to which I presume the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi'points, té-show the hostility of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to the West. Talludeto the 
bill which passed the Senate atthe last session, 
and fell inthe House, known as the sub-Treasury 
bill. -Ido not propose; sir, to revive the debate 
on that measure at this time; it will. probably 
come up-againere long; and. as- have on two 
former-occasions given: my opinions on it some- 
what-at large, coneurring with the Senator from 
Kentucky, it is not to be expected that I can see 


‘in aw opposition:tothat measure hostility to the 


West; far from it. I have said that the great 
desideratum ‘in the West was capital and credit; 
the one sufficient to form a just and safe basement 
for the other to‘rest upon; and any: measure that 
reduces the one or destroys the other is injurious 
to the West. It is true, an exclusive specie cir- 
culation, divorce of ‘the Government from the - 
banks, collect and disburse the revenues in every 
part of the country in gold and silver by the offi- 
cers of Government without the aid of banks, 
are not unpleasant sounds to the ear; but, in my 
humble opinion, it is in theory only that they 
may be tolerated, for then reason is left free to 
combat them. In practice, I have shown their 
operation, at Jarge, on former occasions, and full 
and mature reflection has only confirmed the 
opinions then expressed. 1 believe the whole 
measure, in practice, would be injurious to the 
nation, and especially to the West. 

Mr. President, the remarks which J have sub- 
mitted, connected with the measures which have 
been supported by the Senator from Kentucky, 
have been entirely defensive, Ihave notattempt- 
ed to show who are not the friends of the West; 
who have, or who have not, sustained those great 
western measures to which I have alluded. My 
object was not'to criminate or to make charges, 
but to show some of the evidence which had op- 
erated on my mind, creating the belief that the 
Senator from Kentucky was not an enemy to the 
West; and now let me say to the Senator, I do 
not believe one word of his charge. ‘Fhe Senator 
from Kentucky an enemy tothe West! Impos- 
sible! Ifno one act of his long and useful life 
proved the contrary, his position forbids it. No 
man, sir, can be an enemy to the West who re- 


| sides there, whose private interest, whose family 
i and friends are there; even should his philanthro- 


py embrace the whole-haman: family, still the 


| country of his home must necessarily predomi- 


nate in his affections. I would. as ‘soon. believe 
that my worthy colleague, (Mr. Trpron,} who 
fought side by side with the brave and lamented 
Spencer in that bloody.conflictat Tippecanoe, and 
who has rendered his State and the West such 
valuable services since he has been a member of 
this body, is an enemy of the West. The Sena- 
tor from Kentucky an enemy to the West! I 
would as soon believe that charge against you, 
Mr. President, who have stood by the West in 
all her great measures; you who poured out your 
blood like water in defense of the western frontier; 
impossible—impossible, sir. The Senator from 
Kentucky an enemy of the West! Satisfy: me 
that the hero of Tippecanoe, the patriotic, the 
gallant, the distinguished Harrison, who periled 
his life again and again for the West and his coun- 
try, and whose long and valuable life has been 
identified with her interest and glory, is hostile to 
the West, and you may make me believe the 
chargeagainst the Senator from Kentucky. Fiat 
justitia, ruat celum. ; 


ABOLITION PETITIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. HENRY CLAY, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
` Ix rue Senate, February 7, 1839, 


On presenting a petition against the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, rose to present a pe~ 


| tition, and said: I have received, Mr: President, 
i a petition to the Senate and House of Represent- 


atives of the United States, which E wish to pre- 
sent to the Senate. It is signed by several han- 
dred inhabitants-of the District of Columbia, and 
chiefly of the city of Washington. Among them 
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J recognize the name of the highly esteemed 
Mayor of the city, and other respectable names, 
some of which are personally and’ well known 
tome. They express their regret that the sub- 
ject of the abolition of slavery within the District | 
of Columbia continues to be pressed upon the | 
consideration of Congress by inconsiderate and 
misguided individuals jn other parts of the Uni- | 
ted States. They state that they do not desire 
the abolition of slavery within the District, even 
if Congress possess the very questionable power 
of abolishing it, without the consent of the people 
whoseinterests would beimmediately and directly 
affected by the measure; thatitis a question solely 
between the people of the District and their only 
constitutional Legislature, purely municipal, and 
one in which no exterior influence or interest can 
justly interfere; that if, at any future period, the 
people of this District should desire the abolition 
of slavery within it, they will doubtless make their 
wishes known, when it will be time enough to 
take the matter into consideration; that they do 
not, on this occasion, present themselves to’Con- 
gress because they are slavcholders; many of them 
are not—some of them are conscientiously op- 
posed to slavery—but they appear because they 
justly respect the ‘rights of those who own that 
description of property, and because they enter- 
tain a deep conviction that the continued agita- 
tion of the question by those who have no right 
to interfere with it, has an injuridus influence on 
the peace and tranquillity of the community, and 
upon the well being and happiness of those who 
are held in subjection. They finally protest as 
well against the unauthorized intervention of 
which they complain, as against any legislation 
on the part of Congress in compliance therewith. 
But, as I wish these respectable petitioners to be 
themselves heard, I request that their petition may 
be read. [It was read accordingly, and Mr. Cay 
proceeded.] I am informed by the committee 
which requested me to offer this petition, and 
believe, that it expresses the almost unanimous 
sentiments of the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia. | ; 

The performance of this service affords me a 
legitimate opportunity, of which, with the per- 
mission of A Senate, I mean now to avail my- 
self, to say something, not only on the particular 
objects of the petition, but upon the great and 
interesting subject with which it is intimately 
associated, 

It is well known to the Senate that I have 
thought that the most judicious course with abo- 
lition petitions has not been of late pursued by 
Congress. I have believed that it would have been 

. wisest to have received and referred them, with- 
out opposition, and to have reported against their 
object in á calm and dispassionate argumentative 
appeal to the good sense of the whole community. 
It has been supposed, however, by a majority of 
Congress that it was most expedient either not 
to receive the petitions at all, or, if formally re- 
ceived, not to act definitely upon them. There 
isno substantial difference between these opposite 
opinions, since both look to anabgolute rejection 
of the prayer of the petitioners. ‘But there is a 
great difference in the form of proceeding; and, 
Mr. President, some experience in the conduct of 
human affairs has taught me to believe thata neg- 
lect to observe established forms is often attended 
with more mischievous consequences than the 
infliction of a positive injury. We all know that, 
even in private life, a violation, of the existing 
usages and ceremonies of society cannot take 
place without serious prejudice. 1 fear, sir, that 
the Abolitionists have acquired a considerable 
apparent force by blending with the object which 
they have in view a collateral, and totally differ- 
ent question arising out of analleged violation 
of the right of petition. I know full well, and 
take great pleasure in testifying, that nothing was 
remoter from the intention.of a majority of the 
Senate, from which 1 differed, than to violate the 
right.of petition. in any case in which, according 
to its judgment, that right could -be constitution- 
ally exercised, or where the objéct of the petition 
could be safely or properly granted. Still, it 
must be owned that the Abolitionists have seized 
hold of the fact of the treatment which their peti- 
tions have received in Congress, and made injuri- 
Gus impressions upon the minds of a large por- 


tion’ of the community.  This,I think, might 
have been avoided by the tourse-which T should 
have been glad to have seen pursed 00) ume 

And I desire now, Mr. President, to advert ‘to: 
some of those topics which I think might have 
been usefully embodied in a report by a commit- 
tee of the Senate, and which, Fam: perstiaded,: 
would have checked the progress, if: it- had‘ not 
altogether arrested the éfforts of abolition. Tarn 
sensible, sir, that this work would have been act- 
complished with much greater ability, and with 
much happier effect, under the auspices of a com-. 
mittee than it can be by me. But, anxious as I 
always am to contribute whatever isin my power 
to the harmony, concord, and happiness of this’ 
great people, I feel myself irresistibly impelled to 


do whatever is in my power, incompetent as I; 


feel myself to be, to dissuade the public from con- 
tinuing to agitate a subject fraught with the most 
direful consequences. ; 
There are three classes of persons opposed, or 
apparently opposed, to the continued existence of 
slavery in the United States. The first are those 
who, from sentiments of philanthropy and hu- 
manity, are conscientiously opposed to the exist- 
ence of slavery, but who are no less opposed, at 


the same time, to any disturbance of the peace | 


and tranquillity of the Union, or the infringement 
of the powers of the States composing the Con- 
federacy. In this class may be comprehended 
that peacefuland exemplary society of *‘ Friends,” 
one of whose established maxims is, an abhor- 
rence of war in all its forms, and ‘the cultivation 
of peace and good will amongst mankind. The 
next class consists ofapparent A bolitionists—that 
is, those who, having been persuaded that the 
right of petition has been violated by Congress, 
codperate with the Abolitionists for the sole pur- 
pose of asserting and vindicating that right. And 
the third class are the real ultra Abolitionists, who 
are resolved to persevere in the pursuit of their 
object at all hazards, and without regard to any 
consequences, however calamitous they may be. 
With them the rights of property’are nothing; 
the deficiency of the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment is nothing; the acknowledged and incon- 


testable powers of the States are nothing; civil | 


war, a dissolution of the Union, and the over- 
throw of aGovernment in which are concentrated. 
the fondest hopes of the civilized world, are noth- 
ing. A single idea has taken possession of their 
minds, and onward they pursue. it, overlooking 
all barriers, reckless and regardless of all conse- 
quences. With this class, the immediate abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, and in the 
Territory of Florida, the prohibition of the re- 
moval of slaves from State to State, and the refusal 
to admit any new State comprising within its 
limits the institution of domestic slavery, are but 
so many means conducing to the accomplishment 
of the ultimate but perilous end at which they 
avowedly and boldly aim; are but so many short 
stages in the long and bloody road to the distant 
goal at which they would finally arrive. Their 
purpose is abolition, universal abolition, peace- 
ably if it can, forcibly if it must. Their object 
is no longer concealed by the thinest vail; it is 
avowed and proclaimed. Unterly destitute of coti- 
stitutional or other rightful power, living in totally 
distinct communities, as alien to the communities 
in which the subject on which they would operate 
resides, so far as concerns political power over 
that subject, as if they lived in Africa or Asia, 
they nevertheless promulgate to the world their 
purpose to be to manumit forthwith, and without 
compensation, and without moral preparation, 
three million negro slaves, under jurisdictions 
altogether separated from those under which they 
live. Be See ts 

I have said that immediate abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia and in the Territory 
of Florida, and the exclusion of new States, were 
only means towards the attainment of a much 
more important end. Unfortunately, they are 
not the only means. “Another, and.much more 
lamentable one, is that which this tlass is endear 
oring to employ, of arraying one portion agal 
anotner PaRin of the Union... With that view, 
in all their leading prints and publications, the 
alleged horrors of slavery are depicted in the 
most glowing and exaggerated colors, to excite 
the imaginations and stimulate the rage of the 


people ‘in ‘the-frée States apuhist thé peoplein the 
slave- States. °'The'slavéliolder‘is held wp: and 
representéd as the thost-atrécious öf Kumar bé- 
ings. ‘Advertisements of fugitivé slaves to’be sold 
are-carefully collec nd blazoned forth; tø in- 
fuse a' spirit of détestation‘and hatred against one 
entire and the largest section of the UnionyAnd 
likea ‘notorious: agitator ypori “another ‘theater, 
they would hunt down‘aitd proserive from thé pale 
of civilized society the itihabitants of that entire 
section: - Allow: me, Mr: Prësident, to ‘say“that 
whilst I recognize in the justly-wounded feelings 
of the Minister of the’ United States atthe 
of St. James much to-.excuse the Notice w 
was ‘provoked to ‘take -of that agitator, “iti my: 
humble opinion, lve‘would better have consulted 
the dignity of‘his station and of his: country in’ 
treating him with- contemptuous silente, Fie 
would exclude us from Burépedh’ society—he’ 
who himself van only obtatii a contraband admis» 
sion, and is received with: ‘scornful ‘tepugnanee? 
into it! “If he be no'‘more desirous Of out society: 
than we are of his, he may rest ‘assured’ that “a 
state ofeternal non-mtercourse willexist betwee: 
us.’ Yes, sir, I think the ‘American Ministe 


would have best pursited the dictates‘of true digt 
nity by regarding the language ofthe member of 
the’ British House of Commons as the malignant 


ravings of the'planderer‘of his own‘ country, and’ 
el 


the libeler of a foreign and kindred people. 

But the means to which T have already adverted 
are not the only ones which this: third ‘class ‘of 
ultra Abolitionists are employing to effect their 
ultimate end. They began’ their operations ‘by 
professing to employ only persuasive means in 
appealing to the humanity and enlightening ‘the 
understandings of the slaveholding portion’ of the’ 
Union. If there were some, kindness in this 
avowed motive, if must’be acknowledged that 
there was rather a presumptuous display also of 
an assumed superiority in intelligence'and knowl- 
edge. For some time they continued ‘to make 
these appeals to our duty and our ‘interest: but 
impatient with the slow influence of their logic 
upon our stupid minds, they recently resolved to 
change their system ‘of attion: © To the'agency’ 
of their powers of persuasion, they now propose 
to substitute the powers ‘of thé’ ballot-box} atid 
he must be blind ‘to'what is” passing before ùs; 
who does not percéive that the ‘inéviteble tend~ 
ency of their proceedibgs i 


s; if these’ should’ be 
found ‘insufficient, to ‘invoke, ‘finally, the more 
potent powers of the bayonet. > < Sees puea 

Mr. President, it is ‘at this alarming stagé'of 
the proceedings of the ultra Abolitiénists that I 
would seriously invite every considerate man itr 
the country solemnly to pause, and deliberately 
to reflect, not merely On ourexisting posture, but 
upon that dreadful precipice down which they 
would hurry us. It is because’ these ultra Abo- 
litionists have ceased ‘to employ the instruments 
of ‘reason and persuasion, have made their causé 
political, and have appealed to the ballot-box; 
that I am induced upon this occasion, to'address 

ou. ; ae He A Ra 

There have been three epochs iñ the history of 
our country at which -the spirit of abolition dis- 
played itself. The first was immediately after the 
formation of the present Federal’ Government: 
When the Constitution was about going inte op: 
eration, its powers were fot well understood ‘by 
the community at large, and remained to be ac- 
curately interpreted and defined. ` At that period 
numerous abolition societies were forried, com- 
prising not merely the Society of Friends, but 
many other good men. Petitions were presented 
to Congress praying for the abolition of slavery: 
They were received without serious opposition, 
referred, and reported upon by'a committee.” The 
report stated that the General Government ‘had 
ho power to abolish slavery as it existed in the 
several States, and that these States themselves 
had exclusive jurisdiction over the subject:: The 
report was generally acquiesced in, and satisfac- 
tion and tranquillity ensued; the abolition socie- 
ties thereafter limiting their exertions, in’respect 
to the black population, to offices‘of humanity 
within the scope of existing laws. 

The next period when the subject of slavery 
and abolition, incidentally, was brought into no: 
tice and discission, was on the memorable occa- 
sion of the admission of the State of Missouri into 
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the Union. -The struggle was long, strenuous, 

and fearful. It is too recent to make it necessary 

to do more than merely advert to it, and to say, | 
that it was finally composed by one of those com- | 
promises characteristic of our institutions, and of | 
which the Constitution itself is the most signal ; 
instance. : =] 

The third is that in which we find. ourselves. 
Various causes, Mr. President, have contributed | 
to produce the existing excitement on the subject | 
of abolition. The principal one, perhaps, is the 
example of British emancipation of the slaves in | 
the islands adjacent to our country. Such is the 
amilarity in laws, in language, in institutions, and 
in common origin, between Great Britain and the 
United States, that no great measure of national 
policy can be adopted in the onecountry without 
producing a considerable degree of influence in 
the other. Confounding the totally different cases 
together, of the powers of the British Parliament 
and those of the Congress of the United States, 
and the totally different situations of the British 
West India Islands, and the slaves in the sover- 
eign and independent States of this Confederacy, | 
superficial men. have inferred from the undecided 
British experiment the practicability of the abo- 
lition of slavery in these States. The powers of 
the British Parliament are unlimited, and are often 
described to be omnipotent. The powers of the 
American Congress, on the contrary, are few, 
cautiously limited, scrupulously excluding all that | 
are not granted, and, above all, carefully and ab- 
solutely excluding all power over the existence or | 
continuance of slavery in the several States. The 
slaves, too, upon which British legislation oper- 
ated were not in the bosom of the kingdom, but 
in remote and feeble colonies, having no voice in 
Parliament. The West India slaveholder was 
neither represented nor representative in that Par- 
liament. And whilst I most fervently wish com- 
pee success to the British experiment of West 

ndia emancipation, I confess that L have fearful 
forebodings of a disastrous termination of it. | 
Whatever it may be, I think it must be admitted 
that, if the British Parliament treated the West 
India slaves as freemen, it also treated the West 
India freemen as slaves. If, instead of these 
slaves being separated by a wide ocean from the 
perent country, three or four million of African 
negro slaves had been dispersed over England, 
Scotland, Wales, and Ireland, and their owners 
had been members of the British Parliament~a 
case which would have presented some analogy to 
that of our own country—does any one believe 
that it would have been expedient or practicable 
to have emancipated them, leaving them to re- 
main, with all their embittered feclings, in the 
United Kingdom, boundless as the powers of the 
British Parliament are? 

Other causes have conspired with the British 
example to produce the cee excitement from 
abolition, I say it with profound regret, but 
with no intention to occasion irritation here or 
elsewhere, that there are persons in both parts of 
the Union who have sought to mingle abolition 
with politics, and to array one portion of the 
Union against the other. fris the misfortune in 
free countries that, in high party times, a disposi- 
tion too often prevails to seize hold of every- 
thing which can strengthen the one side or weaken 
the other. Charges of fostering abolition de- 
signs have been heedlessly and unjustly made 
by one party against the other. Prior to the late 
election of the. present President of the United 
States, he was charged with being an Abolition- 
ist, and abolition designs were imputed to many 
of his supporters. Much as I was opposed to his 
election, and am to his administration, I neither 
share in making nor believing the truth of the 
charge. He was scarcely installed in.office before 
the same charge was directed against those who 
opposed his election. 

_ Mr. President, it is not true, and I rejoice that 
it is not true, that either of the two great parties 
in this country has any designs or aims at aboli- 
tion. I should deeply lament if it were true. 
Į should consider, if it were true, that the danger 
to the stability of our system would be infinitely 
greater than any which does, I hope, actually 
exist. Whilst neither party can be, 1 think, 
justly accused of any abolition tendency or pur- 
pose, both haye profited, and both have been in- 


~ Abolition Petitions--Mr: Clay. 


| jured,-in particular localities, by the accession or | 


abstraction of abolition support. If the account 
were fairly stated, I believe the party to which I 
am opposed has profited much more, and been 
injured much less, than that to which E belong. 
But-I am far, for. that reason, from being disposed 
to accuse our adversaries of being Abolitionists. 

„And now, Mr, President, allow me to consider 
the. several cases in which the authority of Con- 
gress is invoked by. these abolition petitioners 
upon the- subject of domestic slavery. The first 
relates to it as it exists in the District of Colum- 
bia. The following is the provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in reference to that 
matter: i 

4 To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatso- 
ever over such District (not-exceeding ten miles square) 
as may by cession of particular States, and the acceptance, 


of Congress, become the seat of Government of the’ United 
States.” : 


This provision preceded, in point of time, the 
actual cessions which were made by the States 
of Maryland and Virginia. The object of the 
cession was to establish a seat of Government of 
the United States, and the grant in the Constitu- 
tion of exclusive legislation must be understood, 
and should be always interpreted, as having re- 
lation to the object of the cession. It was with 
a full knowledge of this clause in the Constitu- 
tion that these two States ceded to the General 
Government the ten miles square constituting the 
District of Columbia. In making the cession they 
supposed that it was to be applied, and applicd | 
solely, to the purposes of aseat of Government, for 
which it was asked. When it was made slavery 
existed in both those Commonwealths and in the 
ceded territory, as it now continues to exist in 
all of them. ` Neither Maryland nor Virginia 
could have anticipated that, whilst the institution 
remained within their respective limits, its abo- 
lition would be attempted by Congress without 
their consent, Neither of them would probably 
have made an unconditional cession if they could 
have anticipated such a result. 

From the nature of the provision in the Consti- 
tution, and the avowed object of the acquisition 


of the territory, two duties arise on the part of i 
: Congress. 


The first is, to render the District 
available, comfortable, and convenient, as a seat 
of Government of the whole Union; the other is, 
to govern the people within the District so as best 
to promote their happiness and.prosperity. These ; 
objects are totally distinct in their nature, and, in 
interpreting and exercising the grant of the power 
of exclusive legislation, that distinction should be 
constantly borne in mind. Is it necessary, in 


|| order to render this place a comfortable seat of 


the General Government, to abolish slavery within 
its limits? No one can or will advance such a 
proposition. The Government has remained here 
near forty years without the slightest inconveni- 
ence from the presence of domestic slavery. Is 
it necessary to the well-being of the people of the 
District that slavery should be abolished. from 
amongst them? They not only neither ask nor | 
desire, but are almost unanimously opposed to it. 

It exists here in the mildest and most mitigated 

form. In a population of thirty-nine thousand | 
eight hundred and thirty-four there were, at the | 
Jast enumeration of the population of the United | 
States, but six hound one hundred and nine- 

teen slaves. The number has not probably much 

increased since. They are dispersed over the ten | 
miles square, engaged in the quiet pursuits of 

husbandry, or in menial.offices in domestic life. 

If it were necessary to the efficiency of this place | 
àsa seat of the General Government to abolish | 
slavery, which is utterly denied, the abolition 
should be confined to the necessity which prompts 
it, that is, to the limits of the city of Washington 
itself. Beyond those limits, persons concerned | 
in the Government of the United States have no 
more to do with the inhabitants of the District 
than they have with the inhabitants of the adja- 
cent counties of Maryland and Virginia which lie 
beyond the District. ; 

o abolish slavery within the District of Co- 
lumbia, whilst it remains in Virginia and Mary- 
land, situated as that District is, within the very 
heart of those States, would expose them to great 


pe incénvenience and annoyance. The 
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istrict would become a place of refuge and escape ' 


for fugitive slaves from the two States, and a place 
from which a spirit of discontent, insubordination, 
and insurrection might be fostered and encour- 
aged in the two States. Suppose, as was at 
one time under consideration, Pennsylvania. had 
granted ten miles square within its, limits for the 
purpose of a seat of the General. Government: 
could Congress, without a violation of good faith, 
have introduced. and established slavery within 
the bosom of that Commonwealth in the ceded 
territory, after she had abolished it so long ago 
as the year 1780? Yet the inconvenience to Penn- 
sylvania in the case supposed, would have been 
much less than that to Virginia and Maryland in 
the case we are arguing. 

It was upon this view of the subject that the 
Senate, at its last session, solemnly declared that 
it would be a violation of implied faith, resulting 
from the transaction of. the ‘cession, to abolish 
slavery within the District of Columbia. And 
would it not be? By implied faith is meant that. 
when a grantis made for one avowed and declared. 
purpose, known to the parties, the grant should 
not be perverted to another purpose, unavowed 
and undeclared, and injurious to the grantor. 
The grant in the case we are considering, of the 
territory of Columbia, was for a seat of Govern- 
ment. Whatever power is necessary to accom- 
plish that object is carried along by the grant. 
But the abolition of slavery is. not necessary to 
the enjoyment of this site as a seat of the General 
Government. The grant in the Constitution of 
exclusive power of legislation over the District, 
was made to insure the exercise of an exclusive 
authority of the General Government to render 
this place a safe and secure seat of Government, 
and to promote the well-being of the inhabitants 
of the District. The power granted ought to be 
interpreted and exercised solely to the end for 
which it was granted. The language of the grant 
was necessarily broad, comprehensive, and ex- 
clusive, because all the exigencies which might 


| arise to render this a secure seat of the General 


Government could not have been foreseen and 
provided for. The language may possibly be 
sufficiently comprehensive to include a power of 
abolition; but it would not at all thence follow 
that the power could be rightfully exercised. 
The case may be resembled to that of a plenipo- 
tentiary invested with a plenary power, but who 
at the same time, has positive instructions from 
his Government as to the kind of treaty which he 
is to negotiate and conclude. If he violates those 
instructions, and concludes a different treaty, his 
Government isnot bound by it; and if the foreign 
Government is aware of the violation, it acts In 
bad faith. -Or it may be illustrated by an exam- 
ple drawn from private life. Tam an indorser for ` 
my friend on a note discounted in bank, He ap- 
piion to me to indorse another to renew it, which 

do in blank. Now this gives him power to 
make any other usc of my note which he pleases. 
But if, instead of applying it to the intended pur- 
pose, he goes to a broker and sells it, thereby 
doubling my responsibility for him, he commits a 
breach of trust, and a violation of the good faith 
implied in the whole transaction. 

But, Mr. President, if this reasoning were as 
erroneous as I believed it to be correct and con- 
clusive, is the affair of the liberation of six thou- 
sand negro slaves in this District, disconnected 
with the three million slaves in.the United States, 
of sufficient magnitude to agitate, distract, and 
embitter this great Confederacy? ; 

The next case in which the petitioners ask the 
exercise of the power of Congress, relates to sla- 
very in the Territory of Florida. 

Florida is the extreme southern portion of the 
United States. It is bounded on all its land sides 
by slave States, and is several hundred miles from 
the nearest free State. It almost extends within 
the tropics, and the nearest important island to 
it on the water side is Cuba, aslave island. This 
simple statement of its -geographical position 
should of itself decide the question. When, by 
the treaty of 1819 with Spain, it was ceded to the 
United States, slavery existed within it. By the 
terms of that treaty, the effects and property. of 
the inhabitants are secured to them, and they are 
allowed to remove and take them away, if they 
think proper to do so, without limitation as to 
time. If it were expedient, therefore, to abolish 
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slavery in it, it could not be done consistently 
with the treaty, without granting to the ancient 
inhabitants a reasonable time to remove their 
slaves: But further: by the compromise which 
took place on the passage of the act for the ad- | 
mission of. Missouri into the Union, in‘the year 
1820, it was agreed and’ understood thatthe line 
-of 369 .30' north latitude should mark the bound- 
ary between the free States and. the slave States 
to be created in the territories of the United States 
ceded by the treaty of Louisiana; those situated 
south of it being slave States, and. those.north. of 
it free States. But Florida is south of that line, | 
and, consequently, according to the spirit of the 
understanding which prevailed: at the period al- 
luded to, should be a slave State. It may be true 
that the compromise does not, in terms, embrace 
Florida, and that it is not absolutely binding and 
obligatory; but all candid and impartial men must 
agree that it ought not to be disregarded without 
the most weighty considerations, and that nothing 
could be more.to be deprecated than to open anew 
the bleeding wounds which were happily bound 
up and healed by that compromise. Florida is 
the only remaining Territory to be admitted into 
the Unton with the institution of domestic sla- 
very, while Wisconsin and Iowa are now nearly 
ripe for admission without it. 
The next instance in which the exercise of the 
ower of Congress is solicited is that of prohib- 
iting what is denominated by the petitioners of 
the slave trade between the States, or, as it is de- 
scribed in abolition petitions, the traffic in human 
beings between the States. This exercise of the 
power of Congress is claimed under that clause 
of the Constitution which invests it with author- 
ity to regulate commerce. with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes. The power to regulate commerce among | 
the several States, like other powers in the Con- 
stitution, has hitherto remained dormant in re- 
spect to the interior trade by land between the | 
States; It wasa-power granted, like all the other 
powers of the General Government, to secure 
eace and harmony among the States. Hitherto 
it has not been necessary to exercise it. All the 
eases in which, during the progress of time, it 
may become expedient to exert the general au- 
thority to regulate commerce between the States, 
cannot be conceived: We may easily imagine, 
however, contingencies which, if they were to 
happen might require the interposition of the 
common authority. If, for example, the State of 
Ohio, were, by law, to prohibit any vessel enter- 
ing the port of Cincinnati, from the port of Lou- | 
isville, in Kentucky, if that case be not already 
rovided for by the laws which regulate ourcoast- 
ing trade, it would be competent to the General 
Government to annul the prohibition emanating. 
from State authority. Or ifthe State of Kentucky 
were to prohibit the introduction; within its lim- | 
its, of any articles of trade, the production of the | 
industry of the inhabitants of the State of Ohio, | 
the General Government might, by its authority, 
supersede the State enactment. -But I deny that 
the General Government has any authority what- 
ever, from the Constitution, to abolish what is 
called the slave trade, or, in other words, to pro- 
hibit the removal of slaves from one slave State to. 
another slave State. l ' 
The grant in the Constitution is of a power of | 
regulation, and not prohibition. It is eonserva- 
tive, not destructive. Regulation ex vi terminiim-. 
plies. the continued existence or prosecution of 
the thing regulated. Prohibition implies total dis- 
continuance or annihilation. The regulation in- 
tended was: designed to facilitate and accommo- 
date, not to obstructand incommode the commerce 
to be regulated.. Canit be pretended, that- under | 
this power to regulate commerce among the States, 
Congress has the power to prohibit the transport- 
ation of live stock, which, in countless numbers, 
are daily passing from the western and interior 
States tothe southern, southwestern, and Atlantic 
States??? The moment the incontestable factis ad- 
mitted, that negro slaves are property, thelaw of 
movable property irresistibly attaches itself to 
them, and secures the right of carrying them from 
one. to another State, where they are recognized | 
as property, without any hinderance whatever 
from Congress. : 
But, Mr. President, I will not detain the Sen- 


Abo lition- Pe 


tition’ Mr Clay. 


ate longer onthe subjects of slavery within the 
District and in Florida,:and of the right of Con- 
grese to'prohibit the removal of slavés from one 
tate to another... These, as I have already inti- 
mated, with ultra Abolitionists are but-so many 
masked batteries, concealing the real-and ultimate 
point:of attack. That point of attack is the in- 
stitution of domestic slavery'as it exists in these 
States. It isto liberate three million slaves held 
in bondage within them. And: now, allow me, 
sir, to glance at the insurmountable obstacles 
which lie in: the way of the’ aceomplishment of 
this end, and at-some of the consequences which 
would ensue if it were possible to attain it. 

The first impediment is the utter and absolute 
want of all power-on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment to effect the purpose. The Constitution 
of the United States creates a limited Govern- 
ment, comprising comparatively few powers, and 
leaving the residuary mass of political power in 
the possession of the several States. It is well 
known that the subject of slavery-interposed one 
of the greatest difficulties in the formation of the 
Constitution. It was-happily compromised and 
adjusted in a spirit of harmony and patriotism. 
According to that compromise, no power what: 
ever was granted to the General Government in 
respect to domestic slavery, but that which re: 
lates to taxation and representation, and the power 
to restore fugitive slaves to their lawful owners. 
All other power in regard: to the institution of 
slavery was retained exclusively by the States, to 
be exercised by them severally, according to their 
respective views of their own peculiar interest. 
The Constitution of the United States never could 
have been formed upon the principle of investing 
the General Government with authority to abol- 
ish the institution at its pleasure. It never can 
be continued for a single day if the exercise of 
such a power be assumed or usurped. 

But it may be contended by these ultra Aboli- 
tionists that their object is not to stimulate the 
action of the General Government, but to operate 
upon the States themselves in which the institu- 
tion of ‘domestic slavery exists. If that be their 
object; why are these abolition societiesand move- 
ments all confined to the free States? Why are 
the slave States wantonly and cruelly assailed? 
Why-do the Abolition presses teem with publi- 
cations tending to excite hatred and animosity on 
the part of the inhabitants of the free States against 
those of the slaves States? Why is Congress 
petitioned? The free States have no more power 
or right to interfere with institutions in the slave 
States, confided to the exclusive jurisdiction of 
those States, than they would have to interfere 
with institutions existing in any foreign country. 
What would be thought of the formation of sovi- 
eties in Great Britain, the issue of numerous in- 
flammatory publications, and the sending out of 
lecturers throughout the kingdom, denouncing 
and aiming at the destruction of.any of the insti- 
tutions of France? Would they be regarded as 
proceedings warranted by good: neighborhood? 
Or what would be thought of the- formation of 
societies in the slaves States, the issue of violent 
and inflammatory tracts, and the deputation of 
missionaries, pouring out impasstoned denuncia- 
tions against institutions under the.exclusive con- 
trol of the free States? ` Is their purpose to appeal 
to our understandings, and to actuate our human- 
ity? And do they expect to accomplish that pur-. 
pose by holding us up to the scorn, and contempt, 
and detestation of the people of the free States and 
the whole civilized world? The slavery which 
exists amongst us is our affair, not theirs; and 
they have no more just concern with it than they 
have with slavery as it exists. throughout the 
world. Why not leave it to us, as the common 
Constitution of our country has left it, to be dealt 
with, under the guidance of Providence, as best 
we may or can? sae , 

The next obstacle in the way of abolition arises 
out of the fact of the presence in the slave States 
of three million slaves. They are there, dis- 
persed throughout the land, part and parcel of our 
population. ‘They were brought into the country 
originally under the authority of the parent Gov- 


ernment whilst we were colonies; and. their im- | 


portation was continued in spite of all the remon- 
strances of our ancestors. If the question were 
an original question, whether, there being no 


slavés within the country, we’ should introduce 
then, and incorporate them into our society, that 
would be a totally different question. Few, ifany, 
of the citizens of thë United States would be found 
to favor théir introduction. No'man.in it would 
oppose, upon that supposition, their admission 
with more determined resolution and conscien> 


| tious repughance than I should. But that is not 


the question. The slaves are liere; no practical 
scheme for their removal or separation from us 
has been yet devised or proposed; and the true 
inquiry is, what is best to be’ done with them ? 
In human affairs we are often constrained, by the 
force of circumstances and the actual state of 
things, to do what we would ‘not dò if that state 
of things did not exist. The slaves are here, and 
here must femain, ih some condition; and, I re- 
yeát; how are they to be best governed? ‘What 
is best: to be done for their appinéss and our 
own? In the-slave States the alternative is, that 
thé white man must govern the black, or the black 
govern the white. In sevéral of those States ‘the 
number of the slaves is greater ‘than that of. the 
white population. An immediate abolition of sla- 
very in them, as these ultra Abolitionists propose, 
would be followed by a désperate struggle for 
immediate ascendency of the black race over the 
white race, or rathér it would bé followed’ by in- 
stantaneous collisions between the two races, 
which would break out into a civil war thatwould 
end ‘in the extermination or subjugation of thé 
one race or the other. In ‘such an alternative, 
who can hesitate? Is it not better for both parties 
that the existing state of things should be pre- 
served, instead of exposing them to the horrible 
strifes and contests which would inevitably attend 
an immediate abolition ? Thisis our true ground 
of defense for the continued éxisténce of slavery 
in our country. Itis that which our revolutionary 
ancestors assumed; it is that which, in my opin- 
ion, forms our justification in the eyes of all Chris- 
tendom, ` S s 

A third impediment to immediate abolition is 
to be found in the immense amount of capital 
which is invested in slave property. ‘The total 
number of slaves in the United States, according 
to the last enumeration of the population, was a 
little upwards of two millions. Assuming their 
increase ata ratio—which it probably is—of five 

er cent. per annum, their present number would 
three millions. The average value of slaves 
at this time is stated by ‘persons well informed 
to be as high as five hundred dollars each. To 
be certainly within the mark, let us suppose that 
it is only four hundred dollars. ‘The total value, 
then, by that estimate, of the slave property in 
the United States is $1,200,000,000.° ‘This prop- 
erty is diffused throughout all classes and condi- 
tions of society. It is owned by widows and 
orphans, by the aged and infirm, as well as the 
sound and vigorous. Itis the subject of mort 
gages, deeds of trust, and family settlements. ` Lt 
has been made the basis of niimerous debts ĉon- 
tracted upon its faith, and is the sole reliance; in: 
many instances, of creditors within and without. 
the slave States, for the payment of the debts 
due to them. And now it is rashly proposed, by 
a single fiat of legislation, to annihilate ‘this im- 
mense amount of property! “To annihilate it 
without indemnity and without compensation to 
its owners! Does any considerate mañ believe 
it to be possible to effect sich an object without 
convulsion, revolution, and bloodshed? - 

1 know that there is a visionary dogma which 
holds that negro slaves cannot be the subject of 
property. I shall not dwell long with this spéc- 
ulative abstraction. That is property which the 
law declares to be property. Fwo hundred years 
of legislation have sanctioned and sanctified negro 
slaves aš property. Under all the forms of gov- 
ernment which have existed upon this continent 
during that long space of time-—under the British 
Government, undér the Colonial Government, ` 
under all the State constitutions and governments; 
and under the Federal Government itself—they 
have been deliberately and solemnly recognized 
as the legitimate subjects'6f property. To the 
wild. speculations of theorists: and innovators 
stands opposed the fact, that in an uninterrupted 
period of two hundred. years’ duration, under 
every form of human legislation, and by all the 
departments-of human government, African negro 
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tionists from further perseverance in theirdesigns, 
the interest of the very cause which they profess 
to espouse ought to check their career. Instead 
of advancing by their efforts that cause, they have 
thrown back for halfa century the prospect of any 
species of emancipation of the African race, grad- 
ual or immediate, in any of the States. They 
have done more: they have increased the rigors 
of legislation against slaves in most, if not all,.of 
the slave States. Forty years ago, the question 
was agitated in the State of Kentucky of a grad- 
ual emancipation of the slaves within its limits. 
By gradual emancipation, I mean that slow but 
safe and cautious liberation of slaves which was 
first adopted in Pennsylvania at the instance of 
Dr. Franklin, in the year 1780, and according to 
which the generation in being were to remain in 
slavery, but all their offspring, born after a spe- 


| 
| 


j 


cified day, were to be free at the age of twenty- | 


eight, and, in the mean time, were to receive pre- 


paratory instruction to qualify them for the | 


enjoyment of freedom. That was the species of 
emancipation which, at the epoch to which I al- 
lude, was discussed in Kentucky. 
rash enough to propose, to think, of immediate 
abolition, No one was rash enough to think of 


No one was | 


throwing loose upon the community, ignorantand | 


unprepared, the untutored slaves of the State. 
Many thought, and I amongst them, that, as each 
of the slave States had a right exclusively to judge 
for itself in respect to the institution of domestic 
slavery, the proportion of slaves compared with 
the white population in that State, at that time, 
was sọ inconsiderable, that a system of gradual 
emancipation might have been safely adopted, 
without any hazard to the security and interests | 
of the Commonwealth. And I still think that the 
question of such emancipation in the farming 
States is one whose solution depends upon the 
relative numbers of the two races in any given 
State. If [had been a citizen of Pennsylvania 


when Franklin’s plan was adopted, I should have | 


voted for it; because, by no possibility could the 
black race ever acquire the ascendency in that 
State. But if J had been then, or were now,a cit- 
izen of any of the planting States—the southern 
or southwestern States—I should have opposed, 
and would continue to oppose, any scheme what- 
ever of emancipation, gradual or immediate, be- 
cause of the danger of an ultimate ascendency of 
the black race, or of a civil contest which might 


terminate in the extinction of one race or the other. | 
The proposition in Kentucky for a gradual ; 


emancipation did not prevail, but it was sustained 
by a large and respectable minority. ‘That minor- 
ity had increased, and was increasing, until the 
Abolitionists commenced their operations. The 
effect has been to dissipate all prospects whatever, 


i 


Í the southern and southwestern States. And what 


j 
i 
i 
I 


other emancipation. ‘The people of that State | 


l 
| 
for the present, of any scheme of gradual or | 


have become shocked and alarmed by these aboli- 
tion movements, and the number who would now 
favor a system even of gradual emancipation is 
probably less than it was in the years 1798-99, 
At the session of the Legislature held in 1837-38, 
the question of calling a convention ‘was submitted 
te the consideration of the people by a law passed 


| 
i 
i 
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in conformity. withthe constitution-of the State. 
Many motives existed for the passage of thelaw, 
and among. them. that of emancipation had its 
influence. ..When:the question was:passed upon 
by the people at their lagt: annual: election, only 
about one fourth of the whole. yoters of the State 
supported.a, call -of-a convention... The appre- 
hension of the danger of..abolition was the lead- 
ing consideration among the people-for opposing 
the call. But for that, but for the agitation of the 
question of abolition in a State whose population 
had no right, in the opinion -of the people of 
Kentucky, to interfere in the matter, the vote for 
a convention would have been much larger, if it 
had not been carried. [I felt myself constrained 
to take immediate, bold; and decided ground 
against it. i : 

Prior to the agitation of this subject of aboli- | 
tion, there was a progressive melioration in the 
condition of the slaves throughout all the slave | 
States. In some of them schools of instruction 
were opened by humane and religious ‘persons. 
These are all now checked; and a spirit of in- 
subordination having shown itself in some local- 
ities, traceable, it is believed, to abolition move- 
ments and exertions, the legislative authority has 
found it expedient to infuse fresh vigor into the 
police and laws which regulate the conduct of the 
slaves. 

And now, Mr. President, if it were possible to | 
overcome the insurmountable obstacles which lie 
in the way of immediate abolition, let us briefly 
contemplate some of the consequences which 
would inevitably ensue. One of these has been 
occasionally alluded to in the progress of these 
remarks. {tis the struggle which would instan- 
taneously arise between the two races in most of 


a dreadful struggle would it not be! Embittered 
by all the recollections of the past, by the uncon- 
querable prejudices which would prevail between 
the two races, and stimulated by all the hopes | 
and fears of the future, it would be a contest in | 
which the extermination of the blacks, or their 
i ascendency over the whites, would be the sole 
alternative. Prior to the conclusion, or during 
the progress of such a contest, vast numbers, 
probably, of the black race would migrate into 
the free States; and what effect would such a 
migration have upon the laboring classes in those 
States? 

Now the distribution of labor in the United 
States is geographical; the free laborers occupy - 
ing one side of the line, and the slave laborers 
the other; each class pursuing its own avocations 
almost altogether unmixed with the other. But, 
on the supposition of immediate abolition, the 
black class migrating into the free States, would | 
enter into competition with the white class, di- 
minishing the wages of their labor, and augment- 
ing the hardships of their condition. 

This is not all, The Abolitionists strenuously 
oppose all separation of the tworaces. I confess 
to you, sir, that I have seen with regret, grief, 
and astonishment, their resolute opposition to the 
project of colonization. No scheme was ever pre- 
sented to the acceptance of man, which, whether 
it be entirely practicable or not, is characterized 
by more unmixed humanity and benevolence than 
that of transporting, with their own consent, the 
free people of color in the United States to the 
land of their ancestors, It has the powerful rec- 
ommendation that whatever it does is good; and 
if it effects nothing, it inflicts no one evil or mis- 
chief upon any portion of our society. There 
is no necessary hostility between the objects of | 
colonization and abolition. Colonization deals 
only with the free man of color, and that with 
his own free voluntary consent. It has nothing 
to do with slavery. lt disturbs no man’s prop- 
erty, seeks to impair no power in the slave States, 
nor to attribute any to the General Government. 
All its action and all its ways and means are vol- ; 
untary, depending upon the blessing of Provi- 
dence, which hitherto has graciously smiled upon 
it. And yet, beneficent and harmless as coloni- 
zation is, no portion of the people of the United 
States denounces it with so much persevering 
zeal and such unmixed bitterness as do the Abo- 
litionists. 

They put themselves in direct opposition to 
any separation whatever between the two races. |; 


j and prosperity. 


They would keep them forever -pent up together 
within the same. limits, perpetuating: their ant- 
mosities,and constantly endangering the ‘peace of 


the: community. - They: proclaim, indeed, that 


color.is nothing; that thevorganic ‘and’ charac- 


teristic differences bétween ‘the two. races ought 
to be entirely overlooked: and. disregarded ;. and, 


elevating themselves to a sublime but impracti- 
cable philosophy, they would.teach. us.to eradicate 


all the repugnance of our naturé, and to take to 


our bosoms and our boards the black man as we 
do the white, on the same footing of equal social 


condition. Do they not perceive that in thus con- 


founding all the distinctions which .God himself 
has made, they arraign the wisdom and goodness 
of Providence itself? It has been His divine 
pleasure to.make the black man black and the 
white man whité, and to distinguish them by 
other constitutional differences. It is not neces- 
sary for me to maintain, nor shall I endeavor to 
prove, thatit was any part of His divine inten+ 
tion that the one race should be held in perpetual 
bondage by the other; bat this } will say, that 


| those. whom he has created different, and has 


declared, by their physical structure and color; 
ought to be kept asunder, should not be brought 
together by any process whatever of unnatural 
amalgamation. 

But if the dangers of the civil contest which I 
have supposed could be avoided, separation or 
amalgamation is the only peaceful alternative, if 
it were possible to effectuate the project of aboli- 
tion. The Abolitionists oppose all colonization, 
and it irresistibly follows, whatever they may 
protest or declare, that they are in favor of amal- 
gamation. And who are to bring about this 
amalgamation? I have heard of none of these 
ultra Abolitionists furnishing in their own fami- 
lies or persons examples of intermarriage. Who 
is to begin it? Js it their purpose not only to 
create a pinching competition between black labor 
and white labor, but do they intend also to con- 
taminate the industrious and laborious classes of 


| Society at the North by a revolting admixture of 


the black element? 

It is frequently asked what is to become of the 
African race among us? Are they forever to re- 
main in bondage? That question was asked 
more than half a century ago. It has been an- 
swered by fifty years of prosperity but little 
checkered from this cause. It will be repeated fifty 
or a hundred years hence. The trne answer is, 
that the same Providence who has hitherto guided 
and governed us, and averted all serious evils 
from the existigg relation between the two races, 
will guide and govern our posterity. Sufficient 
to the day is the evil thereof. We have hitherto, 
with that blessing, taken care of ourselves. Pos- 
terity will find the means.of its own preservation 
It is only in the most direful 
event which can befall this people that this great 
interest, and all other of our greatest interests, 
would be put in jeopardy. Although in particu- 
lar districts the black population is gaining on the 
the white, it only constitutes one fifth of the whole 
population of the United States. And in taking 
the aggregates of the two races, the Evropean is 
constantly, though slowly, gaining upon the 
African portion. This fact 1s demonstrated: by 
the periodical returns of our population. Let us 
cease, then, to indulge in gloomy forebodings 
about the impenetrable future. But if we may 
attempt to lift the vail, and contemplate what lies 
beyond it, I, too, have ventured on a speculative 
theory, with which I will not now trouble you, 
but which has been published to the world. Ac- 
cording to that, in the progress of time, some one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred years hence, 
but few vestiges of the black race will remain 
among our posterity. : 

Mr. President, at the period of the formation of 
our Constitution, and afterwards, our patriotic 
ancestors apprehended danger to the Union from 


| two causes, One was the Alleghany mountains, 


dividing the waters which flow into the Atlantic 
ocean from those which found their outlet in the 
Gulf of Mexico. They seemed to present a- nat- 


| ural separation. That danger has vanished before 


the noble achievements of the spirit of. internal 
improvement, and the immortal genius of Fulton.’ 
And now nowhere is found a more loyal attach- 
ment to the Union than among those very western 


1839p cook $: 


APPENDIX/TO:- THE ‘CONGRESSION ALG 


5x Coneii.8p Sess. 


first to burst its ties. 
oc ‘Ehe other cause; domestic slavery: 


tet 


happily the 


‘sole remaining cause which islikely.todisturb oir. 


harmony, continees to-exist..> ke-was this whith 
created the greatest obstacle and the most.anxious 


solicitude in. the:deliberations: of the: convention: 


that-adopted the general Constitution;-and- it is 
this subject: that has:ever-been regarded with the 


-deepest anxiety by all. who are-Sincerely:desirous |! 


of the permanency óf our Union. ‘The Father of 
hisCdustry, in his lastaffecting ahd solemnappeal 


‘to his fellow-citizens, deprecated asa most calam- i 
itous ‘event, the geographical divisions which it 


might produce. The:convention wisely.left to 
the several Statds -the power over the institution 


of: slavery, as a ‘power not necessary to the plan | 


sof union which it-devised, and as: one with which 
the (General. Government: could not be invésted 
without planting: the seeds of vertain destruction. 
There. let it: remain undisturbed by any unhal- 
lowed hand. .. ER NE ; 


«Sir, Fam not in the habit of. speaking lightly. 


of the possibility of:dissolving this happy Union. 
The Senate knows: that: Ihave deprecated allu- 
sions on ordinary occasions to thatdireful event. 
The country will testify.that if there-be anything 
in the:history of my publie career worthy of rec- 
ollection, itis the teuth and-sincerity of my ardent 
devotion to ita: lasting preservation. : But we 
should be false in our allegiance to it, if we did 
not discriminate between the imaginary and real 
dangers by which itmay be assailed. Abolition 
should no longer be regarded as ah imaginary 
danger. The Abolitionists,; let me suppose, suc- 
ceed in their present aim’ of uniting. the inhab- 
itants of the free States as one man against the 
inhabitants of the slave States, Union onthe one 
side wil beget union on the other; and this pro- 
cess: of reciprocal consolidation will be attended 
with allthe. violent prejudices, embittered pas- 
gions; and implacable animosities which ever de- 
graded or deformed. human nature. A virtual 
cissolution of the Union will have taken: place, 
whilst- the forms: of its. .existence remain. The 
nost valuable elements: of. union, mutual kind- 
ness; the feelings of sympathy, the fraternal 
bonds, which now happily unite us, will have 


been extinguished forever. One section will stand ; 


in menacing and hostile array against. the other. 
The collision of opinion will-be quickly followed 
by the clask of arms, I will not attempt to de- 
scribe scenes which now happily lie concealed from 
cour-view. Abolitionists themselves would shrink 
back in dismay and horror at the contemplation 
of desolated fields, conflagrated cities, murdered 
inhabitants, and the overthrow of the fairest fab- 
ric of human government that ever rose to ani- 
‘mate the hopes of civilized man. Nor should 
these Abolitionists flatter themselves that, if they 
can succeed in their object of uniting the people 
ofthe free States, they will enter the contest with 
a numerical superiority that must insure victory. 
All history and experience provesthe hazard and 
uncertainty of war. And we areadmonished by 
Holy Writ that the “ race is not to the swift, nor 
the battle to the strong.’ But if they were to 


conquer, whom would they conquer?. A foreign | 


foeone who had insulted our. flag, invaded our 
shores, and laid our country waste? No, sir;no, 
sir. 1t would be a conquest without laurels, with- 
‘out glory—a self, a suicidal conquest—a conquest 
of-brothers over brothers, achieved by <one over 
another portion of the descendants of common 
ancestors, who, nobly: pledging their lives, their 
fortunes, and their sacred honor, had fought and 
bled, side-by-side, in many a hard battle on land 


and ocean, severed our country from the British | 


Crown, ‘and established our national independ- 
ence. - i 

i The inhabitants of the slave States are some- 
timed. accused by their northern brethren with 


displaying too-much rashness and sefsibility to | 


the operations and. proceedings of Abolitionists. 
But, ‘before they: can be righdy judged, there 


should: be a reversal of conditions. ` Let me sup- | 


pose that the. people-of ‘the slave States were to 
form -societies, sudsidize presses; make large 
‘pecuniary contributions, send forth numerous 
missionaries throughoitt all their own borders, 
and-enter into: machinations co. burn the beautiful 
capitals, . destroy: the productive ‘manufactories, 


people; who; it was apprehended ,;would ‘be- the Í 


!| founder of our religion, and to profit by his peace- 


hamtsink in ‘the ocean “the gallant: ships ofthe | 
‘northern States: would these thicend lary: proceed- 
‘ings-be regarded as neighborly‘and friendlyyand: 
‘consistent’ with: the ‘fraternal Sentiments which 
-should-everibe iehetished by: one portion of the 
Union-towards another «Would they exci teno 
emotion, occasion no manifestation of dissatis-. 
‘faction, nor: lead. to-any-actscof: rétáliatory Vio- | 
rlénce?. ‘Bat ‘the supposed: ease falls farshort of 
the actual one ina most essential circymstance. 
In no-eontingency: could, these capitals, manufac- 
tories, and ships, ‘rise in rebellion and: massacre 
inhabitants of the northern States... -` tls 
I am, Mr. President, nov friend of slavery. 
The Searcher of all -hearts. knows that every: pul- 
‘sation of mine beats high and strong in the cause 
of civil liberty. - Wherever it is safe:and practi- 
-cable; I desire to'see every portion of the: human 
-family inthe enjoyment of it. But I’ prefer the 
diberty of my own country-to-that of any: other 
‘people, and the liberty of my own race :to:thatof 
‘any other race. The liberty of the descendants 
of ‘Africa inthe United States is incompatible 
‘with the safety-and liberty: of the European de- 
‘scendants.: There slavery forms an exception | 
‘an exception resulting from astern and.inexora- | 
| bie necessity—to the general libertyin:the United 
States. Wesdid not originate; nor’ are we re-i 
‘sponsible for; this necessity.: Their liberty, .if | 
it were. possible,. could:only be established by 
violating the incontestable powers of the States, 
and subverting the Union, and beneath:the ruins 
of the: Union would ‘be buried, sooner ‘or dater, 
the liberty of both races. : 
But if one dark spot exists on our political hori- | 
zon, is it not obscured by the bright and effulgent ! 
and ‘cheering light that beams all around us?) 
Was ever a people before so blessed as we are, if 
true to ourselves? Did ever any other mation con- 
tain within its bosom so many elements of pros- 
perity, of'greatness, and of glory? Our only real | 
danger lies ahead—conspicuous, elevated, and 
visible.. It was clearly discerned at the commence: | 
ment, and distinctly seen throughout .our whole 
‘career. Shall we wantonly run upon it, and de- | 
stroy all the glorious anticipations.of the high 
destiny that awaits us? I-beseech the Abolition- į 
ists thenselves:solemnly to pause in their mad ; 
and fatal course. Arnidst the infinite variety of 
objects of humanity and benevolence. which invite 
the employment ‘of their energies, let them select 
some one more harmless, that does not threaten 
to deluge our country in blood: [ call upon that 
small portion of the clergy which has lent itself 
to these wild and ruinous schemes, not to forget 
the holy nature of the divine mission of the | 


j 
i 


ful examples. 1 entreat that portion of my coun- | 
trywomen who have given their countenante to | 
abolition to remember that they are ever most | 
| loved and honored when moving in their own ap- 

propriate and delightful sphere, and to reflect that | 
! the ink which they shedin subscribing with their 
fair hands abolition petitions may prove but the 
| prelude to the shedding of the blood of their breth- 
| ren. Ladjure all the inhabitants of the free States 
| to rebuke and discountenance, by their opinion 
‘and their example, measures which must Inevit- 
ably Jead to the most calamitous consequences. 
And let-us all, as countrymen, as friends, and as ; 
brothers cherish in- unfading memory the motto : 
which-bore our ancestors: triumphantly through | 
all the trials of the Revolution; as, if adhered to, 
it will. conduct their posterity: through all that 
may, in the dispensations. of Providence, be re- 
| served for: them. : Gae 


| 
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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN BELL, 
. OF TENNESSEE, ~ © = 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
oo Ee December 26, 1838. 

The House beirig-in the Committee of the Whole on-th 
| state of the Union.for the purpose of considering and re 
ferring the President’s Message— 

Mr. BELL said: 3 ear 
Mr: Cuarrman: The message of the President 
of the United States: must always be an importan 


i 


dnterest,tiotzonky-at home! but! abtoads:a: : 
avhich would be-examined-and.carefull ¥ weighed, 
nôt only withireference-to the :easualand extranr- 
‘dinary: topies: which imight engage: the publit 
mind for the momedt but in reference:to subjects 
less fleeting and teraporary+to:the:doctiines,the 
principles, and the +practicesvhich appeated :to 
‘be. countenanced and propagated; dostrines and 
practices which ;wereealedlatedstoendure which 
werefundamental, which ‘related: tothe organie 
construction vof oùr systemy andhe had-risen to 
make some observations: more ‘in: reference: to 
these general ang prominént.topics touched :wpon 
in the nressage, than to. the:exciting-and absorb- 
‘ing. subeTreasury scheme, ‘dr! the «mode: d£:col- 
testing, :safe-keeping, and: disbursing the public 
vevenuc; and, taking. the views-he dit, he'should 
proceéd at once to. Ràtio. some: passaged in =the 
message which, in his opiniens ealled.fér. publie 
scrutiny‘and anivnadversion Le carom sete 
:o Tnctreating of-out system-of Govérnments and 
mote particularly: of the Federal ‘Constitution, 
| the President imforms us thates ioco uici xi 
` att ha¥ proved aniply sufficient for the vations eriet- 
gencies incident’ to: our ‘condition AsH nation.» A formid- 
ublé foreign war ‘agitated collisions: between: domestic, 
Aud, in some. respects, rival woverciguties y tenpptations to 
interfere jin the intestine commotions of neighboring coun: 
dries; the dangerous infldencesthat arise in perjods of ex- 
cessie prosperity-¢ ahd ‘the | anti-cepudlican tendencies of 
assoctuted wealth ; these, with other trials notiiess formid- 
able, have all been encountered, aud Mys far successfully 
resisted. ?? = red media yg AGE rcs or 
Among the most. prominent dangers to. which 
our form. of government is exposed. the Presi- 
dent here enumerates: ‘the anti-republican tendens 
cies of associated wealih.’? Isuppose it will besaid 
that. he refers. to, the association of capital accu- 
mulated in:the State banks; but, ia the opinion 
of the community generally, this language will 
warrant a more extensive application—an applic 
cation far more operative, and. demanding more 
serious reflection. But, before we inquire into 
the true importand probable drift of this address 
to the American people on the subject of the tanti- 
republican tendencies of associated wealth,” one 
remark occurs to me as proper to be made on 
what appears to be an omission inthis part ofthe 
message. I observe that no notice is taken of the 
danger to be apprehended from the concentration 
of power in the. hands of ‘one man, or of, a few. 
Whatever. may be said.of the selfish, exclusive, 
grasping, monopolizing, and anti-republican terrd- 
encies of mere wealth, 1 will not deny; yet, I wilt 
say that all these bad-qualitiesiand tendencics 
may, with ag much truth} and-far. more reason, 
‘be affirmed of political powers. and-it must strike 
the mind of every. watebful observer, that inthe 
enumeration of the many dangers to, which. our 
country and:its peculiar institutiona are exposed 
~an enumeration made in order:to put the peaple 
on their guard—the President has.omitted to meñ- 
tion the most formidable ‘of: all—~one which’ is 
known to have existed in the experience and: proz 
gress of every free Government, and. inthe ‘prot 
gress of every civilized society from the beginning 
of time. Lnteanconcentrated power—associated 
official power. L. mean (to:speak practically: the 
concentration of power in -the- executive -branch 
of the. Government.of the United States... kis 
worthy of serious nolicethat in a paper emanating 
as this, does; from..the President ‘himself,: and 
which professes.to set. forth to a free people: the 
most prominent dangers. which: threaten their 
liberties, and to waken ‘their vigilance. against 
those evil tendencies which lurk in the system, the 
one which has always proved the most fatal-=the 
tendency or powi to accumulate in:the hands-of 
ovie man, and the grasping and monopolizing ténd- 
eney of that power—is altogether omitted.. Why 
is this? Why not admonish thé people, when 
speaking of the tendencies.of wealth in-banks.or 
elsewhere, that there was another :most formid- 
able danger in this and,in every other free Govern- 
ment, which united all the evils of -mere wealth 
with the more fearful passion of ambition? Faf 
firm, then, sir, that this enumeration of the perils 
to which. our free institutions are exposed is:not 
perfect. i ghd te ANA a og CEI 
If this warning given to the people in relation 
tothe *‘ anti-republican: tendency: of associated 
wealth’ is only-intended to'be a.continuation of 


n 


document~ohe which would be. looked to with i 


the attacks heretofore made with so much ‘acri- 
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‘mony upon the banking institutions of the coun- 
try, wil not undertake to answer itin my own 
language, or -by any. arguments of my own, for 
I have néver.felt disposed to. become: the cham- 
pion. of those~ institution’; but:in the language 
and by thearguments ‘of a man of far more weight 
and influence, both:from: the station. which he 
fills, and:the larger: share of respeet and influence 
he has always:enjoyed with the:party in power— 
aman whose political career. was directly con- 
nected with the most extraordinary incidents of 
the late Administration—a man who. owes. his 
present ‘elevation: to. the hearty approval. with 
which his party sustained him in the:most.ques- 
tionable act. of that Ad mioistration—a man-whose 
opinions upon the. question now ‘wider. review 
were then received as orthodox and incontrovert- 
ible. Tallude to the Chief Justice of the United 
States, (Mr. Taney.) i 

[Mr. B. read from a letter of Mr: Taney, while 
Secretary of the: Treasury, to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, of the 13th of April, 1834, a 
few paragraphs strongly commendatory:of the 
State banks, and asserting in very broad terms the 
indispensable agency in a country like ours of 
banks and a paper circulation founded on sredi] 

But, Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understan 
the importof the passage now under consideration, 
it manifests a laxity of principle, a recklessness 
of consequences, such a spirit of desperation in 
the choice of means to sustain power as ought to 
receive the severest reprehension from every well- |! 
wisher to our free institutions. This covert de- || 
nunciation of wealth and of the rich is, without H 
doubt, intended to be understood by those whom 
it pleases asa proof that the author of it is a friend 
and champion of the poor as distinguished from 
the rich. Viewing itin this light, it is a sort of 
argument —an electioneering cant, which, how- 
ever shameful and indefensible, may be allowed 
in the public specehes of ordinary candidates for 
a seat in the Legislature, or for some office or 
station in a State, or even for a seat in this Hall 
of the Representatives of the nation; but ina | 
Chief Magistrate itis wholly unworthy and de- 
testable. 


The next passage I shall notice in this extraor- i! 


dinary paper is in these words: 
Bach successive change made in our local institutions 
the direct influence of the mass of the community, given 


greater feedom to individual exertion, end restricted more 
and more the powers of Government.” 


| 
Í} 
has contributed to extend the right of suffrage, has increased | 
l 
| 
i 
t 
{ 
t 


In the remarks I propose to make on the senti- 
ment here expressed, L would not be understood 
as finding fault with the extension of the right of |i 
suffrage, In the State of Tennessee and the south- 
west generally, the right of suffrage has long ex- 
isted in the fullest extent; nor am I disposed to 
say aught against the policy of other States, in 
this respect; but 1 have a word or two to say in 
reference to the conclusion which the President | 
has drawn from this and other changes in our 
local institutions. He undertakes to announce to 
the world that the effect of these changes has been 
to ““ increase the direct influence of the mass of 
the community, and to restrict more and more the 
powers of Government.” Now, sir, however 
true this may be, when affirmed of the influence 
of the mass of the community, in the several 
States alluded to, and upon the measures and pol- 
icy and the restrictions which may have followed 
upon the powers of the State governments, if it 


influence of the mass of the community upon the 
measures and policy of the National Government 
has been increased, or that the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government have been restricted by any 
changes which have been made in any quarter, I 
deny that such is the fact. I make the issue di- 
rect. I affirm that whatever improvements may 
have followed from the changes of any kind in | 
the constitutions of the States; whatever restric- |: 
tions may have followed upon the powers of the 
State governments, no such beneficial conse- 

uences have been felt in the Operations of the 
Federal Government; though we might have sup- 
posed that the benefits of the extension of the 
right of suffrage, or other change in the local in- 
pututions, would have been felt, in some small i! 
degree at iesst, in the action of the General Gov- | 
Ẹrnament > 07 : 


| sociation for 


| to be governed, than the controlling elements of 
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But, sir, at no anterior period in the history of 
this-country has the influence, direct and indirect, 
of the mass of the. community been so little felt 
in the conduct-of our: national affairs, nor- have 
the powers of the Federal Goveroment ever be- 
fore been strained to so high a point, if we may 
judge of these. powers:by the practice of the late 
and present Administrations. Never before were 
the mass. of the commnunity.so powerless.. Of 
late, they have substantially nothing to do, hav- 
ing neither part nor lot in the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment or of the country, but to follow blindly, 
and give their sanction, when called upon for that 
purpose, to whatever schemes and measures of 
public policy the heads of the party, some three 
or four men at most, are pleased to dictate to 
them. Such is and has been the power of party 
discipline, such the despotic principle of party as- 

ears, that the mass of the commu- 
nity have rather stood in the relation of subjects 
power. How this has been brought about—by 
what artful means—by what powers of intimida- 
i tion on the one hand, and of seduction on the 
| other, the mass of the people have had go little 
| actual influence in. the affairs of Government of 
| late—I have often described on this floor. I have 
repeatedly referred to this subject as the origin of 
allthe evils which now afflict the country. I 
content myself, for the present, by repeating that 
the mass of the people have for years been de- 
graded to the rank of mere machines in the hands 
of a few men who have had the talent and address 
to use them for their own purposes. Never be- 
fore were a free people under such positive, such 


| extensive in practice. Of late, they have un- 


| sphere of their influence increased, or that the 


: people over every public measure,” &e. 


ji cated, to give the high oficial sanction of the 
i Chief Magistrate of the Union to the new impulse 
which has recently been given, or sought to be 


į late to show that our system needs a radical re- 


| 
j 
1 
i 
i 
i 
| 
is intended, by inference, to affirm that the direct | 
Rede 
į vision. 
i 
i 
i 


i new lights which experience has shed upon the 
: subject of government since that time, and which 


j: government, we are told, has made great strides 


i since our Constitution was formed; and, indeed, 
: that instrument is beginning to be looked upon by 


‘ shall be substituted: for it. 


despotic control, as the people of the United. 
States have been, by the artful management of a 
few men, acting in conjunction with the powerful 
influences of overgrown patronage. J again affirm | 
that at no period since the organization of the | 
Government, in 1789, have its powers been so 


doubtedly been carried far beyond the example 
of any preceding Administration, Then, sir, I 
‘ conclude thatthe President holds outan unfounded 
| assurance to the country. We cannot safely con- 
gratulate ourselves that the people have had the 


powers of the Government have been restricted. 
After enumerating many of the happy results | 

of our republican institutions, the President ex- |! 

presses the following sentiment: 


“This review of the results of our institntions for half || 
a century, without exciting a spirit of vain exultation, j} 
should serve to impress upon us the great principles from 
whieh they sprung—constant and direct supervision by the 


Now, sir, I should be pleased to be informed 
what is meant by the “ constant and direct super- 
vision of the people,” which is here enumerated as 
one of the great principles to which we are in- 
debted for the glorious results of our system. 
Will some gentleman who is better acquainted 
with the sentiments of the President upon this 
subject enlighten me? Will he tell me what is | 
the true import of the language, ‘‘ the constant and , 
direct supervision by the people 2’? It is intended 
by this passage in the message, and the other ` 
doctrines which are more or less openly incul- 


given, to what are called the democratic tenden- 
cies of our system? You must be aware, Mr. |! 
Chairman, that unusual pains have been taken of 


The people are told that our ancestors, 
who framed the Constitution in 1789, were a half 
century in the rear of the improvements of the 
present age; that they had not the benefit of the 


are now in full blaze around us. The science of 


many rather as a device of bad men, to advance 
the interests of the few at the expense of the 
many, and forming an actual obstruction to that | 
full tide of happiness and prosperity which awaits 
us when the inventions of modern Democracy 
At all events, it is 


~ o n He. or Reps, 


proclaimed to be thé duty of every’ man who 
would improve the condition of the human fam- 
ily to strengthenthe demoeratic. tendencies of the 
Gonstitution, and te disrobe, or rather strip, itof 


‘those limitations or restrictiona upon the popular 
will; with which our-unimproved-ancestors have 


thought it necessary to encumber it, 

Some progress has already been made in im- 
planting this sentimentamong the people in some 
of the States... New party names have been in- 


‘vented: for this purpose. New definitions have 


been given of free Governments. An old-fash- 
ioned: republican is denounced as little better 
than an aristocrat.. We hear, of late, from the 
leaders.of one of the great parties which divide 
the country, of little else than the Democracy of 
the country—the great Democratie founder—the 
Democracy ofnumbers! In truth, sir, it cannot 
be -disguised that there are a class. of politicians 
in the country at this moment whose aspirations 
it does not suit that any: restriction, any limit- 
ation whatever, shall exist in the practice of the 
Government upon the will or absolutism of the 
majority; and, in the estimation of ail their fol- 
lowers, our Constitution is defective. It imposes 
quite. too ‘many trammels, in their judgments, 
upon the beneficent designs of the reformers. 
Does the President mean. to be understood as 
countenancing the doctrines of these reformers, 
by pointing to the ‘constant and direct super- 
vision by. the people’? as an important principle 
ina free Government? Sir, | would be the last 
man in this House to question the true constitu- 
tional principle of popular supervision over the 
measures of the Government. It is to the oper 
ation of that principle that we are to. look for 
safety in times which, perhaps, may be worse 
than the present; and 1 trust we shall not look to 
itin vain, But, sir, according to our system, the 
people do not, and cannot, exercise any direct 
supervision over any public measure. Their 
power, their influence, their supervision, can be 
constitutionally exercised only by petition and 
remonstrance, and by the utterance of their voice 
at the ballot-box. And: it is that feature in our 
system that at once distinguishes it in form from 
a democracy, and secures it from the fatal catas- 
trophe which has always attended democracies, 
or Governments in which the people exercised a 
direct supervision over public measures, 

But it would be gratifying to know what change 
in. our Constitution is meditated by which the 
people may be admitted toa“ direct supervision” 
of public measures; or is it intended.that the peo~ 
ple shall interpose their authority whenever, in 
their judgment, the constitutional. functionaries 


| shall err, or fail im the discharge of their duty, 


withoutany amendment of the Constitution? We 


| have very lately had a specimen of this improved 


system of government announced through the 
medium of an Executive communication. We 
have heard the doctrine proclaimed on this floor; 
we have seen it announced in several of the most 
influential journals in the country, and, among 
the rest, the official organ of this Administration, 
(the Globe,) that the direct interference of the 
people, or, in other words, the democracy of the 
country, in the settlement of constitutional and 
legal questions, is not only allowable, but justifi- 
able! We have heard it proclaimed from ali these 
high and authoritative sources that am excited 
and agitated assembly of the people may properly 
rush into a legislative hall, fill all the aisles and 
other vacant places, and, by their menaces and 
clamors for the blood. of obnoxious individuals, 
drive the Speaker from his chair, and the mem- 
bers from their seats! In such a proceeding, it 
is said there is “ no positive violence;”’ and when 
successful, it is proclaimed a triumph of the de- 
mocracy—a triumph of the people! Is this the 
sort of “direct supervision” of the people which 
has been the source of so many happy and: glo- 


| rious results past; or is it only from such a super- 


vision of the people that the future peace and 
happiness and prosperity of the country are to 


‘Spring? Is it already come to this, under the 


reforming.hand of the party in power, that if on 
an occasion similar to that which occurred in this 
House only a year ago—l allude to the vote of 
the House in excluding the members from Mis- 
sissippi, {Messrs. Prentiss and W orp;] although 
clearly chasen by the people of Mississippi, upon 
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the: ground of a mere technicality, and thereby: 
depriving dn. entire State of any ‘representation 
whatever in this House for ‘several ‘months—E 
ask again, has it come to this, that if in that case 
this'Hall had’ been suddenly filled with a heated 
aid turbulent multitude, menacing violetce and 
blood, and calling'upon the House: to reverse ita- 
decision; the proveedings would be sustained and 
justified as à wholesome’ and proper supervision’ 
of the people? “Is this one of the improvements’ 
in government which our ancestors Were ignorant | 
of when they framed the Constitution? 

Suppose, sit, that the gentlemen from Missis- 
sippi had called their partisans and personal sup- 
porters to this Capitol—and no two gentlemen on: 
this floor’ could have’ rallied’a band of more de- 
voted friends around them—suppose them arrived 
in the city, and, in their fury, preoccupying this 
Hall, calling upon the House to revise its ser: 
ténce, and -denouricing vengeance against all who | 
should oppose their wishes: would the friends of 
thé ‘Administration’ upon this floor, would the 
leaders of the party arlywhere;-have declared such 
an irruption into this House a wholesome inter- 
position of the people? And when we had tamely 
subthitted, reversed ourdecision; and vestoréd the 
rejected members tö their seats, would they have 
proclaimed ita triumph of the'people? Atriumph, 
indeed, it might be; but it would ‘have been atri- 
uniph over the Constitution; and, however pal- 
pably erroneous, however shocking to reason and 
common ‘sense, the decision of the House was in | 
the case alluded to, it may be a subject of just 
exultation to the Opposition; and it ought to bea 
subject of serious reflection with every honest 
man in the whole country that not-one of them į 
would for one moment have tolerated the sugges- 
tion that the’ House ought to be awed-into sub- 
mission syon that question by the direct interpo- 
sition of the people. | 

In another passage of the message we are as- į 
sured by the President that, | 

“To this practical operation of our institutions, [which 
he had -deseribed.] so evident and successful, we owe that | 
increased attachment to them: which is among the most 
cheering exhibitions of popular sentiment,” 

I deny, most confidently and emphatically, that | 
we are authorized to boast of this ‘increased: at- 
tachment’? to our institutions. On the contrary, | 
I affirm that, for years, the attachment of tire 

i 


people to our institutions, and their confidence in | 
their efficacy and durability, have been weaken} 
ing and diminishing, just in proportion as the | 
principles and practices of the party in power 
have.been: more and more developed and brought 
to light, Laffirm that, instead of increased at- 
tachment, there is manifestly increased distrust; 
arid. ‘thousands of honest.and intelligent citizens | 
throughout the land look with apprehension and | 
dread to the future—that fature which may come | 
sooner wpon us than you orf now dream of. 
Again, sir, I afirm that, in the entire period since 
the organization of the Government, there has 
never been so general a relaxation of all the ties 
and ‘obligations, legal and political, which bind 
society together, as prevails at the present mo- 
ment. At no former period ‘has so general a 
spirit of opposition. to legal restraints or require- 
ments manifested: itself throughout the country, 
when they stand in the way of willful passions ; 
af purposes: of any kind. Slight regard for the | 
Constitution and laws, commencing with the | 
Government: itself and its administrators, has | 
gradually diffused: itself over society. TE 
There was a period in British -history which | 
presented a striking parallel of the times in this | 
country. Had I been prepared for this debate, | 
I might have presented such a picture; drawn from | 
that -period, as would have been recognized at} 
once“as the prototype of the state of things in | 
this country-at the present moment: It was just | 
| 

| 

i 

i 

i 

i 


a’ century ago ‘that violence and licentiousness | 
toole the place of law and sound public morals in: 
Great. Britain, and from causes very like those 
which exist iw this country at this good time. į 
Party ‘spirit was-excited to the highest state of. 
violérice; consistent with the existence of Gov- | 
ernment; and the ‘people, generally, in the pro- į 
gress of the conflict, were alternately excited by | 
distrust of the intentions of the Ministry, and a 
contempt for the authority of the Government. | 


Ole man, of sirigular coolness and: forbearance ii for. the 


the mass of every society: 1s moved by-the'mere 
love of gain=—that-there Is no honesty in ‘polities: 
that every man has his ‘price; contrived to'suse 
tain himself in power:nearly twenty years, in-the: 
fave of a powerful opposition in boti Houses of 
Parliament, and inthe midst of the loudest:clamor: 
and discontent smaig the people. It was gener- 
ally believed that he had grossly abused the great’ 
trust which had been confided to him by his-sov- 
eréign; that he had distributed and prostituted 
thë immense patronage of the Crawn to the pur- 
pose of enriching himself and. his. personal fa- 
vorites.. He interfered directly in the election‘of 
menibérs of Parliament, both ‘by his: personal 
influence and by'the application of large sums of 
the public moneys; and he filled that body with 
placernenand dependants. He practiced so openly 
upon the spoils’system, that he once declared in 
his place, in the: House of Commons, that he- 
would bea pitiful fellow of 4 minister who would 
not remove any- man from office who opposed his 
measures. In'such astate of things, general dis- 
trust and discontent banished all respect and con- 
fidence; confusion and disorganization: usurped 
the place of law and order; and thé same causes 
must produce the same results here. : 
The next passage of the message which I: am 

tempted ‘to notice, is in these words: 

‘ec Nearly eight million dollars of Treasury notes are to be : 
paid during the coming year, in addition to the ordinury ap- 
propriations for the support of Government. ` For both these 
purposes the resources of the Treasury will undoubtedly be 


sufficient. IF -THE CHARGES UPON IT ARE NOT INCREASED 
BEYOND THE ANNUAL ESTIMATES.” 


Much is said in the succeeding paragraph of 
the message of the frauds committed by the public 
officers upon the public revenue; and many severe 
remedies are suggested to correct this great public 
evil. : Some remedy is also imperatively demanded 
by the public interest for the repeated and sys- 
tematic frauds and impositions practiced upon the 
public credulity by the highest functionaries of 
the Government in their communications to this 
House and to the public, professing to contain 
their political creed, and to present a candid view 
of the condition of the financesand other branches 
of the public service. The people are relactant 
to conclude that the very highest and most hon- 
ored public officers, and those in whom the nation 
has expressed its confidence, would deceive them; 
and thus the most shameful official hypocrisy and 
delinquency are rewarded with renewed confi- 
dence, instead. of resentment and indignation. I 
was struck with the remark of a very acute and 
able member of this House the other day, upon 
the subject of the relative prospects of the Admin- 
istration and Opposition. He said the Opposition 
would probably not succeed, whatever apparent 
advantages they may have in the contest. If the 
Opposition, said he, claim any meritas the advo- 
cates of economy in the public expenditures, or, 
as the champions of the policy of limiting Exec- 
utive power and patronage, they will find that the 
claim will avail them nothing; for, upon none of 
these questions, nor upon any other popular doc- | 
trine of a similar nature, will the Administration 
make.an issue with them. On the contrary, in 
the messages, and the communications from the 
Treasury Department, the members of the Ad- 
ministration will be found to be as much the 
friends of economy, of reform, and as much op- 
posed to the increase of Executive power and 
patronage, as any member of the Opposition. 

Sir, this is very near the truth, at least. Those 
under whose auspices the annual expenditures of 
the Government have been increased, within a 
term of less than ten years, from thirteen to thirty 
million dollars, and Executive patronage 1n & 


| corresponding ratio, can pointte public documents 


emanating from their own hands, m which they 
have written with as much apparent earnestness, 
and said as many fine things'in favor of economy: 
and every.other republican principle and. practice, 
as any of their opponents. TPhis, sir, | contend; 
is a species of fraud which calls for a remedy. ; 
Those who have practiced it should be stripped 
of the mask under which they have heretofore 
deceived the people. ` i ; 
In the present message we have an earnest ex- | 
hortation to Congress to.confine the appropriations | 


in temper, by practicing: upon the principle :that 


retary of the Treasury. In the report of the See- 
retary himself, there sca similar‘ appéal made in 
behalf-of economy and retrenchment! : “Phe:Beer 
retary ofthe Treasuty,,.inehis Jastiahnual reporty 
estimates thexppropriations which willbe required 
forthe next year (1839) at $21,665,089. What 
amount willvactually-be #equiredfor:the public 
service; we ghali see at the close of the:session:: 
But whatever degreeof: candor may characterize: 
the estimates of: the ‘Treasury fot the -year 1839, 
cannot excuse or atone for the gross deception: 
practiced by that Department in the annyal--esti> 
mates for the present “year (1838) submitted De~ 
cember 5; 1837; and the: still more glaring and 


year.1839 within the estimates of the Sec- 


shameful attempt to` mislead the public, by: the 
statement drawn ‘up. under the ‘direction of Mr, 
Woodbury; and presented ‘tothe ‘Senate om the 
29th of June last, (1838.). “Phat statement. purs 
ports to show the amount of the ansual estimites 
and the annual expenditures, exclusive ofthe pubs 
lie debt, with the excess of appropriation above the 
estimates; in: each year, from: 1823 to 1887, inelù- 
sive. The statement was drawn up, nordoubt, 
to-answer' or parry the arguments of the Opposi- 
tion to the Administration, drawn’ from: the:fact 
that, in 1836, the annual expendituresiof the-Gov- 
ernment had ‘risen to thirty million: and up wards, 
and in 1837 to upwards: of thirty-nine million: 
Before this statement made its appearance,:the 
partisans and apologists’ of ‘the’ Administration 
affirmed that the expenditures of the Post Office 
Department, amounting’ to. some four anda half 
million, were included Jn the amounts charged. to 
those years; but that was found to be a:mistake. 
But they also said, with more truth, that some 
five million of moneys received'under the treaties 
of indemnity with Francè and Naples, and-it 
trust for several Indian tribes, were included: in 
the $39,000,000 charged: to the year 1837, which 
would reduce the actual expenditures of the year 
1837 to $34,000,000. But, as: this still appeared 
very large, it was contended that some five or six 
million of that amount ought not to: be:charged to 
the extravagance of the Administration, because 
that:sym was expended in that year in suppresss 
ing Indian hostilities! A pretty story, when itis 
well known, to those who have devoted any ati 
tention to the subject, that the Administration is 
not only justly chargeable with the most unpar~ 
alleled waste of the public treasure.in the late and 
existing wars with the Indians, but. that those 
wars may be fairly traced and charged to the curls 
pable neglect and bad management of the departs 
ment of the Government charged. with the :direcs 
tion and control of Indian affairs. 0.80 25.80% 

Another defense was, that: the-expenditures atè 
tending the removal of the Indians from: the east 
to the west of: the Mississippi, amounting: toi sev- 
eral millions annually, ought to. be regarded as 
extraordinary; and.such as would have-occurred 
under any administration. Whoever wilt look 
into this subject-will-be satisfied thatthe necessary 
expenses attending the purchase’of Indian tands 
and the removal of the Indians have been increased 
more than one hundred per cent. by the-imbecil- 
ity and faithlessness of the agentsemployed:in the 
various branches of that service, : But thecharge 
which was most successful in: blinding the:peo- 
ple, and confounding the Jess informed, was that 
all the excess of expenditure ‘under the late and 
present Administrations, beyond the-annual ex- 
penditures under Mr. Adams’s administration, 
was to be ascribed to the extravagant and wnprin+ 
cipled course of the Opposition in Congress. The 
Administration, it was said, had always been in 
favor of economy; and to prove the assertion 
true, the statement of Mr. Woodbury, before 
adverted to, was relied. upon. The estimate sent 


| to Congress by-the Secretary of the Treasury, it 


was said, were always moderate and economical, 
and so it would appear from a reference to that 
statement. For example, the estimates for the 

ear 1837, sent in fromthe Treasury Department 
in December, 1836, are ostentatiously displayed 
in one column of the statement as amounting to 
no more than $22,651,442, while, in another par- 
j allel column, it appears that Congress appropri- 
ated $39,164,745; showing an excess of moneys 
| voted by Congress above the estimates of the 
Treasury for one year, of $17,073,921 ! It is 
| manifest. that the well-informed. only would ‘be 


able to detect the: fallacy of this argument, or. to 
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exposeitle hypocriay of those whé advanced it, | 
If it'bersadid-that the-Secretary might. have been: 
honestly mistaken in-making.anestimate.of ap- 
propriations for the year 1837, greatly. below. the 
actual demands of: the. servicey inasmuch as: the 
expenses incurred in: suppressing. Indian: hostili- 
ties, in that year, greatly exceeded the expecta-: 
tions of-all parties, ‘still that does. not excuse the: 
‘attempt to.impose upon the people by exhihitings 
the estimates; and contrasting them with the: appro=: 
priations, as an argument in favor of the greater, 
economy of: the Executive administration; and: 
stili less does itexcuse the.attempt to keep up the 
same-ttelusive appearances in the. estimates for. 
the service of the presént:year (1838) submitted 
on the 6th. of December, 1837... In the ceport then 
submitted: to Congress, the: estimates..of appro- 
priations..for the service of the year 1838, are 
stated at $20,523,249 only. Very moderate, in- 
deed, and worthy of all praise, in a republican, 
statesman, considering the actual cireumstarices 
of the country at that: time.: But let us examine | 
for a moment what those circumstances were. | 
There wero at that moment between eight and 
ten thousand troops employed in the prosecution | 
of the Florida war, with no certain prospect of 
ending the war, at all events before the spring of | 
the next year; and it afterwards appeared, I be- 
lieve, that at the time those estimates were sent 
in, the arrears then due in that branch of the 
public service, and for which there was no appro- | 
priation, exceeded $1,000,000; and upwards of | 
$7,000,000 were afterwards actually appropriated 
for the service of 1838, not one cent of which 
was included in the estimates of the Treasury! 
There were, also, at the period of those esti- 
mates, (December, 1837,) five or six Indian trea- 
ties already signed under the direction of the 
President, involving an expenditure of more than 
$3,000,000; and although they were not then rat- 
ified, yet, as their ratification was regarded as a 
matter of course, the Secretary of the Treasury | 
was withoutapology for failing to notice in some | 
form the appropriations necessary to carry them 
into effect. ‘hese treatics were afterwards rati- 


fied, and $1,200,000 were actually appropriated to | 
be expended in the year 1838, according to their | 
stipulations. But this is notall. At the time the | 
Treasury estimates were sent in, the Secretary | 
could not have been ignorant that the Secretary 
of War and the President had united in an carn- | 


est recommendation to increase the rank and file ji 


of the standing Army to fifteen thousand men, | 
and to augment considerably every branch of the į 
military establishment and defenses of the coun- | 
try; and many concurrent circumstantes, besides, | 
indicated that this would be done; yet no notice 

whatever was taken by the Secretary in his esti- | 
mates of the increased charges upon the Treas- | 
ury on this account. The Army proper was in- 
creased so as to number between twelve and four- 
teen thousand. men, and the other branches of 
the military establishment were also augmented, 
to meet the expenses of which in the year 1838, | 


upwards of $700,000 were voted by Congress. || 
Those few items, that Lhave referred to merely | 
from memory, show an aggregate of $9,000,000 | 
demanded for the service of 1838, all, or the greater | 
part, of which ought to have been, and probably | 
was, foreseen by the Secretary of the Treasury; | 
ye no part of it was included in his estimates. | 
tis by such concealments and artifices as these | 
that the Administration seeks to uphold a char- | 
acter foreconomy and retrenchment, and to throw | 
upon the Opposition. and Congress the charge of | 
1 


i 
i 


extravagance. I conclude my remarks upon this |: 


part of the message by repeating my opinion that 


es : j i 
the public interests demand the application of some il 
i 


remed 


far this mischief, Some adequate pen- | 
alty s 


Foula be imposed to protect the people 


against such false pretenses. f 
I now propose to notice another part of the |! 


message, ‘which, from its connection with the! 
subject of greatest interest at the present time, 
will be regarded as the most interesting and im- 
portant of the whole, : 
After adverting to the defaleation of the late ! 
collector of the port of New York, (Mr: Swart- | 


wout,) and very naturally associating with it the |! 


idea of the necessity of a more “ secure and safe | 
system for the safe-keeping and disbursement of | 
the public moneys,’’ the President insists “ that 


i 


the! application: of the..public: money to private: 
uses. should: be--made a felonv,-and visited with 
severe and ignominious punishment.’’ < * Fhe: 
Government, it must -be admitted,” -says the. 
President, in the same.-paragraph,: ‘* has been,; 
from-its commencement, comparatively fortunate: 
in this respect?” > os ri Sn ere 
-:Here, then, is a fair admission, that until. re- 
cently butia small portion of the public, moneys 
has been embezzled by the officers charged with- 
its: collection; yet the method. of collecting and 
safe-keeping heretofore-in-use is denounced. and 
repudiated ; a new system is projected and insisted- 
on; and the further security is suggested of severe; 
and ignominious penalties, The enormous.abuses 
successively brought to light under the Adminis- 
tration continue ‘to be imputed to any but their 
truecause. The system of collection and disburse- 
ment is defective; the method of accounts is de- 
fective; the laws are defective! This has been 
the ready apology of the late and present Admin- 
istrations for all abuses. There were no serious 
complaints of abuses or defalcations in the Post 
Office Department until the party now in power 
undertook, as they said, to bring about a general 
reform of the Government; but when a few years 
of mal-administration had brought about a gen- 
eral derangement and the most corrupt practices 
in that department, it was immediately proclaimed 
that the laws regulating the Department were 
eminently defective; the system of accountability 
in use, it was said, was a bad one; in fine, that 
nothing could retrieve its condition but a new or- 
ganization. The same excuses have repeated! 
been urged in defense of the gross abuses which 
have prevailed in the War Department, in ‘the 
Departments of Indian Affairs and of the Public 
Lands. Bad Jaws and a bad organization are the 
only causes of abuse ever admitted by the friends 
of power; and the only remedies proposed or ap- 
plied are new laws and a new organization. But 
l now take leave to notify the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Camsretene,} that when he 
shall introduce his bill to provide the remedies 
suggested in this message, 1 shall insist that the 


his bill shail tuke rank in the rear of a bill now | 


H 
k 3 A i 
rules of this House be strictly enforced, and that | 
on the Calendar of the House, entitled “A bill to | 


secure the freedom of elections;”? but it might | 
with more propriety be call ** A bill to secure in 
future a skillful and honest administration of pub- 
lie affairs,” a bill, sir, which provides the very 
best and the only effective remedy in the power 
of Congress to adopt, for all the abuses in the 
public service. Lest the provisions of this bill 
may have been forgotten, I hope the clerk will 
be allowed to read it, 

(‘The clerk read the bill, which proposes in the 
preamble to declare removals from office upon po- 
litical grounds, or for opinion’s sake, ‘a violation 
of the freedom of elections, an attack upon the 
public liberties, and a high misdemeanor.” The 


|| first section provides a penalty of not more than | 


$1,000, removal from office and perpetual disa- 

bility to hold office, against any officer, agent, or 

contractor, under the Federal Government, con- j 
victed of intermeddling in any manner with elec- 
tions, State or Federal,.exceptin giving his own 

vote. The second section provides a penalty of 
$5,000, removal from office, and perpetual disa-' 
bility, against any officer of the Federal Govern- 
ment, having, under the Constitution and laws, | 
the power to appoint, or nominate and appoint, 
any officer or agent of the Government, who shall 
be convicted of promising or bestowing any office 
or agency, upon any agreement on the part of 
the appointed to render political or other services 
in elections or otherwise; and a penalty not ex- | 
ceeding $1,000, dismissal from office, and perpet- | 


|| ual disability, against any subordinate officer con- 


victed of receiving office upon such terms. The 
President and judges.of courts are excepted as to 
the penalty of removal from office.] 

The remedies proposed in this message are ap- 


| plicable to evils in subordinate offices, which are 


but the consequences of greater ones which exist 
in higher places. I insist, sir, that when we begin 
again to apply remedies, we shall begin higher 
up on the calendar; that we shall begin at the 
head of the list. Thereexistsa canker at the core 
which must be eradicated before we. can expect 
to heal the eruptions on the surface of affairs. All 


| 


; are at hand to confirm what I have said. 


the remedies devised- by the Administration. are 
applicable: toothers:.and-to subordinates only, 
while the radical vice.is in themselves. It is the 
spoils principle, it is: the-principle of corruption: 
itself, which has been- adopted. -by ‘the partyin 
power as the only. effective party cement; itis the, 
false, corrupt, and -corrupting. principle. upon: 
which the appointing power has been, and contin-. 
ues to be, exercised. under the present proscriptive. 
dynasty; it is.the practice of appointing desperate, 
worthless, and -unprincipled men. to.office—men 
who, in genera], possess no other merit. than their 
partisan services and efficiency in elections.. This, 
then, sir,.is the great. and.fundamental eyil.. And. 
now, sir, when most of the offices of greatest.trust. 
in the-country.-are filled by this class of men—by. 
clamorougand needy favorites—when,their abuses, 
and defalcations have become so monstrous. that 
their own patrons are compelled to acknowledge: 
that nothing but the fear of the penitentiary can: 
restrain them, a yain and idle attempt is made to 
substitute ignominious pains and penalties for an 
honest course of Executive appointment and su- 
pervision; and a hope-equally idle and delusive is 
thrown out. to the public that unprincipled public 
officers may, be made honest men by law. And, 
who are they who are set to watch—whose duty 
it is to watch defaulting receivers and collectors 
of the public moneys? Men themselves who ac- 
quired and now hold their stations by the suc- 
cessful operation of the same false and corrupt 
principle of appointment which, placed all those. 
who are subordinates to them in office.. The one 
class cannot be supported without the other—all 
must be sustained or fall together. . 
But, Mr. Chairman, this is an old and thread- 
bare theme with me. I have employed my time 
for years in an effort to. attract the attention of 
the public to this subject in vain. 1 have often 
repeated all the arguments which have suggested 
themselves upon this subject on this floor, and, I 
am sorry to say, with small efect I have ever 
believed, since I became advised of the extent to 


| which the appointing power continued to be 


abused, that there ewald be but one result, under 
the gross abuse of the appointing power which 
has prevailed of late. I have never doubted that 
time would devclop an amount of fraud, pecula- 
tion, and corruption, which would amaze and 
arouse the people; if the system should not ef-- 
fectually undermine: the public morals, and de- 
stroy all sense of national pride and honor before 
tneir eyes could be opened. . Sir, I may claim to 
have penetrated still further into the probable re- 
sults of this system. 1 foretold, upon-this floor, 
that other results besides mere injury to the pub- 
lic service, would necessarily, in due course of 
time, follow in the train of the spoils system, as 
established and acted upon in some of the States 
in the Union, as well as at Washington. I pre- 
dicted that the time would come when these con- 


į tests for the spoils, into which all elections would 


soon resolve themselves, would be decided by the 
sword. We have recently had a very fair illus- 
tration of the working of this system at Harris- 
burg; and that, sir, is but the beginning—the 
first-fruits of the system. We shall see the same 
scene exhibited by-and-by upon a larger theate. 
When this detestable principle of party aggrega- 
tion shal} extend itself into all, or nearly all; the 
States of the Union, as it promises. soon to do, 
we shall see our national elections contested and 
settled by the direct intervention of office-holders 
and office-seekers, backed by their respective par- 
tisans, made furious and desperate bythe pros- 
pect of losing their share of the public spoils, 
and resolved to.incur every hazard to themselves 
and the country in asserting their claims. 

But having so often urged the abuse of the ap- 
pointing power as the true cause of the grose 
abuses known to exist in the public service, Í an. 
unwilling that the ground assumed shall res’. 
upon my own assertion, when so many proofs: 
In the 
report of the committee of the Senate appointed to. 
investigate the condition of the Post Office Depart- 
ment in 1834, (page 8,) it will appear, by the ad- 


/ mission of the head of that Department-himself, 
(Mr. Barry,) that between the Ist of April, 1829, 
| ang the Ist of September, 1834, there had been 


one thousand three hundred and forty. removals, 
from office in that Department alone | The com: 
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mittee resolved to inquire-into the grounds of ‘so 
many removals; and, that there might be no 
want of spécification, they. took. up the case of 
John Herron, who had been appointed. postmas- 
ter at: Putnam, in Ohio, in-the place of Henry- 
Safford, removed. ” uy feat 
~ [Mr. B. here read so much of the report of the 
committee as relates to the case alluded to, by 
which it appeared, from the statements furnished 
by the Post Office Department, that:Herron was 
appointed in July, 1829,.and continued in office 
until- November, 1831; when he was dismissed. 
The-amount due from him to, the Department, 
during the time he continued in office, was esti- 
mated at $558 64, no part of which had ever been 
paid, and he had finally absconded. The com- 
mittee then called upon the Postmaster General 
for the grounds upon which Safford had_been 
removed.and Herron. put in his place; but the 
Postmaster General denied the right of the Senate 
to go-into such an inquiry.] 
But the committee of this House appointed in 
the. same year, (1834,) and charged with the same 
duty, resolved ‘to take up the inquiry into this 
case, where the Senate committee were stopped 
in, the.inquiry. .[t.appéars from the report. of the 
minority of the committee of the House ( Doe. 103, 
p+ 215,) thatthe Postmaster General promptly | 
communicated the letters and other papers on file 
in that Department relating to the removal of Saf- 
ford and. the appointment of Herron; but the | 
majority of the committee, consisting of Mr. 
Beardsley of. New York, Mr. Connor of North | 
Carolina, Mr. Stoddert of Maryland, and Mr. 
Hawes of Kentucky, passed an order that they 
should be returned to the Postmaster General 
before they were copied. In this way it happened 
that these papers have never been communicated 
to the public; but the minority of the committee, 
consisting of Mr. Whittlesey of Ohio, Mr. Ev- 
erett.of Vermont, and Mr, Watmough of Penn- 
sylvauia, state the contents of them from memory, 
they having heard them read in committee; and 
by that statement it appears that an application 
was made to remove Safford upon the ground that 
although he was a professed friend of the Admin- 
istration, yet he was believed not to be thorough 
in his feelings. His friends hearing of the at- 
tempt to get him removed, represented to the De- 
partment that he was a true friend of the Admin- 
istration, There was no exception taken to his 
capacity or. integrity, yet he was. removed, and 
Herron, whose party fidelity was unquestioned 
by any one, was appointed in his place. Here 
ig a pretty specimen of this evil, inthe bud, which 
has since expanded into such- monstrous shapes 
of abase! Bat there is yet a more important cir- 
cumstance connected with thisinquiry. Besides 
the strange development, that a Postmaster Gen- 
eral should not appear to'be conscious of any 
misconduct in having dismissed an honest and 
competent public servant from office upon such 
grounds, the still more astonishing fact appears 
in the shape of an order-adopted by the majority 
of the committee that they sanction the principle 
of this removal. The committee declare, in ex- 
press terms, that they can see ‘ nothing in the 
letters and petitions transmitted by the Postmaster 
General, touching the removal of H. Safford as 
postmaster at Putnam, Ohio, and the appointment ! 
of J. Herron as his successor, which, in the slight- 
est degree, tmpeaches the motivesor criminates any act 
of the Postmaster General, or is, in any respect, ma- 
terial to any object of legislation, or of public interest 
or concern.’ aa 

Here is the solemn opinion of a majority of the 
committee of the House, composed of some of 
the most prominent men of the party in power, 
pronouneed ‘in favor of the principle of removals 
for. opinion’s sake; nor did they regard the ques- 
tion as of any public interest or concern! Though 
the successor, brought into office upon the ground 
of his superior fidelity to the party, had turned 
out to be a knave, and had actually run away 
with. every:tent of the revenue collected at his 
office in his pocket, still the public were declared 
to: have no ‘interest in the principle upon which | 
the appointment had been made! This case also 
presents a good specimen of the refinement upon 
simple proscription which prevailed with the late 
Administration; in the footsteps of which the 
present of‘ treads, It was not sufficient that-a 


| useless, if the principleassumed by the committee 
| was well founded. ~ i 
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man should be a.friend of the Administration} if 
he was suspected of lukewarmness by any man 
of. undoubted standing. with the party; it was 
enough to destroy him: These-are the principles 
upon which the-appointing power has been exer- 
cised in this country; and this the manner in 
which the patronage of the Government has been 
distributed for the last nine years. Is it any 
wonder that the loss of millions of the public 
treasure should be the consequence? We have 
seen, by the order adopted in the committee ‘of 
the House, how the further progress of the in- 
quiry into the grounds upon which the great 
number of removals in the Post Office Depart- 
ment wasarrested. Further inquiry was, in fact, 


‘IT am not willing to lay aside these valuable 
reports, without adverting to the facts which were 
incidentally brought to light before the committce 
of the Senate, relating to the removal of Wyman, | 
postmaster at Lowell, Massachusetts, and the 
appointment of Case. It belongs to a class of 
abuses which are now well known, I suppose, in 
every part of the Union. T allude to the corrup- 
tion of the public press, and the direct connection 
which exists between the Administration papers 
generally andthe Post Office Department. It 
appears, by the report of this committee, (page 
11,) that William Wyman, an honest and compe- 
tent postmaster, was removed from office, on the 
recommendation of the ‘* Democratic committee” 
of Lowell, without any other reason being assigned 
than that he was not a friend of the Administra- | 
tion, and Eliphalet Case, the editor of the Lowell 
Mercury, a paper zealously devoted to the Ad- 
ministration, was appointed in his place. It was 
a condition of this appointment, plainly implied 
in the arrangement made between the several 
parties, that Case should continue to edit the 
Mercury for nothing, he having formerly received 
$300 per annum for that service; and it was 
proved that he complied with his bargain. How 
many hundreds of worthy men have been removed 
from their employment in this Department, upon 
pretenses and suggestions equally repugnant to 
reason and equally corrupt, the people of this 
country can never be informed; for, while the 
evidence was in existence, the Postmaster General 
either refused to allow the papers in his office to 
be inspected, which, in general, was the only 
evidence that could be reached, or the party in 
the majority in Congress refused to investigate. 
But, sir, the door which might once have been 
opened upon a mass of evidence and proof is now 
closed forever! The papers in the office of ap- 
pointments have been consumed by fire! Sull 
enough remains to stamp with shame end dishonor 
the character of a party which could sanction a 
principle so intolerant, so tyrannical, and so utterly 
subversive of all public virtue. 

It is a fact which ought to be more publicly 
known, that he who is now President of these 
United States was the first man of any great po- 
litical distinction in this country who, as a party 
man, openly.and shamelessly proposed that the 
Post Office Department should be administered 
upon party principles, and the immense influence 
of the appointing power connected with that De- 
partment should be prostituted to such uses. But 
this fact will sufficiently appear from the corre- 
spondence which took place, in 1822, between 
Mr. Van Buren and President Monroe, and alsó 
with Mr. Meigs, the Postmaster General,. upon 
the subject of the appointment of a postmaster at 
Albany, in New York. There every observant 
reader will find the germ of the spoils system. In 
that correspondence it will appear that the ap- 
poiniment of a political partisan was claimed as 
a matter of right on the one side, and of duty on 
the other, (the appointing power,) in order to 
give to the dominant party in New York the ad- 
vantages of a political partisan at a point so 1m- 
portant as Albany; but the patriotism and inde- 
pendence of Mr. Monroe and Mr. Meigs resisted | 
the application. They refused to act upon any 
such principles; and when à man was appointed 
who had the misfortune to bea Federalist in poli- 
ties, an appeal was taken from the decision of 
the Postmaster General to the people. A public 
meeting was held in Albany, vindicating their 
right to have ‘a: Republican appointed to the office 


in question, and calling upon the President:to ap» 
ply: the constitutional remedy. in: such cases for 
their relief: sand what do you‘suppose, sir, these 
Republicans meant by æ constitutional remed yin 
such cases?:: It was the remedy of removal from 
office for opinion’s sake! Paral Pay 

“But to return tothe message: Why consume 
our time in debating the remedies: proposed: by: 
the President? Why pursue, with relentless ven= 
geance, the incumbents of subordinate offices; 
particularly the miserable peculator who:has only 
made off with a few thousand dollars? Why pur» 
sue such small game, when the great. delinquents 
are still allowed to revel in the uninterrupted ens 
joyment of power, possessing neither the princi” 


i ples nor the capacity to be useful to the public, 


and daily ‘abusing their trusts, to the infinite:pre= 
judice of every public interest? I allude; of 
course, to the leading executive chiefs; and, m & 
party point of view, the most influential—the very 
men who are the original and responsible authors 
of all-the defaleations and abuses committed “by 
the subordinates, to whose zealous and efficient 
support in the public elections they owe their own 
elevation, and without which aid they could-not 
remain a single day in office, but for:the impedi- 
ment which. the Constitution interposes ‘to. pre+ 
vent their immediate downfall. -L repeat, 1 is 
small game which we are. pursuing, in aneco- 
nomical point of views I-had occasion to spealt 
of. the défalestions disclosed in the report.of the 
Secretary of the Treasury made to the House at 
the last session, and I made an estimate of the 
gross amount for which Hawkins, Harris, Boyd, 
Linn, and others, were deficient, and found. the 
aggregate about four hundred thousand dollars. 
If we set down the defalcations of Swartwout and 
Price both at $1,500,000, the entire sum.of the late 
defalcations will notexceed two millions—-perhaps 
the ultimate loss will not exceed one million doli 
Jars. Now I conjure honorable members to re- 
flect that this sum, though large, is but a fraction 
of the losses sustained by the people of this:coun- 
try by defalcations of a different kind—by defal- 
cations in capacity, in requisite skill, and, above 
all, in sound political principles, on the part:of 
the Administration, Let any man attempt to estis 
mate the actual losses in dollars and cents, which 
this country has sustained by an incompetent, un+ 
principled, and electioneering: Administration, 
and he will at once see thatonr business; now: ig 
with higher game than that-upon the track of: 
which we have been put by the Presidént. With- 
out pretending'to estimate the indefinite injury, the 
hundreds of millions in losses, which afew yeara 
of great commercial and. financial. derangement 
must have inflicted upon agreat nation like'this, 
let us take a more practical view of the subject. 
Let us set down a few of the leading items'in the 
account, which the people may, upon elear ‘and 
tangible grounds, state against the great national 


i defaulters to whom | have alluded, and who have 


not been removed or dismissed from office. 
First, There was the Black Hawk'war—a wat 
which originated inthe sheer neglect and culpa- 
ble negligence of the Administration, and which 
cost the country $3,000,000. : yi uote 
Second. There was the late Creek war—a war 
notoriously caused or instigated by the specula- 
tors in Indian lands, and which might have been 
averted, but for the imbecility of some, and-the 
want of principle in others, of the public agents 
intrusted by the Administration with the exécu- 
tion of the treaty of 1832. I estimate the cost of 
that war at $1,500,000. ` ace : è 
Third. We may safely estimate the extra cost 
of the Florida war, or the clear excess above 
what a competent and faithful system of admin= 
istration would have expended ‘on this war, at 
$12,000,000: I, sir, predict that the entire cost 
of this war to the country will not-be less than 
$20,000,000. And when it is borne in mind that 
this disastrous war would have been prevented 
by a judicious selection of agents in, the manage- 
ment of the Indians, the charge which I- make 
against the Administration of an excess of €X+ 
penditure upon it will be considered moderate. 
‘This, it must be recollected, was: purely an Ex+ 
ecutive war--a war commenced’ and waged en- 
tirely at Executive discretion. Congress was only 
appealed to, from time to time, to vote the'sams 
of money: which were-said‘to be essential to its 


[December 26; 


25m Geneiisp Sess. 


suecensful: prosecutions and: thede appeale-werd i 


often:made afterthe troops were in the.field, and 
novakterhative-wasleft-but:-to:vote-the moneys =L 
take‘thisoceasion:tæ-remark-thatit:was for. voting 
for suol appropriations: as’ these, and. occasion~ 
ally for large sums stipttlated -in: Indian treaties 
ratified--by dhe Senate, thatthe: W-bigs in -Cen- 
gréss-have: been charged by the apologists-of the 
Administration aa: equally: to:bläme. with tliem- 
selves for the large:expenditures: incurred under 
eae heads whut with:what:justicethe-public will 
ide. °F vee tee roni Anica tak 
Fourth, ‘The: inereased .cost.of Indian treaties 
and Indian. emigration, in consequence. of the un- 
necessary multiplication. of officers and agents em- 
ployed, the incapacity and dishonesty of. many 
of them,.and the general want of skilland fidelity. 
in. the superintendency——I estimate the loss under 
this: head at:¢5,000,000 at least, . i : 
vr Fifth. and: last.: I will mention the. item of 
$1,000,000 which the country has been taxed with 
to suppress disturbances on, the Canada frontier. 
Every cent of this expenditure, I-maintain, would 
have heen saved:to the nation if the President, in- 
stead of temporizing and. waiting to see what pub- 
lie sentiment would be, and suffering the feeble 
proclamations of the Governors of the States to 
go forth as a. substitute for his own, had, upon 
the first indication of disturbances in that quarter, 
issued such a proclamation as he has only done 
within a few weeks past.. But, sir, that did not 
guit the policy of an-electioneering Administra- 
tion. Et was hazarding quite too much to take 
ground in advance.of public opinion throughout 
the Union; and so:the inhabitants on the border, 
not, being advised of the real intentions of the 
Government, many of them became committed, 
of course, according to their natural sympathies 
and feelings, and-the national character has can- 
sequently guflered with the Treasury. These few 
itemg, selected only because they are the largest 
and most obvious, makeyin the aggregate, a loss 
of upwards of twenty million dollars. ` ; 
Let us, then, instead of wasting our energies 
inthe pursuit of small defaulters, direct our in- 
quiries and point. the indignation of the country 
against: the great official dclinquents—againat 
those who, baing the real anthorg of all the abusvus 
which exist in the land, still hold their places, 
and arrogantly seek to gain credit with the peo- 
ple by proposing remedies. for evils of their own 
greaton. This. country is peculiarly situated in 
reference to a weak and unprincipled Adminis- 
tration, In England, a bad Ministry can be 
brought to the bar of public opinion at once; and 
upon the heel of any great official delinquency, 
judgment ia. pronounced upon them, and they are 
urled feom power before time shall have soft- 
ened public indiguation, or afforded the offend- 
ers the opportunity of diverting public attention 
to some other subject. Here itis only at stated 
times, fixed by the Constitution, that a bad Ad- 
ministration can be brought to account, or be re- 
moved.from their places; and they may go on for 
years in a constant course of administrative abuse 
and imbecility; they may commit the grossest 
infractions of the Constitution. itself; they may 
prostitute the patronage of the Government to 
the vilest and most selfish purposes, and, after 
all, escape the sentence of an injured people. 
Ample time is afforded to enable them to court 
and flatter when they find. they have given of- 
fenae, to get up.some new subject of excitement, 
and: turn away the stroke of popular wrath be- 
fore it is allowed by the Congutution to fall upon 
the culprits. I therefore admonish the Opposi- 
tion in this House not to be too.sanguine of the 
result of recent developmenta, whatever impres- 
sion they may make for the present. It is yet 
two years before. the people can decide finally 
upon them;:and.the puny defaulters, whom it is 
proposed to pursue.and hunt to destruction, will 
soon be forgouen. . They. will, at-best, only be- 
come the scapegoats of their superiors in station. 
It is against the principles and practices of the 
Executiye chief himself that opposition can be 
made effective. Jtis by carrying the war into the 
heart of power,and exposing the defects and cor- 
ruptions which exist there—it is by ad ministering 
a corrective to the original fountain of evil alone 
that we can expect to bring about real reform, and 
confer a lasting benefit upon the country. 


against, ON e E cd esa ie T, si x‘ 
-This must be regarded as a singular and, pre- 
cious; admission, coming as it does from the ap- 
| pointed. successor :of General. Jackson,. What! 
the Executive not infallible! And is it-admitted 
at last that there are abuses:in some branches. of 
the public service? Truly, public officers are not 
always proof against temptation, nor. can the 
Executive be always well advised in its, selec- 
tions. But-how does it happen: that the late and 
present Administrations have been.more unfor- 
tunate in this respect than all those which went 
before them? That is the question. How does 
it happen that when the Executive has been well 


i been advised of former defalcation and delin- 
quency, it has formed no ohiestisn in making its 
selections, as in the case of Linn, as I understand 
that case, and as was certainly the case of.a late 
district attorney in Alabama? Ili does it become 
such an Executive to complain that it cannot 
always be well advised. How has it happened 
that the appointees of the late and present Ad- 
ministrations have so generally given way when 
exposed to temptation? I answer, because both 
the advice and the selections were based upon 
false and corrupt principles and maxims. Parti- 
san service and party fidelity have been the only 
tests of fitness for office; and when the Executive 
was well advised upon these points, it was all that 
was required. 

In the same paragraph every well-informed 
reader will be astonished to find a true constitu- 
tional principle connected with such a, subject 
recognized by such authority, and an exhorta- 
tion to Congress to enforce it; 

“Congress. cannot be too jealous of those who are in- 
trusted with the public money; and f shall at all times be 
disposed to encourage a watehfal discharge of this duty? 
“Tf amore direct coöperation on the part of Congress in 
the supervision of the conduct of tho officers intrusted with 
the custody and application of the public money is deemed 
advisable, it will give me pleastire to assist in the estab- 
lishinent of any judicious and constitutional plan by which 
that object may be accomplished,” 

Who would have believed that we should have 
had so decided and unequivocal a recantation of 
the doctrines: applicable to this subject avowed 
and so successfully maintained under the late Ad- 
ministration, and that, too, by a man pledged to 
walk in the footsteps of the late Executive chief? 
That Congress cannot be too jealous of those 
who have the custody of the public: money, is 
frankly admitted; and the President actually tells 
us that he will encourage the exercise of that 
duty! But he earnestly recommends a direct co- 
operation of Congress in the supervision of the 
conduct of public officers! This must appear 
incredible to those who have been conversant 
with the doctrines of the party in power for sev- 
eral years past—but nevertheless it is true. Con- 
gress is actually invoked to codperate with the 
President in the business of euperintending the 


| conduct of his subordinate officers! This amounts 


almost to revolution. 
The President further 
ation— 

Whether a committee:of Congress might not be profit- 
ably employed in inspecting, at such intervals as might be 
deemed proper, the aflairs and accounts of officers intrusted 
with the custody of the public moncys.? * * «They 
might report to the Executive such defaleations as were 
found to exist, witi a view toa prompt removal from office 
uniess the default was satisfactorily accounted for.”? 

The great Democratic party must certainly be 
confounded by this last. proposition; or is this 
message intended to be a new confession of po- 
litical faith for the. whole party? Congress is 
unequivocally invited to institute investigations 
into the conduct of executive officers, aud not 
one word is said of the necessity of specifications, 
or of impeachments, as conditions. precedent! 
The doctrines and recommendations of this part 
of the message appear to me to be so entirely re- 
pugnant in every particular to the opinions and 
sentiments of the Jate President, that Lam tempted 
to go back to. the messages and other state papers 
emanating from the late Administration, and to 
trace the contrast, that we may see what the creed 
of. the. dominant party is to be for.the future. 


Still all is not yet told. 
submits to our consider- 


| advised—how does it happen that when it has 


: ‘Froni:the grant, in general terms, of tthe Ex- 
ecutive power’ to: the’ President; by the Constix 
tution;-and ‘the aseignyrent. to him, in the: same 
general-terms,-of the duty. of talsing“ care ‘that. 
the laws: be faithfully executed ;’’ and: the terms 
of his oath of. office, by which heis reguired to: 
“preserve, protect, and-defend the Constitution,” 
a degree. of power was deduced :and‘arrogated to 
the: Executive:-under. the: late “Administration, 
which was ‘truly appalling, and-would, if sus- 
tained by the country, inevitably lead: to despotic 
power.. From the grant of the "© Executive 
power, the late President claimed the exclusive 
direction. and control of everything in the affairs 
of Government in “its nature executive and not 
legislative. It being made hisduty to ‘take care 
that.the laws be faithfully. executed, and :to pre 
serve, protect, and defend ‘the. Constitution,’’ it 
followed that this duty deyolved upon him exelu- 
sively, and thatany interference on the.partof Con- 
gress, with a view to the same object, was. gratu- 
itousand unconstitutional, exceptin the discharge 
of the duties expressly assigned to it-in the Con- 
stitution. He-also derived from the samesource 
the idea of his exclusive responsibility for. the 
faithful execution of the laws, and the preserva- 
tion, protection, and defense of the Constitution; 
and, building upon this foundation, he claimed, 
first, the right, in all cases, to give such construc- 
tion to the Constitution and laws as he thought 
proper; for, it was contended it would be highly 
unreasonable and absurd to make any man, or 
any department of the Government, responsible 
for the protection and defense. of the Constitu- 
tion, and the faithful execution of the laws, ac- 
cording to the construction of any other depart- 
ment or any other tribunal whatever. Secondly, 
he maintained that every officer. under the Qov- 
ernment, except tho sud: es of the courts, were 
only instruments in his hands, created for no 
other purpose but to.enable him to execute these 
solemn constitutional duties. From hence, also, 
was deduced. the doctrine that the supervision of 
the conduct of all public officers was the sole right 
and duty of the Executive. From hence, also, 
the deduction was-natural and easy, that the Pres- 
ident ought. to be allowed not only to select all 
the instruments to be used by him in the execu- 
tion of the Jaws, and for the preservation of the 
Constitution in: the manner provided in the Con- 
stitution, but that he ought to have the further 
power, not given in the Constitution, of setting 
aside. those instruments at his discretion. - 

If these doctrines and assumptions of Executive 
duty and authority do not presenta perfect scheme 
of despotic power—if they. do not amount to a 
clear and substantial concentration of all power 
in the bands of one man—TI have no conception 
of what more would be requisite for such a con- 
summation. If any one of these powers can be 
maintained in the extent contended for, then the 
late President was well warranted in maintaining 
that Congress could pass.no law, however ingeni- 
ously devised—adopt no form or mode for the 
deposit, safe-keeping, or disbursement of the 
public moneys, which could deprive him of the 
actual custody and disposition of them. He had 
a perfect right to consider not.only the Secretary 
of the Treasury, but the Bank of the United States 
also, as his mere. instrument, contrived, with a 
view to enable him to discharge his appropriate 
duty of keeping the public moneys: safely, and 
paying them out for the support of Government, 
according to his own construction of his duty and 
power in this as in every other branch of Execu- 
tive administration. He-had:a right to dispense 
with either, or both, as he thought proper. Ac- 
cording to the game theory of Executive powers 
and duties, the attempt of Conges to. investigate 
the condition of the Executive Departments, e 
into the conduct of public officers, at a late ses- 
sion, was an impertinent intrusion into matte; 
that concerned others; an attempt, in fact, at 
usurpation an the part of Congress, the super- 
vision of the conduct of public officers being an 
act in its nature executive, and the President being 
also exclusively responsible for-the conduct.of all 
the departments; and all public officers... : 

The tremendous power of. removal, claimed 


without any other responsibility than that which 
attaches in making: the. original appointment, 
under the power and-dury of seeing. that the laws 
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be faithfully executed, and that the Constitution 
be preserved, is also well founded, according to 
these views of the extent ‘of Executive power. 
And, sir, it will be found that all these extrava- 
gant notions of Executive power were sustained 
by the, majority in this House during the late 
Administration. The Postmaster: General (Mr. 
Kendali) took ground. boldly.in his letter to the 
investigating committee of this. House, in 1836, 
refusing. to communicate ‘any information as to 
the motives or reasons upon which he. had re- 


moved one postmaster and appointed another in | 


his place, alleging. that he considered it his duty. 
to ‘regard the constitutional limitations of power, 
and to give the information required would tend 
to.subvert them;"’ and this doctrine was acqui- 
esced in by the House. I have already referred 
to the opinion of another committee, which was 
acquiesced in by the House, that it is no misde- 
meanor in the Executive, anda matter of no pub- 
licinterest or concern whatever, that a public offi- 
cer-should be removed on account of his politics. 
Thus, sir, was a system of tyranny lately up- 
held. and established upon alleged constitutional 
grounds, which possessed the merit, at least, of 
consistency in all its assumptions of power. It 
was upon the ground of the exclusive responsi- 
bility of the Executive for the conduct of all his 
public officers, and his absolute power over them, 
and because it was highly convenient at the same 
time, that, when any one under the late Admin- 
istration ventured to find fault with. any subor- 
dinate officer of the Government, the answer in 
this House invariably was: why do you not at- 
tack the President himself? He is responsible for 
the faithful execution of the laws. Why do you 
not, have the manliness to attack him directly, 
who is an antagonist worthy of you? Why do 
you seek to vent your hostility to General Jack- 
son in attacks upon the officers appointed by 
him, and for whose good conduct he is bound to 
answer? 
- But, sir, what.do we find to be the duties of the 
present Chief Magistrate upon these fundamental 
doctrines? Itis true, sir, he is silent upon some 
of them; but we may justly congratulate ourselves 
and the country that the proper constitutional 
rights and powers of Congress over the public 
treasure have been fully recognized in principle, 
whether the President intended to go that length 
or not. It is of no use now to inquire under what 
circumstances this recognition has been made. 
The power of Congress to inquire into and super- 
vise the conduct of all public officers we also re- 
gard as yielded without limitation. But, above 
all, we have reason to rejoice that the foundation 
uvon which that most odious, mischievous, and 
despotic of all powers, the unlimited power of re- 
moval, has been maintained, is removed. Jam 
far from thinking that the President would put 
this construction upon his own message; but such 
will be the force of the principles he does admit. 
The doctrine of exclusive duty and responsibility 
in taking care that the laws be faithfully execu- 
ted, and that the Constitution be preserved, is ex- 
pressly abandoned. Itis admitted to be both the 
right-and the duty of Congress to interfere, both 
by legal enactments and by direct supervision. of 
the conduct of. public officers. Again, it 18 ad- 
mitted that Executive supervision. is incompetent 
to the task of seeing that the laws be faithfully 
executed without the aid of Congress! In truth, 
the Executive power, in the hands of the present 
ineumbents, :is proclaimed by the President him- 
self, in the message before us, to be a failure! 
He. is not only willing to divide the responsibility 
of the Executive department with Congress, but 
he admits that, without the cooperation of Con- 
gress in the. discharge of Executive duties, the 
public-service-must suffer. There is, therefore, 
no-longer. any plausible ground remaining upon 
which-to rest be unlimited power of removal, 
But, Mr. Chairman, while I applaud the candor 
of the President in making the important admis- 
sions to which I have alluded, Leannotagree that 
his preposition of a congressional committee upon 
the terms he suggests is entitled to be treated with 
equal respect... 1t looks as though he wished to 
stipulate an equivalent for the concessions he has 
made. When we come to analyze the character 
and. tendency of the. proposition, nothing could 
be more insulting to Congress. In the. first place, 


it-appears:to come in the shape of a boon—an act 
of grace and favor by the President. Congress 
may.or will hereafter be permitted by the Exec- 
utive to institute committees of inquiry to.a lim- 
ited extent!. Heretofore, it is true that this power 
in Congress has been actually denied;. but still 
the.country did not acquiesce in the prohibition, 
and.the President will not acquire any credit for 
conceding to Congress a privilege which was al- 
ways its right, primarily and ‘fundamentally. 
But.this is not:the most objectionable feature in 
the proposition. If I understand the nature of 
the duties the committee of Congress proposed 
by the President would have to perform, they |j 
would be the mere scavengers of-the President, 
compelled to-grope their way into:the private re- 
cesses, the inner closets of suspected. public offi- 
cers—pursuing their victims through all manner 
of tainted and infected places, often bound. to. 
disregard every feeling.and sympathy that is hon- 
orable to our nature, dragging to light the con- 
cealed and venal weaknesses and aberrations of 
men standing high in the estimation of society, 
and who, perhaps, are still more honest than their 
neighbors who have never passed through such 
an ordeal; and to what end or purpose, at last, 
will Congress have descended to take upon itself 
as one of its ordinary duties a service so revolt- 
ing? Can they give effect to their investigation? 
No; they cannot remove a single officer. Our 
committees will only act in the capacity of in- 
formers and catchpoles for the Executive; and 
when we shall have presented a wretched delin- 
quent to the notice of the President, he may or 
may not punish him, or remove him from office, 
at his discretion. 

But, besides the degradation, there are two cap- 
ital objections to this plan of a congressional 
committee, founded on higher principles. First, 
the entire responsibility of seeing that the public 
moneys are in safe hands, and that the public 
officers generally are honest and capable, will be 
shifted from the President, and thrown upon Con- 
gress. Who, after such a system of congres- 
sional supervision of all public officers. shall go 
into operation, would ever dream of making te 
President responsible for any defalcation in sub- 
ordinate officers? It would be said at once, in 
answer to any attack upon the Executive, that it 
was the business of Congress to have been more 
diligent in their inquiries into the conduct of the 
defaulting officer. Secondly, nothing could add 
more to the influence of the Executive than a plan 
which proposes to leave him in the full posges- 
sion, not only of the appointing power, as here- 
tofore exercised, but of the power of discretion- 
ary removal; and, at the same time, relieves him 
from the burden and odium of official scrutiny 
into the conduct of political and personal favor- 
ites, and of removing them upon his own sugges- 
tion. He would thus be left in the full possession 
of all that is beneficent and desirable, connected 
with the appointing power and. the distribution of 
Executive patronage, and relieved of all that is | 
ungracious. When he would be called upon to 
remove an old friend and partisan from office for 
good cause, the report of the committee would 
shield him from any unpleasant responsibility of 
apersonal nature. Another objection to this plan 
would be, that Congress, from its composition 
and constitution, would be incompetent to exam- 
ine and supervise the conduct of public officers, 
as.a regular and reliable means of securing a faith- 
ful discharge of official duty. The. Executive 
alone is competent to. that duty in general; and 
if Congress should undertake it, the consequence 
would be greater abuses in the public service than 
ever. In my opinion, therefore, when either 
House of Congress shall appoint an investigating 
committee, it will become their character and dig- 
nity to act independently of Executive recom- 
mendation or: pleasure,.and, standing upon the 
high ground of constitutional duty and privilege, 
institute inquiries at their own discretion, when- 
ever the public interest shall appear to demand 
them. 

There is but one other portion of the menige 
upon which I desire to make a few remarks. In 
the argument submitted by the President in behalf 
of his favorite sub-Treasury scheme, after refer- 
ring, in exaggerated terms, to the disasters. in 
trade, the reckless. speculations, and other evils |i 


incident to imprudeñt expansions-of bank credit, 
and then adverting to the strong interest which. 


: existed while the banks were the fiscal agents of 


the Government, that money: should: be accumu- 
lated in-their hands, he makes the following re- 
flections: 


“Jt is thus that a concentrated. money-power is tempted 
to become. an active agent in political.aflairs, and. all past 
experience has shown on which side it willbe arrayed, We, 
deceive ourselves if we suppose that it will ever be found 
asserting and supporting the rights: of the community, at 
large, in opposition to the claims of the few.” : 

“Nor is ithe motive of combinations for the acquisition 
of legislative influence to confine their interference to the 
single object for which they were originally formed.’? + The’ 
influence in the direction of public affuirs of the community: 
at Jarge is, therefore, in no -slight danger of being «sensibly, 
and injuriously affected by giving to. a comparatively small, 
but very efficient class, a direct and exclusive personal in- 
terest in so important a feature of the legislation of Con- 
gress as that which relates to the custody of public moneys.’? 
© Lawsacting on privafe interests should be.confined within 
the narrowest limits; when not thus instituted, they lead 
to combinations of powerful associations, foster an influence 
necessarily selfish, and turn the fair course ‘of legislation to 
sinister ends.” i 


I am persuaded, Mr. Chairman; that, if the 
President had not been infatuated, absolutely: 


i blinded, by the strong interest he feels:in carry- 


ing his sub-Treasury scheme, he would never 
have presented to the publican argument which, 
when it shall be considered in connection with the 
true state of the question, will appearthe: very: 
strongest that the opponents of that: most mis- 
chievous measure could desire.. Who is itthat 
tells the people of the danger of a concentrated 
money power? Theman who, directly or indirect- 
ly, controlsan annual distribution of $30,000,600 ! 
the very man under whose direct and absolute 
control it is proposed to place whatever surplus 
money may be in the Treasury at any time, thus 
adding to his money power, already too great for 
the safety of our institutions; for who now does not 
understand that, by the established doctrines. of 
the day, no officer can be authorized by law, 
charged with the custody of the public money, 
who will not be subject to the -absolute control 
and direction of the President? No officer can be 
appointed, according to this doctrine, who will 
not always feel that he holds his office at Exec: 
utive discretion; nor is there any power in Con: 
gress, according to this doctrine, to protect such 
officer against the arbitrary and corrupt interfer~ 
ence of the Executive. Until. the power of re: 
moval is regulated bylaw, this must be the neces- 
sary result of this scheme; and we find in the bills 
which have heretofore been presented, no pro- 
vision against the. uncontrolled exercise of that 

ower over the keepers. of the public. money. 


i The supervision’ by a committee: of Congress: 


proposed by the President ‘doesnot imply any 
disposition on his part to- waive the vast power 
claimed under the late Administration, of assum- 
ing the custody and control of'the public moneys: 
whenever he shall think. it expedient, by the ex- 
ercise of the power of removal. ; 

But the. mere custody and control of the public 
moneys will. add but an: inconsiderable- degree -of 
influence and power to the Executive in the com- 
parison, when we reflect upon the. far. greater 
source of power which this famous sub~T'reasury 
scheme proposes to vest in the President. It-is 
expressly avowed in a subsequent. part. of the 
message that the plan of the sub-Treasury which 


‘ he has in view, will not preclude the Government 


from employing the State banks, telike other 
State institutions.” “ They may be used or not 
in conducting the affairs of the Government,” as 
public policy or convenience may require. Thus 
the monstrous proposition is entertained and at- 
tempted to be carried through Congress, by which 
the Administration will have eight hundred-banks 
once more invited and tempted: to vie with each 
other in subserviency to power—in such a course 
of conduct as will conciliate the Executive, and 
induce it to vouchsafe a portion of the public 
moneys to their keeping. and use as heretofore. 
But it is not by the principle of favor: or hope 
alone that it is proposed to subject. all the banks 
and the whole banking system to the influence 
and control of the Administration. Fear and the 
principle of self-preservation, in general much 
more powerful influences, are also intended to be 
brought into active use, if need be. It can be 
demonstrated that if the sub-Treasury system 18 
established with the principles which prevail in 
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thig-Adthinistration j:no“bankof ithe eight hin- 
dred: wow in‘operation in'the United ‘States cin; 
with safety to itself provoke the hostility of the 
Adininistration ox éver fail to second. it8* policy: 
afd support its:interests; and.thus; sir, the entire! 
money power of the country, public Treasury, 
banksy andali; willbe resolved into an increase 
óf Executive ‘patrotiags.’ “ If you ask me ‘how’ 
this subjection: of the banks. to. the Administra- 
ton -can-be.broaght.about, I answer ina: manner 
at once simple and effective. ‘The Administration 
wil only have to select some one or ‘more ċópfi-, 
dential: and jvast-worthy partisans, who they 
shall already have‘appoiated:.ta: the chief places. 
of ‘trust: inthe sub-Treasary scheme; ‘and -inti- 
mate to him that'such a bank requires to be dealt 
with, and in thirty or sixty: days at furthest, its 
work. is-done-—it will. be discredited, .or-compelled 
to wind up its affairs, “A farid of fifty or a huñ- 
dred thousand dollars would be sufficient in most 
cases; in some others a greater; and in some, 
perhaps, the temporary use of half a million 
would be’required :to. effect’ the destruction of the 
obnoxious institution. : 
-Fow perfeétly simple and easy the process of 
sending a'seeretagent into any of the States of the. 
Weat,:for example, with some few hundred thou- 
sands of the pablie money, or with authority to 
draw an some eastern bank, employed to disguise 
the soarce of the attack; no difficulty will existin 
exchanging.such fands at any time for the local 
currency. ‘That effected, it would only remain to 
convert the notes ofthe several banks in a State, 
thus picked up, into the notes of the-one marked. 
out for destruction; then present the notes thus 
collected for payment; and if one blow thus sud- 
denly dealt should not suffice, repeat it until it 
could be borneno longer. He thatsupposes such 
a scheme. of influence and intimidation in regard 
to the State banks wholly improbable, from the 
atrocity of the proecedings necessary to accom- 
plish it, knows nothing of this Administration, 
tts policy, its principles, or its practices. All this 
may be done in a manner so'stealthy, that no 
trace of Government agency can be found, even 
by the proposed congressional committee, in the 
whole proceeding. ‘he Globe may safely assure 
its readers that the Administration are wholl 
guiltless; but the sharpsightcdness of every bank 
inthe Union will see whence the blow came, and 
thoy would govern themselvesaccardingly. Now, 
let an honest people look into this subject, and 
inquire in what quarter they are to apprehend 
the existence of a ‘concentrated money powers”? 
in whose hands it will be tempted to become an 
active agent in political affairs.” Will the inter- 
est of the community at large’ or * the claims 
of the few,” be most apt to prevail in such 
hands? Who aro they who would be most apt 
to form “powerful associations?’ to foster an 
influence necessarily selfish, and turn: the fair 
course of legislation to sinister ends??? Again, 
who are they, as a class, whose private interests 
are to be most promoted by this measure? Who 
are the “few” whose interests are most likely to 
be supported at the expense of the “ communit 
at large?’ I answer ali these questions confi- 
dently, and I trust satisfactorily, by pointing to 
the possessors of official station and power—the 
office-holders-—those whose salaries, whose influ- 
ence and consideration: in society depend upon 
remaining in office. This is the tribe most con- 
cerned in the establishment of the sub-Treasury. 
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On the civil and diy lomatic appropriation bill. 


Mr. BELL said he had intended, if the public 
business had permitted, to submit his views upon 
several important subjects connected with the Ex- 
ecutive administration of the Government before 
the bill passed from the committecinto the House; 
but he had become satisfied that it was his duty 
to forbear, whatever reasons ofa personal nature’ 


LL, 


might urge him to dò sö. Ifany member of the li 


House owed it to himself to vindicate his course’ 


agaist attacks which had if a väriéty of ways 
been’ made uponit in-that House, he might claim 
‘the indulgence of -the Housefor ‘that purpose: 
The views he-had ‘submitted on the “message at, 
an eatly dayof thé sessidn,-had not only been’ 
replied to'with great fréédom and latitude of re- 
mark; but with much unfairness and ‘aérimony. 
‘Still-he had thought it of more consequence that 
certiin’bills upon ‘the Speaker’s'tablé, and’other 
measures should be taken up ahd acted upon, that 
that hé‘sliould occupy ‘the time of the House in 
replying ‘to gentlemen who had spoken‘ agairist 
and‘at'him in’thé several discussions which had 
intervened ‘since December. Bora Bus wa 

-Mr. R. said thatthe would now’ ask thé indul= 
gence of the House for a very short time.‘ He 
had both a general-and a special object in view in 
rising to say a few words; butas it might not be 
in order to present the views he desired upon the 
particular amendment under coristderation, ‘he 
would move to strike out the enacting clause of 
the bill. 

After the question was: stated from the Chair 
upon this motion, ` 

Mr. BELL resumed. He said the particular 
object he had in view was to correct, so far as 
regarded himself, an impression which appeared 
to prevail relative to the vote of the House upon 
the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Maxuory,] directing the Secretary of the! 
Navy to lay before the next Congress a plan for 
the reorganization of the Navy Department. 
Many persons, both in and outof the House, had 
taken up the impression that all those who voted 
for the resolution had adopted the argument and 
concurred in the statements made in favor of the 
motion to strike out the appropriation to pay the 
salary of the Commissioners of the Navy Board, | 
and consequently were prepared to dispense with | 
the board for the future. For one, I beg leave to 
disclaim the intention imputed to me in this re- 
spect. However plausible the inference, itis not 
well founded in regard to myself, and, I believe, 
with regard to many others. I desire to state that į 
i was by no means satisfied, from anything urged 
in the discussion, that the present organization 
of the Navy Department is defective, or that the 
present condition of that branch of the public ser- 
vice is justly attributable to the existence of the 
Navy Board; but it was a sufficient: reason with | 
me to support the proposition for a report from 
the Secretary of the Navy upon the proper‘organ- | 
ization of that Department, that many gentlemen, | 
some of whose opinions are entitled to much re- 
spect, stated theirstrong conviction that the pres- 
ent organization was radically defective. l was 
willing to hear what the Secretary had to say upon 
the subject; and what he would consider an im- 
provement in this branch of the public service. I 
was then, as | hope I shall always be, prepared 
to be guided by sufficient facts and reasons, and 
to sustain whatever plan may appear, upon full 
examination, to be for the good of the service. 
But there was a part of the reasoning employed 
by gentlemen in support of the motion to strike 
out, which I intended to disclaim at the time, had 
not the debate terminated abruptly by the with- 
drawal of the motion. 

One of the principal arguments ad vanced by the 
gentlernan from Michigan, [Mr. Crary,] who 
made the motion, and by others, was, that the 
Navy Board, by being composed of more than one 
member, admitted of no adequate responsibility ; 
there was: no liead; there was no individual ac- 
countability; and it was to this cause that were 
to be referred all the miscarriages and gross blun- 
ders which had marked the administration of that 
Department. To this cause was attributed, in the 
argument, the shameful mismanagement of the 
exploring expedition, as well as every other abuse 
admitted ‘to exist in that branch of the sèrvice. T 
apprehend these views are founded upon a total 
misconception of the law and of the powers vested 
in the Navy Board.” If I am not grossly mis- 
taken, the Commissionérs of the Navy Board have 
no uncontrollable or discretionary powers, but are | 


| inall their leading duties subject to the authority 
| and control of othefs.- When it is said that there 


is no responsible head, that there is’no individual 
| responsibility, and that all the abuses in this De- 
partment are to be ascribed ‘to this board, 1 ask 


i honérable‘gentlemén- tə -inför the Hotse what 


ave madè of thé “Secretary of 
it aré his powers what'his duties 
and responsibility?’ Ishe nota unit? “Is henot 
that very head which they'so much desire? And 
if heis ‘rot; what else ig hex? And again: what 
hàs‘ become of the’President of the United States, 


‘the’executive head of the Governihenthe wpon 


whom, in'the language, and‘aééording ‘to the doc- 
trines ôf the day, rests the etitire‘aid exclusive 
responsibility of the whole executive adniinistra- 


‘tion #-T contend'that there is, first, the Secretary 


of the Navy, ‘whois thé head of the Navy De- 
partment, and ‘who is’ responsible “to this House 
and'to the country for the proper and faithful ad- 
ministration‘of that Departments that he has, By 
law, the control of the Navy: Board; and that ‘he 
is; and ought to be, responsible’ for: its conduct. 
I assert, in the’ second place, that the President 
himself ts responsible for thé -cofiduct of the Sée~ 
retary of the Navy, and for the proceedings of 
the Navy Board also. Thercis, then, tio deficiency 
in the legal and constitutional provisions to secure 
a proper individual responsibility. "Phe want:of 


| thig responsibility is certainly trot the source of. 


the evil which all admitexists. What is the most 
probable source of the evil, I will attempt to point 
out before I sit down. | i ae 
It is a remarkable circumstance that not one of 
the several gentlemen who pressed. the necessity 
of dispensing with the Navy Board, and dwelt 
with so much earnestness upon the wretclied.con- 
dition of the Navy, made the slightest reference 
to the possible imbecility and incapacity of those 
gentlemén who have for years presided over that 
department, No exception whatever has been 
taken to the qualifications or competency of any 
of the late Secretaries. But the facts stated.‘b, 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Crary,}com- 
ing from the source they do, are-entitled ‘to‘the 
particular attention of the House andthe country. 
No one, no matter to what political party he may 
belong, will charge that gentleman with à design 
to do injustice to the existing Administration, -or 
to the party which has been in power during the 
last ten years. : No one will question either his 
orthodoxy or the truth of any statement he makes 
which is in any way unfavorable to the interésts 
of his political friends. I am glad-Ecan takem 
facts from a source so unquestionable. If I had 
ventured to make the statements he has furnished 
us with, they would have been ‘denied, and de- 
nounced by half the country as the-offspring ‘of 
disappointed ambition and party rancor. That 
gentleman told us that, after the expenditure of 
millions upon millions upon the Navy, it was 
still in no better condition than it was atthe close 
of the late war! 1s this true, sir? For one, bdo 
not gainsay or doubt the truth of the statement 
The gentleman might, also, with the same pro- 
priety and’ truth, have stated that, although ‘the 
late and the present Administrations.owed their 
existence to the determination of the people to 
provide a nyore faithful and effective Administra- 
tion, and one which would supply the'defectsand 
correct ‘the abuses which their predecessors, it 
was-alleged, had permitted to prevail in ‘every 
branch ‘of the public service, yet, after an exper- 
iment of ten years, and an increased expenditure 
upon the Navy, it was, in the year 1839, in no 
better plight, scarcely in any one respect, than it 
was in the year 1829. ni pilin dS Eh 
The gentleman from’ Michigan: made “nother 
statement, for which Iam obliged to him, for it 
referred to `à period and ‘a ‘crisis in our affairs. 
which’ was, at the time, held upas of the utmost 
interest and delicacy.: allude to the period of 
1835-36, when it ‘was supposed by many that we 
were upon the eve of a war with France. ‘The. 
course of some of my political friends, together 
with my own ‘at that period, was violently as- 
sailed by our opponents. © The gentleman ‘from 
Michigan has confirmed ty his statement all that 
I either said or did or thought in reference tothe 
conduct, or rather to the gross ‘and ‘culpable neg- 
ligence, of the Executive, in all that: concerned 
the public defenses, and especially that most im- 
portant of all—the Navy, at that*period. The 
gentlemafi from Michigan now admits, that when: 
it appeared probable that we might be suddenly- 
involved in a war with France, and,he might 
have added, When a. war‘iith’ that Power was: 
provoked “and even desired by many influential 
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though reckless partisans of the Administration; 
the Commissioners of: the Navy Board were called: 
upon. to.state:the actual strength and condition of 
the Navy,:and what numberof vessels could be 
sent.to sea in the event of immediate war; andi 
the reply was, that no more than one frigate and] 
two: smaller vessels were then fit-for immediate: 
service, nor could any‘considerable addition be: 
made.to-them within the yeart: f may now state: 
that I was informed -by a gentleman of*skill and: 
science in the profession of arms,‘at the periodi 
alluded to, that-a single French frigate, skillfally. 
managed, could have burned or laid-whdér con 
tribution any: of our Yichést’ or most populous 
sea-port towns. « The gentleman from Michigan’ 
might alsovhave informed us, had-his attention 
been directed to that part of the public defenses;: 
that there was’scarcely a gun mounted in any: 
éne of the fortifications along ‘our extensive sea- 
coast. at the period in question; not even upon 
those which were intended to~ protect our- naval 
stations! : f : aoe 

We are now, sir, supposed by many to be-upon 
the:eve of a war with another great nation. ~I 
hope, sir, it will be found, upon inquiry, that our 
rulers, profiting by the experience of the defense- 
less condition‘in which the country was found at 
the period alluded:to, have diligently and saccess- 
fully applied themselves to supply the former de- 
ficiencies. I hope’ it will be found that the forts 
designéd for the protection of the principal towns 
upon the Atlantic, and upon which so many mil- 
lions of the public treasure have been expended, 
have been supplied with some considerable por- 
tion of the requisite armament; and that a large 
proportion of our ships-of-war may be got ready 
for service in‘a reasonable time; but that this arm 
of the national defense will be found to fall far 
below the just expectations of the public, the 
members of this House are now well advised. I 
trust I am not guilty ofany indiscretion in speak- 
ing of the dilapidated condition of the public de- 
fenses just now: All that; know upon this sub- 
ject,.and all that I now state respecting it, all the 
world: may-know, and all that are concerned to 
know their condition doubtless do know quite as: 
much as myself. If we are to have a war, Mr. 
Speaker—if we must have a war to maintain the: 
honor of the country and the integrity of our ter- 
ritory, for.one, however much I deprecate such 
an event at this time, I do not fear the issue of 
it. ‘Whatever may be the defenseless condition 
of-our interior frontier; however unprotected the 
most important points. upon our Atlantic coast 
may be; whatever may be the disordered condi- 
tion of. our finances; however weak and incom- 
petent those public servants may be who -are 
constitutionally assigned to the chief direction of 
public: affairs for the present; and I will add, 
whatever disasters may and probably would befall 
our’ arms by. sea and by land: during the first 
years of the war, yet the spirit and the resources 
atill abound-in the country to surmount all these 
adverse circumstances in our condition, and ‘to: 
bring the ‘war to a successful and glorious term- 
ination: \ But this confidence shall not restrain 
mey:‘nor should it restrain any portion of the 
country, from holding those: to a just accounta- 
bility: who have exposed itto temporary disaster 
and defeat: ..- ' 

..As'to the conduct of the President since the- 
recent disturbance upon the northeastern bound- 
ary, and the general tenor of the message of yes- 
terday, I am free to say that I find nothing to 
disapprove in- them; but I cannot concur with 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tnomp- 
son} inthe unqualified approval which he gave to 
the entire ‘course anid conduct of the Administra- 
tién“in:the management of this delicate and’ im- 
portatitssubject:: While T: approve heartily the 
recent: course of the Président, I can see just 
cause -of censure in his past conduct. I remem- 
ber, sir, when the bill-for the increase of the Army 
wag under‘consideration near the close of the last 
session of Congress—a bill which I opposed as 
ill: digested—and when I urged that the public 
interest would-be promoted by-the postponement: 
ofthe subject ‘until the present session, it was 
strongly urged on the other: side, by the gentle-’ 
man from:Maine, [Mr. Evanss] and: others from 
that-séction of the country, that the: passage. of 


the ‘bill-at-that time was demanded: by the most, 


powerful considerations, growing 6 


i D tof the ex- 
cited ‘state ‘of the population 


‘the’ northern: 


frontier, and particularly on the ground of the 


circumstancés:: which <coristantly. threatened. the 
peace of the country onthe northeastern: bound-: 
ary It was earnestly pressed upon the House: 
that the few:regular -troops stationed upon that 
frontier: were altogether insufficient td ‘suppress! 
the disordérly, and ‘to prevent: the occurrence of: 
hostilé collisions between the inhabitants of the. 
two countries, which might involve-usiin a war: 
when we least. suspected: it; and: when. we might 
be wholly. unprepared for:it. The very crisis’ 
which was then predicted as the, probable conse~ 
quence of the continued neglect -of the,Govern- 
ment to provide an adequate military force-upon 
that boundary, is now actually precipitated upon. 
us- by the recent conduct of the Governor: of 
Maine. I havé a strong impression that it was: 
urged, indebate upon the Army: bill; that one of: 
the new regiments proposed to be raised was in- 
tended to be employed on the Maine frontier. I: 
am very cértain that such an idea prevailed in the 
House, and contributed in no'small degree to 
pass the bill; and I call upon the gentleman from 
Maine {Mr. Evans] to state in his place if he did 
not urge the passage of the Army bill at the last 
session on the ground I have just stated ? r 

Mr. EVANS said hé did notremember that he. 
had stated in debate his expectation that a regi- 
ment would be added to-the small- military force 
then stationed near the disputed boundary, but 
he did take great interest in the passage of the: 
Army bill upon that ground; and he did so, be-. 
cause he understood from the Secretary of War 
that it was his intention, if that bill passed, to 
station a regiment there, in which he (Mr. E.) 
had been disappointed. : 

Mr. BELL. I was not mistaken as to the sub- 
stance of what was stated in the debaté on the 
Army bill; and upon these facts, I submit to this 
Louse, and to the public, whether the Adminis- 
tration has any right to claim anexemption from 
all censure in the past management of this busi- 
ness. The danger isnowimminent that we shall 
be involved in an immediate war with a nation 
which, ‘of all others; we have the least will and 
the greatest power to do us mischief when once 
the die shall be cast, and.a-war shall be actually 
kindled up betweén the two countries; and this 
danger is the result of the failure of the Presi- 
dent to provide an adequate military force upon | 
the exposed frontier. This neglect would be 
more excusable if the country was, in any respect, 

repared for war; but when its finances and every 
Dranch of the public service are in the utmost 
disorder, such negligence becomes of serious con- 
sequence to the country, and justly merits public 
censure. Even now, sir, if the executive branch 
of the Government commanded that respect and 
obedience which are- constitutionally due to its: 
authority and influence,a war need not, and would 
not be the consequence of the recent disturbance 
on the Maine boundary; but what ground of | 
confidence can we have that the authority of the 
President will be duly exercised, when we reflect 
upon the course of the Administration in similar | 
exigencies for several years past? The same im- 
becility, the same absence of the requisite and 
ministrative skill and energy which have allowed 
the public ‘defenses to lie neglected, the public: 
finances to be thrown into disorder, and every: 
branch. of the public service to become paralyzed: 
by abuse, are’well calculated to cut off all: hope 
of a due and vigorous exercise of authority in 
the present emergency. This- reflection brings 
me to the consideration-of a point I most desired 
to bring to the notice of the House when I rése; 
that is, the real source of these evils: ` 

L-had intended, Mr. Speaker, to move the com- | 
mittee to ‘strike from the “bill -the-salary of the: 
chargé d’affaires at Naples, Mr. Throop, and ‘to 
make that motion the occasion of expressing: 
some general views connected -with the abuse ‘of 
the appointing power. I mean no disrespect or. 
disparagement to the Court of Naples by making. 
an-example of our representative at that Court. 
I had selected him, not as the most prominent 
object of attack which the list of our public offi- 
cers affords, but as.the most proper, under all the 
circumstances, for my purpose. If the practice 
prevailed: here which “is. often exercised, with: 


good effect, inthe Howseof Commons of Great 
Britain; aftertlie*procéédings ‘of yesterday; {the 
riessage vn thé recent distdrbatices on the Maine 
boundary was read and ‘discussed on that day,} 
the first motion made in’ the: House this:morning: 
would ‘have been ‘for at: address to ‘the President 
upoù thé expediency ef forming a more efficient 
Administration, -Certainly,in the'present crisis, 
rid: motion’ is ‘catled for :by:so marny important 
considerations}: but it seems that a “practice of 
advising the President in the choice of his*mint 
isters‘has never been.thonght safe-or expedient. 
The Executive is. supposed.to have an.existence 
so-separate-and independent of this. House, that 
any-attempt to. control him inthe. exercise of his, 
constitutional powers is. thonght to: be: of dangers 
ous example. » But is not: this:a-defeet.in our. 
practice, orin.oursystem of Government? Ought 
there not to. be-a more direct.sympathy and co- 
operation. between. the two: departments of the 
Government,.in order to effect, the very: objects. 
of the institution of both? They are. necessary: 
constituents of the same Government—parts. of, 
the same unit. There-must be. harmony—a gen- 
eral correspondence.of. views in the. policy and 
designs of both, or they.can,never act-with the: 
beat effect for the-country. , The President musty 
for many and most important purposes, be Xer 
garded as the head of the Government; he .ig: in 
for four years; we cannot remove him, however 
defective in skill and ability, except by impeach~ 
ment—a: mode of redress against. a. President. 
which isinow never thought of, and. might. as; 
well be stricken from-the Constitution. . .. ye 

lt would then seem to be necessary:that we 
should resort to some other remedy within our: 
reach—some substitute for the power of removal, 
—some mode; at least, of making. known. to tha, 
President the sentiments of the country andthe: 
House itself, in a form that could not be.alto~ 
gether disregarded. Somé such mode: of redress, 
is imperiously demanded by the circumstances. of 
the country at this. moment. Must we continue. 
patiently and quietly to behold. the most import-: 
ant interests of the country sacrificed, the. whole: 
power of the Government falling into, contempt 
and. disuse, at the very moment when its control-, 
ing authority and influence are most required by. 
the state of our affairs? Fask the House to çon- 
sider how long this state of things shall be al- 
lowed to continue before-it may.. become expe- 
dient to deny appropriations for the payment-of 
salaries to.ministers notoriously and grossly de~ 
ficient in the qualifications essential to. the: per- 
formance of the duties of. their stations«, F have, 
made no motion, nor had |. intended to make: a 
motion of that nature; with a view to -press it to 
a decision, because I did not. suppose that public. 
sentiment or the sentiment. of this -House was. 
ripe for such a proceeding. I:selected an. inferior. 
officer as the subject of a:motion upon-which I 
might express these sentiments; and I did not 
wish to discriminate between the higher func- 
tionaries, though it is well known that many in 
that rank might have been selected as fit- subjects 
of. such a motion’ without. any-injustice to their 
characters. uro E E 

‘But, Mr. Speaker, there is evidently, from 
some cause, an increasing debility in. they Exec 
utive, which embarrasses and paralyzes him in 
the exercise of his. constitutional -duties, i£- he 
possessed. the disposition to: perform: them with 
proper energy- There maybe, there is such a 
thing, both in theory and in fact, as a Govern- 
ment possessing all. the power and influence. re~ 
quisite to perpetuate itself, and all:the'abuses eri~ 
gendered by it, for a series of years, and yet in- 
capable of performing any one.of the. great and 
beneficent ends of its establishment; a: Govern» 
ment. strong only jn: upholding: itself,.and weak 
and contemptible when its authority is invoked. 
to control those ebullitions of passion and irreg- 
ular movements which. often infect whole come 
munities, and which, if not restrained, lead to 
disorganization or to’ revolution. Such a Goy- 
ernment will in the end cease to command. the 
respect of any portion of the people, and conse~ 
quently will be quietly dissolved, or give place to 
despotic rule. [do not mean to state that the 
powers of the Federal Government ought to be 
enlarged, or that any amendment. of the Consti- 
tution is required to make the Government more 
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eficient. The clear pomeré given by the Consti- 
tution ate wise and ample, they only require 
to be employed and executed with due energy 
when the. occasion for their exercise arises. But, 
sir, will any man undertake to. maintain that-the- 
civil authority and influence of the Federal Gov- 
ernment is felt or duly respected upon. any of 
our exposed-and excited-frontiers? You have 
in fact:no Government, no law, in: thoge very 
émergencies where Government.and law are most 
required ! . 
- What has beer’ the ‘history-of ‘the country in 
this respéct for several years past? What is.ite 
actual condition now? A general spirit of disor- 
der and insubordination has notoriously prevailed 
for yenrs, it, consequence, in part, no doubt, of 
the generat diffusion ‘of the feeling which dictated 
the.sentiment embraced in the celebrated saying, 
“T take the responsibility.. The-moral power of 
Government: and of law has ceased to have the 
slightest effect; and the wishes or recommenda- 
tions of the Chief Magistrate of the country have 
no weight where they do not happen to accord 
with the passions and interests of those to whom 
they are addressed. Witness the actual 'prepara- 
tion for war between the State of Ohtovand the 
Territory of Michigan, a fow years ago. -There 
was an instance in which the President had only 
to speak his fiat, and all would have been peace 
and order instead of those hostile movements on 
both sides which were, under the circumstances, 
a great disparagement to our system. I repeat, 
that the President had only to command his own 
ministerial funetionaries, and the country would 
have been spared the mortification of such occur- 
rences; for the Executive functionaries of Michi- 
gan were but the ministers at will of the Presi- 
dent, and the entire government of Michigan was 
then but an emanation of Federal power; yet the 
President, prompted by those interests and feel- 
ings of mere party which are rapidly supplanting 
every higher motive of action in the public coun. | 
cils, dispatched a special mission, an embassy, to 
negotiate with those whom he had the authority 
to command; those whom his own adherents ad- 
mit and assert he had a right to remove from their 
stations for a mere difference in political prin- 
ciple! 

We had disturbances, also, upon the Mexican 
frontier, before the revolution in Texas was com- 
plete; then came the disorderly movements upon 
the Canadian border; but in-neither case were the 
laws at all respected, or the aathority of the civil 
magistrate cither seen or felt. 
lic faith and honor were openly infringed and vi- 
olated, but the peace of the country was abso- 
Jutely endangered by the absence of all restraint 
on the part of the Government. ditis true that, 
after the excitement on the Canada boundary 
seemed to threaten an immediate rupture between 
the United States and Great Britain, and after the | 
Governors of the adjoining States had been pre- | 
vailed upon to issue their feeble proclamations in 
vain, the President did come forth with a procla- 
mation, which conveyed the first authentic intel- 
ligence to our citizens that the Administration at 
Washington did not intend to connive at their 
irregularities in giving aid to the insurgents in 
Canada contrary to the obligations of existing 
treaties and the law of nations. From the same 
time-serving and electioncering timidity, on the 
part of the Executive branch of the Government, 
we are every day exposed to the danger of being 
involved in war with the numerous and powerful | 
tribes of Indians on our western frontier. To 
show in what little respect and consideration the 
authority of the Government is held on the fron- 
tier, I ask the attention of the House to an extract, 
which I propose to read, from a recent message 


of the Governor of Wisconsin to the Territorial 
Legislature: 


“ Ewould suggest the propriety of memorializing the War 
Department, requesting that a thousand stand of arms, one 
half rifes and the other muskets, with fixed ammunition 
prepared for thein, should be forwarded to Fort Crawtord 
as early in the season as the navigation of the Mississippi 
will permit; the arms to be subject to my orders in case of 
emergency. 

“These precautionary measures I deem of the first im- 
portance to assure the removal of Winnebago Indians early 
in the spring, to prevent intrusions on the property of the 
frontier settlers, and to preserve peace with the Indians on 
our borders ; and unless the Government takes the proper 
steps to effect their removal early in the spring, I will as. | 


Not only the pub- || 


i 


Sume the résponsibility of raising a mounted volunteer corps- 
of riflemen (and head them in person) sufficient to effect their 
removal from this Terrjlory,” Sc. - 2am ee 


No doubt the object the Governor has'in view, 
in taking. this course, ispraiseworthy ; his. motive 
is doubtless good, and the expediency-of remov- 
ing the Winhebagoes may be unquestionable; but 
I refer tothe message to show with how little cer- 
emony the authority and influence of the Fed- 
eral Government is set aside by:its subordinate’ 
functionaries, Here, sir, it is manifest that the 
country is in danger of havinga war kindled upon 
its northwestern border, in which, besides the 
sacrifice of lives, the blood-and.carnage. necessa- 
rily incident to a contest with the fierce tribes of 
that region, millions of the public treasure must 
be. expended, and all in consequence of the gen- 
eral prevalence of the opinion that public officers 
as well as private citizens are justifiable in assum- 


ing “ the responsibility” with or without proper: 


authority, whenever great interests and great risk 
to the actors ‘are involved in the issue. e shall 
see how this business will terminate, whether the 


| President of the United States or the Governor of 


Wisconsin will bear sway. 

But there is another evil consequence growing 
out.of the conduct and policy of the Government 
in this respect which I wish to bring to the notice 
of the House. 
the Government which acts with so much prompt- 
itude and energy in everything that relates to the 


acquisition and distribution of patronage, or when | 


these high and commanding qualities are called 
for in the removal of a public officer whose po- 
litical principles are suspected, but is yet so feeble 
and powerless in whatever concerns the public 


j peace and prosperity. When any disturbance į 


arises upon the fronter, or any exertion of supe- 


rior skill and talent is required in the emigration | 


of an Indian tribe, the civil magistrate and super- 
intendent—the appropriate lieutenants of a Gov- 


ernment of law—the law itself, and all the moral | 


influences of established Government, are no 
longer felt or relied upon. The public, in all such 
cases, have their fears and apprehensions quieted 


| by seeing it announced that some military chief 


of discretion and weight of character is charged 
with the duty of pacification and conciliadon, 
Our commanding generals, in some cases regi- 
mental officers, become the only efficient agents 
in the execution of the laws. The civil magis- 
trates, the civil administration, are actually in 
contempt in every quarter where they should be 
most feltand respected; and the bayonet threatens 
everywhere to become the arbiter, when the per- 
sonal influence and harangues of commanding 
colonels and generals shall fail to enforce obedi- 
ence and acquiescence. The truth is, sir, that, 
without perceiving it, we are rapidly approximat- 
ing a crisis, which will have a strong tendency to 
settle forever the problem of free Government. 
Can a popular representative system be main- 
tained? Is a due degree of efliciency and energy 
in such a Government compatible with the con- 
stant dependence of the Administration upon pop- 
ular influence and support? 

How it has happened that so much debility 
should be manifest in the exercise of constitu- 
tional authority and influence by the Federal 
Government at this period, and how this state of 
things should succeed, or rather accompany, the 
highest, most arbitrary, and unquestionable ex- 
ercise of power by the Executive, in matters con- 
nected with the public treasure and public patron- 
age, ever successfully dared by a President of the 
United States, should excite inquiry in the mind 
of every patriot in the land. Such a combination 
of debility and energy is not the result of acci- 
dental circumstances; nor is it a-result without a 
cause. There is, there must be, some existing 
and operative cause.at the foundation of all this— 
one which is either new in the operation of our 
system, or which is only now fully developed. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, a cause existing, and 


o> 


flagrant in its operation, fully adequate, in my | 


judgment, to produce such a result—fully ade- 
quate to generate the whole amount of evil which 
now afflicts the country. The President, the head 
of the executive branch of the Government, is 
elected by a compact between men. who are associ- 
ated upon principles which have no manner of 


reference to any particular political system—no | 


I spenk of an Administration of | 


one set. of political principles more than another; 
and. hence they are men who are more apt to be 
totally indifferent to the public welfare, or the 
stability of our form of: Government, than other 
portionsof thecommunity. The political agitators 
and leaders throughout the States combine to make 
a President-upon.the principle of mutual favor, 
patronage and support. Theygive their influence, 
and entrap the people into his support, by ascrib- 
ing just.such principles and intentions to him, 
from time to time, as suit the exigencies of the 
case, and. he, on-his part, is to provide for all his 
active followers. : 

: To consider the public offices, and all the favors 
of the Government, ‘as public spoil, to be thus 
distributed, was first 2 stipulation in the com- 
pact between the parties, and thence, of neces- 
i sity, it became an article in their political creed; 
proscription is only the necessary counterpart of 
this stipulation, and is not practiced, in general, 
from any bad feeling towards the proscribed. 
| The obligation on the part of the President to 
provide for his active supporters is binding equally 
upon his honor as upon his interests and pros- 
pects, If he should fail to perform his part of 
| the contract in this respect, he would, for that 

cause, be instantly deserted: the obligation, like 
i the oath of allegiance, is mutual—eech party is 
bound to give protection and support to the other. 
When all the most important official stations are 
filled upon such principles—when every branch 
of the civil administration of the Government 
‘is committed to the. management of men. thus 
selected, what ground of hope does or can exist, 
of a better state of things than now unhappily 
prevails? Is it not clear that no one of these 
clamorous or efficient partisans will or can ever 
forget that the President is the work of his own 
creation? Or can the President himself safely 
forget that he owes his station to the services of 
i the men, good or bad, who now fill the public 
offices? And is it not equally clear that a Presi- 
dent elected upon suclr principles can never safely 
venture to turn one of his followers out of office, 
except for some breach of trust or other misdemeanor 
loo gross to be disguised or concealed from the public ? 
Mere negligence, however gross, or imbecility in | 
office, can never be a cause of removal, If a re- 
moval for any other cause than I have supposed 
is ever made by such a President, it will be of 
some poor fellow who has lost his power to be 
serviceable to the party, and who will then be 
' told that he is to go out upon the principle of ro- 
tation in affice, in order to let in some follower 
who has not received his promised reward. Un- 
der the administration of a President elected upon 
the principles l have stated, the power of appoint- 
mentand removal can only be exercised to ad- 
vance party objects and individual aggrandize- 
ment, such is the inevitable result of the nature 
and object of the compact upon which he was 
elevated to power. 

I had selected the.case of the chargé d’affaires 
‘atthe Court of Naples, asa striking Hlustration 
| of these views. Mr. ‘Throop, a devoted partisan 
of the President, filled the station of naval officer 
of the portof New York from 1829 to March, 
1838, a place of considerable profit and high re- 
sponsibility. It appears from the information 
which has been laid on our tables, and by the 
conclusive argument of my friend from Ohio, 
(Mr. Bonn,] that the defulcation of the late col- 
lector of New York could not-have occurred but 
by his connivance, or a total neglect of the duties 
of his office. Next to the collector himself, this 
| man, then, stands before the public as the most 
culpable of all the subordinate officers of the Gov- 
ernment; yet, it seems, he had interest enough 
; at court to escape the storm which he must have 
known would soon break over his head in Amer- 
‘ica, by getting a high official station abroad. He 
was either privy to the defalcation of the late 
collector, or he must be regarded as one of the 
| most lucky men of the age, to get so well-timed 
a transfer from New York to Naples. There, it 
appears, he is deemed worthy to remain, after all 
the late disclosures of his misconduct. He is an 
existing and striking example of the way in which 
the spoils system operates. A faithless, or, at 
all events, a most worthless and negligent public 


| 
| 


servant, originally appointed toa responsible and 
profitable station, without any particular merit or: 
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qualification, after. being the culpable cause of the 
Joss of more than a milion dollars to the public 
Treasury, is promoted to a still more desirable 
station, and is thought to. be .a fit and worthy 
representative of. the character and principles of 
this Government at a foreign Court. 
recognize the principle.of rotation even in this 
promotion. It is singular that two such import- 
ant offices in succession should be conferred upon 
aman of no higher merit, even in a party point 
of view; but what his services may. have been in 
that respect, we do. not know. It would be. an 
instructive labor if any one were to inquire, and 


inform the public of the-whole number of officers | 


who are retained in-office for the same reasons 
that Mr. Throop is now enjoying one—to the 
utter neglect and contempt. of the character and 
interest of the country. 

The evil of this system of.appointment and re- 
moval has been increasing since the year 1829. 
It has been signally. exemplified in each great 
branch of the public service in the mean time; 
each has successively, or rather cotemporaneous- 
ly, falien into disorder and dilapidation; yet the 
publie (such has been the extraordinary ferment- 
ation of party fecling and prejudice). do not ap- 
pear to be conscious of the cause of the public 
mischief. The abuses -and corruptions of the 


Post Office Department, first attracted the publie | 
notice, but not until after they became so enorm- |; 
ous that concealment from the most simple and | 
ignorant was no longer possible, but the authors | 
of the-mischief had theaddress to make the pub- | 


lic believe that all the abuses which-had recently 
come to light in that Department were the result 
of bad laws and a defective organization! Some 
new laws were passed, and a man of great indus- 
try and considerable business qualifications suc- 
ceeded to the head of that Department, but a 
man, at the same time, notorious as a bitter and 
virulent partisan; and it yet remains to be seen 


whether the public will have any reason to rejoice | 
in the change. F pass over the gross abuses in | 


the Indian service and-in the management of the 


public. lands as too notorious and flagrant to re- |) 


quire further reference to them in order to impress 
them upon the minds of those who are not blind- 
ed by their interests or party attachments. 


ment of the Treasury Department—the almost 
irretrievable and sunken condition of the finances, 
and the miserable devices which have been adopt- 
ed to sereen the true condition of the Treasury 


fram public observation. These things are now | 


becoming so familiar that they cease to be the 
subject of more than ordinary natice and concern, 
much Jess of surprise. . It must not be forgotten, 
however, that in all these various branches of the 
public service, not excepting the Treasury itself, 
whatever abuses have been disclosed, the inva- 
riable pretext set up by those who bave the man- 
agement of them is, bad laws and a defective organ- 
ization! i 

But the prostrate and imbecile condition of the 
Army was no longer and better concealed. The 
causes which led to its prostration and utter in- 
efficiency are still but little known in the country, 
nor have I time now to attempt to notice them in 
detail, The public has been informed of the ac- 


tual state of this branch of the service at an ex- | 


pense of $20,000,000! ‘The Florida war revealed 
not only to ourselves, but to the whole world, the 
decayed and wretched condition of the military 
establishment of the United States. But what 


ought to excite the surprise and indignation of 


the whole country, the authors of the mischief in 
this, as, in other cases, had the hardihood last 
year to come forward and charge the whole de- 
fault to bad laws and a defective organization! We 


have heard only afew days ago from the sup- i| 
porters of the Administration, whose opinions ; 


and statements will not be questioned, that the 
Navy is in, no better condition than the other de- 
partments of the public service, and that, after 
ihe annual expenditure of millions, it is not at all 
improved. 


Now, sir, afier this enumeration, Task honor- ! 


able gentlemen to inform me what.remains of the 
Government, or of the public service, which can 
be. said to be in a prosperous condition, or which 
is well administered? . Every important depart- 


No. 24 


Ido not! 


For | 
a like reason I pass over the successive blunders, ; 
impostures, and frauds, exhibited in the manage- | 


ment of the public service has been admitted by | 
the supporters of the Administration to be; or to 
have been, deranged and to abound in abuses, | 
yet the sole cause assigned for these. universal | 
disorders, all these abuses, is bad laws and-a de~ | 
fective organization! It would seem to me, sir, | 
that, by this time, all mankind -ought-to see that, | 
the defect is neither in the laws nor-in the partic- | 
ular organization which does or has-prevailed in 
these various departments of the. public service, 
but in the administrators. , But while the people | 
continue to be deluded with the story that the 
public service and the public interest of every 
description are a continual prey to bad Jaws-and | 
a bad organization of the several Departments, is | 
it not to be feared that they wiil soon- be led to 
inquire whether there must not be something rad- | 
ically wrong and defective.in the formand organ- 
ization of that. system of Government which 
| permits so many bad laws, and adopts so many 
| defective plans for conducting the public busi- | 
| 

| 

j 


! 
| 
| 
| 


ness? Rely upon it, sir, thisis the point to which 
| we are hastening. If the party in. power shall! 
į continue to act upon the system. of- fraud and 
; plunder—if the spoils of office shall continue to 
be the.watchword of their partisans:every where, | 
as- heretofore, the public service must continue to 
suffer—the. public interest must’ continue to be 
sacrificed, and, ina few years, the question will 
i be directly presented, whether our system of 
| Government must not undergo a radical change. 

| Instead of new laws and anew organization for 
| the regulation of .the public business in the vari- 
| ous departments of the public service, the cry 
will be for a new and reformed system of Gov- 
ernment—a new Constitution, or none at all, and 
fet the people be, as they should be at all times, 
and under all circumstances, sovereign, and the 
: judges and dictators of what should be done in 
| every emergency without the trammels of con- 
stitutional limitations and restrictions on their 
will—the cunning inventions of the aristocracy-to 
‘| secure their separate advantages and privileges! | 
iÍ I repeat, sir, that * to this complexion we must į 
‘| come at last,” if the present state of things con- 
|; tinues many years longer. There are'men des- 
i| perate-and reckless enough to bring the public 
i| mind to this issue, before they will consent to 
i| abandon power, or resign their present prospects. 
|| A mercenary, a feeble, an inefficient and corrupt 
Administration can and will do more to -bring 
i| our system of Government. into disrepute: with 
| the people than all other causes put together. | 
| Such a cause of disparagement now exists, and 
new and strange fancies and apprehensions begin 
to intrude themselves into men’s minds, but they 
are not now conscious to what results they may 
yet lead them. , 
|” The power which the Constitution and laws 
| provide to secure a faithful and efficient adminis- 
|| tration of the various departments of the public 
| service isnow rendered powerless, except for evil. 
| The gentleman: from Michigan [Mr. Crary] 
| plainly tells us, and with the approbation of his 
|| party, that the power of removal for opinion’s 
|i sake ought to be more rigidly and extensively 
i! exercised than it is, not for the purpose of secur- 
ing amore faithful and able performance of official 
duty—no, not one word on that point—but to 
secure the ascendency of particular and favorite 
political principles against certain adversary prin- 
ciples, which, he says, are always at work to 
undermine the better sort. The Democratic prin- 


friends of Democracy throughout the country, are 
now, it is said, and always will be, in danger 
from the machinations of the aristocracy of the 
country, and the ‘‘anti-republican tendencies of 
associated wealth;’’ and itis only by the proper 
exercise of the power of appointmentand removal 
that the equal rights of the people can be main- 
tained. This is the substance of the argument. 
| Every department of. the public service, every 
department of private industry, every resource 
of comfort and happiness, all had better perish; 
public and domestic peace and order had better 
be overthrown, the laws themselves rendered 
abortive, the public Treasury and the public do- i 
i| main plundered, the national honor and the integ- | 
|i rity of the national territory violated, than any 
i! defeat to Democratic principles should be risked | 
by the adoption of any other system of adminis- 


ciples of government, in the judgment of the | 


tration in regard- to: the distribution of the public 
patronage, and the exercise of. the appointing 
power, If, sir, it is trae that-this perpetual war 
is waged Jin this country between adverse political 
ends and principles—if it be true that there is any 
class. among. the citizens of this great Republic 
which seeks either systematically,.as is alleged, 
or is prepared to avail themselves-of any fortu- 
nate emergency in:the public-affairs, to defeat and 
overthrow any one of the democratic-or popular 
features in the established form of government, 
there would be some weight-in the arguments of 
these advocates-of the present odious system of 
administration. -I£ there isp in -twuth, any one 
class, capitalists-or others, who- seek. any undue 
or-unequal: benefits from the: operation of our 
chosen form of government, there would be some 
weight iù the argument of those who ‘maintain 
and justify the spoils principleyof which proserip> 
tion, as l have already‘said, is but. the- counter- 
part. We.ought to suffer great public and private 
loss. and inconveniences. mere property .ought..to 
be as nothing in the balance against-high prin- 
ciples, against the great and cardinal principles 
of equal laws and: equal benefits among the mem- 
bers of..the same political community; tut- the 
preliminary fact ought surely to be eatablsued 
upon clear and satisfactory grounds, before so 
much public and private. suffering-is inflicted, 

Ig there, in truth.and in fact, eny such war ay 
is alleged now. waged. between :any two classes 
of our citizens? ` ls there any such ‘ elemental 
war” as the partisans of power pretend? Is not 
the existence of such a contest between antago- 
nist- principles assumed as a mask--as the most 
effective disguise under. which the artful mana- 
gers and caterers-for..power. seek to secure their 
own personal advancement, and to make spoil of 
the-public property and interests? -I conclude by 
expressing the hope that the people.of this coun- 
try may, before the catastrophe to which we are 
hastening, awake to the knowledge of the truth, 
and be enabled to. decide for themselves between 
what is real and what is only feigned 
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SPEECH OF HON. C. H. WILLIAMS, 
2 OF TENNESSEE, 
In rar House or REPRESENTATIVES; 
February 22, 1839, vos 
On the Géneral Appropriation Bil, Í 


Mr. WILLIAMS said: f 

Mr. Cuarnman: I feel it to be a duty that I 
owe to my constituents and to the station I oc- 
cupy, to give to this House, and through this 
[louse to the country, my. views upon several 
important political topics of the day. Ifanattempt 
on my part to arraign this Administration at the 
bar of public opinion, for its sins of commission 
and omission, shall subject me to the charge made 
by the gentleman from. North Carolina (Mr. Br- 
Num] against other members, that of President- 
making, or should it subject me to the indignant 
scowl of the gentleman, I have only to say be 
it so; for, if a custom that. has been universally 
indulged in since the organization of this Govern- 
ment, that of according to each member the priv- 
ilege (when in Committee of the Whole on ap- 
propriation bills) of giving to the country, and 
especially his constituents, his views generally on 
the state of publicaffuirs, is to be denounced, I, for 
one, sir, shall consider that we have fallen upon 
evil times. Although I consider it my duty to 
address the House, still am not like the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, who. seemed to con- 
sider it due to history and posterity that he should 
make his effort. I might, by possibility, be so 
unfortunate in the selection of my materials, and 
so unhappy in. my mode of expressing. myself, 
that, perad venture, my effort might perish on the 
wayside, and fail in adorning the page of history, 
and consequently not reach posterity. : 

I do not promise this House any great degree 
of order or system in my address, hor will I vio- 
late the time-honored custom of the House, by 
confining myself to the immediate quest-on ander 
consideration. I only promise an honest effort 
upon my part to vour hot shot into.the hall and 
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rigging of this Administration; anif I fait, sur- 
rounded as Í am with rich and ample materials, 
it must be for the want of ability on my part to 
perform the task. [ design, also, to pay a passing 
notice to the spéech of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Bynum.]: I will not attempt to 
follow him through his winding, desultory argu- 
ment. You are perfectly aware of the fact, Mr. 
Chairman, that some speeches are put together 
in sucha ‘manner, that if you attempt to analyze 
them, in order to find their point, so as to enable 
you to. answer them; you-are most woefully de- 
ceived. Fearing that I might meet: with that 
difficulty in this instance, I shall. only notice a 
few select expressions of that gentleman. — 

I concer most heartily with him, ‘ that there 
is a party in this House attempting to to blacken 
and pie-ball ‘another great parey” If $ was 
called upon for my proof, I should avail myself 
of the various speeches I have heard delivered 
by that gentleman since I have had the honor of 
a seat upon this floor, and especially his revised 
and enlarged edition of the day before yester- 
day’s date. I also most heartily agree with the 
gentleman that, so far as mere promises are con- 
cerned, the Administration party occupy. high 
ground as Democrats; but when ge attempt to 
apply the test of acts to their claims, you will 
find a ‘beggarly account of empty boxes.’’ 
Modern Democracy has been brought down to 
auch a nice point that you may confine it in a 
nutshell, (if I may be permitted to use a favorite 
expression of the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
Haynes.) All its doctrines and all their bear- 
ings are embraced in one short paragraph: “ He 
who knows his master’s will and does not obey 
it, shall receive thirty-nine stripes.” As Ido not 
wish to deal in round assertion, I will endeavor 
to prove the truth of what I have said. Look, if 
yoa please, at the situation of the Senator from 

irginia, (Mr. Rives.) We all know that only 
a short time since he was hugged to the bosom 
of this Administration with fond delight, but now 
how altered the case! Hias he changed his polit- 
ical opinions? No, sir; he entertains the same 
opinions now upon the pon questions of credit 
and currency that he did when he was so fondly 
petted by the party; and what is more, they were 
once the opinions of the Administration them- 
selves; but nowa ‘change has come over the 
spirit of their dream ’’—they have changed, but 
he adheres to his former position. He has not 
wheeled to the right-about at the bidding of the 
President, and for this he ig hunted down and 
proscribed by the Administration organ and its 
kindred prints, with a fiend-like malignity of 
purpose worthy only of the regions of the 
damned, 

I have said that this Administration occupies 
high ground as Democrats, so far as mere promises 
are concerned. J will now try and prove the asser- 
tion; and as the gentleman from North Carolina 
seems not to be fond of light reading, I will, in 
imitation of his example, deal in facts. Who is 
there, Mr. Chairman, that does not recollect that 
the year 1828 was particularly distinguished in 
the political annals of our country as the year 
of promise? It was then that the party now in 
power came in sight of the holy land; it was then 
that they pledged themselves to the American 
people that if they would permit them to enter 
this land flowing with milk and honey, they 
would usher in a glorious millennium; that the 
cry and watchword of the Administration should 
be, “ Reform! Reform! Reform!” In short, that 
a pure fountain of water should gush through the 
Augean stable, purify and cleanse all that was 
corrupt in the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment. Who is there that does not also recollect 
that the year 1828 was particularly distinguished 
by the organization of two celebrated reform com- 
mittees, the one in this House composed of a ma- 
jority of Opposition members to the then Adminis- 
tration, with General James Hamilton, of South | 
Carolina, as its chairman, while the committee of | 
the Senate had for its chairman the Senator from 
Missouri, Thomas H. Berton? The Executive 
Departments were thrown open to their scrutiny. 
No special pleas were urged, no specifications 
were demanded, nor was this attempt at inves- 
tigation pronounced to be “t worse than a Span- | 
ish inquisition.” 


No, sir; special pleas, specifi- | 


cations, and denunciations, were reserved for the 
age of reform and Democracy. = ; 

The House committee, after a thorough inves- 
tigation, made an elaborate report, and gave it ag 
their deliberate opinion that there was corruption 
and extravagance in the management of the dif- 
ferent Departments, and declared that the only’ 
reason why the committee were unable to propose 
a remedy for the correction of the abuse was, 
that it could alone be remedied by a hearty con- 
currence on the part of the Executive and the 
heads of Departments, clearly. permitting the in- 
ference'to be drawn that the President and Sec- 
retaries of the Departments were opposed to an 
economical administration of the Government. I 
have taken the trouble to make out an account 
current for the years 1828 and 1837, nine years 
after the reformers had had full and peaceable 
possession. The account I have made out is 
taken from the book of receipts and expenditures, 
annually published and laid upon each member’s 
table; ani I find that the whole expense of the 
different Departments, including every item of 
expense, amounted, in 1828, to $481,748. I also 
find that the expense of the same Departments, 
for the year 1837, amounted to $958,523, leaving 
a balance due against the reform Administration 
of $476,775. This, sir, is a reform with a ven- 

eance. The House committee, also, after sift- 
ing with great care the State Department, reported 
to the House and the world the astonishing fact 
that, comparing the last three years of Mr. Mon- 
roe’s administration and the first three years of 
Mr. Adams’s administration, $60,000 more had 
been expended for the State ` Department under 
Mr. Adams than there had been under Mr. Mon- 
roe. This was enough. The trump of alarm 
was sounded, and the cry of ‘ corruption” and 
“* extravagance” rang through the land, in all its 
modes and variations. I have also made out an 
account current as to that particular Department 
for the years 1827 and 1837. During the year 
1827, the entire expense of that Department was 
$287,463; for the year 1837, it was $631,997, 
which exhibits a balance against the reformers 
of $344,534. I wish it to be particularly remem- 
bered that the usual defense relied upon by the 
party, to wit, that the extravagance is chargeable 
to the votes of the Opposition, will not apply to 
the examples that I have chosen in order to ex- 
pose and contrast the promises with the acts of 
this Administration; not one dollar was appro- 
priated by Congress but what was asked for and 
demanded by the officers of the different Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish the committee 
should misunderstand me. I have not stated, nor 
will I do so, that there was extravagance and cor- 
ruption in the management of the Departments 
for the year 1837. I have not the materials be- 
fore me to enable me to arrive at any such con- 
clusions; nor am I sufficiently acquainted with the 
routine of business to decide that question. I am 
inclined to the opinion, though, that, with proper 
management, the business of the Departments 
could be as well done as it is with less expense. 
But I shall take warning by the rock on which 
the reform committees of 1828 split, and not make 
charges that I do not know to be true. Itis evi- 
dent, from the facts now adduced, either that 
those reform committees of 1828 made the charge 
of extravagance and corruption on very slight 
evidence of their existence, or that they willfully 
slandered those in power; or that, since they have 
come into power, they have forgotten their pledges 
of retrenchment, and acted more corruptly and 
extravagantly than those whom they denounced. 
One of the three thingsis inevitable. Ihave been 
particular in selecting such examples, that there 
should be no dispute about where and on whom 
the responsibility attached, for I had no wish to 
go into a general discussion upon the question of 
the expenses of the Government; my only object 
was to show that profession was one thing and 
performance another, and I think I have done 
that satisfactorily and unanswerably. 

Mr. Chairman, the principal object I had in 
view in addressing the committee, was to prove 
that there is more danger to be apprehended to 
the liberties of my country from Executive power 
and influence in this House, than from “the anti- 
republican tendencies of associated wealth.” If 


you will only take a calm and dispassionate view 
of all the’ circumstances that have given birth to 
the thrice-recommended and thricerejectéd sub- 
Treasury bill, you will be bound to view it as ar 
illegitimate bantling of a party, who, after having 
run roughshod over: the best paper currency the 
world ever saw, are now seeking an ‘‘ingloriows’” 
retreat, by denying that they have the power con- 
stitutionaily to do that which they have been doing 
in the open face of day,'and boasting of their 
‘s better-currency ” deeds for the last seven years. 
For my own part, sir, whenever I permit myself 
to take that view of the subject, I feel armed and 
fortified in the position I have assumed, that there 
is more danger from the Executive branch of this 
Government than there is to be apprehended 
from the atiti-republican tendencies of associated 
wealth. : ge? i ‘ 

What are the particular cireumstances that 
have led to the introduction of this ill-shaped: Ex- 
ecutive measure? Ten years ago it was the will 
of the American people to elevate to the presiden- 
tial chair General Andrew Jackson, a distin- 
guished military officer. When he entered upon 
the duties of his station, his country was in a 
prosperous and happy condition. She was blessed 
with a circulating medium that passed at par with 
gold and silver in every part and portion of this 
extensive Republic; nay, in China itself. We 
were also blessed with a cheap foreign and do- 
mestic exchange. Add, if you please, the fact 
that the people had just ejected an Adininistra- 
tion for its alleged extravagances, Although the 
annual expenses of the Government, ordinary 
and extraordinary, only amounted to the average 
sum of $12,500,000, still the charge went forth, 
and was believed; and, unfortunately for my 
country, it was also believed that there was an 
attempt on the part of the President to wield the 
patronage of his office for other purposes than a 
pure administration of the Government. Thein- 
dignation of the country was aroused; the people 
were anxious to lessen the patronage of the Pres- 
ident by the passage of restrictive Jaws, and «x 
return to the good old days of economy. Soap- 
parent was this sentiment, that the President 
elect, in his inaugural address, felt bound to in- 
dulge in the following emphatic language: 

“ The recent demonstration of public sentiment inscribea 
on the list of Executive duties, in characters too legible to 
be overlooked, the task of reform, which will require par- 
ticularly the correction of those abuses that have brougha 
the patronage of the Federa! Government into. conflict with 
the freedom of elections, and the counteraction of those 
causes which have disturbed the rightful course of appoint- 


ment, and have placed or continued power in unfaitirfni or 
incompetent bands.” : r 


During my proposed remarks, I shall be ena- 
bled to prove as plain as the noonday’s sun, that 
every principle embraced in the extract I have 
read was totally disregarded by the party, and the 
acknowledged wish of the people trampled under 
foot. President Jackson, in his first message, 
calls the attention of Congress and the country 
to the condition of the currency, and declares that 
it was admitted by all that the United States Bank 
had failed in giving to the country a sound and a 
uniform currency. I shall not attribute to this 
distinguished individual improper or unworthy 
motives in the presentation of this question to the 
people. Itis enough for my purpose simply to 
state facts. It is wholly immaterial, in ‘er to 
arrive at truth in the investigation of this subject, 
whether you attribute to him improper motives, 
or the most high and lofty patriotism, for men 
who are in the possession of both honesty and 

atriotism often err; and when the individual’s 

row is encircled with the halo of glory, it gives 
currency and importance to the error; nay, sir, it 
is a passport to errors of every kind and degree. 
In a case of that kind we judge the man, and not 
the measure. You know, sir, full well, that Gen- 
eral Jackson’s popularity, power and influence 
were such, only a few short years ago, that he 
could wheel this House to the right or left with 
the same ease that I can turn that door upon its 
hinge. it isnot my wish to indulge in improper 
or unbecoming language, and especially towards 
that distinguished individual; for, however widely 
I may have differed from him, and however con- 
scious I may be that the measures of his admin- 
istration were unfortunaté: for’ his .country, still 
his name is associated with his country’s glory; 
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and God forbid that I should ever attempt to rob 
him of any portion of his well-earned reputation. 
Often has he been styled the Old Roman, upon 
this floor and elsewhere. I, before my God and 
my country, believed that if his political advisers 
and leading friends had possessed any portion of 
his Roman firmness, the condition of my country 
would have been far different from what it is. It 
is to the base truckling, the time-serving syco-. 
phancy of his friends, that I ascribe his bold and 
onward course in error; no matter what he did, 
no matter what he said, it was pronounced the 
best act of his life, and shouts of applause went 
forth. from this hall, which were blindly echoed 
from one end of the country to the other by the 
party presses ofthe day. Yes, sir, the represent- 
atives of freemen, according to their own show- 
ing, would rally around him, and pat him upon 
the back, and say, ‘Go it, my old hero, right or 
wrong.” If the representatives of the American 


people had acted as became the representatives of || 


freemen, and, instead of shouting hosannas to 
everything he did, had said to him, “ Sir, we 
respect-and honor you, but we differ with you as 
to. this or that measure, ‘and we cannot go with 
you,” General Jackson would not have been de- 
ceived. The great misfortune of his administra- 
tion, in my opinion, was this: he. mistook the 
selfish and interested support that was given to 
his measures as the result of honest conviction on 
the part of his friendsas to the correctness of those 
measures, when, in fact, their support sprang from 
the dread of his overtopping popularity. Then, 
sir, how easy was it for him to be deceived. 
Honest himself, thought others to be equally so. 
Fatal, fatal, error! Jt has overspread his coun- 
try with calamity; and but for the fact that an 
impartial historian will expose to merited scorn 
the time-serving sycophants with which he was 
surrounded, the name of Andrew Jackson would 
have been handed down to posterity ina very 
unfavorable light. How pleasing must be the 
reflection to each lover of his country, that there 
are materials enough left to secure to General 
Andrew Jackson the proud and elevated station 
upon the page of history that his name is so justly 
entitled to occupy, while the names of his deceiv- 
ers and flatterers will be consigned to that infamy 
which they so richly deserve. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time I should return to the 
thread of my story. General Andrew Jackson, 
in an evil hour, determined to give the country a 
better currency. If, in the course of my remarks 
I shall be able to prove, from unquestionable doc- 
uments, that the promise to better the currency, 
the promise to destroy monopolies, the promise 
to retrench expenditures of the Government, the 
promise to curtail presidential patronage, all sig- 
nally failed, or were totally disregarded; and that 
in the midst of the consternation and alarm which 
attended the blow-up of these fond and favorite 
schemes, the occupant of the White House was 
revolutionized in twelve days, called Congress 
together, and recommended the sub-Treasury as 
the last and only anchor upon which to rest a 
hope that the sinking fortunes of the Adminis- 
tration might be rescued, will I not have proven 
that this sub-Treasury.scheme is the result of 
one of those political revulsions that, in the his- 
tory of human affairs, occasionally overtake a 
party in their mad and daring career, and that it 
is not the cool, mature, and well-digested plan of 
Statesmen? May I net, then, turn’ round and 
appeal: to my ‘countrymen, and ask them, with 
some point and. meaning, whether they are will- 
ing to receive at the hands of the miserable stock- 
jobbers in politics this sub-Treasury scheme upon 
trust? I will how produce my proof, and, in 
confirmation of what 1 have said, I will read 
various passages from President Jackson’s dif- 
ferent messages, beginning with his first and 
ending with his farewell address: 

“The charter of the Bank of the United States expires 
in 1836, and its stockholders will most probably apply for a 
renéwal-of their privileges; In order to avoid the evils re- 
sulting from preeipitancy in a measure involving such im- 
portant principles and such deep pecuniary interests, I feel 
that T cannot, in justice to the parties interested, too soon 
preseut it to the deliberate consideration of the Legislature 
and the people. Both the constitutionality and the expe- 
dieney.ot the law creating this. bank are well questioned 
hy a large portion of our fellow-citizens, and it must be 
admitted by all that it has failed in the great end of estab- 
Rshing a uniform and sound currency.” fae Pg Bs 


$ sg 

| - Does not this passage most clearly prove that 
_ the declaration of war against the United States 
: Bank was made for the sole purpose of bettering 
i Sa 

the condition of the currency? 

| Again, the President, in his second message, 
; Says: 

: - The importance of the principles involved in the in- 
i quiry, whether it will be proper to recharter the Bank of the 
United States? requires that F should again cal} the attention 
of Congress to the subject. Nothing has occurred to lessen 
in any degree the dangers which many of our citizens appre- 
hend from that institution as at present organized. In the 
; Spirit of improvement and compromise which distinguishes 


1i our country and its institutious, it becomes us to inquire 


whether it be not possibie to secure the advantages aflord- 
ed by the present bank through the agency of a Bank of the 
United States, so modified in its principles and structure 
| as to obviate constitutional and other objections. It is 
' thought practicable to organize such a bank, with the ne- 
| cessary officers, as a branch of the Treasury Department, 
| based on the public and individual deposits, without power 
i to make loans or purchase property.” 
{ 
i 
| 
i 
j 


Here is an acknowledgment of the importance 
| ofa United States Bank, and a govermental one 
| recommended, by the very individual who reor- 
: ganized and disciplined the modern Democrats of 
ithe day. Where slept their Democracy then? 
: It was surrendered at discretion. Let me read to 
i the House a portion of Mr. McDuffie’s celebrated 
| report, that “ expunged,” even from the mind of 
' the President himself, for a time at least, if not 
forever, his Treasury bantling. So convincing, 
so overwhelming was this report, that not even 
: one partisan newspaper editor was found un- 
blushing enough to defend the President’s plan 
| of a bank. 


“The mind almost instinctively shrinks from the con- 
templation of an idea so ominous to the purity of the Gov- 
| ernment and the liberties of the people. No Government 
| of which the committee have any knowledge, except, per- 
| haps, the despotisin of Russia, was ever invested with a 
| patronage at once so prodigious in its influence and so dan- 
| gerous inits character. In the most desperate financial 
| extremities, no other European Government has ever ven- 
; tured upon an experiment so perilous. If the whole patron- 
age ofthe English monarchy were concentrated in the hands 
of the American Executive, it may be well doubted whether 
the public liberty would be so much endangered by it as it 
would be by this vast pecuniary machine, which would 
| place in the hands of every Administration $50,000,000 
| as a fund to reward political partisans. Are there not those 
' who sincerely and honestly believe that public offices are 
| legitimate objects of political warfare, and the rightful re- 
| 
| 
| 


ward of the victorious party, as disinterested and as patri- 
| otie as the great body of every political party is admitted to 
be? The fact is no less true than it is lamentable, that the 
most devoted and active partisans are very often mere sol- 
| diers of fortune, who wateh the political signs and enlist 
at the eleventh hour under the banners of the party most 
likely to be successful.”? 


Comment on such an extract as this is useless, 
and I will pass on to the President’s third mes- 
sage: 

& Entertaining the opinions heretofore expressed in rela- 
tion to the United States Bank as at present organized, I 
felt it my duty, in my former messages, frankly to disclose 
them, in order that the attention of the Legislature and the 
people should be seasonably directed to that important sub- 
ject, and that it might be considered and finally disposed of 
in a manner best calculated to promote the ends of the 
Constitution, and subserve the public interests. Having 
thus conscientiously discharged.a constitutional duty, í 
deem it proper on this occasion, without a more particular 
reference to the views of the subject then expressed, to 
leave it for the present to the investigation of an enlightened 
people and their representatives.” 


Well, Mr. Chairman, let us see what the en- 
lightened people’s representatives, to whom the 
matter was referred, did upon the subject. During 
the same session of Congress at which this mes- 
sage was communicated, the ‘ 
representatives rechartered the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States. The President, although he had left 
| it with the representatives, vetoed the bill. The 

same enlightened people’s representatives, at the 
| same session, passed the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the Government deposits may, in the 
opinion of this House, be safely continued in the Bank of 
the United States 57” 
forty-six members voting against, and one hun- 
dred and nine voting for the resolution. Still, on 
the 18th day of September following, General 
Jackson “takes the responsibility,” and removes 
thé public deposits from the Bank of the United 
States, and. places them in State -banks! The 
same Congress, assembled in December after- 
wards, ratified and approved of the acts of the 
President! Had I not, then, some authority for 
the assertion that General Jacksoi could wheel 
this House to the right or left with the same ease 
that you could turn that door upon-lis hinges? 


enlightened people’s | 


The war of extermination was now at its highest 
pitch. The political existence of the Administra- 
tion seemed to be shivering in the wind; all was 
doubt and uncertainty. The people at last sus- 
tained the Administration, relying upon the prom- 
ises of the party that they would give them a þet- 
ter currency, and manage the fiseal operations of 
the Government better through the agency of the 
State banks than had been done by the United 
States Bank. In the’sixth annual message we 
find the following triumphant announcement: 

“ Happily, it is already illustrated thatthe agency of such 
an institution is not necessary to the fiscal operations ofthe 
Government. The State banks are found fully adequate to 
the performance of all the services which were required of 
the Bank of the United States, quite as promptly and with 
the same cheapness. They have maintained themselves, 
and discharged all these duties, while the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States was still powerful, and’in the field as an open 
enemy.” i _ s 

Then, sir, are you surprised that the people 
supported the State bank system under such @ 
shower of promises, and the announcement of 
such bappy success? It is true, it all turned out 
to bea mistake. Still it was, fora time, believed; 
General Jackson, in his seventh annual message, 
for the first time denounces monopolies as a sys- 
tem at war with the genius of all our institutions. 
There is connected with this part of his message 
a remarkable fact, which I wish to state,and per- 
mit every man to draw his own conclusions. It 
was announced in Niles’s Register, November 7,, 
that the State of Pennsylvania would charter the 
United States Bank. The message, in which 
banks and monopolies are denounced, is dated 
the 3d day of December following. To say the 
least of it, is it not strange that the idea of mo- 
nopolies being dangerous to liberty did not occur 
to the mind of the President until that late period? 
and that, too, not until there were premonitory 
symptoms that the monster with whom he had 
been waging a seven years’ war was about to.live 
in anew shape? Where slept the zealous and 
watchful guardians of liberty, when other State 
banks were springing up around them like mush- 

rooms, the growth of a night, until their numbers 
had increased from little over three hundred to 
over seven hundred? While this gallant band of 
Democrats, Don Quixote like, was charging home 
upon the monster with only a capital of thirty- 
five millions, little monsters to the number of four 
hundred, with a capital of two hundred and fifty 
or three hundred millions, made their appearance, 
which produced a bloated and unhealthy pros- 
perity, (as pointed out by the Opposition before 
it happened.) Still it was seized upon and 
proudly pointed to as evidence of their wise ad- 
ministration. But I will proceed with my ex- 
tracts. General Jackson, in his farewell address, 
again warns the country against monopolies, and 
seems to lay the flattering unction to his soul that 
his humble efforts had done much towards put- 
ting them down, while, in fact, their number had 
more than doubled. He there uses the following 
remarkable language: ` : 

“ My humble efforts have not been spared during my ad- 
ministration of the Government to restore the constitutional 
currency of gold and silver, and something, I trust, has been 
done towards the accomplishment of this most desirable 
object.?? 

The future historian will be at a loss for the 
evidence on’ which he founded this assertion: 
How it is possible he could have conceived such 
an idea is unaccountably strange. The fact is, 
the gold and silver that had been imported had 


| found its way to the vaults of the different State 
i banks, and, instead of gold and silver, we had its 


representative, in the shape of State bank bills. 
Then, it is evident, the result of his efforts was 
to substitute State banks and a local currency for 
a United States Bank and a general currency, with 
this differerice, that there was in circulation double 
the amount of paper money when he:wrote his 
farewell address that there was when he entered 
upon the duties of his administration. In addi- 
tion to that, it must be apparent to all who ùn- 
derstand the component parts of our Government, 
that the only way gold and silver can become the 
circulating medium is, by amending the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and taking away the 
power from the States to charter banks: There 
never having been-any such attempt, I-view all 
other attempts as mere hunibuggéry, designed ‘to 
gull the country.’ eo te 
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Mr. Chairman; let us now, for a few moments, 
examine the opinions of Mr. Taney, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, {Mr.Porx,] and | 
see if.they thought banks were monopolies, cal- 
culated to ‘destroy the liberties of the country. 
The following is an extraet from:Mr. Taney’s 
report of.1834+35, indorsed-by Mr. Pog, chuir~ 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means: 
© Mt Te-will be seen froin this statement thatit is no part of 
the proposed plan to dispense with the'State-banks.. It ob-. 


viously, is.not ia the power. of Congress (if it desired to do 
s0) to take any measure for that purpose without ad amend- 


ment of the Constitution, and the States would not, and, | 


onglit not to surrender the power .of chartering. banking. 
companies, The state banks are now so numerous nng are. 
so intimately connected with our habits and pursgits, that 
it is impossible to suppose that the system cnn. ever be en- 
tirely abandoned, nor is it desirable. that itshould be. They. 
are‘often abused, like other human institutions, yet their 
advantages are many, and, under proper regulations, and 
with the metallic basis now proposed for their: paper issues, 
they will be found of. much public advantage. If there were 
no Btate banks, the proñtabie business of banking and ex- 
change would be monopolized by the great capitalists? 

: Again, he says: . : . 

“They ara convenient and useful for the purposes of 
ecommerce. This cannot be obtained without the aid of 
paper circulation founded on credit.” ` 

This does not look as if banks were considered 
dangerous at one stage of the political game that 
has been played off upon the American people. J 
will pass on to Mr. Speaker Polk’s testimony. 
The following extracts are taken from his speech 
delivered in the House of Representatives during 
the session of 1834-35: 
« “Through the agency of State banks, the fiscal apera- 
tions af Government have, during the past year, been eini- 


nently successful.” 


Again, he says: 

+t Ipis now no longer.a question of doubt whether they. 
State banks) can, with facility and promptness, transfer 

c public funds to the most distant parta for disbursement, 
and perform all other duties whicli, us fiscd) agents, they 
may be required to perform.” ` 

Alas, how changed -are the views of. this gen- 
tleman and the party to which he belonge! It is 
now all wrong; they have not the constitutional 

ower to take paper money in payment of the pub- 
ic dues, or to make banks the fiscal agents of the 
Government; thereby virtually declaring that they, 
through ignorance or corruption, I care not which, 
have been exercising a power not delegated by 
the Constitution. Consistency, thou art a jewel! 
The same party now turn up the whites of ‘their 
eyes with holy horror at the idea of the dear, dear 
people’s money being used by banks, notwith- 
standing it ja notorious that they encouraged, ex- 
tended, and enlarged the practice of discounting 
freely upon the public deposits. In fact, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury ordered the deposit banks 
to discount to the merchants freely. Nowitisa 
gin of the most damning nature Yes, sir, banks 
are pronounced to be the enemy of ‘the laboring 
classes; attempts are being made to set up one 
poruon of the community against another, by 

rawing distinctionsin society, and by inflated ap- 
peals to the vulgar passions and prejudices of our 
nature. . 

Sir, never, never do I witness an appeal of the 
kind, come from what quarter it may, but it se- 
cures to the utterer my supreme and ineffable 
contempt. -My mind is instantly carried to other 
countries and other scenes; there is presented to 
te view revolutionary France, and I behold a 
Marat, a Danton, and. a Robespierre, weltering 
in human gore, riding over the prostrate religion 
of their country and all of its hallowed institu- 
tions, yet all the time shouting hosannas to the 
people, and boasting that the mind of man was 
on its onward march to freedom, and that the 
spirit of the age was bursting asunder the bonds 
of priésteraft, and that they were erecting upon 
the throne of reagon the only true religion; until, 
finally, they fell victims to their own damning 
doctrines, and left their country and their coun- 
try s liberty an easy conquest tothe military genius 
of a Bonaparte. Compare the equalizing and 
moboeratic doctrines of the day with the doctrines 
ust alluded to, and you will be astonished to find 
ow well they agree. What do.we hear now? 


That banks are behind the spirit of the age; that 
the mind:of man is on its onward march to free- 
dom, and that we are about to burst from-around 
us bank shackles, and, in the language of another, 


«walk forth ‘redeemed, regenerated; and disén- | 
thralléd, through: the: irresistible genius?” of the: 
free.banking age,.. Gir, such sentiments as these’ 
produce a dread upon my mind that possibly the 
day isnot far distant when ‘similar‘blood-staitied | 
scenes may be enacted over in this yet free coun=:; 
try, and all in. the name.of the.: much-abused 
words: of ‘$ liberty’? and ‘democracy.’ I, for.; 
one, lódk upon the banking system (well regu- 
lated) as a blessing giveù to us, founded upon the 
past experience of mankind; as a system more 
secure and safe than private banking companies, 
and as a shield and protector to those who have 
but little means against those.who have an abun- 
dance of means.: But all must now be abandoned: 
for the sub-Treasury scheme, even at the expense: 
ofa political somerset, Whatis'this much-talked- 
of sub-Treasury bill? Iş is simply to substitute 
individuals in the place of banks as the fiscal | 
agents of the Government, I propose to adopt 
as my own Mr. Polk’s speech, delivered at the 
session of 1834-35, aguinat this change. Itis an 
excellent argument; Í cannot better 1t; but let it 
speak for itself: . : 

‘That amendment provides that the collectors of the 
public révenue shal! be the agents of the Treasurer to keep 
and disburse the same, and that they shafl receive an an- 
nual compensation for their services. T'he Secretary in 
his-report has not overlooked the description of personat 
ageucy here. proposed,.but has submitted bis views to Con- į 
gress in relation to it. He states that ‘this Kind of personal | 
agency is, in his opinion, to be avoided in alt practicable 
and safe eases under our present system of selected banks, 
becuyse it would render the system Jess convenient, less 
secure, and more complex; if not more expensive. Uuless 
the States and the United States should both deem `t 
proper, gradually, and in the end entirely, to dispense with 
the paper system, and which result is not anticipated, the 
Government cannot escape occasional losses from that 
quarter, and can never hope-to escape all losses from hanks 
ax fiscal agents, except by the employment in their place of 
other and individual agents who will: probably be found jess 
reaponsibie, anfe, convenient, or economical.’ A corpora- 
tion may be safer than any individual agent, however re- 
sponsible-he may ‘be, because it consists of nn association 
of individuals who have thrown together their aggregate 
wealth, and who are bound in their corporate character to ; 
the extont of their whole capital stock for the deposit. Ca 
addition to thix, the Secretary of the Treasury may require 
as heavy collateru! security in addition to their capital stock 
paid in, from such a corporation, as he could from an indi- 
vidual collector or réceiver, which makes the Government 
deposits safer in the hands of a bank than it could be with 
an individual. It may be well questioned whether the į 
heaviest security whieh the most wealthy individual comia 
give, could make the public deposits safe at the point of 
large colleetion. Ji the cityof New York half the revenue 
is collected. Several millions of the public money may be 
in the hands of a receiver at one time, and, if he be cor- | 
rupt, or shall engage in speculation or trade, and meet with 
n reverse of fortune, the loss sustained by the Government 
would be inevitable. With ample security, as it was sup- 
posed, the Government lost a million or more in the tea 
cases a few years ago, The losses in three cases alone, as | 
stated in 1827 and 1828, when it was supposed ample care 
had been taken to secure the debt, amounted to near two 
millions. As, then, between the responsibility of a public 
receiver and bank corporations, as banks do exist, and are 
likely to exist under State authority, the latter, upon the 
ground of safety to the public, are to be preferred. Banks, 
when they are safe, recominend themselves to the service 
of the Treasury for other reasons, The ingreased facility 
they possess over individual collectors or receivers in 
making transfers of public money to distant pdints for dis- | 
bursement without charge to the public. Tudeed, this is a 
service which individuals, to the extent of our revenue, 
could not perform. 

“It may happen, in the fluctuation of the amount óf rev- 
enue and expenditures, that there will be at some times a 
surplus in the Treasury, which, though it may be tempo- 
rary, if it be withdrawn from circulation, and placed inthe 
stroug box of a receiver, the amount of circulation will be 
injuriously disturbed by hoarding the deposit, by which the 
value of every article of merchandise and property would 
be affected. So that, inasmuch as we cannot anticipate or 
estimate what the exact amount of revenue or expenditure 
may be. from year to. year, there may occur.an excess in the 
‘Treasury not immediately called for to be disbursed, which 
it would be very inconvenient to abstract fram trade and 
circulation. Whilst the deposit is in bank, the bank may 
use it, keeping itself ready, at the same time, to pay when 
demanded, and it is not withdrawn from general circulation, 
asso much money boarded, and drawn from the use of the 
community. Ffin the hands of a receiver, they may either 
hoard it by keeping it locked up in a strong box, or use it, 
at their own risk, in private speculation or trade, or they 
must, for-their own security, and on their own responsibil- 
ity, place it at Jast on deposit in the banks for safe-keeping 
uutil they are called upon by the Government for it. ‘Phis 
temporary use.of the mouey on deposit in banks constitutes 
the only compensation which the bank ‘receives for the 
risk of keeping it, and for the sesvices it performs, If re- 
ceivers be employed, they can perform no other service than 
to keep the money,.and must be paid a compensation from 
the Treasury.” 7 


| Mr. Chairman, to my mind this is a very con- 
clusive argument. ‘The gentleman -must surely 
have had, at the time of its delivery, misgivings 


Hoor Rees: 


ab to Swartwout’s abd: Price's recent failure; at 
allevents, it was pointed out inchis remarks with 
amazing accuracy. Sir, it must be admitted by: 
all thatubiis new scheme of finance will increase 
the Executive patronage. Stilhit is asked for in 
the name: of tiberty and Democracy; and the 
party that.oppose it are dubbed ‘* Federalists.’” 
The object of the framers of the Constitution had 
been to create between the various portions of our 
political system a just balance of power, and for: 
this purpose they ‘had placed the Executive as a 
balance-wheel to regulate the movements of all 
the rest-of the: machine}: bitit was obvious that, 
if too much power was throwirupon the balance- 
wheel, it must accelerate the motion‘of -the:other: 
parts inan undue and destructive degree. . Yet. 
the modern Democrats are clamorous for this in- 
crease of. power) co fet vi oi Sad 

Mr. Chairman, independent of that view of the 
subject, F wish to-ask the committee a plain com’ 
mon-sense question,'which gees to the-vitals of 
this sub-Treasury project. «In the transaction of 


| men’s daily business, do they deposit their money 


in iron safes, or do they ‘deposit itin banks? If 
every business man in the country. prefers banks 
as the safest:and the best, why should not the 
same reason. apply to the money of the Govern- 
ment? Is the-interest of the Government differs 
ent from that of individuals, when the question 
of safety is the.only:one involved in the transac- 
tion? There can be no reason for applying a dif- 
ferent rule.. All the Government and all the in- 
dividuals want to arrive at, is the safe-keeping of 
their money. Itis the duty of the General Gov- 
ernment to accommodate its action to the action of 
the different State governments. The States use 
banks as fiscal agents, and receive bank paper in 
payment of public dues. Ifthe General Govern- 
ment should be.so conducted as to move on re- 
gardless of the action.of the States, the inevitable 
result:must be a jarring in the machine, and, if it 
continues, itmust end in general confusion and 
anarchy. I had marked in- my: notes Senate doc- 
ument No. 88, and had noted several portions of it 
to be read, but I will not detain the committee. It 
is the celebrated reform and retrenchment report 
of the Senate of the United States, made in 1828. 
I will read but one of the extracts. The writer, 
after having portrayed in vivid colors the dangers 
to ‘be apprehended from Executive. patronage, 
continucs by. remarking: 2% 

“ That the whole of this great power will center in the 
President. The King of England is the fountain of honor; 
the President of the United States the source of patronage. 
He presides over the entire system of jobs and contracts. 
He has power over the support of the individuals who aq- 
minister the system; he makes and unmakes them; he 
chooses fromthe cirele-of his friends and supporters, ang 
may dismiss thew ; and, upon all the principles of human 
acticn, Will dismiss them as offen as they disappoint his ex- 
pectations. “His spirit will animate their actions in all the 
elections to State and Federal offices. Again: we must 
then look forward to the tine when the public revenue wilk 
be doubled, when the civil and military officers will be 
quadrupled, when its influence over individuals will be 
multiplied to an indefinite extent, when the nomination of 
the President can carry any man through the Senate, and 
his recommendation.can carry any. measure through the two 
Houses of Congress; when the principle of public action 
will be, open and avowed: the President wants my vote, 
and I want his patronage.“ I will vote as he ‘wishes, and 
he will give me the office F wish for. What will this be 
but the government of one man? — And what isthe govern- 
ment of one man but a monarchy? Names are nothing.’ 


Mr. Chairman, when I read this report, lam 
bound to believe that Thomas i. Benton was 
permitted to lift up the curtain of time, and view 
with his naked eye the transactions of. the pres- 
ent day. How completely is the presidential 
question swallowing up everything else! In my 
own State a candidate for Governor has made a 
tour of the State, addressing the people. He 
scarcely condescended to notice State policy. He 
seemed to act from the belief that if he could 
prove Henry Clay to be the biggest scoundrel 
on earth, and that a United States Bank was the 
greatest monster on earth, it would follow. as a 
matter of course that Martin Van Buren was a 
clever fellow, the sub-Treasury bil a harmless 
little animal, and of course that he would make 
a good Governor. These certainly were jump- 
ing conclusions. Nevertheless, it seemed to be 
the opinion of the gentleman that it was the only 
process necessary to accomplish his gubernato- 
rial purpose. What have become of the pledges 
made to curtail this patronage by the party? I 
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aver that there has not been even an attempt on 


their part to fulfill them. . The Administration | 


came into power under solemn pledges to do so, 
and to prevent office-holders from meddling in the 
freedom of elections, and to place in office only 
competent men. Yet how often have these 
pledges been violated? It had been rumored 
through the House at the last session of Con- 
gress, I will not say with what truth, that a cer- 


tain, distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


(Mr. Mublenberg) had been appointed Minister 
to Austria chiefly because he was able to speak 
Dutch. His rival, who befd an inferior station 
under the. General Government, became dis- 
pleased; rumor said he was about to resign his 
office and retire displeased, if not an opponent of 
the Administration... What did the country see 
next? He was speedily appointed collector at 
the port.of Philadelphia, and in quick time this 
gentleman’s name was paraded at. the head of a 
list of office-holders, calling on the people of that 
State to rally around the President, and support 
the sub-Treasury bill. Then, sir, have Í not 
spoken truth, when I aver that the pledges and 
promises of the party: have ‘been most shame- 
fully violated?. They pledged. themselves against 
all interference with the freedom of- elections; 
yet what has been heard this very day in the 
other end of the Capitol? There the Adminis- 
tration Senators were openly advocating and de- 
fending the right of Federal office-holders to in- 
terfére in the State elections! Surely they are 


the very last men on the face of the earth who | 


should avow such an opinion; for the reverse of 
that opinion was the’very key which opened the 


door of power for their party. It was their per- |: 


petual theme. Yet now they are unblushingly 
sustaining the direct reverse of all they had been 
singing in the people’s ears for years together! 
I glory in the thought that, humble as I am, even 


jn the midst of General Jackson’s bright and | 


palmy days, I denounced the precedents as wrong 
and dangerous to the future prosperity of my 
country. - i - 
_ The party promised the nation reform; where 
is it? They promised economy, and yet them- 
selves have spent more money, three times over, 
than the Administration they cried down for its 
extravagance. ‘They turned out thousands to 
make room for their own partisans; and what do 
these new office-holders turn out to be? Let the 
puartet yi monthly, almost daily return of new 
efaulters answer. When the Opposition asked 
Tora committee to inquire into. some of the gravest 
of these defalcations, they were met by every 


effort to evade scrutiny or make it ineffectual. | 


The Secretary of the Treasury was defended upon 
this floor, (with all the lawyer-like tact and ability 
that distinguishes an able counsel, while defend- 


ing a criminal at the bar of his country,) though ; 


obviously guilty of direct connivance at traud, or 
the most obvious neglect of duty. 

I will point out the means which were resorted 
to in-order to render the sub-Treasury bill palat- 


able to the people. They weil knew that that | 
scheme of finance never would go down with the | 


country unless under a state of great excitement; 
hence, the party are anxious to draw off the pub- 
lic mind, and get it occupied with anything but 
this; they are trying to make an issue about the 
tarif, about internal improvements, about aboli- 
tions butall these questions have nothing to do 
with the matter. 
tariff? Who has ever proposed any direct action 
of Congress for the avoiution of siavery in the 
States? Nobody. ‘The most extravagant appeals 
are made, but all on collateral issues. They are 
trying to make the people believe that all the old 
parly distinctions are to be revived. I would be 
glad to have any gentleman point out to me, as 
existing now, one single thing that went to mark 
the line of demarkation between Federalists and 


Democrats in 1798. There is nót one left, not |; 


one. There are many great systems of policy, 
which, under one set of circumstances, would be 
good end wise, and under different circumstances 
might be just the reverse. The history of the 


Who is seeking to disturb the | 


1 
i 


j 


| 


tariff and ‘internal improvements by the General | 


Government may be cited as i 
of this idea. Still, sir, demagogues are found 
traveling over the country, denouncing one man, 
and praising another, when both have given their 


nstauces in proof j! 


| 


| 


support to the same objeetionable measures, (I 
mean Henry Clay and Martin Van Buren,) and 
both with the change of circumstances that sur- 
rounds the tariff and internal improvements, have 
abandoned those systems. [Is it not the duty of 
every. American statesman to declare that the real 
question now at issue in this country is the-ques- 
tion between a sub-Treasury and a Bank-of the 
United States? Isit a worthy course to attempt | 
to deceive and delude men not familiar with these | 
subjects? -I would be the last man that would | 
support-an individual for the Presidency who | 
would revive doctrines which he has ever repu- 
diated. 

I have detained the committee far too longa} 
time, and will bring my remarks to a close, with 


currency. I am satisfied that the country has 
yetto pass through another ‘‘experiment;’’ seem- 
ing prosperity will again surround us, and then 
reverses and bankruptcies will ensue. There is 
something to my mind so licentious in the idea 
of a free banking law; it it so novel, so absurd, 
to think of banking, not only upon all the gold 
and silver, but updn real estate, that I am aston- 
ished that the system should find an advocate on 
earth; still, I greatly fear that it is to become the 
popular doctrine of the day; if so, the advocates 
of a United States Bank must again wait the re- 
sult of this new experiment. Jt is the duty of 
the Government to regulate the currency, as much 
so as itis the duty of the General Government to 
regulate weights and measures. We havea Gov- 
ernment within a Government, requiring the ac- 
tion of separate Legislatures, and it is impossible 
to have a uniform and sound currency without 
the action of the General Government. True, 
Martin Van Buren, in his message at the extra 
| session, labored to prove that England suffered 
| by the late revulsion as muchasthe United States. 
lt was a hasty remark. In England, they had | 
overtraded,and wereembarrassed; the circulating 

medium passed at par, coextensive with the Gov- 

ernment; exchanges, domestic and foreign, were 
cheap. Then, sir, indebtedness. alone was all 

they complained of. In America we had, added 

to our indebtedness, a currency deranged, and 

ata ruinous discount; domestic and foreign ex- 

change extravagantly high. The difference is 

very striking. My constituents ask at the hands 

of the Government a policy that will guard 

against a similar misfortune. Every schoolboy 

knows that overtrading, and, consequently, re- 

vulsions, will take place occasionally in any coun- 

try, no matter whether the currency is gold and 

silver or paper; and all the country asks is, that 

when overtaken with adversity the jarring action 

of the States and Federal Government shall not 

add to their misfortunes an unsound and depre- 

ciated currency. Give them a currency that is 

uniform in value, and they will not be found 

knocking at the door of Congress for relief, nor 

will your President have it in his power to say 

| to them that they are in the habit of looking to 

the Government for too much. The Americans | 
are. brave, intelligent, and enterprising; and let 

your Government pursue a steady and fixed pol- 

| icy, and not be changing with each popular breeze 

_ that may sweep over the land, and they-will be 

found buffeting the waves of life’s tempestuous 

sea without a murmur. 

Mr. Chairman, I have done; and I offer as an 
apology to the committee for the length of time 
L have detained them, the fact that 1 speak but 
seldom. 


PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. UNDERWOOD, | 
OF KENTUCKY, | 

In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, f 
January 16, 1839, f 

On the motion for an inquiry into the late defaleations of f 
i public officers. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD said that he rose to state | 
some facts to the House in relation to the defal- | 
cation of General Gratiot, which he considered 


3 + EE i 
very important, connected with the subject under 


a word or two upon the question of banks and jj 


| cavil and dispute. The facls would prove that 
| General Gratiot was retained in office for years 
| after he was a known defaulter, and -treated ‘as’ 


|i such by the stoppage of his pay. The evidence’ 


l was conclusive, and fully established a remarka: 
| ble'lenity, if nota criminal-connivance, on the part 
i of the Administration, j : De 
| Itis true that General Gratiot eldims'a right to 
i retain the money to satisfy demands which he 
' has against the Government; and the foundation 
i of this claim is stated in the communication made 
| by General Gratiot, and ordered tobe printed with 
‘the papers from the Department. But; whether 
; General Gratiot’s view be right or wrong, and 
| whether the claim set up by him is oris not al- 
‘lowed by the judicial tribunal which shall ulti- 
mately decide the question; can have no effect 
| whatever‘in judging of the propriety ‘of the con- 
duct of the Administration in retaining him in 
office. He was considered, treated, and finally 
dismissed, as a defaulter. It is:the- principle of 
the Administration—the principle by which the 
‘t party” is governed—that concerns the people at 


|| large, much more than the nature of General Gra- 


tiot’s defense, or the motives by which he has 
| has been actuated in using the public money. 

As the report from the Secretary of War was 
| in response to a resolution adopted by the House 
| at my instance, I thought I might follow the docs 
i ument to the printer’s ofice, and there examine’ 
| it before it was printed. I did so. It appears 
! from the document that, on the settlement. of 
` General Gratiot’s accounts, there was a balance 
i struck against him on the 24th of March, 1831, 
‘ amounting to $8,958 91. In this settlement the 
i accounting officers did not allow all the sums 
| claimed by General Gratiot as credits. If his 
| principles for settling the account had been adopt- 
| ed, he would, at that time, have been indebted 


| $2,508 52 only. The large balance, | to wit, 


| $8,958 91, was reported to the Second Comptrol- 
| Tor of the Treasury as being due by General Gra- 
| tiot on the 31st of August, 1831, for the purpose 
| of having his pay stopped; and again reported-on 
| the 11th of August, 1832. In September, 1831, 
the acting Secretary of War, Mr. McLane, sus- 
pended the stoppage of pay. lhad not time to 
| peruse all the correspondence, and cannot, there- 
fore, say whether any reason has been assigned,’ 
| or is to be found among the papers, for the step 
‘taken by the Secretary in suspending the stop- 
page of pay. Nor did I discover any renewal of 
the order stopping pay until 1836. Nor did I find 
! any reason assigned why the act of the 25th of 
i January, 1828, requiring the stoppage of the pay 
of defaulting officers of Government was not en» 
forced and applied to General Gratiot, for the 
time running between the I1th of August, 1832, 
‘and the year 1836, when the order stopping his 
: pay was renewed, and continued in force until 
his dismissal in De¢ember last. : 

In April, 1833, General Gratiot: presented. a 
| new account, in which he abandoned his claim 
for a per diem allowance for superintending cer- 
tain public works, and which he relied on in 1831, 
and claimed as compensation for his extra ser- 
vices one per cent. on the amount of public money 
disbursed by him. The claim of one per cent. 
on his disbursements was rejected by the account 
ing officers. Jt thus appears that he was unable 
to liquidate the balance found against him. in 
1831 by-shifting his position and assuming new 
| ground, ` E 

Notwithstanding the difference which had taken 
place between General Gratiotand the accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department in regard to 
the settlement of his accounts, and although he 
was a reported defaulter in 1831 for more than 
eight thousand dollars, fifty thousand dollars were 
placed to his credit in the year 1835, in one of 
the New York banks. Soon thercafter he re- 
turned $15,000 of the money to the Treasury, and 
the balance, $35,000, in addition to the $8,958 ot, 
he still retains. I have thus given the House a 
brief statement of the important facts of the case, 
as | collected them from a hasty examination of 
the papers, W hat will the American people think 
of them? Whatcan they think of those at the 
head of the executive Government, who detect a 
defaulter, then stop his pay, then suspend the 
stoppage, then put into his hands more money to 


consideration. The facts would place the conduct 
of the Administration, upon one point, beyond all 


augment the defalcation, then stop his pay again, 
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keep him. in office. from -1836 to. 1838, applying 


the emoluments of his office.to the discharge of; 
the defalcation, and. they dismiss him from ser- 
vicer.. -And yet, sir, all: these things have been 
done. under the auspices.of Andrew, Jackson and 
Martin Van Buren! . Were they ignorant of Gen- 
eral Gratiot’s defalcation? Did the Secretary of 
War and the accounting officers of the. Treasury 
keep. them in ignorance of -the facts during a pé- 
riod of more than.seven years?: If.that be the 
excuse, what becomes of that Executive vigilance 
so much lauded during Jackson’s administration, 
and which, it was said, carried him- into all the 
Departments, inspecting everything minutely, and 
correcting-all abuses, and which enabled him to 
certify to the American. people that all-was well? 
Sir, it was never anything but a hollow,pretension 
circulated to deceive the people. Can- you find 
cases like this under the administration of Wash- 
ington, or.the five succeeding Presidents? We 
have been told by the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Tuomas] that defalcations have happened 
under all Administrations, and may be expected 


to happen again; that no President can prevent ! 
it. And the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Tayzor] has busied himself making calculations 
to prove.that, if you regard the amount lost b 
defalcations, the administration of Jackson will 
occupy a very favorable position when compared 
with that of any other President. These state- 
ments may be all true; but, if they are, what.do 
they amount to in this discussion? Nothing at 
all, except to draw off the minds of the people 
from the real issue between the great parties in 
this country. The question is not whether de- 
faulters can be found under all Administrations, | 
and how much money the people have lost by 
them under thedifferent Administrations. No, sir; 
such matters are artfully suggested todecoy us— 
to lend us off from the ground where the game | 
lurks. The real issue—the only point in con- | 
troversy—involves the principles of the present | 
and late Administrations in reference to defaulters | 
and their treatment. Do those in power set their | 
faces against defaleations with a withering stern- 
ness and justice calculated to make the guilty 
tremble? or do they coax and soothe and wink 
at the defaulter while they see him pocket the | 
people's money? That is the question. 

Sir, let gentlemen go back to the days of 
Washington, and find an instance where a man 
has been kept in office seven years after he was | 
found to be a defaulter upon the settlement of his | 
accounts; let a case be found where large sums | 
have been advanced to an ascertained defaulter, 
and no suit brought to recover the public moneys; | 
and when such a case is brought forward, then L | 
will go into comparisons—then l will contrast the | 
purity of Washington’s administration with the 
semblance of Jackson’s, and not till then. 

It is remarkable, and it will so be put down in 
history, that the distinguishing characteristic of 
Jackson’s administration consists in fair prom- 
ises, in patriotic professions, by which the people | 
were deceived, and which were utterly disre- 


garded after they were made. At the commence- 
ment of his official career, the doctrine promul- | 
gated as orthodox led us to belicve that every one | 
who touched the public money, or used it con- | 
trary to law, should be severely punished. You | 
remember the case of Tobias Watkins. He was dis- | 
graced, removed from office, indicted, convicted, | 
incarcerated, and his family left to shift for them- 
selves or starve. How many years he lay in jail I 
have forgotten. His offense was, appropriating 
to his own use a few thousand dollars of the public 
money, Not more than three or four thousand, 
if L remember rightly. Here was an example set. 
How has the precedent been followed? What 
officer since the days of Watkins, who has ap- | 
propriated the public money to his own use, has | 
been indicted for malversation and swindling? | 
Who among the numerous defaulting receivers | 
has been called to the bar of justice, to answer as 
acriminal? Watkins, who only got two or three 
thousand, is punished; but those who get fifty or 
a hundred thousand go scot-free. Ay, sir, they 
not only go unpunished, but they are recon- 
mended by Governmentagentsas proper persons 
to be continued in office, in consequence of a cer- | 
tain looseness in public morals, which renders it 
impracticable to find a successor who would not 


do the same thing; and, therefore, we are told itis 
better to continue the incumbent,who had already 
taken as much public moneys as he could con- 
veniently use, than to induct an empty, hungry, 
ungorged successor, greedy for more ‘ spoils.?? 
Sir, the letter and recommendation of Mr. Gare- 
sché will long be remembered by the American 

eople. co abs : ae 7 
The conduct of the late and present Adminis- 
trations in respect to Watkins, and the host of.de- 
faulters who have subsequently disgraced the 
country, reminds me of an occurrence in the far 
West. | willtell the story, but conceal the names 
of the parties. Pity shields them from presenta- 
tion to public scorn. An-old man;. who was per- 
petually extolling his own:-virtues ‘and decrying 
those of: other people, and who was above all 
“ concealment,” according to his-repeated:avow- 
als, was passing, on his way home, after running 
down the noblest buck in the forest, by a little 
cornfield: of a neighbor, remotely situated -from 
the dwelling-house. His son and his dogs were 
along, much fatigued by the recent chase. The 
old man discovered in the field a single hog—a 
runt—engaged in breaking down the stalks and 
eating the corn. He immediately swore ‘ by the 
Eternal”? that he never could witness such a sight 


to set the dogs on, declaring at the moment that, 
if they tore him to. pieces, it would be a good 
thing, inasmuch as by such means the neighbor- 
hood might get clear ofabad breed of hogs. The 
boy obeyed, and the dogs reluctantly engaged in 
the less noble work; and, being the more furious 
and savage in consequence of fatigue, mangled 
the animal until his life was in danger. ‘The 
youth, not wholly destitute of compassion even 
towards a hog, at length seized and threw him 
over the fence, and called off the dogs. ‘The old 
man said it wag useless to go round the fence to 
stop the holes, as he was certain the lesson would 
effectually teach the hog never to enter there 
again. So they went on home without repairing 


owner of the ficld, to let him know how kind and 
neighborly they had been in turning the hog out, 
Not long afterwards the old man, his son and 


hogs, of all sizes, variously engaged. Some were 
breaking down the stalks and cracking the corn 
with voracious appetites; some, apparently sur- 
feited, were moping at the heels of those stimu- 
lated by hunger; and a goodly number had husks 
and fodder in their mouths; some frisking, and 
others deliberately marching to the panels of the 
fence, there to make themselves pleasant beds 
with the “spoils.” As the old. man saw what 
was going on at a distance, he said to his son, 
“ Now, my boy, our dogs shall have sport.” 
Indeed, the prospect of a general uproar, some 
fighting, and the comminglement of shouting, 
yelping, and squalling, in a neighbor’s cornfield, 
was a scene by no means disagreeable to the old 
man’s taste. Fle therefore mounted the fence 
i with alacrity, intending to post himself and wit- 
hess the feats of his son and the dogs, while “ sit- 
ting on a rail.” But he no sooner straddled the 
rider,* than his aspect suddenly changed. He 
turned to his son, climbing up behind him,.and 
said: Why these are my hogs!” The boy 
gazed in silence a moment, and then, with an 


reckon, though, I must dog them a litte.” The 
old man took a ‘sober second thought,” and, 
| after a minute’s gaze, he said: “ Perhaps, my son, 
it would have been better for the owner of the 
corn if we had stopped the holes the other day. 
We broke down a good deal of corn, and did mis- 
| chicf in getting out a single runt with dogs, and 


‘i we shall not leave a stalk standing if we serve 
1 at w your | 
i mammy will not like it; for I have often heard | 


all my gang in that way. I know, too, 
her say she could notbear to make souse out of 
hogs’ cars that had been torn by dogs. I will, 
therefore, take the dogs off, and leave you to tole 
or drive the hogs out as peaceably as you can.” 
The boy ventured to ask, '* What will the owner 


*The hi 


gbest rail which rests upon the stakes of a 
fence. ` 


the fence, taking care, however, to pass by the | 


the dogs, were going by the same ficld, and in it, l 
instead of one, they discovered a large gang of | 


arch look, replied: “As I Jive it is true! but I; 


without feeling the strongest indignation against il 
the guilty brute, and he instantly ordered his son 


| tion in the estimation of the Executive. 


of the: eorn think: if:he finds out that-we do not 
treat_owr hogs:like those of other people??? -The 
old man put his fore finger apon his lip, gave his 
son: a- significant look, and departed with the 
dogs in silence. - But, unfortunately for his rep- 
utation, he had not ‘more than got out of sight 
of the field, when-he met. the owner on his way 
to it. ‘Their conversation was very brief, as the 
old man said: he wasin a hurry. His’ son was 
found in the field, toiling and coaxing the hogs 
toa gap. The circumstances. were so plain that 
the owner of the corn ever-after-told the story I 
have related, and-no one doubted its truth. 

You now propose. te: raise.a committee to in- 
quire into the depredations: upon the Treasury, 
and your resolutions direct the. committee to in- 

uire into the ‘* causes’’ of the late defalcations. 
hy; sir, it-seems to me there-is no difficulty in 
assigning the -immediate-“ causes’? of these pec- 
ulations. Your officers are not trustworthy; they 
cannot resist temptation; they are dishonest. 
These are the immediate causes of defalcations. 
I admit, where an officer has a claim against the 
Government, which in his conscience he believes 
to be just and legal, and retains as much money 
as will pay himself,.and no: more, there may be 
extenuating circumstances which will excuse him 
from the imputation of base motives; but I reject 
the idea totally that an officer should be permitted 
to redress himself by appropriating to his own 
use the public money in his hands, upon the pre- 
text thatthe Government is indebted to him. ‘Fhe 
system which allows’ officers to raise accounta 
against the Government for extra services is 
wrong. We should have the nature of the ser- 
vice and the compensation so well defined by.law 
that there could be no dispute in settling accounts. 
Bat, sir, the largest class of defaulters have no 
pretext of indebtedness to them by the Govern- 
ment, behind which to escape from public odium. 
They have used the pubhe money knowingly, 
willfully, and wickedly.: There ig-no palliating 
circumstance. ‘Phe cause of their conduct is to be 
found in their destitution of moral principle; they 
aré atheists of the French school; their god is the 
world; their heaven is the gratification of their 
senses. They fear no punishment, and they 
march to their object by plundering the public. 
The evil lies in appointing such officers. Can it 
be that the nation is so corrupt we cannot find 
honest men to receive and disburse the public mo- 
ney? I do not believe we have reached that point 
of degradation yet; but weshall come to it, unless 
the unprincipled career of political jugglers can 
be arrested. Sir, the Executive, for the last ten 
years, has selected for office brawling politicians, 
overlooking business talents and habits. Capa- 
city for, and devotion to, and success in, the me- 
chanical, agricultural, or commercial pursuits, or 
the professions of physic or law, have been no 
recommendation in behalf of an individual seek- 
ing public employment, On the contrary, the 
very fact that the individual prospered in his av- 
ocation, whatever it might, be, seemed to consti- 
tute a barrier to political preferment and promo- 
Such 
persons have been overlooked, and offices con- 
ferred on those who have, by their conduct, by 
their failures, manifested a want of capacity or 
energy in their business. 

Thus it has been that the Executive depart- 
ment, in its appointments to office, has violated 
the plainest dictates of common sense and com- 
mon prudence. The man who has failed in every 
other business he engaged in, as the last resort, 
tries the trade of politics. He manufactures and 
circulates falsehoods; he assails the reputation of 
all these who stand in his way; he extols and 
flatters all those from whom he expects aid; and 
he unites with others alike destitute of principle 
to advance to the Presidency a man who will dis- 
pense rewards to his supporters—who will use 
the patronage incident to his exalted station for 
the benefit of a party. These are the men who 
live by the trade of politics. Their object and 
their aim is self-aggrandizement. They go for 
the ‘* spoils” of office. They have no idea of that 
lofty gratification, that tranquil delight, which 
Rows to a great mind and a liberal heart as the 
most precious reward of the proper discharge of 
official duties. They have no idea of those en- 
joyments of the true patriot resulting from official 
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benefactions to his fellow-citizens, and which, 
with him, are the chief considerations imparting 


value to office. The Father of his.Country. knew || 
the value of office and station in these respects. | 
The modern office-holder tests its value by-dollars | 


and cents. . And think you, sir, when, by com- 
binations, and all sorts of deceptions, tricks, and 
artifices, power is obtained, those who get the 


power intend to relinquish the dollars and cents— į 


to give up the end and aim of all their struggles? 
No, sir, they will do no such thing. Those who 
fight for “ spoils,” if victory is theirs, will not be 
restrained by the commander-in-chief after the 
battle is over. He is campelled by his position, 


as the commander of such soldiers, to yield to |; 
their wishes. They will exact a compliance on | 
his part with the conditions of their enlistment, ; 


and would decapitate their general sooner than 
be restrained in the work of plunder. It is not 
at all surprising, when a man obtains office by 
such means, and with such motives, that he should 


forget the Divine injunction, ‘* Servants be con- ; 


tent with your lawful wages.”” 

The remote causes of the deplorable. defalea- 
tions. which exist are to be found in the system 
introduced in the beginning of the last Adminis- 
tration, of removing officers for opinions honestly 


entertained, and appointing others in their places | 


whose subserviency to the will of the President, 
and devotion to the interests of party, constituted 
their principal recommendation. Since the intro- 
duction of this system, party contests have thrown 
their blighting influences over us, embittering the 
feclings of society, and threatening destruction to 
our republican institutions. With the servile and 


selfish horde who follow after the loaves and | 
fishes, the only question is, how can we elect our 


man to the Presidency? Success secures to the 
fortunate party food, raiment, and shelter, and 
leaves to the disappointed poverty and suffering. 


These conflicts of party have mingled themselves ; 


with all the operations of our Governments, both | 


State and national, prostrating in their tornado 
violence the principles of law and Constitution, 
antil the prospect before us is one of desolation. 
It has already come to this, that a constable can- 


not be chosen by a county court without first | 


knowing who he voted for, or intends to vote for, 
as President. Members of Congress are elected 
because they are favorable or opposed to this or 
that candidate for the Presidency; and when they 
take their seats on this floor, should their polit- 
ical chief occupy the Executive mansion, the 
creed of party requires them to follow his dicta- 
tion, right or wrong; and generally, if not inva- 
riably, they do it. “Thus it is that the will of the 
President is paramount to the will of the people, 
and the representative forgets his constituents, 


and. surrenders himself to Executive control. | 


Presidential electioneering connects itself in an 
alarming manner with the deliberations and acts 
of Congress. The public lands and the public 
money are disposed of, not with a view to pro- 
duce the greatest possible good to the greatest 
number, but with a view to sustain the members 
of a party, and to perpetuate power in the same 
or kindred hands. 

Thus, sir, you bid for the votes of the new 
States, and pay with the public lands; and you 


grant millions to remove an oyster shoal or a | 


sand-bar at the mouth of a creek emptying into 


the sea or lakes, and refuse to appropriate a dol- | 


lar to improve the rivers of the interior, unless 
they are of such magnitude as to interest two or 
more States. Do not suppose I am again about 
to contrast Green river with New river, A the 
North Carolina Spring branch,” as I said on 
another occasion; nor shall I detain you by draw- 
ing a parallel between the Cumberland road and 
the roads leading through Kentucky. I have done 
this heretofore, for the purpose of placing before 
my constituents the glaring injustice of your le- 
gislation. It is with heartfelt exultation that I 
inform this House that there is now nearly one 
hundred miles of the finest navigation in the world 
ready for use on Green river; and in twelve 
months from this time there will be double that 
number. Itis all the work of Kentucky; and, 
sir, we are going ahead with our roads in the 
same manner, relying upon the State, without 
coming here to beg favors. But, sir, I glance at 
these things for the purpose. of asking whether 
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| the other, the idea that the public faith is pledged 


| ests at the expense and to the detriment of the 


any man supposes these palpable inequalities 
could exist fora moment but to subserve polit- 
ical purposes, and to advance the interests of par- 
ticular individuals, instead of the general welfare. 
With an empty Treasury you vote, hundreds of 
thousands to the Cumberland road; you go in 
debt to keep that work in progress, and you at- 
tempt to reconcile the nation to your conduct by 
two flimsy pretexts: one, the idea of indemnity 
for the expenditure out of the two per cent. fund; 


to finish the work. ‘These ideas, without a sha- 
dow of foundation for either of them, are played 
off upon a confiding and deceived people.to recon- 
cile them to the grossest partiality. 

I have a remedy, and P shall prescribe before I 
take my seat. I have been greatly amused in the 
course of this discussion, and, as a prelude to 
stating my own, I propose to notice briefly the 
remedies proposed by others. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise} rec- 
ommends a ‘general turn-out’? of the official | 
corps. That many ought to be “ turned out’? of 
office I do not doubt; But were all that accom- 
plished, it would avail nothing unless a better set 


can be found to fill their places. Iremember the 
fable of the fox and the flies. I do not warta 
new swarm to suck the remaining blood of an 
exhausted people. I desire those who come 
hereafter may bring healing in their wings, and 
not the appetites and probosces of gallinippers.* 
If it be no more than a partisan war between ins 
and outs that now agitates the nation, I predict 
that no good will result from its termination in 
favor of cither party. I have but little confi- 
dence in those of any party who make politics a 
trade to live by. With such, money is the main 
object; and when they obtain power they are very 
apt to use it for purposes of legal, if not criminal, 
plunder. I mean, by the term “legal plunder,”’ 
that they will, by immoral, partial, and even vile 
legislation, promote private and sectional inter- 


people at large; that they will legalize iniquity. 
{A member was heard to say, “the Whigs 
would not do so.’’] I hope and believe they 
will not; but the ** turn-out” remedy, even if it 
should succeed in a great degree, will not effect- 
ually eradicate the disease. It will do no good to 
turn the hogs out unless you stop the holes. My 
remedy is to repair the fence. 

But, sir, I have another and a strong objection 
to the ‘‘general turn-out’? remedy. Such a course 
would be to follow the deleterious example set by 
our political adversaries. It would be to punish 
for opinion’s sake, and to rivet upon the Ameri- 
can people the odious practice of making the of- 
fices of Government nothing more nor Jess than 
stakes put up to be played for by political gam- 
blers. Sir, there is great danger, from the temper 
of the times, that such will be the future practice 
of all parties in this country. I will read you, 
by way of sample, what the friends of the recently | 
elected Democratic Governor of Maryland dictate į 
tohim. The paper called the Washington County 
Democrat says: i 


«There has been a great deal of specniation as to the | 
course likely to be pursued by Mr. Grason relative to the pub- 
lic offices of this State—whcther he will appoint his friends 
or his enemies to the offices under bis control, &c. H we 
know anything of Mr. Grason’s character, and if he knows 
the obligations imposed upon him, every Whig officer of the | 
State (with few exceptions) will beremoved. Such a course 
Mr. Grason owes to his friends, and to his party, and such a 
course we have no doubt he will pursue.” 


The Baltimore Republican gives its dictum in 
staring capitals thus: “ We say, DISMISS THEM 
To a Max.” Not even an exception is to be tol- | 
erated. Thus, sir, it has become “ Democratic’? | 
in these days to exact that a “ Democratic” Gov- || 
ernor shall play the tyrant, to discharge the debts ; 
he “owes to his friends,” by removing from office |; 
all political opponents, no matter how greatmay Í 
be their qualifications in point of fidelity, integ- | 
rity, industry and talent! When this shall be- j 
come the setiled practice of the national and State 
Governments (of which there is imminent dan- 

w Executive, then, Í 
f honor will be the private sta- '! 


truly, ‘the post o : 
f high moral and intellectual :! 


tion. Then meno 


*@allinipper is the common name of a large species of į 


moscheto in the West. 


worth, engaged in the various ayocations of life, 
and the humble and honest, yet. less gifted, but 
equally meritorious citizens, who earn a support 
for his beloved family.by the sweat of his face; 
will stand aloof from political corruption and offi- 
cial plunder, until they. become intolerable; and 
when that period arrives, they will stand by their 
arms. z Soar k ; 

But, sir, can we- geta better set to fill the vacant 
places upon a *‘ general turn-out??? It will. be 
very difficult to do, if. the ideas of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. [Mr. Pickens] be correct. 
He seems to think that the accumulation and. ap- 
propriation of immense sums of money by this 
Government is the true cause of the recent defal- 
cations, and his remedy, therefore, is to dry up 
the sources of revenue. He supposes that human 
nature cannot withstand the temptation. which 
immense piles of burnished gold present, and 
therefore concludes that our condition will not 
change for the better until the legislation of Con- 
gress takes a new direction. He thinks corpu- 
lency is the disease, and that depletion and starva- 
tion constitute the proper remedy. I admit, sir, 
thata knaveor a thief, before perpetrating a crime, 
usually considers the chances of escape and de- 
tection; and hence, if he were about to steal a 
turn of corn, he would prefer going to the crib 
and shelling out for himself, rather than take the 
full bag already prepared for themill. The owner 
might not miss the two bushels and a half taken 
out of the heap. He would at once discover he 
had been robbed if the. full bag disappears, and 
hot pursuit might ensue. But this reasoning. is 
not at all applicable to filching money from the 
‘Treasury. hether there be overflowing mil- 
lions, or whether it be reduced to the last turn, 
the amount is, or ought to be, accurately meas- 
ured up; and, if a cent is subtracted, you ascer- 
tain the loss with mathematical accuracy. The 
depredator meets with no encouragement, there- 
fore, in the reflection that he may escape detec- 
tion by stealing a large pile or heap. Is the 
temptation increased in proportion to the magni- 
tude of the treasure? { think not. There are 
stories extant of generous robbers, who plunder 
the rich to give to the poor; but I apprehend we 
cannot with truth attribute any palliating senti- 
ment of that sort to our official defaulters, in ex~ 
tenuation of their conduct. No,sir. The Holy 
Book says: 

“There is a generation whose teeth are as swords, and 
their jaw-teeth as knives, to devour the poor from off the 
earth, and the needy from among men.” 

Doubtless the text was prophetically uttered 
in reference to the sub-Treasury defaulters of this 
country atthe present day. They have no-sen- 
timent that does not concentrate in self. They do 
not steal in consequence of the magnitude of the 
treasure, or the ability of the Government to sus- 
tain the loss. No, sire Unrestrained by moral 
principles, they are under the dominion of vicious 
propensities, and care not into what crime. they 
steep their hands, provided it can be done. with 
impunity. Their motives of action are to be found 
in their own inbred corruptions, and not in tempt- 
ations from without. The fault lies in placing 
such men in situations where they can act out 
their principles. Office has not made them rogues; 
but office has furnished opportunities for them to 
manifest what they always were. The public 
money can never be safe in the hands of such 
men, and the remedy is to find men of different 
characters. And, sir, they can be found, provid- 
ed you will hunt for. them in those walks of life 
where the noisy, lying, sycophantic, calumhiating 
partisan—the vile tool of party—is never .a wel- 
come guest. I claim no preéminence for my con- 
stituents over those of any other member, but I 
will venture to assert that I could select in my 
own district men enough, who could and would 
receive, keep, and disburse every dollar of our 
vast revenue, without fraudulently misapplying 
one cent. I wouldtake those who succeeded in 
their business as farmers, mechanics, merchants, 
and professional men, and not those who made 
politics a trade as their dernier resort. I would 
pass by those who believe the chief good consists 
in the possession of iron chests crammed with 
yellow coins stamped with the likeness of some 
royal fool, and select those content with the com- 
forts of life, earned by their own industry, and 
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who Would hot exchange tie éonivictions of their 
accouritability'to God; and their faith of immor- 
tality, for alf the gold’ and didmonds of “earth. | 
here are men who discharge public trusts under 
a-sénse of obligation to'a’hizher power than the 
tribunals of this World’; dnd ‘such: meti cantiot be 
influeficed by the’ ténijpitations-which “tlie gentle- 
man from South Carolina supposes must ovér- 
comé poor human fiature. Sir, I donot like the 
géntleman’s remedy: | Edo not like the'idea of 
putting dn”énd tö thievery by keeping: nothing 
Pa Hama to tempt a thief! “Ido not ake'consolae 
y in the reflction that I can defy 


tion for povert 
the robber. > 4 ae 

The gentleman ‘from Tennessee, [Mr BELL, ] 
andà very talented and esteemed Representative 
of Kentucky “in the other branch of ‘Congress, 
have suggested’ and pressed bills- to prevent Fed- 
eral officers frorn interferitig'with the freedom: of 
élections, ‘as the pahdcea suited to’ the political 
‘diseases of the presént time. — I will go with them 
‘ag faras the Constitution will allow in restrain- 
ing the corrupt and‘ corrupting practices of these 
intermeddlers with'the rights of suffrage. But I 
appreherid that the danger is far greater from in- 
termeddlers who wish to obtain, than ‘those who 
already ‘have office: The officer only ‘fights to 
defend hia citadel, to retain his station, to repel 
‘assaults; whereas the seeker must undermine and 
blow ap thetncumbent, to dislodge him, and make 
a vacan«y for himself to occupy. As the incum- 
bent is intrenched behind: official walls, he ‘feels 
more secure, and thé known fact that his position 
gives him the advantage in the contest renders 
the assailant the more reckless in the use of 
weapons. He uses poisoned arrows, in violation 
of all'the rules of honorable warfare, He be- 
comes a brute and a savage, and pursues his vic- 
‘tim without principle or merey. Now, sir, the 
sin of the last ten years has been, that an agpi- 
rant for office hasbeen esteemed meritorious and 
talented just in proportion to the success which 
attended his efforts in raising a Swiss corps to 
storm the battery, to fight for their leader, right 
‘or wrong. Instead of denouncing the wretch 
who filled his:ranl:¢ with recruits by deceptions 
tricks and false promises, and who seduced his 
advetsary’s sentinels and caused them to desert 
by bribery, the policy was and is to reward such 
a man, to give him a bountiful share of the good 
things dispensed by Executive patronage, and | 
to displace friends as well as foes to make room 
for a powerful demagogue. Thus it is that the 
essence of merit, in the estimation of the present 
dominant party, consists in the ability to control 
the largest number of votes. ‘I'he corrupt means || 
by which it is done constitute no objection to the 
claim for official promotion, [tis no wonder that 
office thus acquired should be used for selfish and 
corrupt purposes. Indeed, in the nature of things, 
itcannotbe otherwise. ‘The seed and the ground 
‘in which it is sown are cursed with corruption, 
and how can the fruit be pure? 

Sir, the remedy of my friends who would pun- 
ish Federal officers for intermeddling with elec- 
tions will hardly. mitigate, much less cure, the 
disease. Why, sir, the party in power preach 
the doctrine of rotation in office. I know they 
practice upon it by occasionally rolling the in- | 
cumbent from: one fat office to a fatter, and then 


policy requires, they seem in good faith to re- || 
spect the principle of rotation. Thus, sir, out of | 
thirty good and true Democratie Representatives 
from the State of New York in the Twenty- 
Fourth Congress, only three of them were re- || 
turned to serve in the Twenty-Fifth Congress, 
and two out of these three came from the city of | 
New York. The party”? lost no strength by 
the changes made in reference to the Twenty- | 
Fourth‘and Twenty-Fifth Congresses. “The peo- | 
‘ple of that great State have made many changes | 
In regard to the Twenty-Sixth Congress, founded | 
upon the condemnation of the creed of the * par- || 
ty.” Arevolutionin public sentiment has changed || 
the delegation of the State, and not the principle i 
| 
| 
| 


of rotation in its party sense, Sir, there never was 
a more cunningly-devised ad captandum scheme 
to cheat and deceive the people than this same 
doctrine of rotation in office. How does it work || 


in reference to Representatives on this floor? | 
According to the example of New York, just 


| then was, I might have surrendered my own to | 


jand B makes all the noise when he is nothing | 


| and A should give up the office and take the field i| Office Department. 
| as an clectioneerer for the next four years, and B: 


to the fattest; and I know, too, when party |i 


| providing punishments to deter Federal officers | 


 veferredto-in'¥elution ‘to her- delegation in the 


| honest accounts, for a stranger. And yet; by the 
i time'a member of Congress learns how: to dis- 


| facility to 


Twenty-Fourth and Twenty-Fifth Congresses; 
anew setof mèd “àre introduced, comparatively” 
ignorant of the rales of this body, unacquainted: 
with its: members, and not so well informed ‘as 
those-of more €xperiénte in‘respect to the‘affairs: 
of -the ‘Government in all its “relations. . Under: 
such disadvantages, a new- delegation, “elected: 
upon ‘party grounds, ‘cannot be otherwise than: 
inistruments:in executive hands, and they follow 
their leader in Indian file; and make but one track 
in their march. - Sir, itis:a'doctring favorable to- 
executive supremacy: Dees a sensible man hold: 
to the doctrine of rotation with ‘his blacksmith 
or his shoemaker? No, sir.. He wilknot change. 
a long-tried: and: faithful ‘workman, who keeps 


charge his duty independently and beneficially: to" 
the country, he must give: place to a new-comer,: 
according ‘to the doctrine of rotation. “It is a 
doctrine which prevents a member from becom- 
ing independent of the Executive. it extinguishes 
the light of: experience, and leaves the. country 
to pursue its destiny in the dark, or to follow, | 
the meteor glory of a military chieftain, or the | 
ignis fatwus—the jack-o’-lantern—of a boggy ma- 
gician. ` 

Sir, I do not make these remarks out of the 
least disrespect to the New York delegation now 
here, to whom l am politically opposed. Far 
from it. Tadmitthey would probably have been 
applicable to myself in their fall force if Mr. Clay 
had been President when I first came into Con- 
gress. Unexperienced in legislation here as I! 


follow the thoughts and suggestions of his ad- | 
ministration. J mean no personal disrespect to 
any one. -I-am warring against a, system, the 
tendencies of which are to erect a despotism. 
Give me responsibility in office; give me every 
unish aggressions and chastise dere- 
lictions of duty; let the people have the power to 
hurl a stupid or corrupt public servant from his 
station, and to consign him to a long disgrace; 
but let them, if they choose, say ‘“ Well done, 
thou good and faithful servant,’? and keep him 
upon the watchtower, without being cashiered 
or dismissed by the party principle of rotation. 
Under this party doctrine of rotation, how easy 
a matter would it be to evade any law restrain- 
ing Federal officers from interfering with elec- į 
tions! A is a receiver or collector, in office. 
Well, sir, he will nibble his cheese as mute as 
a mouse two or four years, while his friend B 
agitates every element in getting voters to the 
polls. If A should submit to a contribution of 
ten or fifteen per cent. of his salary during the 
time, to help B to raise the wind, and both should 
keep that matter a secret, the public would never 
be the wiser. Rumor is a truthless hussy, in- 
deed, if such contributions have not already been 
made in some places. But be that as it may, 
suppose A does not say a word about elections 
while in office; suppose ‘he only votes punctually, 


more than a plain citizen; suppose, after the elec- 
tion is over, the principle of rotation:is enforced, | 


should step into the office and there remain as 
quiet and peaceable as a lamb: suppose such a 
game “to bè played, and what will a law avail 


from intermeddling with elections? I will not 
stop to answer the question, but hasten to other 
matters. . 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Taytor} 
thinks that an “Independent Treasury” js the | 
remedy. Well, sir, 1, too, have faith in an * Inde- 
pendent Treasury.” But Il apprehend the gentle- 
man uses the term to convey one idea, while I 
use it to convey a very different one. He means | 
by it the exploded sub-Treasury system—the re- | 
ceivers general, their cashiers, clerks, iron chests, || 
&c., all dependant upon the will and pleasure of | 
the President. He cails a plan devised and rec- | 
ommended for its subserviency to the Executive | 
an ** Independent Treasury.” if he uses the term į 
to indicate fiscal machinery above the people and | 
their Representatives, and which will act ‘*inde- | 
pendent” of them, then, sir, he makes a proper 


l 


use óf the term. TIn that sense an “ Independent 
Treasury’’*constracted by Locofocoism means 
an Executive engine with which party work is to 
be- performed. Now; sir, the ‘independent 
Treasury” whieh [shall favor is-one over which 
tlie Executive shall have no:control. I call it 
‘sindependént,”? because ‘it isto be free from the 
dorninion of the Executive, and unfettered-by the: 
chuins of party—becauseitis to be an instrument: 
in the-hands of the people, through their Repre- 
sentatives, with: which’ to perform all the: fiscal 
operations: of the Government, in conformity to 
well-defined legal principles, and not a power in 
the hands of ‘a:despot, with which. to prostrate 
the very temple of liberty. ‘The gentleman from 
New York said that the Whigs: were for Jeaving 
things in the worst possible condition, and that 
they would: not propose a ‘remedy for existing: 
evils... His very charge against the Whigs is ani 
admission that-his own party, holding: the. reins 
of Government in their hands for the last ten 
years, have driven the car of State into a quag- 
mire, where the trembling earth threatens.to give 
way, and let-drivers, team, and all, sink, through 
slime and mud, into the abyss: of. destruction, 
Well, sir, as the gentleman seems to ‘call for a 
remedy from the Whigs, he shall have mine, at 
least, although he may not yet be sick enough of 
past follies to adopt it. ; : 

But, before prescribing, I desire to. say to the 
gentleman, that I. deem- it altogether unnecessary 
to inquire into the correctness of his calculations 
designed to prove that the administration of Gen- 
eral Jackson will bear a very favorable compari- 
son with the preceding Administrations in regard 
to the sums lost by defaulters. The test-of merit 
is not the amount lost during this or that Admin- 
istration, but it turns on the character of the 
persons selected: to fill office by the President. 
Let the gentleman look to the character of the 
appointees—the official corps of General Jack- 
son—and then estimate the amount they have 
pilfered, not only during his administration, but 
down to the latest period they were permitted to 
remain in service, and I believe: he will find that 
the public loss from officers appointed by him has 
been double, yea, sir, quadruple the amount lost 
by the appointees of any other President. That 
is the true test, and it has been evaded. in the 
whole of this debate. But, sir, the whole defense 
made. by the gentleman from New York, and 
others, based upon the ground that defalcations 
have existed under every Administration, is un- 
worthy of the subject Cana thief justify him- 
self upon the ground <‘ that others steal as well 


j| as he}? If I charge you, sir, with having high- 


waymen for associates, do you vindicate your- 
self by retorting that my companions are robbers ? 
I have heard: that such a course is the usual mode 
of settling matters in a fish-market. I should 
expect to witness it in Billingsgate, but Eam as- 
tonished to hear anything like it in an American 
Congress. 

I would, moreover, suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that, even according to his own 
mode of ascertaining the merit and demerit of the 
several Administrations, he has omitted to take 
into consideration the ‘defalcations in the Post 
{ have seen no document 
which gives the necessary information on that 
subject; and I believe there are numerous cages of 
defalcations where the Government has sustained 
no loss, because the sureties of the defaulter have 
paid up the money. I should like to see a report 
from the Department showing the number and 
amounts of those cases. The first “reform” in 
my district, after General Jackson was elected, 
consisted in the removal of a faithful postmaster, 
and appointing one who soon used the public 
money: his sureties paid it. Lhave made a fruit- 
less search to find some redress for them during 
this session. 

But to proceed with my remedy: the root of the 
evil may be found in the combinations of bad men 
for the. purpose of securing the emoluments of 
office to themselves by party discipline ‘The great 
means to secure the end is the election of a party 
President. My remedy consists in erecting new 
constitutional barriers: itis, to drive the hogs out, 
and mend the fence. 

_ in the first place, I would render the President 
ineligible to a second term; I would do this to 
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prevent him, while in office, fromusing his powers 
and patronage with’ a view to his reélection. 

I would next render members of Congressin- 
eligible to any office which the President can con- | 
fer, during the term for which they were elected, 
and for two years after its expiration. My object 
in this is to render members-of Congress inde- 
pendent of Executiveinfluetice.” To prevent sub- 
serviency on the part of the member with a view 
to procure Executive favors, it should be impos- 
sible for him to receive the reward. Under such 
a regulation, he would look exclusively to his con- 
stituents in discharging his duties. 

I would allow a majority of the members elected 


to the Senate and Elouse of Representatives to | 


enact laws, notwithstanding the President’s veto, 
instead of requiring two thirds of a quorum. I 


would amend the Constitution in this respect,with | 


a view to make the President a follower of public 
sentiment, as expressed by the Representatives 
of the people, instead of its dictator. 

I would break up the whole machinery of cau- 
cuses and conventions in the nomination of can- 
didates for the Presidency, by devolving the duty 
of nominating on the Legislatures of the States; 
and I would give.a direct vote to every free white 
male citizen of full age, without employing a col- 
lege of electors. Any candidate having a major- | 
ity of all the voters should be declared duly elect: 
ed; if no one had such majority, then Congress | 
should elect,each member having one vote, ‘his 
change would be more democratic, (L use the term 
in its true and former sense, and not in its mod- 
ernized meaning, when it conveys the idea of sac- 
rificing Constitution and law at the shrine of an 
elective despotism,) and render those combina- 
tions impossible by which political jugglers so | 
manage as to secure to themselves the ‘ spoils of 
victory.” 


I would partition the Executive power into sev- į 


eral independent departuents, instead of concen- 
trating it in the hands ofa single man. There is 
too much power lodged by the present Constitu- 
tion, and the construction it has received in the 
hands of the President. He is too strong for the 
other departments. He can trample on Constitu- 
tion and Jaw. with impunity. He is so powerful 
that liberty is in danger. There is no remedy, tn 
my opinion, but to divide his powers, and to con- 
fide distinct portions to separate independent ex- 
ecutive departments. With this view, I would 
have the Secretary of the Treasury annually 
elected by the House of Representatives, and re- 
sponsible to it alone; except that 1 would allow 
the President tc arrest him for official misconduct, 
and suspend bis action until reélected, or another 
was chosen. I would give to the Secretary thus | 
elected the nomination and appointment, by and 

with the advice and consent of the Senate, of 

every officer whose duty mainly consisted in col- 


leeting, receiving, or disbursing the public reve- |! ver n 2 
i | attaining preéminence in every department of 


‘nue, and I would place the same barrier of ineli- 
gibility in the way of members of Congress, to 
prevent their obtaining office from the Secretary, 
which I have already mentioned in regard to the 
President. 

I would render the Post Office Department, 
with its twelve thousand five hundred postmas- 
ters, independent of the President. I would or- 


‘ganize this Department as that of the Treasury, ; 


in the manner already suggested. 


| dependent of the other. Why may not the same 


| hatter, and be master of each, would incur the 
|, ridicule of everybody. 
lif the science of government is improved, and 


cipled sycophant, éver ready. to: burn incense on 


the altar of power, and: to sacrifice the ‘interests |! 


of the people for their own agerandizement. To 
sécure a more beneficial and faithful superintend- 
ence, and, above all, to prevent tlie concentration | 
of patronage to a focus, to a single point, around 
which all'thë insects and beasts of party swarm 
and congregate, nothing-can be effectual short of 
the partition proposed. 
eral fires diffusing a genial warmth in different 
citcles, than to have but‘one of intense ånd scorch- | 
ing heat, which endangers, if it does not con- 
sume, everything which falls under its influence. 
Ifa partition of Executive power takes place, and 
independent departments should be established as | 
proposed, you still leave the President at the head 
of the Army and the Navy. He is still at the 
head of the diplomatic corps, and conducts our 
intercourse with the other nations of ‘the earth. 
These and his other untouched duties would leave 
him employment and patronage enough to engage 
all his faculties. 

The idea of partition which I am now insisting 
on is already the basis of our institution. We 
divide power into State and national. We have | 
a State executive and a national Executive, per- 
forming different functions in fulfilling different i 
executive powers; and why-not, in the same 
Government, have different executives, perform- 
ing different functions in the execution of differs |} 
ent powers? By the constitution of nearly, if | 
not all the States in this Union, the sword and | 
the purse are separated æ vinculo matrimonii, (ef- 
fectually divorced.) Why notimitate the States, | 
and elect the Secretary of the Treasury,and make 
him independent of the President? “Ihe States | 


i 


and this Government cut nn any sie! power into j 
civil and criminal courts, and render the one in- 


thing be done in regard to Executive powers? || 
Sir, the great principle in the whole of it is the 
division of labor. It is the principle of civiliza- 
tion itself; and it is impossible, in the nature of 
things, that it should do otherwise than produce 
the most beneficial results. Itis aboutas anwise 
to place a vast mass of Executive duties in the 
hands of one man as itis to require an individ- 
ual to tan his own leather, make his own shoes, 
weave his own cloth, make bis own clothes, catch 
the fur, and make his own hat. Why, sir, the 
man who should pretend to follow the trades of 
tanner, shoemaker, weaver, tailor, hunter, and 


Í firmly believe, sir, that 


carried to the greatest perfection, ic will be done, 
itcan only be done, by classifying and dividing 
ics powers still further, and confiding each subdi- 
vision to an appropriate and different set of ma- 
gistrates. The same intellect is no more capable 
of performing mental labor of every sort, and 


science, than is the same body capable of per- 
forming labor with equal perfection in every art. 
By devoting our faculties exclusively to one or 
a few things, we may excel, and become public 
benefactors ina particular business. By dividing 
and distracting our attention between many things, 
we do nothing well, and most frequently do all 
we attempt very badly. It is the decree of the 
Almighty that things are so. Itis His ordinance, 


It is better to have sev- || 


| ment by Andrew Jackson ! 


| watch one another. 


subordinate executive officers, and to. rid them of 
that tame servility to superiors which exists under 
the present system. {desire to see them strictly 


| responsible to the law, and not to the caprice or 


prejudice of those in higher stations. I wish, 
also, to deprive the President of the power to pun- 
ish political opponents, and to reward his. parti- 
sans, by taking office from one without fault, and 
giving it to another without merit. I wish to un- 
lock the mouths of subordinates. Does any man 
believe that Ogden and Phillips could or would 


| have looked upon the infamous conduct of Swart- 


wout, with a full knowledge of it during five or 
six years, and nót open their mouths to inform 
| the President vr the public, ifa system of terror 
and corruption: had -not been established under 
that power which allows the President to make 
j arbitrary removals and appointments! Sir, they 
were afraid to speak when Swartwout began to 
plunder, because at first he took siall sums, 
| which he could have replaced, and then denied 
| their charges, which no one:would: have believed; 
and they would have been dismissed to starva- 
| tion and ignominy, as:slanderers of their noble, 
| pure, and talented superior. ‘They did not speak 
when they saw Swartwout taking -hundreds ‘of 
thousands, because. they had remained silent 
when, they knew he: was-pilfering, and ‘could not 
assign any reason for changing their course:at a 
later-period, which would not prove a shamefal 
connivance and want of principle on their part in 
allowing him to go on unexposed for so long a 
time. ‘The law does not allow the slave to give 
evidence against his master. The consequence 
of that principle: is, that the slave will see hig 
master commit murder, and not open his mouth. 
The principle is. the same in kind, if not in de- 
grec, which silences the subordinate under the 
system of removals and appointments, or punish- 
ments and rewards, introduced into this Govern- 
The system must 
be broken up, sir. Itis incompatible with pub- 
lic liberty and safety. 

The silence of these men, Ogden and Phillips, 
is a striking illustration of the worthlessness of 
the sub-Treasury scheme, so often pressed by 


| the Administration and its friends. You will have 
| two or three keys, each kept by a separate ofi- 


cer, and each key must be used before getting 
into the strong box where the treasure’ is kept; 


| and thus, if you can stumble upon one honest 


man, you will save the treasure. Good~ad- 
mitted. But my objection is, that your system 
of rewards and punishments, your electioneering 
schemes, your pursuit of the “ spoils,” is de= 
moralizing and corrupting; and that, until these 
are reformed, it is useless. to. talk about locks and 
keys and strong boxes, and separate officers to 
The cream will be no safer 
by appointing two or three instead of one cat to 
watch it. 

I have thus briefly presented my remedy for 
prevailing evils. I have had it before this House, 
in the shape of resolutions to amend the Consti- 
tution for years, but have had no opportunity to 
discuss it. I have now only glanced at the rea- 
sons in its favor. The known political character 
of the louse, and the certain rejection of the 
“reform” I propose, have reconciled me in some 
measure to the neglect, or rather the past omis- 
sion to consider and discuss the subject. But I 


trust, sir, there is a day coming, and that it is 
not far distant, when my propositions will receive 
Itis the height of human folly to disregard this | the deliberate attention. of Congress and of the 
unchangeable law of God. And yet, sir, men || nation. I look to the success of the Whig cause 
may be found who are greatly incensed, unless |, as essential to secure the desired, the real “yes 
you admit that they can physic you at night, at- || form.’’ I hope and believe, if the Whigs ever 


written on the face of human affairs, as a per- 


l regard this division of the Executive power s ; 
petual rebuke to the overreaching vanity of man, 


‘into independent departments as an essential in- | 
‘gredient in any plan to reform the abuses of the 
‘times. Sir, the idea of partitioning power, and 
confiding distinct portions to separate bodies of | 
magistracy, is the very groundwork of American | 


‘freedom. ‘The accumulation of all power, legisla- 
live, judicial, and executive, into the hands of one 
man, is Mr. Jefferson’s definition of despotism. 


That is precisely the crisis in the state of public | 


affairs at present. With what the Constitution 


‘grants, with what erroneous constructions have | 


conceded, with those added which have been ar- 
bitrarily grasped, the President is already an elec- 
tive monareh. 


our vast governmental machine, than it is possible 
for one man to attend to. His supervision is so 
genera! that it is almost worthless. The conse- 


He has a hundred times more to | 
do and to look after, in the various operations of ; 


i 


i 
i 
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i 
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quence is, that he necessarily. confides to others; 
and, in doing it, he selects the flattering, unprin- 


tend to your law suit in the day, and preach on 
Sunday, better than ASsculapius, my Lord Coke, 
and the Aposile Paul! . 
There is but one idea more which I wish to 
suggest, and then I shall have presented the chief | 
ingredients of. my remedy. tt is this: I would į 
correct the erroneous construction of the Consti- | 
tution by an amendment, declaring that the Pres- 
ident might arrest, but should not dismiss or re- | 
move, an officer, until he should be found guilty | 


come into power, they will apply the proper rem- 
edy to the diseases which afflict us, 1f I could 
| foresee events, and in my vision of the future 
| behold the Whigs seated in power, and then wit- 
ness a faithless non-compliance with their pledges 
and promises to the country, as faithless as that 
| of the last Administration, | should mourn over 
their coming disgrace, and repent of my efforts, 
; humble as they are, to elevate men who, like 
their predecessors, forget their professions as soon 


of misfeasance or malfeasance in office, or culpa- i 
ble omissions in the performance of his duties, | 
by the tribunal established by law for trying the 
charges against him. My object in doing this | 
would be to impart an independent feeling to the | 


i 
i 
| as they get power. If we are destined to see one 
! party succeed another, and erying abuses remfun 
| unredressed, the people will Jose all confidence in 
| thecharacter of public men, if they do not despaii 
| of the institutions of the country. 
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fable aright, the sheep were devoured, at last by 
neglecting the warning. With a proper appli- 
cation-of the moral.of the whole story, the people, 
should at. least learn caution, and look to their 
affairs, even if the sentinel should sometimes give 
a false alarm. The gentleman says, the people 
will not and do not believe the cry, and he exulted 
in their unbelief. We are taught in sacred places 
that a want of faith isa damming sin. I call upon 
the people to. examine the evidences, to look into 
the facta upon which we raise the.cry of political 
corruption.. Let them do that, and, if they will, 
I am greatly mistaken: if they do not perceive, 
not one wolf coming, butan army of wolves al- 
ready devouring their.substance. If the people | 
ought to have faith, and have it not, they must 


ae 
H 


take the consequence of their unbelief; they must ! 
perish—there is na salvation for them. 
I know, sir, it is very difficult to secure the con- 


sidenate attention of a man, orto reason with him, 
when you wish to eradicate his errors and preju- 
dices.. He arms himself against your first ap- 
proaches, and he sets up his passions as an im- , 
enetrable wall of protection. He hates you. 
He wili not sacrifice his vanity, his consistency, 
his infallibility, hig self-love, so far ag to be con- 
vincedby you. Convert a political zealot! Why, 
sir, the thing is next to an impossibility. I would 
almost us soon undertake to convince a Mormon 
that their new revelation from Heaven. was noth- 
ing but the trick of an artful knave, or to save 
the victim of superstition and idolatry from self- 
immolation under the car of Juggernaut, or toar- 
rest the crusades set on foot by Peter the Hermit. | 
Reason cannot stand up against a hurricane of 
passion, [have no hope of converting the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana, He is seared by unbelief. 
He is like the last man who perished in the flood; 
who, standing tiptoe. upon the mountain top, | 
with the water up to his chin, addressed Noah, 
ag the ark floated by, ‘ Ride vn, my old boy, L 
don’t believe there will be much of a storm after 
all.’ I know, sir, that a man’s time and breath 
are wasted inatlempts to reason coolly with heated 
zealots about anything. And in the days that 
are gone, when fifes and drums and the firing of 
cannon on the 8th of January were resorted to 
as appropriate menns to excite the passions, and 
to suppress the suggestions of the understanding, 
it was in vain to talk about trampling constitu- 
tions and jaws under foot. Hundreds and thou- 
sands would not listen. But those days have 
assed by, and I trust we shall never sce their 
ike again. We never shall, if history makes the 
proper impressions by her teaching. The last 
bth of January passed away as silently as the 
falling meteor. I rejoice in the victory of that | 
day as much as any man, but I have lamented in | 
bitterness that its glory has been prostituted to 
create a huzza sentiment, justifying the General in 
setting the Constitution aud laws of his country 
at defiance. Since General Jackson was first 
elected, the boys of eleven and twelve years have 
grown up tobe voters. They will reason in loolk- 
ing upon past transactions which occurred when 
they were too young to have their prejudices and 
passions enlisted by being actors and voters. 
And notwithstanding the asseverations of the 
gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Boon,} there bave | 
been some converts—some who admit they once | 
were blind, but now know they see. The signs i 
of the times, taken altogether, are encouraging. | 
The Madisonian declares for the clection of a} 
Secretary of the Treasury by Congress. Other | 
papers will follow that lead. A committee, dur- 
ing the last session, reported unanimously in 
favor of rendering members of Congress incligi- 
bleto Executive appomntments, and incapacitating 
them to receive office from the President for al 
limited time after the termination of their mem- 
bership. ‘There is a moving of the waters which 
l trust will heal the nation. 
The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
has taken occasion, in the course of this debate, | 
to complain of (as he has been pleased to term it) 


| veer about in order to avoid the stench? Let the 


f nal of the nation, whose province and duty it is 
Tromas] |j 


the ‘* cruel and ‘outrageous’’ course. pursued. on. 
this floor towards. the. Administration ‘and its 
friends, in .the-.cry.of $f corruption F°,“ corrup- 
tion? ‘Sirs Lam glad to: bear the gentleman com- 
plain. ‘There is hopeof reformation where there 
iş sensibility left.. I only regret that, while he was 
rebuking us, he did not remember the course of 
his own associates, and.bring them in toshare in 
the benefits of his lecture. Has he forgotten the 
charges made against the purest and best patriots 
of the land—that they were the bribed tools of 
the Bank of the United States, laboring for cor- 
rupt wages?. Does he not read the daily outpour- 
ings of the official organ, whose chief means of 
defending its cause consists in afathomless reser- 
voir of fetid water, and unprincipled efforts to 
sprinkle it in the path of truth and patriotism, in 
the hope that their votaries may be induced to 


gentleman first pluck the beam out of his friends’ 
eyes before railing at the mote in the eyes of those 
who may not listen so kindly to his advice. I 
deprecate as much as any one the party denun- 
ciations and political slanders of the times. I have 
always set my face against them; but no one 
should be deterred from speaking what he believes 
to be the truth from the fear of being gazetted, or 
of having his motives assailed by those who wish 
to rise by prostrating others. I should rejoice to 
see the disgraceful war of vituperation come to 
anend. The gentleman and the Administration 
he sustains may do much to. bring about that re- 
sult, by cleansing the official organ; and I should 
be glad if their first efforts would take that direc- 
tion. One of the reforms I desire to make is, to 
sever the connection between the patronage of 
the Government and the party press. Itis apart 
of my remedy; and it would be very efficacious 
in many respects, which want of time prevents 
me from detailing now. 

I had prepared myself to submit some remarks 
on the subject of the sub-Treasury, the banks, 
and the currency, in reply to the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Tayuon;] but } have already 
detained you so Jong that Iam unwilling to go ; 
into these questions now, and shall therefore defer 
what I have to say in regard to them until another 
time. 


PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. 
SPEECH OF HON. S. S. PRENTISS, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In rue [louse or REPRESENTATIVES, 


December 28, 1838. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and having under consideration the 
President’s Message— 

Mr. PRENTISS, of Mississippi, said: 

Mr. Caiman: [ had intended, upon a former 
occasion, to have expressed my views upon some 
of the topics embraced in the President’s mes- 
sage, more especially the subject of the recent 
defalcations. Lam, however, so unfortunate as | 
to be viewed by the official eye of this House | 
through an inverted telescope, and it is not often ; 
that I can obtain the floor. With much pleasure, | 
therefore, 1 avail myself of the opportunity at | 
present afforded me. That portion of the mes- ; 
sage to which I shall principally turn my atten- | 
tion, to wit, the defalcations of the public officers, 
has been already ably considered by my friend | 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] as well as by the dis- | 
tinguished member from Tennessee, {Mr. BeELL.] ! 
But it is a subject which cannot be too often or | 
too thoroughly discussed. Its examination will, 
I am confident, eviscerate more of the principles | 
upon which this Government has for some years 
been administered, and furnish us more valuable 
lessons for future guidance than any other mat- 
ter that can occupy our deliberations. Iam sorry 
to observe a rapidly increasing hostility upon this | 
floor to the discussion of great political princi- 
ples. One would suppose, in listening to some | 
gentlemen, that Congress was constituted, like a i 
county court, for the trial of petty individual 
claims, instead of being the great political tribu- 


not only to notice all important events in the 
action of the Government, but to investigate the 
causes from which they have resulted. 


. Defalcations of the most alarming character, 
and for an immense.amount, carried on and con- 
cealed for.a series.of years by the collector of the 
principal commercial city of the Union, have 
been recently developed... The President has seen 
fit to call our. particular attention to this-case, and 
to make; in connection therewith, divers sugges- 
tions as.to the best mode of..preventing similar 
oceurrences hereafter. f . ; 

« It seems proper {says the President] that, by an early 
enactment similar to that of other.countries, the application 
of public money by. an officer of the Government to private 
uses, should be made a felony, and visited with severe and 
ignominous punishment.” 

He further recommends that a committee of 
Congress be appointed to watch the officers who 
have the custody of the public moneys, and that 
they should ‘* report ‘to the Executive such de- 
falcations as were found to exist, with a view to 
a prompt removal from office, unless the default 
was satisfactorily accounted for.’ 

The Secretary of the Treasury has also given 
us a report upon this same subject, in which he 
expresses his astonishment that such an occur- 
rence should have happened without his knowl- 
edge; exhibits, like the President, a most holy 
horror at the enormity of the offense, and recom- 
mends the appointment of an additional tribe of 
officers to watch over those already in power, as 
the best mode of avoiding similar mishaps in 
future. ` ; 

To listen to the well assumed astonishment of 
the President and Secretary at the discovery of 
Swartwout’s peculations, one would readily sup- 
pose that defalcation, under the present Adminis- 
tration, like parricide among the ancients, had 
heretofore been a crime unknown, and conse- 

uently unprovided for by justice. Hearkeii to 
the philosophical musings of the President on this 
point: P 

“The Government, it must be admitted, has been from 
its commencement comparatively fortunate in this respect. 
But the appointing power cannot always be well advised 
in its setections, and the experience of every country has 
shown that public officers are not at all times proof against 
temptation, ™? 

Wonderful sagacity! Unparalleled discovery! 
Who will now deny the title of “ magician” to 
the man who has. developed the astounding fact 
‘that public officers are not at all times proof 
against temptation ?”’ 

The embezzlements of Swartwout have caused 
this truth to flash upon the sagacious mind of the 
Chief Magistrate, and with philanthropic eager- 
ness he recommends that we put a stop to this 
new sort of wickedness by making it a peniten- 
tiary offense. 

Mr. Chairman, if I should tell you that all this 
is sheer hypocrisy—gross and miserable pretense 
—a tub thrown out to amuse the popular whale, 
and divert his attention from the miserable and 
leaky canoe which bears the fortunes of this Ad- 
ministration; if I should tell you that, during the 
last five or six years, a hundred cases of defalca- 
tion have occurred, more outrageous in principle, 
more profligate in character, than the one we are 
recommended to investigate; that the President 
has continued defaulters in office, knowing of 
their violations of duty, knowing of their appro- 
priation of the public moneys to private uses; that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has, during that 
whole period, habitually connived at these defal- 
| cations, and extended over them the mantle of 
his protection; if I should tell you that these de- 
falcations constitute a portion of the ‘* spoils sys- 
tem’’—that system which has been to.this Admin- 
istration what his flowing locks were to Samson 


|| —the secret of its strength; if I should tell you 


‘all this, I should tell you no more than I consci- 
entiously believe; no more than I shall attempt 


i} to prove before this Elouse and the country. 


These defalcations I shall trace to their origin, an., 
not stop to inquire so much into their amounts, 
as into the causes which have led to them. It is 
not the question, where is the money? but where 
is the guilt? that I wish to investigate. The 
recent developments to which our attention is in- 
vited are but some of the bubbles that are every 
day breaking upon the surface of the still and 
: mantling pool. I shall not stop to measure their 
| relative size or color, but will, unpleasant as the 
| task may be, dredge for the corrupt cause which 

lies at the bottom, These cases are but the wind- 
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falls from that tree of Sodom—Executive patron- 
age. Heretofore, the Representatives of the peo- 
ple have in vain urged an examination into the 
character of its fruit; but it has been guarded- 
with more vigilance than were the golden apples 
of the Hesperides. Now our attention is solicited 
to it by the President. Is he in earnest? Let 
him but give us a chance to shake this tree, and 
he will find its rotten pipping falling from every 
limb and branch. 

But our attention is called, particularly, to the 
case of Swartwout. The Administration has de- 
livered him over to our tender mercies; they have 
dropped him, as the bear, when hotly pursued, 
drops one of her cubs, for the purpose of distract- 
ing the attention of the hunter, and so escaping 
with the rest of her young. I, for one, shall not 
be thus diverted from my purpose, but will fol- 
low the dam to her den, and there, if possible, 
crush at once her whole breed. 

Swartwout has been found out. This is the 
unpardonable sin with the present party in power. 
Their morality is the Spartan morality; not the 
theft, but the discovery, constitutes the crime. Sir, 
if every office-holder’s mantle was thrown aside, 
how many, think you, would be. found without 
a stolen fox fastened to the girdle? 

Mr. Chairman, I have no confidence that the 
President has recommended this investigation in 
good faith, or that his partisans here intend to 
permitit, They dare not do it. They are not 
yet sufficiently maddened, scorpion like, to dart 
the sting into their own desperate brain. No, sir, 
itis a mere ruse. Regardless of the maxim that 
“there is honor among thieves,’’ the rest of the 
offive-holders are very willing to turn State’s evi- 
dence against Swartwout, to gain immunity for 
themselves, and favor with the Commonwealth. 
Let the Administration give us a fair committee, 
favorable to investigation, not packed by the 
Speaker; throw open to us the doors of your de- 
partments; those whited sepulchres, within whose 
secret vaults corruption has so long rioted and 


reveled; let your insolent subalterns be taught that, 


they owe some allegiance to the laws; compel 
them to submit their official conduct toa rigid ex- 
amination by this Flouse; then, and not till then, 
willl believe them in earnest; then, and nottillthen, 
shall | expect any good to come of investigation, 
But, sir, though litule is to be expected from the 
action of this House, I anticipate much good from 
the discussion, This Hall is the ear of the nation; 
what is said here touches the auditory nerve of 
the whole country. Before this mighty audience 
do l impeach both the Presidentand the Seretary 
—not before the Senate—no, sir; but before the 
people—before fifteen millions of freemen. 

I charge them with knowingly appointing and 
continuing in office public defaulters—men who 
had appropriated the public moneys to private 
use; who had committed, in office, acts of as 


great moral turpitude, and deserving of as much ; 


odium, as attaches to the case of Swartwout; acts 
which the President now professes to think are 
deserving of the penitentiary. I charge the Sec- 
retary, directly, with having caused, by negli- 
gence, and knowing, willful connivance, some of 
the most important defaleations which have oc- 
curred. I charge him specifically with having, 
inone case, literally watched a defalcation through 
a period of more than two years, and seen it 
gradually swell, during that time to upwards of 
one hundred thousand dollars! I charge him 
with having permitted, in numberless instances, 
the repeated and continued neglect and violation 
of what he himself asserts to be the paramount 
duty, without removing from office, or even repri- 
manding the delinquents. I charge him with 
having, in his official capacity, received, and fa- 
vorably considered, correspondence degrading to 
his high office, insulting to him as an honest man, 
and of a corrupt and profligate character. 

Sir, the Secretary can only escape by the plea 
of “non compos mentis.’? Out of his own mouth 
I will convict him; I will but let loose upon him 
the documents he himself has furnished, and, 
like the hapless Acteon, he will be torn to pieces 
by his own hounds! 

Mr. Chairman, the cases which I am about to 


examine, in support of my positions, have been | 


selected at random from the reports of the Secre- 
tary himself,and I present them merely as speci- 


| jons. 


! mens; scores of the same sort—the phosphores- 
cent glimmerings of corruption—break through 
the darkness, and illuminate the path of the Sec- 
retary, from the very moment he came into office. 
Should I treat of them all, the 4th of March 
would find me here, and the chronicles of the 
| defaulters still unfinished. 

The first case to which I will call attention is 
that of Colonel John Spencer, receiver of public 
moneysat Fort Wayne, Indiana, and which com- 
menced in 1836. The report of the whole case 
is found in Document No. 142, of the second ses- 
sion of the Twenty-Fourth Congress. I shall 
extract such portions as are in point. 

Under date of the 25th of April, 1836, the Sec- 
retary writes to Colonel Spencer, among other 
things, as follows: 


‘¢ As these statements for January and February last have 
not been received at the Department, J must claim your 
attention to the omission, and insist on their transmission, 
in future, immediately after the close of each month. At 
the same time, I would also claim your strict attention to 
the regulations of the Department in respect to the period- 
ical depusits of the public money, and to the duty of trans- 
mitting the usual evidences of such deposits to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as the instructions require.’ 


Immediately afterwards, the Secretary writes 
again to the following effect: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, May 23, 1836. 

Siz: Since the date of my letter to you of the 25th ulti- 
mo, your returns for the month of April have been received, 
from which I perceive that the public moneys in your bands 
on the 30th ultimo amounted to the sum of $247,251 64, 
which amount is the accumulated receipts of your office 
since the lst of January last. You cannot but be aware 
that the retention of the public moneys in your hands, be- 
yond the period of one month, unless the receipts of such 
month be less than $10,000. is a violation of your instruc- 
‘The object of this letter is, 1. To require that the 
whole balance on hand at the time of the receipt of this 
letter shall be immediately deposited, and a certificate of 
such deposit transmitted to the Department without delay. 
2. To inform you that the Department cannot overlook the 
omission to do so, or your future neglect to deposit monthly, 
and to transmit your monthly returns, accompanied by the 
evidence of your deposit, in time to be received at this 
office within the month next preceding that for which the 
return is rendered. 3. ‘Phat any neglect or inattention to 
these requirements, unless satisfactorily accounted for, will 
require of me, from a sense of official duty, that you be re- 
ported to the President, with a recommendation that you 
be removed from office. 

I am, very respectfully, &c., 

LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Colonel Spencer. 


On the 8th of July, the Secretary directed that 
Mr. West (who, it seems, was a sort of rotary 
portion of the Department, called an examiner) 
should proceed in person ‘‘ to make special in- 
quiry into the matter, and report to the Depart- 
ment the result.” 

Accordingly, Mr. West proceeded to Fort 
Wayne to examine into the delinquency of the 
receiver; and having accomplished his task, made 
a report to the Department. From this report it 
appears that he met Colonel Spencer, who was on 
his way to Richmond to raise money to make up 
his deficit to the Government. The following is 
an extract from the report in relation to a charge 
of“ shaving”’ upon the public moneys: 

“Upon the subject of using the money of the United 
States, I beg leave to state that I find it universally stated 
and believed, and it is conceded to as a fact by the clerks 
in the receiver’s office, that both he and his relative Daw- 
son have been much in the habit, in the office, of shaving 
money; that is, exchanging the money which could not be 
received for public lands; the rate of exchange or discount 
varying from three to five per cent. I find in the case of 
Isaiah Wells, of Marion county, Ohio, that, so recently as 
the 6th instant, he paid into the hands of the receiver, in 
his office, eight dollars for exchanging $240 of Ohio bank 
notes of five dollars each. To what extent this ‘ shaving’ 
business has been carried on in the office, of course I do 
not know, but I am satisfied it has been to a very consider- 
able extent, and that the Government money paid in by one 
person has been handed out by the receiver in exchange for 
uncurrent (or not laud office) money—he receiving, for his 


same Government money again is passed into the Jand office 
to be again used for the like purpose, in pay for the public 
lands.” 

“ That the receiver has taken in bank notes of five dollars, 
contrary to orders, the schedule prepared at his office, here- 
with inclosed, will prove; that he received a bonus for tak- 
ing the same is, I think, almost beyond a doubt.” 


In a postscript to his report, he says: 
“Mr. Spencer has just come in, having been so faras Rich- 
mond, where, by obtaining a discount upon some drafts due 
| in September, originally taken here for land, he was en- 


gether with 
in the bank here, and some other money, 
deposit,” &c. 


own private use, the discountas agreed upon ; and thatthe į 


abled to swell his deposit there to $52,831 34; which, to- | 
the money taken with him from here, the silver j 


enabled him to ; 


The followin 


g is the supplemental report of 
Mr. West: = $ PP “ p 


Miami COUNTY, INDIANA, August 23; 1836. 

Sır: I hasten to correct an oversight in my statement of 
Mr. Spencer’s account, in the postscript of my letter from 
Fort Wayne. Tf wrote the postscript just upon the point 
of starting ; and Mr. Spencer being present, requesting me 
to.give the assurance of his good intention for the. future, 
must be my excuse for the oversight. j 

Tt consists in passing either the whole amount of his de- 
posit at Indianapolis, in which is included a certificate of 
deposit of $25,000 of silver at Fort Wayne, or, as the gold 
was left in the bank at Fort Wayne as coljateral, to make 
up a deficiency of $2,000 silver, I should not have passed 
all the gold to his credit. | f : 

His account, as corrected, should stand thus: 


Tue Receiver—Dy. 


Contrra—Cr. 

June 30. To cash deposited at Indianapolis. ‘$445,906: 00 
i Gold in bank at FortWayne, $5,332 37, 
—less $2,000, its liability for the defi- 


ciency of silver of $2,000,.....+.... 3,322 37 
Bank notes, &c., im Office...seeeeeves 17,350 50 
Gold in office. ane 357 90 
Silver in offic « 1,874 00 
Scrip eusse rasso s. 2,435 00 
Forfeited land stock....... views, 9 18 80 
Balance due United States. s.s.s, ease” 5,206 84 

$486,529 91 


It is also proper for me to state that I am quite satisfied 
Mr. Spencer, by his visit to Richmond, was enabled to in- 
crease his available fund there $94,064 92, (he having 
drawn in favor of the Indianapolis branch for that much 
more,) by obtaining a discount there ; and upon drafts. re- 
ceived by him at Fort Wayne for public lands, before the 
lst of June last, which drafts were not due till September ; 
and of course, in order to reduce the same now to cash, he 
made a deduction. Whether the deduction for the yet re- 
maining time was equal to what was allowed him in May 
last, of course I do not know; but the. difference of time 
would seem to place it beyond a doubt that it was much 

ess. F 
The latter view, in part, applies to the discount upon 
uncurrent (or not land office) paper, which he deposited at 
Indianapolis; a certificate of the loss upon which I inclosed 


at his request. 
Very, &e., NATHANIEL WEST. 


To ETHAN- A. Brown, Esq. 

By this document it appears that the receiver 
had turned his office into a “ shaving shop” for 
himself and his friends. It further appears that 
he had not merely failed to deposit the public 
moneys according to law, but had used them; for 
when he came to make a settlement with Mr. 
West, after having scraped together all the means 
within his reach; after selling drafts, obtaining a 
private discount at Richmond, bringing forward all 
the public money in his hands, and, in the lan- 
guage of Mr. West, *‘ some other money,” still he 
falls short $5,206 84, which he does not profess 
to account for in any way. In other words, by 
this report Colonel Spencer stood before the Sec- 
retary and President an acknowledged , confessed, 
and convicted peculator and embezzler of public 
moneys to the amount of $5,206 84, without a 
shadow of excuse or defense. 

And what think you was done with this de- 
faulter by the moral, upright, sin-hating Secre- 
tary? And what has been done by the President, 
who thinks this offense ought to be made felony, 
and punished with the penitentiary? Before I 
answer this question, I will read you a letter from 
athen Senator of the United States, which will 
perhaps throw some light upon this subject. It 
will be perceived this letter was written during 
the examination of the office by Mr. West, and 
was doubtless intended to obviate the effect of the 


; report: 


MADISON, August 31, 1836, 

Six: I am informed that some things are stated recently 
to the prejudice of Colonel John Spencer, receiver at Fort 
Wayne, and Iam requested to write you. In doing so, I 
can only say that I have been gratified in learning that his 
deposits have been made to your satisfaction; and if so, I 
hope that minor matters, if mere irregularities, will be over- 
looked. He is reputed to be an honest and honorable man, 
and I do not believe that he has intentionally either done 
wrong or violated his instructions. It would to some extent 
produce excitement if he were removed, for he has many 
warm and influential friends, both in Fort Wayne and in 
Dearborn county, from which he removed to his present rest- 
dence. Better let it be. 

With much respect, WM. HENDRICKS. 
Hon. Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


‘©With much respect;”? ha! I doubt it. The 
honorable Senator could not have had much re- 
spect for the honorable Secretary, or he would 


aga 
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hever have Gared-to write him such 
two last sentences, like a lady’s postscript, con- 
tain thé whole substances (it would produce ex- 
citément,”? forsooth, to remove the défaulter; «he. 
has.influential friends;”? 1€ bellet Tel if be?” Sir, ine 
these few-words. you. may. behold the morality, 
the policy, and the-strength of the party in power. 
Like the flash language’ of the London swells, 
they- open, to. those who, understand | the. true. 
meaning, the whole secret of: political roguery. 
Being interpreted, the honorable Mr, Hendrick’s’ 
fetter’ would read’: t Déar Levi: Lam told Coldnel 


Spencer is.a-defaulter, and-y.ou are going to. turn’ 


him out. Levi, you're a foal; you must do no 


such thing; it would injure the party to tuphim. 


out; he’s a.strong politician, and has. got a great 
deal of influences. he isn’t cheating uss-it’s only 
the people. If you know which side your bread 
is buttered, keep him in office.” i : 

And what says honest Levito allthis? Listen; 
hereishis answer: -o o | ; 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 7, 1836. 

Sir; Your letter of the 33st ultimo is received, and I am 
happy to inform you that Mr, Spencer’s explanations have 
been such that he-will probably: continue in office. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient eervant 

Boe -- LEVI WOODBURY, 
O rA Secrelary of the Treasury. 

Ron. Wiuuram HENDRICKS, Madison, Indiana. 
Which, being interpreted, reads: “Dear Billy: 
who’s a fool? I never intended to turn him out; 
{ only talked about it to gull the people, and make 
them think I was honest, Fe shall be retained.” 
Ay,and he was retained, and soon rendered such. 
good service to his master as well approved the 
sagacity which refused to part with him. , 

e has been continued in office by Mr. Van. 
Buren, and is now receiver at Fort Wayne. There 
is one more circumstance developed by this docu- 
ment, to which Linvite attention. The Secretary, 
in his letter.of the 23d of May to Colonel Spen- 
cer, tells him, “ that any neglect or inattention 
to these requirements, [thatis, to deposit monthly 
the money on hand, and make monthly returns 
thereof,] unless satisfactorily accounted for, will 
require of me, from a sense of official duty, that 
you be reported to the President, with a recom- 
mendation that you be removed from oflice,’”’ 

Now, in connection with this extract, read the 
following letter from Colonel Spencer, written 
jast upon the eve of the presidental election, and 
aboutsix weeks after the correspondence between 
Hendricks and the Secretary: 

Recaiver’s Orrice, Fort Wayne, 
October 27, 1836. 

Six: This is to inform you that I have forwarded to the 
deposit bank 104,000, in silver, there to remain until I ar- 
rive with the gold and paper money. 

My Democratic friends think that] ought not to leave 
until after we hold our election for President, on the 7th 
November, which I bave concludéd to await, and shall 
leave on that evening, or the next morning, to deposit, with 
all the funds on hand up to that time. F shall write you 
again before Tleave. ‘I'he gates are rapid; mostly paid in 
gold and silver, My quarterly report will be forwarded by 
next mail, for last quarter, which ought to have been done 
gooner, ouly for the want of help in the offiec. Hereafter 
l think I can get my reports off without much delay, after 
the close of the month and quarter. 

1 am yours, respectiully, 

JONN SPENCER, Receiver. 
Hon, Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


What think you of this? The repeated injune- 
tion of the Secretary had been, that at the end of 
each month he should deposit the public money 
in hand; and if he failed to.do so, without good 
excuse, he should. be removed from office. Well, 
sir, he fails to make his deposit in October, not 
by accident or necessity, but voluntarily; and 
sends, in advance, his excuse to the Secretary. 
What is that excuse? It is that his Democratic 
Friends thought that he ought not to leave until after 
the election for President; in other words, that his 
duty to the party was paramount to his official 
duty; that his obligations 
candidate for the Presiden 
his obligations to the country, in whose service 
he was at least nominally employed. 

Accordingly, he neglected his most important 
duties for many days, that he might use in the 
election that political influence of which the hon- 
orable Mr. Hendricks speaks with so much unc- 
tion. 

‘The Secretary receives this excuse; recognizes 
‘ts sufficiency, by not recommending his removal 
from office, as he had promised to do, incase the 


cy,) were greater than 


to Mr. Van Buren, (the. | 


i 


reagon should not be satisfactory;..and -has. thus 
convicted. himself of entertaining and practicing 
the profligate docirine that. interference in elec- 
tions by an offiee-holder is. not only - justifiable, 
but involves:a:higher' degree of. obligation than 
the mere performance of official duty. It was not 


merely to exercise his elective franchise asa cit. 


izen-that Spencer’ violated. the. injunction:of the 
Department;.this-right he could: have: exercised 


where hig doty- called him, ag well. as at Fort: 


Wayne.. But that.would not do; he had influence: 
atthe latter place, which it was important to the 
party he should exercise, FEaving thus violated 
his solemn official obligations, for the. purpose of 
assisting Mr. Van Buren into’ the presidential 


chair, it was.of course no more than fair thatthe, 
President should return the favor.. .Ele-did return: 


it.. He continued Colonel Spencer. in office; and 
thus, at the same time, exhibited his gratitude, 


violated his:duty, and prostituted his high station. - 


This, Mr. Chairman, 'is but a specimen of that 


corrupt reciprocity of service which constitutes. 


the ligature that binds together, like the Siamese 
twins, the Executive and the office-holders. 


Sir, the document from which I have made the’ 


foregoing extracts is a public record, and was 
furnished tothe Senate at the time when Mr, Van’ 
Buren was President of thatbody. Ofcourse, he 
cannot plead ignorance of its contents. Yet, in 
the face of the report of West; of the profligate 


letter of Hendricks; of the shameless avowal of 


the receiver himself, that he neglected the para-.| 


mount duties of his office for the purpose of ex: 
ercising his influence at the election—in face of all 
this, the President neglects and refuses to apply 
the power of removal; and the unblushing parti- 
gan still remains in office, ready, doubtless, at the 
next election, to play again the game which proved 
so profitable at the last. 

I wilt no longer detain the committee with this 
disgraceful case, but, leaving it and the parties 
concerned ta the judgment of the country, proceed 
to the consideration of another. I will take the 
case of Harris, receiver of the land office at Co- 
lumbus, in my own State. In this instance I 
expect to convict the Secretary of the Treasury, 
not of a single isolated neglect of duty, but a con- 
tinued, daily, miserable winking and connivance 
at malversation and defaleation, during a period 
of two years, implicating alike his honesty, his 
veracity, and his capacity. First, however, I 
will show what importance the Treasury Depart- 
ment attached to the duty incumbent upon col- 
lectors and receivers, of depositing in bank, at 
stated periods, the public moneys in their hands, 
because it was from the continued violation of 
this duty that the defalcation in the case of Harris 
as well as in most others, occurred; and because 
it will leave the Secretary no excuse, from the 
supposed insignificance of the duty, for the gross 
and culpable negligence on his own part, which 
makes him, in justice and truth, a particeps crim- 
inis in the whole affair. 

J hold in my hand a book of some four hundred 
pages, entitled ‘* Letters from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting copies of letters to col- 
lectors and receivers who have failed to comply 
with the laws and regulations for their govern- 
ment; and also copies of reports of examinations 
of land offices since Ist January, 1834,” &e It 
is Document 297, and was furnished the House 
by the Secretary. on the 30th of March, 1838. It 
is the most extraordinary publication that ever fell 
under my observation. ` lt is a moral, political, 
and literary curiosity. 

If you are a laughing philosopher, you will find 
in it ample food for mirth; if you belong to the 


other school, you cannot but weep at the folly | 
y P y 


and imbecility which it exhibits. The Secretary 
must have been frightened when he compiled it, 
for it is without form, and darkness rests upon 
its face. It contains two hundred and sixty let- 


ters to defaulting collectors and receivers; in some | 
instances, from ten to twenty to the same de- | 


faulter; yet, so curiously is the book constructed, 
that you must read the whole of it to tracea sin- 
gle case. Its contents are as strange as the “hell 
broth’? that. boiled and bubbled in the witches’ 
ealdron. From this fragment of chaos I shall pro- 
ceed to extract and arrange such mattef asis ma- 


| terial to my purpose. And first, to show, as I pro- 
' posed, what importance the Secretary attached to 


| 


the duty of depositing. the public moneys in bank, 
at stated periods, so.that they might-not accumu- 
late in the bands of the.collector, and thus afford 
temptation to defalcation,, ee 7 

The first letter [shall quote wag from Mr. 
Taney, then Secretary of the Treasury. Itis No. 
1 of the-letters to receivers, is dated January.16, 
1834, directed. ta R» B. Sterling, receiver of pub- 
lic. moneys, and concludes.as follows: 


& E will only further add that the obligations to deposit 
the public money promptly, and.to.render your returns and 
accounts puncuually, are imperative, and must in future be 
regarded as parumiount to all other duties.” 


Again, under date of 18th of May, 1834, Mr. 
Tancy writes to J.W. Dickson, receiver at Mount 
Salus, Mississippi: 0p pe coss ca i 

t Certificates-of deposit are to be addfessed to this offices 
these, and the prompt.and punctual. deposit of the public 
money, are to be regarded: as paramount duties, the strict 
performance of-which willbe insisted ‘oni? - vee 

On the 18th of July;.1834, Levi Woodbury 
writes’ the following Circular to some seven or 
eight receivers; : EA a ae 

_*¥ regret ta be under the necessity of noticing your omis- 
stons to make returns for the months of April, May, and 
June last. By a circular, dated the 15th of Jawuary last, 
you wereadvised of the necessity of promptitude in this re- 
spect. It remainsthat I should again remindyou, oncefor 
all, that this is a duty which must Le punctually observed.” 


In a letter to the receiver at Augusta, Missis- 
sippi, dated August 4, 1834, he says: 9. > 

‘ Upon the subject of the request madein your letter of 
the 6th instant, L have to observe.that the Department can- 
not relax in the regulations prescribed for the periodical de- 
posits of the public money. ”? 


On the 30th January, 1835, he writes to the 
receiver at Helena:  ~ a 


“The Department having received no duplicate of the 
monthly returns required by its regulations, showing the 
transactions of your office, since your appointment, it be- 
comes proper to call your immediate attention to this duty, 
and to inform you that punctuality in this respect, and in 
the deposit of the:public money, aro to be regarded as pura- 
mount-duties, and will be insisted on accordingly.” 


` To Linn, receiver at Vanilalia, he says, Feb- 
ruary 12, 1835: z 


Once for all, then, I will inform you that a strict ob- 
servance of the regulations of the Department for the peri~ 
odical deposit of the public money, and tbe transmission of 
your accounts and returns, are paramount duties, the neg- 
lect of which will be reported for the action of the Exec- 
utive. 


To the receiver at Demopolis, he writes, Feb- 


‘ruary 20, 1835: 


“T embrace the occasion to say to you, once for all, that 
punctuality in making your returns, and deposit of the pub- 
lic moneys, are to he regarded as paramount duties, the 
neglect of which will be reported for the action of the Ex- 
ecutive.” 

Again, February 28, 1835, in a circular to some 
fifteen receivers: : 

“JY cannot omit the occasion to impress upon you the ne- 
cessity of a strict attention to, and punctual compliance 
with, the duties required of you in regard to the prompt 
deposit of the public money, and transmission of your re- 
turns; and to say to you that the performance of those du- 
ties must be regarded as paramount to all others in your 
official station.” i 

Again, July 30, 1835, the Secretary writes to 
the réceiver at Helena: 

“ The regular deposit of the whole of the public moneys, 
as prescribed by the regulations of the Treasury, and the 
punetual transmission of your accounts and monthly re- 
turns, ARE PARAMOUNT OFFICIAL DUTIES.”? 

I give these extracts from the letters and circu- 
lars of the Secretary to show that the. periodical 
deposit of the public. money was a paramount duty 
of the collectors and receivers. 

If, then, } show that the Secretary neglected to 
enforce the performance or punish the reglect of 
this paramount duty, it may be fairly inferred that 
he is either unwilling or incompetent to enforce, 
in his subordinates, the performance of any duty 
whatever. 

1 come now to the case of Harris, which I wi : 
present in the shape of fourteen letters from tk- 
Secretary, and a rarer specimen of official corre- 
spondence cannot be easily found. ; 

Mr. Harris was receiver of public money at 
Columbus, Mississippi. The correspondence 


; commences during Mr. Taney’s administration 


of the Treasury Department, from whom there 


. ave some three or four letters to Harris, complain- 


ing of his neglect of official duty. f 
Í will quote; however, only Mr. Woodbury’s 
epistles, and beg you to mark how- well he en- 
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forces the performance of paramount duties. His 
first letter follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 6, 1835. 
Sir: J regret that there shouid be occasion foragain cali- 
ing your attention to the omission to render your monthly 
duplicate returns to this office, for the nionths of Novem- 
ber and December, (those being in arrear;) and to remind 
you that punctuality in this respect is indispensable. 
Ilam,&c, > any WOODBURY, 
ecretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., vos ae 


‘Receiver of Públic Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


This refers to the previous defaults, and shows 
that Mr. Woodbury was cognizant of them. 
The next month he writes again: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1835. 
Sım: Having received no monthly duplicate return of the 
transactions of your office since that for the month of Qc- 
tober last, it becomes my unpleasant duty to call your im- 
mediate attention to the omission. Allow me to express a 
hope that there may be no further occasion to remind you 
of the importance of punctuality in the transmission of 


these returns. 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Columbus, Mississippi. 


Here, it seems, Harris was in arrear for four 
returns; in other words, had violated four para- 
mount. duties: | 

But Mr. Woodbury is a man of long-suffering; 
so he writes again, and with some severity. He 
is determined to be trifled with no longer. Hear 
him: | 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 25, 1835. 

Sm: Having, ina communication addressed to you or 
the I7th of March tast, and on several prior oceasions, urged 
upon you the indispensable necessity of a strict attention of | 
making your monthly returns, and finding tbat no returns 
have been received from you since that for the month of 
November last, it becomes my unpleasant duty to say to you 
that if those in arrear are not transmitted by return of mail, 
I shall be constrained to report your neglect for the action 


of the Executive. 
Lam, &c., LEV! WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Receiver or Puro Money, Columbus. i 


-I think, if Mr. Harris don’t make his returns 
now, he’s‘a gone case; the Secretary is ini earnest. 
Here is ‘another letter. Let us see: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, August 28, 1835. 

Sir: Agreeably to the intimation given you in my letter 
of the 20th June, it has become my disagreeable duty to | 
report your continued neglect to the President, who has 
instructed me to say to you that if the monthly returns re- 
-quired from you by the regulations of the ‘Treasury, which 
are in arrears, are not received at the Department on or 
before the 10th of October next, you will then be dismissed 


from office. 
I am, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Witttam P. Harris, Esq., 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


There, sir, I told you so, If Mr. Harris don’t 
make his returns by the 10th of October, he will 
be dismissed; the President himself has said it, 
and General Jackson is a man of his word. 

In the mean time, however, the Secretary gives 
him another hint: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 22, 1835. 
Sir: Allow me to inquire why it is that your deposits are 
not: made in the branch of the Planter’s Bank at Columbus, 
instead of the parent bank at Natchez? Does the branch 
refuse to receive them, and credit the amount at the mother 


bank? 

Lam, &e., LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
Wiurtam P. Harris, Esq., eee 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 

P.S. Your return for the month of February last has been 
received to-day, and shows a large amount on haud not 
deposited; and you. are hereby required, if not already 
done, to deposit any balance still on hand in the above 
branch, to the credit of the Treasury, and forward receipts 
therefor, in order to save time and expense In traveling to 
Natchez. 


Before the fatal 10th of October, the kind-hearted 
man writes still again, that he may give the vic- 
tim one more warning before the day of grace is 
past: ba 
š TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 28, 1835. 

Sir: Pregret to say that the reasons assigned iu your let- 
terofthe 14th instant. for withholding your monthly returns, 
cannot herealter be deemed satisfactory. f can perceive no 
sufficient cause for their being delayed longer than the first 
week in each suecceding month, as there can he no dit- 
Jenlty in ascertaining at anee-the amount of money received 
within the month, or in stating the amount of your disburse- 
ments aiid deposits during the month. ‘This is all that is 
-reqnired in: them. The objeet of these returns is to afford | 
the. Department the- earliest information in regard to the 
:money operations of the Land Office, and the punctual 
transmission of all the moneys received to the bank of de- 
“posit.” They are, theretore, of paramount importance, and j 
“eannat -he permitted to await the. completion of detailed 


book entries, or the perfection of other business, be its char- 


aeter whatit may. A 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., s . 
Receiner of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 
And now, sir, I am sorry to say this contuma- 
cious receiver paid no attention to these kind warn- 
ings and friendly ‘solicitations. He did not make 
his returns; the 10th of October is passed; and Mr. 
Harris is doubtless removed; for General Jack- 
son and Levi Woodbury have both said it. But, 
softly; here is a letter dated the 12th of October; 
no doubt it is the letter of dismissal. Let’s read it: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, October 12, 1835. 
Sır: Trusting to the assurances given in your letter of 
the 14th ultimo, and to those of your friends made in your 
behalf, the President has consented, upon the facts now 
before him, to continue you in office until the 12th of No- 
vember proximo ; then, unless your monthly returns are all 
rendered, and satisfactory evidence that the whole of the 
public moneys with which you are chargeable are depos- 
ited, [is received.) you must be removed fram office, how- 
ever painful tv both him and this Department. 
Tam, &e:, LEVI WOODBURY, 
$ : Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Hars, Esq., 


Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


Well, this is strange! a reprieve! and based 
upon Mr. Harris’s letter of the [4th ultimo? 
Why, the Secretary says in his last, that the rea- 
sons given in this fetter of. the lth ultimo, for 
withholding the returns, are unsatisfactory; that 
he can perceive no sufficient cause for their being 
delayed. : 

I wish Levi would explain why he and Gen- 
eral Jackson violated their pledge in this case. I 
confess 1 do not understand it. { thought if Har- 
ris did not make his returns he would certainly 
be removed. But if he does not make all his 
returns and deposits by the 12th of November, 
he will positively have to go, “however pain- 
ful’? to both the President and the Department. 
Lest he should forget all about the matter, the 
Secretary in a few days writes again: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, Octoher 26, 1835. 


instant, that the allowance authorized by the regulations 


penses, and risk in the transmission of the public moneys 
io the bank of deposit, ean only be made when such ex- 


any case where both are avoided hy means of the facilities 
afforded by the mail or deposit banks; moreover, inasmuch 
as the branch Bank of Columbus receives anid eredits the 
moneys received by you ip the first instance, T can perceive 
no reason why each depositin past monti 
embraced the whole amount in your poss 
of such deposit, as the instructions require. 
Tam, &e., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


W. P. Harns, Esq., Receiver of Public Money, Mississippi. 


Sir, the 12th of November arrived and passed; 
and yet Harris had failed to deposit the public 
moneys with which he was chargeable, accord- 
ing to the requisition of the Secretary’s letter. 
Of course he was dismissed without further hes- 
itation, you exclaim. Not so fast; do not be 
rash in your conclusions. I have become suspi- | 
cious about the matter since the reprieve. Ido 
not believe now he was removed at all, | 

And, sure enough he was not. Here is the | 
‘very next letter from the Department, talking to 
him as mildly as if he had never offended: 

Treasury Department, November 28, 1835. 

‘Sir: Your letter of the lith instant, and return for the 
month of October, is received. As your deposits of public | 
moneys are made at Columbus, no reason whatever cau be | 
seen wiy the whole money in your hands at the end of the 
month is not deposited. It is expected zhat it will be here- 


after, 

I am, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
: Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., 


Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 
Very true; no reason can be seen why he should 
not have deposited the money, and no reason can 
be seen why he was not removed for failing so 
long and so repeatedly to do it. But to the cor- 
respondence: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 28, 1838. 
Sim: Your letter of the 13th instant, inclosing your re- 


turn for the month of November, is received. 


comes my uupleasant duty to complain of your neglect iu 


this respect, and to inform you that the omission to trans- 


after they are due, cannot be permitted in any public ofi- 
cer; and especialiy after having been heretofore so oiten 
reminded of the consequences of suelh negiect. Gn the re- 


turn of the mail, thereiore, if the usual statements for the 
: other months in arrear are not received, ishall be under the 


Sir: Ihave to observe, in reply to your letter of the Ath | 


of the Department, as @ compensation for traveling Cx- |; 


penses and risk have actually been incurred. and not in ; 


would Bot have | 
on at the time 


Again it be- į 


mit the required montlily statements, for a whole quarter | 


disagreeable necessity ofagain submitting the subject to the 
President for his immediate action. 


Lam, &e.; 


W. P. Harris, Esq., 
Receiver of Public Moneys, Columbus, Mississippi. 

Why, Mr. Secretary, you are crawiing-out at 
the same place you crept in.. This.is the tune 
you played at the commencements: Itis rather 
too late in the day to think of frightening Harris 
now, by threatening to turn him out, when ‘he 
and everybody else know you never intend to do 
it. Pore aa 
- Mr. Chairman, let me: crave: your patience. 
Ve are nearly through this case, and’ then we 
will rest for:a:moment.. ‘Phe following letter be- 
gins to exhibit the catastrophe; He a 

Š O TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Fune 6, 1836. 

Sır: Your letter of the 234 ultimo, accompanied by your 
returns for the month of April, is received, Seeing the 
balance of public moneys in your hands amounted tô 
$128,884 70 at the end of that month, F have to request that 
you will explain why it'was that the whole of the. public 
moneys in your.bands’ on. the last of the. previous month 
was not deposited, instead of a part, in conformity:-to ex- 
plicit and frequent instructions on that point. It is painful 
to be obliged to ask you so often for explanations, ` $ 
| Tam, &c; LEVI WOODBURY, 
| Secretary of the Treasury. 
Receiver or Pustio Moxers, Columhus, Mississippi. 

Yes, I should suppose it: was painfat. - 

The Secretary is truly a man.of much patience. 
He must be a lineal descendant of Job. : He gives 
to his subordinates *‘ line upon ling,” £* precept 
upon precept,” “ herea little? and there a great 
deal. He strives hard to teach them honesty. 
Whether his ill success is attributable to master 
or pupils, I will not pretend to say. ; 

At length Mr. Harris does what neither: the 
President nor the Secretary dare to do—he dis- 
misses himself from office; in other words, he re- 
signs. : 


LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


| 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 21, 1836. 
| Sir: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, addressed to the 
Presitent, bas been referred to this office, Your duties as 
reeciver will, of course, have ceased, or'been suspended, 
after the 31st ultimo, the time when you propose your re- 
signation should take effect; immediate steps, it is hoped, 
|| will be taken to adjust your accounts, and pay over the 
|} balance, Soon as the President returns, a further commu- 


nication will be made to you. , 
Iam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY. 


| Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Bsq., Columbus, Mississippt. 


i ~ He resigns, a defaulter for $100,000. He had 
|| quite a moderate appetite, compared with Swart- 
wout and some others. i 
There is but one more morsel of this corre- 
spondence on record, and it is ofa piece with the 
balance. It consists of regret on the part of the 
Secretary that legal steps had been taken “ to at- 
tempt to secure” what was due the Government: 
Treasury Department, November 19, 1836, 
Sir: I have received yaur letter of the Ist instant, by 
the mail of this morning, and regret to inform you that, as 
Jong ago as August last, steps were taken by the Solicitor 
of the Treasury to attempt to secure the balance due from 


yam) ko LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretury-of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., Columbus, Mississippi. 

Now, will any one dare deny that General 
Jackson and Secretary Wocdbury were literally 
| guilty of this defalcation? Didit notresult from 
i their willful neglect of duty—from absolute and 
unqualified connivance? For two years and a 
half this receiver was never for a-single instant 
out of default; he was during that whole period 
jn continued violation of the acknowledged ‘‘para- 
mount duties of his office.” The Secretary was 
aware of the whole of it. The case at length be- 
comes so ripe that it falls of itself—a good round 
golden apple of the value of $100,000 and up- 
wards. And yet the Secretary swears that no 
such fruit grows in his garden. 

But let us again take a bird’s eye view of this 
correspondence. Let us groupit: without giving 
the exact language, we will take the meaning— 
the idea. 

Letter Ist. Mr. Harris, I am sorry to tell you 
again, you hav’nt made your returns. 

2d. Mr. Harris, you hav’nt made your returns. 

3d. Mr. Harris, if you don’t make your returns 
PH tell the President. 

4th. Mr. Harris, you had better 
you don’t, out you. go. 

5th. Mr. Harris, please to-tell. me why you 
hay’nt settled; da, that’s a.good: mans. > 


settle up; if 
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6th. Mr. Harris, now don’t behave so. ? 
Tth. Mr. Harris, how would you feelif you 
were dismissed from office? Better pay up, or 
you'll know. ae 
Sth. Mr. Harris, it’s lucky for ‘you you’ve 
got strong friends; that’s the reason we'don’tturn 
you-out. - But you’d better. mind your eye. 
9th: Mr. Harris, fie! : : 
10th. Mr. Harris, ain’t you ashamed? 
th, Mr. Harris, perhaps you don’t know it, 


but you are very much behindhand.:’ Do you 
intend to pay up, or not? I wish you would , 


Tis very strange you will hurt my feelings so, 
and:the' President’s too. : . : : 

12th.: Mr; Harris, how. comes it. that you are 
a defaulter for 4128,884:°70? I don’t wish: to 
hurt your feelings, but I should like to know. I 
have a curiosity on the subject; can’t you tell 
me? ` fot at 

13th. Mr, Harris, youve resigned, have you? 
Well, that beatsanything. What a cunning dog 
you are? Feathered your nest well, ha? PI tell 
the President all about it when he comes home, 
How he will laugh ! f 

14th. Dear Mr, Harris, I regret to tell you that 
the rašcally Solicitor of the Treasury is a going 
to try and recover back that'money you’ve got, 
which belongs to the Government. Never mind; 
we'll fix it some way. 

Such is an epitome of the correspondence of 
Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
constitutional adviser of the President. Whata 
rich specimen of an American statesman! 

But to our task. The next defaulter whom I 
shall mention was Boyd, the successor of Harris, 
a ‘follower in the footsteps.” In little better 
than six months dfter he had been in office, we 
find the following account of his fidelity. {ftis 
extracted fromthe report of one V. M. Garesché, 
who was sent out by the Secretary to examine 
the condition of the land offices. [tis dated 14th 
June, 1837. In relation to Boyd, he says: 

“The account of the receiver, which I have made out 
and transmit herewith, presents against him a balance of 
$55,965 54. His own account makes it $53,272 73; itis also 
annexed, flix assets, of which I also send you the list, 
amount to 31,549 98, rating the land at 1 25 only, but 
might probably realize double the amount. ‘The man seems 
really penitent; and fam inclined to think, in common 
with hia friends, that he is honest, and has been led away 
from his duty by the example of his predecessor, and a cer- 
tain looseness in the code of morality, which here does not 
move in so limited a circle as it docs wilh us at home. An- 
other receiver would probably follow in the footsteps of the 
two. You will not, therefore, urprised ir | RECOMMEND 
WY BRING RETAINED, IN PREFERENCE TO ANOTHER AP- 
POINTMENT 5 FOR TIK JITAS TIS HANDS FULL NOW, AND WILL 
NOT BE DISPOSED ‘TO SPECULATE ANY MORE. le will have 
his bond signed by the same sureties, and forwarded in a 
few days to Washington, ‘This speaks favorably. He has, 
moreover, pledged his word that, if retained, he willstrictly 
mey the law, and receive nothing but specie in payment for 
lands. We tells me that he is about selling a great portion 
of his lands; that, and some other negotiation, will enable 
nim to discharge a large portion of his debt to the United 
States before the expiration of the present quarter. Lenity 
towards him, therefore, might stimulate bim to exertions 
which severity might perhaps paralyze. L have, in the 
mean time, enjoined the closing of the lend office until the 
bond is completed and returned. Noland has been sold since 
the 20th ultimo.” 


Sir, who but a profligate panderer could have 
written the above? Who but a political bawd 
could have received it without indignation and 
contempt? : 

‘You will not be surprised if 1 recommend his 
being retained;’’ *‘for he has his hands full now.” 

No; I presume the Secretary was not surprised, 
though any nonesr man would have been, at the 
corrupt and wicked proposition. 

The licentious familiarity of this, as well as 
other of the reports and letters to the Secretary, 
cannot fail of arousing in the breast of every pure- 
minded man sentiments of scorn and disgust. 

Bat, says this polypus feeler of Levi Wood- 
bury: 

«The man seems really penitent; and E am inclined to 
think, in common with his friends, that he is honest, and 
has been Jed away trom his duty by the example of his 
predecessor, and a certain looseness in the code of morality 
which here does not move in so limited acircle as it does with 
us at home.” 

Now, sir, a more infamous slander was never 
promulgated against an intelligentand moral com- 
munity; for a more upright, intelligent, and moral 
community cannot be found in the Republic than 
that which is the subject of this vile libel. Why, 
sir, I do not believe there is a citizen of that com- 


munity who would not spurn, with: honest and 
indignant scorn, the profligate sentiments of this 
self-constituted ‘censor morum.’? N 

No, sir; it was that looseness of political mo- 

rality. which marks the party in power, which 
more especially illustrates the official conduct of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, that induced: Boyd 
to embezzle the public property. 
. And he did it witha vengeance. His accounts 
exhibit his defalcation as of some fifty or sixty 
thousand dollars in money. But it was-a more 
splendid robbery than this: it was of some twen- 
ty-eight thousand acres of the public domain, 
which, by virtue of.his office, he transferred to 
himself, without even. paying for it a single dol- 
lar. Sir, this was a bold operation; most of the 
appropriators of other people’s property prefer 
personal chattels—something which can be con- 
cealed, and, if necessary, taken across the waters. 
But ‘there be land rats as well as water rats;” 
and Boyd, it seems, was a land rat. What a 
huge slice he cut from the public loaf!—twenty- 
eight thousand acres of land! Why, it is more 
than a German principality. The Norman rob- 
ber, when he divided out the broad lands of merry 
England, gave not to hie haughty barons such 
wide extent of wood and field. Who would not 
be the. feudatory of this Administration, when 
the tenure is so casy, and the reward would con- 
stitute materials for a dukedom ? 

Sir, the Secretary deserves impeachment for 
this case alone. Why has he not proceeded to 
set aside the illegal and false titles to these lands? 
The receiver never had a shadow of rightto them. 
Yet his pretended title has been recognized, and 
portions of the land are now being sold by the 
officers of the Government, as the property of 
the delinquent. 

After this extensive land conspiracy, what does 
the Secretary do? Does he, with virtuous indig- 
nation, turn him out of office? No, sir, He per- 
mits him ta resign at his leisure. Two months 
after Garesché’s report, he writes him as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, August 8, 1837. 
Sir: I am happy to hear of the frank and honorable 
couse proposed in your letter of the 24th ultimo. It would 
he convenient to have the bond and resignation arrive here 


by the early part of September. 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY. 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


| G. D. Boyn, Esq., 


Receiver of Public Moneys, Columbus, Mississippi. 

Yes, sir; according to the morality of the Sec- 
retary, resigning after robbing the Government 
of twenty or thirty thousand acres of land, is very 
“ frank and honorable.” 

I will give you one case more, and then I am 
done. Atis the case of Linn, receiver of public 
money at Vandalia. 

_As early as June 23, 1834, Mr. Taney wrote to 
him, admonishing him of his neglect in deposit- 
ing the public money, and warning him of the 
indispensable duty of doing so. 

On the 20th of October, 1834, Mr. Woodbury 
writes him on the same subject; calls to his mind 
his continued neglect and violation of this duty, 
and tells him that if he fails any longer in its per- 
formance, ‘it will be my painful duty to submit 
the case for the action of the Executive, and to 
recommend the appointment of another person as 
your successor.”’ 

Again, under date of 4th of December, the Sec- 
retary renews the complaint of neglect in the de- 
posit and non-compliance with the positive di- 
rections of the Department. , 

Instead, however, of being removed for this 
continued contumacy, Linn receives the follow- 
ing letter from the Secretary: : 

“TREASURY DEVARTMENT, February 12, 1835. 

Srr: Although it has pleased the President, under the 
explanations given, notwithstanding your past neglect in 
some cases to deposit the public moneys as required by law 
and the instructions of the Department, to renominate you 
for the office of receiverf public money at Vandalia, and 
your nomination has been confirmed, yet it is not to be in- 
ferred trom this evidence of his regard, that any future 
omission in this respect can be overlooked. Once for all, 
then, E would inform you thata strict observance of the 
regulations of the Department, for.the periodical deposit of 
the public money, and the transmission of your accounts 
and returns, are paramount duties, the neglect of which 
will be reported for the action of the Executive. 

Iam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 


‘Secretary of the Treasury. 
Wittram Linn, Esq., te 


Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, Illinois. 


But itseems Mr. Linn thought differently; and 


tainly taken a lesson from the fox. ` 


came to the conclusion that, ‘from this evidence 
of the President’s regard,” “future . omissions 
would be overlooked.’? :And it seems his opin- 
ion on the subject turned out to be more correct 
than that’ of the Secretary; for, under date of 
July 25,1836, we find the indefatigable Mr. Wood- 
bury still complaining of- Linn’s failure to deposit 
the moneys on’hand; yet he does not have him 
dismissed. ~~ Ea a 

September 2, 1836, he tells him,.with as much 
gravity as if it were for the first time: 


“The Department trusts your deposits will hereafter be 
promptly made, and that no exchanges whatever of money 
will take place, on ‘any.terms; as they open a door to:im~- 
proper practices and unfounded imputations.”? 


December 8, 1837; he says: bas 

“ Again it becomes my duty to call your attention to the 
subject of my former letters, in reference to the deposits of 
the public money, and to inform you that, if by return‘of 
mail, evidence is not received of your having complied 
with the requisitions of my letters of the 16th ugust and 
3d November, it. will be my unpleasant duty to réport your 
negiect.to the President, and to recommend your removal 
from office.” ; Ai 

Well, sir, instead of being removed, he is per- 
mitted, like Boyd and Ħarris, toretire with honor, 
upon his own voluntery resignation, as appears 
by the following and last letter of the infamous 
series: : ; 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 26, 1838. | 

Sir: Your letter of the 7th instant is received, and your 
resignation is accepted by the President. Tregret that so 
large a balance stands unadjusted in your hands, and trust 
that certificates of deposit for the amount with the Bank of 
Missouri, will, without delay, be forwarded here, 

Iam, &e., “LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Wivtram Linn, Esq., Vandalia. 


Now, how dare the President and Secretary to 
say that defalcation deserves to be punished with 
the penitentiary, when they did not consider it 
deserving even of removal from office in the case 
of Linn, who was allowed to resign and retire a 
defaulter for $ ‘ 

But the Secretary says he was not bound: to 
notice these defaleations; that it was impossible 
for him to scent them out. After reading the 
foregoing letters and extracts—‘elegant extracts”? 
they may be called—I am inclined to think Mr. 
Secretary Woodbury has taken his cue in this 
matter from the following fable, which, if my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Wise] will do me the 
favor to read, he will afford a moment’s relief 
both to the House and myself. 

Mr. Wise read, with much humor, from a 
paper handed him by Mr. P. 


« And how did it happen, Pat, that Misther Van Buren 
always kept in with the ould Gineral as he did? 

“« Why, Pm thinking, Murphy, it was because he always 
had such.a bad could, jist € 3 

« An what had his having a could to do with the matter, 
at all, at all? 

s Why, did ye never hear, Murphy, my boy, of the fox 
that had a could? Then lH tell ye. Once there was a 
lion that wanted to know how polite all the bastes were. 
So he made a great smell in his den with brimstone—or 
something else, I don’t mind what, jist, but it smelt enough 
to knock you down intirely; and then he called in the 
bear, and says he, ‘Good morning, Mr. Bear; and what 
@ye think of the smetl here this morning? And says the 
bear, says he, ‘ Why, it smeils bad.’ ¢ What’s that you say?’ 
says the lion ; ‘ take that,’ says he, (ating him up altogeth- 
er!) ‘take that, and see if it will tache ye politeness, ye 
unmannerly son of a cub!’ Now, when the bear. was ate 
up, the lion called in the monkey, and asked him the same 
question precisely. Now, the monkey, seeing the bear that 
the lion had swallowed lying dead inthe corner, says he, 
< May it please yer Majesty,’ says he, ‘it?s jist the most de- 
lightful smell I ever smelt in my life, at all, at all.’ £ So it 
is, said the lion, (patting him on the head, easy like, so as 
to bate the breath clane out of his body,) ‘so it is,’ said he, 
tand now you’ll not tell another lie soon, I’m thinking.’ 

“ Now, when the lion had kilt the bear and the monkey, 
he called in the fox to him, and says he, (looking very sav- 
age, and ready to ate him up if he should make the laste 
for-paw at all,) ‘Good morning, Foz,’ says he, < how does 
my parlor smell to-day? And says the fox, (wiping his 
nose with the brush of his tail, and pulling down his eye- 
lid with his paw, as much as to say, ‘ D’ye see any green 
there, my honey?’) ‘ Faith,’ says he, ‘may it please your 
Majesty, I’ve a very bed could this morning, and it’s me 
that can’t smell at all, at all.” So'the Hon laughed, and told 
the fox he was a very clever baste, and he might tread in 
his footsteps if he could straddle wide enough, and that all 
the ether bastes should mind him, or he would ate them up 
as he had done the bear.” : 


Mr. PRENTISS.. The Secretary, though in 


|! other respects he resembles a much larger and 


less cunning animal, yet, in this matter, has cer- 
x. ` He's had ‘a 
very bad could,” and ** couldn't smell at all, at all.” 
No, sir; the stench of corruption, which has, been 
so long steaming up from his Department, has 
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Horor Reps; 


not, it seems, yet offended his olfactories. Besides 
all this, his friends excuse him by saying that the 
Government will, probably, not ultimately lose 
anything by these defalcations; that the mone 

will be recovered back, either from the defaulters 
or their sureties. | 

Sir, if a thief is detected, and compelled to dis- 
gorge the subject of his larceny, does it relieve 
the rogue and higaccomplice from guilt? does it 
extinguish the crime? Upon the answer to this 
question depends the validity of the Secretary’s 
excuse. 

It is also urged in his favor, that defalcations 
have occurred ander other Administrations; that 
the public money has been stolen before. This 
plea I feel compelled to allow to its whole extent. 
t Brave men lived before Agamemnon,” and great 
rogues before Levi Woodbury. In justice to the 
Secretary, I cannot deny that his pets are not the 
first thieves on record; and 1 give him joy of the 
able defense which his friends have extracted 
from this remarkable circumstance. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, what do you think of 
this Secretary of the Treasury? of his epistolary 
talent? of his capacity and fitness for the station 
he occupies? He resembles much; beth in man- 
ner and morality, that worthy old lady who lived 
at “ The Mug,” in Bulwer’s ‘‘ Paul Clifford,” 
and rejoiced in the name of “ Mrs. Margery Lob- | 
kins,” more familiarly called ‘* Pegey Lob.” 

His correspondence with his subalterns cannot 
fail of calling to your recollection the exquisite 
admonitions of honest ‘“ Peggy’? to ‘ Leetle 
Paul.” 

Thus moralized, not Levi, but the kind-hearted 
dame: i 


“Mind thy kittychism, child, and reverence old age. | 
Never steal, ’specially when any vne be in the way. Be | 
modest, Paul, and stick to your sitivation in life. Read | 
your Bible, and talk like a pious ’un. People goes by your | 
worps more than your Actions. If you wauts what is } 
not your own, try and do without it; and, if you cannot do | 
without it, take it away by insinivation, not bluster. They | 
as swindies does more and risks less than they as robs.” 


| 


Yes, sir; “ people goes more by your words || 


than by your actions.” Well has the President | 
studied this maxim, and cunningly did he prac- 
tice upon it when he recommended that defalca- | 
tion should be made a penitentiary offense. Peg- | 
gy Lob placed in “ leetle’? Paul’s hand the sum 

| 


i 
| 


of five halfpence and one farthing. ‘ There, 
boy,” quoth she, and she stroked his head fondly 
when she spoke, (just as Levi caresses his sub- 
ordinates,) ‘ you does right not to play for noth- 
ing—its loss of time! But play with those as 
be less than yourself, and then you can go for to 
beat ’em if they says you go for to cheat.” 

Ay, and it has not been long since this was the | 
doctrine of those in power, and ‘to go for to 
beat those who say you go for to cheat” became 
the ‘watchword of the party. I recollect well, | 
and my honorable friend who sits near me (Mr. | 
Wise] recollects still better than I do, these days 
of terror, when he had to legislate, as he told us | 
the other day, with “ harness on;’’ when the best 
argument was the. pistol, and the only law was 
club law. It was the time when “ Hurrah for | 
Jackson!’ constituted the ‘open sesame” of 
power, which gained at once admittance into the 
robber’s cave and participation in the plunder. 

Then General Jackson had but to whistle, | 
and 


“í Instant from copse and heath arose 
Bonnets, and spears, and bended bows.” 


His followers, like those of Roderick Dhu; 
started up in every direction, ready and eager to 
perform his bidding. He had but to point his 
finger, and his fierce blood-hounds buried their 
muzzies in the unfortunate victim of his wrath. 

Then were the saturnalia of the office-holders; 
and, like the locusts of Egypt, they plagued the 
land. Few dared to whisper of corruptions or 
defalcations; and a bold man was he who pro- 
posed to investigate them, for it wassure to bring 
down upon his head the rage which never relent- 
ed, and the anger which nothing but furious per- 
secution could assuage. 


| filings, attracted by a law of their nature, gather 


There was one man, however, who blanched 
not before General Jackson’s frown, and who | 
dared to propose an investigation into frands and | 
corruptions which had become so paipable and | 
gross as to be an offense in the nostrils of the | 
community. He occupied, at that time, a seat: 


in the other end of this building, as Senator from 
my own State; a State upon whose laws and in- 
stitutions his talents and genius are indelibly im- 
pressed. The political history of Mississippi is 
illustrated by his name from its very commence- 
ment. He served her in all her departments; and 
as legislator, judge, and Governor, advanced her 


gosperity and’added to her character. What he 


as as Senator you all know. Hestood proudly 
among the proud, and lofty among the loftiest, 
at a time when the Senate Chamber contained the 
garnered talent of the country; when its intel- 
lectual giants shook the whole nation with their 
mighty strife; when, sir, it inclosed within its 
walls the mosttranscendent deliberative body that 
ever was assembled upon this earth. The floor 
of that body was his proper arena. To a cor- 
rectness of judgment, which would’ have given 
him reputation even without the capacity of ex- 
pression, he joined a power of debate which for 
parliamentary strength and effect was unsur- 
passed. To all this wag added a stern, unyield- 
mg attachment to his political principles, and an 
indomitable boldness in expressing and sustain- 
ing them. ` ; : 

Do you not recollect, sir, when General Jack- 
son, like Charles I., strode to the legislative 
chamber, and thrust among the Senators a des- 
potic edict, more insulting than if he ‘had cast at 
their feet a naked sword? It was that fierce mes- 
sage which commenced with breaking down the 
independence and character of the Senate, and 
finally resulted in that worse than felon act, the 
desecration of its records. But the mandate 
passed not unopposed or unrebuked. 

When it burst, like a wild beast from his lair, 
upon the astonished body whose degradation it 
contemplated, and in the end accomplished, most 
of the distinguished Senators were absent; but | 
he of whom I speak was at his post. Single- | 
handed and alone, like Cocles at the head of the | 
bridge, he held at bay the Executive squadrons, 
and fora whole day drove back the Mamelukes 
of power; till at the sound of his voice, as at the 
sound of a trumpet, his gallant compeers, the 
champions of freedom, the knights—not of the 
black lines, but of the Constituuon—came flock- 
ing to the rescue. Sir, it was a noble scene, and 
worthy of the best times of the Republic. A Sen- 
ator of the United States, in boid and manly pride, 
trampling under foot Executive insult, and pro- 
tecting, at the same time, the honor of his-coun- 
try and the dignity of his high station. 
was a moral chivalry about it far above the hero- 
ism of the field. Even now, the contemplation 
of it makes the blood thrill through the veins, and 
flush the forehead to the very temples. 

Į need not tell you that man’s name was George 
Poindexter, a name that will long and honorably 
live among the lovers of independence and haters 
of tyranny. But he dared to propose an investi- | 


gation into the frauds and corruptions of the Gov- || 


ernment, and from that moment his doom was 
sealed. The deep, turbid, and resistless current of 


Jacksonism swept him from the State in whose |! 


service the best of his life had been expended; 
and, ostracised from her councils, he became an 
exile in other lands. 

Sir, the office-holders in this country form an 
oligarchy too powerful to be resisted. Why was 
not Spencer removed? why was not Harris è why 
not Linn and Boyd? I willtell you. The Admin- 
istration did not dare to remove them, even had 


it wished to do so; like pachas, they had become | 


too powerful for the Sultan, and would not have 


| hesitated in twisting the bowstring round the neck 


of the messenger who presented it. 

Since the avowal of that unprincipled and bar- 
barian motto, that ‘to the victors belong the 
spoils,” office, which was intended for the use | 
and benefit of the people, has become but the 
plunder of party. Patronage is waved like a huge 
magnet over the land; and demagogucs like iron | 


and cluster around its poles. Never yet lived the | 
demagogue who would not take office. , 
The whole frame of our Government, the whole ; 


: i 
institutions of the country, are thus prostituted to |; 


the uses of party. I express my candid opinion, | 
when | aver that I do not believe a single office of | 


There | 


other view, or upon any other consideration, than 
that of party effect; and ifgood appointments have 
in.any instances been made, and. benefit accrued 
if to the country, it has been an accidental, and not 
a voluntary result. Office:is conferred as the 
reward of partisan service; and-what is the con- 
sequence? Why, the office holders are not con- 
tent with the pitiful salaries which afford only 
small compensation for present labors, butdo notin 
their estimation constitute any adequate reward’ 
for their previous political services, . Thisreward, 
they persuade themselves, it is perfectly right to 
retain from whatever passes through their hands. 
Being taught that all moneys in their possession 
belong not to the people, but: to the party, it re~ 
quires but smallexertion of casuistry to bring them 
to the conclusion that they have a right to retain 
what they may conceive to be the value of their 
political services; just as a lawyer holds back his 
commissions. The Administration countenances 
all this, winks at itaslong as possible, and when 
public exposure is inevitable, generally gives the 
bloated plunderer full warning and time to escape 
with his spoils. ; : 

Do you not see the eagerness with which even 
Governors, Senators, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, grasp at the most trivial appointments, the 
most insignificant emoluments? Well do these 
sons of. the horse-leech know that there-is more 
blood in the body than what mantles in the cheek, 
and more profit in an office than is exhibited by 
the salary. ; . 

Sir, I have given you but three or four cases of 
defalcations; would time permit, I could give you 
a hundred. Like the fair Sultana of the oriental 
legends, I could go on for a thousand and one 
nights; and even as in those eastern stories, .so 
in the chronieles of the office-holders, the tale 
would ever be of heaps of gold, massive ingots, 
uncounted riches. Why, sir, Aladdin’s lamp was 
nothing to it. They seem to possess the identi- 
| cul cap of Fortunatus. Some wish for $50,000, 
some for $100,000, some for $1,000,000; and be~ 
hold it lies in glittering heaps before them. : Not 
even 


“The gorgeous East, with richest hand, 
Showers on her kiugs barbarie pearl and gold”? 


in such lavish abundance as does this Adminis- 
tration upon its followers. Pizarro held not forth 
more dazzling lures to his robber-band when ha 
led them to the conquest of the Children of the 
Sun. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, have I not redeemed 
my promise? Have I not shown that the Presi- 
| dent is but a hypocrite in his pretended horror at 
defalcation; that the Secretary is much worse—a 
conniver; a weak, imbecile particeps criminis? Let 
his defenders reconcile his conduct in the case of 
Harris with his official duty, with the dictates or 
| common honesty, if they can; I dare them to the 
| trial. Let them reconcile his licentious corre- 
| spondence with Spencer, Hendricks, and more 
especially Garesché, with the principles of com+ 
mon decency. 4 

Mr. Chairman, itis not my intention to exam- 
ine minutely the case of Swartwout. I know not 
| why the President should have selected it out of 
so many as the subject of special communication. 
There is, however, one curious matter:connected 
with this subject, which I shall notice. The Pres- 
ident, the Secretary, and the party, all profess to 
unite in the belief that the defalcations of Swart- 
wout, Price, and others, afford the best possible 
argument in favor of the sub-Treasury scheme. 
| Most of these defalcations, say they, occurred 
under the deposit system; and, therefore, to that 
system these losses are attributable. Now, sir, 
if you will look over this Document 297, you will 
find that, out of the two hundred and sixty-five 
letters to receivers and collectors, nearly two hun- 
dred. contain complaints that the public money 
had not been deposited in bank, but retained in 
the hands of the officer. If you will look into the 
cases of Harris and Boyd, you will see that their 
defalcations could not have taken place had the 
Secretary not indulged them in a continued and 
habitual violation of this duty of periodical de- 
‘posits. But the proposition itself 1s grossly ab- 
| surd. It amounts to this: that the running away 
of sub-Treasurers with large amounts of the pub- 


importance within the control of the Executive || lic money is proof of the safety of the sub-T'reas- 


has for the last five years been filled with any 


| ury system; in other words, stealing is vroof of 
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honesty’: -isthe holding of the money inthe- 
haods. of the officer which produces the tempte- 
tion to -peculate:. » By-having it: in-hia eastody,: 
by. continual viewing-and. counting, he comes: at; 
lengthsto.look-apon:and-use it as his-own. y s 
. The system is-corrupt-inrits tendency; aH ex- 
perience: says.so. . The firstanb-Tieasurer, since. 
the, Christian erayavas Judas :Iseariots he carried: 
the bag; and: itwa: doubtless‘as. much by his dis~ 
position 40 appropriate its contents to his own: 
rivate-use, As by. the-thirty pieces. of silver, that, 
he was.tempted.to betray dis master. .. a 
. Batd-understand' the: Executive goes still furs 
thers endy: pointing to- those yery -defaleations,' | 
demands-an additional band.of officers.to watch: 
the test; and: prosent chem from walking in -the 
footsteps of t ir predpogpsorn. So : Pisistratus: 
gashed himself with unseemly wounds, and tell- 
ing the people’ they -had-been inflicted -by-hia ene- 
mies; asked-for an: additioual guard to protect: 
bimi. His. request was granted; fifty men were 
given him, with whom. he immediately : seized 
upon the:citadel, and. beeame tyrant of Athens. 
Let the lesson not be lost, when you are asked 
to increase.the number ofthe office-holders. 
.: No, sir; these defalcations teach another lesson, 
and one well:worth the cost, if we will but profit 
by its admonitions. ‘They teach that the sub- 
Treasury system is but: the-hot-bed of temptation 
and crime. .They-teacl that the public treasure 
cannot be safely confided to individual custody: 

Sir, this Government may determine to watch, 
like Turks, with jealous care, its golden harem; 
but it will seek. in vain for the financial eunuchs 
who have-the power to guard without the wish 
to-enjoy. : 

Mr. Chairman, the amount of money we have 
lost, greatns itis, presents a question of but little 
comparative importance. If this whole. Admin- 
istration would take passage in the Great West- 
ern, and, with the Treasury in their pockets, fol- 
low after Swartwout and Price, | doubt not the 
country would cry t quite,” and think it a happy 
riddance, But it is a deep and vital question, 
how auch things are to be prevented in future; | 
how this running sore is to be healed; how this 
system ‘of negligence ‘and corruption is to be 
stopped and theaction of the Government brought 
back to its original parity. 

Give us the right gort of a committee—one that 
will go through the Departments as Van Tromp 
swept through the British channel, with a broom 
at the mast head—and something, perhaps, may 
be done. But for my own part, I Jook for no 
permanent good except in a change of rulers. 

This Administration was “ conceived in sin and 
brought: forth in iniquity; it has not belied its 

arentage. -ftis essentially and radically corrupt, 
În the Iunguage of an English historian, describ- 
ing the. reign of Henry VIIL, ‘it has attained. || 
as near to perfect depravity as the infirmities of |! 
human nature would permit.’ Just before an 
election it will talle of reform, and deprecate, with 
holy horror, the consequences of its own mis- 
deeds; but no sooner is the object accomplished, 
than it returns to its policy, like a dog to his 
vomit. : 

I have no hope of reform in the party in power; | 
my only hope is,-that the people, convinced of 
their hypocrisy and wickedness, will hurl them 
from the high places they bave so long dis- 
graced. That aconsummation sodevoutly to be 
wished for may be obtained, lct us unite in ex- 
hibiting to the country their true principles; let | 
us fasten upon them the responsibility of their 
actions. In this patriotic work Ttrust T shall find 
with memy honorable friend from South Carolina 
who sits near me, (Mr. Pickens.] Often hasheled 
the fierce assault against these very corruptions. 
** Has his hand waxed weak, or his heart waxed 
cold,” that bis war-cry hag not yet tingled in our | 
ears? Surely. the horn of Roland” will.sound 
again; surely in this, his favorite battle, he will | 
strike one more blow. for Christendom before he | 
renounces the cross and assumes the turban, Sir, 

F 
j 
| 


I see by his flashing eye his soul is with us; the |; 
spirit of the past is rising before him; he recol- |: 
lects that many moons have not yet waxed and |; 
waned, since this very party who now claim him || 
as anally, crouched and howled like an exorcised `! 
demon beneath the magic of his burning. words. |; 
Let him come. out from among them—he and his || 


the propriety -of some reward for-go:generous:an 


| along our rocky coast, and, peering far out in the | 


| these, I ask, are to be discharged from their hu- 


friends, for they are‘ not of them:ieagles'matenot 
with. kites and carrjon grows: 00 noa 
Sir, E should rejoice to see the gallant gentleman 
resume: his. driginal position. -E.should be proud 
to-win-my-spurs under so well: approved and-ac- 
complished a leader.- - : 
Let-me.call to: his mind a fable, w 
is doubtless familiar. A gaunt and ravenous wol 


with whieh‘he 
f, 


that if the-present dynasty is continued in power, 
constitutional, liberty cannot. survive. Already 
our ‘institutions are half corrupted; already ans 
archy and, despotism are Leeched esther againgt 
the :Censtitution andthe laws. Let him who 
doubts it look at the proceedings in a neighboring 
State, and the-conduct of the Federal Executive 
in relation thereto, 


hastily gorging the spoils of some plundering cx Let Mr. Van Buren be resleqed; let him con-. 


pedition, was choked:by a.bone, and lay at the 
point of death, A stork happened:to be passing 
that way, and, moved by an ill-judged, pity, ex- 
tended: her long neck dawn, the -wolf’s throat, and 
extracted. -the-boue, Upon, modestly. suggesting 


act, the. stork was told, with. a:wolfish scowl, that 
she.onght to-consider: herself fortunate -that her. 
head was not bitten off. during the operation. 
Now, Itake it that it requires. no name written 
beneath this. picture, to enable the most obtuse to 
recognize in the ravenous. wolf- the present party 
in power. The. picture will also call to mind how 
this party, some years ago, while gorging with 
wolfish appetite upon. the “t spoils,” got a bone 
in its throat, and lay at the point of dissolution. 
l leave. it to the sagacity of the gentleman from 
South Carolina to finish the resemblance; to say 
who acted towards the Administration the part 
of the benevolent stork; and to reflect upon the 
boon she is likely to receive for her kindness. 
Sir, the immense peculations of Swartwout, 
Price, and others, or rather the exposure of them, 
has alarmed the Administration, : 
They propose to make up the losses by retrench- 
ment, And what do you suppose are the sub- 
jects of this new and sudden economy? What 
ranches of the public service are to be lopped 
off on account of the licentious rapacity of the 
office-holders? feel too indignant to tell you. 
Look into the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and you will find out. Well, sir, what | 
are they? Pensions, harbors, and light-houses, 
Yes, sir, these are recommended as proper sub- 
jects for retrenchment. First of all, the scarred | 
veterans of the Revolution are to be deprived of ; 
a portion of the scanty pittance doled out to them | 
by the cold charity of the country. How many 
of them will you have to send forth as beggars 
upon the very soil which they wrenched from | 
the hand of tyranny, to make up the amount of 
even one of these splendid robberies? How many 
harbors will it take—those improvements dedi- 
cated no less to humanity than to interest; those 
nests of commerce to which the canvass-winged 
birds of the ocean flock for safety? How many 
ight-houses will it take? How many of those, 
“ bright eyes of the ocean,” as my friend from 
Virginia beautifully calls them, are to be put out? 
How many of those faithful sentinels who stand 


darkness, give timely warning to the hardy. mari- 
ner where the lee-shore threatens; how many of 


mane service? Why, the proposition js almost | 
impious. I; should as soon wish to put out the 
stars of heaven. 

Sir, my blood boils at the cold-blooded atrocity 
with which this Administration proposes thus to 
sacrifice the very family jewels of the country to 
pay for the consequences of its own profligacy. 
If they wish to retrench, let them cut down sala- 
rics, instead of light-houses; let them abandon 
offices instead of harbors; let them turn out upon 
the warld some of their wide-mouthed partisans 
instead of the soldiers of the Revolution. - 

Mr. Chairman, L have done... | had intended 
to notice other portions of the message, but shall 
defer it, for I have already too far taxed the pa- 
tience of the committee. -1 shall vote in the 
House for an investigation, though I do not ex- 
pect much from it, My hope is in an investiga- 
tion by achigher authority than this House—by 
the people. The evil of the times lies net in par- 
ticular cases, but in the principles of the party, | 
Legislation canuot reach it. itis a radical evil, | 
and the people alone can cure it. That they will | 
do so, and in the only way it can be done—by a į 
change of rulers—l have a high and holy confi- | 
dence. . This Administration has eaten, like. a 
cancer, so far into the institutions of the country | 


that, unless the remedy be soon applied, it will 
be too late. I do most conscientiously believe 


tinue to be guided by the counsels of: Mephisto- 
philes and Asmodeus, the two. familiars who are 
ever at his elbow-—those lords, the one of letters. 
and the other: of ties-—and it will not-be Jong that 
this mighty Hall will echo to the yoice of an-A mev- 
ican: Representative... This Capitol will have no 
other. uses ‘than. to attract. the curiosity ‘of the 
passing traveler, who, ‘in melancholy idleness, 
will stop to inscribe upon. one: of these massive. 


pillars, “ Here was a-Republic!” 


‘PUBLIC DEFAULTERS. aan, 
SPEECH OF HON. HENRY A. WISE, 


OF VIRGINIA, 
In tHE House or Representatives, 
SA December 21, 1838, 
On the subject ofthe late defatcations. 

Mr. WISE rose tọ address the House,on Mr. 
CAMBRELENG’s motion fur a select. committee to 
investigate the defalcation of Samuel Swartwout, 
late collector at New York. Several gentleman 
solicited him to defer his remarks until to-mor- 
row. Mr. Wise declined, and said: 

Mr. Sprarer: Afver once losing the floor in the 
manner I did, by complying with such requests 
the other day, and by your decision yesterday, 
that petitions had precedence for thirty days over 
this motion, I feel very timid of locofocoism in 
yielding it again. I sce, sir, gentlemen desire that 
this discussion should not proceed, at least not 
yet. They are afraid that public sentiment will: 
be forestalled, They are heartily sick of this sub- 
ject already, and would gladly get rid of it alto- 
gether. For their sakes, then, t shall go on; let 
them be patient under the operation; if they are 
hungry, let them go home and get their dinner; 
I shalt not have concluded before their return; 
for, by refusing me leave to proceed yesterday, 
they have only given me more time to provide 
more materials; they have only laid up for them- 
selves wrath against the day of wrath. I-feel bet- 
ter prepared, much better, in body and mind than 
I was before; and, with this bank. of documents 
before me, I could rain forty days and forty nights 
upon their sins and iniquities! ae 

Sir, in my rambling remarks the other day I 
said many things which I will prove now. I said. 
the proposition of the gentleman {Mr..Campre- 
LENG] did not go farenough. Instead of inquir- 
ing only into the manner and extent of Swart- 
wout’s defalcation, it should propose an. investi- 
gation of the official conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with a view to his impeachment, if sufi- 
eient be found on which to base the articles of 
specification. 

Let gentlemen understand me. I measure my 
terms. I speak in no spirit of bravado. I declaim 
not when I say that if a majority of this House 
would do their duty without fear, favor, or affec- 
tion, the Secretary uf the Treasury would, before 
this House adjourns, be inipeached.. If ever a 
felon deserved the hangman’s knot, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, Levi Woodbury, deserves im- 
peachment! Thatis the proposition which I will 
now proceed to demonstrate. 

This is a bold declaration; I know the weight 
of its responsibility; it requires some exertion to 

rove it; and I must be permitted to go back a 
ittle, to take a review of the past, from the be- 
ginning, and to gather, and group, and array all 
my exhibits and proofs, p 

To go back to the beginning, then; you all 
know that this present Administration that now 
is, is only a continuation of the one which went 
before it; a different stage of the same disease. 
It came into power a reform Administration, an 
inve ligating Mdministration! Yes, sir, they were 
hot in the pursuit and detection of all the iniqui- 
ties of the reign of the venerable gentleman be- 
fore me, [Mr. Apams,] and they. found victims 
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on whom to glut and gorge their party vengeance, 
on whom to vent their holy hatred of corruption, 
and through whow they might gain public confi- 
dence by making an example of one offender, 
which would at once blast the character of the 
past Administration, and emblazon their own im- 
maculate purity and self-righteousness. They 
succeeded. 
as Watkins; they seized upon him and his effects, 
incarcerated him nearly four years for a defalca- 
tion of less than $4,000, prostrated the power and 
the party which trusted him with place, and in- 
gratiated themselves in the favor of the nation as 
pure patriots and honest men who would reform 
and retrench all abuses, and who were them- 
selves incapable of like transgressions. 

They were vigilant and faithful, energetic and 
efficient, untiring and relentless; they swept like 
new brooms; they swept clean as long as any of 
the dirt of the Adams administration was left in 
any of the Departments. They, in this time, 
exposed all the enormities of their predecessors, 
and began to form a character for themselves, It 
was thought thatthey—they who had been such 
scourges to alt offenders against the purity of the 
Government, would hardly be suspected of like 
offenses themselves. But mark you, sir, as soon 
as the immaculate administration of General Jack- 
son had been long enough in power to conceive 
iniquity and bring forth corruption and crime, 
worse—tenfold blacker than had ever before been 
perpetrated, all at once we witness an entire 
change, and hear from “the party” a different 
tone. The cry of corruption was now heard from 
another quarters; the trumpet-blast came loud and 
long from a different point of the field. The Post 
Office Department was first charged with every 
crime in the calendar of malversation and mal- 
feasauce in office. The charges were denied; 
those who made them vilified; and investigation 
was scorned and scoffed at, until the complaint 
became too popular to be unheeded longer. A 
committee was at last granted by both Houses 
of Congress; their investigations could not be 
stifled; and their reports from both sides, in both 
branches of Congress, exposed more bribery and 
corruption, more flagrant violations of official 
duty and crying abuses of official power and 
trusts, than had ever been charged or dreamed 
to exist. The Administration made a narrow 
escape; they ran the gauntlet through this expo- 
sure, and they were by it taught a lesson which 
they have ever since remembered—not foolishly 
again to grant or yield so another investigation. To 
appease the public indignation, Mr Barry, the 
only honest man among that den of thieves, was 
given over to the tender mercies of—what? A 
yoREIGN mission! O. B. Brown was permitted 
to resign with eclat and the gains he had laid up 
against a day of trouble from the profits of fa- 
vored mail contractors, and the rest and worst of 
the robbers were retained in their places. . 

But, sir, I was not for permitting the Admin- 
istration to be “whipped and cleared” after convic- 
tion upon indictment against one Department, the 
Post Office alane. I believed that there were other 
Departments as foul, and that investigation was 
more necessary in the Treasury Department, es- 
pecially, than any other. I so charged during the 
jong session of 1835-36. I was laughed atas a 
madman. The Globe denounced me as the tool 
of a faction, and daily were I and my friend [Mr. 
Perron] placarded for calumny and falsehood, 
“‘by authority,” in the official organ. During that 
session, whilst there was time to investigate, we 
were not heeded, except by bitter denunciation 
for false clamors. But our clamors brought forth 
fruit at the next session—an official notice, though 
indirect, in the message of the President—the 
‘last annual message” of the greatest and best. 

In December, 1836, General Jackson sent tous 
his “ [ast annual message,” in which he gave a 
certificate of honesty, probity,and good demeanor 
to all the officers of all the Executive Departments. 
It was given, no doubt, expressly to falsify the 
charges which had. been intimate s 
others at the previous session respecting the then 
connection between the Treasury and Reuben M. 
Whitney. He held to Congress this language: 

* Before concluding this paper, I think it due to the va- 


vious Executive Departments to bear testimony to their 
prosperous condition, and to ‘the ability and integrity with 


No. 25 


Their first and last victim was Tobi- ! 


d by myself and | 


i infirm health in retirement, so much desired by 


| Of the Slst December, 1880...ccseereseeesees $022 34 | 
On the 3ist December, 1831. 1,168 87 : 
On the 3lst December, 1832 30,801 33 | 
On the 3lst December, 1833. 35,298 54 | 
On the 3ist December, 1834. 50,370 04 || 
On the 3Ist December, 1835. 137. 061 69 


which they have been conducted. It has been my aim to 
enforce in all of them a vigilant and faithful discharge of 
the public business; andit is gratifying to me to believe that 
there is no just cause of complaint, from any quarter, at the 
manner in which they have futfilled the objects of their 
creation.” 


And, sir, as if to give this certificate all possi- 


ble solemnity of asseveration, it was made imme-‘|) 


diately to precede that closing paragraph in which 
as with a sigh of regret heaved from the bosom 
of the old Cæsar at the thought of leaving power, 
he pours out his gratitude to his fellow-citizens 
for their encouragement and support—expresses 
his consciousness of having come short of all he 
desired to accomplish, his confidence in a favor- 
able construction of his motives, his consolation 
that his errors would find a corrective in the intel- 
ligence and patriotism of those who would succeed 
him, his inspiration of increased confidence in our 
institutions, and his pledge, if spared by age and 


him, to invoke that beneficent Being to whose | 
providence we were already so signally indebted, 
for the continuance of His blessings on his beloved 
country. 

We will soon see whether there were errors to 
be corrected, and time has developed whether 
‘intelligence and. patriotism, sufficient in those 
who succeeded him, have been found to apply the 
‘corrective.’ ”’ 

Sir, I forthwith joined issue with the proposi- 
tions of this certificate. I reviewed this ‘last 
annual message” in a speech, to which I now re- 
fer, as part of the “res gesta” of this subject. I 
denied the proposition— 

1. That the various Executive Departments 
were in a prosperous condition. 

2. That they had been conducted with ability 
and integrity. 

3. That it had been the aim of the Exccutive 
to enforce in all of them a vigilant and faithful 
discharge of the publie business. 

‘4. That there was no just cause of complaint 
from any quarter at the manner in which they 
had fulfilled the objects of their creation. 

I charged the very reverse of these propositions 
upon the pure, virgin administration of him who 
could dono wrong, and declared it was more cor- | 
rupt than that which had, on the plea of corrup- 
tion, been thrust out of power. I pledged the 
proof, and demanded a committee. It was not 
until within one month and twelve days of the 4th 
of March, 1837, of the expiration of the Twenty- 
Fourth Congress, that I was able to wring from 
a reluctant Executive majority the appointment 
of a committee of investigation, It would never 
have been granted had notan issue been tendered 
by the President himself. 

And here, sir, before I proceed in the regular 
chronology of my history of investigation, I must 
pause to draw your attention to the message of 
President Van Buren, of December 10, 1838, 
transmitting Mr. Secretary Woodbury’s reportof 
December 6, 1838, “in relation to the RECENTLY 
ptscoveren default of Samuel Swartwout,”’ &c. 
Such is the new title of this old work! The fact 
disclosed in this report, to which I wish to call 
your attention, is, that the deficit of Mr. Swart- 
wout at the end of each successive year was as | 
follows: 


On the 3ist December, 1836. 
On the 3ist December, 1837. 
On the 28th March, 1838 


| 
> l 
Thus is it now officially reported by Mr. Wood- |; 


bury in 1838, who was himself Mr. Secretary at | 
the head of the Treasury Department, in Decem- | 
ber, 1836, when the certificate was given, that 

then, at the very date of the presidential certificate | 
of honesty and probity, ability and integrity, Mr. 
Swartwout’s deficit was $336,718 69! So much 
for the ‘integrity’? of the chief officer of the ji 
custom-house at New York. While I was de- || 
nounced for insinuating even a breath of suspicion | 
that any one of the President’s pets was Impure, |; 
here was the officer in receipt of customs at the | 
very flood-gate of duties—the very emporium of | 
commerce, embezzling public money to the tune | 
of $336,000! And.was he-alone a defaulter? Was | 


it at the receipt of customs alone that the public 
money was purloined? No, sir. Other Judases 
held the other bags. “The receivers at the land 
offices, too, were, at the same date, equally in 
default, morally, and in apecuniary point of view. 
There were tens and fifties of cases even worse in 
moral turpitude, though less in amount of dollars 
and cents, than the case of Swartwout, as I will 
show directly by House document No. 297, dated 
March 30,1888, containing the official correspond- 
ence of Mr. Woodbury with receivers, and the 
reports of commissioners upon the ‘ condition” 
of their offices; adocument which shows default- 
ing receivers were as numerous as land offices 
themselves. I did not know of these cases then; 
no one had heard a whisper of the defalcations of 
asingle one of the long list which is now reported. 
All was then kept quietly and snugly concealed 
in the dark chamber of Mr. Woadbury’s ‘secret 
cabinet. I did not know, but, in Yankee phrase, 
I “ guessed’? a great deal, though not halfof what 
is since told. : ; 

To return to my history. I challenged the 
opportunity of inquiry and investigation, and not 
until the 17th day of January, 1837, the session 
necessarily to expire on the 4th of March, it was 
granted—grudgingly, delusively, hypoeritically, 
it is true, but it was granted. ; 

Now, let us see what then were the doctrines 
and practices of the administration, of the Presi- 
dent, of the heads of Departments, of the Speaker 
of this House, of the committee appointed by 
him, of the House itself, and the whole party, 
touching the rights and powers and duties of in- 
vestigating the official abuses and corruption in 
the Government? 

Sir, the whole party, from the President down 
to you, sir, resorted to every device to evade, and 
finally defied and denounced, all inquiry and all 
investigation. You all attempted to bell the cat! 
You warned therats. Youhidthem. After os- 
tensibly giving full scope in the resolution of in- 
quiry, to gull the people with fair pretensions, 


| you shut the doors of the Departments; you si- 


enced all resolutions and interrogatories in th 
committee rooms ! s 

On the 17th day of January, 1837, the House 
of Representatives passed the following resolu- 
tion: 


“ Resolved, That so much of the President's message as 
relates to the ‘condition of the various Executive Depart- 
ments, the ability and integrity with which they have been 
conducted, the vigilant and faithful discharge of the public 
business in all of them, and the causes of complaint, from 
any quarter, at the manner in which they have fulfilled the 
objects of their creation,’ be referred to a select committee 
of nine members, with power to send for persons and pa- 
pers, and with instructions to inquire into the condition of 
the various Executive Departments, the ability and integrity 
with which they have been conducted, into the manner in 
which the public business has been discharged in all of 
them, and into all causes of complaint, from any quarter, 
at the manner in which srid Departments, or their bureaus 
or offices, or any of their officers or gents of every descrip- 
tion whatever, directly or indirectly connected with them 
in any manner, officially or unofficially, in duties pertaining 
to the public interest, have fulfilled or failed to accomplish 
the objects of their creation, or have violated their dniies, 
or have injured and impaired the public service and inter- 
est; and that said committee, in its inquiries, may refer to 
such periods of time as to them may seem expedient and 
proper.” 

The committee appointed by you, sir, was con- 
stituted thus: Mr. Wrsz, Mr. Pearce of Rhode 
Island, Mr. Muuvenserc, Mr. CamreeLt, Mr. 
Hawnecan, Mr. Parns, Mr. Lincotn, Mr. MANN 
of New York, and Mr. Cuaney. i 

Six good liege men, and true, to three in favor 


; of investigation! Thus constituted, stocked, the 


committee went to work; proceeded with its task 


| until the 3d day of March, 1837, andon that day 
i made three reports, as was to have been expected. 
: One report was signed by the majority of six, the 


other by the minority of three, and 1 made a sep- 


i arate report, in which Messrs. Lincotn and 


Campses did not orcould not unite, for want of 
time to examine it in detail. If lam wrong in 
assigning this reason for not having his signature 
with mine, the gentleman, [Mr. Lrncotn,] now 
present, will correct the statement. 

Mr, LINCOLN here nodded assentto its truth. 

Mr. WISE. This report at large, written and 
composed wholly by myself, I beg leave to read 
in part, as the best commentary I now can make 
upon the history and proceedings of that commits 
tee. ie 
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[Mr. W. read. that part of his. report which 
showed that the committee was not organized 
until the QIst of January; that the resolution of 
the committee.was broad enough to embrace every 
species of legitimate inquiry; that there were many 
subjects of inquiry near at hand which the com- 
mittee could pursue;.that they took up four of 
them, and adopted four resolutions: first, as to 
patronage to the public press; second, as to appoint- 
menis without consent and advice of the Senate; 
third, as to contingent expenses of Departments; 
fourth, as to sinecures; that these resolutions were 
all amended by the President's own friends:by 
inserting the words §‘ without authority of law; 
that they were adopted on the 23d of January, 
1837;..and. he, as chairman, was ordered to com- 
municate them to the President and heads of, De- 
partments; and that he did communicate them on 
the 24th of January, in a respectful note; that, on 
Friday, the 27th of January, Mr, Wise was called 
on, together with Mr. Beni and others, by Mr. 
Manx, of New York, to answer the question: 
“Do-you, of your own knowledge, know of any act 
by either of the heads of the Executive Departments 
whichis either corrupt or a violation of their official 
duties 2’? ‘That he (Mr. Wise) was proceeding to 
answer this question, when the Private Secretary 
of the President entered the committee room, and 
presented to the committee the following letter in 
reply to his of the 24th, communicating the reso- 
lutions of the committee: 


WASHINGTON Ciry, January 26, 1837. 


Sin: I received, on the evening of the 24th instant, your 
Jetter, covering a copy of certain resolutions purporting to 
have been adopted by a committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of which you are chairman, and request that 
you will lay before that committee this, my reply, which { 
hasten to make, 

It-appeare, by the published proceedings of the House of 
Representatives, that the committee of which you are chair» 
man was appointed on your motion. The resolution of- 
fered by you, and finally adopted by the House, raised a 
direct issue with that part of my annual incssage in which 
1 held the foliowing language : 

& Before concluding this paper, I think it due to the vari. 
ous Executive Departments to bear testimony of thelr pros- 
perous condition, and to the ability and integrity with which 
they have been conducted. It bas been my aim to enforce, 
in all of them, a vigilant and faithful discharge of the pub- 
lic business; and it ie gratifying to me to believe that there 
is no just cause of complaint, from any quarter, at the 
manner in which they have fulfilled the object of their 
creation,” 

Your resolution is in the following words: 

it Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the ‘condition of the various Executive Depart- 
ments, the ability and integrity with which they have been 
conducted, the vigilant and faithful discharge of the public 
business in all of them, and the causes of complaint from 
any quarter, at the manner in which they have fulfilled the 
objects of their creation,’ be referred to a select committee, 
to consist of nine members, with power to send for persons 
and papers, and with instructions to inquire into the con- 
dition of the various Executive Departments, the ability 
and integrity with which they have been conducted, into 
the manner in which the public business has been discharged 
in all of them, and into all causes of complaint, from any 
eee at the mannersin which said Departments, or their 

ureaus or offices, or any of their officers or agents, of every 
description whatever, directly or indirectly conneeted with 
them in any manner, officially or unotlicially, tu duties per- 
taining to the public interest, have fulfilled or failed to ac- 
complish the objects of their creation, or have violated their 
duties, or have injured and impaired the public service and 
interest; and that said committee in its inquiries may refer 
to such periods of time as to them may seem expedicut aud 
proper.”” 

It also appears from the published proceedings of the 

House that this resolution was accompanied and supported 
by a speech of considerable length, in which you preferred 
many severe but vagne charges of corruption and abuse in 
the Executive Departments. The resolution adopted by 
the committee, as well ay that adopted by the House itself, 
must be taken in connection with your introductory speech, 
which gives a character to the whole proceeding. When 
thus regarded, it is obvious that, by the resolution of the 
House, an issue is made with the President of the United 
Biates, as he had alleged in his annual message that the 
heads of the Executive Departments bad performed their 
Official duties with ability and integrity. Iu your speech 
you denied this; you charged them with manifold corrup- 
tions and abuses of trust, as you had done in former 
speeches, to which you referred; and you demanded an in- 
vestigation through the medium of a committee. Certain 
other members of Congress, as appears by the published 
debates, united with you in these accusations; and for the 
purpose of ascertaining their truth or falsehood, the com- 
mittee you demanded was ordered to be raised, and you 
were placed at its head. The first proceeding of the inves~ 
tigating committee is to pass a series of resolutions, which, 
though amended in their passage, were, as understood, in- 
troduced by you, calling on the President and the heads of 
the Departments—not to answer to any specific charge ; not 
to explain any alleged abuse; not to give information as to 
any particular transaction; but assuming that they have 
been guilty of the charges alleged, calls upon them to fur- 
nish evidence against themselves! 


- After the reiterated charges you have. made, it was to 


have been expected that you would have been prepared to 
reduce them to specifications, and. that the committee 
would then proceed to investigate the matters alleged. But 
instead of this you resort to generalities even more vague 
than your original accusations; and in open violation. of 
the Constitution, and of that well-established and wise 
maxim, “€ that all men are presuined to Be innocent until 


“proven guilty according to the established rules. of Jaw,” 


you request myself and the heads of the Departments to 
become our own accusers, and to furnish the evidence to 
convict ourselves; and this call purports to be founded on 
the authority of that body in which alone, by the Constitu- 
tion, the power of impeaching us is vested! ‘The-heads of 
Departments may answer such a request as they please, 
provided they do not withdraw their own time, and that of 
the officers under their direction, from the public business, 
to the injury thereof. To that business } shali direct them 
to devote themselves, in preference to any illegal: and un- 
constitutional cali for iniormation, no matter from what 
source it may come, or however anxious. they may be to 
meet it. For myself T shall repel all such attempts as an 
invasion of the principles of justice, as well as of the Con- 


stitution; and Ishall esteem it my sacred duty to the peo. ; 


ple of the United States to resist them as I would the estab- 
lishment of a Spanish Inquisition. 

If, after all the severe accusations contained in the various 
speeches of yourself and your associates, you are unwilling, 
ol your own accord, to bring specific charges, then I request 
your committee to call yourself and your associates, and 
every other member of Congress who has made the generat 
charge of corruption, to testify before God and our cowitry, 
whether you or they know of any specific corruption or 
abuse. of trust in the Executive Departments; and, if so, 
what itis. If you are able to point to any cage where there 
is the slightest reason to suspect corruption or abuse of 
trust, no obstacle which I can remove shall be interposed 
to prevent the fullest scrutiny by all legai means. The offices 
of all tie Departments will be opened to you, and every 
proper facility furnished for this purpose. 

F hope, sir, we shall, at last, have your charges, and that 
you will proceed to investigate them, not like an inquisitor, 
but in the accustomed mode. If you either wilt not make 
specific accusations, or if, when made, you attempt to estab- 
lish them by making freemen their own accusers, you will 
not expect me to countenance your proceedings, In the 
short period which remains of my official duty, J shall en- 
deavor, as I have heretofore endeavored, to fulfilt the obli- 
gations of that oath of office by which E engaged “to the 
best of my ability, to preserve, protect, and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and for this, and other 
reasons of the most solemn character, T shail, on the one 
hand, cause every possible facility, consistent with Jaw and 
justice, to be given to investigation of specific, tangibte 
charges; and, on the other, shall repudiate all attempts to 
invade the just rights of the Executive Departments, and of 
the individuals composing the same. If, after all your 
clamor, you will make no specific charges, or bring no proof 
of such as shal] be made, you and your associates must be 
regarded by the good people of the United States as the 
authors of unfounded calumnies 3 and the public servants 
whom you have assailed will, in the estimation of all hon- 
orable men, stand fully acquitted. . 

In the mean time, f cannot but express my astonishment 
that members of Congress should call for information as to 
the names of persons to whom contingent moneys are paid, 
and the objects of those payments, when there are six 
standing committees, under the 77th rule of the House of 
Representatives, whose special duties are to examine annu- 
ally into all the details of those expenditures in each of the 
Executive Departments. The like remark is applicable to 
some other branches of the information sought by you, 
ample details in respect to which are to be found in’ the 
reports laid before Congress, and vow on your files; and to 
which I recommend you to have recourse. 

I am, respecttully, &e., ANDREW JACKSON, ` 
To the Hon. Henry A. Wise, Chairman of the Investigat- 

ing Committee on the Abuses and Frauds of the Executive 

Departments—charged.] 


Sir, this was an extraordinary letter to be ad- 
dressed by the President of the United States to 
a committee of the House of Representatives. 
It at once explained to me why I had been called 
on first to purge myself on oath of all knowledge of 
Executive corruption. I immediately changed 
positions with Mr. Mann—assumed the seat of 
mterrogator, and put him upon the witness stand, 
as to what information he had been carrying to 
the palace of the proceedings of a committee of 
the House of Representatives charged to inquire 
into executive abuses. He admitted, on oath, 
that he had informed the President of our pro- 
ceedings, and swore that ‘the President told’? 
(him) ** that he would desire” (the) ** committee to ex- 
amine, upon oath, such gentlemen as had charged cor- 
ruptions and abuses against the heads of the Executive 
Departments.’’ But, sir, the report is the best 
history and commentary upon this extraordinary 
letter and all its incidents. 

[Mr. W. again read from his report, showing 
‘this letter to be an official assumption of authority 
by the Executive over the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives, and over the proceedings of one 
of iis committees; an official attack upon the privi- 
leges of members of both Houses of Congress; and 
that it opposed an unauthorized resistance to. the 
just powers of the House and its committee, in direct 
hostility to inviolable principles necessary to the ad- 


ministration of a free Government; that the let- 
ter was official; that in this official letter the Pres- 
ident assumed authority over the proceedings of 
the House; it shows he did not look to the results 
alone of those proceedings, but assumed to look 
bekind them, and to supervise what each House, 
for itself alone, by the Constitution, has power 
to determine—the proceedings by which it arrived at 
those results; that the President did not look to 
the resolution alone, but to its mover and-its advo- 
cates, and to their speeches on this floor; that the 
President assumed to control as well as supervise 
the procecdings of this House; that the House 
had ordered an inquiry into the condition of the 
Government; that, in coming to that order, it wag 
contended in debate there should be specific charges 
on the one hand, andon the other that, whether 
i the condition of the Government was good or bad, 
it was simply a duty of Representatives to inquire 
into its condition; that magistrates were but trus- 
tees. and servants of the people, at all times amena- 
ble to them, and- that they might be required at 
| any time to render an account, without being 
specifically charged with a fault; that it was the 
duty of the President, by the Constitution, « from 
time to time.to give to the Congress information 
of the State of the Union;” that officers were 
removable from office on impeachment; that the 
House had the sole power of impeachment, which 
it could not exercise without inquiring into the 
conduct generally of public officers; that the Con- 
gress had power to dispose of and make all need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory 
or other property belonging to the United States, 
and it could not protect the public lands and pub- 
lic money without inquiring for information neces- 
sary to protect them from abuses and corruption; 
that, in reply to all these arguments, it was urged 
by the friends of the Administration that the res- 
olution constituted an inquisition, and violated 
that part of the Constitution which provides— 
“the rights of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against un- 
reasonable searches and seizures, shall not be vio- 
lated.”? 

In reply to this, it was contended that the rights 
here spoken of were rights of the people; that they 
were not the rights of the public Departments; that 
the Departments, the public houses, papers, and 
effects, were not the private property of Executive 
officers; that, if this resolution was inquisitorial, 
the standing rules of the House had, from the 
foundation of the Government, been standing in- 
guisitions, which proved that the right of inquiry 
into the condition of the Government had never 
before been denied; that there were various pre- 
cedents for inquiry—the resolution offered by Mr. 
Connor, in June, 1834, in relation to the Post 
Office. Department, was general and sweeping; 
that General Jackson himself had, in his message 
of 1829, recommended ‘ general and minute inquiry 
into the condition of Government,” especially in 
relation to “frauds on the Treasury;’’ and upon 
this discussion the House rejected an amendment 
requiring specific charges, and thereby declared 
that such should not be required before “ general 
and minute inquiry.” The President said, in hia 
letter, in direct contradiction, that he would repel 
| all inquiry as he would the establishment of a 
Spanish Inquisition, unless specific charges. were 
made. The House declared thata member should 
not be required to prefer an accusation before in- 
quiry. The President declared he should be so 
required; and, if he did not prefer and prove his 
charges, he denounced him and his associates as 
authors of unfounded calumnies. The House de- 
clared inquiry should not be perverted into im- 
: peachment.. The President declared the Hoyse 
should not inguire unless it did impeach. The 
House declared the committee to be necessary and 
properbyconstitutingit, The Presidentdenounced 
it as unnecessary and improper. The House re- 
solved the committee should have power to send 
i for persons and papers. The President declared 
that the heads of Departments should devote them- 
selves to-their public business, in preference to any 
calls for information, which he was pleased to de- 
nounce as illegal and unconstitutional. 

But he not only supervised and controlled the 
proceedings of the House, he supervised and con- 
trolled the proceedings of its committee. He was 
informed by one of its members that its first pro- 
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ceeding was to pass a series of resolutions; that 
they were introduced by the chairman, arid that 
they were amended in a particular manner on their 
passage. It was believed that @ system of espion- 
age was in terrible operation in this metropolis, 
and began to be felt throughout every precinct of 
power in the land; but it was not imagined that 
a member of Congress.on a committee would de- 
grade himself to the level of an informer, and reg- 
ularly report its proceedings to the President, 
without license to do so. ‘That the President 
controlled the proceedings of the committee by the 
bold request, amounting to an order to the commit- 
tee to examine upon oath such gentlemen as had 
charged corruption and abuses against the heads 
of Executive Departments; that the President did 
inquire about the acts of the committee, was in- 
formed by a member of the committee concern- 
ing its proceedings, did indicate to that member, 
in conversation, and afterwards to the committee 
itself, in writing, his desire that it should call 
upon members of Congress to testify to the truth 
of their speeches on the floor of either House in de- 
bate; that the member and the committee obeyed 
his desire and request, and did cause members ob- 
noxious to Executive displeasure to be summoned 
to testify in manner as the President had indi- 
cated in conversation and in his letter; and he 
thus repelled inquiry from the Executive, and 
turned an inquisition upon the two Houses of 
Congress, making the committee what he de- 
nounced it to be, and invaded their privileges 
and violated the Constitution, by holding members 
directly accountable to him for words spoken in de- 
bate—holding them accountable in the most odi- 
ous and insulting. manner, by the oppressive 


torture of a test oath! that the Constitution pro- | 


vides that ‘for any speech or debate in either House, || 


the Senators and Representatives shall not be ques- 
tioned in any other place;” that yet, notwithstand- 
ing this sacred protection, the President’s verbal 
and writen, his secret and open orders, were 
summarily obeyed by instantly summoning hoary 


enced Representatives, to purge themselves, on oath, 
of their contempt to the Executive! ‘They obeyed 
not the mandate of a master or summons of his 
slaves, but a sense of obligation to the coun- 
try, to show that their speeches were not the 
declamation of demagogues, not ad captandum 
harangues, not merely ‘ spargere voces,” to excite 
false alarms, or to raise a senseless clamor, but 
that they solemnly believed the truths they had ut- 
tered, and were ready to seal that belief with their 
oaths! That if they had spead before them the 
whole catalogue of Executive offenses against 
law, liberty, right, reason, justice, truth, princi- 
ple, precedent, the Constitution, and the country, 
they would scarcely expect to find onc offense 
more ruthless than this official act of the Presi- 
dent, characterized, as it was, by the worst prin- 


ciples, prejudices, and passions, in violation of | 


his duty, and injurious to private rights and the 
public institutions ! . 

The House, the Congress, the nation should 
rebuke this act with patriotic indignation—with 
the indignation of freemen, of jealous lovers of 
liberty and of the law by which it was secured; 
that they should defy it as they would treason 
and tyranny; that if this Executive act and its 
pretensions should be sustained and go unre- 
buked—if it should be settled that there should 
be no inquiry into the condition of Government 
without specific charges against its officers—that 
inquiry was trial and inquisition—that public 
Officers were to be secure in their departments, 
and the houses, papers, and effects belonging to 
the people, as private persons in private rights— 
that public servants were as free as their masters, 
the people, from all scrutiny—that they were not 
subject, neither indeed could be, to reasonable 
accountability—that they must be impeached be- 
fore they could be called on to report to the peo- 
ple—that select committees should not be ap- 
pointed to ascertain abuses~that agents unknown 
to the law might be protected, for that very rea- 
son, from all search into their conduct—that there 
should be no general and minute investigation— 
that there was no constitutional power in the 
House. of Representatives to inquire into the 
conduct of Executive officers—that there should 
be no inquiry tending to impugn the veracity and 


| of their committees—that he might resist their 


‘inquire of him whether I and m 
e } i! were the “authors of unfounde 
and honored Senators, and young and inexpert- | 


| should have been, whether his favorites could 


that the President might. supervise and control 
the proceedings of both Houses of Congress, and 


just powers—that he might convert their commit- 
tees of inquiry into inquisitions upon themselves 
—that he might officially denounce their proceed- 
ings, grossly insult their members in the discharge 
of their duties, and violently trample upon their 
most sacred privileges—then was utterly gone 
all purity, all honesty in the Government, its 
strength, its dignity, its glory, its freedom, itself 7] 

Such, sir, was the letter of your reform Presi- 
dent in 1837, when simple inquiries were ad- 
dressed to him by an investigating committee, 
then in mere mockery constituted, and such, sir, 
were then my views of its character and tenden- 
cy—views which have been more than confirmed 
by experience, reflection, and time. When the 
indictments, the prosecutions, were pressed unre- 
lentingly against poor Watkins—when the Ad- 
ministration was crying, Shylock-like, ‘my 
bond, my bond!”’ against one of Mr. Adams’s 
defaulters, then ‘ general and minute inquiries ” 
were not only lawful, but a duty; but, sir, the 
moment the band of investigation touched one of 
his ‘little ones,” then inquiry was worse than a 
* Spanish Inquisition.” 

I did not notice the personal attacks upon me 
contained in this letter, because General Jackson 
was honored by office and by age. He had fought 
the battles of his country, and was the President 
of the United States. Besides, sir, the wrongs 
of the country and the Constitution merged the || 
individual wrongs of a person as insignificant |; 
as I or any other one man or Representative. But, 


sir, could my voice now reach him in that retire- |; 


ment which he professed to desire so much, I 
would, with all deference to him, but with still 
more deference to truth and the public weal, 
“ associates” 
calumnies”’— 
whether even ‘the severe accusations of myself 
and my associates” were false—and whether ‘‘the 
public servants, whom we assailed, would, in the 
estimation of all honorable men, have stood ac- 
quitted??? I would ask him, had a fall examin- 
ation been permitted and aided by him, as it 


have borne the scrutiny of inquiry, and whether 
inquiry would not probably have saved millions 
of the public money? 
letter, prated about the records of the Government 
and the public documents as if he had read and 


examined them. I doubt whether he ever exam- |; 


ined, or read to examine, any one subject thor- 
oughly, whilst he was in office. No, sir; I ven- 
ture to guess that Amos Kendall— honest Iago” 
—whose official misconduct was most likely to be 
exposed, was the infamous author of this daring 
outrage; he was a tool fit to be its author, of 
every word and letter and doctrine of it; he was 
the President’s thinking machine, and his writing 
machine—ay, and his lying machine! Sir, if 
General Jackson had been elected for the third 


term, one great good would have come of the evil |; 


—/Imos Kendall would have been worked to death ! 
Poor wretch,as he rode his Rosinante down Penn- 
sylvania avenue, he looked like Death on the pale 
horse—he was chief overseer, chief reporter, 
amanuensis, scribe, accountant general, man of 
all work—nothing was well done without the aid 
of his diabolical genius. Since Jackson’s “ re- 
tirement,” he has assumed to be obeyed himself, 
instead of being a slave. He has worked hard 
for his lever of mischief. God send the country 
may not suffer for his pains in obtaining the su- 
premacy which he now holds. 

Sir, I have read to you this letter and my re- 


port upon it, to show the landmarks of the re- |) 


spective positions assumed by the Executive and 
the Opposition in relation to inquiry and investi- 
gation, in 1837. You, see, sir, that the very first 
principles of our Government were denied by the 


President, and the very A, B, C doctrines of free |, 
government had to be contended for by the Oppo- |; 
sition, because they were denied and scoffed at |; 
by the tools and advocates of į 


and trampled upon i 
a lawless power. They had the impudence to; 
appeal even to the Constitution itself to shield 


them: They raised the very shield of the people’ 


Sir, the President, in this |; 


themselves from unreasonable search-warrants 
| and seizures, forsooth, as a safeguard and pro- 
| tection to them, the public servants, against the 


| people’s right of investigation, through their rep- 
| resentatives, into their conduct whilst plundering 
| the pockets of the people ! 

And, sir, not only did the President thus resist 
| the right and the attempt of inquiry by the House 
| of Representatives, but the heads of the Execu- 
; tive Departments, to a man, followed his exam- 
| ple—they all replied to the queries of the com- 
| mittee inthe same tone and temper, especially the 
Postmaster'General, Amos Kendall. i 

You remember the name of the celebrated Al- 
i fred Hocker, who was so ‘truly faithful to ** the: 
i party’? Democracy as to withhold the votes of the 
| people in the election of Moore and Letcher, in 
| Kentucky, to give the minority candidate the re>- 
| turn, whose acts have since been made felony by 
| 


| 
| 


the laws of that State. To reward him for that ` 
| Democratic party service, an honest and faithful 
| servant was removed from a post office at Stan- 
i ford, Kentucky, in order to make room for this’ 
: ex post facto felon, The committee determined to 
i inquire into the case, and, on ‘Tuesday, January: 
31, the committee adopted a resolution calling on 
the Postmaster General for information ag to the 
: removal of the late postmaster at Stanford, Ken-. 
tucky. The next day this resolution was com- 
municated to the Postmaster General, and on the 
4th of February the following letter was received 
from him: É 


- 
: Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, Februury 3, 1837.. 
Sir: F have received your note of the Ist instant, inclos- 
ing a resolution of the committee of whieh you are éhair- 


| mau, requesting me to furnish you with the following pa- 


Crs: g g 
| L The prpers relative to the removal of the late post- - 
|! master at Stanford, Kentucky. 

1o «2. The papers and letters recommending the appoint-, 
ment of any person or persons other than Lhe individual 
| who was appointed and who now holds the ofice. 
| «3. The papers and recommendations in favor of the ap- 
| pointinent of the present postmaster, Alfred Hocker.” 
| In reply; I have the honor to state that the power of 
making appointments is vested by the Constitution and 
| Jaws in the President, heads of Departments, and courts of 
| law; checked, in relation to tbe higher appointments, by 
| the Senate of the United States. ; 
No power whatever in relation to them, except the power 
; to impeach for corrupt or ilegal appointments, is vested in 
| the Nouse of Representatives. Although there is nothing 
in this case (so far as Iam personally concerned) I could 
wish to conceal, yet, believing it to be one of the duties of, 
| my station to regard the constitutional limitations of power, 
' and that a compliance with the request of your committee | 
| would be a precedent tending to subvert them, I am com- 
! pelled most respectfully to decline it, ` 
| Fn justice to a persecuted fellow-citizen, I deem it proper 
| to add, that Alfred Hocker’s private character is believed. 
| to be without a blemish, and his qualifications undoubted ; 
‘and that to hunt him through life for an error of opinion, in 


1 a particular case, as to his legal power, appears to me as 
unjust as it would be inbuman. 
i Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
| AMOS KENDALL. 
| Hon. Henry A. Wise, Chairman, $c. | 
i Such are specimens of the conduct of the Pres- 
| ident and his heads—hydra heads they were! 
; Now, sir, I propose to show that your commit- 
| tee obeyed the will of their master. Yes, as you 
had done, by packing and stocking the commit- 
tee. It was your committee—peculiarly and em- 
phatically yours—its appointment, its conduct, 
its honor or infamy, will forever attach itself, sir, 
| to your name. In illustrating the conduct of that . 
committee, I could consume days to show how 
the plaincst and most obvious and undeniable 
propositions were voted down; how resolution. 
_after resolution, question after question to wit- 
nesses, going into the very vitals of inquiry, 
: were unblushingly rejected and stifled by the 
majority of the committee. But I will give you 
but one specimen. 
I had received information of the most out- 
rageous frauds upon the Indians and the Govern- 
: ment in the land sales of Mississippi, under the 
: Chickasaw and Choctaw treaties. It was repre- 
: sented to me that various companies and individ- 
: uais were, combined in practicing these frauds; 
' that they frequently came into conflict with each 
other in purchasing from the Indians; that the 
Government land officers there were more or less 
; concerned in the purchases and frauds; that the 
settlers and honest people of Mississippi were 
grossly cheated and imposed upon by the specu- 
lators; that the State was likely to be shingled 
| over with conflicting land titles; that the Presi- 
| dent of the United States, in all cases of dispute 
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as to whom patents were to -be -issued, decided | 


in the last resort; that it was found necessary to 
have some one interested with speculators, who 
had the good will and the ear of the President, to 
influence his decisions; that Amos Kendall was 
selected by one of the companies, the Boston 
Land Company, as their palace pimp, let into 
profits:to the amount of $50,000, perhaps without 
the advance on his part of a cent, but merely in 
consideration of his good will with the President 
in deciding upon the issuing of patents. All this 
was given to me, in writing through.a responsible 


person, who vouched for the source whence the | 


Information was derived. This charge was handed 
to. me in writing, with the caption, ‘* Story of 
Indian reservations.” When Mr. Kendall was 
before. the committee I handed. him the paper, 
and propounded to him the interrogatory: 

* Will you please look upon the paper handed you, and 
sae what you know respecting the facis therein spoken 
of? 

The question was objected to by Mr. Mann, 
and rejected as follows: 

“ Yeas—Mr, Campbell, Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Wise—3. 


“ Nays—Mr. Hannegan, Mr. Mublenberg, Mr. Pearce, 


Mr. Parks, Mr. Mann, Mr. Chaney— 6.” 


The question was not allowed to be put—size- 
ace, or rather size-tray, was the throw. Thus 
shielded, Mr. Pastmaster Kendall then assumed 
pretty high airs. He began to be bold, and ac- 
tually made a fuss’ about the matter! Sir, he 
wrote us a Jetter—a letter full of indignant vir- 
tue! Amos’s virtue! A@soon as I received this 
letter, I immediately (February 18, 1837) offered 
the following resolution: 


“ Communication from Mr. Kendall. 


tt Mr, Wise presented and read a letter from Hon, Amos 
Kendall, with a request by the writer that it be entered on 
the journal; whereupon, Mr. Wise submitted the follow- 
ing: 

Resolved, That, whereas the chairman of this commit- 
tee did offer to propound a certain question, to wit: € Will 
you please to look upon the paper handed you, and state 
what you know respecting the facts therein spoken of ?? 
The paper handed was in these words: 


S66 Story of the Indian reservations. 


t ¢Some yeurs ago, certain tracts of land, situated prin- 
cipally or wholly in the State of Mississippi, were reserved 
by Congresa (or by Indian treaty to wbich Congress assent- 
ed) for the uso of the Indians, and to be disposed of by them, 
and for their benefit, whenever the President of the United 
Btates shouid pive his assent to such sale and transter, fuck 
otherwige.) These lands were known to be very valuable, 
and the poor Indians could be easily enough managed— 
perhaps they had, or were about to leave, the east for the 
west side of the Mississippi river; but how to obtain the 
assent of the President to so large a sale of Indian lands to 
a compnny of speculators scemed a more difficult matter. 
A company waa formed in Boston, two or three years ago, 
with, as it is believed, a cnpitat of $300,000, to try to effect 
this object. Amos Binney, Bsq., was a leading man in the 
company, and it is believed that Brodhead, navy agent at 
Boston, was another; and various other individuals had a 
greater or less interest in it; but what did, as is believed, 
obtain the President’s assent to the sale and transfer, was 
the admission of Amos Kendall, at present Postmaster Gen- 
eral, into the concern; he to have one third part of the 
prodits of the speculation when it shall be closed up, with- 
out, in fact, prying one dollar of the consideration, although 
he may appear to have paid his partas well as all the others. 
Yet the agreement of the other partners with Mr. Kendall 
was, that they would furnish the money to pay his one third 
part of the consideration, free from interest, provided he, 
Kendall, would obtain the assent of the President to the sale, 
and would, when requested so to do by the other partners, 
go to the Jands and transact such matters and things rekt- 
ing to their common interest as the company might deem 
expedient. ‘fhe landa were purchased by the company ; 


therefore, we are to infer that Mr. Kendall did obtain the ; 


President’s assent to the sale ; but Mr. Kendall was not, 
and probably will not be, called on for any further services. 
Those interested in the purchase speak confidently of their 
expectation of realizing, at the end of the sales, three or 
four dollars for every one invested. The people of the 
United States, by this transaction, have not been defrauded 
or overreached ; hut the interest of the Indians in these res- 
ervations has probably been obtained by this company for 
Jess than halt its market value. How far the President 
should guard the interest of the Indians is for him and Con- 
gress to determine; possibly it may have some connection 
with his oath of office. But if the interests of the Indians 
must or may be sacrificed, shall it-be so done for the bene- 


fit of a few favorites, and at the sole suggestion of one in- | 


dividual, himself more deeply interested than any other ?? 


which this committeee refused to permit to be propounded 
to Amos Kendall ; and whereas the said Kendall has this 
day. communicated the following letter, to wit: 


$E WASHINGTON, February 20, 1837. 

s Sir: You will remember that, while Enas under ex- 
amination before your committee, an anonymous letter was 
produced, and made the basis of a question, which the com- 
mittee refused to let me answer, although requested. Of 
that refusal I do not complain; but I complain that the 
anonymous lettet was permitted to be put ou your journal. 

us That better, siz, is an atrocious libel onthe President 


of the United States and-on myself, and, in all its essential 
parts, is utterly false. I never made such a bargain as is 
therein described y nor has the President, under such cir- 
cumstances, or under any others, so far I know and believe, 
confirmed the sales. of any Indian lands purchased by a Bos- 
ton company. es 

é ‘This infamous libel has been placed upon yourjournal ; 
itis presumed ‘it will be reported to the House, and will 
thus be published.. And where is my remedy? By the Con- 
stitution and laws of my country, E am authorized to seek 
protection for my character, as well as my person, from the 
attacks of private citizens, in the courts of justice; but in 
this case, members of Congress, around whom the Consti- 
stution spreads the shield of privilege, become the publish- 
ers, and the name of the Jibeler.is withheld from me. Of 
this F complain. By me, the immunity of a member of 
Congress, in the performance of his’ public duties, will ever 
be held sacred. But I-deny his right to extend the like im - 
munity to every villain in the eountry who has malice 
enough to stab, but not courage enough to meet the respon- 
sibility. I deny his right to receive and publish, under his 
privilege, any anonymous libel in any shape. ` To say the 
least, it is an abuse of a constitutional immunity, which 
was granted for purposes more noble and more just. 

“sI ask, therefore, that the name of the libeler in this 
case may be ascertained and communicated to me. After 
entering the libel upon their journal, the committee, I re- 
spectfully conceive, cannot, in justice, do less than place 
me in an attitude where I may avail myseif of the protection 
and redress which the Constitution and laws promise, in 
like cases, to every citizen. 

«s Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

“(AMOS KENDALL, 
“i Hon. Henry A. Wise, Chairman, Sc.’ 
this committee will proceed to examine into the facts and 
circumstances involved in, and alluded to, by the said 
question and the said letter; and will cause witnesses to 
be summoned to prove or disprove the said facts and cir- 
cumstances. , 

“ Which resolution was rejected by the following vote : 

 Yeas—Mr. Campbell, Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Wise—3. 

“Nays—Mr. Pearce, Mr. Hannegan, Mr. Parks, Mr. 
Mann, Mr. Chaney—5.” 


Thus, sir, I took him in his temper and at his 
word, and proposed to try the truth of the charge 
and the sincerity of his passion; but the vote of 
the committee was the same again—the same old 
throw—size-tray! l had put this same interrog- 
atory to Kendall, eye to eye, face to face. It was 
explicit and specific. He was willing, oh! how 
willing, to answer it! But then, sir, his own 
Jriends on committee were so cruel and unjust as 
to allow the charge to go upon the journal unan- 
swered. Not exactly so either. I caught David 
Henshaw, of Boston, in the city. I put him upon 
the witness stand. After proposing to him nu- 
merous questions, which the committee rejected, 
I did get in one or two questions, and as many 
answers, which satisfied me fully that there was 
foundation for the information given to me: 


“ Question 9. Have you any information of persons in- 
terested with Mr. Kendall in the profits of buying and selling 
public land? If so, state what. 

Answer. J have no information of any persons inter- 
ested, at this time, with Mr. Kendall, in the profits of buying 
and selling public lands. 

i Question 10. Have you any information of persons who 
have been interested with Mr. Kendall since he has been an 
czecutive officer, in the profits of buying and selling public 
lands? 


“t Objected to by Mr. Parks, and rejected ns follows : 

“ Yeas—Mr. Muhlenberg and Mr. Wise—2. 

“ Nays—Mr. Hannegan, Mr. Parks, Mr. Mann, and Mr. 
Chaney—4.” 

The committee could not be coaxed to permit 
fair and full investigation. 

Sir, I could show you pile upon pile of proof, 
but these instances will serve as specimens of the 
manner in which you, the Speaker, the President 
of the United States, the heads of the Execntive 
Departments, your committee, and your whole 
party, combined and conspired to stifle investiga- 
i tion, when proposed in 1837. 

Sir, not only did you and the Administration 
pursue this course upon the committee to examine 
the condition of the various Executive Depart- 
ments, of which I was chairman, but, in like 
manner, you played the same game on the com- 
| mittee and towards the committee of which my 
friend and colleague (Mr. GarLanp] was chair- 
man, You repelied inquiry, refused interrogato- 
ries, prostrated and postponed resolutions, encour- 
aged contumacy in witnesses, resisted investiga- 
tion in every form there, too, with this difference 
only, that there the usual throw of the die was 
‘emque-four”’ Instead of ‘‘ size-tray,’’ my col- 
league, the chairman, usually voting with the 
minority of three—Johnson, Peyton, and Wise. 

Such was your reform Administration! You 


inquiry. One of the committee was appointed 
quiry l pp 


to sit on Reuben, and the other on Levi, One 


i was to investigate the pet bank concern, the other. 


denied, resisted, and defeated all investigation, all. 


was. to examine the virtue and, honesty of the 
Treasury Department. Sir, Reuben and. Levi 
were then in Co—they ‘rode and tied.” But 
how soon, sir, did truth—‘ mighty truth, pre- 
vail,” notwithstanding all your resistance and 
attempts to stifle her mighty throes! Sir, this 
was in the session of 1836-37; these committees 
reported on the 3d of March; before sixty days 
expired, the explosion of the pet banks, the crush 
of credit, the destruction of confidence and com- 
merce, the ruin of everything, proclaimed, thun- 
dered the truth of my charges, to establish which 
the Garland committee was raised—~thundered it, 
sir, in the ears of every man—touched the nerves 
of every man’s pocket, and was literally so tan- 
gible as to be felt by every man, woman, and child. 
in the country. The Secretary Levi himself ad- 
mitted the system to be corrupt and unsafe to the 
called session, and poor Reuben has been turned 
to the dogs. And now, sir, the truth of the 
charges against the Departments is about to be 
verified as clearly by the explosion of the sub- 
treasurers, Swartwout, Price, Gratiot,and others, 
as the truth of the charges in relation.to the pet 
banks was made manifest by their explosion! 

Some of Mr. Wise’s friends entreated him to 
yield the floor for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WISE. No, sir, I do not yield the floor. 
I may never get it again until the 4th of March, 
1839. I will go on, without turning aside from 
my purpose, to expose these outrages upon the 
country. I feel better now; much better, sir. I 
was sick last night; these documents made me 
sick. I was poring over them late last night. 
The discussion of them makes me perspire; the 
perspiration comes now freely, and Iam relieved. 
I distrust you, sir, to be frank; I will go on, and 
you must bear it. 

First came the explosion of the pet banks— 
now come the explosions, one after another, in. 
quick succession, of the sub-treasurers who were, 
or are to be, substituted for banks, and I will 
show you that they prove all I ever charged to 
be true, 

I said that in December, 1836, when General 
Jackson gave his certificate that all was well, 
honest, fair, this very leg-treasury, Swartwout, 
at New York, was in default $336,718. Well, 
sir, now it appears that, in twelve months after, 
he was in default to the tune of $1,016,955! and, 
three months after that time, was a defaulter in 
the still larger sum of $1,225,705 69! Previous 
to my allempt at. investigation, he had been steal- 
ing public money at the rate of $56,000 per an- 
num. After the çat was beled, he stole in one 
year $680,236 63, and in the next three months 
$208,780 37. Yes, sir, after the President had 
given him a certificate of honesty, and you, sir, 
and the House, and the committee, and the Ex- 
ecutive, had shielded him from all scrutiny, he 
stole in one year the sum of $680,236 63, and in 
the next three months at the rate of more than 
eight hundred thousand dollars per annum—his 
defalcation averaging, throughout his official ca- 
reer, the sum of more than one hundred and sev- 
enty thousand dollars per annum, for seven years 
—and this, too, we are now told, without the least 
suspicion ! ‘* A Jew may believe it: but I don’t!’’ 
_ Sir, I said the other day that Zdid not rejoice 
in these public losses and calamities, though I 
confessed I did feel a thrill of triumph at having 
gained a victory for the truth. The pet bank 
system and the sub-treasurers have exploded, as 
l said they would, and exposed their hidden 
enormities, concealed until they could be con- 
cealed no longer; but I do not rejoice at it. I 
made me no booth to sit and watch for the de- 
struction of corrupt Nineveh. But, sir, there is 
one poor human being on this earth, alone now 
in the world, wrecked in reputation, blasted, 
slighted by men not half as worthy as he, whose 
soul at scenes like these does rejoice, must exult. 
Who, and where is he? Sir, if you will godown 
Pennsylvania avenue to the corner of Four-and- 
a-half street, beneath Mrs. Peyton’s boarding- 
house, you will find a gray-headed man, stricken 
in years; his name is Tobias Watkins! That 
man, for borrowing money. of public officers, funds 
in their hands, not converting funds in his own 
hands to his own use, was imprisoned on the 
14th of August, 1829, and tried on three several 
indictments,-on all of which he was convicted: 
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and fined, on one the sum of $750, on another 
$300, and the third $3,000. He was sentenced 
to be imprisoned three months on each indict- 
ment, in all nine months; but though imprisoned 
in August, 1829, he was not released until March, 
1833. Kept in jail three years and six months 
for a real or factitious defalcation of §3,050! 
Where are now the defaulters of this reform 
Administration ?. Where is Swartwout, after em- 
bezzling public money for eight years in succes- 
sion, tii he had taken and carried away $1,250,000? 
Where is Price? Where is Gratiot? How long 
since their carriage-wheels proudly hurled the 
Olympic dust of the fashionable streets and ave- 
nues of your metropolis of court and of fashion ? 
No marshals at their heels; no district attorneys 
prosecuting against them triple indictments; they 
ran away, or walked away, unforbidden, and 
none to hinder! Where is Boyd? that land-office 
defaulter, who appealed to ‘the misfortunes of spec- 
ulation” to elect him tothe Senate of his State of 
Mississippi! These are all innocent and unfor- 
tunate or escaping defaulters! These are full- 
handed public plunderers, pet plunderers, and go 
<‘unwhipped of justice.” Sir, so was Tobias 
Watkins unfortunate. He was born and bred a 
gentleman; dazzled by the tinsel glare of this me- 
tropolis of “ splendid misery and shabby splen- 
dor’’—as it was once, with equal force, truth, and 
beauty, described by that unequaled orator of 
Virginia, John Randolph—of liberal mind, and 
habits, too, he lavished some three thousand im- 
providently, thinking in his heart that he should 
be able to replace that sum, and more, and ‘make 
all straight,” and he was imprisoned for his im- 
pradence for nearly four pee and made to bear 
a felon’s brand! Ah, sir, but he was a gentleman; 
he belonged to “ all the decency,’ to the ‘ silk- 
stocking gentry;”” he was not one of your Loco- 
foco defaulters; he was not unfortunate to the 
amount of millions; he was no robber on a large 
scale; he was not one too full-handed to be touched 
oy the rude hands of the tipstaff; he was not a 
defaulter of the great Democracy, and, poor fel- 
tow, he suffered for being a gentleman! By-the- 
ay, sir, that word reminds me of the fact that it 
was during, or not until the past summer, your 
party first discovered that your President was a 
entleman! The discovery was made first, [ think, 
ty granny Ritchie. That venerable gentleman 
took me to task for finding some gentlemen in 
Petersburg, and, as a set-off, it seemed, boasted 
that President Van Buren, too, was actually a gen- 
tleman! Very strange, that a man whom they 
made President, the successor of the ‘ illustrious”? 
in 1837, they did not find out to be a gentleman 
until the sammer of 1838! They mustsurely have 
been trying to make him outa Whig. For my- 
self, Lalways knew he was, in the ordinary sense, 


a gentleman; and it was mortifying to me to see | 


that the Enquirer, by implication at least, had 
supposed until lately that the President of the 
United States could be other than a gentleman— 
judging, 1 mean, from its boast of the sudden dis- 
covery; but my colleague there [Mr. Dromcoore] 
will not, however, recognize Mr. Ritchie as a 
genuine Locofoco editor. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. No, no; he is a conserv- 
ative. 

There is a cheering consideration connected 
with this discovery, though by the Administra- 
tion press; it is the brightest omen which has oc- 
curred for years of Mr. Van Buren’s downfall. 
Yes, sir, that cry of “gentleman” upon him by 
his friends will finish him—with the party which 
supports him, they mightas well have cried “mad 


dog!” Itis acertain prognostic that he is going. 


down. From the hour that father Ritchie made 
that fatal discovery, the man’s doom was sealed. 
But, sir, the gentleman defaulter, Watkins, as I 
was saying, met his fate; and now that he has 
been purified by the fires of the law, we may be 
permitted to do him justice, and to make him the 


instrument of retribution. [call him up; I invoke | 


his wrongs, his sufferings, his injuries, his expl- 
ation, to rise in judgment against his persecutors 
to condemn them. Where is he now? In asta- 
tion where he is, no doubt, far happier than in 
his day of precarious and terror-haunted show, 
when he toiled as a poor slave in one of the stalls 
of your document factories called Departments. 
He is now an humble apothecary; and here I will 


| man of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 


say, for the benefit of all who would be honest, | 


and who wish to be clean, that he keeps for sale 
the very best of“ palin soap’’ and chloride of lime, 
and other chemical compositions, to take off the 
spots of locofocoism, and to cleanse from all cor- 
ruption! F recommend to certain sub-Treasury 
gentlemen to go and buy; but what ifthey be once 
washed white as snow, they will, like the hog, 
return to their wallowing in the mire. 

The Administration may pretend that they wish 
investigation. It is full time. But how is the 
matter pressed? Every now and then the chair- 


CAaMBRELENG] comes forward, and, in solemn 
tone, asks you to drop the subject for what he is 
pleased to term “business; as if it was not the 
business of this House, and its chief duty now- 
a-days, to look into abuses. Sir, “the party’’ are 
in reality, at heart, as much opposed to inquiry 
now as of old. It serves their turn at thie time 
to pretend to be diligent and zealous for inquiry. 
They are no more its friends now than they ever 
were. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. 


I hope the-gentleman 
will not do me injustice. I never voted against 


any of his investigations. Never. 

Mr. WISE. I said your party. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. My party; ha! ha! 
That is another affair. 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir, I believe the gentleman 
is ‘* another affair” since the New York election. 
And now that the iniquities of your party are 
daily coming to light, now that concealment is 
no longer possible, every man of ‘ the party” is 
prompt to exclaim, ** you can’t say I didit P’—the | 
party itself must be brisk to make the disclaim- 
er, lest the people set all down as rogues together, 
those who are found out, and those who are not. 
The people are beginning to compare Watkins 
with Bwartwout—hundreds of cases of defalca- 
tion with one—thirteen millions of expenditure 
with thirty or forty millions—and to see that the 
administration of Adams, however bad, was, in 
comparison with the iniquities of this dynasty, 
about as Watkins to Swartwout—$3,050 to 
$1,225,000 !—thirteen millions to forty millions 
—one case of defalcation severely punished, to 
one hundred not only unrebuked, but counte- 
nanced and connived at! 

And this, sir, brings me to the message of this 
session. So enormous, appalling, have your in- 
iquities grown, that at one time we were called to 
an extra session to cure one system of experi- 
ments, and again another system’s blotches and 
blains are the special subjects of Executive com- 
munications. ‘The President himself, in self-de- 
fense, and Mr. Secretary, are compelled to ac- 
knowledge them in order to account for them. 
This message of Mr. Van Buren directly contra- į 
dicts the letter and certificate of his “ illustrious | 
predecessor.” He confesses that all the Depart- | 
ments are not, and were not, sound, and is all in j 
a hurrah for investigation. Let us see: 


« A change in the office of collector, at one of our prin- 
cipal ports, has brought to light a defaleation of the gravest | 
character, the particulars of which will be laid before you ! 
in aspecial report from the Secretary of the Treasury. By | 
his report, and the accompanying documents, it will be seen | 
thatthe weelly returns of the defaulting officer apparently 
exhibited, throughout, a faithful administration of the affairs 
intrusted to his inanagement.” ! 

Sir, quere de hoc? 1 will endeavor to show you 
directly that this is an error; that “the weekly 
returns,” if they had been properly examined | 
aud compared in the Secretary’s office, would | 
have detected and exhibited the very reverse of | 
‘a faithful administration”? long ago. But the | 
President proceeds: 

“Tt, however, now appears that he commenced abstract- 
ing the public money shortly after his appointment, and con- i 
tinued to do so, progressively increasing the amount for the 
term of more than seven years, embracing a portion of the 
period during which the public moneys were deposited in H 
the Bank of the United States, the whole of that of the |; 
State bank deposit system, and concluding only on his re- | 
tirement from office,” &e. > | 

Sir, this is a confession which tallies well with i 
the illustrious predecessor’s certificate of the 

i 
j 
| 


s ability and integrity’? of the Departments in 
December, 1836: 

“The way in which this defaleation was so long con- ; 
cealed, and the steps taken to indemify the United States, 
as far as practicable, against loss, will also be presented to | 


you, The case is one which imperatively claims the atten- | 


tion of Congress, and furnishes the strongest motive for the | 


establishment of a. more severe and. secure system for the 
safe-keeping and disbursement of the public moneys than 
any that has heretofore existed.” 

Ay, sir, and from this we learn the most extra- 
ordinary. deduction that this defalcation of a sub- 
treasurer, of the ‘ gravest character,” ig an argu- 
ment to recommend to our favor the sub- Treasury 
system! 

“Tt seems proper, at aif events, that, by an eariy ennet- 
ment, similar to that of other couutries, the application, of 
public money by an officer of Government to private uses 


should be made a felony, and visited by severe and ignomini- 
ous punishment’? 


I will soon show you, sir, that millions of the 
public money have been applied by officers of the 
Government to private uses, with the knowledge 
of the Administration: 

t The Government, it must be admitted, has been, from 
its commencement, comparatively fortunate in this respect. 
But the appointing power cannot always be well advised in 
its selections, and the experience of every country hag 
shown that public officers.are not at ali times proof against 
temptation.?? 

Is the Government fortunate. in this respect? 
Can any one tell us how much we have lost? 
We have certainly been taught of late that Gov- 
ernment officers are not always proof against 
temptation; and we may all verily pray that part 
of the Lord’s prayer which prays: “ Lead us not 
into temptation !” 

“ ff a more direct coSperation on the part of Congress 
in the supervision of the conduct of the officers intrusted 
with the custody and application of the public money is 
deemed desirabie, it will give me pleasure to‘assist in the 
establishment of any judicious and constitutional plan by 
which that object may be accomplished.’ 

Now, sir, what would the President considera 
judicious and constitutional plan? We recollect 
that his illustrious predecessor considered a com- 
mittee to report to Congress as worse than a 
Spanish Inquisition. What is Mr. Van Buren’s 
plan? We will soon see: 

“T submit to your consideration whether a committee of 
Congress might not be profitably employed in inspecting, at 
such intervals as might be deemed proper, the affairs and 
the accounts of officers intrusted with the custody of the 
public moneys. The frequent performance of this duty 
might be made obligatory on the committee in respect to 
those officers who have large sums in their possession, and 
left discretionary with respect to others.” 

Sir, all this would seem to be reversing the rule 
and line of conduct pursued by General Jackson. 
He would seem to be coming at last to my doc- 
trine of inquiry and investigation. But no, sir, 
hear him: 

“They might report to the Executive such defaleations ag 
were found to exist, with a view to aprompt removal from 
ofice unless the default was satisfactorily accounted for,” 

c 

Ah, sir, here the mystery is solved. Here is 
the clew to all executive concession—it is but 
another step to executive aggrandizement. The 
committee of Congress is to report to the Execwtive, 
is it? A committee of Congress is to travel all 
over the United States, as Executive servants, to 
supervise the officers of a President who is sworn 
to see that the laws are faithfully executed. And 
pray, what have we an Executive for? Why 
have we a President, and Secretary, and Audit- 
ors; and Comptrollers, with plenary powers, to 
do this very service? Could they not have done 
this, whenever they pleased to do their duties, 
for the last nine years? We are to convert our 
committees into missionaries. This House is to 
be a new sort of “ American Board,’’ with this 
difference, that, instead of being missionaries of 
Christ, we are to be missionaries of Mr. Presi- 
dent Van Buren! General Jackson claimed it as 
the duty and prerogative of the Executive alone 
to see that his subordinates executed the laws 
faithfully; but his successor asks Congress to 
perform the executive duties for him. Does Mr. 
Van Buren mean to say that it has been for want 
of such congressional aid heretofore that there 
has been no such supervision by the Executive ? 
That there has becn no such supervision is trae; 
but that such aid was wanting, or necessary, is 
not true. The President has always had the full 
power of this supervision; he might have found 
some honest men of his own party fit for offices, 
and have appointed honest commissioners to su- 
pervise those who were not fit, This, sir, is an 


$ insuperable objection, that the President not only 


asks us to go out of our usual course, but to be- 
come merged in the Executive. What, sir; is 
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this House: in fact, in actual service, to become 
an executive slave? Igit'the aim of ‘the Presi- 
dent still more to prostrate the dignity of the 
legislative branch of Goverhment? Would any 
other President have dared to propose’ such a 
thing? I would ask: the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts whether he would have dared 
to ask Congress to direct its committees, by law, 
to report to him? - That gentleman’s..worat foes, 
‘those who vilified him most, hever charged- him 
with thus insulting the dignity of Congress. Is 
th 


is the sort of committee you are now asking } 


from us? I would prefer that defalcations should 
go on; that the public moneys should all be 
squandered; that the public character and mor- 
als should go with it overboard, to having the 
great lines of demartkation between the coördi- 
nate branches of the Government destroyed, to 
amassing all power in the Executive. This 
would bring us at once, and ata leap, to the low- 
est degree of degradation—whither defalcations 
and general corruption were only gradually and 
slowly leading us—to the very footstool of a 
despot. _ , i 

But, sir, | come to the important question now: 
With what view would the President have these 
committees report to him? He tells us, ‘with a 
view to a prompt removal from office.”’ ‘Chis brings 
me to another branch of this subject. I will pro- 
ceed now to show that case after case has been 
reported to the Executive, of defaleation, and of 
delinquency in ‘office, and violation of duty, in 
subordinate officers—reported by commissioners 
appointed by the President himself — cases not 
only of default, but fraud, of repeated applications 
of public money to private uses—no Jess than forty 
since 1835, in three years—and yet the officers 
were retained in office, and reappointed to office 
after their delinguencics and moral turpitude were 
known to the Department. I will go further: 
they have been countenanced and encouraged to 
become defaulters, and to perjure themselves and 
defraud the Treasury, I am not declaiming—I 
will prove what I say. When I say forty cases, 
I mean that number, at least, which I can enu- 
tnerate since 1834—I can give the names; I have 
them before me. I will first take up the case of 
Joseph Reckless, a collector at Perth Amboy, 
New Jersey. Tadvert to this case particularly 
to do General Jackson justice. I believe that he 
was imposed on in this case by a fulse abstract of 
festimony made out at the Treasury Department. 
William Van Hook, of New York, preferred the 
charges against Reckless in a letter to Secretary 
Woodbury: : 

New York, January 3, 1835. 

Bin: The following facts of fraud upon the Government | 
of the United States came to my knowledge some time 
since; but being desirous of satisfying myselt of their truth 
before I submitted them to you, I delayed doing so tilt this 
ume. I now feel it my duty to charge J. W. Reckless, the | 
collector of Perth Amboy, New Jersey, with the following 
frauds, committed by him, in his oflicial character, upou 
the Government. 

First charge. —A willfal omission to credit the Govern- 
ment, in his accounts, with the sum of $147, received by 
him as collector, on the 18th July, 1833, or thereabouts, for 
tonnuge duty on the schooner Pacific, seized by his prede- | 
cessor in oflice for a violation of the revenue law, aud re 
wnaining under seizure when he came into oflice, and which | 
remains unaccounted for at this time. ‘This sum was re- | 
ceived from Messrs. P. Secor & Son, of this city, under a 
compromise wade with them by said collector, of the sum 
actually due, and which amounted to about four hundred 
and seventeen dollars. 

Second charge.—That the said collector has charged the 
United States, in bis quarterly accounts, a sim of about 
one hundred dollars per quarter, for wages of the boatmen 
of his revenue barge, more than he has ever paid them. 
‘The mode in which this has been effected, was by obtain- 
ing from them receipts in blank as to the sums paid, and, 

after paying them, filling up the amount with such sums as 
Buited his views. 

‘This practice commenced, I believe, with the third quar- 
ter of 1833, and has been continued in all his accounts 
since, as I believe; by comparing his accounts for the first 


two quarters of 1833 with those subsequently rendered, |; 


and by comparing them with the accounts of the collector 
who preceded him, I think the fact wilt appear. 


The first charge can he proved by F. Secor & Son, of this || 


city; and the second charge can be also proved by the com- 
parison of the accounts, and by the boatmen in Perth Am- 
boy, and also by F, W. Brinley, of Perth Amboy, who 
was his deputy for some time, and was removed from office 
because he would not consent to be the instrument of his 
frauds. Any communication you may think fit to make to 
ine will be answered promptly. 

Respectfuily, I am your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM VAN HOOK, 

The Hon. Levi WooDBURY, 
j Secretary of the Treasury. 


: =- WASHINGTON, January 5, 1835. 

Sur: I transmit, herewith, a Jetter to you from William 
Van, Hook, Esq., of New York, containing a representation 
of frauds upon the Government, committed by Joseph. W. 
Reckless, collector of the customs at Perth Amboy, in New 
Jersey. gout ert ire Fi TUS: 

Mr. Van Hook is a gentleman of high standing‘for integ- 
rity, and, in addition to his representation, I do not hesitate 
toada my own beliéf of the charges made by him to their 
fall extent. With the facts relating to the tonnage duty on 
the schooner Pacific, I am personally acquainted ; and the 
receipt. of the. amount of $147, and the withholding the 
credit for it tø the Government, are facts of which no doubt 
exists." foes i Ra 4 $ 
-The overcharge of wages to the crew-of the revenue 
boat, as detailed by Mr. Yan Hook, is no doubt correct. 
My personal observation and knowledge of the employment 
of that boat (beińg in view of my own house) would satisfy 
me that the account rendered is grossly overcharged, were 
I not apprised of the fact otherwise. $ 

Circumstances, unnecessary here to be detailed, have 
delayed the making of these charges officially hefore this 
time; but a proper examination into the conduct of the 
colector will substantiate these and probably other frauds. 

Lain, with great respect, sir, your obedient rea 


JAMES PARK. 
Hon. Levi Woonsury, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 


Such were the charges: of Mr. Van Hook, 
| vouched by the Hon. James Panxer, then a mem- 
ber of the Flouse of Representatives, and aeparti- 
san of the Administration. On the 6th of January, 
1835, Mr. Woodbury notified Reckless of the 
charges, and asked him for explanations. Janu- 
ary 22, 1835, Reckless replied, as follows: 
Wasmineton, January 22, 1835. 
Sir: I have the honor to ackuowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 6th instant, covering a copy of charges made 
against me, in my oficial capacity, to the Department over 
which you preside, by William Van Hook, and requesting 
to be furnished with my explanations in regard to the same. 
In accordance with that request, I have the honor to state, 
in relation to the first charge, that, when L came into office 
as collector at Perui Amboy, I found the sehooner Pacilic 
under seizure by my predecessor for a violation of the laws 
of the United States. This vessel was a foreign bottom, 
employed in carrying stone from South Amboy to New 
York, and was destitute of papers atthe time she was seized. 
Soon atter entering upon the duties of my office, I ton- 
sulted the district attorney, G. D. Wall, Esq., as to tbe 
course { should pursue. [le advised me to adopt that course 
by which I could obtain the valne of the vessel without fur- 
ther delay. In accordance with that advice, I made a com- 
promise with Messrs. F, Secor & Son, who represented the 
owners, and received from them the sum of $200, which L 
considered the full value of the schooner, and a sum about 
what a ship carpenter valued her at. This sum was held 
to mect the various claims which then existed against the 
vessel, and for which [had made myself liable pnd when 
paid, the balance to be brought to the credit of Me Govern- 
mentin my accounts. ‘The charges which I have paid are 
as per receipts accompanying : 
August 7,1833. M. Bruen, for wharfage........... -$23 00 
Sept. 28, 1833. G. D. Will, district attorney, for ad- 
vice and directions...,. 
Dec. 30, 1834. B. Maurice, wharfage ... 


eses. AL 40 
eseese 29 29 


93 69 
The sum received in compromise .....esesereeeees UU OU 


Balance due theGovernment.....sceseeeeceee eee G106 3L 


This sam will be brought to the credit of the Department, 
in my 2evounts for the present quarter. 

In regard to the second charge, it is true that the quar- 
terly accounts which have been rendered by me do embrace 
a sum beyond that which has been paid for wages to the 
boatmen of the revenue barge, because incidental expenses 
have been united with those under that head for the same 
time; but not one sou has been charged which has not been 
actually expended. When I came into office, L found Mr. 
F. W. Brinley in that of deputy collector. He suggested 
this mode of charging incidental expenses; by which F 
was led to suppose that it was in accordance with the estab- 
lished previous usages of the office. ‘This mode of keeping 
the accounts and making those charges has continued ever 
since, 

Any further explanations T shall at all times be happy to 
give, in case they be deemed necessary. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. W. RECKLESS. 
Ion. Levi Woopsury, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 

With this letter the two receipts for wharfage 
and the receipt of Wall, were transmitted. Jan- 
uary 24, 1835, Woodbury notified Van Hook and 
Parker of Reckless’s explanation, in which, it 
will be observed, he admits second charge, and 
offers excuse for it. February 2, 1835, Mr. Van 
Hook replied, as follows: 

New York, February 2, 1835, 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge tbe receipt of 
your letter of the 24th ultimo, covering the copy of the an- 


swer of J. W. Reckless to the charges of fraud preferred 
by me against bim, and asking my “ assentor dissent to the 


inquiry is desired.” 

Your letter would have been replied to sooner, but my 
absence from town has prevented ìt. I maintain the utter 
untruth of the explanations ne has made. I am ready to 
prove the truth of the charges made in all such pasts not 


correctness of his explanations, and whether any further : 


admitted by the statement of Mr. Reckless, or fully to the 
extent of them as made, in. such manner as you shall re- 
quire. A copy of the original receipt.of Mr. Reckless for 
the money received under the compromise, and which I 
can produce to you, will show a variance of the items con- 
tained in it, and. m his statement, and will show an atter- 
thought in regard to the amount he alleges be has paid out 
of the sum received; I can, by this and other testimony, 
prove that, at the time the settlemeut was made for the 
tonnage of the schooner Pacific, the accowmts against her 
had heen ascertained, and that they were separately and 
specifically paid for by Messrs. Secor, the owners of the 
vessel, and will therefore fully sustain that charge. 
is aceounts will show that he has applied for, and‘ob- 

tained from, the ‘freasury, large sums of money to pay the 
expenses of his office since the receipt of this money ; and 
Į cauuot imagine a satisfactory reason, why an honest man 
should conceal the receipt of this sum, or any other; tome 
the reason he assigns is ‘utterly unsatisfactory, becadse I 
believe it untrue. int 

As regards the boatmen’s wages, he admits the amounts 
are untrue, and that the sums charged are beyond the sums 
paid. That charge requires no further proof, aceording to 
my understanding of his answer; should it be required, t 
will furnish it.. I deny that the overplus money, or différ- 
ence between the money paid the boatmen, has been. ex- 
pended for public purposes, and challenge Mr. Reckless to 
show the fact. [assert that it was applied to his own use, 
and to his emolument; and this I can prove, if it is re- 
quired. As regards the reason for stating his accounts in 
the manner he alleges, that he bas done it under the advice 
of Mr. Brinley; this I also deny. Iwill prove by Mr. Brin- 
ley that it is wholly, and ia all its parts, uutrue. He never 
advised the mode of keeping or rendering his accounts as 
he alleges ; but, on the contrary, expressly stated to him, at 
the time, that it was incorrect and improper. 

I am, sir, with respect, your humble and obedient ser- 
vant, WM. VAN HOOK. 


Hon. Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


February 7, 1835, Woodbury notified Parker, 
Van Hook, and J.W. Reckless, to take affidavits, 
upon notice, of witnesses, for and against the 
charges. On the 31st of March, 1835, Joseph 
Marsh, Mayor of the city of Perth Amboy, re- 
arhed and certified the examinations had before 
him, - 


Mr. Reckless admits that the sums set forth in the state- 
ment in the revenue boatmen’s time-book, and which is set 
forth in Mr. Brinley’s affidavit, are the sums actually paid 
to the boatmen, and no more, in the several quarters men= 
tioned. JOSEPH MARSH, 

Mayor of the City of Perth Amboy 


I, Joseph Marsh, Mayor of the city of Perth Amboy, in 
the State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that, on the 30th 
day of March instant, Francis W. Brinley, Benjamin Maw- 
rice, and James Parker were severally duly sworn and ex- 
amined before me, and that the said examinations are here- 
unto annexed, and were signed by them, respectively, and 
were reduced to writing in my presence, except the direct 
examination of said F. W. Brinley, which he produced to 
me in his own handwriting, and was admitted by Mr. Wall, 
of counsel for Mr. Reckless, should be received as his exam- 
ination. And I do further certify that said J. W. Reckless 
attended said examinations, and Garret D. Wall, Esq., his 
counsel, also attended said exau inations. 

dn witness whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name, 
in the city of Perth Amboy, this lst day of March, 1835. 

i JOSEPH MARSH, 
Mayor of the City of Perth Amboy. 


1833 ~January 7. To 70 80-95ths admeasurement.. $ 
Wharlage—Mr. BJs wharf, De- 
cember 14 to Wees 
January 8 to l4 eresse. } §t 56 
December 20 to February 4, 21 50 


16 


23 00 


February 1. Wharfage—Mrs. Ps wharf, to 

Juiy 15, 1833, 23 at 14, 27 
23 weeks 5 days........... isese 35 60 
Three trips for gen. tonnage, at 50 cents per 

LOM cece ee cceer ee seneeseeerene en teewecers 105 OF 
Altorney’s Dill ccc seccce sce esssas osses ssas OO Ob 


$200 00 


Reeeived of F. Secor the above $209, in full for expenses 
for light tonnage against schooner Pacific. 
J. W. R., Collector. 


EXHIBIT 1. 

SCHOONER Paciric, Dr. 
1833—-January 7. To admeasurement of vessel, 70 80-95ths, 
AL L CONE. ic seesseeeceeese eens Y 76 
To wharfage at Mr. Bruen’s wharf, 

from Jan. 8to 14,6 days.. $1 50 
From January 14to February `. 
26, at the wharf, 41 days.. 21 50 
23 60 


February 26. To wharfage at Mrs. Patrick’s 
whart, up to July 13, 1833, 19 
weeks and 4 days, at $1 50 per 
Week... sass caeeess oss the xh. Q) 25 

To tonnage money, at 50 cents 
per ton ateach trip, four trips 
to and from South Amboy....147 00 


$260 01 


Received the above amount of $200, in full for expenses 
against the schooner Pacific, and prior to date. 
3. W. RECKLESS, Collector. 


1838.] 
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Ho. or Reps. 


PoRT or PERTH AMBOY, New JERSEY. 
The above for Francis Secor, and delivered to him July 
18, 1833. . J. MARSH, 


I, Francis W. Brinley, of Perth Amboy, in the State of 
New Jersey, do solemnly, sincerely, and truly swear to the 
truth of the following statement: 

That I was deputy collector and inspector of the customs 
for the district of Perth Amboy from the 11th day of No- 
vember, 1830, to the 7th day of May, 1834; during which 
time I served under James Parker, collector until the Ist 
day of April, 1833; and on his resignation, at the last-men- 
toned daie, under Joseph W. Reckless, his successor in 
office. 

"That during the whole of said time, it was part of my 
duty to prepare and make out the quarterly accounts and 
returns of the office, under direction of the collector for the 
time being, to be transmitted to the Treasury Department, at 
Washington, after the same had been examined, corrected, 
and signed by the collector. 

That, in the first or early part of the month of July, 1833, 
Joseph W. Reckless being then collector, I made out the 
accounts and returns for the second quarter of that year, 
(ending 30th June,) according to the established forms and 
instructions from the Comptroller of the ‘I'reasury, which 
forms { had, from my first holding the office, universally 
followed ; charging only to the revenue-boat account and 
pay-roll the sums actually paid to the boatmen, which sums 
were ascertained each quarter from a rough book kept for 
the purpose, called the ‘revenue boatmen’s time-book ;” 
wherein were roted the days and times that each of the 
boatmen was employed, and stating the contingent or inci- 
dental expenses of the office not chargeable to the United 
States in the ‘statement of salary, fees, emoluments, and 
expenditures,’ for the quarter, as will appear by reference 
to these accounts, sent to the First Auditor of the Treas- 
ary, and which were proved to be correct by their allow- 
auge without alteration. These accounts for the quarter 
were minutely examined by Joseph W. Reckless, and many 
questions asked by him relative thereto, which I answered, 
and also referred him to the printed forms and instructions 
from the Comptroller of the ‘freasury, and the accounts of 
Mr. Parker, his predecessor in the office ; from which, and 
ihe knowledge he had then obtained of the duties of col- 
lector, (during the three months he had then beea in offiee,) 
Mr. Reckless was satisfied of their correctaess, and the 
same were signed by him and sent to the First Auditor of 
vae Treasury, as before stated, and allowed without alter- 
ation. 

The schooner Pacific (foreign bottom) had, previous to 
dhe resignation of Mr. Parker, been seized by him for trans- 

ressing the laws of the United States regulating the coast- 
lng trade, by carrying stone from the State of New York to 
the Camden and South Amboy railroad, at South Amboy; 
tnd, in the answer of the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
ender date of the 6th of February, 1833, to Mr. Parkers 
vatter advising of the seizure and requesting instructions, 
ne directs “ to charge the vessel for every trip you can as- 
certain she has made since she was sold in the United 
States.” Mr. Parker accordingly proceeded to collect proof, 
and obtained from Mr. Thomas Conover, agent at South 
Amboy for the Camden 


and Amboy Railroad, a list of the 
dates of eleven trips made by the schooner with stone. The 
retter of Mr. Conover to Mr, Parker was dated the 19th of 
Mebruary, 1833; and (with the letter of the Comptroller) is, 
pr ought to be, now on file in the collector's office at Perth 
Amboy. These two letters were handed over by Mr. Parker 
to Mr. Reckless, on the Ist day of April, 1893, with a memo- 
randum of the date of the seizure, of the time the vessel 
had subsequently Jain at the wharf of Matthias B 
the date when she was taken from thence to the wharf of 
Mary Ann Patrick ; atwhieb latter wharf she was sullfying 
ander seizure on the Ist of April, 1833. “Phe billor memo- 
randum delivered by Mr. Parker to Mr. Reckless was as 


follows: 
Charging the vessel with admeasurement.... esse»: $0 
§ 90 


75 
75 80 95ths tons, at fifty cents per ton, Gor 90—elev- 
en ips... sent eee 
Wharfage at Mr. Bruen’s wharf, (stating the dates 
and time). ..eseseserserreerertee re 
Date when the vessel was removed to 
wharf, and rate of wharfage. 

The schooner continued to 
antil she was given up by Mr. 

In Jaly following (1833) T was informed by Mr. Reckless 
that he bad agreed to deliver up the schooner to Francis 
Secor & Son, New York, who were, or wilo represented the 
owners, for $208. 

I stated to Mr. Reckless, that this arrangement did not 
follow the instructions of the Comptroller of the Treasury 
in his letter before referred to, of 61h February, 1893, which 
was the only instruction in the case. Soon aiter Mr. Reek- 
fess made out an account against Francis Secor & Son 
from the memorandum left by Mr. Parker, of which account 
the smali bill in Mr. Reckless’s handwriting, now submit- 
ted, (marked V,) was the commencement. - Mr. Recktes 
went to New York, and on or about the ith day of July 
retnrned to Perth Amboy, and the next day jeft for his res- 
idence in Monmouth county ; while he was there, a person, 
who stated that he was the son of Mr. Francis Secor, came 
to the office and stated to me that his father had paid Mr. 
Reckless the two hundred dollars for the release of the 
sehooner, and presented mean order on Mr. Reckless, fi 
Francis Secor, for the vessel. I told him that T had received 
no instructions to deliver the vessel, bat had no doubt that 
the order was correct; yet T could not abandon the vessel 
to him ; but nevertheless, he might go on board and put the 
sails, rigging, &c., in order for a removal, and that Mr. Reck- 
fess would be in Amboy shortly, when he would do every- 
thing necessary and proper. On Mr. Reckless’s return to 
Amboy, the vessel was delivered up by him. 

Tn the next weekly return of moneys received and ex- 
pended in the office, I entered to the credit of the United 
States the proceeds of the two hundred dollars, but wasin- 
formed by Mr, Reckless that he was not yet ready for such 


.... 23 00 
M. A. Patrick’s 


lie at Mrs. Patrick’s wharf 
Reckless, 


ruen, and | 


from |: 


entry to be made. I consequently made out another weckly 
return, omitting the above credit. For several successive 
weekly returns E adverted to the two hundred dollars, and 
always received for answer that it should not be credited; 
I especially asked if it should be credited, at the time of 
making out the accounts for the quarter ending 30th Sep- 
tember, 1833, and received the same answer; Isubsequently 
spoke of it to him at various times, but got no satisfaction. 


office in May, 1834. 

In the mean time, I stated the above-mentioned facts, as 
well as others hereinafter mentioned, as they occurred to 
certain gentlemen, and consulted with them on the best 
course I should pursue. A resignation was suggested as the 
most distinct and proper; but I was advised to remain in 
the office, and, as any facts occurred of the nature of those 


the prospective means of satistying any future inquiry that 
might be made, or any exposition that I might in future 
make of the transaction. 

Before making out the accounts for the second quarter, 
1833, as above stated, F mentioned to Mr. Reckless that he 
would require about six hundred dollars to pay the inspect- 
ors and other bills for the quarter, and that it was necessary 
to write to the Comptroller of the Treasury, who would 
supply the requisite sum. Mr. Reckless said that if he had 
to draw, he would draw for a good round sum, say three or 
i four thousand dollars; I told bim but $600 were required 5 

he then directed me to write a letter to the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, stating the necessity of the office, and asking 
for $2,000, which I accordingly did; and, to the best of my 
recollection, Mr. Reckless copied this letter, and sent the 


of July, 1833, that the collector at New York was author- 
ized to pay him $2,000; which sum was reccived before his 
accounts for said second quarter were transmitted to Wash- 
ington ; which was, so far as my recollection serves me, on 
or about the Ist of August, 1833; and the bills were paid 
out of the meney so received. The receipt of the $2,000 
being after the expiration of said second quarter, they could 
not possibly be entered to the credit of Government, in 
those accounts ; but, of course, stood over to be entered in 
the accounts for the quarter in which it was received. The 
above accounts for the second quarter of 1833 were exam- 
ined and allowed at Washington; and in a letter of 30m of 
August, 1833, the Comptroller, overlooking the fact of the 
$2,000 already advanced, stated to him that the collector at 
New York was authorized to pay, to his order, $600, as, in 
setuement of the balance of ER 86, standing in the said 
accounts aa advanced by Mr. Reckless; but which balance, 
however, had heen arranged by the prior advance of the 
$2,010, and was actually a part thereof. 

“Mr. Reckless, on the receipt of this letter, said that he | 
would draw for the §600. I stated to him that tke author- 
ity to draw for that sum was evidently occasioned by the 
Comptroller having overlooked the advance of $2,000 just 
before made; and t pointed out the mode that ought to be 
followed under such circumstances. He said he did not 
care for that; that it was the business of Mr. Anderson, 
and not his; and that, as he had the order, he would get 
the money; which was soon after obtained from the col- 
lector at New York. 

In making out the accounts for the third quarter, 1833, I 
credited the Government for the $2,000, and also for the 
above $600, (notwithstanding Mr. Reckless had not ad- 
vised me of the receipt of this last sum,) in a rough gen- 
eral account current, made for the collectors inspection. 
This was in October, 1833. Mr. Reckless examined the 
same, and, in answer to my question, if the $600 was to 
be credicd, he said, “not yet ;?? and immediately began 
to converse about the contingent expenses not chargeable 
to the United States, saying that he was determined to get 
them outof Government; and directed me to charge in the 

eneral eceount current for the third quarter the amount of 
$43 95, contingent expenses of the second quarter, 1833, 
t (already sent, as before stated, to the First Auditor of the | 
Treasury, in the ‘statement of salary, fees, cnoluments, | 
and expenditures for that quarter,” and adjustcd,) and also 
to charge the amount of $39 75, the amount of contingcut 
expenses for this third quarter, in the same account current. 
ated to him that it could not be done, as it was directly 
| contrary to the established forms and instructions from the 
Comptroiter; and besides, that the $43 95 had already been 
stated and sent on in the accounts for the second quarter, 
J833, with the vouchers for that sum, and had been exam- 
ined and adjusted at Washington. It could not, therefore, : 
with any plea of right or correctness, be now again either © 
entered or stated in the accounts for the present quarter; ; 
| nor could the $39 75 be debited Government, as it was 
plain, from the vouchers, that it was not chargeable to the 
United States ; and upon examination of the accounts with ` 
| such charges in them, at Washington, that it would not be : 
looked upon as a blunder, but as an evident intention of 
worming money out of Government, and that the sums 
would certainly not be allowed; moreover, that I was un- 
willing accounts, with such charges in them, should go on 
to Washington in my handwriting, as it would certainiy be : 
evident to the First Auditor of the Treasury, trom ac- 
counts previously made out by me, that I knew better. 
Mr. Reckless nevertheless insisted on my making such 
entries in the general account current, saying that, as an | 
| inferior officer, £ was bound to obey his orders: and that, ' 
| in all events, the responsibility rested on bim. I accord- | 
ingly made out the aceount current as he ordered. 

The revenue boatmen’s account for this third quarter was ; 
made out truly and correetly, as in we second quarter. 

By letter of the 18tb of December, 1883, from the Comp- - 
troller, advising adjustment of the abovementioned ac- | 
counts for the third quarter, it will be seen that the sum of: 
$43 95, as abovementioned, and $15 75 of the $39 75, were : 
disallowed ; making abont the sum (t #60 for the second : 
and third quarters of 1833, not chargeable to the United | 
States. The general account current for this third quarter 
was otherwise defective, in not having a credit to Govern- 
ment of the proceeds of 8200 obtained for schooner Pacific, | 
nor a credit of the $600 obtained from the collector at New i 


| 
i 
i 
i 
f 


The affair remained in this same position when Ileftthe ; 


before stated, to make them known in the same manner, as | 


copy to the Comptroller, who answered, under date of 23d j 


York, on the authority of the Comptroller’s letter of August 
30, 1833, before referred to. I several times after this ad- 
verted to the $600 in making out the weekly returns, until 
on Going so on the I6th December; 1833, he said that he 
supposed it might then come in, avd entered it himself in 
the book of weekly returns, as that book will testify on 
inspection. 

From this time my conversations with Mr. Reckless were 
very few and short on any subject, for reasons which I do 
not consider necessary to state in this deposition, as not 
bearing on the matter in question. My situation was in 
every sense mortifying and irksonte. i 

In January, 1834, while I was preparing the accounts and 
returns for the fourth quarter of 1833, Mr. Reckless ordered 
me to make out the revenue boat and pay-roli of the seamen 
blank; thatis, toleave the money columnsin these accounts 
blank. I had, consequently, to teave the corresponding 
debit to the United States, in the general account current, 
blank also; and in this state these accounts, with the rest 
of the accounts for the quarter, were taid on Mr. Reckless’s 
table in the office; they Jay there several days, until sug- 
gested to him that they ought to be completed and sent on ; 
he requested me to get the Goatmen to come up to the office, 
which L immediately did, altexceptJames Seguine, who was 
absent at New York to pilota brig to Amboy; Mr. Reckless 
requested me to sim for James Seguine, which I did (he 
being absent) in the presence of the other boatmen, After 


| the other boatmen had signed, Mr. Reckless asked me how 


much money they were to receive? I told him $53, per 
revenue boatmen time-book, which I presented to him. 
Luke Ross, one of the boatmen, could not sign his name, 
and requested me, as usual, to write it for bini, he making 
his mark. Mr. Reckless then gave me $53, and £ paid the 
boatmen in his presence. The amount due James Seguine, 
was, I think, paid to Francis Seguine, his son, to be de- 
livered to his father. This was the general rule in the ab- 
sence of any boatmen at the time of making payment for 
the quarter. I had, at times, before signed for the absent 
boatmen, but the accounts were always, hefore this, com- 
plete, and filled with the right sums. The boatmen, on 
being paid, immediately teft the office. 

I presume it is necessary here for ine to state that, imme- 
diately after the boatmen left the office, my- impressions 
were unfavorable, and that, in consequence, I again iaid 
the accounts so signed on Mr, Reckless’s table; and the 
next morning (Mr. Parker being absent at Washington) 
stated the above facts to William Whitehead, Esq., per~ 
sonally, and it was suggested that I had, under the cireum~ 
stances, better proceed in the manner I had begun, and let 
the accounts go on as they were; that I was effectually 
justified in doing so, by its tending still more to confirm cir- 
cumstances before communicated; and that my making 
them known in the manner I had, was an evidence of my 
not coinciding with Mr. Reckless. ‘I'he abovementioned 
accounts lay on the table for several days more, until Mr. 
Reckless stated to me that he wanted to send them on to 
Washington by that day’s mail, and selected the boat ac- 
count and pay-roll, and required me to fill up the blanks 
opposite the names signed as above, so as 10 make up $113. 
T adverted to the fact that this sum exceeded that actually 
paid the boatmen, by sixty dollars; he said that woud 
cover contingent expenses. J told him that it was incor- 
rect; when he plainly and distinetly said that he was de- 
termined to get itout of Governments that he had consulted 
Mr. Lyon, deputy collector at New York, who had told 
him that it could be entered in this manner. He stated 
more on the subject, in an urgent manner, which F do not 
now recollect; and! reflected that however the accounts 
went on, I would, at a proper time, put ìt right; and, on 
his again requiring me to complete the accounts in the man- 
ner abovementioned, I did as T was ordered ; directly after- 
wards, when he went out of the office, with the papers, to 
the post office, noting the cireumstinces, and the next day 
(Mr. Parker being still absent) stated them to Wiliam 
Whitehead, Esq., and to Robert A. Thorp, and particularly 
advising with Mr. Whitehcad, to whom Eshowed the mem- 
orandum in the collector's office, and to Mr. Thorp at his 
store. F state this cirenmstance, because that memorandum 
bas been lost or mislaid, and, after diligent scarch, cannot 
be found. Hither of the abovementioned gentlemen can, 
F have do doubt, qualify to the above facts. The substance 
of that memorandum was of such a nature as to be indeli- 
bly impressed on my memery. 

i asked why J signed the pay-roll for the boatmen, 
Luke Ross and James Scguine, in blank, (as stated,) £ can 
answer, that it was done by the order of the collector ; and 
under that order T mechanically signed for them as lL had 
usually before done, but at the time not adverting to any 
circumstance that might thereafter accrue in consequence 
of my baving done so3 besides, 1 did not suspect, until im- 
mediately after the boatmen left the office, that anything 
wrong was intended in the transaction, because bonds and 
other papers are frequents signed in blank in the custom- 
house, to be filled up thereafter at leisure 5 and when sub- 
sequently J was required to fill the blanks with asum which 
} knew to be incorrect, I remonstrated ou the impropriety 
of such charges, initil, as an inferior officer, an absolute re- 
quirement to do so, but not without at the same time com- 
munieating the facts to Messrs. Whitehead and Thorp, and 
making a private memorandum, in order that at a proper 
time the transaction might be fully explained by an expo- 
sition that might thereafter be made by me. While con- 
tinuing in office, I was frequently admonished of the neces- 
sity of my obeying, as an inferior officer, the commands of 
my superior; burat the same time it was a duty I owed to 
myself to take care that my own conduct, under whatever 
circumstances, could be shown to be governed explicitly by 
correet motives. 

In making out the accounts for the first quarter of 1834, 
(in April of that year,) E was determined to forestall, as 
much as in my power, the foregoing method of procecding 
in regard to the revenue boat account and pay-roll, and 
filled the columns of the pay-ro}} with the sum in figures of 
three doilars($3) each man, (there being four men,) which 
was the actual sum they were 10 receive for this quarter. 
1 filled up the general account currentand the other papers 
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accordingly, and placed.all the accounts ready for signature 
on Mr. Reckless’s table for his examination and signature. 
‘They lay there for more than a week, until one day, in over- 
Jooking them Mr. Reckless said to me, “you have only put 
the sumthatthe.boatmen are to receive on the pay-roll,””. I 
told him ‘fyes; and that 1 had filled the columns of tbe other 
accounts accordingly.” He said he “would not have itso, 
and that it must be altered.? I told him {it would not.do,”’ 
but he required me. to erase the figures “3” in the pay-roll; 
which I did; he standing by in such a manner as that the 
erasure could be plainly perceived, and intentionally left so 
hy me. Fimmediately went out of the office, determined to 
have notbing to do with paying the hoatmen. In a day or 
two L was sent to the beach to superintend the discharge of 
a wreck, and when [ returned two of the boatinen had signed 
the pay-roll; the two others signed afterwards, in my pres- 
ence. The boatmen were not then paid, nor did. they re- 
ceive their three doilars.each from Mr. Reckless until some 
time after the 7th of May. I did not see the boatmen paid, 
as I was not. then in office ; but I ascertained from each of 
them that they had received their three dollars. 

. On or about the last of April, or 1st of May, Mr. Reckless 
brought the accounts for the firat quarter of 1834 to my desk, 
and required meto fill the pay-roll with the sum of twenty - 
nine dollars opposite to cach man’s name, making the total 
sum of $116. f remonstrated for some time ; but, havin, 
fully made.up my mind as to the course I should pursue, 
didas L wag ordered, carefully placing the figures ‘‘ 29” to 
the left hand.of the t Vs,” before erased ; which fact is sub- 
stantiated by that document, now in Washington. Timme- 
diately afterwards made the circumstances known to proper 
persons, I did not remain more than a day or two longer 
in the office, and, of course, can give no further informa- 
tion. A 

I never informed Mr. Reckless that it was the usage of 
the office to charge the incidental expenses, and cover them 
by the receipts of the boatmen of the revenue boat. It never 
was done until the making up of the accounts for the fourth 
quarter of 1833, which were made up in the month of Jan- 
uary, 1834, Ile does know that the boatmen always re- 
ceived the sum specified in their accounts until the fourth 
quarter of 1833; and that, during the time that Mr. Parker 
was collector, the boatmen always received the sum speci- 
fied in their reecipt. Witness has looked into the revenue 
boatmen’s time-boak, produced by the collector, and it ap- 
pears that the amount paid to the boatmen for their ser- 
vives for the second quarter of 1834 is thirty-five dollars 
only; it appears, by the account rendered to the Govern- 
ment by the collector, that he charges $124 for boatmen’s 
wages. He has looked into the book produced by the col- 
Jector for the third quarter of 1834, and finds that the sum 
of forty-five dollars is the sum set down ag paid to the boat- 
men for that quarter: the account rendered to the Govern- 
ment shows the amount paid to the boatmen for that quar- 
ter, as charged by him, #124. 

The annexed receipt, signed by J. W. Reckless, collector, 
part of Perth, Amboy, New Jersey, hearing date July )8, 
1833, is in the handwriting of J. W. Reckless. 

Being cross-examined by General Wall as counsel for the 
collector, he saith the blanks in the boatmen’s account for 
the fourth quarter of 1833 were filled up by him, by order 
of the collector ; that the difference between the sum filled 
up in the receipt and the sum actually received, he said 
would cover the contingent expenses, whieh had heen dis- 
allowed by the Government. ‘These contingent expenses 
were those charged by order of the gollector to the debit of 
whe United States, in the general account of the third quar- 
ter of 1839, and disallowed at Washington by the Comp- 
troller’s euer of 18th December, 1833. The blanks in the 
hoatmen?’s receipt for the frst quarter of the year 1834 were 
filled up by the witness, by the order of the collector. That 
he did not tell witness what constituted the difference, or 
how il was made up, between the sum actually paid and 
the sum specified in the reccipt; nor did the witness ask 
him how it was made out. On recollection, he thinks that 
Mr. Reckless did, at the time of filling up these receipts, 
make a calculation on my desk relative to the sum, but 
witness cannot tell what it was. Thatat thistime my feel- 
ings were very much excited. That he remembers going 
twice to the sea-shore to attend the discharge of the cargoes 
of wrecks. Ou those occasions, Mr. Reckless advanced him 
money for bis expenses, and of the inspectors who went 
with him, and for which he accounted to the collector on 
his return. hat these expenses were covered by the in- 
spectors’ receipts for an extra number ol days, sufficient to 
cover the amount. This was agreeable to the usage in the 
office before Mr. Reckless came there, and while witness 
was in the office; and witness always understood that it 
was the custom in all custom- houses, and particularly in 
New York. F. W. BRINLEY. 


Sworn at Perth Amboy, the 30th day of March, 1835, be- 
fore me, JOSEPH MARSH, 
Mayor Cily of Perth Amboy. 


Benjamin Mautice, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith: 
He remembers that the schooner Pacific was at Mrs. Pat- 
rick’s wharf, at the city of Amboy, in February, 1833, until 
June or July, 1833. A day or two before the vessel left the 
wharf, the collector called upon him for a bill for her 
wharfage, and a d him to hand him the bill, which de- 
ponent promised to do, A few days alterwards, } met Mr. 
Reckless, who informed him that he need not trouble bim- 
self to give him a bill, that he had ascertained the amount 
of wharlage from documents in his office, and that he would 
pay the amount to Mrs. Patrick, the owner of the wharf; 
that in the month of August or September, 1834, he ascer- 
tained that the wharfage bilt had not been paid to Mrs. Pat- 
rick. Some little time afterwards, he called on Mr. Reck- 
Jess (it may have been five or six weeks) for the money 
and Mr. Reekiess juformed me that it was entirely a mis- 
take, and regretted that he had not paid it, and paid me 
twenty-seven dollars, and I mentioned to him that it was 
$29 25. Mr. Reckless endeavored then to hunt up the pa- 
pers, but could not lay his hand on them, but said he would 
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pay the balance at any time that I would call. The twenty- 
seven dollars was paid to him about the 10ih of October 
last. The balance of $2 25 was paid in February, or the 
present month. On or about the last day of December last 
Mr. Reckless called upon Mr. Maurice, with a receipt for 
$29.25, and requested his siguazure to it. He observed that 
he bad only received twenty-seven dollars. Mr. Reckless 
said he would pay him the balance any time he would call, 
and thereupon he signed the receipt. ‘The receipt purports 
to bear date the time he signed it. The actual amount paid 
me was $29 25, being at the rate of $1 50 per week, which 
was the actual amount of the wharfage. Witness never 
delivered the bill to Mr. Reckless, because Mr. Reckless 
told.me he knew the amount from documents in his office. 
BENJAMIN MAURICE. 


* 

Sworn before me this 3th day of March, 1835. 

JOSEPH MARSH, 
Mayor of the City of Perth Amboy. 

James Parker, being duly sworn, doth depose and say: 
That during the nionth of January, 1833, while he was col- 
lector of the port of Amboy, the schooner Pacifie was found 
running without papers, and detained for the payment of 
foreign tonnage money. He ascertained that she had run a 
number of trips with stone for the railroad, and that she 
was liable for tonnage money to an amount exceeding $400. 
The precise sum he does not recollect. The hands ail left 
the vessel, and she was laid at Mr. Bruen’s wharf; and, 
after some time, as her expenses were too large at that 
wharf, I removed her to Mrs. Patrick’s wharf, under an 
agreement with Mr. Maurice, her agent, at $1 50 per week. 
[left the collector’s office on the Ist of April, 1833, and 
delivered over to Mr. Reckless the vessel and all the pa- 
pers relating to her; among these were a letter from the 
Comptroller of the ‘Treasury, stating the law in regard to 
the vessel; a letter from Mr. Conover, stating the number 
of loads of stone she had brought to the railroad : an account 
of the tonnage money due; an account of the wharfage due 
by the vessel to Mr. Bruen; anda memorandum of the time 
she went to Mrs. Patrick’s wharf; and the rate per week 
that was to be paid for wharfage to Mr. Maurice. ‘That, 
late in the summer or early in the fall of 1833, as he was 
passing the door of the collector’s office to go to his own 
office, Mr. Brinley, the deputy collector, called me into the 
collector’s office, and told me that he wished to communi- 
cate to me a fact, for the sake of his own reputation, tear- 
ing that he, Keeping the accounts of the collector, might 
hereafter be blamed. He then told me that Mr. Reckless, 
the collector, had received a sum of money for tonnage of 
the schooner Pacific, and had refused to suffer bim (Mr. 
Brinley) to place it to the credit of the United States in the 
weekly accounts of moneys received and paid. Mr. Brinley 
stuted that he had given me this information that I might 
testify to the fact when occasion may require. At some 
time in the spring of 1834, while he (this deponent) was at 
Washington, he received a letter or letters from Mr. Brin- 
ley, informing him that Mr. Reckless, the collector, had di- 
rected him (Mr. Brinley) to fill up the receipts given by the 
boatmen of the revenue boat, for an amount much larger 
than the sums actually paid. ‘That Mr. Reckless had done 
this for the avowed purpose of thus obtaining from the Gov- 
ernment certain commissions and office expenses improp- 
erly charged by him in his general account current forsome 
of the quarters of the year 1833, and which charges had 
been rejected by the TreasuryDepartment. The precise time 
he (this deponent) received the communication he cannot 
say. not having the letters by him; but it was at the time 
that Mr. Brintey was acting as deputy collector, and before 
he was superseded by Mr. Reckless’s son. 

Some time in the summer of 1833, in a conversation with 
this deponent and Mr. Reckless, the collector, respecting 
the expenses of the office, the deponent stated to Mr. Reck- 
less that no allowance was made, according to the rules of 
the Treasury Department, for the expenses of his office. 


; That office rent, fuel, stationery, and other incidental ex- 


penses of the office, were never charged or allowed in the 
general account, but were to be paid out of his fees or emol- 
uments. JAMES PARKER. 
Sworn to before me, this 30th day of March, 1833, 
JOSEPH MARSH, 
Mayor of the City of Perth Amboy. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Comprrotier’s OFFICE, December 18, 1833. 
Sir: Your accounts for the customs for the third quarter, 
1833, have been adjusted at the Treasury ; and a balance of 
$811,057 93 stated to be due trom you to the United States, 
consisting of— 


Bonds in SUitessessesasesessesrereeese cece $810,171 79 | 


Cash On hand.....esesssssessoesosoeesesoeseoe 886 14 


The balance stated by you iS...... eere eneee. -$810,978 51 
Amount improperly charged for office rent, the 

same being chargeable in your account of of- 

ficial emoluments... .....-.. cree eee GIS TS 
Amount charged in contingent account, 

second quarter, suspended for want of 

voucher and receipts...... seses . 43 95 


Respectfully, JOSEPH ANDERSON, 


Comptroller. 


Joseru W. Reckuess, Collector at Perth Amboy, N. J. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Comprroiier’s OFFICE, March 4, 1834. 
Sır: Your aecounts for the customs for the fourth quar- 
ter, 1833, have been adjusted at the Treasury, and a balance 


i 
j 


of $810,671 93 stated to be due from youto the United States, 
consisting of— a ate 

Bonds.in suit... Lisi ve ones $810,171 79 
Cash on hatid....sececcccerceccccencesensesess 500 14 


810,671 93 


The balance which yon have stated is......-...$810,642 47 
Deduct marine hospital money, over-credited in `` 


this ACCOUNT. coos cervencetecerecscsennecses 1 00 
810,641 47 
Add commission overcharged. ....ceressee ees 39 46 


$830,671 93 


Respectfully, JOSEPH ANDERSON, 
Comptroller. 
Josern W. Recxiess, Collector at Perth Amboy, N. J. 


Abstract of disbursements ‘on account of the revenue boat 
for the district of Pert Arhboy, from the Ist day of Octo- 
ber to the 3ist of December, 1833. 
| 1884, Jan. 1.—Casb paid seamen, as per pay-roll No. 1, $113 
. . J. W. RECKLESS, Collector. 
DISTRICT or PERTH AMBOY 
CoLuUscror’s OFFICE, January 1, 1834, 


[No. 1.] 


Pay-roll of seamen employed on board of the revenue boat 
for the district of Perth Amboy, from the Ist October to 
the 31st of December, 1833. 

Time of Rate per Pay and 


Names. service. day. rations. 
James Seguines.sseeceeceeee 20 days $l $28 
Francis Seguine 29% 1 29 
Luke Ross... TE: 6 } 28 
Abner Depew.... ssersases 28 “E 1 28 

U3 “ $113 


District OF PERTH AMBOY, January 1, 1834. 
Received of Joseph W. Reckless, collector of the cus- 
toms for the district of Perth Amboy, the several sums 
affixed to our names, respectively, being in full for our 
wages during the quarter ending December 31, 1833, 
JAMES SEGUINE, 


l] Per F. W. Brinley, in his absence. 


FRANCIS SEGUINE, 

LUKE ROSS, his» mark. 

ABNER DEPEW, his >4 mark, 
Witness: F. W. BRINLEY. 


Abstract of disbursements on account of the revenue boat for 
the district of Perth Amboy, for the quarter ending 31st 
March, 1834. 

1834, April 1.—Cash paid seamen, as per pay-roll No. 1, $116 

J. W. RECKLESS, Collector. 
DISTRICT OF PERTH AMBOY, 
COLLECTOR’S OFFICE, April 1, 1834, 


(No. 1.) 


Pay-roll of seamen employed on board of the revenue boat 
Jor the district of Perth Amboy, from the first day of Jan- 
uary to the 31st March, 1834. 


Time of Rate per Pay and 

Names. service, day. rations, 
James Seguine.......--.+---29 days. șI $29 
Luke Ross... 2g « 1 29 
Roulin Sofield.. 29 4“ I 29 
Francis Seguince...... 626044629“ 1 29. 
$116 


District or PERTR AMBOY, April 1, 1834. 
Received from J. W. Reckless, collector of the customs, 
the several sums annexed to our names respectively, being 
in full for our wages for the quarter ending March 31, 1834. 
JAMES SEGUINE, 
LUKE ROSS, his % mark, 
ROULIN SOFIELD, 
FRANCIS SEGUINE. 
Witness: F, W. BRINLEY. 


New York, April 2, 1835. 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose to you the depositions 
taken by me before the Mayor of tbe city of Perth Amboy, 
on the 30th ultimo, to sustain the charges preferred by me 
against the collector of that port. A 

These depositions would have been taken at an earlier 
day, but the accounts deemed necessary to be used in the 
ease did notarrive until in the early part of March; and, being 
desirous of examining the Hon. Mr. Parker, I did not give 
notice till I had ascertained when Mr. Parker would be in 
Amboy. On the 12th March I caused notice to be served 
on the deputy collector on the 18th, and on that day I at- 
tended, as did all the witnesses who had been formerly 
summoned; but Mr. Reckless not attending, and, on in- 
quiry at his office, finding him absent at Washington, £ 
postponed the examinations until the 30th, and caused a 
new notice to be served on him for that day, when they 
were completed. I state these circumstances to account 
for the apparent unnecessary delay, and because Mr. Reck- 
Jess represents in Amboy that, while at Washington, he had 
settled his accounts, paid his defalcation, and received a 
discharge from the Treasury Department. Mr. Reckless 
attended the examination, with his counsel, G. D. Walt, 
Esq., United States district attorney for New Jersey, and 
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cross-examined the witnesses as he saw. fit. The boatmen 
of the revenue boat were in attendance, but were not ex- 
amined, in consequence of the admission made by him that 
Mr. Brinley’s statement of the sums actually paid to the 
boatmen, taken from the book produced, is correct. 

Mr. Brinley, at my request, prepared a statement in the | 
form of a deposition; and, when called up to testify, F 
offered it to General Wail.as such; and he, having read it, 
agreed to receive it as a direct, examination. 

You will find, on an attentive perusal of the evidence, į 
that every part of the charges made is fully proved ; and 
there is no proof, or attempt to prove, that the money” 
charged above what is paid has been expended for the ac- 
count of the Government. 

The testimony of Mr. Maurice and Mr. Parker proves that 
Mr. Reckless had documents in his office, left by Mr. Parker, 
showing the amountof the charges against the schooner 
Pacific, and that Mr. Reckless adinitted to Mr. Maurice that 
fact, and dispensed with a bill. ‘he receipt made at the 
time the money was received from Secor shows this fact 
also, for it shows the exact sum paid, with the exception 
of Mr. Ward’s bill, paid in September, 1833; and there can- 
not be found any excuse why the net amount was not cred- 
ited to the Government in the fourth quarter of 1833. Mr. 
Brinley proves that he repeatedly reminded him of this sum, 
and that he refused to permit him to earry it to the credit 
of the Government in his accounts. The weekly return- 
book showed the entry in Mr. Brinley’s hand- writing, and 
erased; he cannot plead, therefore, that it was omitted from 
mistake. And equally untrue is the reason be assigns in 
his letter in answer to the charge that he could not procure 
the bills against.the vessel; ali the evidence disproves it 
fully and’ completely. That charge is fully sustained, and 
his fraud fully made out, 

As regards the second charge, relative to the boatmen’s 
wages, his answer to it admits he has not paid them the 
sums he obtained their receipts for; and his :dmission an- 
nexed to the papers goes fully to admit the statement of Mr. 
Brinley as to the sums actually paid and actually charged, 
and shows that in four quarters (fourth in 1833 and three 
first in 1834) he paid @145, and charged the Government 


$477, being $832 fraudulently obtained by the production of || 
false vouchers. This charge is also fully sustained, and not || 
if 


a shadow of proof to exeuse either of them. H 

Mr. Brinley’s deposition will also show that Mr. Reck- 
Jess also availed himmselfofan oversight in the Comptroliers 
office to obtain g600, baving just before received $2,000, 
and not accounting for this sum for several months after it 
was received. When be drew for $2,000 he knew he did 
not require $500 for the purposes of his office, and it was 
a freud to draw for $2,000 ; and when the order came t0 
him for 9600, had be been an honest man, he would have 
immediately communicated the fact to the Department, and | 
not received the money. 

Another ease of fraud came to my knowledge a few days 
since, of a small amount, but showing the dishonesty of 
this man. We has obtained a credit in his accounts for the | 
second quarter of 1834, of sixteen dollars, for painting the 
revenue boat, and be only paid twelve dollars. This will | 
appear by the inclosed deposition of J. B. Daniels, the | 
painter. I did not examine him ia Amboy, (because he | 
lives in this city, and because it was not included in either 
of the charges.) but took his affidavit this morning. You 
can, if you wish proof other than the inclosed, direct the 
district attorney in this city to call on me to produce the 
man, and [ will do it. 

Ihe maxim of law, as applied to evidence, thata witness 
false in one fact will not be entitled tocreditin anything he 
may swear to, fully applies to the collector; and more es- 
pecially applies if itis true, as [am informed, that he has 
sworn to his accounts quarterly—all of them are false, from | 
the first one. 

With these remarks, I submit the case to you for the de- 
cision of the Department. I cannot doubt the result. This | 
case has made much noise in New Jersey, and many per- 
sons attended the examinations, of all political parties 5 and 
the testimony is pretty generally known. ii 

Mr. Reckless requested copies of the deposi 
have this day furnished him with them. 

I shall be glad to hear the decision of the Department. 

Tam, respectfully, your humble, obedient servant, 

WILLIAM VAN HOOK. 


Hon. Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


tions, and I į 


Percu Amnoy, April 6, 1835. 

Sır: Testimony has been taken, on the 30th ultimo, at 
this place, on the charges made by William Van Hook, Esq., | 
against Joseph W. Reckless, collector of the customs at: 
this port, in January last. , | 

The first charge against the collector was the willful with- 
holding of credit to the United States for tonnage money ; 
received for the schooner Pacific, in July, 1833. The re- 
ceipt of this money Mr. Reckless acknowledges in his let- 
ter to you of the 23d of January, but says that he withheld 
the credit, having “held [te money} to meet the various 
claims which then existed against the vessel, and for which 
he had made himself liable. and, when paid, the balance to 
he brought to the credit of Government.” The charges he 
states to be, and to have been paid, as follows: 


August 7, 1833, M. Bruen, for wharfage....... 
September 28, 1833, G. D. Wall, district attorney, 

for advice and directions. ......+ . 0, 
December 30, 1834, B. Maurice, wharfage .....-+-+ 29 25 | 


The first two (if the one of them is a proper charge) are | 
admitted to. have been known at the time, and paid before 
the end of the quarter, and the question is onty on that of 
Mr. Maurice’s account for wharfage. As to this, you wil 
find that Mr. Maurice swears that Reckless told him at th 
time when the vessel was about to be delivered up, that he | 
(Reckless) had ascertained t 
the office, which documents you will find, 
of Mr. Brinley and myself, I left there, and handed over to 


823 00 | 
41 40! 


he amount from documents in i 
by the testimony it 


him, when he took charge of the office ; and you will fur- 
ther observe that the amount of this account of Mr. Mau- 


! men’s wages for.more money than was actually paid, you 


| laration in his letter to you of 22d January, 1835, ‘ this mode 


į tinued ever since !? 


i 
I 
I 
{ 


| against you. 


rice, as well as Mr. Bruen’s, was distinctly. stated by Reck- 
jess as charges against the vessel at the time she was given 
up, and the amount receipted for separately and distinctly 
from the tonnage, as is fully proved by documents Nos. 1 
and 2 attached to Brinley’s affidavit. 

When the direct testimony of Mr. Brinley is connected 
with these facts, the willful omission to credit the money 
is proved, and the falsehood of the pretense for withholding 
it, set up by Reckless, established beyond all doubt. 

In regard to the second charge, that receipts have been 
exhibited and amounts charged to the Government for boat- 


will observe that this fact Mr. Reckless bas also admitted ; 
but he states, in his answer, that “ incidental expenses have 
been united with those under that head for the same time,” 
and that Mr. Brinley ‘suggested this mode of charging in- 
cidental expenses,” &c. 

This allegation is disproved by Mr. Brinley, and by the 
first account (second quarter of 1833) rendered by Mr. Reck- 
less, in which the mode directed by the Comptroller and 
followed by me was adopted; and you will find that the 
expenses to which Mr. Reckless alludes were not those 
not chargeable to the revenue, but to his own emoluments, 
and which, being put into his general account in the quar- 
ter ending Ist October, 1833, against Mr. Brinley’s advice 
and remonstrance, were disallowed by the Auditor, in his 
letter of the 18th December, 1833. Mr. Reckless, being 
refused the credit for these charges, resorted in his next 
account to the fraud of adding the amount to the money 
actually paid the bontmen, so as to obtain from the Gov- 
ernment by fraud what could not be obtained by law and 
the regulations of the Department; and by his own dec- 


of keeping the accounts and making these charges has con- 


The testimony of Mr. Brinley shows tbe amount paid to 
the boatmen in the quarters ending 3lst December, 1833, 
and 3Ist March, 1834, from his own knowledge and from the 
© boatmen’s time-book,? exhibited by Mr. Recktess, for the | 
quarters ending 30th June and 30th September, 1834. The 
boatmen were not examined, because Mr. Reckless admit- 
ted (and it is so certified by the officer) that the sums paid 
to the boatmen, according to Mr. Brinley’s testimony, were 
the correct amounts. How, then, stands this part of the ac- 
count? The sums actually paid for this service, and the 
sums actually charged, are as follows: 


Paid. Chg’d. 


In the quarter ending 3ist December, 1833. ..853 Gils 
In the quarter ending 31st March, 1834 ...... 12 116 
In the quarter ending 30th June, 1834 ....... 35 124 
In the quarter ending 30th September, 1834 ...45 124 
TOtaliccscescscceccoessessncece sees §145 $477 | 


The difference between these two amounts ($332) has 
been thus fradulently obtained from the Government lor the 
reimbursement of moneys not chargeable to the United 
States, and which, if the amount ever was dixbursed, was 
»xpeuded by Mr. Reckless for his own private use. I ean- 
not refrain from again noticing the attempt made by Mr. 
Reckless to defend or palliate his frauds by charging Mr. 
Van Hook and Mr. Brinley with improper motives. [have 
known these gentlemen intimately and for many years. 
‘Their characters and integrity never were, and cannot be, 
impeached. 

Į do not doubt that you will examine this ease with the 
attention due to it, and lay it before the President; and 
that you will be satisfied that Joseph W. Reckless is unfit 
for the station he occupies, and ought to be removed. 

Lam, with great respect, your obedicnt servant, 

JAMES PARKER. 


Ilon. Levr Woopnury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


In reply to a letter of Reckless, dated May 19, 
inclosing’ certain testimony, Woodbury, on the 
29th of May, 1835, returned to Reckless this tes- 
timony, taken informally, in the following letter, 
which shows the Sccretary’s disposition, and 
manner of discharging his duty towards the 
accused: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 29, 1835. 

Sır: I herewith return to you the evidence forwarded by 
you to the Department in relation to the complaints made 
? Ttappears that this evidence was taken witli- 
out having given (as was required) notice to the complain- 
ant; it therefore cannot be received. I request that you 
give notice of the time and place of taking any testimony 
intended to rebut the charges against you, to the complain- 
ant, allowing sufficient time to attend. | 

As you have referred to the New York custom-honse as 
a precedent for your justification for a part of your conduct, 
it is proper that the evidence of the collector at New York 
and some of the other officers of the customs, should be | 
taken on that point, after due notice to the complainants. 

It is very desirable that you should very promptly attend 
to this business, and transmit the evidence taken by you to j 
the Department a= »oon after as possible; the case having 
been pending so long, and the complainants being impa- 
tient for a decision. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


J. W. Recess, Esq., 
Collector, Perth Amboy, New Jersey. 

July the 16th, 1835, G. Wood, Reckless’s coun- 
sel, sent to Woodbury a long deposition of J. 
W. Reckless, jr., the son of the accused, of 
David S. Lyon, first deputy collector of New 
York, and sundry papers explaining the defense 
of Reckless, &c. 


| rendered for an amount greatly ex 
| Jy paid; and this has b 


| consider the removal of an uniaithful othe 


July 28, 1835, Mr. Parker again addressed the 
Secretary the following letter: 


‘ PERTH. AMBOY, July 28, 1835. 

Sır: After a lapse of nearly four months since testimony 
was taken herein support of the charges made against Jo- 
seph W. Reckless, the collector of the customs at this port, 
he has attempted to-furnish testimony to exculpate himself, 
which is now in your hands. 

It seems to me almost unnecessary for me to make any 
observations upon the nature of this defense, (ifsuchit may 
be calted,) which goes, by the testimony of the witness ad- 
duced by Reckless, if he proves anything, to establish the 
guilt of the collector, and to corroborate every part of the 
testimony produced in support of the charges. 

As to the first charge, namely, the willful suppression of a 
credit to the United States of money received for tonnage of 
the schooner Pacific, nothing has been shown, or attempted 
to be proved, to contradict the direct testimony of Mr. Brin- 
ley and others, and the written evidence, under Reckless’s 
own hand, proving the facts charged, and destroying.alt 
pretense uf apology on‘his part. You will observe, as re- 
gards the testimony in this charge, that, although the dis- 
trict attorney attended as counsel for the aceused, he’ did 
not think it expedient to cross-examine any one of the wit- 
nesses by whom the charge was so fully proved, and the 
excuse of Reckless so fully shown to be false and unfounded: 
in fact. 

The first charge, then, that the collector,.in July, 1833, 
received the sum of $147 for tonnage money of the schooner 
Pacific, and willfully refused to credit the amount to the 
United States, is proved beyond a question. 

As to the second charge, the collector admits, and the 
fact is unquestionably proved, that fraudulent receipts, 
signed by the revenue boatmen, for an amount of money 
far exceeding the sums actually paid them for that service, 
for four successive quarters, have been exhibited as evi- 
dence of disbursements chargeable to the. revenue, and 
charged in his general account with the United States. The 
testiinony of the son of the collector, you will observe, core 
roborates precisely the testimony of Mr. Brinley as to the 
sums actually paid these men, which, as I have before 
stated, exceeds the amount of their wages $332; the sum 
charged being $447, and the amount paid only $145. The 
witnesses on both sides established this (act. 

I stated, in my former communication to you, of the 6th 
of April Jast, that the difference ($332) thus fraudulently 
obtained from the Government, if ever expended, was for 
the private use of the collector. l ask your attention to the 
affidavit of young Reckless, and the accounts accompany- 
ing it, and referred to therein, to prove this fact. 

‘The collector is required to render, quarterly, an account 
of the fees and emoluments of his office, and to state, in the 
same account, his expenses for fuel, stationery, office rent, 
and other incidental expenses. ‘hese expenses, as you well 
kuow, are a charge upon the collectors official emolu- 
ments; they are stated as such. ‘The collector here was 
apprised of the law, and rendered his account accordingly. 

By an examination of his account of salary fees, you wilt 
find charged for expenses, in the quarter ending the 30th of 
June, 1833, $43 95; and for the quarter ending 30th Sep- 
tember, 1833, $33,79 ; of which tast, fifteen dollars was for 
office rent, and seventy-five cents for quills. 

By looking at his general account for the quarter ending 
30th September, 1833, you will find the same sums also 
charged to the United States in that account. 

Jn a letter from the Comptroller of the ‘Treasury to the 
collector, dated 18ih December, 1833, stating the seulement 
of his account for the quarter ending 30th September, 1833, 
he adds to the balance stated by the collector : 

Amountimproperly charged {or office rent, the same being 
chargeable iu your account of official emoluments, $15.75. 

Amount charged in contingent account, second quarter, 
suspended for want of vouchers and receipts, 343 95. 

A part of the sum of $35 72 charged, being for blank emol- 
uments, was allowed, and $15 75, for office rent and quills, 
rejected. 

‘The law and the rules of the Department allowed no 
credit for these expenses. ‘I'he collector was told so, Iie 
persisted, as Mr. Brinley testifies, in waking & charge of 


| thems against the Government, and the account was re- 
E 


jected by the Auditor of the ‘Treasury. 

Let us now see what the coliector has done, in conse- 
queuce, according to his own showing, the testimony of his 
son and deputy. This young man exhibits, among others, 
statements and receipts for expenditures for the second and 
third quarters of 1833, amounting to $59 20, composed of 
the same items which were rejected by the Treasury, in 
the account ending 30th September, 1833; and positively 
swears that the amount fraudulently added to the boat- 


| men’s reccipts for the first quarter of 1834, was so added 


and intended to cover the amount; which you will observe 
had been thus disallowed and rejected by the Government. 
And he goes on to exhibit other accounts and receipts for 
expenses of the same nature, and equally unauthorized; 
to cover which, the subsequent receipts were fraudulently 
increased up to the time when the charges of fraud were 
made against collector! 

Jt is sufficient for the purpose that all the expenses thus 
stated are such as neither Jaw nor the rules of the Depart- 
ment allow. Burl cannot help remarking that two bureaus 
are charged in an account of J. C. Smith, said to be paid 
30ih June, 1834, (A No. 3,) one of which, as I am informed, 
was sent to the collector’s house in Monmouth, and the 
other to his lodgings here. I doubt if a single article em- 
braced by this bill of Smith’s is in the office; but if they 
were, they are not chargeable to the United States. 

The second charge is fully established, that receipts of 
the revenue boatmen have been fraudulently obtained and 
ceeding the sums actual- 
een done to cover money expended 
for the private benefit of the collector, and no way eharge- 
able to the Government. 

Both charges being plainly and unequivocally proved, 1 
er as beyond a 
doubt. 
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In laying the papers connected with this business before 
the President, I have to request that you will include this 
communication, and also my letters to you of the 5th of 
January last, covering Mr. Van Hook’s charges, and that 
of the 6th of April last. 

1 have the honor te be, with great 


dient servant, . f 

i + , JAMES PARKER. 
Hon. Levi Woovsory, Boa pages 
. Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 


ose <- New Yorn, August 1, 1835. 

- Sır: Mr. Reckless having transmitted to you the affidavits 
intended to be a defense. against the-charges preferred by 
me, I think it. my daty to submit to you, and through you 
to the President, some remarks upon them. It is a little 
singular that he should have been upwards of three months 
preparing his evidence, which, on inspection of the accounts 
submitted, and upon which he relies for his exculpation, he 
must, if they are correct and true, have had in his posses- 
sion more than a year; and one would naturally ask why, 
with those means of defense, if such they are, in his power, 
he had‘not been 9 little moxe expeditious in endeavoring to 
clear himself. from the. very serious charges against. him. 
But these accounts are not true; they have been procured, 
and made to-bear date in certain quarters, for the purpose 
of covering the amounts fraudulently charged in the revenue 
boatmen’s receipts for those quarters. I will mention one 
of those cases, which can be proved not to have ‘been in- 
curred in the first quarter of 1834—that of J. F. Sibell, for 
stationery, under date of 3lst March, 1834; I assert that 
none of the articles in that bill had ever becn received in 
the collector's office prior to the 7th May, 1834; up to that 
time, the stationery was purchased at New Brunswick. 
The bill of J. C. Smnith, in the same quarter, is for articles 
which were not for the office; the burcaus were for his own 
private use, one of them never was in the office, but was 
sent to his house in Monmouth county, and one to his pri- 
vate lodgings in Amboy, and an old oue put in the office 
very recently. One of the book-cases is not and never was 
in the office, and the chaire in ¿hat bill are at his private 
lodgings. The gas lamp was not needed for the oflice, be- 
eause it was never open in the evening, and never lias been 
attor dark. I point out these cases to you, nat because it 
can make any manner of difference in deciding the merits 
of the question, but for the purpose of showing that he has 
attempted to sustain his frauds by false documents. [ con- 
tend that he has no rightto claim any credits in his accounts ! 
for articles not chargeable. Le kuew this from the fact 
that the same items now produced for the second and third 
quarters of 1833 had been charged before in his accounts for 
those quarters, and had been rejected by the Comptroller ; 
and he was then informed that they were inadmissible. In 
consequence of this information, be determined to charge | 
(to the United States a sum greater than the sum rejected, 
and more than he actually paid) in the revenue boatmen’s 
accounts, and fraudulently obtained from them their re- 
ceipts to cover it. The testimony of his son proves this, 
and fully sustains that of Mr. Brinley on this point. Itean- 
not be possible that either you or the President will permit 
him to do indirectly, and under cover of false vouchers, 
what the law and the usages of the Department will not 
permit to be done openly and direetly. That charge is fully 
and completely sustained in all its parts, and no comments 
of ming can make it more plain and palpable as a premedi- 
tated fraud. 

The charge of not crediting the Government with the 
money received in July, 1833, in the case of the Pacific, is 
alao fully sustained, as well by the evidence of Mr. Brinley, 
Mr. Maurice, Mr. Parker, as by the receipt to Messrs. Se- 
cor. The receipt proves that when he received the money 
he know the amount of charges to be deducted trom the 
aum received; he then knew the amount then legally charge- |} 
able against the money received; and his fraudulently | 
obtatning from Mr. Maurice a receipt dated 30th Decem- | 
ber, 1834, only goes more fully to establish his whole con- 
duct to be dishonest. I will make one remark upon one | 
of the receipts he produces in this case, but not specified || 
in his receipt to Messrs. Secor-—that of G. P. Walt, Esq., |) 
the United States district attorney for New Forsey, for pro~ |; 
fessional advice in this case. I apprehend that Mr. Wall j 
had no legal claim against the collector or the Government | 
for advice in this ense; he had a salary from the United li 
States for the express purpose of paying him for advice to if 
the public officers in his State, and he cannot, legally, make 


respect, sir; your obe- 


| taken without notice from the collector to Mr. Van Hook, 


a charge while receiving a salary, except in cases where | 
costs accrue in suits instituted or defended. It is a litde |) 
singular that Mr. Wall appeared for him as his counsel at p 
the examination of the witnesses in New Jersey, and vir- | 
tually against the United States. i 
You will observe the sweeping manner in which young |: 
Reckless swears. He says that all the articles furnished, || 
as well from April, 1833, 10 May, 1834, as all others since i 
that time, were for the use of the collector's office, and were 
necessary. How can he know this, when he also swears | 
that he came into the office only in May, 1834? He could | 


i and t 


not know that the articles were furnished for the use of the 
office, or were needed, and the rule of law, as weli as of 
common sense, is, that a man who will swear to what he 
cannat know, ought to be received as a witness very cau- ; 
tiously as to anything he may say, will forcibly apply to ;' 
him. You will also observe that on his cross-examination ! 
he unqualifiedly said that none of the bills he then pro- | 
duced, and which he referred to in his direct examination, | 
had been ever charged in any aecount against the United | 
States. Knowing, as I did, the absolute falsehood of the 
statement, (because I had copies of the accounts for the | 
second and third quarters of 1833,) 1 informed him he was | 
incorrect, and should prove it so. He then, at the sugges- |: 
tion of his father’s counsel, qualified the statement by say- |: 
ing he did not know of their having been before charged and i 
rejected. Had I not corrected him, his affidavit would have | 
gone forth with a palpable falsehood on its face. Hi 


ultimo, which 1 have seen, so fully analyzed and destroyed |} 


the whole of Mr. Reckless’s defense, that 1 will not add! 


| larly he swears ‘that he never informed Mr. Reckless that 
i it was the usage of the office to charge the incidental ex- 


anything further on the subjeet.- The affidavit of Mr. Lyon 
is unimportant; -if it proves anything, it only goes to show 
that Mr. Reckless had never forgot that he had received the 
money from Secor ; but at the time Reckless made the in-- 
quiry of Mr. Lyon, he was, no doubt, aware that he would 
be charged with the fraudulent omission to credit the amount 
received, as I understand that the fact of withholding it had 
been previously mentioned by Mr. Parker to more than one 
person, by whom it would most probably be communicated 
to Mr. Reckless, and particularly to Mr. Wall, who was his 
counsel at the taking of evidence in Amboy. i 

The whole case is now before you for the decision of the 
President. F cannot permit myself for one moment to think 
that he will retain in office a man proved dishonest, or per- 
mit him to obtain, by false and fraudulent vouchers, and by 
embezzlement, money he is not and cannot be permitted 
to receive by an open and direct course. 

I shall be glad to hear from you as soon as this case is 
decided upon. A 

I am, sir, with respect, your humble servant, 

: WILLIAM VAN HOOK. 
The Hon. Levi WOODBURY, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, ; 


. September 16, 1835, Reckless wrote a letter to 

Mr. Woodbury, in reply to the last letters of 
Parker and Van Hook, of which the Secretary 
had notified him, inclosing an affidavit of John 
Arnold, dated 18th September, 1835, in relation 
to a desk and small lamp in his office, which he 
proves had always been: there, &c. Such, sir, 
were the charges and the proofs in this case. A 
pretended abstract of them was made out in the 
Treasury Department, What do you suppose 
was the decision of the President in the case? 
On the abstract he indorsed this judgment: 

“ First charge.—Disproved. 

“ Second charge.— Mr. Brinley acknowledges, on oath, 
that the manner of Reckless’s accounts were made agree- 
ably to the usage of the office before he came into it. 

“ Third charge.—Disproved. 1t was irregular to charge 
incidental expenses in boatmen’s accounts; but no proof 


of corruption, or that any was charged but what had been 
disbursed.” 


Sir how could such a decision be made in such 
a case? Mr. Parker and Mr. Van Hook told the 
committee how it was done: 


“ Of the papers marked by the Secretary 25, with the in- 
closures, and 26, I have no knowledge until now handed 
for my perusal. The evidence furnished with them being 


they appear to have been returned for that reason, with a 
letter from the Secretary to J, W. Reckless, May 29, 1835; 
(XIX) in consequence of which, the testimony of J. W, 
Reckless, jr., and David S. Lyon, was taken at New York, 
before Richard Riker, June 23, 1835, with sundry exhibits, 
(XX, Jand appears to have been forwarded to the department 
with a letter from George Wood, the collector's counsel], on 
the 16th of July, 1835, (XXI.) Having received this evi- 
dence from the Department, upon a request mzde in a let- 
ter of the 20th of July, I wrote to the Secretary on the 28th 
of July, 1835. a letter (XXII) stating my view of the case 
as it rested upon the evidence, This letter, with one from 
Mr. Van Hook, of August 29, 1835, with comments by him 
upon the testimony, (XXIE) dated August 1, is stated to 
have been forwarded to the collector, whose reply, (XXIV,) 
dated September 16, 1835, appears to have been received 
by the Departinent on the 2lst of September, inelosing an 
afidavit of John Arnold, (G,) taken without notice to the 
comphtinant and in the handwriting of George Wood, Esq., 
of New York, counsel for the collector, sworn to at Perth 
Amboy, September 18, before Joseph Marsh, intended to 
rebut an observation in Mr. Van Hook?’s tetter of the Ist | 
August, (XXHL) This letter of the collector, of Septem- | 
ber 16, (AXEV.) appears by a memoraudum upon it, signed 
t Rodman,’ to have been received the Qlst of September, || 
ania direction is thereon in pencil, as follows: 

“eG R., make out an abstract of the charges, and evi- I} 
dence and explanations, for and against them, and mark | 
and file all for the President.--W.? 

“A paper marked 39 and 40 by the Department (XXV) 
appears t9 have been made out entitled ‘Abstract of charges 
imony in the ease of J. W. Reckless, collector of 
the district of Perth Ambay? The documents submitted 
with the abstract, and referred to therein, appear to have 
been as follows, viz: William Van Hook’s tetter, and the 
letter of James Parker, inclosing it, (I and II,) referred to | 
as paper A.” 

“The abstract of the charges and testimony submitted to 
the President is detective and erroncous. In the statement 
of the first charge, it makes no reference whatever to any | 
testimony taken in its support on the part of the complain- 
ant. The evidence of F. W. Brinley, Benjamin Maurice, Hi 
and James Parker, as to this charge, was contained in the | 
testimony taken at Perth Amboy, marked C and XV; and 
with the exhibit No. 1, atiaciied thereto, completely falsi- || 
fied the pretense sct up by J. W. Reckless in lis statement 
(V) for not crediting the tonnage daty received for the |! 
schooner Pacific. The abstract referring to no evidence in 
support of this charge, the President decided that it was H 


Nett 2 
disproved; whereas, if the testimony had been stated, it. {i 
would have been found to be fully sustained and proved. 

“ As to the second charge, the assertion of J. W., Reck- 
less, in his letter of January 22, 1835, (V,) that Mr. Brin- | 
ley suggested the mode of making out the accounts, is ex- 
pressly contradicted by that witness, in the testimony taken 
at Perth Amboy, (CXV.) The witness expressly swears 
that be told Reckless ‘that it was ineorrect;? and particu- 


penses, and cover theni by tlic receipts of the boatien of 
the revenue boat; it never was done until the making up 


of the.accounts for the fourth quarter of 1833, which were 
made upin the month of January, 1834; thathe does know 
that the boatmen always received the sum specified in their 
accounts, until the fourth quarter of 1833; and that during 
the time Mr. Parker was collector, the boatmen always re- 
ceived the sum specified in their receipts.? . 

“ The President, on this charge, decided that Mr. Brinley 
acknowledges, on oath, that the manner of Reckless’s ac- 
counts were made agreeably to the usage of the office 
before he eame to it. 

“ As to the third charge, no testimony was taken by Mr. 


. Van Hook; and the affidavit of John Arnold, on bebalf of 


the collector, (C,) was ex parte, contrary to the instruc- 
tions of the Secretary, and the affidavit prepared by coun- 
sel, in New York, and afterwards sworn to at Perth Am- 
boy. 

“Tmmediately after this decision upon the case, on the 
24th of September, 1835, a letter appears to have been writ- 
ten by the Secretary of the Treasury.to the Comptroller, 
(XXVIII) directing him to call upon J. W. Reckless to 
make settlement for expenses referred to, which the Comp- 
trolier (Mr. Anderson) refers to the Register of the Treas- 
ury, The answer of the Register not furnishing the requi- 
site information, the Comptroller (Joseph Anderson) ap- 

ears, on the.2d of October, 1835, to have written to J. W, 

eckless, (XXIX,) and called upon him for ‘a statement 
of the incidental expenses included in the boatmen’s ac- 
counts, which are not, by law, allowable,’ &c. 

<The letter of J. W. Reckless, dated Perth Amboy, No- 
vember, 1835, (KXX,) incloses an account of items, Cov- 
ered by boatmen’s receipts; and the certificate of T. L. 
Smith, Register of the Treasury, (XXX1,) shows that the 
sum of $376 41, thus covered by those receipts, has been 
placed to the debt of the collector, 17th of December, 1835, 
as ‘amount improperly charged by the collector as disburse- 
ments to boatmen; $152 96 of the same having been al- 
lowed in bis account of emoluments.’ ” 


Such is the evidence of Mr. Parker. 
Hook testified as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, April 15, 1835. 
Sir: [have to acquaint you, in reply to your letter of 
the 13th instant, that the collector of Perth Aiboy, as well 
us yourself, was requested to give notice when about to 
take testimony in the case, and none will be received and 
considered unless taken in the presence of both parties. 
1 ain, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Wm. Van Hoox, Esq., New York. 


Mr. Van 


“ Testimony of William Van Hook. 

“ Question by Mr. Wise to Mr. Van Hook, Will you please 
state all you know respecting certain charges preferred 
against Joseph W. Reckless, collector at Perth Amboy, and 
the action of the Treasury Department thereon ? 

“Answer by Mr. Van Hook. Some time previous to the 
month of January, 1835, I became acquainted with the fact 
that Joseph W. Reckless, the collector of Perth Amboy, 
New Jersey, had defrauded the Government ; and on the 3d 
of the same month, I addressed to the Secretary of the 
‘Preasury the letter (No. 1) herewith presented, and-which 
1 beg may be received as part of this my answer, and which 
contains the charges in detail. On the 26th or 27th of the 
same month of January, | received from the Secretary the 
letter dated 23d January, (No. 7,) covering the answer of Mr. 
Recktess (No. 5) tothe charges. My answer to the Secretary 
(No, 9)denies the truth of the excuse offered by Mr.Reckless, 
and offering to prove the truth of the charges. ‘The Secretary 
(in No. 13) directs me to take evidence of the truth of the 
charges, on notice to Mr. Reckless; and I accordingly pro- 
ceeded to take the deposition, first having given him notice of 
the time and place of taking it; at which time Mr. Reckless, 
attended by his counsel, G. D. Wall, Esq., then district at- 
torney of the United States for the district of New Jersey, 
appeared, and cross-examined such witnesses as he pleased. 
This testimony is contained in the paper marked No. 15, 
and is the deposition of F. W. Brinley, Hon. James Parker, 
aud Benjamin Maurice, and the certificate of the Mayor of 
Perth Amboy, and to which I beg leave particularly to call 
the attention of the cominittee. 

“ No 32 is a letter from the Secretary to me, stating that 
no evidence will be Jaid before the President which I have 
not had the opportunity of being present at the taking of; 
and No, 24 is the deposition of John Arnold, taken ex parte 
on the 18th of September, only five days before the date of 
the letter to me communicating the President’s decision. 
‘This deposition is referred to in the abstract of the case laid 
belore the President, of the taking of which F had no knowl- 
edge, and which I could, I verily believe, at that time have 
disproved, had I had any notice of it. 

“T must now call the particular attention. of the commit- 
tee to tie abstract laid before the President, (No. 25.) This 
abstract entirely omits al} mention of any evidence bearing 
on the first charge, and the President decides it not proved ; 
whereas there was not only full and complete evidence of 
the charge, but full proof that the excuse of Mr. Reckless 
was false. And again: in referring to that abstract, it 
will be seen that the same is made ont from the ex parte 
deposition of young Reckless, marked D, and which I ha? 
never seen or been notified of the taking of. And this ii 
done in despite of the Secretary’s pledge to me in his lette ~ 
(32.) And thus all the evidence on the part of the accus 
laid before the President was ex parte, while I was force 


į to take my testimony at my own expense, to give notice, 


and then find it suppressed.” 


But, sir, the worst of it all is, that the Presi- 
dent or Secretary, or both, were convinced of his 


| guilt, notwithstanding their decision; for we find 


them ordering the accused to pay back the moneys 
which he had admitied he had falsely charged: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 24, 1835. 

Sır: In compliance with the direction of the President, 

referred to in the inclosed copy of a letter addressed by this 


1838.]. 
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Ho. or Reps. 


Department to Mr. Van Hook, of New York, in the case of 
certain charges preferred by bim against J. W. Reckless, 
collector of the district of Perth Amboy, I transmit here- 
with the papers in the case, in order that the officer named 
may be calied upon to make settlement for the expenses 
referred to, and will thank you to take the necessary meas- 
ures to accomplish that object. The papers now sent may 
be returned to this Departinent when done with. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
: LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
JosEPH ANDERSON, Esq., Co-nptroller of the Treasury. 
Respectfully ‘referred to the Register of the Treasury, 
who will be pleased to ascertain, from the settled accounts 
in bis office, the amount of the improper charges made by 
Collector Reckless, alluded to inthe acompanying docu- 
ments, which the Register will return with his report to me. 
JOSEPH ANDERSON, Comptroller. 
September 29, 1835. , : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
COMPTROLLER’S OrfICE, October 2, 1835. 

Sir: Ina communication received from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, dated the 24th ultimo, I am informed that the 
President, in relation to the charges preferred against you 
by Mr. Van Hook, had directed that 1 should call upon you 
for a settlement of all the incidental expenses included in 
the boatmen’s account, which are not by law allowable, 
together with the amount of the fees retained and paid to 
the district attorney out of the proceeds of the schooner 
Pacific. 
+A have, accordingly, to request that you will, as early as 
practicable, furnish a statement, specifying each and every 
incidental expense included in the several boatmen’s ac- 
counts; stating on whose and what acco ‘nt, and in what 
manner so included; to which statement you will add the 
fees retained and paid to the district attorney aforesaid. 

Respectilully, JOS. ANDERSON. 
J. W. Recxvess, Esq., 

Collector, Perth Amboy, New Jersey. 


CoLLecTonr’s OFFICE, 
Perri Amnoy, November, 1835. 
Sir: I have received your favor of the 2d ultimo, re- 
questing a statement of al! the incidental expenses charged 
in the boatmen’s acconnt, which you have herewith; and, 
on examination, you will please charge me with such 
amounts as cannot be allowed bylaw. The amount paid 
district attorney, $41 44, whose receipt, together with all 
the others, are on file in the Seeretary’s office at Washing- 
ton. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
4 J. W. RECKLESS, Collector. 
To Josera AnpeRson, Esq., Comptroller. 


Following these are the statements of the irreg- 


ular charges against Government by Reckless. 
The Register states these as admitted: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
REGISTER’S OFFICE, July 2, 1838, 

I do hereby certify that the preceding leer and state- 
ments are true copies fram the originals filed in this otfice 
with the accounts, for the third quarter of 1835, of Joseph 
W. Reckless, collector of PerthAmboy, and that the amount 
under the heads of contingent and incidental expenses— 
Second quarter 1833 .. B59 20 
Fourth quarter 1833 106 77 
September 28, 1833, € 

vice in claim against schooner Pacific 
Second quarter 1834. . 
Third quarter 1834... ccc cee ce eee cece sees ne eee eeees 


Anmiounting to the sum of 
has been placed to his debit in the Treasury settlement No. 
68927, dated 17th December, 1835, as amount improperly 
charged by the collector as disbursements to boatmen, 


152 26 of the same having been allowed in his accounts i 


or emoluments.” 
T. L. SMITII, Register. 


Sir, these documents comment upon them- 
selves! I could present you with another case 
from the testimony of Mr. Parker—the case of 
Arnold—but I proceed to others. 

Sir, I will now turn from the customs to the 
land offices. I will give you a flagrant case of 
violation of duty on the part of the Executive in 
the instance of William Linn, a receiver at Van- 
dalia, Hlinois. On the 23d day of June, 1834, the 
Sccretary of the Treasury, then Mr. Taney, wrote 
to that officer the following letter: 

i ` TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 23, 1834. 

Sır: I regret to be under the necessity of calling your 
attention to that provision of the regulations for the deposit 
of the public money which requires that each deposit 
should embrace the whole amount in the possession of re- 
ceivers. According to your returns, there was in your 
hands on the 31st of March last, the sum of $10,643 49; on 
the 30th of April, the-sum of $12,453 32; on the 3lst of 
May, the sum of $13,505 10; yet it appears that its trans- 
fer to the bank of deposit was deferred uutil the 3ist of 
May, and that the sum then deposited amounted to no more 
than $8,000. -Under these circumstances, it becomes my 


duty to direct that the whole amount of public moneys in | 


your hands, at the time of the receipt of this letter be forth- 


with deposited, and to apprise you thatstrict and punctual | 


attention to the regulation in relation to the deposit of the 
publie money is indispensable. 
Tam, bee R. B, TANEY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Wirun Linn, Esq., Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, 


| ination recites his ‘* past neglect”’—his violation 


| wards? One might think so. Let us see: 


| deposit was made was net included in it; the balance ap- 


<- By this letter a duty is ordered to be discharged, 
attention to which is regarded as *‘ indispensable.” 
Well, sir, you may judge of the officer’s obedi- 
ence by the following from Mr. Woodbury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, October 20, 1834. 

Sır: I would remark, in reply to your letter of the 30th 
ultimo, that you are not authorized to retain the public 
money in your hands, to meet anticipated demands arising 
under the circular of August last, contrary to the regula- 
tions which the Department has preseribed for the period- 
ical deposit thereof. 

Observing, from your monthly return of the 39th ultimo, 
that, notwithstanding the positive injunction contained in 
a letter from the Department, dated the 23d June last, (of 
which a copy is herewith inclosed,) the public moneys have | 
been permitted to accumulate in your hands, in violation of 
the law and the instruction of the Department, since the 31 st 
of May last, and that it amounted, on the 30th ultimo, to 
the sum of $10,976 39, E am constrained by your continued 
neglect, to call your immediate attention to the subject, and 


again to require that the whole of the public moneys in | 


your possession be deposited forthwith. 
hibit to the Department satisfactory evidence of your hav- 
ing done so prior to the Ist day of December next, accom- 
panied by.a statement showing your receipts and disburse- 
ments, and the balance with which you are chargeable at 
the Lime of such deposit, it will be my painful duty to sub- 
mit the case for the action of the Executive, and to recam- 
mend the appointment of another person as. your successor. 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of ‘the Treasury. 
Mr. WILLIAM LINN, yo i 
Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, Illinois. 


Now, sir, herein is contained, by the Depart- 
ment itself, a specification against this officer, of 
“ violation of the law and of instruction,’’ after | 
warning, and one would suppose that, in-case he | 
refused to do his duty, he would have been re- 
moved. Let us see: | 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, December 4, 1831. 

Sır: Allow me to inquire why it is that your letter of the ; 
16th ultimo is entirely silent as to your neglect to comply | 
with the positive directions contained iu a letter from the | 
Department, dated the 22:1 June Jast, and that you still | 
negicet to pay over the public money in your hands, or to | 
furnish the statement as required by my letter of the 23d) 
uhimo, and a statement of your advances to Colonel Og- | 


den? | 
Cam, &e., LEVEI WOODBURY, | 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
WituaM Liss, Esq., 
Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, Iilinois. 


This proves confumacy as well as defalcation 
and neglect. Let us see what again is dove with 
this faithless servant. Would you not suppose 
that the neat time he would be removed? | Sir, do 
notice what follows: 

TREASURY Derarrment, February 12, 1835. 

Sir: Although it has pleased the President, under the 
explanations given, notwithstanding your past neglect in 
some cases to deposit the public moneysas required by law | 
and the instructions of the Department, to renominate you 
for the office of reeviver of public money at Vandalia, and 
your nomination has been confirmed, yet it is not to be in- 
ferred from this evidence of his regard, that any future 
omission in this respeet can be overlooked. Once for all, 
then, I would inform you that a strict observance of the 
regulations of the Department, for the periodical deposit of 
the public moncy, and the transmission of your accounts 
and returns, are paramount duties, the negiect of which 
will be reported for the action of the Excentive. 

lam, &e., LEVI WOODRURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


WILLIAM LINS, Exq., ; a 
Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, Illinois. 


A renomination to office!’ And the very renom- 


of law and instructions! ‘I‘his was an evidence | 
of the President’s regard, too! But he was not 

to infer from this evidence that he was licensed to | 
sin! And he is warned that if he does sin again 
he will be reported to the Executive! Now, sir, 
he had reason to be afraid of that, had he not? 
Does this not prove a corrupt retention of a faith- | 
less officer, from personal regard, favoritism? 
But, sir, would you not suppose that, after this 
criminal indulgence, this super-kindness, this 
winking at past neglect, as well as threat of fu- 
ture punishment, the fellow would, from grati- 
tude as well as fear, have done his duty after- 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, July 25, 1836. 
Sin: Tam in the receipt of yonr letter of the 30th ultimo, 
covering your account current for the month of June, with 
two certificates of deposit; one of which bears date on the 


Unless you cx- | 


1 


30th of said month. I wish, therefore, to be informed why | 
the entire amount of money on hand at the time the last | 


pearing by your account, not deposited, amounts to $15.129 i 
04, which I have to request may be forthwith placed in | 
bank to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States. | 


spectiully, &e. 
Tam, very respectfully, X¢-> | vy WOODBURY, 
$ Secretary of the Treasury. i 
WILLIAM LINN, Esq. l 


Receiver of Public Money, Vandalia, MWinois. 


Thus he does “likewise.” Again: ©”, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 8, 1837. 

Sır: Your letter of the 28th ultimo, announcing the death 
of Mr. Prentiss, register, is received. Again it becomes my 
duty to cali your attention to the subject/of my former let- 
ters, in reference to the.deposit of the.public money; and 
to inform you that if, by return of mail, evidence is not re~ 
ceived of your having complied with the requirements of 
my letters of 16th August and 3d November, it will be my 
unpleasant duty to report your neglect to the President, and 
to recommend your removal trom office. 

Lam, &e., « LEVI WOODBURY, 

s Secretary of the Treasury. 

Waiuuram LINN, Esq., Receiver, Vandalia, Illinois, 

, This case needs no comment. Sir, it ig but 
justice to this officer, Linn, to say that William 
J. Brown, the examiner of the Vandalia office, on 
the 12th day of June, 1835, made to the Secretary, 
Woodbury, a very favorable report of him, from 
which I extract the following: £5 Bs 

“ Of his fidelity to the Government. I have. no doubt 
though engaged in speculating to a considerable extent, i 
have no evidence that he uses the public funds, nor could K 
Jearn that such an opinion prevailed.in bis neighborhood??? 

But, sir, be it keptin mind that he failed always 
to perform that “paramount” and ‘indispensable’? 
duty to deposit the publie money. Perhaps he 
did. not speculate... Were ever defalcation and 
neglect so palpably approved by superintendents? 
Ifthe money had been Levi’s own, wonld he have 
thus trasted and forgiven, forgiven and trusted a 
defaulter? No, sir, A Secretary who charged 
Government fifteen cents a mile and a per diem for 
attendance to testify before an investigating com- 
mittee of this House, as he did, and overcharged 
his account at that, would have discharged a 
trustee so faithless, at once. He is a Levi, sir, 
but not a son of Alpheus, who would leave the 
receipt of customs even to obey the command of 
the Savior, ‘ Follow me!” He would not leave 
his own money for his God! Linn is reported a 
defaulter, 

I will give you another case. I take it from 
fifty, par example, and for the special benefit of 
my friend before me, [Mr. Prentiss.] It is the 
case of Ilarris, the receiver at Columbus, Mis- 
sissippi. He was a notorious drunkard and de- 
faulter, kept in office for two years, with all his 
sins about him, in fall knowledge of the Depart- 
ment, until he became minus to Government in 
the pretty little sum of about one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars! I find to this man no 
less than fifleen warnings, continucd through two 
years or more, and at last was never punished, 

March 6, 1834, Mr. Taney wrote to him that 
he was in arrears, and that to render his returns 
was an ‘ indispensable” duty. Again, Mr. Wood- 
bury wrote to him: 5 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 6, 1235. 

Sm: l regret that there should be oeeaston for again eall- 
ing your attention to the omission to render your monthly 
duplicate reterus to this office forthe months of November 
and December, (those being in arrear,) and to remind you 
that ptunetuality in this respect is indispensable. 

Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., 


Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


Again: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1835. 

Sim: Having received no monthly duplicate return. of the 
transactions of your office since that for the month of Octo- 
ber last, it becomes my unpleasant daty to call your imme- 
diate attention to the omission. Allow me to express a 
bope that there may be no further occasion to remind you 
of the importance of punctuality in the transmissions of 


these returns, 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
: Secretary of the Treasury, 
W. P. Harris, Columbus, Mississippi. 


Again: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 25, 1835. 

Sin: Having, in a communication addressed to you on 
the 17th of March last, and on several prior cecasions, 
urged upon you the indispensable necessity of a strict atten- 
tion of making your monthly returns; and finding that no 
returns have been received from you since that’ for. the 
month of November last, it becomes my unpleasant duty 
to say to you that if those in arrear are not transmitted by 
return of mail, I shall be constrained to report your neglect 


for the action of the Executive. 
Tam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


RECEIVER or Penuic Moxey, Columbus, Mississippi. 


Again: 
i TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 98, 1835. 
Sir: Agreeably to the intimation given you iñ mwy letter 
of the 20ih June, it has beeame my disagreeable duty to 
report your continued neglect to the President, who bas 
instructed me to say to you bat if the monthly returns 
required from you by the regulations of the Treasury, which 
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are in arrears, are not reecived.at the Department onor 
before the 10h of October next, you will then be dismissed 
from dite. t : an 
Lamy; &e o LEVI WGODBURY, 
ERS yN :: Seoretary of the Treasury. 
Wairua P. Hargs, Esq., — -- £ A ed Oh 
< Receiver of Pubtic Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


: Well, sir, one. would have supposed that with- 
out doubt he would the next time have been-re- 
moved. Again: : 


TREASÙRY DEPARTMENT, September 22, 1835. 
Sra: Allow me to inquire why it is that your deposits 
are not made in the branch of the Planter’s Bankat Colum- 
bus, instead of the parent bank at Natchez? Does the 
branch refuse to receive them, and credit the amount at the 


mother bank? 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
h Secretary of the Treasury. 
Wirra P. Harris, Esq., 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 
_ P. S. Your return for the month of February last has been 
received to-day, and shows a large amount on hand notde- 
posited ; and you are hereby required, if not already done, 
to deposit any balance still on hand in the above branch, to 
the credit of the Treasury, and forward receipts therefor, in 
order to save time and expense in traveling to Natchez. 


It seems, sir, he liked to have forgotten that the 
fellow was in default at all! The postscript rec- 
ollects it, but then merely requests the perform- 
ance of an oft-neglected duty! Buthe writes him 
again in a week: . 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, September 28, 1835. 
Sir: I regret tosay that the reasons assigned in your let- 
ter of the Lith instant for withholding your monthly returns 
caunot bereutter be deemed satisfactory. I can perceive 
no sufficient canse for their being delayed longer than the 
first week in cach succeeding month, as there can be no 


ditiicuity in ascertaining at once the amount of money re- | 


ceived within the month, or in stating the amount of your 
disbursements and deposits during the month. ‘Ibis is all 
that is required in them. ‘The object of these returns is to 
afford the Department the earliest information in regard to 
the money operations of the Laud Office, and the punctual 
transmission of all the moneys received to the bank of de- 
posit. ‘They are, therefore, of paramount importance, and 
cannot be pecmitted to await the completion of detailed 
book entries, or the perfection of other business, be its char- 
acter what it may. 
Lam, &c., 


W. P. (arts, Esq, 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


But next, sir, comes a terrible warning ! 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, October, 1835. 
Sin: Trusting to the assurances given in your letter of 
the 14th ultimo, and to those of your friends made in your 
behalf, the President has consented, upon the facts now 
before him, to continue you in office until the 12th of No- 
vember proximo; then, unless your monthly returns are all 
rendered, und satisfactory evidence that the whole of the 
public moneys with which you are chargeable are depos- 
ted, you muat be removed trom office, however painful to 
both him and this Department. 
fam, &c., LEVE WOODBURY, 
Secretaryof the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq. 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


He gives him till November proximo. Now 
for your duty—work up, my honest, faithful fel- 
low! It will be painful to remove so worthy a 
servant! October 26, 1835, the Secretary writes: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, October 26, 1835. 

Str: I have to observe, in reply to your letter of the 9th 
instant, that the allowance authorized by the regulations of 
the Department, as a compensation for traveling expenses, 
and risk in the transmission of the public moneys to the 
bank of deposit, can only be made when such expenses 
and risk have actually been incurred, and notin any case 
where boul! are avoided, by means of the facilities afforded 
by the mall or depasit banks; moreover, inasmuch as the 


i 
| 
branch bank of Columbus receives and credits the moneys j! 
| 
| 
| 


reccived by you in the first instance, 1 can perceive no rea- 
son why each deposit in past months shonld not have em- 
braced the whole amount in your possession at the time of 
such deposit, as the instructions reqaiire. 
Tan, &e., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Warns, Esq., Receiver of Public Money, Columbus. 
Again: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, November 28, 1835. 

Sin: Your lever of the 11th instant, and return for the 
month of October, is received. As your deposits of pub- 
lic moneys are made at Columbus, no reason whatever ean 
be seen why the whole money in your hands at the end of 
the month is not deposited. 
hereafter. 

Iam, &e., 


5 LEVI WOODBURY, 

ecretary of the Treasury. 

W. P. Harris, Esq., BN Dea 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi, 


He has escaped ! But, sir, he issoon ina tight 
place again: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 19, 1836. 
Sir: I inclose a copy of a letter from Henry Platner, 


Kt is expected that it will be i 


a 
if 


i turn for the month of November, is received. Again it be- 


=e 


complaining of your official conduct, and have to request 
that you will furnish prompt and satisfactory explanations. 
Lam, &e.,- : LEVI WOODBURY, 
a Secretary of the Treasury. 
REGISTER or Land Orrice, Columbus, Mississippi. 
Again: 
f TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 28, 1836. 
Sır: Your letter of the 13th instant, inclosing your re- 


comes my unpleasant duty to complain of your neglect in 
this respect, and to inform you that the omission to trans- 
mit the required monthly statements, tor a whole quarter 
after they are due, cannot be permitted in any public officer ; 
and especially after having been heretofore so often re- 
minded of the consequences of such neglect. Onthereturn 
of the mail, therefore, if the usual statements for the other 
months in arrear are not received, I shali be under the dis- 
agreeable necessity of again submitting the subject ta the 
President, for his immediate action. 
Tam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., P 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 
Again: e 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 6, 1836. 
Str: Your letter of the 23d ultimo, accompanied by your 
returns for the month of April, is received, Seeing the 
balance of public moneys in your hands amounted to 
$128,884 70 at the end of that month, I have to request 
that you will explain why it was that the whole of the pub- 
lic moneys in your hunds on the last of the previous month 
was not desposited, instead of a part, in conformity to ex- 
plicit and frequent instructions on that point. Iris painful 
to be obliged to ask you so often for explanations. 
Tam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Receiver or Pusttc Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 


At last, sir, the fellow himself cannot be un- 

grateful any longer; he proposes himself to resign ! 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, September 21, 1836. 

Str: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, addressed tothe Pres- 
ident, has been referred to this office. Your duties as re- 
ceiver will, of course, have ceased, or been suspended, 
alter the 31st ultimo, the time when you propose your resig- 
nation should take effect; immediate steps, It is hoped, will 
he taken to adjust your accounts, and pay over the balance. 
Soon as the President returns, a further communication 


will be made to you. 
Lam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Warris, Esq., Columbus, Mississippi. 

And, sir, to cap the climax of this case, the Sec- 
retary ’s last was as follows: 

"TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 19, 1836. 

Sor: [bave received your letter of the Ist instant, by the 
mail of this morning, and regret to inforin you that, as long 
ago as August last, steps were taken by the Solicitor of the 
Treasury to attempt to secure the balance due from you. 

i am, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
W. P. Harris, Esq., Columbus, Mississippi. 

He ‘‘ regrets,” after letting him run on from 
March 6, 1834, to September 21, 1836—two years 
and six months!—to inform him ‘that as long 
ago as August last, steps were taken ’—taken at 
last, Mr. Speaker, after the horse was stolen! 
the fellow was full!—‘‘ to attempt to secure the 
balance due from him! Was there ever such a 
flagrant case before confessed, under the official 
hand and seal, by a head of a Department? 

Yes, sir, just such a one in the instance of this 
Harris’s successor; a man named Boyd! Sir, 
would not one have reasonably supposed that the 
Secretary would have been careful to prevent his 
very successor from doing the very same thing? 
Was it too much to expect that he would at least 
have been watchful to prevent the same abuse 
immediately in the same ofice? Sir, it was even 
worse. Soon after his appointment, the Secre- 
tary wrote to him as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 26, 1835. 

Sir: In reply to the inquiry made in your letter of the | 
Tth instant, | wouid respectfully refer you to the inclosed | 
circular. T embrace the occasion to call your attention to į 
the necessity of making your monthly returns to this office | 
as soon after the expiration of each month as practicable. | 

Tam, &c., LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


G. D. Boyn, Esq., 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. | 


The next letter shows that Boyd wasin “the ji 


line of safe precedents,’ and ‘following in ihe 


| very report. 


footsteps of his illustrious predecessor:”? 


i 
i 
: i 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 10, 1837. ! 


1 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
i 
f 
j 
i 


i 


Sır: In consequence of your neglect to render your | 
monthly return, and pay over the public moneys, as re. li 
quired by law and the instructions of the Deparunent, and |! 
the further omission to execute your official bonds in’ per- i 
feet form, the President has directed that the sales of publie ;j 
lands within your district be temporarily suspended, until i} 
your compliance with the duties reposed ou you, or such 
other steps as the facts may justify. The register has been i; 
instructed accordingly. Under these circumstances, I bave ij 
to require that a bond be renewed, in the form required by l 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, and that your returas |i 


be promptly rendered; and that the whole amount of pub- 
lic moneys in your hands be specially deposited to the credit 
of the Treasurer of the United States, in the Planters? Bank 
at Natchez, and evidence thereof transmitted here without 


delay. f 
Iam, &e., LEVI WOODBURY, 
ER : Secretary of the: Treasury, 
RECEIVER OF Pusirc Money, Columbus; Mississippi. 


In the mean time, sir, the Secretary had ap- 
pointed V. M. Garesché, a citizen of Delaware, 
I believe, an examiner of this office at Columbus, 
and others, to report upon its condition, After 
this last letter to Boyd, Garesché made his report, 
on the 14th day of June, 1837, directed to Levi 
Woodbury; Secretary of the Treasury. “From 
that report, sir, contained in this official docu- 
ment, No. 297, I extract the following: 

«c The account of the receiver, which I have made out 
and transmit herewith, presents against him a balance of 
$55,965 54. His.own account makes it $53,272 73; it is 
also annexed. His assets, of which I also send you the list, 
amount to $61,549 98, rating the land at $1 25 only, but 
might probably realize double the amount. The man seems 
really penitent ; and I am inclined-to think, in common with 
his friends that he is honest, and has been led away from 
his duty by the example of his predecessor, and a certain 
looseness in the code of moralily which here does not move in 
so Kmited a circle as it does with us at home. Another re- 
ceiver would probably follow in the footsteps of the two. 
You wil! nat, therefore, be surprised if I recommend his 
being retained, in preference to another appointment; for he 
has his hands full now, and will not be disposed to speculate 
anymore. He will have his bond signed by the same sure- 
ties, and forwarded in a few days to Washington; this 
speaks favorably. He has, moreover, pledged his word that, 
if retained, he will strictly obey the law, and receive nothing 
but specie in payment for lands. He tells me that he is about 
selling a great portion of his Jands; that and some other 
negotiation wil] enable him to discharge a large portion of 
his debt. to the United States before tbe expiration of the 
present quarter. ‘Lenity towards him, therefore, might 
stimulate him to exertions which severity might perhaps 
paralyze, Ehave.in the mean time, enjoined the closing of 
the land office until the bond is completed and returned, No 
lund has been sold since the 29th ultimo.” 

Sir, is there any parallel to this in the history 
of corruption? He reports to the Secretary that 
Boyd is a defaulter to the amount of $55,965 54, 
in fess than twelve months! Among his assets 
we find enumerated a principality of the public 
lands! A monster ronopoly he; he had ab- 
sorbed public land and public money, too! And, 
sir, he is recommended to be ‘ retained in pref- 
erence to another appointment,” for the reason 
that the dog or the fox gave for not driving off 
the gorged swarm of flies: lest a lank and hungry 
swarm would immediately fasten on the body! 
He has his hands full now, and will not speculate 
any more! He will give a bond signed by the 
same securities, and has pledged his word for a 
faithful performance of duty, and to receive noth- 
ing bat specie! The land office closed for his mal- 
feasance in office! Great God, was ever public 
crime more flagitious and unblushing! Here is 
his list of assets, which will show you what he 
had probably been doing with the public money, 
to use which for private profit, we are now told, 
should be made felony by statute: 

List of notes belonging to G. D. Boyd, (given in the table,) 
amounting to....... woe G37,150 

About one thousand dollars, other good notes, not 
secured by land.....5 1,000 


$38,150 


I have, also, say twenty thousand acres of land unsold. 
I owe out of this one debt of $1,300 ; which is alt ldo owes 
except some smali debts. Ihave, alsò, an interest of hal 
of the profits which may be made out of about fifteen thou- 
sand acres more. G. B. BOYD. 

June 5, 1837. 

In his list of notes $3,300 are due to him as 
partner in a firm of G. D. Boyd & Henderson, 
Sir, his assets prove that he must have been 
guilty of perjury as well as defalcation. He must 
have returned lands as sold which were never paid 


i for; he must have filed his receipts for moneys 


paid which never were paid. And this fact must 
have been known to the Department from thit 
What has been done to recove? 
this twenty thousand acres of “ unsold land’'-- 
public land never, in fact, sold by Government— 


i to recover this $37,000 for its land, which was 


sold by Boyd as his private patrimony? Let 


: Mr. Woodbury, kis marshals, and district attor- 


neys, answer me these questions. Sir, I will tell 

you what has been done with Boyd. After this 

report was made, the Secretary wrote as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 8, 1837. 

SiR: Lam happy to hear of the frauk and honorable 

course proposed in your letter of the 24i ultimo. lt would 
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be convenient to have the bond and resignation arrive here 


by the early part of September. 
Lam, &c., 


G. D. Bovp, 
Receiver of Public Money, Columbus, Mississippi. 

He permits him to resign, and commends his 
course as ‘‘ frankand honorable!” Boyd is retail- 
ing lands plundered from the people at an im- 
mense profit—is making.a fortune by his defalca- 
tion—is permitted by the Secretary to strut off 
with his ** hands full,” unscathed by a prosecu- 
tion; he is elected an independent Locofoco Sena- 
tor to the State Senate of Mississippi, and there 
is a warm and grateful supporter of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren! Well he may be! Such is his fate compared 
with that of Tobias Watkins, to whom I would 
beseech you again to go and buy soap to clean 
yourselves. These are the crying abuses, sir, 
the flagrant enormities, the damnable outrages 
upon the public interests and morals, upon my 
patience, which have so roused my spirit oft- 
times, as to afford you and your party grounds 


LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


for representing me to be mad! Yes, sir, and I ap- | 


peal to every honest man if such monstrous abuses 
are notenough to make the blood boil—to frenzy! 
Would a pure Secretary ever have allowed Gar- 
esché to address him as he did Woodbury? Did 
not Garesché know that Woodbury was himself 
corrupt, or would he, a subordinate, have dared to 
address to him such reasons for retaining in pub- 
lic trust such a faithless villain? Would a Craw- 
ford, or even a Rush, have been ‘thus addressed ? 
Would a pure President retain such a Secretary, 
who could unblushingly report such appeals to 
his dishonesty in an official communication? Sir, 
Garesché concludes his report thus. Speaking of 
Harris, the predecessor of Boyd, he says: 

t Various are the reports of the late recciver’s solvabil- 
ity; some say that he will pay the whole, whilst others, 
and the greatest number, do not believe that he will pay 
seventy-five per cent.; but they all concede that his intem- 
perance has been his greatest crime, and that the loss of his 
money has been caused by that of his reason ; and that, as 
in algebra, the minus on one side has been made plus on the 


other. Itis my belief that his forced confidence has been 
sadly abused. He, too, passes for an honest man. 
t, ; 
HE. 


“I am, very respectfully, sir, your obedient servan 
Tam, very respectfully, sir, yoni ot GARESC 
“ Hon, Levi Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Why should not such a Secretary be impeached? 
Impeach him, and I willgo before that humbled 
and disarmed Senate, and. convict him out of his 
own mouth and the mouths of his own minions, 
I will call no other witnesses. I will dare- the 
constitutional judges to acquit him—overawed as 
they are by an arrogant Executive; they might 
acquit him in the face of these facts, and in the 
face of the people if they dare. To read the 
Swartwout report, one would think Woodbury 
was astonished, astounded by a defalcation; yet 
here are fifty cases of like character with those 
of Linn, Harris, and Boyd. 

It is worthy of remark that Garesché, in a sub- 
sequent report, dated October 12, 1837, says: 

“I understand that Mr. John Davis, of Columbus, has 
applied for the office of receiver of public moneys, in the 
room of G. D. Boyd, resigned. From what I know of the 
character of the postulant, I think it would be a very judi- 
cious choice; he has been brought up tothe bar, is amiable 
and talented, and a warm friend of the Administration. I 


should be surprised if the Department suffered disappoint- 
ment from that quarter,” 


No; likely enough not to suffer from a warm 
friend of the Administration, after the experience 
of the two predecessors in that office ! 

But to proceed: I will give you the case of the 
Receiver at Fort Wayne.” ‘To save time and 
space, instead of reading all the letters and docu- 
ments, I will give you, sir, the synopsis of this 
case, as detailed by my friend B. Peyton, in his 
testimony before the select committee of which I 
was chairman, in 1837: 


“I believe the Seeretary of the Treasury has been guilty. 
of a violation of official duty:in retaining in office Colonel 
John Spencer, receiver of public moneys in the land office 
at. Fort Wayne, Indiana. It appears, by a Ictter from the 
Secretary of tite Treasury, bearing date April 25, 1836, in 
his report to. the House of Representatives. of the 4th of 
Eebruary instant, an extract of which I herewith file, as a 
part of my evidence, is in these words: 

«The returns required to be made to the Secretary, as 
you will perceive from the inclosed circular, are monthly, 
&c. As these statements for January and February last 
have not been received at.this Department, J must claim 
your attention to the omission, and insist on their trans- 
mission, in future, immediately after the close of each 
mignth. At the same time, I would also claim your strict 


attention to the regulations of the Departmentin respect to 


the periodical deposits of the public money, and to the duty 
of transmitting the usual evidences of such deposits to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as the instructions require.’ 

“ [Signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, &c.’’} 


In another letter of the Secretary to said re- 
ceiver, bearing date May 23, 1836, he holds this 
language: 

Since the date of my letter to you of the 25th ultimo, 
your returns for the month of April have been received, 
from which I perceive that the public moneys.in your hands 
onthe 30ib ultimo amounted to the sum of $247,231.64; 
which amount is the accumulated receipts of your office 
since the lst of January last. You cannot but be aware 
that the retention of the public moneys in your hands be- 
yond the period of one month, unless the receipts of such 
month be less than $10,000, is a violation of your instruc-, 
tions. 

«The object of this letter is— 

£}, Torequire that the whole balance on hand at the time 
of the receipt of this jetter shall be immediately deposited, 
and a certificate of such deposit transmitted to the Depart- 
ment without delay, 

“2. To inform you that the Department cannot overlook 
the omission to doso; or your future neglect to deposit 
monthly, and to transmit your monthly returns, accompa- 
nied by the evidence of your deposit, in time to be received 
at this office within the month next preceding that for which 
the return is rendered. 

3, That any neglect or inattention to these requirements, 
unless satisfactorily accounted for, will require of me, from 
a sense of official duty, that you be reported to the Presi- 
dent, with a recommendation that you be removed from 
ofmce. 

“(Signed by the Secretary, and directed to the same.]?? 


Tn the two letters above referred to, the duties 
of the receiver are so clearly defined, and the con- 
sequences to him of future neglect so explicit! 
stated, that it would seem there was but one al- 
ternative left for him; that is, a strict perform- 
ance of duty on his part, ora prompt removal 
from office on the part of the Secretary, by re- 
porting him to the President. 

Secretary of the Treasury to Elhan A. Brown, Esq., Com- 

anissioner of the General Land Office. 

. & Sir: It is desirable that an examination should be made 
of the land office at Fort Wayne, Indiana. And I request 
you to notify Nathaniel West, jr-, of Indianapolis, that he 
has been selected for that purpose ; and forward to him the 
usual instructions, and particularly to direct bis inquiries 
into the causes of the delay on the part of the receiver in 
forwarding the returns required under the regulations of the 
Department, and in making deposits to the credit of the 
Treasurer. That officer has lately made a deposit of alarge 
amount, which has been accumulating for several mouths 
past. The examiner will ascertain, if possible, whether the 
receiver or register had been using the money received on 
sales in any manner, by loaning it or otherwise: and what 
are the reasons for the detays in depositing the money, and 
in making returns, by both the register and receiver.” 


To which Mr. Brown replied, giving certain 
information, by his letter of the Ist of July; to 
which Mr. Woodbury replied, as follows: 

“ July 1, 1836. 

& Sır: Your letter of this date, respecting the examination 
of the Jand office at Fort Wayne, has been received. I see 
no excuse in the papers presented with your letter, for the 
receiver not having deposited a dollar from March ull June, 
nor having sent any monthly abstracts to me in that time, 
nor answered my letters remonstrating against his neglect. 
These things I wish specially investigated, as well as the 
present state of money on hand, &c.; and the points before 
indicated.” 

This is the tone in which the Secretary speaks 
atthe bare suspicion which attached to the receiver. 
But see how changed, how softened, his tone, how 
ready to find excuses for him, when all the facts, 
and more than he seemed to have apprehended, 
were established by Mr. West, the examiner! 

From a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to E. A. Brown, Esq., Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, dated July 8, 1836, it appears 
that— 

“ The returns of the receiver for the month of May have 
been received, and exhibit a balance of money in his hands 
at the close of that month, amounting to $601,380 49. | He 
has transmitted, under date of the 27th ulumo, a certificate 
of deposit in the branch bank of Indiana, made on the 27th 
of the same month, of $540,432 09, leaving a balance in his 
hands of $60,947 40, Ihave to request that you will instruct 
Mr. West, the examiner referred to in my letter above stated, 
to make special inquiry into this matter, and to report to the 
Department the result,” &c., &c. 

Mr. West was appointed and entered on his 
duties on the Hith day of August, 1836. In his 
report he says. he shows a balance of $18,795 03 
then due from said receiver to the United States. 
He says: 

“ Why this balance of $18,795 03 appears, has not been 
explained; and if any explanations could be made, Mr. 
Spencer’s absence preciudes me from giving it. His clerk. 
thinks that he has still moré money at Richmond ; butas he 
left for collection there, on the ist of June, what they, on 
the Ist day of August, finally passed to his credit, I have 
thought this not very probable. His cierk, though ealled 


t 
i 
i 
i 
i 
lj 


i 


i moved to his present residence. 


up, gives me no schedule of the money he took with him to 
Richmond, when he went to make his deposit on the Ist 
of June. 

* I think Mr. Spencer could not with propriety urge, when 
he went to make a deposit on the Ist of June, as a good 
cause for delay for not having done so before, the state of the 
roads; as a free passage was open to him via Logansport, 
and no difficulty in his way.” 


(See his apology in his letter of the 20th June, 
1836.) He represents the books, papers, &c., in 
the office, as being very negligently kept. 


“ The clerk urges as an excuse for. the return not being 
regularly made, during the months of January, February, 
and March, that Mr. Spencer did not think it necessary, as 
the office was closed and no business doing. This is a dif- 
ferent excuse from what Mr. Spencer made. His irregu- 
larity since, he (the clerk) states is Owing “to the great près- 
saro of business;? and 1 am convinced it has been very 
great. 8 

“ In answer to my question, why the present large sum 
now with Mr. Spencer was allowed to accumulate, they 
offer the letter of the president of the Indianapolis Bank as 
an excuse, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. It doeg 
not appear when it was received, but probably about the 
22d of July.” ` 


From this it appears that the $100,599 32 spok- 
en of by the receiver in his letter of the 22d of 
August, as having been retained so long on hand, 
was so retained by him without any such excuse 
as therein set up, . 

But what is stated heretofore by the examiner 
may fall, perhaps, under the head of gross negli- 
gence on the part of the receiver, which should 
have been considered good cause of instant re- 
moval from office. : 

But what follows must be placed under the head 
of positive offense against law, principle, and mo- 
rality. He says: : 


“Upon the subject of using the money of the Uniteo 
States, I beg leave to state that I find it universally stated 
and believed, and it is conceded to as a fact by the clerka 
in the receiver’s office, that both he and his relative, Dawson 
have been much in the habit, in the office, of shaving money 
that is, exchanging the money which could not be received 
for public lands; the rate of exchange or discount varying 
from three to five per cent. J find in the case of Isaiah 
Wells, of Marion county, Ohio, that so recently as the 6th 
instant, he paid into the hands of the receiver, in his office 
cight dollars for exchanging $240 of Ohio bank notes of five 
dollars each. ‘To what extent this shaving business has been 
carried on in the office, of course I do not Know, but Y am 
satisfied it has been to a very considerable extent; and that 
the Government money paid in. by one person has been 
handed out by the receiver in exchange for uncurrent, or 
not land office money—he receiving for his own private use 
the discount as agreed upon; and that the same Govern- 
ment money again is passed into- the tand office, to be again 
used for the like purpose, in:pay for the public tands. ‘Phat 
the receiver has taken in bank notes of five dollars, contrary 
to orders, the schedule prepared at his office, herewith in- 
closed, will prove; that he received a bonus for taking the 
same is, I think, almost beyond a doubt.” 

The examiner adds: 

“P, S, Mr. Spencer has just come in, having been as far 
as Richmond, where, by obtaining a discount on some drafts 
due in September, originally taken here for land, he waa 
enabled to swell his deposit there to $52,831 34; which, 
together with the money taken with him trom here, and 
some OTHER money, enabled him to deposit to the credit of 
the United States $455,906. His own account will stand 
thus: 


Here he states the account debtor and creditor, 
and strikes a balance, bringing the said receiver 


| indebted to the United States in the sum of 
| $5,206 84, which was at first stated at $3,216 84, 


but corrected on the last page. 
After this report of West was made, William 
Hendricks wrote to the Secretary the following: 


Mantson, August 31, 1836. 

Sır: I am informed that some things are stated recently, 
to the prejudice of Colonel John Spencer, receiver at Fort 
Wayne ; and E am requested to write you. 

In doing so, I can only say that I have been gratified in 
learning that his deposits have been made to your satisfac- 
tion: and if s0, Į hope that minor matters, if mere irregu- 
farities, will be overlooked. He is reputed tobe an honest 
and honorable man, and I do not believe that he bas inten- 
tionally either done wrong, or violated his instructions. Té 
would, to some extent, produce excitement, if he were re- 
moved, for he has many warm and influential friends both at 
Fort Wayne and in Dearborn county, from which he re- 
BETTER LET IT BE. 


With much respect, WILLIAM HENDRICKS. 
Hon. Levit Woopsury, Secretary of the Treasury. 


This was enough. ‘ Better letit be!” And 
immediately the Secretary wrote to Spencer the 
following: Í 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 2, 1386. 

Sm: I have received the report of Mr. West, upon the 
transactions of the land office under your charge 3 upon 
which I beg leave to remark, that the Department trusts 
your deposits will hereafter be promptly made; and that no. 
exchanges whatever, of money, wili take place on any 
terms, as they open a door to improper practices and un~ 
founded imputations. Tam kapp tosda that the Depart- 
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ment can readily see the difficulties in resisting opportunities | 


to exchange money, and lo receive what is not permitted 
by regulation. {t can also duly appreciate your cxcuses for 
not making more prompt returus antl more [reqnent depos- 
its, but it trusts that, hereafier, a more rigid conformity to 
your instructions will be practicable, and will remove all 
cause of apprehension and complaint. . 

Lam, Very respectfully, your obedient servant,  .. . 

LEV! WOODBURY. 

Colonel Jonn SPENCER, Receiver, Fort Wayne. 


This is not‘only.a great falling off from the 
tone of the other letters-of the Sečretar » but 
seems tobe an encouragement to the receiver in, 
writing the following letter: igs tg? 


. Recerver’s Orrice, Fort WAYNE, : 
? tooo `- Oetaber:27, 1836. 

Sır: Thia ia to inform you that Į have forwarded to the 
deposit bank €104,000, in silver, there to remain until I 
arrive with the gold and paper money. 

Why did he not go along with it? 

My Democratic friends think that I ought not to leave 
until after we hold our election for President, an the 7th of 
November, which I have concluded to await, and shall 
Jeave on that evening, or the next morning, to deposit, with 
all the funds on hand up to that time, {shal} write you 
again before I leave. The sates are rapids; mostly paid in 
gold. and silver. My quarterly report will be forwarded by. 


neat mail, for last quarter, which ought to have heen done | 


sooner, only for the want of help in the office. Hereafter, 
I thing Iean get my reports off without much delay, after 
the close of the mouth and quarter. 

I am yours, respect(ully, JOHN SPENCER, 

Receiver. 
Hon. Levit Woopnery, Secretary of the Treasury. 

This bold avowal of sending a large portion of 
the public money by other hands, and awaiting 
himself to unite with his Democratic friends at 
the presidential election, does not appear to have 
been the cause of complaint on the part of the 
Secretary. 

And here, sir, is his answer to Governor Hen- 


dricks: 
TreAsuRY DEPARTMENT, September 7, 1836. 

Sm: Your letter of the 3ist ultimo is received, and I am 
happy to inform you that Mr. Spencer’s explanations have 
been such, that he will probably continue in office. 

Lain, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LEV! WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon, WiurtaM Henoricks, Madison, Indiana. 

ls this not willful, base, oficial corruption? 
Shaving with the public money was mere ‘ irreg- 
alavity,’’and“ improper practices’ thrice proved, 
admitted, reported, became “ unfounded imputa- 
tions” ag soon as a political partisan whispered, 
"t better let it be!’ Sir, these words ought to be 
inscribed over the doors of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and to be branded, like Cuain’s infamy, 
upon the forchead of Levi Woodbury—* better 
tet it be? Sir, this embraces all your princi- 
ples and practices in respect to investigation of 
fraad, am üczelement, corruption, and official mal- 
versation for years. These words converted of 
a sudden the Secretary ’s frowns and threats into 
the clearest perception of * difficulties’? and the 
clearest proofs into ‘unfounded imputations.” 
After this, what slrould be thought of this Secre- 
tary’s denunciation of any charges as ‘* unfound- 
ed Imputations?”’ 

Sir, l will read no more of these cases; these 
few I have given as specimens are not the gravest 
or the last of forty or fifty I can enumerate. In 
addition to these I could show you facts in the 
instances of Lewis, Alsbury, Dickson, Sterling, 
Sheldon, Rogers, Taylor, Ryland, Allen, Haw- 
kins, Blackburn, Carlin, Owens, Cannon, M. J. 
Allen, TLutchins, Benson, Holleman, Mitchell, 
McCarty, Simpson, Hays, Skinner, Blakely, 
McRoberts, and numerous others, ‘“ too tedious 
to mention,” all going to the same point—official 
neglect, violation of law and duty, and corrupt 
administration. All going to show more—that 
the losses have all occurred by failure to deposit in 
oanks, and by leaving moneys in the hands of 
sub-Treasurers. And more still—that, notwith- 
standing the pretensions set up in the President’s 
message to this session, this Administration is 
guilty beyond all former examples of ‘‘ the impro- 
priety of diverting public money to private purposes.” 

No, sir, I will wade through no more of these 
cases. 


was not proceeded against until the month of No- 
vember, 1838. How does the Secretary account 
for this delay? 

According to the report to this House, Swart- 


I come at last to that of Samuel Swart- | 
wout, the largest, though not the last of the list. | 

Samuel Swartwout went out of office the 29th | 
of March, absconded on the 16th of August, and || 


wout’s last return, March 28, 1838, showed a 
balance against him amounting to the sum of 
$201,096 40. rae À , 

Letter of Swartwout to Secretary, dated April 
13, states, that he holds this sam subject to sun- 
dry suits at law then pending to recover back duties. 


Letter from Woodbury to Swartwout, April | 


16, hopes that Swartwout will deposit one half of 
that amount to the credit of the United States. 

Letter from Woodbury to Comptroller Barker, 
April 16, would thank him to have Swartwout’s 
accounts settled. j : 

And here, sir, you must permit me to digress 
a moment to show you a piece of Mr, Secretary’s 
chicanery in the numbering of this last letter. 
You will perceive thatit is dated the 16th of April, 

rior in date to Swartwout’s excuses contained in 
is letter, and those of Price of the 20th, 2ist, and 
25th of April; yet, in the Secretary’s report, page 
3, it is referred to as if subsequent to those three 
letters of later date. This is some of Mr. Wood- 
bury’s obfuscation, some of his muddy water to 
escape by. It is important; and you would not 
observe the effect of this upon a hasty reading. 
You will see the effect directly. 

The next letter in the series is that of Barker, 
the Comptroller, to Miller, the First Auditor, 
dated April 17, requesting him to settle the ac- 
counts of Swartwout. ; 

Letter of Barker to Swartwout, dated April 17, 
requests him to return his accounts to the First 
Auditor, 

Letter from Woodbury to Barker, dated April 
18, would thank him to call on the Solicitor, to get 
from the district attorney (asks Tom to call on 
Dick to get from Harry!) in New York (Price) 
alist of the suits pending against Swartwout for 
return duties, and their amount, &c., indorsed 
with the same request to the Solicitor. 

Now, this letter, you will observe, was written 
in obvious reference to Swartwout’s of the 13th 
of April, giving these suits pending as excuse for 
retaining the balance in his hands of $201,000. 

The next letter is from Swartwout to Wood- 
bury, dated the 2ist, in reply to Woodbury’s let- 
ter of the 16th, inclosing one from Price, dated 
the 20th, showing hisindividual liability for judg- 
ments on protests, and stating that the notices of 

rotests were estimated at between two and three 

hundred thousand dollars. 

Woodbury then, inaletter to Barker, dated April 
23, refers Swartwout’s letter to him, and suggests 
that Swartwout should furnish Hoyt, his success- 
or, with funds to meet refunded duties paid under 
protest. 

Barker, by letter to Swartwout, dated 24th of 
April, states his of the 21st had been referred to 
him, and that it was necessary he should so fur- 
nish Hoyt with funds. 

Barker to Swartwout, April the 26th, requests 
him to render his accounts to the First Auditor. 
Gilpin, the Solicitor, in a letter to Barker, April 
the 27th, inclosing Price’s letter, as district attor- 
ney, in reply to the Secretary’s, of the 18th of 
April, showing the lists of suits. This letter of 
Price, dated the 25th of April, to Gilpin, shows 
that there were but two suits pending undecided— 
damages in one $2,000, in the other $158 80, and 
the amount of unsatisfied judgments to be but 
$5,561 63; the whole amount for which Swart- 
wout was individually liable but $7,720 43. And, 
further, that there were one hundred and fifteen 
protests, uncertain in amount; ‘but, by examina- 
tion of invoices and appraisements at custom-house, 
the amount of each claim could be readily ascertained.” 
He adds: 

“I will apply to the present collector (Hoyt) for such 
statement, and transmit it to you, upon my receipt thereof. 
k will, however, require several days to prepare sucha doc- 
ument.”? 

Now, sir, in this letter we see that Swartwout’s 
excuse for retaining this large balance of $201,000 
to meet $7,000 was false, or could readily be made 
to appear true or false in a period not exceeding, 
at most, ‘* several days. Were any steps taken 
to ascertain the amount of these protests? None. 
And, sir, here I bring your attention to the Jetter 
of Woodbury, dated April the 16th, numbered 9, 
and to his report. Mark you, sir, page 3, he 
says: 

“A further inquiry into the case was, however, imme- 
diately instituted by me, through the First Comptroller and 


Solicitor of the Treasury. Jt terminated in an impression 
that the facts and the law, as to suits and protests, might 
justify a'short delayin the adjustment. See copies of letters 
Nos..6 to 8,7? &. ? 

The letters Nos. 6 to 8 in, his report, are his 


! of the 18th of April, Gilpin’s of the 27th of April, 


and Price’s of the 25th of April. In the very next 
paragraph of his report he adds: | 

“But the Comptroller was, notwithstanding, directed to 
bring Mr. Swartwout’s accounts to an early settlement, and 
to have a prompt payment made of whatever amount should 
appear to be not in-doubt or controversy.” 

Now, would not. any ene-suppose, from this 
report, in this connection, that this direction to 
the Comptroller. was given subsequently to the date 
of this letter from Price, of the 25th, falsifying 
Swartwout’s of the 16th. The Secretary intended 
to create such an impression, but upon referring 
to the No. 9 he cites, you find that it is his old 
letter of April 16, prior in date to all this corre- 
spondence with Barker, Gilpin, and Price! 

So far, then, from his. taking any steps after 
this falsification of Swartwout’s excuses for re- 
taining so large a balance, you find no step what- 
ever until a letter from Wolf, the Comptroller, to 
Swartwout, dated June 13th; nearly two months 
after Price’s of the 25th, stating that upon an ad- 
justment of his accounts he was charged with 
the enormous sum of $8,365,377 18! 

This, even, startled not the Rip Van Winkle 
of the Treasury; but next comes lazily along an- 
other letter from the Auditor’s office, signed by 
clerk Mahon, to Swartwout, dated August 13— 
twomonthsagain, after Wolf ’sadjustment—nearly 
four months after Price’s of the 25th, which was 
to admit of but a short delay, and which required 
only ‘several days,” at most—calling upon him 
to forward his accounts ! , 

Swartwout took steam for England in two days 
afterwards, August 16! If this was speed, “ go 
it, ye terrapins’? Put Woodbury after Swart- 
woutand Price! He gave them the word “ go,” 
and said “I am coming!”? A Muscovy drake 
after night-hawks! Sir, every step he took was 
like those of his own unwieldy body—heavy and 
slow; every indication here is that he was rather 
for giving them: timely and friendly warning to 


j take steam, not leg-bail ! 


It is amusing, now, to look at the next letter of 
the Department and its date. Miller, the Auditor, 
reports to Barker, the Comptroller, August 31, 
half a lunar after the bird had flown, that Swart- 
wout’s accounts had not been received! On the 3d 
of September his (Swartwout’s) securities were 
notified that he had not rendered his account! 
The poor fellows took advantage of this notice, 
no doubt. They were fools, if they did not; and 
then came the circulars, the letters of inquiry, the 
dispatches to New York, the bustling activity, 
the hurly-burly of confusion and wonder and sur- 

rise—* Why, why, why! Swartwout is gone! 
He is a defaulter! Who would have thought it? 
How did it happen? Can anybody tell how? 
Can you, Mr. Auditor?—you, Comptroller ?— 
anybody?” 

Such is a picture of the administration of your 
Treasury. It is literally administered, and re- 
turned insolvent. 

Why was this delay from April to October, 
1838, to ascertain what Price told them they might 
readily ascertain? Why this postponement to 
examine invoices and appraisements? I will tell 
you, sir, Notwithstanding Mr. Secretary tells 
you there was no suspicion, even—no, not the 
least—this thing was as well known, not perhaps 
the amount exactly, but the defalcation was as 
well known, before October, as afterwards in No- 
vember. But the elections were in October, and 
concealment of this nefarious transaction was 
everything until after the Empire State and her 
sisters of the Union had voted. This was the 
secret of this delay, and this was Swartwout’s 
passport to Europe! ‘‘ Better let it be”? until after 
the elections! It would notdo. If it had been 
known, when elections were turning on the sub- 
Treasury scheme, that the chief sub-treasurer 
had marched off with a million and more of thé 
public money, it would have had an electric ef- 
fect; it would have won for the country avictory 
in Ohio, notwithstanding abolition and its kin- 
dred political vices! Thank God, it is in time 
for you, sir, in Tennessee! 

But, again. From the joint report of the Comp- 
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troller and Solicitor, Barker and Gilpin, dated at 


New York, November 8, 1838, (page 19, of this , 


| 


d 


Document No. 13,) we learn the followiug fact: 


“ It appeared that the last settlement of his accounts. at 
the Treasury was up to the 3lst December last, (December, 
1837,) and that, though he was calied on by the First Aud- 
itor, aud notice subsequently given to his sureties by the 
Comptroller, his accounts and vouchers from that time to the 
Q3ta of March, 1833, when his term of office expired, had 
never been furnished”? 

Indeed, sir, it fully appears that he was never 
made to return his accounts and vouchers at all; 
they were not returned, as you see by the letters 
read long after his escape. Now, why was this? 
What was the balance against him in December, 
1837? The same report informs us: 

“ The stated balance against him on the 31st of Decem- 
ber, 1837, was $9,678,984 56 ; this, however, was known to 
include all the uncollectedbonds not due, bondsin suit, &c. 
This made it necessary, as the accounts and vouchers were 
not furnished, that immediate steps should be taken to as- 
certain the sum really due as accurately as possible.” 

Were such steps taken? None, none! Time 
after time was Mr. Swartwout requested and 
thanked to return his accounts. Time after time 
he failed: It was left, as it were, optional to fur- 
nish his vouchers or not; he chose to furnish none; 
he eloped an.the 16th of August, 1838; and no 
such step was taken atalluntil the ordersto Under- 
wood in November, 1838——twelve months after it 
was necessary for ‘immediate steps to be taken’’— 
to proceed to New York! 

Butagain, sir. From this report, pages 33, 34, 
it does appear that the accounts of Swartwout, 
for the term commencing October 1, and ending 
December 31, 1837, were made out at the First 
Auditov’s office as early as May, 1838, showing the 
balance due the United States to be $9,678,984 56. 
Here is this statement in full, reported by the 
First Auditor, and certified by the Comptroller, 
and certified by the Registerand Woodbury him- 
self. Why was this delay from December, 1837, 
to May, 1838; and why, when reported in default, 
was Swartwout permitted to escape as late as Au- 
gust, without accounting at all? 
~ Again, sir; it further appears, from the second 
report of Barker and Gilpin to Woodbury, dated 
New York, November 15, 1838, that one of the 
funds in which there is a deficit is the fund of 
t forfeitures and penalties. ”? 

“The ¢ forfeitures and penalties’ belonging to the United 
States constitute the second fund in which there is a deficit. 
It amounts, in the aggregate, to $39,823 12. 

“Or this there occurred— 


In the year 1832, the sum Ofrsssese reses: 


wv eee 1 $29,632 45 
In the year 1833, the sum of..... es 


3,674 04 


In the year 1834, the sum of... 1,173 09 | 
In the year 1835, the SUM Of... .eceeseeneceeees 5,343 53 
$39,893 12 


« By the provisions of the eighty-ninth section of the act 
of the 2d of March, 1799, the collector is to receive from 
the court all sums reccived on account of fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, for a breach of the revenue laws, and he is 
to account for them quarterly to the Treasury. The sum 
above stated belonged to the United States, as their portion 
of various penalties: and forfeitures, and was received by 
Mr. Swartwout under the above provision. It was not, 
however, debited in his own cash account; and though ad- 
mitted in his accounts rendered to the Treasury, it has 
never been paid over.” 

These sums you see were received by the col- 
lector from the courts of record. Now, if proper 
supervision had guarded his official conduct, was 
it not the easiest thing in the world to detect his 
deficit in this fand by inspection of the court’s 
records? Was there ever such inspection? None. 

Again: Another fund in which was a deficit was 
that consisting of “ three Treasury warrants:” 

“Three Treasury warrants, amounting in the aggregate 
to 839.240 05, were received by Mr. Swartwont during the 
years 1834 and 1835. hey were for the following sums 
respectively : 


1834, August 23, No. 9,677 
1835, May 2, No. 837.... 
1835, June 22, No. 993..,.ee seer cree eee 


sarees escneesveenenssQ7,637 21 
I 815895. 15 
-osaa 9,707 69 


$39,240 05 


“Mr. Swartwout received these warrants under the au- 
thority of the second section of the act of the 27th of June, 
1834, to make upan alleged deficiency in the fees and emol- 
uments of his office to meet the coinpensation due to his 
clerks.. Their receipt appears by his books, but the pro- 
ceeds have never been debited in his cash account, and 
their whole amount still remains entirely unaccounted for.” 


Now, sir, from whence did Swartwout receive 
ese warrants? From the Secretary’s Depart- 
ment—from Washington! The Secretary himself 


A ; 3 ar : : 
i knew that he had received these warrants, of i| memorandum of Hoyt was-sent to the Secretary. 
Swartwout, it seems, did charge himself || Why is.it sent to us avithout date? Was this sent 


course. 
with these warrants, as their reccipt appears by his | 
books, but their proceeds were never debited in | 
his cash account. Now, sir, how could the Sec- ! 
retary fail to detect this deficit? Yet it appears 
to have continued from August 23, 1834, through į 
May and June, 1835, up to November, 1838, | 


Again: Sir, it appears another item of deficit | 


was for ‘fees and emoluments of office over- 
drawn:”? 


«Cas : : x pe: 
Cash was withdrawn for the alicged purpose of paying {| iho ‘Department was first indebted for them, in agreat meas- 


the expenses of the office, beyond the actual amount of these 
expenses, as exhibited by Mr. Swartwout’s own accounts 
and vouchers. ‘The aggregate of this exeess is $60,291 42. 
The application of this fund commenced in the third quar- 
ter of 1835, and extended down to the last quarter of his 
official term. It is thus distributed through the several 
years: i 

In 1835 the excess of cash withdrawn was. .. . $6,368 25 

Fn 1836 it was eseese 30,788 29 

In 1837 it was.. r eves 23,134 88 


860,291 49 


Did not Mr. Secretary know what should have 
been-the correct charges for fees and emoluments? 
This, it seems, pervaded three years, and was 
never suspected until the defaulter had run away 
with a million! 

Fines and forfeitures.....e.ees 
Treasury warrants. s.e. 
OfÄCE EXPENSES erececeeccecroeceres 


see see. G39,823 12 
eserse e 39,240 05 
60,291 42 


$139,354 59 


Here is the sum of $140,000, in round num- | 
bers, abstracted for years, which Mr. Secretary 
must have known was embezzled, unless he was 
blind in his eyes, or perfectly seuseless in his ol- 
factory nerves; yet he never suspected ! Sir, vigil- 
ance in supervising the accounts of Swartwout 
would have detected,to a certainty, either one of | 
these deficits during the years 1834, 1835, 1836, 
and 1837, and would have saved the sum of 
$1,225,000, lost in March, 1838! 

But, sir, I have been proving, so far, gross neg- 
lect only. I will now proceed to show something 
worse than laches in this case,on the part of Mr. 
Secretary Woodbury. 

On page 2 of his report, Mr. Secretary says: 

“ While Mr. S. remained collector, suspicions do not 
seem to have been excited at the Department that he was 
guilty of any default.” 

Were suspicions excited anywhere else than at 
the Department? Tle says, page 3: 

“ Subsequent disclosures [disclosures subsequent to 
Price’s letter of the 25th, which ought to have excited sus- 
picions at the Department] made to the Department in No- 
vember, excited suspicions,” &c, 

Not until November, then, three months after 
Swartwout’s departure from the country, were sus- 
picions excited at the Department; November 5, 
1838, as soon as suspicions were excited, the 
Secretary wrote to the Solicitor, Gilpin, inclosing 
a memorandum from Hoyt, Swartwout’s suc- 
cessor, which memorandum is without a date, no 
mention being made as to when it was communi- 
cated, and is in the following words and figures: 

Copy of Hoyts Memorandum. 
Py of gis 682 75. 
Deferred bond account.. 
Cash retained. s.s.s.. 


ven 646,254 83 
<.. 201,096 40 


Cash retained......--- s. 80,769 53 
Overdrawn emoluments. . 60,291 42 
Retained forfeitures.. s.s.. 6 s.es. 39,823 12 
Retained amount of warrants s.s..ssesesseese 39,240 05 


et. 


1,067,475 35 


Deposit account balance. ..sesese.e 164,010 60 
Tonnage balance a 1,783 24 
Error account balance ......csseceseeeseseees 166 44 


$1,293,435 63 


Gilpin is ordered, for the first time, to see 
whether there were not mistakes in Swartwout’s 
holding over so large a balance in his hands to 
cover his liabilities for suits and protests. In case 
of defalcation, a distress warrant was sent. Gil- 
pin and Barker both then proceeded to New 
York, and made two reports, one of November 
8th, and one of November 15, 1838; and Gilpin 
made two separate reports of the 10th and 13th 
of November, ascertaining the facts of the defal- 
cation as they now appear. 


i 
le 

3 [powers to catch a fi 

without a suspicion ! i 
H 

I 

i 

l 


before November, when suspicions were first ex~ 
cited? When did Hoyt know the secret? “It was 


| his memorandam, mark you, which started Gil- 
i pin with dispatches to New York, primed them 


November 5th, for: the first time, with plenary 
ying defaulter or. seize his 

effects. e e i 

Sir, the Secretary tells us, page 3: 

“The circumstances which led to most of those disclo- 


i} sures transpired in the course of preparing the first quar- 


terly accounts of Hoyt, the successor, for sctiiement ; and 
ure, to his care and vigilance.?? 


Hoyt’s.care and vigilance then caught the rogue, 
and the disclosures were made in the course of 
preparing his first quarterly accounts.’ Mark these 
two facts, and bear them in.mind.. When did 
Hoyt’s first quarter expire? He came into office 
in March, 1838; his first quarter expired in June ? 
TIow did suspicion sleep, then, until November ? 
| More than four months!. Hoyt’s second quarter 
had expired, it seems, before suspicions were 
awake; yet it was during the preparation of his 
first quarter’s accounts that the disclosures. were 
made! ; Pros 

But again, sir. Swartwout’s whole. defalcation 
amounts to $1,225,705 69; the principal item being 
his deficit on the ‘bond account,’ amounting to 
4646,754 83. Gilpin and Barker, in their report 
to the Secretary of the 15th of November, say: 

“ The remaining fund, the deficiency in which makes up 
the whole debt of Mr. Swartwout, is the bond account. By 
Mr. Swartwout’s return to the Treasury Department, it ap- 
pears that when his term of office expired he was chatgeable 
with $8,994,666 59 of bonds for duties not paid into the 
eae Of these, he transferred to his successor, the 

esent collector, $6,045,386 13, constituting the portion of 
these bonds not yet duc, or unpaid. He also accounted ‘for 
a further portion, amounting’ to $2,302,525 63, as having 
been sent to the district attorney for suit. This leaves ‘tha 
sum of $646,754 83, being the aggregate of the deficit in Mr, 
Swartwout’s bond account. On examination, we ascer~ 
tained that of this aggregate the amounts that became due 
were as follows: 

In the year 1837, the sum Of. s.ecesce are ene 611,299 99 


And of the first quarter Of J838......0ceee08, 2,504 28. 
Making, together. ...cssceceecescerer scenes 6 GO13,804 21 
Of the remaining sum Of.... ceecei eee ee eeee » 82,950 62 


Which is necessary to make up the.. e«s... .@646,754 €3" 
Thus it appears, at the expiration of bis term of office 
Swartwout was chargeable With as.. es «es ne $8,994,686 5: 
Of the bonds constituting that sum, he trans- 7 
ferred to Ioyt. s.e + seca. ee ee 86,045,386 13 i Jes 
Sent to district attorney forsuit, 2,302,525 13 
$8,347,911 26 


Leaving deficit. EVS 


Why did not Hoyt know then of this deficit on 
the bond account as soon- as the transfer was made 
to him? He did know it; for see what Gilpin 
says in his report of November 10: 


*¢ All the abstracts, vouchers, and other documents, re» 
lating to the collector’s account for the first quarter of 1838, 
(being the last of Mr. Swartwouv’s term,) whieh had never 
heen furnished, have been now transmitted to the First And- 
itor. These documents, however, want the signature of 
Mr. Swartwout, though prepared by the officer who trans- 
acted that branch of his official business. ‘The cause of 
their being thus incomplete appears to have heen the desire 
of Mr. Swartwout that they should not be furnished to the 
aceonnting officers until his-return from abroad. . By that 
time, according to the statements of Mr.-Ogden, he hoped 
to be able to make arrangements for the settlement of the 
whole defalcation.. The want of them, however, delayed the 
present collector in the completion of his own accounts, aa 
it was necessary to include therein an accurate statement of 
the balances in cash and uncollected bonds, handed over by 
Mr. Swartwout, and that the same should agree with the 
final accounts of the latter, as rendered to the Treasury De- 
partment. ‘The urgentdemand for this made by the present 
collector upon the officer having charge of these accounts, 
and the difficulty of obtaining it, first led to the suspicions 
communicated by him to the Department, which were ren- 
dered more certain by the subsequent examinations he im- 
mediately instituted.” 

Here, it seems, Hoyt was first put upon the 
scent. When? When the transfer was made— 
when he, of course, was, upon coming into office, 
looking after what was to be transferred by his 
predecessor. Yet we are still told there were no. 
suspicions until November, 1838! ee 

Again, sir, we are told by the report of Gilpin 


and Barker, of November 15, that— 


“When Mr. Swartwout’s term expited, on the 28th March, 
1838, it appears, by his own account, that he was cbarge- 
able with $201,096 46 of cash retained to meet ‘protests, 


Now, sir, I should like to know when this 


and with $164,010 60 of cash ¢ deposited with him to meet 
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bui ‘ i 
unascertained duties.” The only portion of this which he 


paid over to his successor was $8,229 94 to meet ‘ pro- 
tests ;’ leaving the amount of that fund retained by him, 
$192,866 46.” i 

-. Thus Swartwout’s. own account showed a bal- 
ance of $201,096 40 of cash retained to meet pro- 
tests, and $164,010 60 of cash deposited with him 


to meet unascertained duties; he paid over to his’ 


successor only $8,229 94 to meet protests; and 
yet no suspicions were excited until November, 
1838! 

Sir, all this is too much to expect of our credu- 
lity. I will show you now that Hoyt must have 
known of this defalcation long before Novem- 
ber—in fact, soon after he came into office; that 
his subordinate knew of it long before—years be- 
fore Swartwout himself went out of office; and 
if Hoyt and his subordinates knew it, that the 
Secretary must have been informed long before 
November, 1838. : 

Ogden, the cashier of Swartwout and Hoyt, 
Phillips; the assistant cashier, and Fleming, the 
auditor of the custom-house, all knew of this de- 
falcation for years. In proof of this I quote first 
the report of the 8th of November, signed by 
Gilpin and Barker, to the Secretary: 


“The examination requisite to ascertain the manner in 
which the money was abstratted, and the details of the de- 
falcation which has been going.on for seven or eight years, 
will require some days. Al! ‘that we know in regard to it 
at presentis derived from a voluntary communication made 
to us last evening by Mr. Henry Ogden, the cashier of the 
custom-house during Mr. Swartwout’s term. 

“ Having been informed that the large defatcation was 
Known to the public officers, and that we had come to New 
York for the purpose of investigating it, he called on us, and 
at once, in the presence of Mr. Price, the district attorney, 
who was with us, entered frankly into a conversation on 
the subject. He commenced by saying that the circum- 
stances of the case bad troubled him exceedingly for some 
time, and that he had strongly urged Mr. Swartwout not to 
leave the United States in August last; that be had told 
him it was scarcely possible the defaleation could remain 
much longer concealed, especially since the accounts for 
the last quarter had been called for and not furnished ; that 
he advised him, instead of going to Europe, to go at once 
to Washington, submit a statement of the whole matter to. 
the Secretary of the Treasury, surrender his property, and 
make the best arrangement he could; that Mr. Swartwout 
told him in reply he was confident of being able to raise 
money in Bngland, by which he could pay his whole debt 
to the United States as soon as he returned 5 and he did not 
think the business would be known before that time. 

t In reply to our inquiry as to the time when the abstrac- 
tion of the public money commenced, he stated that it was 
about nine montis aher Mr. Swartwout was appointed col- 
lector. Fe afterwards said he supposed it might have been 
n year aher—that is, in 1830; that, asthe amount of the de- 
faleation increased, he frequently spoke to Mr. Swartwout 
upon the subject; and that, about (our years since, it had 
become so large that he told Mr. Swartwont that, unless 
measures were taken to reduce it, he could not consent to 
continue in the situation he held. Mr. Swartiwout was, 
however, confident that the operations in which he was en- 
gaged would be so profitable as to make it easy for him to 
pay off the whole deficiency. This mode of treating the sub- 
ject, Mr. Swartwout continued to persist in to the last, al- 
ways expressing his belief that he could set matters right. 

CT reply to our inquiry as to the mode in whieh the af- 
fair had been conducted, and the amount, Mr. Ogden stated 
that Mr. Phillips, the assistant cashier, was more fully ac- 
quainted with the particulars than himself, but thatit com- 
menced by Mr. Swartwout not passing to the credit of the 
Treasurer the whole sums received.” 


Again, sir, from Gilpin’s separate report, No- 
vember 10, we learn: 


“ From Mr. Phillipa, the assistant cashier during Mr. 
Swartwout’s official term, we received a verbal statement 
confirming that previously made to ug by Mr. Ogden; and, 
in a written communication, he has given a generat view 
of the course of proceeding, to which he has offered to add 
guch a particular account of the details of the transactions 
as he can gather from the books and accounts.” 


Again, sir, from the report of Gilpin and Bark- 
er, November 15, we learn: 


* According to the statements of Mr. Ogden and Mr. 
Phillips, heretofore mentioned to you, and subsequently 
confirmed by them in writing, as well as verbally, the use 
of the public money commenced as early as the close of 
1829, or the beginning of 1830; the practice being to trans- 
fer at the commencement of the week, to the ‘Treasurer of 
the United States, no more than the amonnt received pre- 
vious to Saturday morning ; and thus to place successively 
from the subsequent receipts the sums withdrawn, so that 
the deficiency might not appear. Though the sums thus 
replaced, after they were taken, can form no part of the 
balance now charged against Mr. Swartwout, which con- 
sists only of sums never returned, yet we endeavor to ob- 
tain from Mr. Phillips the items of this sort from the com- 
mencement, We were unable to do so. The original 
check book of Mr. Swartwont from June, 1830, to Decem- 
ber, 1831, through which, perhaps, they might have been 
traced, was not, after diligent search, to be found ; and al 
though Mr. Phillips commenced, as he stated, in the year 
1834, when the deficit began to be large, to make a memo- 
randum of which he can now designate the sums with- 
drawn, subsequent to that period, by Mr. Swartwout, 


from the cash fund for his own use, yet he declared his 
inability to do so any earlier. The evidence, therefore, in 
regard to the moneys that were withdrawn and replaced, 
is found in the verbal communications made to us by Mr. 
Ogden and Mr. Phillips, which were given in our previous 
reports to you, and in their letters and written statements, 
of which copies will be found among the documents trans- 
mitted to you herewith.” ; 

Again, sir: 

« We endeavor to ascertain exactly the amounts of cash 
which had been successively withdrawn, so as to make up 
the whole of these funds. Mr. Phillips, the assistant cash- 
ier, who kept the check-books, from which only this can 
be traced, has given us a statement of such of the sums 
thus drawn out by Mr. Swartwout for his private use as he 
was able to.obtain from the old check-books in the office 
and his own memorandums.: It embraces only the interval 
betwen November, 1834, and June, 1837, and amounts in 
the aggregate to $193,602 20. Of this sum the cash noted 
by Mr. Phillips as being withdrawn was— . 

In the year 1834....., 20008 +++ $6,261 20 

1835. wee. -43,700 00 
1836. + .97,841 00 
lI cece cee cecesa cone cues cones 049,800 00 


$193,602 20 


* In the earlier period of these transactions (that is, trom 
1829 until the close of 1834) Mr. Phillips was not in the 


habit of noting the cheeks thus used by Mr. Swartwout, į 
g 


and he states that from this circumstance, and from the loss 
of the check-book of 183) and 1831, (to which we have 
adverted,) he ix unable to trace out the particular items 
which constitute the residue of the cash thus withdrawn. 
‘She statement of Mr. Phillips, giving the amount of each 
check so drawn, will be found among the documents trans- 
initted to you herewith.” 

Again, sir: 

“ Ir will be seen that this deficitin the bond account first 
occurs in the year, 1837. Shortly after its commencement 
Mr. Phillips, the assistant cashier, kept a list for his own 
satisfaction, as he stated, of a large number of these bonds, 
which had been paid, and the money received by Mr. Swart- 
wout. It amounts altogether to $597,331 63. When the 
bond account came to be finally adjusted, in the summer of 
1838, by Mr. Fleming, the auditor of the custom-house 
during the latter part of Mr. Swartwout’s term, he received 
fiom Mr. Phillips the original list, thus made out and kept, 
and found it to agree, as far as it went, with the deficiency 
in the bonds which he had ascertained himself, and to which 
he had called Mr. Swartwouv’s attention. It fell short 
however, of the whole amountof the deticiency in the bond 
account of the year 1837, and the first quarter of 1838, by 
$16,472 58; but the particulars of this latter sum Mr. Flem- 
ing obtained, so as t0 make the whoie amount of the bond 
account chargeable to Mr. Swartwout, during that period, 
$013,804 Q1, as betore stated. An explanatory communi- 
cation of Mr. Fleming, relative to the bond account, to- 
gether with the list made by Mr. Phillips, will be found 
among the documents transmitted to you.” 


Again, sir, I refer to the statement of Ogden 


himself, page 47: 
New York, November 8, 1838. 

Drar BIR: As far as my memory serves me in regard to 
the difficulties of Mr, Swartsout, I shoutd say that they 
began not Jong after his appointment as collector; and that, 
from that period, he has continued to draw sums from time 
totimes that my assistant (Mr. Phillips) and myself have 
held frequent conversations with him respecting the sums 
of money which he had received, and that we often, when 
he applied to as, urged him to endeavor to raise money 


elsewhere, if he possibly could, and not to draw any more | 


from the bank; that, about four years since, when we again 
spoke to bim on the subject of the amounts we supposed he 
had received, he requested us to have an interview with 
him at his house; that we met him agreeably to appoint- 
ment, and that he then assured us, as he had done frequently 
before, that he did not doubt that, before many months, the 
speculations he had entered into would result in such a way 
as to enable him to pay all up. From that period we occa- 


sionally called his attention to the balance due, until the | 


period of my leaving for Canada, (the 4th of August.) Mr. 
Swartwout sailed on the 16th of August. 
I am, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
HENRY OGDEN. 
Henry D. Giri, Esq., Solicitor of the Treasury. 


Again: The statement from Phillips himself: 


i New York. November 9, 1838. 

Sin: Mr. Swartwout came into office as collector of the 
port of New York on the Ist of May, 1829; and, as far as 
my memory seryes, but a few months had elapsed before he 
cominenced drawing money for his private uses, which he 
continued for a period of nearly nine years, without any 
great intermission. 

ìt is necessary, in order to make myself understood, that 
I should state the manncrin which the business of the cus- 
tom-house was conducted in respect to the financial con- 
cerns with the branch bank, and afterwards with the three 
deposit banks, namely: the Mechanics’, Manhattan, and 
America, the receiving banks for the bonds for duties due 
the United States—the branch bank from Ist May, 1829, to 
7th October, 1833; and the deposit banks from that period 
to the 16th May, 1837, (the time of their suspension of specie 
payments.) 

The bonds and the records being completed at the custom- 
house, were delivered to the banks, with a statement of the 
amount, &c., of each, for which a receipt was given by the 
cashier (with whom they were placed) for the amount re- 
ceived. This was usually done about thirty days previous 
to maturity, when it became the business of the bank to 
notify the principals of the date when payable. This being 
done, the amount collected daily would be placed to the 


credit of S. Swartwout, and subject to his drafts, witheut 
particularizing the purpose for which they were drawn, 
which was an invariable practice; and the same was always 
the case in regard to all moneys collected through the banks 
on aceount of customs, during the period before stated, and 
he availed himself of it as he required. 

After the passage of the law which required that al! sums 
of $200 and under, and and all duties on woolens, should 
be cash, by direction from the Treasury Department it was 
ordered that the amount should be paid direct to the bank 
instead of the custom-house, which was done by giving the 
importer a certificate, wh ech was by him taken to the bank, 
and there paid, and the signature of the receiving officer to 
the certificate, returned to the custom-house, was authority 
for his receiving a permit for his goods, and the amount so 
collected daily placed to the credit of S. Swartwout, and 
subject to his drafts as before. 

Independent of the bonds, &c., collected at the banks, a 
large amount of money was received at the custom-house 
on deposit for duties on merchandise paying a specific rate 
of duty, which was considered in suspense until the actual 
amount to which it was liable was ascertained, and the set- 
tlement with the parties making the deposit, which, in a 
great many instances, did not take place for twelve months, 
and frequently longer, which placed a large amount at the 
disposal of the collector, as the duties on deposit were nat 
placed to the credit of the United States until the merchant 
had made a settlement. As the collections madé by the 
banks up to three o’clock do not appear on the books of the 
custom-house until the following day, consequently, in 
making up the weekly accounts tor the Treasury Depart- 
ment to three o’clock on Saturday, the amount received on 
Saturday would not appear until the following week, when 
the same occurrence would take place in respect to that 
week, and so continue on. 

By reference to the weekly returns made to the Treasury 
Department, it will be seen that large amounts were fre- 
quently retained vader the head of ‘amount due the Uni- 
ted States, to be carried to next return,” which accounts 


` have the signature of Mr. Swartwout; and, in many in- 


stances, would not be forwarded until Tuesday, in order 
that the collections of Saturday and Monday might place 
him in funds to make the transfer from his account to that 
of the Treasurer of the United States. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. PITLLIPS. 
H. D. Gitem, Esq., Solicitor of the Treasury. 


Again: the statement of J. A. Fleming himself: 


Custrom-nouse, New YORK, 
Auprror’s OFFICE, November 16, 1838, 

Sin: Having been called upon by you to state my knowl- 
edge of the situation of the accounts of Samuel Swartwout, 
late collector, and to render such information as I possess 
in regard to the amount due by him to the United States, I 
have to observe that, as auditor of the custom house, which 
office I have held fron the Ist of July, 1836, the adjustment 
of the accounts devolved on me, and that I carried forward 
the balance from preceding quarters, deeming it correct. 

In the month of June, 1837, being engaged in proving the 
account of bonds paid for the quarter ending the 31st of 
March of that year, [ found there was a large discrepancy 
between the bonds payable and bonds paid, and that the 
latter fell short of the former about five hundred thousand 
dollars. ‘This circumstance I mentioned to Mr. Phillips, 
the assistant cashier, whose office it is to keep the cash- 
book, and was informed by him that his book contained the 
record ofall the bonds paid to the Government in that quar- 
ter. Upon this reply, I accordingly closed the bond account 
as it existed; and the banks having previously suspended 
specie payments, and the troubles in the mercantile com- 
munity being very disastrous, | supposed that the payment 
of all the remaining bonds was suspended. — 

Mr. Swartwout, then collector, had received instructions 
from the ‘{'reasnry Department to allow an extension of 
credit upon all bonds unpaid, and to, transter them for ex- 
tension to the district attorney, until the Governmentshould 
decide what further course was necessary to be pursued. 
Congress, having then been convened by the President to 
legislate on th natters, on the 16th October, 1837, enacted 
a jaw authorizing an extension of credit of nine months, 
from the date of maturity, upon all bonds given prior to the 
passage of the act, and which were then unpaid. The num- 
ber of these bonds was upwards of ten thousand, and they 
exceeded in amount five million dollars. No suspicion ex- 
isted with me that any portion of these bonds had been 
paid and the money abstracted. 

When Mr. Swartwout’s term of office expired, it became 
necessary to make a thorough examination of all outstand- 
ing bonds, and to render abstracts for the delivery of the 
same to his successor. This work was. completed, after 
much labor, in the mouth of Augustiast , and when the total 
amount was ascertained, it was found to fall short of the 
amount appearing due by the books of the office by $646,000. 
‘This alarming circumstance I mentioned tothe cashier, Mr. 
Ogden, and requested him to communicate the fact to Mr. 
Swariwout. On the following day, the cashier observed to 
me that I had better inform Mr. Swartwout myself of the 
condition of the bonds. I at once did so. He seemed 
greatly surprised, and remarked that it must be impossible 
that so large adeficiency could exist, and requested thatthe 
account might be reéxamined. It was accordingly reéxam- 
ined, and every bond found paid by the records of the office 
was marked off. Still the same deficiency existed. A list 
was then prepared of all the bonds unchecked and unac- 
counted for, and was placed on file in the office. Prior to 
this, and during the reéxamination, Mr. Swartwout sailed 
for England. 

I afterwards proceeded to close all his accounts, and to 
prepare a final account current with the Treasury, when 
there appeared to be due from him to the United States 
$1.225,000. When this result was finally ascertained, Ein- 
tormed Mr. Hoyt, the present collector, that his accounts 
would be delayed in consequence of great discrepancies in 
Mr. Swartwout’s accounts. í 

‘J. A. FLEMING, Auditor, 


1838.} Spa 


257m Cona,...3D Sess. 


APPENDIX ‘TO-THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Public Defaulters—Mr. Wise, 


Thus, sir, Ogden, Phillips, Fleming, all knew! 
And the latter: tells'us that he told Hoyt that 
his accounts would be delayed ‘tin consequence 
of great discrepancies in Mr. Swartwout’s ac- 
counts.” When? Certainly before the 31st of 
October, 1838, when he submitted to him the pre- 
pared statement. Sir, who are Ogden, Phillips, 
and Fleming? ‘The cashier, assistant cashier, 
and auditor of Hoyt, as well as Swartwout! 
They. were. not dismissed until withia the last 
few weeks. Do you not suppose, sir, that these 
minions communicated all to Hoyt—were. offi- 
cious and superserviceable to da so, in order to 
retain their places? And if they knew all, and 
Hoyt knew all, don’t you suppose that Wood- 
bury knew all? Why was Hoyt’s memorans 
dum, LT again ask, without date? Should Hoyt be 
retained in office while he keeps such subalterns 
in his ofice? Would Woodbury retain him if he 
were not'a bird of the same feather? ‘These men, 


Tug 


` Suns Ag 
janne: 


_ He goes on to state the mode, and concludes 
thus: s5 : 

I do not find myself capable of suggesting any alteration 
in the mode of managing the public funds different from that 


mow pursued. [tis simple in its operations, ang one least 
ealculated to create a multiplicity of agents, by which ure 
‘public: money might be endangered. be 

Ivall payments made by me, they are on the authority of 
she auditor, through whom all bills must pass. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


whet S J. PHILLIPS. 
H. D: Grurix, Esq: : 


Yes, sir, he thinks his mode is $‘ everyway”’ very 
commendable—makes ‘every one?’ prompt—Hoyt 
* himselfacquainted;”’ very complimentary to Mr. 
Hoyt! But, above all, sir, he can suggest no im- 
provement—just as he wants it—‘ it is simple!” 
not complicated by too many checks! least cal- 
culated to multiply agents !—he and Hoyt have 
it now all to themselves? And this rogue, who kept 
‘written memoranda for years of Swartwout’s 
embezzlement and fraud, is verily the officer 
under Hoyt ‘by whom all moneys are received and 
disbursed!” ‘This is a ‘* part of Mr. Secretary 
Woodbury’s system!” He is the very man, true, 
to tell how to detect and expose Swartwout—is 
he not, also, the very toot to assist Hoyt to smug- 
gle after, his predecessor’sexample? This excel- 
lent: agent~-this-Democratic: Locofoco—is. in the 
very clover he desires; he is suited to a penny— 
would ‘not have the thing changed’at all! > 

Is ‘theré net moral turpitude.in some others as 
well as in Swartwout;.in ‘this transaction? F be- 
lieve that the Secretary down to Phillips are as 
criminal ás the defaulter. They will never allow 
Swartwout and. Price to. return, or this would 
fully appear, as I believe, before my country. 

Sir, let us ‘now inquire fuxther,-whetheér this de- 
falcation might not have been prevented altogeth- 
er, if the Secretary had done his. duty. After the 
defalcation was known, the Secretary then woke 
up; he wrote the following letters: 
|“ RReasury DEPARTMENT, November 9, 1838. 

Sir: In consequence of the report made in part by the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, on the. examination by him and 
yourself into the accounts of the late collector at New York, 
{ wish now to call your'inimediate attention to a few coh- 
siderations >: DTA? i o es 
ods Ithink acireutac should be issued by, you-to.all naval 
officers; calling their prompt and careful attention to their 


official duties, in, clieck of any etror or wrong byè ollectots. 
9. That an exainination be made’ in “evety east-of any 


‘considerable-batance reported as unadjusted or due, to see 
if the bonds and money. purporting to beon hand, or which 
‘ought to be on hand, are so in point of: fact. . This can be 
done by letters. to the collectors, stating that recent events 
have rendered the inquiry proper; and that the naval offi- 


settlements here of the bond accounts of collectors; and in 
your office, as well as in the Auditors, all necessary force 
employed to make the present legal checks ‘as efficient as 
possible. . __. PR ` ee 4 

‘Please to adopt any additional step which has occurred to. 
you for discovering any errors, and for securing the public’ 
against losses. -` : . ee 

“Respectfully, your obedient servant, ; 

; s i, LEVI WOODBURY, 


a . Secretary of the Treasury, 
J. N. Barer, Esq., Comptroller of the. Treasury. 


Be _ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 19, 1838. 
- Sin: The recent deyelopmentof the great defalcation of 


: the Jate collector at New York, renders it essential that it 


should be ascertained, if practicable, why it was so jong 
undiscovered ;, I therefore request you to inform me. of the, 
causes why it was not in the power of your office to report 
his défalcation when it first commenced, or at the different 
settlements afterwards; before his term of office expired. 
if, under the present system of adjusting the accounts of 
collectors, it be impracticable to ascertain defaults like these 
immediately after they occur, I will thank you to réport to 
me such modifications and improvements as may suggest 
themselves:to you, inorder that all defaications hereafter 
may be immediately known, if possible; and, in case you 
should consider that furtherlegislation may be necessary to 
attain this object, I-wish you to point out the defeets that 
should-be provided for, and also:such. additional checks as 
might be imposed to prevent the embezzlement of the pub- 
lic funds received by the collectors and ‘receivers of the 
public revenue. IpI fits : 

This report I should be glad -to-receive soon, that a com- 
munication on the subject may be made. ta Congress at the. 
commencement of the ensuing session. : 

I am; very respectfully, your obedient sérvant, 

: “LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


J. N. BARKER, Esq., Comptroller of the Treasery. 


This letter of the 9th shows exactly the ‘duties 
which the Secretary had before neglected: 

1. The naval officers under him had not bee 
made to do their duty. ; x 

2. The examination of balances had not been 
attended to. g 

3. Sufficient attention had not been bestowed 
by him on settlements here of the bond accowihts 
of céllectors. ; 

In addition to these letters, he senta circular 
to the Comptrollers and Auditors of the Treas- 
ury, He is terrible for circulars! They are his 
Colonel Pluck spurs, by which he makes the 
nation believe that he is constantly roweling the 
sides of his official steeds; and keeping them full 
ùp to their mettle.’ Ah! no man knows better 
how to ‘run with the hare and hold with the 
hounds.’? This circular itself shows, too; what 
had-been neglected. But to proceed. Gilpin'and 
Barker, in their report from New York, Novem: 
ber 15, say: i i sr 

*¢ These defects readily suggest the following remedies : 

“1. Thar the system for the coltection of the revenue 
fiom customs should resemble! that adopted in regard to the 
revenue from lands; that the officer whowscertains the 
amount due to’ the Government, admits vessels tq. entry, 
aud performs ‘the various functions connected with those 
parts of a collector’s duty, should be distinct from, and in- 
dependent of the.officer-who receives and is accountable 
for the moneys accruing on those duties. Each making 
his separate reports, and held to a separate responsibility, 
would prove a complete check upon the other, and lead to 
an immediate detection of error, neglect, or defalcation. 

«2, Thatall sums of money should be paid into the Treas- 
ury; that no officer should be permitted to retain funds, 
under any pretext, or make payments, except on estimates 
previously made-to the Treasury, or on accounts properly 
submitted and examined. ‘Chere would be no difficulty in 
so arranging this plan as to give quite as much facility as 
exists at present in the payment of debentures, and all other 
charges now deducted frorn the accruing revenue, while it 
would obviate the disadvantages: that are inseparable from 
the present mode. 

“3. That actual inspections by competent officrrs from 
the Treasury Department should be made from time to 
time, at every principal custom-house. Had such inspec- 
tions been made at New York, this: defalcation could. have 
been easily detected before it had long existed, or-reached any 
very considerable amount. k Á 

t4. That the use of the public money by any officer in- 
trusted with its collection, safe-keeping, or ‘disbursement, 
should be made a-criminal.offense, severely punishable. 

t We are; very respectfully, yours, i 

ee OO WD. GILPIN, 


i © JEN. BARKER, 
Hon. Levt Woopuorr, Secretary of the Treasury”: 


Now, sir, could not all this have been done? 


Did it require alaw?, None. -Why was it not 
done? . Mr. Secretary does not inform us.) 


Again: the First Auditor,.in reply to Wood- 


ted as follows: +. 
‘Treasury DEPARTMENT; : 
i First Avpitor’s Orrice, December 1, 1838. 
Sır + Your letter-of the 19th-ultimo should have received 
an eartier reply, had the state of ny health permitted s;:and 
even-now, confined as [.am.to my chamber; 1 must-crave 


bury’s letter, T 


indulgence-for omissions that may occur, and. the. privilege 
of supplying any such iù a furdre communication. i 


The first inquiry contained in your letter, in reference to 
‘the great defaleation of the late collector at New York,” 
is in the following words, viz: “T therefore request you to 
inform me of the causes why it was nót in the powér of 
your office to report his defaleation when it fitst occurred, 
or at the different settlements afterwards, before his term 
of office expired.) = =` nas : 

__ To repty to this-question, I would respectfully state that 
it was notin the power of this office to report his defalcation 
when it first occurred, because it never possessed the means 
of ascertaining it. By thé twenty-first section of the collec 


been used by him-tor his private purposes.’ 
as soon as ‘received at this office, dre carefully examini 
and all the ‘checks furnished ‘for vesting ‘their accuracy, in 
addition to the' certificate’ of the naval officer, arè nsed, and 
the duties secured; as weltusthe disbursements made, hav- 
ing been ‘correctly ascettninedly tie ‘accoint ated, and 
the balance struck and reported:to the First Comptroiier, to 
whom the account and ‘alt-the abstracts belonging to'it are 
transmi(ted forthwith. © From ‘the investigation, however, 
which ‘has recently takén place at die custom-house, New 
York, it appears thata large portion of this defaleation con- 
sists of bonds abstracted by the tate colector, to whom pay- 
ment was made, and for which the ‘bond account was not 
credited; and it may with propriety be inquired, why this 
had'not been discovered bythe accounting officers on the 
examination of the accounts, © 8 s O p S 
In replying to this itiquity, I beg leave first toistate the’ 
facts in regard to'the manner in whith the bòna accounts 
have been kept at tiie ‘T'reasuty: Previous to the year 1822, 
as E am informed, on exatiining the accounts of he-cus- 
toms in this office, the atcoutling clerk ascertained that 
the balance of the bond account was correctly brought for- 
ward, that the additions were correct, and the balance, ad 
returned, properly stated. But, as ube bond account accom: 
panied the quarterly acéount current of: the custoins and 
the other abstracts to the Coniptroller’s office, where it was 
retained, no reference could be had in this office to said 
accounts, to mark off the bonds paid, dr putin suit, in subs 
sequent quarters, which refefdnée was absolutely neces- 
sary toa thorough examination of the bond account. Th 
1822, however, the First Auditor’ directed a register to be 
kept in bis oflice-of all the bonds takenand paid, as well as 
those put in suit. Two clerks were appointed to this-duty, 
to whom the accounting clerk, immediately on receiving 
the'quarterly returns, handed over the bond account, tobe 
recorded, &e. Tlie accounts for the smatier districts were 
generally entered'and marked offin time to accompany the 
adjusted accounts to which they belonged; but the duty of 
recording all the bonds being very arduous, and the clerks 
engaged on them being occasionally called to other busi+ 
ness, the larger districts by-and-by tell in arrear, especially 
the district of New York; which, from what I ean learn, 
was perhaps never once recorded antl marked off in tinre 
to accompany the accounts of the Comptroller; and, as it 
now stands, I find that the bonds taken are recorded only 
to the second quarter, 1834, while these pnid:or put in suit 
are marked off only to the fourth quarter, 1832... The pres» 
ent condition of the`bond accounts in this office is about 
the same that it:was when I received my appointment, 
But for the present, passing over the imperfect manner df 
keeping the bond accounts, let.us inquire whether, under 
ihe most. perfect system that could be'devised for discharge 
‘ing this duty, the fraud commitied onthe bonds in New 
York coutd have been promptly detectedin thisoffice? Sup- 
pose that, when the account of the customs is taken: up for 
adjustment, the bonds paid and put in suit are marked off 
forthwith on the original bond accounts: any omission of 
the collector of New York to return:bonds paid, &c., could 


Thé accounts, 


| not, in ordinary times, be ascertained . until’ five or six 


months after the expiration of the quarter in which the 
transactions took place ; but, in the case under considera- 
tion, the embezzlement of the. proceeds of the bonds oc+ 
curred under very peculiar circumstances. It was at a pe» 
riod, in 1837; when, owing to the-derangement‘of commer- 
cial affairs, the suspension of specie payments by the banks, 


i then no longer used as agents:of the Government, &c., the 


bonds were returned to the custom-house, and, though 
due, were not put in suit, the Secretary of the Treasury 
having authorized a temporary suspension, which wis af- 
terwards extended:by. Congress to:hine months, and. when 
six or eight thousand bonds were:lying: over at the custom- 
house at one time, and when:all was in:such a state ofcon- 
fusion that, as has been stated: bythe auditor of the cus- 
tom-house, it-was. utterly impracticable; even there, to 
ascertain, in making up the: amount for the first.quarter, 
‘1837, thetrue condition of thé bonds; and where, even at 
this late day, after:a great deal of investigation; ithas been | 
found impracticable to identify an amount.of. these: ab- 
stracted: bonds exceeding $30,000; and, in order to ascer- 
tain them, a thorough examination of the bond account will 
have. to be made from the commencement-—a work of great 
labor, and requiring considerable times © ose l i 
With these facts before us, itis quite evident that itwould 
have-been impracticable for this office, had the system of 
examining the bond accounts been:the most perfect, tohave 
ascertained ‘the fraud committed by the late:collector in the 
bonds until about the time ‘for-rendering-his finalaccount. 
This account was ‘not received at this:office- until: the L0th 
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“Ho. ör Rubs. 


Noyember, 1838, long afler his neglect to forward. the ac- 
gout in due time had -beea reported. by thi Office tp, the 
Comptroller. Ft is true, war somewhere ; abour., Augùst, 
1837, on.the examination of È nt at this ¢ fice there 
would have appeared to be a Jarge amount of bonds due in 


the first quarter of 1837, not returned as paid àr putin suit, | 


and the collector would have been: called upon fer an ex- 
planation. Under all fhe circumstances, of this case, he 
might have; and no ‘doubt would lave, replied 16 sucii an 
inquiry, that these bonds.had been, extended under the au- 
thority of the Secretary.of the Treasury and the act of Con- 
gress; but that, owing to the great mass. of such bonds, 
amounting, it is believed, to more than five million dollars, 
and to the great confusion into which the bonds had been 
thrown, increased, too, by the fact, not then known to the 
accounting officers of tlie eustom-house, that the collector 
had. actually collected a large amount of said -bonds, he 
could not, at Jeast for a considerable. time, render any par- 
ticular account of them. , Such a reply would have been 
considered; at least for the time being, as satisfactory ; cer- 
tainly. it weuld not have excited any suspicion at the Treas- 
ury, because all the. bonds referred to were actually entitled 
to the-extension provided. for,by Congress, and would natur- 
ally. have been supposed to have been so extended. : 
: Having, as I presume, thua.clearly shown that this office 
had..no ‘means of ascertaining. this. detalcation, when it 
“(first occurred,”” nor “at.the different settlements after- 
wards,” I proceed tq the next inquiry in-your letter, which 
isiin the following words: “ If, under the present system of 
adjusting the accounts, of the collectors, it be impracticable 

o ascertgin defaults like these immediately after they occur, 

will thank you.to report to mesuch modifications and im- 
provements as may suggest sremselves.to you, in order that 
all defalcations hereatter. may be immediately known, if 
possible; and. in case that you should consider that further 
legislation may be necessary to attain this object, I wish you 
to point out the defects that should-be provided for,and also 
such additional checks that, might be imposed to prevent 
the embezzlement of the. public funds by the collectors and 
receivers ofthe public revenue? x 
. J4 may not.be improper to state here that by the fifth sec- 
tion of: tha act óf the 2d. of September, 1789, “to establish 
the Treasury Department,” and the fourth section of the act 
“to provide far the prompt settlementaf public accounts,” 
approved the, 3d of March, 1817, the duties of the First 
Auditor are defined as follows: ‘T'o receive all accounts 
aceruing in the Treasury Department, and, after examina- 
tion, to certify the balance and transmit the accounts, with 
the vouchers and certificate, to..the First Comptroller, for 
his decision thereon.” Now, if the “ modifications and im- 
provements 7. called for by the Secretary be confined to this 
office only, there are but two suggestions which occur to me 
at this time, ag all that are necessary, and steps have al- 
yeady been taken to carry them into effect. ‘The first is that 
the collectors he required to render an account of ail the 
outetanding bonds, showing their actual condition. on the 
30th of September, 1838; and that hereafter, instcad of re- 
cording the bonds in this office, the bond accounts, as soon 
as received, are to.bo compared with the preceding original 
acvounts, and ail the bonds paid or put in suit during the 
quarter forthwith marked, so that, the actual state of the 
bonds will always be exhibited simultaneous with the report 
oh the account of the customs. The other suggestion is, 
tbat. the collector of New York return, with his quarterly 
Accountof the cyatoms, a copy of his “ suspense accounts,?? 
showing what items compose that, paxt of the balance not 
consisting of bouds or cash on hand, so that in stating the 
items of the balance atthe Treasury, this oflice may be able 
to designate what is actually cash on hand from that which 
consists of unsettled tnd suspense accounts, 

But as this request of the Secretary embraces a pretty 
wide range, I may, with propriety, be permitted, in my re- 
ply, respectfully to suggest some other modifications and 

inprovemnents,’”? although, in doing.so, I may he trenching 
upon the prerogatives of others. It appears, from the in- 
vestigation recently made at the custom-hquse, New York, 
that on the debit side of their ** suspense account” is found 
an item called ‘duties on merchandise,” which means 
‘cash deposits for duties. not ascertained ;?? aud this, ac- 
cording. to their mode of keeping the :accounts, has never 
been regarded.as cash until the duties.are actually ascer- 
tained.and settled, at some future day, with the merchant, 
‘but retained in the suspense account, and returned by the 
‘collector to tbe Treasury, in his batance, as belonging to 
unsettled and suspense accounts. This practice placed at 
the disposal of the cotlector a sum varying from one bun- 
dred thousand to five hundred thousand dollars, not avail- 
abia atthe Treasury, or not regarded or returned as eash, 
although. such de facto, upon which the collector might 
draw from time to:time for his private purposes, without 
any check upon him, even in the office of the Secretary 
hiinself; and it appeared, on the recent investigation, 
that it was this fund which first tempted the late collector 
of New York ; and it was only when this source was ex- 
hausted, and the peculiar occasion referred to presented 
itself, that he seized upon the bonds. How it has Lap- 
pened that at New York these deposits for duties are not 
regarded. as cash, and. at Philadelphia: they are, and very 
properly; too, accounted for as-such; this office-has no 
means of ascertaining, having no cantrol whatever over 
the internal regulations of. the eustom-house ; but such-is 
the fact. The remedy is obvious... n : 

Again: the naval officer has always been regarded, not 
only asan aid to the collector, butan important check upon 
him. The twenty-first section of the “act to regulate the 
collection of duties on importa and tonnage”? requires him, 
among other things; ‘to examine the collector’s abstracts 
of duties, and. other accounts of receipts, bonds, and ex- 
penditures, and, if found right; he shali certify the same.” 

tis to be apprehended that the naval officer at. New York 
has not, under this requisition, considered it to be his duty 
te examine the cash and bank accounts; and although he 
has certified the bond accounts of 1837 “to have been ex- 
amined and found to be correct,” the fact is now apparent 
that they were not correct. Flad this officer performed his 
whole duty, this defalcation must have been discovered 


pable 


These “im- 


: provements,” in addition tothe weekly and monthly returns 


of “ moneys received and paid at the custoni-house,”? the 
“return of debentures,” “abstracts of bonds put in suit,” 
“summary statement, of duties collected,” “schedule of 
bonds taken and Jiquidated,”* &c., required forthe Secreta- 
ry’s office, agreeably.to ancient regulations and usages of 
the Treasury Department, as embodied in the circular of 
Secretary. of the Treasury, dated November 19, 1835, if 
ptopetly arranged and compared with each other, and with 
the quarterly account current of thecustomig, also formerly 
entered on the Secretary’s hooks as soon asreceived at the 
office of the First Auditor, would, it is believed, fornish the 
Secretary the means of ascertaining defaults like these im- 
mediately after they occur. mae chia i 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, for JESSE MILLER, Auditor. 
A. MAHON, C. C. 


To the Hon. Levr Woopsvrx, Secretary of the Treasury: 


From this report, sir, we Jearh— , : 
1. That one reason for not detecting this de- 


| falcation is, that the Secretary extended the time 


to the collector at New York for making up and 
rendering his accounts for adjustment. 

2. The accounting clerks in the First Auditor’s 
office have not been made, since 1822, to ascertain 
that the balance of the bond account of the col- 
lector was correctly brought forward, that the ad- 
ditions wére correct, and the balance, as retained, 
properly: stated. i ‘ 

3. Bonds. from New York have not been re- 
corded.. Never in time to.accompany accounts of 
the Comptroller. This duty has been wholly neg- 
lected during Mr. Woodbury’s term of office, since 
the second quarter of 1834. 

4. The account of Swartwout was not received 
at the office of the First Auditor until the 10th of 
November, 1838, long after his neglect to forward 
the account in due time had been reported to the 
Comptroller. . ; 

5. That the collector had not been required to 
render an account of all outstanding bonds. 

6. That the collector at New York had not been 
required to return, with his quarterly account of 
the customs, a copy of his ‘€ suspense accounts,’? 
showing what items compose that part of the 


| balance not consisting of bonds or cash on hand. 


7. That deposits for duties have not been re- 


| garded as cash at New York, whilst at Philadel- 


phia they have been so regarded—and the Secre- 
tary himself had control of this—unaccountable 
to Auditor, but the * remedy obvious.” 

8. The naval officer has not been made to do 
his duty, and, if he had done his whole duty, this 
defalcation could not have occurred. 

9. That the “ weekly and monthly returns. of 
moneys received and paid at the custom-house,’”’ the 
“t return of debentures, ‘ abstracts of bonds put in 
suit,” “summary statement of duties collected,”? 
“ schedule of bonds taken and liquidated,’? re- 
quired for the Seeretary’s office have not been prop- 
erly arranged and compared with each other and 
with the quarterly account current of the customs by 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself. 

Such, sir, is the expose by this able and mas- 
terly and independent report of the ability and in- 


| tegrity with which your Treasury Department 


has been conducted, and by which this million of 
public money has been abstracted! Sir, this re- 
ort must have been gall and wormwood to 
oodbury. J understand that the manly clerk 


i by whom it was made is already under the ban 


of his displeasure. Jtis a biting sarcasm, it is a 
sneer throughout, upon Mr. Secretary’s unblush- 
ing effrontery in his inquiry into the causes of this 
defalcation. He knew above ail men, how it hap- 
pened. Sir, if ever a Whig President be elected, 
and I have a tittle of influence with his councils, 
this man Mahon shall be remembered by me as 
a firm and faithful public servant. I know him 


i not, but this report is a voucher to me of his char- 


acter. But, sir, I forget! I am doing a good and 
true man an injury by daring here aloud to com- 
mend his worth. “It may removehim. © Oh! the 


-tyranny of proscription! This man lets thecat 


out of the bag—he tells you that the meal tra 

was left uncovered—wholly neglected, and the 
rats have been permitted, at will, to go in and 
come out with full license from the Secretary. It 
shows that every check has been'abandoned and 
neglected by the Secretary—the naval officer—the 


Comptroller—not to say by the: Pirst Auditor. 
Sir, if party spirit, like a fiend, did not befriend 
and ‘sustain this Secretary—pardon and white- 
wash his hideous deformities and delinquencies— 
blight all moral sensibility here in this Halland 
at the White-house, he would be removed from 
office instantly, or beimpeached: Go where yn 
will—trace him anywhere, and you wilt find him 
dull, stupid, incornpetent, neglectful, faithless, 
and corrupt.” T mince no termd—fenr no respon- 
sibilities: If he had the sensibilities of a man, he 
would demand a trial.’ Give me an honest juty, 
and I will, apon these papers, convict him Í 
“Sir, the report of the First Comptroller confirma 


the report of the First Awditor? 


$‘ In relation to that portion of your communication of the 
19th instant, in which you request thé suggestions of this 
office as to the modificatiéns and inyprovements-that may 
be necessary in the presentsystemof adjusting the accounts 
of caliectgrs, or as tothe further legislation requisite to, pre- 
vent or immediately detect future defalcations, I beg leave 
to refer you to the joint rop tt'of the ‘Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury and myself, dated wt New York, the 15th ultimo; for my 
views as to the principal defects of the present system, and 
their remedies by legislation... eed es 

“ Until efficient alterations, however, shall be made by 
Jaw in the system of collecting; guarding, and accounting for 
the public moneys received by collectors of the‘customs, 
the principal check on embezzlement must, in the custom 
house, be sought in the integrity anå vigilance of thé naval 
officer. The duties of this officer are highly responsible and 
important, and cannot fail, if properly performied, to aid ma~ 
terially in the prevention or detection of frauds. ‘'The law 
declares that ‘the naval officer shall receive copies of all 
manifests and entries, and shall, together with the collector, 
estimate the duties on all goods, wares, and ‘mérchandisé, 
subject to duty, (and no duties shall be received ‘without 
sucht estimate,) and shat! keep a separate record thereof, 
and shall countersign all permits, clearances, certificates, 
debentures, and other documents, to be granted by the col- 
lector; he shall also examine the collector's abstracts of 
duties and other accounts of receipts, bonds, and’expendi- 
tures, and if found right, he shall certify the same.’ ; 

In the Treasury Department, much, also, it is conceived, 
might be done towards the prevention of the recurrence of 
defatcations like that in question. In the office of the First 
Auditor, it is. understood that some years since a record was 
kept of all duty bonds taken, a thorough. examination of 
which, in every rendition of the quarterly abstract of. bonds 
liquidated and bonds in suit, conld scarcely fail to lead to 
the detection of auy attempt at fraud, in withholding the 
amount of any one of the bonds recorded. This branch of 
the subject, however, it is presumed, will be more satisfac- 
torily discussed in the report of the First Auditor, to whom 
it more properly appertains. 

“The abstraction of the amounts paid on bonds never 
returned as liquidated forms about. one half of the entire 
defalcation of the late collector at New York. Of the other 
moiety, the two principal items are cash held on deposit to 
meet unascertainéd duties, and cash retained ostensibly‘to 
refund duties paid under protest: : x ve 

& In connection with the abstraction of those sums, as 
well as of those paid on bonds, I would observe. that, until 
a few years past, the account current received at the office 
of the First Auditor, with the quattety' aecounts of col- 
lectors, were called for and compared, in :the office: of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with a record there kept, and 
with the several returns rendered to the Secretary, in con- 
formity with the requisitions of Jis circular dated the 14th 
B October, 1818, and repeated on the 14th of November, 
1835.: i 5 i 

“ The tist of returns thus rendered, embraced the follow- 
ing: A weekly return of moneys received and paid; a 
monthly return of debentures paid; a monthly abstract of 
bonds put in suit during the month; a monthly summary 
statement of duties collected; a monthly schedule of bonds 
takén and liquidated during the month; and a quarterly re- 
turn of the moneys received and paid under the acts for the 


relief of sick and disabled seamen. 

“Those examinations and comparisons would, it is con- 
ceived, be greatly useful, and: especially when it is con- 
sidered that the returns thus rendered to the Secretary, 
weekly and monthly, are the only returns of the kind 
received by the Department within or during a current 
quarter, : : ; 
- “Should it be deemed proper to revive the practice, it is 
suggested, to obviate the inconvenience and delay in the 
office of the First Auditor attending the use, in the office of 
the Secretary, of the account current, that the collectors 
furnish those documents in duplicate. : Sa 

“T have the honor to be, very respectfully; sir, your nbe- 
dient servant, J. N. BARKER. 


“ Hon. Levi WOODBURY, Secretary of the Treasury”? 


Now, sir, be it remembered that this Admin- 
istration and the preceding are both alike distin- 
guished for the doctrine that the Executive was 
a unit—"* that it was the President’s duty to take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed.” Why has not 
this duty, so. strenuously insisted Gn ‘with the 
view of maintaining Executive prerogative, been 
performed in discharge of Executive obligation 
and responsibility? ` ` 

I am now done with the review of these cases. 
And, after what I have laid before you, let me 
ask“ What use would there be in humbling our- 
selves.to become spies and censors to report defaleations 
and crimes to this Executive, with a view toa prompt 


1838.] 
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removal from office? Why pass laws to enact that the 
application of publié money by an officer of Govern- 
ment to private uses shall bea felony??? Will reports 


would the more cloak ‘and’ concéal and protect 
these plundererst The President, if he will, may 
say, as the Duke of Vienna, disguised as a friar 
in his own capital, that he might overlook the 
actions of his people: ane 
F _ & My business in this State 
Made me a looker on, here, in’ Vienna ; 
Where I have seen corruption boil and bubble 
Till it @errun the stew. Laws for all faults, © 
But faults so countenanved,y that the strong statutes 
Siang, like forfeits in a barbers shop, 
As much in mock as mark.” 


Pass any pains and. penalties, adopt any sys- 
tem of laws you please—United States Bank, pet 
bank system, sub-Treasury~and let me ask if 
either could be expected to work well in the hands 
of such men who “ countenance’. such “ faults??? 
Sir, we are told by that philosopher in govern- 
ment, William Penn, that the best system will be 
as the worst if badly administered by bad men; 
and that;the worst system will be-as the best, if 


righteously administered by good men. Yes, sir, | 


achange of men.is what ig wanted—a general 
turn-out of all faithless trustees and servants. 

l must bring my remarks to a close—I am 
aching from my head to. my hips.. But, sir, did 
I tell the truth or a falsehood in 1836. Have the 
Executive Departments been conducted with in- 
tegrity andability? Letevery honest man answer. 
Add the defalcations of Swartwout, Price, Gra- 


tiot, Reckless, Boyd, Harris, Linn—the whole | 


list,.and tell me how much was stolen in 1836? 
Bat, sir, itis all to be thrown on the poor banks! 
How much in default have the banks been? The 
Secretary ’s annual report says: 


First. A list of the banks still indebted to the United 
Statesfor defaults previous to the close of 1834, none of 
which are believed to have given originally any collateral 
security, is annexed, [M.] The whole amount now due, 
without computinginterest, equals $1,000,676; and a great 
part of this must be regarded asa total loss. 

“Secondly. Another list of indebted hanks is annexed, 
most of which gave collateral security, [N.} The remain- 
ing dues from-them to the Treasurer, on defaults aceruing 
between 1834 and October, 1837, though at first very large, 
have been reduced to about $2,400,000 ; and most, if notah; 
of these debts, with some others, owing to public disbursing 
officers, for money on deposit, it is confideutty expected 
will, in the end, be paid. 

“ The first installment due from those which have since 
executed other bonds and given new security, under the act 
of October, 1837, has been promptly met, and portions of 
ihe second have already been advauced by some of them. 
Suits are pending against only two, on account of their 
liabilities.’ : 


According to this, nothing has been lost since 
1834 by banks. . How much by sub-treasurers? 
The same report says: 

“Thirdly. ‘The eventual losses sustained from receivers 
and collectors, while, as a part of the bank-depositsystem, 
they were collecting the public funds, to be afterwards 
Placed for safe-keeping in banks, wére, at the last session, 
estimated’ ata’ sum ranging from nine-to twelve hundred 
thousand dollars. tg at 

«Collateral security had generally been taken of these 
officers ; but, in former times, it was not always in so Jarge 
amounts and with so great care as of late, and consequently 
most of the foregoing losses happened many years ago. 

<A list. ofall those officers who, on the 12ih of October, 
1837, the tine designated in the resolution of the House of 
Representatives, stood on the books of the Treasury as hav- 
ing neglected to settie theiraceounts in season, may be seen, 
with tie. amount.cliarged to-each, in the-printed report made 
on the.15th January last, (Doc. .No. lil) But several of 
these were not then actually indebted to thé United States, 
though, having neglected to ‘adjust theiraccotints at the 
Treasury, they came within the express words of the reso- 
dution, and consequently were included.” 


Here, sir, you may jadge of the truth and jus- 
tice of this officer’s reports. He reports losses 
by receivers and collectors at from nine hundred 
thousand to one million two hundred thousand 
dollars only, when we know that the defalcations 
of Swartwout alone excéed the largest sum! Sir, 
thebanks are to be blamed’, whether they lost or 


enibezzled “the public moncys or not; but the only | 


šin of sub treasurers is in being caught F They may 
pick and steal at pleasure, but they are especially’ to 
beware of detection! The Administration says as to 
them: t Better let it bet” Phillips even intimates 
that itis all owing to the banks! Sir, the last in- 
quiry is: what are. to be the consequences and 
effects of these defalcations ? At tas 
` 'T'have nothing to say ‘now as to the public mot- 
als or public’ credit.” They are subjects ‘abdve 


these times. "No, sir, no. I learn what is to be 
the effect here—here only—by listening to the Ad- 


vet G L y: AL i| ministration ’s shout of those old worn-out, hum- 
or'statutes avail anything? Vain-and idle! they | are 


bug watchwords, ‘t economy! retrenchment! re- 
form!’ After the President and Secretary have 
permitted all the public money to be stolen; after 
they have stimulated and encouraged the Govern- 
ment and the people to the utmost extravagance; 
after raising expenditures to $40,000,000, and cre- 
ating another public debt, they now, from neces- 
sity, prudently recommend to our patience and 
self-denial a becoming economy! economy!—that is 
the word. . 

` The fact is, they must starve and be disgraced, 
unless they reduce expenditures. They turn, now, 
from electioneering with the public’ money, after 


it is all spent, and electioneer, in turn, with the ii 


watchword economy {economy !’ And upon what 
is this economy to fall? What objects are to be 
made‘ the’victims of defalcations and financial 
bankruptcy ? 

Sir, we are told by Mr. Secretary that some of 
the most‘beneficent appropriations are to be ar- 
rested. The States were led to expect that they 
would receive the fourth installment of your dis- 
tribution act—an act, by-the-bye, for which I 
never voted, but would now execute to the letter, 
Why? Because you, by your own voluntary 
legislation, led them to expect the facilities which 
the act afforded, for the promotion of their sys- 
tems of internal improvement and education, and 
they have been led to legislate on the faith of your 
action here. Now, we are told, their hopes must 
be disappointed, their systems of moral and phys- 
ical improvement arrested, and the ordinary ap- 
propriations here to like objects must be stopped, 
and why? Because the office-holders have squan- 
dered and run off with the public treasures! 

And, sir, the system of light-houses is to be de- 
stroyed, in conformity with the policy and interest 
of this Administration—to put out the lights! ` The 
eyes of commerce are to be put out or blinded, to 
supporttheextravaganceand profligacy and frauds 
of office-holders! Sir, during the past disastrous 
fall season on the Atlantic coast, the shores of my 
district have been literally strewn with wrecks from 
the raging deep. A few days before I left homey 
$150,000 worth, at least, of dry-goods, was float- 
ing on the sand beaches of Northampton county, 
Virginia, from the wreck of a single brig. For 
years I had been endeavoring to havea light-house 
put near the very spot where this vessel bilged 
upon the bar. A large cargo of cotton, and sev- 
eral other wrecks, came ashore, to remind us daily 
of the improvements necessary on our coast to 
protect life and property. A star of the ocean is 
needed on almost every promontory, as much as 
the north star in the vault of the sky; but they 
are all to be dimmed, and never to give light to 
the sea-beaten mariner, because Swartwout and 
Price and Gratiot, et id omne genus, have carried 
off the means of buying the lamps! 

This is not all. The widows and orphans of 
your revolutionary heroes and patriots are to be 


| deprived of their bread earned by patriotic toil. 


All pensions are to be stopped for the sake of para- 
sites and public plunderers. The people are. to 
be' denied all the blessings and boons of their Gov- 
ernment—and for what? To pamper your pre- 
torian bands, your legions with the means of good 
living and display; to tempt the Swiss corps who 
long for their portion of the spoils; to furnish 
your renegade Democrats with millions to sport 
their fraternity of defaulters in the splendor of 
Europe; to endow your Boyds with principalities 
of the public domain and mints of public money; 
to bribe and buy upenough of the mercenary and 
vile in the land, to retain for you the power which 
you have ignominiously obtained, and which 
you have flagrantly abused, and the places which 
you have faithlessly filled and shamefully dishon- 
ored:! f ie 

This-is but an epitome of the history of your 
outrages upon the morals, the law, and liberty of 
a still glorious country, which you are degrading 
to the bondage ofa money power, which you pro- 
fess to abhor—a country which you are ruining 
by an ‘absolute Executive, which you do profess to 
worship If the father's of the country could now 
tise from their tombs, and enter this their temple 
"Which should be called of all nations the house 
of” liberty what would they say? What was 


said to the money changers in the temple at Jeru- 


salem—** But ye have made it a den of thieves??? 
And, sir, what think you would your chief priests 
and scribes say,even to them? “What they have 
said to me: ‘* By what authority doest thou these 
things??? But, sir, 1 cannot say of your priests 
and scribes as is said in Holy Writ of the Jew- 
ish—* They feared the people??? No, sir, your 
arrogance has surpassed all fear, all bounds of: 
caution. Ifthe people do not soon make you fear 
them, you will be past the remedy of reform by 
their power. a f k i 

Why not make your economy fall upon’ the 
salaries ‘of your ‘trained bands,” your office* 
holders? Go fora réduction of salaries; in that T 
will support you. ' Sir, the other day, when the 
Globe published the debate in the Senate upod. 
economy—economy echoed by your party theré- 
it contained, in almost. immediate juxtaposition; 
an advertisement: of poor Gratiot’s furnituve, 
Here it. is: the Globe, you’ know, ag General 
Jackson says, never lies! Heré it is: ey 


S EXTENSIVE Save or. RICH AND: FASHIONARLE Fury, 
TuRe.—Will be sold on Wednesday, the 26th day of De 
cember; instant, commencing at half past ‘ten delock, a. 
m., at the FYesidence of General Gratiot, F hear twenty-first 
street, if fair, (if nat, the next fair day thereafter,) his splen- 
did furniture, consisting of. very superior Saxony Imperial, 
Carpets, elegant Grecian Mahogany Chairs, Sofa and Otto- 
man, covered with crimson sili: plush; large Freeh Mantet; 
pier Mirrors, rich Mantel Lamps, elegant Consol Table, with. 
Egyptian marble top, Center Table with marble top, fine- 
toued Chickering Piano, Stool, and Music Stand, with va- 
rious other articles of Drawing-room Furniture ; very hand- 
some Berlin Tron Grates; also, very superior bed-room Far- 
niture, consisting of elegant. Dressing’ Bureaus, with fine 
Mirrors and maråle tops ; Inclosed Washstands, with mar- 
ble tops, Mahogany Bedsteads, fine Hair Mattresses, Feath- 
er-beds and Palliasses, Tinpertal three-ply Carpets, Mahog+ ` 
any Wardtobes, &c. The whole of the above furniture wag 
made toorder in the very best style ; a large part has been in 
use but. a short-time, and was made in Philadelphia, |... 

Also, the very elegant Table Furniture, consisting,of.2 
large dinner service of Plated Ware, two seta of Dinner 
Porcelain, one very rich Dessert Service, Tea Set to match 
the whole, imported from Paris, a white and gold Tea Sety 
one India Dinner Set, together with a quantity of rich Cut 

ASS. 

“A large assortment of kitchen furniture, stoves, &¢. 
with furniture for servants.» i Saa Taa i 

“A small stock, of choice Wines and Liquors, namely, 
Madeira, various kinds, in bottles, very old French. Brandy 
in botues, choice Whisky, « Ruaux Oil of Rye,” bottles and 
demijobns, &c.. &e. a. j ee 

“Terms of sale: All sums of and under $50, cash ; over 
$50 and not exceeding $200, a credit of sixty days over 
$200, a credit of ninety days ; approved indorsed negotiable 
notes will be required. Thé house will be. opén for the 
examination of the furniture, &c.;'on Monday, the 24th 
instant, from ten to two-u’elock. o > $ ooo watt 

ži ENS “EDWARD DYER”. - 


How many poor ‘‘unwashed and uncombed” 
children in your district and mine, sir, would this 
costly furniture of a splendid defaulter educate ?. 
How many sons of unworthy sires would it raise, 
elevate in virtue above the price of a Price? Sir, 
the substance of the people; their education; their 
commerce; their systems of improvement; their 
funds of honor and gratitude, aré all to bë sacri- 
ficed to the appetites of corrupt partisan harpies! 
Such, sir, are the consequences of your great and 
glorious, immaculate: ‘‘ economy, retrenchment, 
and reform Administration P? — ae 

Sir, ‘* in piping times of peace,” the great sér- 
vice a Representative can render ‘is fo save’ the 
public money. I have faithfully endeavored to 
discharge this duty; to save the public money 
from wicked rulers, and to’ preserve the purity 
and virtue of both the people and their servants 
from the temptations of a splendid Government 
and a wicked Administration: ‘If I have doné 
nothing towards this end, it is not my fault. The 
task has been a hard one. I have had tolabor‘at 
the oar against wind and tide; against a ‘most 
powerfuland popular President and party; against 
you, sir, your committees, and this House. ‘But 
the blaze of glorification is espied. Thank God, 
the day-star dawns from on high. There'is now 
hope of salvation; an-hour of retributive justice 
is coming; Truth, though slow, is coming grad- 
ually along with her térchés! ‘I have been wait+ 
ing for her long, but never without hope: I-have 
had to carry my life itself inf my hand; the hartiess 
of ‘deerskin and cold -steel and iron has ‘often 
galled my shoulders; an’ armed arsenal ‘against 
the king’s forces—theyare dangerous when there 
areéSuch rich spoils; but [have escaped unscathed, 
thank God! though my-slanderers and persecu- 
tors and revilers would have: the world believe 
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that my,war upon corruption has not been blood- 
lesa... |: : : a 


are min 


WAGE, IN Ber) report— 
theirs nos poli Y And all 
Four party. an 
trom. my, pec r 
1 mast mye 

sn i 
den ay 


hadither have been fighting for them in the Flor- 


to"have:been.warring as I have upon this almost 
overwhelming power of corruption!. Dangers be- 
set you,in every path in this war—dangers of life 
and limb, dangers:to character, dangers in fact. to, 
your own virtue. > No man can oppose himself" 
tö universal corruption here, without having all 
his virtues tempted and tried as ina fiery furnace. 
My hope is in the majority of the next House of 
Commons. The empire State has declared for the 
people agaliss the President... ‘ pie hos 
. That now iş the issue: shall the people or the 
President prevail? The contest ia. no longer-about 
measures. The sub-Treasyry may be proved to 
be the best system which the wisdom’ of man 
could devise;-but,'sir,the President and his min- 
iona have dared: to force it upon us, have arro- 
gantly prochitined® it shall’ bè the law, “ notwith- 
standing the lamentations here or elsewhere !’’ 
The measure has been thrice rejected; itis again 
resented; and, if passed, will prove that the 
President is ‘10’ strong for the people. In this 
issue, I can no longer debate its policy or expe- 
diency. Another consideration is paramount. I 
oppose it now because it is an Executive measure. 
Prove it tö be the best, I would have my arm 
chopped off, my tongue pulled out, before I will 
be forced to vote for it by the will of one mau. I 
wilk not have “pudding itself stuffed down my 
throat!” There wasa majority of fourteen against 
it last winter; now, L fear, a much smaller ma- 
jority, Some have gone over! No wonder. The 
resident, notwithstanding the manifestations of 
public sentiment, has all the odds against the 
people, He. has one hundred thousand office- 
Holders to do-his bidding, stationed gt every out- 
ost--spies, informerg-—throughout the country. 
ene the press; he has the public money where- 
with: to. pay.‘ tjie bounly,”’ unprotected by law, 
in hands of partisans, placed where he pleases, 
distributed as he pleases., Ee has the public lands. 
This, isthe. great source of patronage and power. 
„Sir, how can. State-rights men support this mam- 
moth Executive? Haw expecta large portion of 
the. States to-be free and independent, and stand 
pon.their reserved. rights. against power consoli- 
gett in. the hands.of the Executive of the Federal 
Government; when every new State is raised, nur- 
tured into very beingand existence upon Executive 
pap'and patronage? Look at every, new State on 
your frontier, and count their Executive force in 
the Senate! This is the domain, corruption which 
buygand. secures States—the other sources of pat- 


ronage,.offiees and money retain men. Men and 
Stat |: render the President omnipotent! I 
call upon-all the patriotic of this land to drop cur- 
rency, banks) finance —eyery minor consideration 


and topic-~and to devote themselves wholly. to the 
great work of resisting and reducing this Dagon 
Executive--to come up to ourhelp—to come soon, 
or we will be powerless to.resist! May an over- 
ruling. Providence prevent the reduction of our 
strength to a. weak minority. before this very ses- 
sian expires!.. The President has buta short time 
to “fatigue us into compliance,” but ifthe ** favor- 
He, measure’? be..passed, nọ tongue ‘can tell the 
horrible regylts. to this: nation, 


t will surely. re- 


elect him toa second term; and who will succeed him ? 


That.is the last great question. Let me. tell cer- 
tajn gentlemen of thé South particularly, no.mat- 
ter what may be their hopes and their calculations. 
for their man, there is one whom. I cannot call a. 
man, who is assure of the succession as he surely 
deserves nothing but ignominy and disgracé—that 


monster is Thomas H. Benton! | 
“The SPEAKER. Notin orderi , 


Mr, WISE. “* The man” of: Missouri, then; | 


and. who can'bear the thought? I hold the hprri- 
le result up'to the American people as the last, 
worst result—the climax of horror—of the pres- 
ent corrupt dynasty !. When that happens, 1 will 
follow the examples of Swartwoutand Price, and. 


take. passage for England! 


l i ‘UNITED STATES BANK... E 
‘SPEECH OF HON. ‘W. C. RIVES, 
» o. «QE VIRGINIA, ©, E 


In rue Senare; December 20, 1838. 


The following resolutions, offered by Mr. Rives 
yesterday, being taken up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
cate to the Senate, at as early a-day as practicable, the in- 
formation called for under the following heads of inquiry: 

1. The period at which the third. bond of the Bank of 
ihe United States, sold to that institution, amounting to 
$2,254,871 38, was placed to the credit of the Treasurer on 
the books of the bank; the terms on which it was negoti- 
ated; the person acting on behalf of the bank, with whom 
the negotiation was made; the particulars of any under- 
standing or agreement that the proceeds of the same should 
be left on deposit with the said bank until wanted in the 
ordinary disbursements of the Governinent; and what un- 
derstanding or arrangement, if any, has taken place respect- 
ing the benefit which might accrue to the bank in the trans- 
fer of money it should make to distant places on account of 
the Government.) L ği 

2. The perio@when the'sum af $1,600,000, in part pay- 
ment of the: second: bond of the Bank of the United States, 
was:placed:to thie eradit of.the Treasurer by that bank ; and, 
the nature of the agreement or understan ing bad in refer- 
eee tothe payinent of a part of said bond before, and of 
another part after, it became due. 

3, Whether any sum or suis of the public money have 
beeu deposited in the Bank of the United States otber than 
those, derived from the payment or sale of its bonds; if so, 
the amount and date of each deposit, and by whom and by 
whose authority and direction they were made. 

4. The aggregate balance standing weekly to the credit 
of the Treasurer in the Bank of the United States, its 
branches or agencies, whether subject to draft or not; as 


i well as the weekly ageregute batance in the Treasury from 


the time the first: depositwas made in the said hank of 
moneys arising from the paymentor sale of its bonds up to 
the present period, 

5. A list of all the branches or agencies of the said Bank 
of the United States on which the Treasury Department 
has drawn drafts ; the amount of public moneys directed to 
be placed at.each, and of the drafts severally drawn on 
them, and the rates of exchange between Philadelphia and 
each of the places to which sums were ordered to be trans- 
erred. 

6. The amount, so far as it can be conveniently ascer- 
tained, that has-been drawn from the Bank of the United 
States, ity branches or agencies, in notes of said bank, for 
paying [Indian annuities, or other claims of the Indians on 
the Government, or for defraying the expenses attending 
the removal of the Indians, and, in general, the nature of 
the “ arrangements,” if any,‘ made for the more distant 
public dishaursements in the notes of the bank,” together 
with all the correspondence, agreements, and instructions, 
giver or entered into, connected with any or ail the heads 
of inquiry above stated. 

Also, resolved, That be communicate the nature of the 
arrangements made with him by those banks in which, ac- 
cording to his report of the 3d instant, portions of the public 
money have. been “ placed to the credit of the Treasirer on 
special deposits,’ the kinds of: money in which the said 
“speçial deposits” were made, whether the same were 
entered on the books of the bank, whether the identical 
moneys deposited have continued to be held by the hanks, 
whether the drafts of the Treasury: Department that have 
been drawn on those deposits have been paidin the specific 
moneys deposited, and wiiether the balances remaining are 
part and parcel of the very moneys originally deposited. 


` Mr. RIVES said: The resolutions just read, 


| Mr. President, carry, in a great measure, their 
i purpose and intention on their face. Still it may 


e expected of me to state somewhat more in 
detail the particular views with which they are 
offered, and the scope of the information they are 
designed to elicit, ‘The. first resolution, it will be 
perceived, relates, tothe negotiations and trans- 
actions which haye.recently.taken place between 
the Treasury. Department and the Bank of the 
United States, and is intended to ascertain the 
precise relation which'at present exists between 
the Government and that institution.. For sev- 
eral months, past rumors.of an extraordinary char- 
acter have prevailed, that notwithstanding -the 


convulsions, through which the country had 
passed, to. put an end to the fiscal connection 
formerly-existing, between this institution and the 
Government, the ‘Freasury Department. had res 
cently. entered into arrangements. with it, which, 
to a great extent, renewed thatconnection. Ru- 
mors of this sort could not fail to awaken a high 
degree of anxiety, as well as surprise, in the pyb- 
lic mind. Wherrthe “seven years’ war ” which 
had been prosecuted by the party in power to put 
down, and kedp down, this institution, was. rec- 
ollected; when the constant and loud denuncia- 


Suite of Pennsylvania, and “not of the United 
States." But this ‘circumstance, according tothe 
declared opinions of the ‘Administration: and. alt 
its présent promimentsupporters, had notchanged 
the essential: character of the institution”or Jes- 
sened its dangers to the country. The head of the 
Administration himself took an early occasion, 


after the recharter of the bank by the State of 
Pennsylvania, ‘in a letter addressed to an assém~ 
blage ‘of his fellow-citizens, called ‘together ‘to 
celebrate “the emancipation of the country from 
the thraldom of the bank,’’ to declare that this in- 
stitution, under its State charter, tt was ‘still the 
same power, fighting under’ the same panoply; 
and only varying: the manner of its approach.” 
The Senator from. Pennsylvania, [Mr: Buenan- 
AN,] I need not say one of the most distinguished 
champions of the Administration; had algo. ad- 
dressed a letter to his fellow-citizeng, in which he 
eloquently and forcibly denounced “* the Bank of 
the United. States as rechartered by his own State,’” 
He pronounced it to be ‘tthe very’ same monop- 
oly which had heretofore‘ ¢onvulsed ‘the’ coun- 
try, with the same capital of $35,000,000, owned 
by the same stockholders, (except. the, United 
States,) and guided by the same controlling will” 
—‘‘the same monster bank, recalled into exist- 
ence by the Legislature of Pennsylvania, but with 
powers and privileges greater and more danger» 
ous than those which had been conferred on it by 
Congress.” The Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Catuoun,] now a leading supporter of the 
financial policy, at least, .of the Administration, 
had also signalized his zeal in the ‘same cause. 
We all recollect the alarm he manifested, both 
during the extra session and the late annual ses- 
sion of Congress, lest this dreaded institution 
should reposséss itself of the Government depos- 
its; and that hë declared he should consider such 
an event as one of the deepest disgraces, as well 
as direst calamities, which could fall upon the 
country. It was but the other day we saw a pub- 
lished letter of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Benron,] in which, speaking of the present Bank 
of the United States, he declares, in aie emphatic 
phraseology, ‘* we know it is more wicked, and 
we have the authority of its president that it is 
more powerful, than ever.” . . 

With these accumulated maledictions of the 
Administration and all its leading supporters on 
the present as well as the former. Bank .of.the 
United States, after the solemn and constantly 
repeated declarations of uncompromising hostility 
to it, was hard to believe, without the most ùne- 
quivocal proofs, that the Administration could 
have entered into any connection with. so de- 
nounced , and dreaded an- institution. Noatwith- 
standing, therefore,the developments which, from 
time to time, gave an increasing probability to the 
rumors of this connection, the public mind wag 
still incredulous, and awaited with anxiety the 
further disclosure of facts. In this state of things, 
Congress assembled, and everybody looked with 
confidence to the. annual report of the: Secretary 
of the Treasury to clear up all mystery on a sub- 


ject which had attracted so much ofthe public 


attention, and which deeply concerned the char- 
acter of the Government as well as the interests 
of the peere. But, instead of information, there 
seemed to be a studied reserve and ambiguity, 
and almost total silence in the Secretary’s report 
on the whole: subject. Although: he had been 


| charged by anact of Congress with a.special trust, 


i 
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! 
! 
i 
f 
[ 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. : 


to sell the bends of the bank held by the United 
States, and nothing seemed, thérefore, both‘moré 
natural and propèr than that he should réndér to 

Congrees an explicit aecount. of thé fdnner in 
which: he had executed that trust; yet all that he 
says of the slightest importance oni that subject is 
conprehended in this single oracular line: * The 
sale of one of the bonds becoming expedient, it 
was effected within the limitations ‘presciibed:” 
Of the specific terms of the sale, to whoin sold, 
the mode of paymient, and other particulars: of 
the transaction, he -is altogether silent. It had 
been stated, and generally believed, that the bond 
had been: sold to the bank itself. But there is 
nothing in the report which gives the slightest 
intimation of who the purchaser was. Then, as 
to the proceeds-of the bond, what was done with 
them, where deposited, how applied, there is the 
like mysterious reserve and ambiguity. There 
is nothing in the report of the Secretary ever to 
assist conjectute on this point, but asmall docu- 
ment subjoined to his report, which he calls ‘a 
list of banks in which special deposits have been 
made to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States, derived only from: debts due from banks, 
and the amount in each subject to draft on the Ist 
of December, 1838.” Thislist comprehends but 
two banks—‘* the Bank of the United States, of 
Pennsylvania,in which the amount is $1,738,488,” 
(one million. seven hundred and thirty-eight thou- 
sand four hundred and eighty-eight dollars,) and 
the «Bank of Virginia, Richmond, with the pit- 
tance of $32,146,” (thirty-two thousand one hun- 
dred and forty-six dollars.) Now, whether these 
deposits in the Bank of the United States are the 
proceeds of the sale of its bond, or of whatever 
other funds they may consist, we are left wholl 
in the dark. We are told; witha vague general- 
ity, that they “are derived from debts due from 
Lanks;?’ but from what banks, from the Bank of 
he United States itself, or from some other banks, 
¿r part from one and part from another, we are 
left without any means to solve the enigma. From 
{nis singuldr and ambiguous phaseology, it would 
neem as if the Secretary were desirous: to cover 
tp, by the obscurity of his language, all traces 
ef his negotiations with the monster bank, as 
ine honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] graphically describes it. 

But, in the midst ofthe darkness in which the 
jecretary’s report had enveloped the subject, a 
troad and strong light breaks in upon us, all at 
ence, from another quarter of the horizon, Within 
tne last two days we have an account of these 
regotiations and arrangements from the other 
tigh contracting party—the president of the bank 
timself. © He shows nothing of the coy reserve 

` and diplomatic vagueness of the Secretary; appar- 
ently conscious that, if there has been any loss of 
dignity, or of advantage, or of consistency, in the 
negotiations with his ancient adversary, it was, 
ut least, not on his side: everything in his state- 
ment is direct, explicit, positive, and unequivo- 
eal. Fie announces to the country, through his 
letter to Mr. Apams, that his differences with his 
old antagonist are'settled; that “ he has no longer 
tontroversies with the Government of the Union;”’ 
that “arrangements had been made’’=he cour- 
teously adds ‘as honorable to the executive ofi- 
rers as beneficial to the public’ service?’ —*“ which 
had brought the Government into efficient coöp- 
eration with the bank for the reéstablishment of 
the'currency;”? yes, sir, had brought (mark the 
phrase) the Government into efficient codperation 
with the bank; that “in the month of July the 
Government had agreed to receive an anticipated 
payment of the bonds of the bank, to the amount 
of between four and five million dollars, in a 
credit to the Treasurer on the books of the bank:”” 
and, also, that “arrangements were made for the 
more distant public disbursements in the notes of 
the bank.’? Under these circumstances, the bank 
is willing to disarm; it proclaims a cessation of 
hostilities; “ it abdicates its involuntary power,” 
and ** desires only repose.” It may well, indeed, 
retire from the field of controversy, under such 
circumstances, to * repose” on the láurels of its 
victory. : 

_ Now, Mr. President, this letter is the first offi- 
eial information we have had of who the purchaser 
of-the bank’s bonds was. It shows, as had been 
generally believed before, that they were seld-to 


| arising from the unequal rates of exchange, in 


į the throne only that it may be “ the power behind 
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the bank itself—a fact which, from some cause Or 
other, the Secretary seemed sedulously to with? 
hold. Ft shows also‘ in what‘manner the bank 
was to pty the purchasé mofiey of ‘the ‘bonds, 
which thelaw required should be sold for “money 
inhand.”? “The Government,” says Mr. Biddle, 
“aereéd to receive payment ‘in a credit to’ the 
Treasurer on the books of the bank.” But the 
Secretary of the Treasury, speaking of the Goy- 
erhment funds in the bank, describes'them (as we 
have already seen) as special deposits. Presum- 
ing that the public funds in the bank are, for the 
most part, at least, of thé proceeds of the sale of 
its bonds, it will be for the Secretary to show 
what sort of a special deposit can be made ofa 
naked credit on the books of a bank. This, it 
seems to me, would be a sort of lusus nature in 
banking accounts. The president of the bank 
also says that the Government had agreed to re- 
ceive an anticipated payment of its bonds to the 
amount of between four and five million dollars. 
The only anticipated payments shown by the 
Secretary, in his statement of the Treasury re- 
ceipts for the year, are one of $2,254,871, being 
the proceeds of the third bond, and another of 
$1,600,000, part of the second bond, being an‘ag- 
gregate of $3,854,871—83,854,871 only. The 
president of the bank finally informs us that ‘‘ar- 
rangements were made for the more distant pub- 
lic disbursements in the notes of the bank.” The 
Secretary is wholly silent as. to any such arrange- 
ments. “He will, doubtless, be glad of the oppor- 
tunity I propose to afford him of explaining these 
discrepancies and omissions, and of showing on 
which side the error‘or fault lies. 

Atall events, these transactions should be thor- 
oughly and distinctly understood by the country. 
The character of the Government and the public 
interests demand it. Was the sale of the bank’s 
bonds, as their conversion into credits on the 
books of the bank has been called, a simple and 
naked transaction of sale, or was it not connected 
with stipulations and conditions that the bank 
should have the deposit of the public moneys ac- 
cruing from them, till they were wanted for actual 
expenditure; that it should enjoy also the benefit 


transferring them to the points where they would 
be required for disbursement; and that the circu- 
Jation of the bank should be aided and extended 
by the Government by its making use of the notes 
of the bank in its more distant’ disbursements? ! 
Has the bank been made depository and fiscal 
agent of the Government for the sums atising from 
the sale of its bonds only, or for other sums also 
transferred to it from other sources? All these are 
questions to which the public attention is keenly 
awakened; and it will be satisfied with nothing 
short of a thorough elucidation of them. If the 
hostilities so long existing between the Govern- 
ment and the bank have all of a sudden ceased, 
and their controversies been happily adjusted, as 
the president of the bank informs us, the country 
is interested in knowing on what terms, and by |) 
what means, the adjustment has taken place. Is j 
the cessation of hostilities an armistice only, ora} 
final pacification? Is it a treaty of peace, or of | 
both amity and peace? Is it an alliance, or a con- 

vention of subsidies? If an alliance, is it offensive | 
and defensive, or defensive only? If a convention | 
of subsidies, which party pays the subsidies, 
and which furnishes the contingent of auxiliary || 
troops? If, finally, the bank “ abdicates its invol- | 
untary power,” is it a total and complete renun- 

ciation of its claims to empire; or does it abdicate 


the throne greater than the throne itself!” 


These questions acquire a still graver character 
and deeper interest from the significant specula- 
tions indulged on the appearance of Mr. Biddle’s 
letter by certain leading journals known to be 
friendly to the bank, and supposed to be, more | 
or less, conversant with its views. One of them, 
commenting on the letter of the president of the |; 
bank, says, “the bank will, no doubt, in the | 
course of a short time, by an insensible process, į 
become the fiscal agent of the Government.” An- | 
other, with reference to the same letter, says; “It; 
will be a curious and not improbable spectacle if || 


we see, through the instrumentality of concurring || 


i 


citcumstances,a national bank reëstablished with- l ' 
out the- action of Congress,” &e. A national), 


bank reéstablished without the adtidn’ of Coni- 
gress! What‘easier or simplér than to do it, by 
the “insensiblé process” already commenced? 
Let the Executive, ‘at his owh will and'pleasure, 
adopt the Pennsylvania Bank of the United States 
as the fiscal agént and depository of the Govern- 
ment—let it join the weight of the public reve- 
nues to the already enormous capital of that insti- 
tution—let it'superadd ‘the credit arising from a 
connection with the Government to the extensive 
and pervading opérations in which the bank’ is 
engaged throughout the Union, and have ‘you nét 
a national bank reéstablished to all intents and 
purposes—reéstablished without the concurrenca 
of Congress, and in despite of its ‘authority ? and 
would it not be a national Bank. of the most dañ- 
gerous and worst possible kind? Created by the 
fiat of the Executive alone—allied with the Exec- 
utive and dependent oh the Executive—without 
any of those guards and securities against abuse 
which the legislative authority would provide— 


no committee of Congress to examine and report 


on its condition and proceedings—* the secrets of > 


its prison-house” open to'no eye bat its own, and 
its relations with its political patron ‘and al 
screened from all knowledge but that of the high 
contracting parties themselves. The imagination 
of man cannot conceive a more perfect.and feàr- 
ful personification of that “concentrated moneyed 
power’? which the President speaks of in his mes+ 
sage, not “ tempted” merely, but compelled by 
the law ofits being, * to become an active agent 
in political affairs.” Obsta principiis is the ad- 
monition of wisdom in all human concerns; and 
now that the “ insénsible process” is just begun, 
which, if not arrested, may terminate ina connec- 
tion so dangerous and fatal between this powerful 
institution and the Executive, {come forward, and 
as was done on the occasion of another memora~ 
ble coalition in another country, in the name of 
my country, I forbid the bans. — 

But I have still another and more extensive 
object, Mr. President, in moving the resolutions 
on your table. J desire to show, by the acts of 
the Administration, that, whatever dissertations 
and homilies the executive officers may favor us 
with, on the sub-Treasury sysiem; and. in favor 
of a divorce from banks, they have, by their 
practice, borne the highest of all testimony to 
the superior safety, convenience, and other ad- 
vantages of banks as depositoriesand fiscal agents 
of the Government. Since the suspension ‘of 
specie payments by the banks, according to the 
construction put upon the deposit act of June, 
1836, by the Secretary of the Treasury, and con- 
curred in by the Committee on Finance of thig 
body, there are hardly any banks which are com- 
petent to be employed as depositories under the 
provisions of that act. By that Jaw, itis said, 
no bank can be legally employed as a depository 
of the public moneys, in the manner and on the 
terms contemplated by it, which may have atany 
time since July 1, 1836, issued notes of a less de- 
nomination than five dollars. This being the case 
with nearly all the banks, the consequence has 
been that the Treasury Department has been left 
almost entirely to its own discretion as to the 
manner of keeping the public money; and, in the 
exercise of this discretion, it has continued, for 
the most part, still to employ banks as deposit- 
ories, styling them, however, special instead of 
general depositories, as they would be under the 
act of June, 1836. It appears from the ‘annual 
report of the Secretary, now before me, that there 
are at present sixteen banks (including the Bank 
of the United States) so employed; at the discere- 
tion of the Department, over and above the four 
which still remain general depositories, under the 
provisions of the law of June, 1836. The public 
moneys deposited in these sixteen banks are de- 
scribed by the Secretary as placed there on special 
deposit; but I apprehend these special deposits 
vary, in no essential respeet, from the general 
deposits made in banks under the provisions of 
the act of 1836. I have, therefore, added to the 
resolution respecting the transactions with the 


Bank of the United States, another calling upon 


the Secretary for precise information as to the 
nature of his arrangements with the whole of the 
sixteen banks in which public moieys have been 
placed on special deposit, requiring hint fo state 
im what kinds of money these ‘special deposits 


' 
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have, been, made 3, whether they have been heldin 
jhe identical moneys. originally deposited, and 
whether the drafis drawn upon these deposits 
have been:paid out of, and the balances remain: 
Ing eXist‘in, the very moneys originally deposited, 
and, none other... The answer to these. queries 
Will sérve to test the true character of the Secre- 
“Ary.’s special deposits, and, unless I am greatly, 
Tecuived: will prove them to be nothing but a de- 
lusive play upon. words. = ao a 
>. In reviewing the list of the different public de- 

ositorjes, contained in the annual report of the 
Bacrciry of the Treasury, this singular and striks 


p: 


ing state of things appears: that while the sub- 
Treasury system. is still urged upon us, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury has, in the existing con: 
dition of things, fall discretion to direct the keep- 
ing. of the public moneys as he thinks best, of an 
aegrega of public moneys in the possession of 
all the different depositories, amounting tothe sum 
of $4,599,300, the sum of $2,879,665 is deposited 
in. banks, $1,320,827 in’ the four mints, and the 
sum of $398,818 only at present in the hands of 
collectors and receivers, Could there be a stronger 
testimony than thisinvoluntary tribute on the part 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to the superior 
safety and convenience of banks as public depos- 
itorics? Of the sum of $2,879,665 deposited in the 
banks, 295,114 only is deposited in banks cm- 
ployed under the provisions of the act of 1836. 
Ine balance, to wit, $2,584,451, is deposited in 
banks employed at the discretion of the Treasury 
Department, and, of that, $1,738,488 in thé Bank 
of the United States alone. 

` The practice of the Executive, then,even while 
professing to have adopted the sub-T'reasury sys- 
tern, affords the most implicit recognition of the 
superior value and advantages of banks as depos- 
itories and fiscal agents. They deprecate, it is 
truc, a connection with banks; but it is a legal 
connection, sanctioned and regulated by law, it 
seems, which they deprecate, not one depending 
on Executive discretion. Not only the practice 
of the Administration, but the express language 
both of the President and Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, recognizes the high, and, in the present con- 
dition of the commercial world, I might add, al- 
most indispensable utility of bank agency in the 
fiscal operations of the Government: but they are 
for leaving (he employment of banks to the will 
and discretion of the administrators of the Gov- 
ernment. The Secretary of the Treasury, while 
reasoning in favor of his sub-Treasury scheme, 
says: 

“An appropriate and occasional use would still be made 
of the banks by the ‘Treasury, as is done by others, when- 
ever conveninee should require it. But neither party would 
be forced into a species of vassalage—a constant, neees- 
sary, and dependent connection,” &c. 


The President, in his message, taking up the 
same idea, says: 

“Banks, like other State establishments, may be used or 
not, in conducting the affairs of the Government, ns public 
policy and the general interests of the Union may seem to 
require. The only sate or proper principle upon which their 
intercourse with the Government can be regulated is that 
which regulates their intercourse with the private citizen— 
the conferring of mutual benefits. When the Government 
ean accomplish a financial operation better with the aid of 
banks than without, it should be at liberty to seek that aid 
as it would the services of a private banker, or other capi- 
talists or agents, giving the preference to those who will 
serve it on the best terms.” 


It seems, then, that the Secretary of the Treas- || 
ury and the President, are by no means against 
the employment of banks, but they are against 
tying up the hands of Executive discretion in 
their employment, “An appropriate and occa- 
sional use may be made of them by the T'reasu- | 
rY,” says the Secretary, ** whenever convenience 
should require it,” « They may be used or not,” 
repeats the President, ‘as public policy and the 
general interests of the Union may scem to re- 
quire;” and “ tbe Government should be left at |! 
liberty to seek their aid as it would the services 
of a private banker,” &c. Who, I would ask, 
under this system, would be the judge when 
“ convenience,” to use the language of the Sec- 
retary, or “ public policy,” according to that of 
the President, required the use of banks? Of ne- || 
cessity, the Executive—the Department charged | 
with conducting the “ financial operations”? of the 
Government. 


Now, with due deference, I must be permitted 


r 


er to-morrow; as those already .em- 
ployed might be dismissed, and. new ones taken 
Into the service of the Government, at the sole 
will and pleasure of the Executive—what would 
this be byt to convert the whole community of 
banks into suitors for. Executive favor, and to 
subject them to the dominion of Executive power? 
Under this system, if the Executive.so willed it, 
the sub-Treasury scheme might be carried out, 
in one section of the country, with all its deso- 
lating exactions of specie, runs upon the banks, 
&e.; while, in another, banks would be the fa- 
vored agents of the Government, and, through 
them, every facility be given to the operations of 
industry and trade. What would this be, I again 
ask, but to create i the hands of the Executive 
a power absolutely despotic over the pecuniary 
concerns of the people? It would give to the Ex- 
ecutive not merely that “ exclusive custody and 
entire control of the public moneys”? which is the 
great end of the sub-Treasury scheme, but it 
would invest them with a sweeping dominion over 


| the whole of the moneyed institutions of the coun- 


try. To so fearful an accumulation of power in 
the hands of a department of the Government 
whose patronage and influence have already 
proved an overmatch for the Representatives of 
the people and the States, and, L sometimes fear, 
for the people and the States themselves, I, for 
one, will never consent. No, sir; if banks are 
the safest depositories and best fiscal agents of the 
Government, as I believe them to be, and as the 
practice, and in a great degree the language, of 
the Administration, admit them to be, let their 
employment be regulated by law; let the number 
to be employed be limited by law; let the terms 
and conditions on which they are to be employed, 
the manner of their selection, and the services 
they are to perform, be all defined by Jaw; let the 
power of the Executive over’ them be strictly 
guarded by a legislative declaration of the sole 


j causes for which, when once employed, they 


shall be discontinued, and requiring, in every 
such case, a prompt report to Congress of the 
special reasons of the discontinuance. In so grave 
and important a trust as the care and management 
of the public treagsure—one, too, so peculiarly the 
province of the legislative: department to super- 
vise, and which, in all countries, is felt to be so 
intimately connected with the public liberty—let 
us leave nothing to Executive discretion which 
can be defined and regulated by law. l 

The progress of this great financial controversy 
has, as it seems to me, Mr. President, at length 
brought us to this single issue—a grave and por- 
tentous one it most assuredly is, but yet simple 
and disembarrassed. That the State banks are 
to be employed as fiscal agents of the Govern- 
ment is, as I have shown, admitted both by the 
practice and language of the Administration. 
The only question is, how and in what manner 
they are to be employed? Are they to be em- 
ployed at the sole will and pleasure of the Exec- 
utive; or are they to be employed under the sanc- 
tion, limitations, and responsibility of law? The 
sub-Treasury scheme, though stillrecommended, 
and even carnestly recommended in name, and 
intended, possibly, to be pressed in fact, is vir- 
tually abandoned in argument. The objections 
taken to it by its opponents have, one by one, 
been practically admitted, not only by the public 
reason, which has emphatically pronounced its 
condemnation of the scheme, but by the Admin- 


| istration itself. The great and vital principle of 


the system is the collection of the revenue in hard 
money. This, accordingly, was put forward most 
prominently in the message of the President at 


the Treasury... . eee i 
The next great question on. which. issue:was 
joined: between the advocates and. the opponents 
of the sub-Treasury scheme was the comparative 
safety of the banks and of public officers, as de- 
positories.of the-public money. Notwithstanding 
the triumphant appeal. we made.to the pastexpe- 
rience of the Government:on this head, and the 
vast amount’of losses which we showed, by the 
authentic records of the Treasury had been sus- 
tained from defaulting public officers, it was still 
contended that banks were less.safe than indi- 
vidual agents, and reports were called forth from 
the Secretary of the aT sonaure 7 explaining ‘away 
the conclusive testimony, of his former reports, 
and making. out, by certain recondite caleulations 
of- interest and of alleged depreciation, a heavy 
loss in, figures (though not in fact) against the 
banks, to offset the enormous defaults of, publie 
officers. But what does the Secretary now. say 
under the teachings of * reeent eventg,.”’ on review- 
ing his reports both for and against.the compara- 
tive safety ofbanksaspublie depositories? “ Bank- 
ing institutions have never been regarded by the 
undersigned’? (gays Mr. Woodbury in ‘his late 
annual report, to Congress) “as a class of agents 
generally unsafe, when looking.to eventual losses,’”? 
or, as he says in another. part of his report, ‘in 
relation to eventual payment.” I should like to 
know from Mr. Woodbury what prospect of 
‘eventual payment” he has from the sub-Treas- 
urers who have recently fled the country, and put 
the ocean between them and the Solicitor of the 
Treasury. 

In like manner, the President bears, in my opin» 
ion, the most impressive testimony to the superior 
safety of banks as depositories, by the extraor- 
dinary and unusual provisions he recommends 
to guard against the defaleations of public officers, 
He expressly says, indeed, that f‘ the experience 
of every country has shown that public officers 
are not at all times proof against temptation.” 
To countervail. the force. of this temptation, he 
invokes the penal legislation of Congress to 
‘* visit” the infidelity of these agents ‘* with se- 
vere and ignominious punishment.’’ But of what 
avail would be even the bloody code -of. Draco, 
when the improved methods. of locomotion to 
which the enterprising and inventive genius of the 
age has given birth, and of which two of our 
sub-Treasurers have already availed themselves, 
afford so ready a means of escape, and of conse- 
quent impunity, under a foreign jurisdiction ?. Fay 
better would it be, in my humble judgment, to 
heed the prayer which Divine wisdom has taught 
to human weakness, and to “lead not” public 
officers (who are. but men) into .“* temptation,’ 
by. committing to their custody large sums of the 
public treasure. 

But the President, as if conscious that neither 
the rigors. of legislative enactment, nor the vigi- 
lance of Executive supervision, could adequately 
provide for the safety of the public moneys in the 
hands of individual agents, has gravely submitted 
to Congress a proposition which, I must with all 
deference say, appears to me the most extraordi- 
nary on record, and utterly opposed to the spirit 
at least of the Constitution. : What is it? Why, 
that Congress shouldappoint an ambulatory com- 
mittee of their own. body to look after the Presi- 
dent’s sub-Treasurers, to make ‘‘ frequent exam- 
inations of their affairs and accounts,” of which 
these officers, the President adds, ‘should have 
no previous notice,’ and then to ‘report to the 
Executive such defalcations.as are found: to ex- 
1st.” Yes,sir, a committee of Congress to hunt 
up defaulters, and report them to the Executive! 
Whose duty is it, I would ask, under the Con- 
stitution, to supervise and inspect the conduct of 
public officers?. “The Executive power,” by 
the Constitution, is expressly ‘vested in the 
President.” He appoints the public officers, who 
are his agents and assistants in the performance 
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of his high trust; he alone has the power of re- 
moving them, and upon him alone should rest the 
responsibility for their conduct, and the measures 
necessary to ascertain their fidelity or unworthi- i 
ness. Congress. is the legislative department, 
whose province it is to enact laws, the execution 
of which then devolves on the President. Con- 
gress can have nothing to do with the functions 
and details of administration, the responsibility 
of which rests on the President alone. A prop- | 
osition, then, making them’ sharers in that 're- | 
sponsibility through a committee of their body, 
to which skould be, assigned the subordinate: 
and ministerial duty. of ‘inspecting the affairs’ 
and accounts”? of sub-Treasurers, and reporting 
“ their defalcations to the Executive,” I.must re- 
peat, appears to me uttérly opposed to the prin- || 
ciples of the Constitution; and wholly incompat- | 
ible with the dignity of Congress. No, sir, even 
if the occasion were. a legitimate one, we shall 
never see, I trust, a committee of Congress re- 
porting to any other body than to Congress itself. | 
Ifthe President will have sub-Treasurers, he must 
look after them by agents of his own. As much 
as Executive power, | lament to say, has invaded 
and subdued the lofty spirit and rightful inde- 
pendence of the legislative department, we are 
not yet, I trust, prepared for a humiliation of 
appointing a committee of the American-Congress 
as a corps of beadles to hunt up defaulting sub- 
‘Treasurers, and report them to the Executive. 
That so novel and extraordinary a measure should 
have been proposed by the President as a neces- 
sary means of guarding the public money from 
defalcation in the hands of sub-Treasurers, is the 
most emphatic acknowledgment he could have 
made of the inherent insecurity of that system. 
. Notwithstanding, however, all these admis- 
sions, express or implied, of the superior safety 
and convenience of banks as depositories and fiscal 
agents, the.Presideut recommends again the sub- 
Treasury scheme to Congress, and even says his 
opinions in favor of it ‘have been strengthened 
py recent events!” What the President can find 
in “ recent events” to sustain hisrenewed recom- 
mendation of the sub-Treasury scheme, it utterly 
surpasses my powers of comprehension to ima- 
gine. Recent events, sir! Letus, for a moment, 
inquire what these recent events have been, and 
now they bear on the two rival systems proposed 
for the safe-keeping of the public moneys. First, 
as to the system of State banks as public depos- | 
ttories, What is the testimony of recent events | 
with regard tothem? Have we notrecently seen 
them within fifteen months after a general suspen- 
sion of specie payments, brought upon them by 
an unprecedented combination of adverse circum- 
stances, among which not the least was the hos- 
tile policy of the Government itsclf—have we not 
seen them, within this short period, without even 
a cheering voice from the Government amid the 
difficulties which surrounded them, resuming their 
payments in specie, meeting all their engagements 
to the country with promptitude, paying many 
millions to the Government punctually at the pe- 
siods designated by law, and even anticipating, 
in some instances the payment of the small bal- 
ances remaining, before they have become due 
under the provisions of law? So prompt a recov- i 
ery, under circumstances of such peculiar dificul- 
ty and embarrassment, is without example in the 
financial history of the world, and afford the most 
triumphantevidence of the general soundness and 
integrity of these institutions. The President 
himself says “it is no more than just to the 
banks” to bear testimony ‘‘to their honorable 
course in the late emergency.” The voice of the 
recent events, then, of everything. which has oc- 
curred since the adjournment of Congress down 
to the date of the President’s message, is in favor 
of the system of State banks as public deposi- 
tories. A 

Now, let us inguire what is the verdict of these 
same recent events on the sub-Treasury system. 
For the last two or three months, the country has 
been filled with consternation and alarm by suc- 
cessive defalcations of sub-treasurers, ranging 
from twenty or thirty thousand dollars up to a | 
million and a quarter each !- We have hardly had 
time to recover from the shock of one of these.ex- 


|| On mhe-bill introduced by Mr. Orrrrenpew to prevent the 


us from the thorough adoption of a system which 
i verily believe, would spread more generel de- 
moralization and corruption through the land than 
any which the arch-enemy of man could devise. | 


of the sub-Treasury scheme, which he again pro- 


ever party may effect here, these same ‘ recent 
events” have forever sealed the fate of this sys- 
tem with a virtuous and enlightened people. 
Why, then, is it again recommended and urged | 
upon us? Is it aga rallying cry of party? Isitto | 
drive through a party wiumph, fatal, as I firmly 
believe such a triumph would be in the end, to | 
those who achieve it? Are there, then, Mr. Pres- 
ident, no circumstances of national exigency, ap- 
pealing to the dormant, but I hope not yet extin- 
guished spirit of patriotism, in which we can rise 
superior to this fatal bondage of party, and act 
for our country? Can we not, now that the tar- 
nished honor and dilapidated interests of the na- | 
tion call upon us to close up every avenue of 
corruption and abuse—can we not devote this 
short session, at least, to the pressing wants of 
the country, out of the many we have given up 
to the interests and conflicts of party?’ If we 
could do so, nothing would be easier, in my opin- 
ion, than to séttle finally and satisfactorily this 
great financial question which has hitherto so | 
much divided and agitated us. The circumstan- 
ces of the moment are unusually propitious. The 
scheme of a national bank is now, and I trust 
finally abandoned. The late happy and success- | 
ful restoration of a sound currency by the State 
banks, without the aid of such an institution, has | 
produced a general conviction thatit can no longer 
be maintained on that gtound of necessity, on 


it. The sub-Treasury scheme should, in my 
humble judgment, be considered equally out of 
the question. It has over and over again been 
rejected by the representatives of the people, and 
the people themselves have ratified the judgment 
of their representatives. ‘Recent events” pro- | 
claim its condemnation in a still louder voice. 
What, then, remains? No other alternative than | 
the use of the State banks. Let this be adopted 
as the general principle, as itseems to me it ought į 


things, and after the decisive expressions of pub- 
lic opinion which have taken place; and there 
would then be but little difficulty in solving the 
subordinate questions as to the manner of using 
them, never losing sight, however, of the cardi- 
nal republican maxim that that use must be reg- 
ulated by law, and not abandoned to Executive 
discretion. 


INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. w. ©. RIVES, 
; OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue Senate, February 12, 1839, 


interference of certain Federal officers in Elections. 


“Mr. RIVES said:, 


Mr. Presipent: The ‘subject now under con- | 


It is not surely: in, such ‘recent events’? as these |; 
that the President can find any recommendation j/ 


poses to Congress. No, sir; be assured that what- |! 


which alone its advocates have heretofore rested || 


to be by all parties, in the present attitude of |! 


and future destinies of this country which has. 
occupied the deliberations of Congress for years: 
past, and is not surpassed in importance, in- 
deed, by any which has arisen since the estab- 

lishment of the Constitution, Tt concerns the 

vital principle of free government itself—the right 
of the people freely to choose. their represen fa- 

tives, Hitherto, in the theory, at least, of all 

parties, this great rémeđial right of the people 

as been held to be sacred from all interference 

on the part of the Government, or any pretension 

of the agents of executive. power to Influence or 

control its exercise. But row, for the first time 

in our history, we have a solemn and elaborate 
report from one of the leading committees of this 

body, (the Judiciary Committee,) boldly pro- 

claiming it to be the right and duty of executive 

officers to busy themeelves in elections, to en- 

deavor to shape and direct public opinion, and to 

influence and control the people, as far as they. 

can, in the highest and. most. important function 

of their sovereignty. : 

I confess, when Tiistened to the reading of this 
portentous report, some days ago, from the table 
of your Scerétary, I was amazed and bewildered. 
| I could not but ask myself, whither hath the mad 
| dominion of party carried us? Where am I, that 
f IE hear such doctrinés openly proclaimed in the 
Senate-house? AmI in free republican A merica, 
: the land of jealous constitutional freedom, or am 
iT in England, amid the “ brooding darkness’’ of 
| the seventeenth century, under ‘the arbitrary and 
| lawless sway of the Stuarts; or am Tin imperial 
| Rome, under the sordid despotism of the Cæsars? 

I must say that nothing has ever impressed me 
with so deep a despondency as to the fortunes of 
| our young and glorious Republic as the doctrines 
i of that report, received and welcomed, as they 
| have been, by a majority of this body. © 
| I do not lock upon it as expressing merely the 
opinions of its author, or even of the committee 


| 
:in whose name it is presented; but I am com-, 


| pelled to regard it as the creed of a party; as the’ 
| exposition and defense of a political system which 
i relies upon party organization, party discipline, 


i| and official patronage, to control and govern this 


i mighty country. It comes to us from a commite, 
| tee consisting (with but a single exception, I bé- 
| lieve) of gentlemen of the same political party— 
i friends and supporters of this Administration. It 
! ig no sooner read than it is hailed and openly ap- 
| plauded on the floor by one member of the party; 
and another instantly moves to have ten thousand 
copies of it printed for distribution ‘among the 
people, which is accordingly ordered without a 
division. A report, treating of such “ high mat- 
| ter,” and so’sanctioned and indorsed by a ma- 
| jority of this body, cannot fail to awaken the 
most anxious attention to the character and tend- 
ency of its doctrines. NT ae 
The honorable chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
Watt, ] fearing that his former political associa- 
tions and opinions might by possibility prejudice 
i his report in the cyes of some, thought fit to in- 
form us that a solemn council had been held on 
his admission into the Democratic party, and by 
that council it was determined *he never had 
i federalism enough to spoil bis democracy.” We 
are to understand, then, that modern democracy 
admits of an infusion of more or less federalism; 
| and, if weare to judge of the orthodox democracy 
of the day by this report, I should say it admits 
of a very large infusion, for I have never yet seen 
the document which is more thoroughly saturated 
with all the characteristic elements of the Federal 
faith than this. i ; 
Is it not ah elaborate plea, throughout, for the 
rights and prerogatives of Federal executive pow- 
er; for the influence of Federal patronage, not 
merely on those who are its immediate beneficia- 
ries, but, through their party services and elec- 
| tioneering activity, upon the great body of the 
| people themselves? While Federal patronage and 
| Executive power are thus exalted, the State au~ 
| thorities are studiously disparaged and held up’ 
| as special objects of jealousy and distrust. The 
| functionaries of the States are spoken of habitually. 
| in connection with “ the officers of the corpora- 
| tions of associated wealth,” evidently, asit would 
| seem, with the view of directing against them a 


sideration is, in my humble judgment, by far 


plosions before we have been astounded by the 
report of another and another. Almostevery rank 


the most important in its bearing on the liberties | 


| portion of the odium which it has been the policy 
| of the party to excite against the banking institu- 
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tions of the couhtry. Ën one passage of the report” 
n, is supposed of * the 
State functionaries uniting ‘with the corpotations.: 


the: uhseemly ease, even, i 


of associated wealth in a party struggle to obtain 
the power of the Federal Government.” `.. 

There was a tiie, Mr. President, in the better 
days of the Republic—the days of Jefferson and 


Madigon—when democracy, or rather republi- ' 


eanism, as it was then called, signified a reverence 
for the rights of the States; respect for State au- 
thorities and State institutions; jealousy of the 


power and influence of the Federal Government, 


and especially of the Executive branch of it; econ- 
omy in the public expense; suppression of uséless 
offices; curiailjient of patronage; a sacred ‘‘care 
of the right-of élection by. the people;”’ and * ab- 
solute acquiescetice in the decisions of the major- 
ity; the vital principles of republican Govern- 
ment.”** ‘These were the great principles of 
Democracy as taught and practiced by him whom 
the report justly styles ‘the great apostle of De- 
mocracy.’’ But Democracy now-a-days, if we 


are to judge of it by this report, and other prac- | 


tieal expositions of the modern, Democratic creed, 
méansa disparagement of the State governments; 
war upon State institutions; enlargement of the 
powers and influence of the Federal Government; 
extension of Executive patronage; multiplication 
of offices; augmentation of the public expenditure; 
eveything left to Executive discretion, instead of 
being regulated by fixed rule of law—a virtual 
nullification consequently of the Legislative De- 
partment, the true representative branch of the 
Government; the decisions of the majority” of the 
people, as pronounced in their elections and 
through the medium of their Representatives, 
wholly disregarded by the Executive, and the 
sacred ‘right of election by thé people”? itself 
now openly sought to be ‘smothered’ (to use 
the language of Mr. Jefferson) “ by the enormous 
patronage of the General Government,” and by 
the licensed interference of Federal Executive 
officers. If modern Democracy has espoused 
doctrines such as these, it is no wonder that the 
council which sat on the Democratic pretensions 
of the honorable Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 

art] should have pronounced ‘he never had 
federalism enough to spoil his Democracy!”’ 

But let us come now to the report itself; and 


here I give notice to the Senator from New Jer- | 


sey that itis to the doctrines of the report, fraught, 


as I consider them to be, with the greatest dan- | 


ger to the liberties and public morals of the coun- 
try, and invested, as they have been, with a 
fearful importance by the solemn sanction and 
imprimatur of a majority of this body, that L in- 
tend mainly to address myself. 

Interesting and important as the questions in- 
volved in the measure introduced by the Senator 


from Kentucky (Mr. Crirrenpen) undoubtedly | 


are, I hold them but ‘dust in the balance” com- 
pared with the portentous doctrines inculcated by 
the report. The gentleman from New Jersey com- 


plained that the honorable Senator from Ken- 


tucky, in the able and elequent speech with which 
he instructed and entertained this assembly, had 
not confined himself to showing the constitutional 
power of Congress to pass his bill, instead of as- 


sailing and commenting upon the doctrines of the i 


report. But, I would ask the honorable Senator 


from New Jersey, if the constitutional question, | 


of which he makes so much now, was not the 
least of all his topics dwelt on in the report? The 


report consisted, I think, of ten printed pages; | 


and, of these ten pages, but a single one is de- 
voted to the suggestion of any constitutional im- 


pediment to the passage of the bill; all the rest of | 


the report—nine tenths—are given up to an elab- 


orate defense of the right and duty of office-hold- 
ers to take an active 


straint upon them in doing so. 


ence of Federal office-holders with popular elec- 
tions, but is an incitement to them to exert their 


influence to the utmost in directing and control- | 


ling those elections. 
The Senator from New Jersey says the report 
only asserts the right of Federal office-holders to 


enlighten and advise the people in elections; but | 


` * Mr. Jefferéon’s first inaugural address, ` 


tive part in popular elections, and | 
of the tyranny, injustice, and im olicy of any re- ; 
; 7 tis throughout, | 
indeed, not merely a justification of the interfer- | 


[Februaty-12, 


does not eticourage or instigate them to the exer- | 
cise of that right: Now, sir, let the report itself’ 
answer how.far this construction of itis sustained | 


by itstext. Twill proceed very rapidly to review. 


it. ‘I must ask the attention of the Senate while ` 


I read a few extracts from it, taken premiscu- 


ously'from its text, which will serve to show the ` 


steady, uniform, and pervading spirit and tend- 
ency of the whole document. Ft will then. be 
seen, unless I am most grossly deceived, that,- 
from beginning to end, it not merely asserts the 
right, but inculcates the duty.of office-holders to 
exert their influence in elections—a duty which 
they are admonished to perform under the penalty 


of being declared infamous, idiots, outlaws, lep- 
ers, slaves, if they shall fail of themselves, or be | 


disabled by law from performing it; it denounces 


any restraint upon their interference as tyranny | 


and proscription; and finally, they are signifi- 
cantly told that if any such restraint should be 
imposed by law, the people, in behalf of the in- 
jured office-holders, would resist the ‘* execution”? 
of so atrocious an enactment. If this be not in- 
stigation and excitement, I know not what is. | 

But to the extracts. The first I shall read is 
taken from the second page of the réport, where 
the following significant Janguage is used: 

“Tt is both the right and duty of every ove freely to dis- 
cuss and communicate, both publicly and privately, such 
matters as he may suppose will advance the public interest, 
or inform the public mind. One of the most salutary and 
effectual agents to promote such interest is an enlightened 
public opinion. “To evolve such opinion, and to give form 
and direction to the general course of national policy, and 
the future destinies of all, every citizen, whether intrusted 
with public office or not, hasa like deep, abiding, and act- 
ive interest, and no citizen is at liberty to withdraw himself 
from this high responsibility, inseparably connected with 
republican institutions. - One of the most celebrated law- 
makers of one of the ancient republics declared every citi- 
zen infamous who refused to take partin the affairs of his 
country; and the word idiot, derived from the language of 
that republic, bears, through all time, this impress of their 
institutions, denoting one who was destitute of the spirit or 
intelligence requisite for the discharge of this highest duty 
ofa citizen.” 


Here we are emphatically told that it is not 
merely the right, but the duty, of every citizen, 
‘ whether intrasted with public office or not,” to 
take partin ‘the affairs’’—meaning evidently, 
from the whole context, the election—of his coun- 
try; that no citizen, office-holder or not, is “ at lib- 
erly to withdraw himself feom this high respons- 
ibility;’’ and, if he should do so, he would deserve 
to be declared infamous, and to be stigmatized 
asan idiot. Ifany language can convey a stronger 
instigation to the electionecring activity of office- 
holders than this, I confess myself wholly incom- 
petent to imagine it. 

Pretermitting numerous other passages, all 
conceived in the same spirit, and inculcating the 
same doctrine, I beg leave now to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate. tọ one which will be found on 
the 5th page of the report: 

“The object ofthe bill is to render what is lawful and 
praiseworthy, and in strict conformity with both the letter 
and spirit of our institutions, for all citizens, criminal in a 
particular class, who have been honored by the confidence 
ofthe people of the whole States. Lt is not to punish acrime 
malum in se, but to create anew crime. Ft is not.to pun- 
ish bribery and corruption, the robbery of the baHot;box, the 
suppression or forging of returns, or usurpation or neglect 
of official duty in giving effect to the will of the majority in 
elections, or the improper use of official power, but the use 
of persuasion or dissuasion, of intermmeddling to control 
or influence voters, by means that are lawful and right in 
others. Every citizen ought to qualify himself, by study, 
conversation, and every other means of acquiring knowl- 
edge, to understand the theory and principles of our insti- 
tulionsy and to ascertain the best mode of administering 
them jn their true spirit, so as to promote the greatest good 
of the greatest number, and to render himself capable of 
discharging any trust that may be conferred on him by his 
fellow-citizens. i 

“Tris as well his inherent right as his duty to discuss and 
promnige freely the measures of any Administration, and 
the character and conduet of those who support er oppose 
it, as well to control them bythe censorship of public opin- 
ion as to subject them to the test of the Constitution. In 
doing so he may win the confidence of his fellow-citizens 
by bis declared opinjons, or may become identified with 
some great principle whieh coneiliates their support. All 
this is innocent and praiseworthy, even if the motive is the 
acquisition of office, because it promotes the public good. 
Can it be wise, or even just, to punish-as acrime, when a 
citizen attains office, what was patriotic and praiseworthy 
while he was seeking it?” 


Here, then, we find that ‘ the use of persuasion 
or dissuasion,” of ‘‘intermeddling by office- 
holders’’ to control or influence voters, is declared 
by the report to be not merely “innocent” and 
“lawful, but “ patriotic and praiseworthy t? 


As‘in the former extract the penalty ‘of’ infamy 
was denounced against those who should Tail to 
perform their duty'in “ intermeddting” with elec= 
tions, so in this a positive reward, the crown-of 
patriotism, is decreed to those who shall come 
up boldly and fearlessly to the great work of in- 
doctrinating the people by official'dictation. Anë 
here I cannot but remark, Mr. President, in what 
a specious and deceptive guise ‘these official ad- 
visers of the people are constantly presented by 
thé-report. In this passage, and throughout the 
report, they are artfully spoken of as ** honored 
by the choice and confidence of the people.” 
But what, sir, have the people to do with them ? 
Thé officers whose interference in elections is ob- 
jected to, are officers deriving their appointment 
from the Executive alone, and wholly dependent 
on the Executive for their official existence. It 
is, therefore, an unauthorized and gratuitous as- 
sumption, an ad captandum appeal, unsupported 
by. fact, but one habitually recurring through the 
whole of this report, to speak of the office-holders 
in question as ** honored by the choice‘and confi-. 
dence of the people. ’* i ate we 

But to return to the interpretation of the reat 
character of the report. As if to leave not even 
the shadow of a doubt on the intention of the 
committee to justify and encourage the’ interfer- 
ence of office-holders in. élections, the following 
unequivocal dvowal of their meaning occurs on 
the 9th page of the report: | f : 

“The commiltee can perceive no reason tor the adoption. 
by Congress of any restriction upon any of what they deem 
the inherent and inalienable rights of every class of citizens, 
merely because they have been honored with the confidence 
of the people.” ‘ They know no objection to reason, argu- 
ment, or even persuasion, by word, message, or writing, at 
any time, from whomsoever it may proceed, or by whatever 
motive prompted. Nor do they understand on what just 
principles it can be maintained that the possession of office. 
simply should deprive a citizen of the influence arising from 
character, intelligence, integrity, and the confidence and 
influence which they inspire, and of the right'to use them 
as others are left free to use theirs.” tent 

The committee here expressly declare they 
“know no objection” to the “persuasion” of 
voters, “by word, message, or writing,” at any 
time, “from whomsoever it may proceed,” office- 
holders or others. ‘This passage is referred to, at 
present, simply to show the open avowal which 
the committee make jn it of their approbation of 
the interference of office-holders with elections. 
The sophism by which that interference is at- 
tempted to be palliated will be hereafter, in the 
progress of these remarks, { trust, abundantly 
exposed, é 

But, sir, this is not all. Office-holders are not . 
only encouraged and stimulated, as we have seen 
by this report, to intermeddle in elections; they 
are not merely told that it is both their right and 
their duty to exert their influence over voters at 
the polls, but any attempt to restrain them in the 
exercise of that influence is denounced as tyranny 
and proscription, and assimilated to the revolting 
cruelty of the inquisition. The poor‘ proscribed 
office-holders,’’ as they are called, are likened to 
‘*mutes,’’ to “outlaws,” to “lepers,” to “slaves;”* 
and, to cap the climax of this inflammatory ex- 
aggeration, we are solemnly admonished, on the 
Sth page of the report, that ‘ the people would 
never submit to the execution of a law”? which 
deprives their office-holding ‘ fellow-citizen”’ of 
his “ inherent, common, and equal rights.” Now, 
sir, this looks very much like a provocation to 
revolutionary violence to protect the imputed 
rights of “ these proscribed office-holders;’’ and, 
if the strong Federalism of other parts of the re- 
port is not sufficient to spoil the Democracy of 
its author, the undisguised Locofocoism of this 
must, at least, bring into question his republican- 
ism, of which the vital principles are law, lib- 
erty, and public order. _ 

It is in vain, then, Mr. President, to’ endeavor 
to disguise the real drift and tendency of this re- 
port. The passages I have read to the Senate, 
taken sparsim from every partof the report, prove 
beyond controversy that it is an incitement, 


i throughout, of the office-holders, by every mo- 


tive which can be addressed to the reason or the 
passions of man, to exert their utmost activity 
and influence in the elections and party contests 
of the day. And who are these office-holders 
that are held up by the report as the legitimate 
advisers of the people in the exercise of their 


1839] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSION Al 


GLOBE. 


409 


25ru Cong....8p SESS. | 


eee 


___ Interference in Elections—Mr. Rives. — 


Senate, 


precious and invaluable sovereign rights? I have 
already shown how gratuitousis the artifice which 
would represent them as ‘* honored by the choice 
and confidence of the people.’’ No, sir; they 
are chosen by the Executivealone, are removable 
by the Executive alone; and are, consequently, 
wholly dependant on the Executive. 


persons standing in sucha relation are competent | 


to perform the part of safe and patriotic coun- 
selors to. the people, in the exercise of their elec- 
toral rights, let the Senator from Missouri, [Mr.. 
Benton,] the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bucwanan,] and the’ present Attorney General 
of the United States, [Mr. Grundy,] as severally 

oted by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 


u 
ORIENDEN T in his able speech in support of | 


his bill, give the answer. In the celebrated re- 
port on Executive patronage, the Senator from 
Missouri told us that officers deriving their ap- 
pointments from the President would be animated 
with his spirit and moved. by his will—that “a 
power over a man’s support was a power over 
his will.” The Attorney General of the United 
States, in a speech made by him during his ser- 
vice in Congress, declared that when he saw an 
office-holder going to the polls, he could not re- 
sist the conviction that he was “thinking of his 
salary and his bread;’? and the honorable Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, in a speech made by him 
some years ago, in the other House, had told us 
that these ‘ office-holders are but the enlisted sol- 
diers of the Administration”? Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, it does seem to me that persons standing in 
such dependant relations on the Executive are not 
the most proper counselors of a free people in 
the exercise of their electoral rights. 

I know, sir, there are honorable exceptions to 
this general description of office-holders; that 
there are men in office who, however desirable 
their places may be to them, would never consent 
to purchase a continuance in office by the sacri- 
fice of their consciences, or by unworthy com- 
pliances of any sort. But still it will be true, in 
general, from the very nature of things, that those 
who fill public offices will be animated by the same 
spirit, and governed by the same views, with the 
power which confers and can take away those 
offices. More especially must this be the case 
when that licentious motto of party pillage, ‘to 
the victors belong the spoils,’’ uttered in f‘ evil 
hour” on this floor by a Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Marcy,] in reference to the official trusts of 
the country, shall, as everything indicates it will, 
be fully carried out in practice. One of the heads 
of Departments, indeed, if I mistake not, (the 
Postmaster General,) has, in substance, openly 
proclaimed, in a letter published not long since, 
thathe should consider himself guilty of treachery 
to his party if he appointed to office any one who 
was not a supporter of the Administration. I 
pretend not to quote the words; but this, accord- 
ing to the best of my recollection, was the sub- 
stance and spirit of the declaration. 

Office-holders, then, in general, from the nature 
of things, and from the tendency of the times, 
must be expected to be animated with the spirit, 
and devoted to the policy and views of the chief 
Executive Magistrate, from whom, directly or 
indirectly, they derive their appointments, and 
on whom they depend for continuance in office. 
Surely, no candid and reflecting man will delib- 
erately say that persons standing in this situation 
ought to be licensed, much less prompted and en- 
couraged, to take an active part in controlling 
those popular elections, through which it was the 
design of our republican system that the conduct 
of themselves and of their. superiors should be 
brought to the test of a free, sovereign, and un- 
biased public judgment. : 

The P oiorablè Senator from New Jersey, how- 
ever, seems to think it a very great hardship, a 
violation of the equality of our laws, and of the 
spirit of the Constitution, that persons holding 
public offices should b i dg 

rivileges enjoyed and exercised by other citizens. 

ut is this auy novelty in our polity or legisla- 
tion? Does not the Constitution itself especially 
provide that “ no person holding any office under 
the United States shall be a member of either 
House of Congress during his continuance in 
office; and also that ‘no person holding an office 
of trust or profit under the United States shall be 


How far | 


e temporarily abridged of | 


ident?” ‘These are privileges, and very. high 
|| privileges, too, (especially the first,) enjoyed by 
| all other citizens, and yet the express fiat of the 
l| Constitution excludes all persons holding Office 
|| from the enjoyment of them while they shall 
i| continue in office. Are office-holder's better fitted, 
or have they, in the eye of reason and sound 
policy, any better right to éréct themselves into 
political guardians and -prompters of the people 


servants in the Legislature, from which we have 
just seen they are expressly excluded by the very 
letter of the Constitution? The honorable Sena- 
tor also Said in his report, that ‘under the exist- 
ing laws, a citizen of a State does not, by accept- 
ing any of the offices under the Fedéral Govern- 
ment, forfeit any of the rights and privileges 
which belong to him asa citizen of a State. Now, 
sir, so far as the legislation of the Commonwealth 
which I have the honor to represent in part on 
this floor is concerned, the gentleman is wholl 

mistaken. By accepting an office under the Fed- 
eral Government, a citizen of Virginia does for- 
feit, during ‘his continuance in such office, the 
privilege enjoyed by all other citizens of the State, 


the Commonwealth. 
legislation coeval with the adoption of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, and still preserved in bold re- 


the authority of the United States, shall be capa- 
ble of holding any office, legislative, executive, 


this Commonwealth.” There are, doubtless, 
similar provisions in the laws and constitutions of 
the other States. 

We sce, then, that all our institutions, State 
and Federal, create a broad line of distinction be- 
tween office-holders and the general mass of citi- 
zens. They impose political disqualifications and 
restrictions upon the former, during their contin- 
uance in office, from which. the great body of the 
community areexempt. And wisely do they do it. 
These exclusions have their origin in that salu- 
tary jealousy of power which is the very instinct 
and vital principle of liberty. ‘What does Mr. Jef- 
ferson tellus, in that very passage which the hon- 
orable Senator has quoted in his report, appa- 
rently unconscious of its force and just application 
to overthrow all the wire-drawn arguments of his 
elaborate defense of the equal rights of office-hold- 
ers? Does he not tell us that ‘ free government 
itself is founded in jealousy? It is jealousy, not 
confidence, which prescribes limited constitutions 
to bind down those whom we are obliged to trust 
with power.” 

One of the most conspicuous fruits of this wise 
jealousy, wherever free government is known, is 
to restrain all persons invested with public office 
from any interference with the free exercise of 
i| the sovereign right of election by the people. The 
Senator from Kentucky has shown us what were 
the solemn declarations of Mr. Jefferson on this 
subject before his accession to the Presidency, 
and-the memorable circular which he caused to be 
issued in pursuance of those declarations after he 
entered upon his high duties. He has also prop- 
erly reminded us of the emphatic adoption of the 
same principle by President Jackson, when, in 
his first inaugural address, he announced to the 
| country, as the leading branch of his “ task of 
|i reform,” *“ the correction of those abuses that 
have brought the patronage of the Federal Gov- 
ernment into conflict with the freedom. of elec- 
tions.” We have seen, also, what has been the 
legislation of that country (next to out own the 
freést under the sun, and from which our ances- 
tors brought with them so many of our own cher- 
ll ished institutions) for the -purpose of repressing 
official interference with the freedom of elections. 

But the Senator from New Jersey seeks to 
weaken the just influence of these weighty opin- 
ions and grave precedents by ascribing them to 
|| some paltry consideration of temporary expedi- 
| ency, rather than to the controlling authority of 
great and enduring principles. Mr. -Jefferson ’s 
declarations, aswell as thatof General Jackson, he 
i} seemed to intimate, were intended more as a re- 
flection on the conduct of their predecessors than 


appointed an elector of President and Vice Pres- 


in elections, than to be their representatives and- 


of eligibility to any office under the authority of , 
By an act of fundamental | 


lief on our statute-boak, it is declared that “no | 
person holding or accepting any office, &c., under | 


or judicial, or any other office, place, or appoint- | 
ment of trust or profit, under the Governinent of | 


as the annunciation of a great’ principle of civil 
Government. — ei en VS Te 

Mr. WALL explained. ; es 

Mr. RIVES. Let us look at the declarations of 
Mt. Jefferson themselves, and then we shalt un- 
derstand their true character and import. “He had 
received, while the presidential election was yét 
pending, a letter from Governor McKean, of 
Pennsylvania, informing him of the misconduct 
of certain Federal officers in that State. In his 
reply, dated February-2, 1801, he uses this em- 
phatic language: ' EE ea 

« One thing I will say, that, as to the future, interferences, 
with elections, whether’of the State or General Govern: 
ment, by officers ‘of the Jatier, should be déémed cause ‘of 
removal; because the constitutional remedy: by the eleer. 
tive principie becomes nothing if it may be smothered by the 
; enormous patronage of the General Goverment?” $ 

The circular which he caused to be issued by 
the several heads of Departments, immediately: 
after his induction into office, is in the folowing: 
words: : 

s The President of the United Statea+has-scon with dis- 
satisfaction officers of the General Government taking,.ow: 
various, occasions, active parts in. elections of, 
functionaries, whether of the General or ot th 
ernments. Freedom of etections being essential d 7 
tual independence of Governments, and of the diferent 
branches of the same Government so vitally cherished by. 
most of our constiiutions, it is deemed inproper foy officers 
depending on the Executive of the Union to attempt toenn? 
trol or influence the free exercise of t.e elective right. THis’ 
Fam instructed, theretore, to. notify to alt oficers within 
my Dopartnent bolding their appointments pager the, au~ 
thority of the Presidentdireetty, and-(o desire them to notify 
to all Subordinate to thém. The right of any officer to give 
lis vote at elections asa qualified citizen is not meant to be 
restrained, nor however given, shall it have any effect to 
his prejudice; bnt it is expeeted that he will not attempt to 
influence the votes of others, nor take any part in the busie 
ness of clectioneering, that being deemed inconsistent with 
the spirit of the Constitation, and bis duties to it?) 0 5? 

Now, Mr. President, do you discern, or can 
any member of this body discern, in’ these sol- 
emn and emphatic declarations, the slightest ap- 
pearance of an act of mere temporary expediency 
or of party recrimination? On the contrary, do 
they not proclaim the non-interference of Federal 
executive officers with popular elections to be a 
fandamental principle of liberty and the Consti- 
tution; as essential to the mutual independence” 
of the State and General Governments, so syi- 
tally cherished” by American’ institutions, and 
as indispensable, indeed, to preserve from destruc- 
tion the great * constitutional remedy” of the 
elective tight itself? Could the prindiple ‘be 
placed on higher or more sacred, or more’endur- 
ing ground? It is impossible, indéed, to read 
these noble monuments of the principles of Mr. 
Jefferson without seeing in thera the same steady 
devotion to, and just appreciation of, populat 
rights which, in the Declaration of Independence, 
asserted the right of election to be tta right ines- 
timable to freemen and formidable to tyrants 
only;”? and which, in his first inaugural address, 
inculeated “a jealous care of the right of election 
by the people, as the mild and safe corrective of 
abuses which are lopped by the sword of elec- 
tion, where peaceable remedies are unprovided.”” 
These, sir, are the principles of a pure, unadul+ 
terated, conservative Democracy; and I would beg 
leave to commend them to the meditation of the 
honorable Senator from New Jersey; before he 
comes forward with another defense of the prag- 
matic rights of office-holders. — A 

In regard to the legislation of England on the 
subject, the honorable Senator, confining his View 
toa single statute, (that of the fifth year of Wit- 
liam ILf.,) treated it as a special bargain between 
the King and the Commons, to procure supplies 
for the Crown, on the one hand, and to protect 
certain corporate rights of election held by. the 
Commons, or their constituents, ‘on the other} 
or, in other words, as a sort of mercantile cón- 
tract, by which the King agreed, if the Com- 
mons would grant him a stipulated sum in taxes, 
‘he would refrain from interfering, by his officers; 
with the election of the Commons. But; sir, this 
is most grossly to misconceive the dignity and 
character of the question, and to degrade it below 
the noble principles on which it rests. “The free- 
dom of elections from official interference, as a 
principle of English liberty, is rooted in the gtort- 
ous revolution of 1688, beingintimately connected 
both with the moving causes and the immediate 


| results of that great event.’ If the Senator from 


419. 


APPENDIX: FO: THE: CONGRESSIONAL, GLOBE. 


| 259n,Gone....3d Sess. 


nter ference in, Elections--Mr. Rives.. 


[February -12, 


SENATE. 


hehai€ of the nation, he will find it specially 

ted in the ‘preamble of thatact, among 
causes, by which James IL. had forfeited’ the 
throne, that ‘* he had violated the freedom of elec- 
tion of members. to ‘serve in, Parliament;”? and 
afterwards, in the body of the act, it is declared 
ad an integral part of “the ancient rights ahd lib- 
erties”’ of the people of England, ‘that the eléc- 
tion of members of Parliament ought to be free: 
The history of the times shows that James IT: 
resorted to all sorts of influences, both upon his 
Parliament and people, to carry his favorite ob- 
ject of the establishment of the Roman Catholic 
religion. Finding the existing Parliament intract- 
able to his purposes, after practicing upon the loy- 
alty of each.member whom he.supposed bound 
to him by any ties of interest or attachment, by 
sending for them and holding privaté audiences 
with them, separately, in his closet, (a royal ex- 
pedient, which first gave rise to the term closet- 
Ing,-as a political phrase, and which is, perhaps, 
not without examples of its practice in our own 
country,).he determined to dissolve the old Par- 


liament, and to summona newone. In order to 
mold this new Parliament to the designs of the 
King, all the resources of management and influ- 
ence were brought to bear on the elections. Offi- 
cers appointed by the Crown were sent to ever 
part of the kitigdom to regulate, as it was called, 
the corporate bodies possessing the right of 
choosing members of Parliament, or, in other 
words, to prepare them for the choice of such 
members as would be acceptable to the Court. 
Letters were written by the King’s ministers to 
the lord lieutenants of the counties, and other men 
of influence, requiring their aid in the election of 
such persons as were known to be favorable to 
the views of the King; calling upon them, at the 
same time, to ascertain the sentiments of the sev- 
eral candidates in their respective counties, and 
to obtain from them pledges to support the meas- 
ures of the King, in the event of their election. 
All—even down to justices of the peace—who de- 
clined coöperation In this political service, were 
Immediately removed from office, and others of 
more pliable character substituted in their places, 
while such as complied were continued in office, 
and promised further promotion and rewards,* 

It was by this licensed interference of the offi- 
cers and servants of the Crown with the elections 
of members of Parliament that James II. wag de- 
clared, in the preamble of the bill of rights, as we 
have scen, to bave violated the freedom of elec- 
tion of members to serve in Parliament,” and to 
frown upon all such interferences in future, it was 
solemnly declared in the body of the same instru- 
ment, as part and parcel of the “ancient rights 
and liberties” of the people of England, that 
t elections of members of Parliament ought to be 
free.” In order to carry out this great principle, 
consecrated and asserted by the revolution of 1698, 
various statutes have been passed, from time to 
time, prohibiting, under heavy penalties, any in- 
terference of officers, appointed by and dependent 
on the Crown, with the election of members of 
Parliament. A celebrated writer on the British 
Constitution, living near to thosc times, tells us 
that (while the spirit of English liberty, kindled 
and fostered by the revolution, was yet in the 
flush of its youthful vigor) “no less than seven 
acts were passed in King William Third’s reign 
to prevent undue influences on elections. ”} 

his great principle of the freedom of popular 

elections from all official interference, is not only 
sanctioned and enforced by the positive legislation 
of England in the purest period of her constitu- 
tional history, but itis laid down as a fandamental 
canon of civil and political liberty in all the ablest 
treatises on the theory of free government. Locke, 
it ia known, wrote his immortal ‘Treatise on | 
Government” shortly after the revolution of 1688, 
and under the inspiration of its great example. | 
It was from his work, with those of Hooker and | 
Milton and Sidney, that the great statesmen of | 
our own Revolution drew those animating pre- 


* See History of the Revolution in England in 1688, by 
Sir James Mackintosh, chapter vii. 


cepts.of freedom which bore them. triumphantly 
throu $ j f 
and which they afterwards so deeply impressed: 
onall the institutions founded by their wisdom 
and. valor.. Mr. Jefferson, especially, was trained | 
to the great part he afterwards acted by a thor- 
ough study and meditation of Locke’s work, It 
is a curious fact, not generally known, that sev- 
eral of the most strilting passages of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, are taken almost verbatim 
from the “< Treatise on Government;”? and it is 
impossible to read the introductory part of that 
sublime paper, without perceiving, through the 
whole of that portion of it, how constantly the 
mind of the writer was recurring to the principles 
taught by his great master,* | i 

Let us see, then, what this illustrious preceptor 
of the founders of American liberty has said on 
the matter we have been discussing. In the last 
chapter of this work, he is treating of the disso- 
lution of Government, and among other ways in 
which that may be brought about, he lays down 
the proposition that whenever either ofthe grand 
departments, the legislative or thè executive, acts 
contrary to its trust, the Governmentis dissolved. 
He then proceeds to show that the Executive 
power, in attempting to influence or control the 
election of members of the legislative department, 
or to infiuence or control their conduct as Repre- 
sentatives after they are elected, commits a gross 
and flagrant violation of its trust. The whole 
passage is fraught with the deepest wisdom, and 
should be written in living characters on the altars 
of freedom, in whatever Jand they may be raised. 
I beg leave to read it to the Senate, and to invoke 
their scrious attention to every word of its ven- 
crable old English text, for every word is signifi- 
cant and replete with instruction for the present 
times: 

“ He (the Executive Magistrate] acts also contrary to his 
trust, when tie either employs the forée, treasures, or office 
of society to corrupt the representatives and gain them to 
his purposes, or openly preéngages the electors, and pre- 
scribes to their choice such whom he has, by solicitations, 
threats, promises, or otherwise, Won to his designs, and em- 
ploys them to bring in kuch who have promised beforehand 
what to vote and what to enact. ‘Phas to regulate candi- 
dates and electors, and new model the ways of election, 
what is it but to cut up the Government by the roots, and 
poison the very fountain of publie security? For the peo- 
ple having reserved to themselves the choice of theirrepre- 
sentatives, as the fence to their properties, could do it forno 
other end bat that they might always be freely chosen, and 
so chosen, freely actand advise, as the necessity of the com- 
manwealth and the publie good should, upon examination 
and mature debate, be judged to require.’ = i * 
“To prepare such an assembly as this, and endeavor to set 
up the declared abettors of his own will for the true repre- 
sentatives of the people, and the law makers of society, is 
certainly as great a breach of trust and as perfect a declara- 
tion of a design to subvert the Government as is possible to 
be met with. ‘Yo which, if we shall add rewards and pun- 
ishments??— 

Mark, Mr. President, how similar are the prac- 
tices of power in all ages and countries— 
“visibly employed to the same end, and all the arts of per- 
verted law made use of to take off and destroy all thatstand 
in the way of such a design, and will not comply and con- 
sent to betray the liberties of their country, it will be past 
doubt what is doing.” 


Here we find, Mr. President, this great apostle 


* The coincidence here notieed isso curious and instruct- 
ive that it may not be amiss to present it to the view of the 
reader in n few parallel passages taken from the Declara- 
tion of Ludependence and the t“ Treatise on Government: 


Declaration of Independence. Locke on Government. 


jequal contest for inde nphondy | 


__ t Bolingbroke, Dis. on Par., lett. 18. 


“ Prudence, indeed, will 
dictate that Governments 
long established should nat 
be changed for light and 
transient causes; and, ac- 
cordingly, all experience 
hath shown that mankind 
are more disposed to suffer, 
while evils are sufferable, 
than to right themselves by 
abolishing the forms towhich 
they are accustomed.” 


“t But when a long train of 
abuses and usurpatious, pur- 
suing invariably the same 
object, evinces a design to 
reduce them under absolute 
dominion, itis their right, it 
is their duty, to throw off 
such Government, and to 
provide new guards for their 
future security.” 


& People are nat so easily 
got out of their old forms as 
some are apt to suggest. 
They are hardly to be pre- 
vailed with to amend the 
acknowledged faults in the 
frame they have been accus- 
tomed to.” “ Till the mis- 
chief become general, and 
the ill-designs of the rulers 
become visible, or their at- 
tempts sensible to the greater 
part, the people, who are 
more disposed to suffer than 
right themselves by resist- 
auce, are not apt to stir,” 

“But if a long train of 
abuses, prevarications, and 
artifices, all tending the same 


way, make the design visible į 


to the peopie,” &c., &e. 

© This doctrine of a power 
in the people of providing for 
their safety anew,” &e, 


of liberty, of American as well as English liberty, 
(for our own great statesmen, the fathers of the 
Republic, were his disciples,) ‘asserting the very 
doctrines which Ihave been maintaining against 
the Senator from New Jersey, declaring that any 
interference of the Executive (whether indirectly 
through his officers and agents, or directly by 
himself, isimmaterial) with popularelections, any 
attempt to ** preéngage the electors, and prescribe 
to their choice”? those whom they should elect, 
is a fundamental ‘* breach of trust’*—a goss vio- 
lation of that right of “freely choosing their rep- 
resentatives which the people have reserved to. 
themselves,” and'is, in fact, to use his own’ en- 
ergetic and noble language, ‘to cut up the Gov- 
ernment by the roots, and to poison’ the very 
fountain of public sedurity.”? “It was in this 
school that the great men of our Revolution were 
taught the principles of liberty; and it is easy to 
trace, indeed, in the very passage I have read to 
the Senate, the principles which, early impressed 
on the mind of Mr. Jefferson, led him to proclaim, 
in the outset of his’ administration, that noble, 
self-denying ordinance which, we have seen, he 
laid down as the rule of his own conduct, and of 
that of all in authority under him. Ta. 

But the Senator from New Jersey, in his report, 
tells us that this is English doctrine, that ** such 
a plant is indigenous in such a soil!?? We have 
seen, sir, that it is American doctrine, sanctioned 
by the most venerable names in the calendar of 
republican statesmen, as well as English dòc- 
trine, derived from the purest sources of English 
constitutional freedom. But I would ask, Mr. 
President, in what soil (with the exception of oue 
own favored land) has the tree of liberty ever 
struck deeper root, or spread out larger and more 
vigorous branches, than in the soil of England ? 
Ts it not the land of out.glorious ancestors, whence 
they brought the most valued principles of our 
institutions, with theirinstinctive love of freedom 
and hatred of tyranny and oppression; and, above 
all, that sturdy spirit of independence which, if 
now revived, would be the happiest omen of the 
perpetuity of our liberties? Is it not the land of 
magna charta, of the petition of right, and of the 
bill of rights? Ts it not the land of the habeas ċor- 
pus, of the trial by jury, and of representative 
government itself? Is it not from these monu- 
ments of British freedom that Mr. Jefferson him- 
self, ‘the great apostle of Democracy,’ as the 
Senator from New Jerscy has learned to call him, 
tells us we have derived ‘ the materials of which 
our own happy Government is constructed??? * 
And has it come to this, that principles and doc- 
trines of the most vital importance to the preser- 
vation of our free institutions are to be scornfully 
rejected because they have come down to us from 
our English ancestors? Are Locke and Sidney, 
Milton and Hooker, and that long line of illustri- 
ous sages and patriots from whom Jefferson and 
his immortal associates drew their lessons of po- 
litical wisdom, to be thus dishonored and con- 
temned, and held as witlings and “ idiots,” I sup- 
pose, compared with the guiding lights of modern 
locofocoism ? 

The Senator from New Jersey also tells us, in 


i substance, that there is much less reason for 
i throwing up legal barriers against Executive in- 
| terference and encroachment in this country than 


in England; that in England the chief executive 
magistrate is hereditary—here he is elected by the 


| people; and hence the Senator would seem to infer 
! that he should be free from constitutional or legis- 
ilative restraints. But this very circumstance of 
| the popular election of the Chief Magistrate, in 


another and more philosophical view of the sub- 


ject, creates the greater necessity for raising bar- 
i! riers by law against the abuse of his authority; 


being chosen by the people, he naturally has their 
sympathies and confidence. They see in him ts 

creature of their power—the reflected image «’ 
their sovercignty. They are, therefore, very nat- 
urally Jess disposed to be jealous or distrustful of 


i him, than they would be of an hereditary Chief 
| Magistrate, holding his existence and power in- 


dependently of their will, On the other hand, the 
elective Chief Magistrate himself, relying on these 
natural sympathies and liberal dispositions in the 


* See his letter to John Norvell. Esq., in the fourth vol- 
ume of his writings. : 
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popular mind, would often be tempted to abuse 


on stretches of influence or authority which an` 
hereditary magistrate, the constant object of pub- 
lic vigilance and jealousy, would be unwilling to 
risk, Accordingly, one of the most Jiberal as well , 
as profound political writers:of the age, one whom | 
his own countryman (Talleyrand) pronounced to | 
be a second Montesquicu, has remarked in his; 
generally candid view of American institutions, | 
that public officers here are ordinarily “ far more | 
independent within their sphere of action than į 


the civil officers of his own country;”? and from |; 


a reliance on the sympathy and indulgence of the | 
people, whose agents they are, they ‘sometimes 
venture on manifestations of their power, which: 


astonish even an European.” ‘“ By this means,” it 


he adds, ‘ habits are formed in the heart of a free 
country which may one day be fatal to its lib- | 
erties.” ` 
These remarks of De Tocqueville are not made 
with reference to the President particularly, but 
are applied to American public officers in general. | 
His book is by far the most favorable view of | 
American institutions that has been presented by. 
any foreign writer; and he holds.them up, indeed, 
for imitationand gradualintroduction into Europe, | 
as far as the different circumstances of the Old i 
and the New World will admit. The remark I 
have quoted from him, therefore, coming from so | 
enlightened and friendly a source, deserves at 
least the candid consideration of every. man who 
cherishes, and would preserve and perfect, our 
free popular institutions. It shows that we should | 
not be content with the fact, important as that is, | 
that our principal public officers are chosen by, | 
and are, at fixed periods, responsible to, the | 
people; that every circumstance may embolden | 
them, from a reliance on the sympathies and pro- 
tection of the people, to venture on unwarranta- | 
ble excesses. The true security to freedom is to 
throw up, beforehand, barriers by law against | 
the abuses, of power, though it be conferred by 
the peoples.and.then the responsibility of elective 
agents will be something real and effectual.‘ It 
would be a dangerous delusion,’’. Mr. Jefferson 
has told us, “were a. confidence in the men of 
our choice to silence our fears for the safety of 
our rights.’? ‘In questions of power, then, let no 
more be heard of confidence in man, but bind him 
down from mischief by the chains of the Consti- 
tution, ””™* 
. And yet how often has this siren song about | 
the men of. our choice been sung to luil the jeal- 
ousies of a free people, and to strengthen the arm | 
of delegated power. In this very report of the | 
Senator from New Jersey, the sympathies of the 
people are constantly invoked. on behalf of the 
office-holders, (whose interference with their most | 
sacred rights is sought to be subjected to some 
legal restraint,) by being told, in not less than | 
half a dozen doleful passages, that these poor | 
“ proscribed officers ’’ are the people’s officers— 
‘ honored. by the choice of confidence of the peo- 
le! In like manner, if a measure of the Pres: | 
ident, deemed dangerous to the liberties and best | 
interests of the country, is opposed, and opposed į 
with. effect, the generous feelings of the people are | 
at once appealed to, to come forward and sustain 
the President of their choice. 
From whatever cause it has arisen, whether | 
from that suggested by De Tocqueville, from the | 
operations of party discipline, from the political | 
organization of public officers, or from the pre- ,; 


rogatives conferred on the President by the Con- || 


stitution. itself, or from all combined, the fact is i 
undoubtedly true that Executive power has at- 
tained a strength and development here which it j 
does not possess at: this moment in any other 
constitutional system existing in the world. . Inj 
England and in France we know the Executive | 
veto hag fallen into total disuse. Here it has be- 
come an ordinary and habitual resort. In Eng- 
land and in France, if a measure of the Executive 
be defeated by the representative branch of the 
Government, ministers resign, and a new system 
of administration, accommodated to the views of; 
the Legislature, is formed. e i 
ure of the Executive may have been condemned 
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* The celebrated Kentucky resolutions of 1798, drawn by 


T 
I 
them; and, unless restrained by law, to venture || 


Here a favorite meas- | 


Mr, Jefferson. 


and rejected time after time, and yet it is again 
and again presented and urged upon the Legisla- 
ture and the nation without the slightest regard 
to.the repeated manifestations of the opinion of 
the people and their representatives against it. 
And, in this very matter of elections, the most 
vital in.a free representative Government, the in- 
terference of Executive officers (as was lately, 
not.to speak of other instances; most publicly 
shown in the two largest cities of the Union) is 
open, systematic, and undisguised. On no sub- 
| ject is the spirit of liberty in England more jeal- 
ously awake than on this. Under the adminis-, 
tration of Lord North. even, the lord lieutenant. 
of a county (an officer appointed by the Crown) 
having written letters to some of his friends rec- 
ommending to them the sppport of the minis- 
| terial candidate for Parliament, the matter was: 
promptly brought to the notice of the House of 
Commons, and the minister showing some dis- 
position to treat the subject rather lightly, the 

Jouse immediately entered upon their Journals: 
the following indignant rebuke of the minister,, 
and noble-vindication of the freedom of elections: 

“ Resolved, That-it is highly criminal for any minister dr 
ministers, or any otber servant of the Crown, in Great Brit-, 
ain, direetly or indirectly, to make use of the power of his 
office in order to influence the election of members of Par- 
liament; and-that atr attempt to exercise that influence is 
an attack upon the dignity, the honor, and.the independ-- 
ence of Parliament, an infringement of the rights and the 
liberties of the people, and an attempt to sap the basis of 
our free and happy Constitution.” 

And, yet, if a statement repeated through many 
of the public journals of the country, and never, | 
so far as I have seen, contradicted, is to be cred- 
ited, a high executive officer of this Government 
actively interfered in an important election then 
pending, by addressing letters to his friends, call- 
ing on them, by their fealty to the Administra- 

i honorable member of the | 


tion, to yote against an 
other House, [Mr. Lucane,] who, by his short 
but brilliant career in Congress, has left a bright 
light on the parliamentary annals of his country, 


and to whom future times will look back as the 
model of an accomplished legislator, and of an 
eloquent and trained statesman. Let the doctrines 
of the report now under consideration, amounting 
as they do to a bold justification of these prac- 
tices, benow sanctioned, and this Executive power 
already so formidable, reinforced by the organ- 
ized electioneering activity of the whole corps of 
office-holders and of numerous auxiliary troops 
of expectants will be installed in a virtual suprem- 
acy over the laws and Constitution of the coun- 


try. 

The author of this report, Mr. President, has 
sacrilegiously,.as he must pardon me for saying, | 
invoked the authority of the Virginia resolutions 
and report of 1798 and 1799, and has, here and 
there, strangely perverted their text, to give a 
| semblance of support to his most dangerous doc- 
trines.. Now, I take upon myself to say, there | 
never were two documents more thoroughly op- 
posed, in their whole spirit and substance, than 
this report of the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- | 
| ate and the resolutions and report of the Virginia | 
Legislature in 1798-99. hee, 

The object and entire drift of the Virginia re- 
port and resolutions were to assert the rights of 
the people as against the Government. The whole 
scope of the report of the Judiciary Committee is 
to maintain the alleged rights of the officers of 
the Government as against the people. The Vir- 
ginia report and resolutions asserted the right of 
the people freely to discuss and examine the mer- 
its of public men and measures, as the means of 
subjecting the Government to its just responsi- 
bility to the people. This report contends for | 
the right of the officers of the Government to.in- 
| terfere with elections as a means by which the | 
| people will be inevitably subjected to the undue į 
i influence of the Government. | . 

So far from their being the slightest affinity be- 
i tween the doctrines of this report and_ those of 
i the Virginia report and resolutions of 1798 and 
| 1799, the identity, on the other hand, in principle 
and aim, at least, between It and the sedition law, 
is most striking and instructive. The object of 
the sedition law, as Mr. Madison tells us in the 
ever-memorabie report of 1799, was to “© intrench 
the Government in penal statutes,” and so to con- 
trol the free exercise of ‘ the electoral rights of the 


people.”’. The pervading principle and drift of this 
report is to ‘* intrench the Government”? in official 
influence, and by that means to. control the free 
exercise of “ the electoral rights of the-people.’’ 
The Virginia opposition to the sedition law. in 
1798 and 1799, and. the opposition we are now 
making to the fatal doctrines of this report, in 
like manner proceed, step by step, of the same 
lofty and impregnable ground, te the report of 
1799 Mr. Madison, its author, emphatically de- 
clared that ‘the right of electing the members.of 
the Government constitutes more particularly the 
essence of a free and responsible Government;”* 
and it was to shield that “great remedial right 
of the people”? from the terrors.of penal legisla- 
tion that Virginia then interposed her solemn. re- 
monstrance. It is from the same. sacred appre- 
ciation of this “inestimable right, and in order ' 
to shield it from a still greater danger, the viola- 
tion of official interference, that we are now strug- 
gling against the alarming doctrines of this-report. 
We shall hear no more then, I trust, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of the sacrilegious invocation of the Vir- 
ginia principles of 1798 and 1799, to give a sane- 
tion to the bold and anti-republican heresies of 
the Senator from New Jersey and of the Judiciary. 
Committee, of which he is the organ.. ~: £ 
I will now proceed, Mr. President, to saya word 
or two, and buta word or two, on the constitutional 
power of Congress to adopt somè measure witha 
view to restrain the improper interference of Fed- 
eral Officers with elections. I am aware ‘of the 
difficulty of satisfactory legislation on such a sub- 
ject, and that it would be a more appropriate mat- 
ter for Executive supervision.. If the President 
would reissue Mr, Jefferson’s circular, prohibit- 
ing the interference of Federal officers in elections, 
under pain of dismission from office, or would 
carry out and enforce the principle of that circu- 
lar, I, for one, would be content. But if-he will 
not do so; if, on the contrary, such practices are 
tolerated, not to say encouraged, is it not compe- 
tent for Congress to give that principle the sanc- 
tion and authority of law? My views would not 


extend beyond that. Cannot Congress, whose 
power in the creation of public offices 1s undoubted, 
also declare on what conditions.those offices shall 
be held? Can they not say by law, that if public 
officers, whose places are created by them, shall, 
“ contrary to the spirit of the Constitution and 
their duties under it,’ (to use the language of Mr. 
Jefferson’s circular,) interfere with thë free exer- 
cise of the electoral rights of the people, they shall 
no longer hold their offices, but that such conduct 
shall be deemed a forfeiture of them? It seems 
to me, sir, that there would be no stretch of power 
in this. : . cael i 
But the Senator from New Jersey, in his re- 
port, tells us that ‘“‘Congress have no right to in- 
termeddle by law in prescribing the qualifications 
of electors;” that the Constitution of the United 
States declares that members of the House of 
Representatives “ shall be chosen by the people 
of the States who shall have the qualifications 
requisite for the electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature;”’ and, also that 
electors of President and Vice President ** shall 
be appointed in such manner as the State Legis- 
Jatures may direct;” and that the right, therefore, 
of prescribing the qualifications of electors ‘‘ De- 
longs exclusively to the States, and is withheld 
from the Federal Government.” But what has 
all this to do with the question? Has any one 
proposed to prescribe the ualifications of élec- 
tors, or, in other words, to deprive office-holders 
of the right of voting? On the contrary, it is 
conceded on all hands, according to the terms of 
Mr. Jefferson’s circular, that public officers are 
not to be deprived of the right of voting; but the 
object is merely to restrain them from interfering 
with, or attempting to. control or influence, the 
free exercise of the right of voting by others. 
But the report again tells us that this cannot be 
done without “abridging the freedom of speech 
and of the press.” What does this argument 
amount to? That you can restrain no act, how- 
ever dangerous to the peace, morals, or liberties 


of the country, of which words, spoken or writ- 
ten, may happen to 


be the vehicle or instrument, 
because, in restraining the act, you may incident- 
ally put some restraint on the medium or instru- 


ment through which the act is done. For exam- 
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matically béfore our eyes, and such legislation to 
restrain the improper interference of Fedéral’ 
office-holders with the free electoral righty of the 
people, as Í have supposed might be found to be 
Within the limite of our constitutional powers. 
In'the case of the sedition law, it was the ‘false, 
Scandalous, and malicious writing,’ as described 
in the'law, the words themselves, which were the 
direct and immediate object of legislative restraint; 
but in the other cases referred to, itis the act (the 
challenging, the bribery, the tathpering, the im: 
proper interference) which is sought to be re- 
striined, and the words are but the mere incident 
of casual accompaniment. 
` But I will not dwell on these things. I throw 
them out only for candid consideration. It is no 
part of my purposé to’ argue the constitutional 
question which has been raised. The proposi- 
tion which 1 shall submit lċaves that open for 
future and more deliberate investigation. Ihave 
a much higher object in view. I desire to obtain, 
in some form or other, a negation, a solemn dis- 
avowal, by an act of the Senate, of the most dan- 
gerous and anti-republican doctrines of this re- | 
ort. A majority of this body, by ordering a 
arge number of copies of it to be printed, before 
it was duly considered, have given—hastily, I | 
would fain believe—a sort of implied sanction to | 
those fatal doctrines. In some way or other, I 
trust, that sanction may be revoked. Ifthe doc- | 
trines of political morality inculcated by this re- 
port shall once be recognized and established ‘in | 
this country, the-days of American liberty are 
numbered. Let it be understood and proclaimed 
—as the doctrines of this report, in effect, pro- | 
claimed—that the public trusts of the nation, won 
in the first instance—if the favorite motto of the 
‘spoils of victory” is to prevail—by party ser- 
vility, are to be retained by electioneering activ- | 
ity; that partisan service is the required return | 
for office, as office is to be the reward of partisan | 
service, and you lay at once the foundation of the | 
most odious and fatal despotism which the mind 
of man can conceive of, a sordid party despot- | 
ism far worse than a military despotism; because, | 
though less fatal to human life, it would be infi- | 
nitely more destructive to human morals, and to | 
every manly and generous sentiment. Your of- | 
| 


fice-holders, through all the ranks of venality and | 
degradation, would be banded together by one 
common principle of servility and devotion to 
their chief; they would vie with each other only 
in the merit and efficiency of their electioneering | 
services; and amid the din and bustle of the offi- 
cial canvass; of committees, caucuses, and con- 
ventions, all organized’ and directed, secretly or | 
openly, by the agency of office-holders, the voice | 
of the people would be stifled, or, to use the more | 
expressive language of Mr. Jefferson, ‘* smoth- | 
ered by the enormous patronage of the Govern- : 
ment.” You would have your pretorian bands 
of office-holders at the Capitol, and your legion- 
ary armies of them in the provinces—for your ; 
sovereign States would become dependant prov- | 
inces—who would dispose of the Presidency as 


; a select committee, with instructions to new-model it ac- 


abş y a8 the pretorian bands’ and legionary 
armies of Romé did of the imperial purple.” 
< The forms of; your government would ‘still be 
preserved; but of what avail are the forms with-‘ 
out the ‘spirit eë government? “A high au- 
; has told’ us'**that the greatest’ 
aster: iy have judged the form without 
the spirit of a freé governiient more favorable to 
their séhemés of oppressién, than all the authority’ 
that absolute Yhonarehy can give.’” “Romé, undér 
the‘debasing despotism of the Cæsars, had: still 
her Senate, and-comitia or assemblies of the peo- 
ple; public affairs were, for a long time, still'con- 
ducted in ‘the name of the’Consul, the Censor, 
the Augur, and the Tribuhe of the people. The 
forms of popular ‘elections were still kept' up, and 
the Emperor himself Was ain ‘elective magistrate. 
But'the spirit of liberty was extinct. The Sen- 
ate was sunk in sérvility, ahd the servility of the. 
Senate at length infected the mass of the people. 

‘Warned by these examples, it becomes us to 
keep alive in our bosoms that‘watchful jealousy 
.of power and that sturdy spirit of freedom which 
‘fired thé breasts and guided thd‘councils of our 
glorious: ancestors. The doctrines of political 
morality inéulcated in this report, I repeat, Mr. 
President, are at war with all the cherished prin- 
ciples of our republican fathers; and if they shall 
once strike root in our soil, they will be fatal to 
the best hopes of American liberty. You have, 
hastily and without due consideration, given them 
an apparent sanction, at least by ordering an un- | 
usually large number of copies of the report to be 
printed for dissemination among the people. Let 
us now, in some way or other, perform a ‘ sol- 
enm lustration,’’ to cleanse ourselves, fromthe 
contamination of doctrines at once so hateful and 
so dangerous. We can do so in no manner'more 
appropriate and more effectual than by a solemn 
reaffirmation of the principles of Mr. Jefferson 
in the face of this report. With this view J have 
prepared a resolution, which, the Senate will per- 
ceive, is expressed in the very words of Mr. Jef- 
ferson’s letter to Governor McKean, and of his 
memorable circular, (one of the proudest monu- 
ments, in my opinion, of his principles and fame,) | 
which commits no one on the constitutional ques- 
tion that has been raised, but leaves that open for 
the deliberate investigation of a committee, and 
the future decision of the Senate. I trust, then, 
that all who profess themselves disciples of the 
Democratic faith will be happy in having this 
opportunity afforded them of subscribing ‘their | 
adhesion to the doctrines of him whom the Sen- } 
ator from New Jersey himself has styled ‘ the 
great apostle of Democracy.” 


Mr. Rives then submitted the following reso- 
lutions:* f 


Whereas. ‘the constitutional remedy by the elective | 
principle becomes nothing if it may be smothered by the 
enormous patronage of the General Goveruinent: and 
whereas, also, “ freedom of elections is -essential to the 
mutual independence of the State and Federal Govern- 
ments, and of the different branches of the same Govern- 
ment, so vitally cherished by American institutions: 

Resolved, therefore, That, in the opinion of the Senate, 
it is highly “improper for officers depending on the Exec- 
utive of the Unien to attempt to coutrol or influence the 
free exercise of the elective right. *? 

Resolved, also, That measures ought to be adopted by 
Congress, so far as their constitutional powers may extend, 
to restrain by law the interference of Federal officers with 
elections, otherwise than by giving their own votes; and 
that the report of the Judiciary Committee be committed to 


cording to the principles declared in the foregoing preamble 
and resolutions, 


CONDUCT OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. P. KENNEDY, | 
. OF MARYLAND, | 

In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, H 
February 19, 1839. i 


The bill making appropriations for thecivil and 
diplomatic service for the year 1839 being under 
consideration in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and the question being on the | 


* These resolutions, when subsequently acted on, were | 
voted against by all those members of the Senate claiming | 
to be the thorough friends of the Administration, and were | 


consequently rejected by a strict party vote. 


amendment to strike out thé appropriation for ‘the 
pay ot the Céminjissionets of the Navy, 0577 
“Mr. KENNEDY said: °° "+: : ee 

‘Mr. CHAIRMAN: When I obtained the floor at 
the close of the last sitting of ‘the committee, it 
was not my ‘purpose ‘to addiess my reniarks par- 
ticularly’to the’amendmént under consideration. 
I wished to carry thé debate into a wider field, 
and to look at ‘thé* general condition of affairs 
under the present Administrátiðm. °°. 

It seemed’ fo me that both the time and the 
mode of abolishing the Navy Board, which was 
the design of this amendment; was’ singularly 
inopportuiie: The ‘House had neither the inform- 
ation proper to its action ‘in this matter, nor the 
leisure, so near the end of the session, to give the 
subject the consideration it deserved. The-debate 
itself"has disclosed. the want of accurate knowl- 
edge essential to the just determination, of the’ 
question, and has demonstrated, I think, thé im- 

ropriety of acting upon it’ at the present time. 

tis true great complaints are abroad against the 
efficiency of the board, &nd opinions unfavorable 
to its coritinuance are entertained. by many judi- 
cious persons. I am not insensible'to thé weight 
of these opinions, and incline, in advance of all 
inquiry, to think that -the duties assigned to the 
board might be more advantageously discharged 
under individual supervision. Asa practical rule, 
I would rather intrust to a single head those func- 
tions which require much energy and ‘judgment 
for their performanée, than to any board, no mat- 
ter how intelligent. Still, sir, this is‘a question 
of experience; and I’ should' be loth, on the in- 
stant, to assail an organization which has been in 
existence for twenty years, without the amplest 
investigation and advice. liam glad to see: that 
the House bas fallen into this opinion. The res- 
olution submitted by the gentleman ‘from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mariory] this morning, and adopted 
by the House, referring this question to the Sec- 
retary for a formal report at the next session, in= 
dicates a design to act only upon full information, 
and, for the present, must dispose of the amend- 
ment. eee SE s 

I concur, Mr. Chairman, in the rematk which 
fell from the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] that much of the complaint 
which has been raised against the Commissioners 
of the Navy would, perhaps, upon examination, 
be found to lie more justly at the door of the head 
of the Navy Department—even, perchance, of the 
President himself. It seldom happens ina well- 
ordered Government that the subordinates fail to 
perform their duty when they have an efficient 
head. The Navy has been sadly in want of direc- 
tion for the last four-or five years. No branch 
of the Administration has been so much left to 
chance, or to the guidance of a feeble hand; and 
itis, therefore, not to be wondered that complaints 
should be rife against the management of this de- 
partmentof the service throughoutall its branches. 
Something, sir, of the common discontent which 
is said to exist against the board is due to this 
cause. ` 

I still more cordially agree with the remark of 
the same honorable gentleman to whom I have 


just alluded; that a thorough examination of each 


and all of thë Departments of the Government 
would lead to results eminently beneficial to the 
public welfare. Never was there an Administra- 
tion, in this country at least, or pêrliaps in any 
other, more likely to reward the toil of those who 
should devote themselves tó an investigation of its 
doings. From the glimpses of abuse with which 
we have occasionally been favored, we may infer 
a great amount of concealed malversation. 

Sir, we know nothing of the real condition of 
the Departments but from these glimpses. The 
people are permitted to learn only by accident tk» 
state of the Administration concerns. Now an‘: 
then some pampered favorite of “the party” - 
some conspicuous and much-trusted friend of the 
ruling power—perpetrates a larceny and flies— 
and the fact, too notorious for concealment, bursts 
on the public view; now and then a defaulting 
sub-treasurer grows contumacious to the reiterated 


| supplications and prayers of the Secretary, and 


prefers exposure, with its profits, tosettlementand 
the smiles of the chief—and thus, again, the peo- 
ple are indulged with a development; now and 
then, upon the calls of this House, in flagrant 
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cases, which not even party hardihood can brave, 
some reluctant confession, beyond the art of strat- 
agem to evade, is vouchsafed to the nation—and 
we again get glimpses.of the truth. 

It seems, indeed, sir, to be a premeditated plan 
of “* the party ” in this House to-resist, upon.va- 
rious pretexts, these, calls.for information touch- 
ing the conduct of the Departments in matters 
where abuse may be supposed to exist. Itis now 
six weeks since I myself—having, reason to.be- 
lieve that some irregularity, at least; some ex- 
travagance, perhaps, or some favoritism, existed 
in the manver-in-which. the supplies of articles, 
hot. enumerated. or reported in the yearly pub- 
lished -contracts,:were furnished: to the different, 
navy-yards--submitted a resolution to. call on 
the Secretary.for information as to the prices at 
which these-articles had been procured during the 
past year.: It did. not enter into my thoughts, 
when T submitted that resolution, to charge any, 
officer of the Government with intentional abuse. 
I knew nothing calculated to awaken suspicion, 
except that very-extravagant prices were alleged 


to'have been paid; and 1 did not doubt that -the ! 


House, respecting the obvious motive of the cali, 
and. acknowledging. its propriety, would have 
treated it as an, ordinary. movement of sound and 
wholesome legislation; that the call would have 
been granted, sir, as.a matter of course. Yet it 
was refused; not by a direct vote, but by are- 
fasal to suspend the-rules, as if the. House could 
not afford the time from. other business. for. this 
light matter. I renewed my motion day after day, 
praying the House to grant me this favor., Other 
resolutions were, taken up and passed by. the sus- 
pension of-the rules almost every morning of the 
sessions mine, was.always refused, and refused at 
every trial by mere party votes. I found, very 
early, that the proposition excited. uneasiness 
amongst. some prominent friends of the Admin- 
istration. I was even informed that, by.a private 
application to.the Secretary, I might procure the 
information I wished; whilst, those.who suggested 
hiseither. voted.against my resolution, or refused 
to vote at all... Such an opposition to.an ordinary 
inquiry, as {deemed it, could not but excite sus- 
picions against the integwity.of, the management 
of, that. branch of segvice to.which, it referred. 
During the pendency of this question, L have re- 
ceived lettérs from different quarters, which as- 
sure: me that great and. flagrant abuse will be 
found..in. the distribution of these unpublished 
contracts, whenever the Administration shall be 
disposed, to favor the people with a knowledge of 
its own proceedings. 

_. An honorable gentleman.from Kentucky (Mr. 
Unverwoop] has fared no better than myself. 
He offered, some days ago, a resolution for in- 


quiry into the mode in which supplies are fur- 
nished to the army in Florida.. He, too, has been 
denied.that information by a party vote. The 
absurd rule that requires two thirds of the House 


into the secrets of; the. Administration;. but the 
time; I would fain believe, is notvery. remote when 
a searching inspection of. this hidden machinery 
may-no longer be parried. by. the tactics of party. 
Another-year, and this duty will fall into the hands 
of; those. who, whatever: may be. their. imputed 
want,of qualification in other. respects, will not 
be charged, even by. their enemies, with..a..sus- 
for the delinquents. The 
f suc examination. cannot be: other- 
: than-wholesomes:: <: 
From this investigatio 


, Mr: Chairman, whens 
it shail be undertaken, I ani not unprepared 
: pect the disclosure of flagrant errors and mis- 
deeds in the management of the public concerns. 
‘The calm, impartial judgment of the country rests 
“with.a deep and melancholy consciousness upon 
‘Buch an expectation; nay, sir, even the friends of 
the predominant power itself are alarmed by it, 
and writh der it. ‘The errors of this Adminis- 
tration are the necessary cts of that state of 


things which brought it into power. Its, misdo- 


ing.is not less its misfortune.than its fault—attrib- 
utable in as large a degree to its want.of sagacity 
as toits evilinclinations: itis the natural offspring 
of INCAPACITY. Rate 
It is now just -ten years since the elevation -to 
the presidential chairof the most remarkable man 
of our-times; remarkable as much for the intrinsic 
properties of his character,.as for. the singular 
good fortune that attended him through life, The 
era of his. election to.the Presidency was once 
called the. rRA-or REFORM.. Some still affect to: 


i call it by that name. To, my. mind it is chiefly, 


memorable as the commencement of a great delu-. 
sion—an imposture, conducted with no.ordinary, 
ability, and propagating its principles by. troops. 
of political Islamites as fervent, as obsequious, 
andas numerous as the faithful who swarmed be~ 
neath the grotesque banner of the eastern prophet. 
Ten years have.gone by since that eventfulepoch 
—ten long years.of various fortune, in which, if 
the happiness of the American, people has- not 
been increased, we may confidently affirm that 


large.and valuable additions have been made to, 


their experience.. The occasion afforded by the 
discussions of this committee is appropriate to.a 
survey of this field of experience; and. I prapose, 
sir, chiefly to direct my remarks:to that end. 

No one can forget how peculiarly felicitous to 
his own fame, and how eminently favorable to 
the hopes of the country. were the circumstances 
under which General Jackson was first presented 
to this nation as a candidate for the Presidency. 
The men.of the Revolution were gone;. the field 
was crowded with aspirants; and the capital had 
become the seat of numberless intrigues, or— 
what was practically the same thing—was sus- 
pected:to be so. In the perplexity of the public 
mind, and its misgivings lest the popular will 
should have less to do with the adjustment of this 
question than the secret manngement of leaders, 
there was.a sudden uprising of the great mass of 
the nation to take the selection of the Chief Mag- 
istrate out of the hands of the politicians, and 
preserve itintheirown. They chose their candi- 
date in the great military favorite of the day, even 
while he himself (it was at that time believed) wag 
innocent of all thought of such an honor. Gen- 
eral Jackson’s imputed moderation of political 
sentiment; his freedom from party trammels, so 
signally. proclaimed in that famous correspond- 
ence: with Mr. Monroe; his extreme lenity and 
kindness towards the old Federal party; his un- 
bounded personal popularity, founded on merito- 
rious military service, his alleged honesty and 
directness of character, and his boasted knowledge 
of men—all contributed to give him a position of 
irresistible command, and to more than compen- 
sate for that want of statesmanship and political 


| science which even his nearest friends admitted. 


‘With these ascribed qualities. of character, he ral- 
lied around him, not only the largest support of 
the people, but the aid of the most powerful tal- 
ents in the nation. It was said—and no doubt it 
wag true—that, in the event of his election, he 
might have called to the public service a combina- 
tion of the greatest ability and influence which 
the country afforded... 

_ Atthat time (I speak of the canvass of 1823-24) 
we heard nothing of rerorm. The country asked 
no reform; it needed none. The administration 
of Mr. Monroe had given universal satisfaction, 
and the people did not doubt the integrity of their 
public functionaries. .. Lt 

-At the first moment of.the defeat. of General 
Jackson’s election in. the Hose of Representa- 


and policy, the administra 
who now sits 


gentleman wl 


with that of his predecessor. It adopted the:same 
measures; rested on the same general doctrines; 
was, likeit, economical, cautious, and concilia- 
tory; and was sustained, and even.administered, 
by almost the same men. What was there. in it 
to.provoke.a zeal for reform? _. i 4 
‘Sur, if the nation had desired.a-reform, it would 
not have selected General Jackson.. Whatever 
great qualities: it was usual to ascribe to him, all. 
would have-conceded that he bad, neither the cools 
ness of temper, the knowledge, nor. the experi- 
ence essential to the composition of that. charac- 
ter.. Still, however, as. the. second. canvass: ap- 
proached, it fell in with the views of the party 
leaders, that an impression should be made of 
something rotten in the State, and throngh. this 
opinion to enlist an opposition on the basis of re- 
form. With this design, committees were raised 
in both Houses of Congress to inquire intoabuses, 
They. made their reports with ominous denunci- 
ations, and—I. think, sir, in view, of, what. has 
transpired since, we may now say—with.a ludi- 
crous. exaggeration of sundry, very. pitiful com- 
plaints. The search after abuse, notwithstanding 
all that was: made of.it at the times we may, fairly 
admit was a distinguished failure. The scheme, 
however, served its turn, and Genera). Jackson 
was.all at once metamorphosed, or. rather. mag- 
nified into the Great Reformers, 0 
This movementaccomplished.a double purpose. 
It spread abroad a false opinion of great corrup- 
tion in the existing Government, and offered an 
acceptable flattery to the chief. It gave hima 
osition of peculiar veneration with the people. 
His election: was. heralded ;as a coming.glory—a 
mission of political regeneration—and, b 


, por eæcellence; and—in the yery 
novel and clasgical, 


esd 
of, the 
extravagance of the Administration, and of the 


and speeches, the newspaper dissertations, all bear 
iotic and , virtuous 

horror which. burst forth from-the bos of the 
‘ the Government, 


ind ‘dollarg to ‘the 
national expenditure, and allowing $1,900 to Mr. 
Pleasants for his expenses as ‘bearer of:dispatchés 
to Rio! _ : aE Ne. a ai 
. In the same tone of feeling, and in accordance 
with the design ofthe authorg of the movement, 
General Jackson lost no time, after his election, 
to communicate the greai, purport of his. newly- 
conceived mission, with every solempity which 
official authority could throw ‘around. it. The 
portentous words. were spoken in thé inau, 
from the portico of, this Capitol— A 
t The recent demonstration of publie sentiment inscribes 
on the list of Executive duties, in. characters too legible to 
be overlooked, TRE TASK OF REFORM ; which will require 
particularly the correction< of those ‘abuses which’ have 
brought the patronage. of the General: Government ix con» 
flict with the.freedom of elections, and:the. counteraction 
of those causes which have disturbed the sightful course of 
appointment, arid have placed or continued ‘power in un- 
faithful ör incompetent hands.” pEr Gat REE Doang 
Soon after this oracular, and, to thë great body 
of.the country, startling announcement, we were 
made acquainted with the specific abuses to which 
this pruning-knife of reform was to be chiefly and 
f pplied. The regular annual 
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Pleisiiré, to give the whole of it’ a‘caréfal 
perusal.” Its meditated reforms are, 0 8"? 

T Tri the miode of électing the President, and 
his teéligibility to officethe plan recommended: 
Deińg to “remove all immediate agency (öf the 
_ electoral college and House of Représentatives)- 
in the electién ofthe President and Vice Presi- 
dent; and «in contiection Wwith’such an amend- 
nent) to limit the service of the'Chief Magistrate 
to'a single terii of either four or dix years.: =] 
<O, In the disqualification: of members of Con-' 
présé for office, dt the appointment of the Presi- 
dent; in Whose election ‘they may liave been offi- 
cially concerned.“ 00i SS S Vo 

3, In the principle of appointing tò office, in: 
the language of the message, ‘solely for the ben” 
efit of the people,” and, “bya general extension’ 
of the law. which timits appointments’ to ‘four 
years; ™to'lessen the liability of éncumbering the 
Government with men who. cannot, ‘for any 
length ‘of time; enjoy office and power without 
being more or less under the influence of feelings 
unfavorable to the faithful discharge of the public 
duties; and > BP RSE EE eS 

4. To establish a strict accountability in the 

ublic servants,.and a rigid supervision of the 

reasury; in reference to which the attention of 
Congréss was invited tö the inquiry as to “ what 
offices might be dispensed with, what expenses 
rétrénched, and what improvements might be 
made in the organization of, its various parts, to 
secure thé proper responsibility of public agents, 
and promote efficiency and justice in all its öper- 
ations.” e Wl ab ea 

Now, sir, there is the chart‘ of reform. Good 
and wholesome teforms, Mr. Chairman, each 
and all of them! I supported them then: I would 
support them now. ‘The whole nation—I mean 
the whole body of the governed, as distinguished 
from those who govern—would ‘have sustained 
these improvements or changes at that day, as I 
havé,no doubt they would at this, if the proposi- 
tion were submitted to them. : 

Well, sir; what became of all these amendments 
in our domestic polity? Ten years have passed 
over, and during all that time the reformers have 
had unlimited contrdl of the Government. Is 
there a man on this floor who will say that Gen- 
eral Jackson could not have carried any ‘measure 
that hè deemed essential to the honor and glory 
of his administration, or to the welfare of the na- 
tion? Did he want power to achieve his plans 
of administration? Was he not backed by his 
friends—ay, and by the large majorities of the 
country—in whatever scheme he indulged for 
the public good? Was not his honor, his faith, 
his reputation, pledged to these reforms? Was 
he not glorified by all his banded presses when 
he proposed them? Turn to the newspapers of 
December, 1829, and read how, from city to city, 
village to village, to every hamlet and cabin, the 
tide of gratulation and panegyric rolled forward 
to the magnifying of the Great Reformer. Now, 
sir, of these four conspicuous, cardinal reform- 
ations, which was achieved? Not one—not one! 

Achieved! not only were they not achieved, but 
the whole current of the President’s power, all 
his practice, his precept, his policy, from Alpha 
to Omega, set directly, and of deliberation afore- 
thought, against this whole scheme of reform. He 
was not merely indifferent to it, careless in-en- 
forcing it, sluggish or preoccupied with other mat- 
ter, but he grew to bé, in a very brief space of 
time, distinctly and actively hostile to 1t. He 
wrought no change in the mode of electing the 
President; and so far from limiting his service to 
a single term, (which he might have done as effi- 
ciently by-example as by law,) he actually elec-. 
tioneered through the country for asecond choice; 
and, if réport be true, as I believe it is, franked 
with his own hand the letter of his own secretary 
soliciting his renomination to the Presidency from 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

Holding Executive favor, as he did, to be so 
unfriendly to the free and faithful discharge of the 
duty of the representative, he might at least have 
been sparing in the selection of members of Con- 
gress for office. And yet, sir, upon an enumera- 
tion of his appointments, it will be found that no 
President had ever dealt so largely in the stock 
of corruption. Nay, sir, I think I am warranted 
in saying (I have not cast it up arithmetically) 


at th 


that General Jackson raised moré members of Con 
gtess to office than all the Presidents before: him 
together had döne since the adoption ‘of the Con- 
stitution. | , . oon ki neat: 

Then, as to his pretended reforim of the principle 
of appointment; and his doctrine that office was 


to be filled solely for the common good; public | 


employment: became; ‘under his auspices, notori- 
ously the mere prize of party service. Never; until 
Genéral Jackson’sday, did partisan effrontery rise 
into such matchless contempt of the decencies of 
public: observance’ as to make open roclamation 
that dfice was the spoil of victory, and bélonged 
of tight tothe conquerors. Never, until his day, 
was the Post Office, with its countless sérvitors, 
seized upon as the instrament of politicabsuccess.’ 
Yet,he didit without a blush, and has turned its 
whole “artillery back upon. the people tò batter 
down their iade endence.. He Fona hate 'dónė 
the same with fhe bark; hut that he ‘found that 
citadel too strong to be assailed, and too firm to 
bë sedticed; to which fact may be:traced that ma- 
lignant and absurd war which constitutes both the 
chief exploit and deepest disgrace of his adminis- 
tration. | + i te 

Hís greatér’ accountability of the public ser- 
vants; bis guardianship of the public treasure— 
what'are they A jest. The ‘Treasury hás been 
almost emptied by the larcenies of the chief minis- 
ters of the Jaw; and at this day the friends of the 


men in power are heaping upon our tables piles | 


of bills to ‘guard them against the felonies of their 


political brethren, vainly attémpting to cast upon | 


the law the irregularities that have grown out of 
their neglect, or their incapacity to administer it. 
Thus efids this farce of reform? It has sunk 
into insignifitarice; it has left ño memory behind 
it but that of a hypocritical and wièked frauda 
trick of imposture—a thing to juggle with," As a 
scheme of amendment, it was'a ridiculous abor- 
tion; a&. a device ‘of party tactics, it was ‘below 
contempt. The august patron of pure govern- 
ment, the conservator of the public morals, the 
redestined arid foreannounced reformer of a 
acksliding generation, has been overmatched by 
the seductions of Satan, and has fallen into com- 
munion with the unclean thing. ‘He has even 
trafficked in the great and the small iniquities 
which he came to denounce, i i i 
Mr. Chairman, whilst, from this view. of the 
movement to which I have referred, it is evident 
that General Jackson has been singularly unlucky 
as a reformer, I will not deny to him a reputation 
quite as prominent, and infinitely more mischiev- 
ous—that of an iwnovaTor; for innovator he was, 
in the broadest and worst sense. 
_ His administration was one of ceascless 
change: change, sometimes stealing along in 
noiseless advance, sometimes bursting forth in 
bold, open-day achievement; one while sweeping 
with the breath of spring, at another with ‘the 
rage and havoc of the tornado. We had. ever 
change of men, change of measures, change of 
principles, The pervading characteristic of that 
most anomalous and extraordinary administra- 
tion was mutation—uncertainty—experiment. Ít 
lived in perpetual motion, defying all hope of 
repose; it rejoiced in turmoil, and reveled in par- 
adox. Those who followed it were forever igno- 
rant of their wheteabout; they knew no rest for 
the soles of their feet; they traveled over quick- 
sands. The idea of political consistency never 
entered the President’s head; he had no percep- 
tion of the meaning of the term: His idol was 
his popularity, and whatever sustained that con- 
stituted the theory of his conduct. It was his 
boast, his glory, his perpetual aim. His dream 
was popularity, his motive was popularity, his 
defense was popularity. Not that popularity 
which submissively trails after the public will, 
and humbly essays to do the public bidding; nor 
that nobler motive which studies the country’s 


| good, and, by an assiduous devotion to the duties 


of station, seeks the applause of its own con- 
science and the approbation of virtuous men; but 


a domineering, wayward, arrogant popularity— | 


an impatient, hectoring assumption of the right 


|| to lead, which repudiates all law, despises all ob- 


servance, and maintains its supremacy by per- 
sonal and party force, = 

In General Jackson, his popularity was the 
means by which he increased his power; and his 


ower was used, in’ turn; to enlatge his popular- 
ity: With consummate skill (for Ido not deny: 
to him great foresight and rhanagement) he turned 
all the resources of: his position to the strength 
ening of this, his most cherished attribute. «The 
very boldness of his designs seemed to fascinate 
the public admiration: he’ dazzled: the -popular 
iind. by that fearlessnéss-which we were; for a 
time, accustomed to ‘interpret as a proof of-his 
honesty-and uprightness of purpose.- Least afal 
men, was he suspécted of dissimulation; and yet 
Tam persuaded a more skillful dissembler never 
ecéupied high: station’ incur country: ‘He flati 
tered the- peöple with the address of ‘a practi¢ed 
éviittier; startled and amused them by the than- 
dérclaps of his polity, identified his-success with 
the gratification of their favorite paasions, grapi 
pled” himself with’ wonderful adroitness: to ithe 
predominatit sentimënts; wishes, ‘and pe 
df'the great and' massive majority, and became a 
monarch, ay-autocrat, by the’sh reoncéentration 
of republican suffrage. 6 eh Bee Y 
This power he wielded’ with'a stern ‘and ‘inex: 
orable temper of proscription against ‘alt who dit 
not bow dowh tö his authority, atid worship Him 
as the embodiment, the incarnation, of the pop- 
ular sovereignty. He was the fountain of honor, 
the arbiter ‘of disgrace, holding the political'for- 
tunes and‘ hopes'of his followers at his own cat 
pricious disposal. The most indulgent of friends, 
the most ruthless of enemies, there was no delin: 
quency of the one that he could not overlook; 
there was ho offense in’ the other so trivial that, 
when occasion offered, he would not visit it with 
vindictive punishment. He who cold not only 
tolerate, but sustain, protect, and reward" the 
troops'of greedy parasites, the defaultérs, the pub- 
lic plunderers; that thronged his hallin the guise 
of friends—men, some of whom were notorious for 
the devangement of their official accounts; could, 
neverthéless; pursue with unprecedented animos 
ity an unwary. tréspassér upon) the Government 
treasure—a small defaulter of someé ‘three thou 
sand dollars—and, for-years, delight himself with 
the sufferings of his victim. He could eontinue 
to heap upon this man fresh indignity, disgrace, 
and pain; ‘even’ beyond a rigorous judicial sen- 
tencé, until the humanity of the nation at last ré- 


i| volted, and ¢ried out, ‘for shame!” This could 


he do, because the unfortunate subject of ‘his 
wrath had, in an evil hour; ventured to exercise 
the privilege of a free citizen, and express, in a 
public journal, his disapprobation’ of the meas- 
ures, and his doubts of the political integrity of 
the imperial republican chief." a ; 

With such a temper, and such power in thë Ex- 
ecutive, what considerate citizen of this land had 
not motive to pause, and look with distrust and 
fear to the future? Sir, the events that have taken 
place under that rule have fully justified the worst 
forebodings of those who watched itsprogress. A 
great and vicious revolution was accomplished in 
the character of this Government—one which Shall 
render the name of its author forever: famous. in 
our annals. e Bh a ag ta A 

General Jackson’s first term was’ occupied in 
the practice of those arts by which his popularity 
was extended and confirmed. It was a period of 
préparation and marshaling of forces. No one 
who reads the history of that period, in the Ex- 
ecutive communications and in the official présé 
commentaries of the day, will fail to be struck 
with the extreme profession of reverence for the 
popular will which every where speaks in the lan- 
guage or breathes in the spirit of- thee’ emana- 
tions from the Chief’ Magistrate. Some such 
declarations as the’ following ever meet the eye in 
the perusal of these papers: on 


“ T regard an appeal to the source of power, in all cases 
of real doubt, and when its exercise is deemed indispensa- 


ble to the general wellare, as amongst the most. sacred of 
all obligations.?’— Message of 1829. : i : 
“I know no tribunal to which a public man in this coun- 
try, ina ease of doubtand difficulty, can appeal with greater 
advantage or more propriety than the judgment of the peo- 
ple.’ — Message of 1830. a coh 
The frequent reiteration of such sentiments 
could not but inspire confidence and trust in the 
Executive amongst all those, especially, whose 
preconceived opinion of the President’s upright- 
ness prepared them to indulge the kindest feel- 
ings towards his success. This constant recur- 


rence to the source of power was a gentle flattery, 
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well contrived to put the people off their guard, 
It has ever been the trick of ambition, from: the 
days of Cæsar to dur own. With all this display 
of respect for the popular will, no man ever held 
that will in greater contempt; when it came in 
conflict’ with his own, than the late President. 
Sir, if you desire the’ proof `of ity you shall find 
it not only in the heady current of his life, but 
in thit battle with the legislative power which 
marked hiscareer; his perpetual vefo of the rep- 
resentative action in the internal improvement 
bills, the bank bill, the land bill—all forbidden in 
the face of large majorities of the direct repre- 
sentatives of the people—notoriously in the face 
of the popular judgment and wish of the day. 
You shall-see it in the famous removal of the de- 
posits; in the refusal to restore them; in that 
high-handed ‘measure of holding back the land 
bill. when it was known that two thirds of both 
Houses would have passed it in spite of the veto; 
and, above all other acts of contumacy to public 
opinion and popular -will—the cap-sheaf of his 
way wardness—his pocketing, as it has been sig- 
nificantly termed, of the bill for the repeal of the 
Treasury circular, ; i 

- Sir;it'was this hostility to popular control that 
Jed General Jackson to that systematic assault 
upon the structure of this Government which I 
have termed a revolution, and which ended only 
in the subversion of some of the most important 
principles of the Constitution. His scheme was 
to enlarge the Executive power and to depress the 
legislative. In the Executive power he saw and 
felt the source of unlimited popularity; in the 
legislative he was aware of a constant, jealous 
guardianship against encroachment, that restrict- 
ed his footsteps to a path in which he had no pa- 
tience to walk. The one was the parent of pat- 
ronage, reward, and partisan alliance; the other 
a surly warder of popular rights, whose appro- 
priate duty lay in curbing the excursive spirit of 
an ambitious chief. 

. E have said, sir, that General Jackson’s first 
term Was eniployed in marshaling his forces. His 
second is distinguished by the developments of 
his skill in using them. Immediately after his re- 
election, a principle of vast import and signifi- 
cance was announced to the country, with all the 
authority which an Executive communication 
could confer upon it. The scope of this principle 
was to set Congress at defiance by assuming for 
the Executive, not only an independence of the 


Legislature, but even a superiority over it. It | 


was declared that the President was the repre- 
sentative of the American. people—coequal with 
the legislative power, accountable to the people 
and not to Congress for its acts. 

. And a corollary was deduced from this that the 
elections, being appeals to the people, were to be 
interpreted as expositions of the public judgment 
in favor of the great representative chief, and were 
to be taken as confirmations of all his acts, prin- 
ciplés, and opinions. 

te It willbe for those in whose behalf we all 
act,” says the President, in his first message after 
his reélection, when giving his reasons for setting 
aside the decision of the House of Representatives 
in favor of retaining the deposits in the bank, ‘‘to 
decide whether the executive department of the 
Government, in the steps which it has taken on 
this subject, has been found in the line of its 
duty.” Bo : 
In that appeal to the people, against Congress, 
is the first dawn of this new theory of Executive 
ower. It was more fully announced afterwards, 
in the famous * protest”? of April following. 
‘The President,” it is there declared, ‘is the 
‘diréct representative of the American people.’’ 
“And, again: i 
* Phe legislative power, ; 
tive of the President, is vested in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, composed of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. The executive power is vested exclusively in 
the President, except that, in the conclusion of treaties and 
in certain appointments to office, he is to act witli the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. The Judicial power 1s 
vested exclusively.in the Supreme and other courts of the 
United States, except in cases of impeachment, for which 
purpose the accusatory power is vested in the House of Rep- 


resentatives, and that of hearing and determining in the 
Senate. But although, for the special purposes which have 


been mentioned, there isan occasional intermixture of the 
powers of the different departments, yet, with these excep- 
tions, each of the three great departments is independent of 


the others in its sphere of action, and, when it deviates 


subject to the qualified nega- | 


from that sphere, is not responsible to the others further 
than itis expressly made so by the Constitation. In every 
other respect, each of them is the coequal of the other two, 
and all are servants of the American people, without power 
or right to control or censure each other in their service of 
their common superior,-save only in the manner and to the 
a seg which that superior bas prescribed.’*—Protest, April, 
1834, ` 5 . re x 3 
The President having thus assumed a position 
which enabled him to defy the inspection or.con- 
trol of the Legislature; having. thus exempted 
himself from all accountability—exceptin the im- 
practicable form of impeachment—to the Repre- 
sentatives. of the nation, and invested himself 
with. an undefined and hitherto unheard-of pre- 
tension, to the character of a direct supreme, 
national representative, his next step was to 
strengthen his vantage-ground by defenses that 
should, with no less efficacy, exempt the subor- 
dinate functionaries, through whom his measures 
were-carried into effect, from their supposed ac- 
countability to the legislative power. lt was very 
evident that the Executive had gained but half a 
conquest while its agents were- exposed to that 
supervision of the Legislature which might fright- 
en them from their party allegiance to their chief. 
To protect them against this supervision required 
a still broader pretension than the last, and thence 
arose that famous doctrine of Executive unity 
and responsibility which figures so conspicuously 
in the promulgation of the new creed of the sec- 
ond term. Inthis creed the Executive is aunit; 
and in the President alone rests all the respons- 
ibility. The officers of Government are but the 
creations of his will; the agents for the perform- 
ance of his duty; accountable to him, and to no 
one else. I read, sir, again, from the protest: 

« By the Constitution, the Executive power is vested in 
the President of the United States. Among the duties im- 
posed upon him, and which he is sworn to perform, is that 
of taking care that the laws be faithfully executed. Being 
thus made responsible for the entire action of the Executive 
department, it was but reasonable that the power of ap- 
pointing, overseeing, and controlling those who exccule 
the laws—a power in its nature executive—should remain 
in his hands.” 

And once more, in the same paper: 

« The whole Executive power being vested in the Pres- 
ident, who is responsible for its exercise, it isa necessary 
consequence that be should have a right to employ agents 
of his own choice to aid bim in the performance of his du- 
ties, and to discharge them when he is'no longer willing to 
be responsible for their acts.”’ 

True to this theory ofexecutive duty and power, 
and very distinctly, sir, to my mind, denoting its 

arentage, we have seen, ona late occasion, the 

ostmaster General favoring the country with a 
Soap yon commentary upon its meaning. I will 

eg to read a passage from his answer to the ap- 
plication for a mandamus in the case of Stockton 
& Stokes: 


« The executive is a unity. The framers of the Consti- 
tution had studied history too well to impose on the coun- 
try a divided executive. The executive power was vested 
in a President. The executive officers are lis. agents, for 
whom he is held responsible by the people, whose agent he 
is. The acts of the exccutive officers are the acts of the 
President. Constitutionally he is as responsible for them 
as if they were done by himself, though not morally.” » 

Now, sir, itis evident that this accountability 
of the subordinate officers of this Government to 
the President is altogether incompatible with their 
responsibility to the National Legislature, or even 
with their liability to be inspected or examined 
by that Legislature. All responsibility is con- 
verged upon the President, and he being, accord- 
ing to the theory, the representative of the people, 
is accountable only to them, and not to his mere 
coequal—or, more properly speaking, in the spirit 
of these assumptions, his inferior—the legislative 
body, composed as it is of but fragment repre- 
sentations of that same people. , 

When we add, Mr. Chairman, to all these pre- 
tensions that kindred claim with which this na- 
tion was so familiar in the palmy days of Jack- 
sonism—the claim to interpret ‘the laws as the 
President understood them, without respect to 
judicial authority, legislative exposition, or pre- 
Scriptive usage, but solely as the Chief Magis- 
‘trate’s green and ripe judgment, his passion or his 
intellect might suggest—when we add this preten- 
sion to the rest, we havea scheme of power so 
‘comprehensive for every purpose of misrule and 
corruption as to leave the most absolute cravings 
of despot ambition nothing to desire in the con- 
struction of the framework of a Government that 


might crush every principle of freedom in our 
Constitution worth contending for.” The wit of 
man could not devise a plan of encroachment 
upon regulated: liberty more insidious, progress- 
ive, and;‘finally, more sure to‘end in absolutism 
than this I have so cursorily brought into review. 
Based upon.an imperious popularity, (for no Pres- 
ident but one so armed ‘withthe people’s devotion 
could have advanced a step in this perilous ca- 
reer,) it assumes for the Executive, successively 
—first, a representative ‘character, coequal’ with, 
and independent of, the Legislature; then, wright 
to regard the result of the elections as a popular 
ratification of Exetutive conduct; then; ‘a con- 
structive and exclusive responsibility for all sub- 
ordinate officers; and, finally, the independent 
interpretation of the laws. ‘The result of. all-ie, 
to give to this republican ‘nation a Chief Magis- 
trate of more power and less real ‘responsibility, 
of broader range for mischievous ‘ambition, and 
greater capacity for harm, than may be found ‘in 
any constitutional monarch of modern times. Sir, 
these doctrines have sprung out of the very inso- 
lence of power; they are the land-marks which 
trace the victory of the proud chief over the rights 
and Jaws-of a subdued country ¢coio oco to 
“Till conquest unresisted ceased 'to please, 
And rights submitted left him none to seize.” 

These assumptions, Mr. Chairman, were not 
mere political abstractions. They were active 
elements in-all the workings of the late Adininis- 
tration. They constituted the machinery: by 
which the grossest abuses in this Government 
were engendered and screened from the observa- 
tion of the public eye.. To them may be traced 
that abundant fruit of corruption which is now 
just beginning to show its hideous rottenness. 
Let any one turn back to the history of ‘ the in- 
vestigation,” as it is called —* the concealment ” 
would be its better name—of 1837. There’ let 
him read the President’s refusal to answer inter- 
rogatories as to the condition of the Departments, 
and his claim to be exempted from question un- 
less specific charges were exhibited.: Let him re- 
flect upon the President’s arrogarit arraignment of 
members of this House for their freedom of speech 
in thé debate that preceded the appointment of the 
committee; the order to the Cabinet officers to dis- 
regard the mandate of the committee, and the con- 
sequent refusal to answer; the claim to protection 
from this examination set up by the President and 
his Cabinet, upon the plea of privilege against 
self-inculpation; the personal immunity asserted 
by them against the search for papers; and finally 
the impudent defiance of the committee by the 
Postmaster General, Let any man turn to these 
proceedings, so tecent, so vivid in the recollection 
of the nation, and he will at once be able to trace 
out the impression of this new political philoso- 
phy on every feature of that remarkable incident. 

{t will be remembered, too, sir, that these doc- 
trines are altogether of recent date—the coinage 
of the last Administration. Never before, in the 
history of this Government, have they been as- 
serted in theory or developed in practice. They 
are utterly without precedent or color of former 
example. As I have said, sir, they owed their 
origin to the necessities of General Jackson’s 
scheme of administration—a scheme whose fatal 
aim was the prostration of every department of 
this Government before the Executive. Jt is curi- 
ous to note, in the progress of this revolution, 
with what confidence its great author trusted to 
the force of profession, when it was necessary to 
blind the people against the perception of his real 
designs, and how little trouble he gave himself to 
reconcile this profession with his practice. There 
was no sentiment which was paraded more osten- 
tatiously before the public eye by the President, 
than the declaration of his extreme scruple against 
the exercise of doubtful powers. There is scarcely 
a State paper of his day that does not repéat the 
admonition against this easy sin of questionable 
power, as the first and gravest to be deprecated. 
As if the President were conscious that his temper, 
and the habits of his past life, mightlay him open 
to the suspicion of this sin, he is careful to dese- 
crate it with a pectliar abhorrence. Now, sir, it 
will be found that there has been scarce a power 


i under our Constitution, which, in the course of 


fifty years’ administration, has been held doubt- 
ful; that General Jackson hás not either exercised, 
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or-assumed: the right:ta-egercise, without hesitar 
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ment has become a prize to be won by adulation 
and compliance, and, as a necessary consequence, 
the meanest man ever bears away the reward. 
Public office is to be obtained only by that sub- 
serviency which no honorable man can conde- 
scend to yield; it therefore inevitably falls into the 
hands of the worst. Good men fly from the as- 
sociation. of the Executive. | Sir, it is remarka- 
ble that General Jackson’s administration could 
never retain aboutit men of preéminent ability; it 
was not their sphere. They fled from itin squad- 
rons. Isven.the ties.of friendly association in the 
Cabinet could not ke preserved beyond a year at 
atime. . President Jackson made as many ghosts 
as. Richard: eo : 
A ==‘ Where is Clarence? 

Where is the gentle Rivers, Vaughan, Gray r 

Where the kind Hastings ?” i 

I may ask, where is Berrien, Branch, Ingham? 
Where Duane, McLane, and other early friends 
of the chief? . Gone, sir! immolated by that spirit 
which endured.no free opinion.. Not only from 
the presence of the chief himself did they fly, but 
in every department of the service the talent of 
the nation deserted him. From the earliest, era 
of that rule, down to the present day, every elec- 
tion hag successively lowered the scale of ability 
by which the reigning power is sustained;. until, 
atlast, it is apparent that the party in possession 
of the Government is soon likely to be without that 
modicum of talent which, even at this moment, 
so scantily suffices for the small vindication, on 
this floor, of its own small merits... 

Sir, the baleful influence of the last Adminis- 
tration was. not confined to the character of the 
public. men with which it was surrounded; it! 
might be traced through almostevery department | 
of society. We. lived in the midst of convulsions. ! 
The public. taste. was vitiated and fed by. the 


stimulus.of constantly recurring political: erup- 


tions; it delighted in: strange.-conjunctures—the 
heavings and spasms ofthat capricious power 
which, displayed itself in stich fantastic action, ‘at 
the capital... A spirit.af insubordination, of mis: 
rule, and -riot-became-difused through the. cont 
munity: Wild and visionary theories of-political 
duty were disseminated abroad, and showed themi- 
sélves in-the most niischievous forms in the pro- 
ceedings of the State’ Legislatures. -The most 
abstfusé and difficult’ problems of political econ+ 
oitiy—questiotis of. currency, finance, ‘constitu- 
tiotial power—were summarily but niost authori: 
tatively disposed of by the shallowest pretenders 
to‘statesmanship+ and the oldest ‘and: best insti- 
tutions-of the country attacked: and-beatew down 
by political charlatans. Knowledge, deliberation; 
experience, all were obliged: to:.give way: to: this 
newly-inspired intuition; and the greatest pains 
were takeh by party leaders. and’ demagorues:to 
deceive the people‘ivito -the belief: thatthe:pro- 
fourdést questiéns of government might be ton- 
sighed to thé'decision of:men-of the lowest scale 
of qualification in political seictice. Abroad and 
odious line of distinction was drawh- between the 
rich-and the poor; and where mutual dependence 
and interest should have- engendered. kind: feel- 
ings, harmony, and brotherhood, ‘the seeds: of 
ill-will and hatred ‘were deeply sown. wei 
> Tn obedience to the same rnfluence,:the Gov- 
ernment press becaéme a mére engine'of slander— 
tlié'fabricator of palpable and gross falsehood. 
Everything that transpired in the Government 
was distorted ‘by its light, What, in its vocab- 
ulary, was called public opinion, was-but the re= 
verberation of its own false clamor. - The people 
were systematically abused, cheated ;and betrayed 
by its monstrous-counterfeits-—juggled and duped 
by the type fiend; ‘The coherence of ‘the party”? 
required an organized plan of misrepresentation; 
the existence of the, Administration required it, 
lt had risen by it, and was. maintained by it. Tt 
could not have subsisted a month if the people 
could have heard the truth. It'would have with- 
ered in the light and crumbled into dust. T'he 
whole atmospliere in Which it breathed was false; 
the elément upon which it lived was. deception; 
its popularity, its power, its duration, depended 
on the essential condition of blinding the people, 
It lived and moved. and bad its being in the uni- 
versal, inextinguishable, everlasting LIE. 

Whilst this was the action of that Administra- 
tion upon the morals af. the nation, its measures 
were no less physically hurtful.to the public in- 
terest. They were hurtful from the same causes 
that rendered its principles. vicious. 
ever dictated by selfish passion, and characterized 
by that domineering temper which I have before 
described as the distinctive impulse of the Ad- 
ministration, 

The President’s vanity and thirst for applause 
rendered him eagerly and rashly precipitate to 
pay off the public debt. All other interests were 
compelled to give place to the achievement of the 
glory of wiping away that debt during the: term 
of his political supremacy. sas a 

His. hatred, or, rather, his defiance and impa- 
tience, of the fame of one man, (Mr. Biddle,) 
caused him to make war upon the bank. me 

His personal animosity to anotber distinguished 
individual (Mr. Cuay) induced him. to veto the 
land bill. 2 

To these three measures, proceeding from the 
egotism and vain-gloriousness of the “President, 
may be traced the chief maladies of the, times. 
To them may be traced, in succession, the over- 
throw of internal improvements, the. accumula- 
tion of the surplus, the distribution, the paper 
system, the hard-money experiment, the suspen- 
sion, the wide-spread bankruptcy, and, finally, 
the enormous and unexampled peculation upon 
the public treasure. ` Py ae 
` Ido not stop, sir, to expatiate upon the se- 
quence of these events, nor to indicate more mi- 
nutely their connection with each other, and with 


the leading „measures to which I. have referred | 


them. Iam sure, now that we may calmly look 
back to the whole train. of our past disasters, the 
impartial judgment of the country will be at no 
loss to assign them to the causes I. have enumer- 
ated. They will be ever accounted, sir, by the re- 
flecting portion of our citizens, the-bitter fruits.of 


Jacksonism. — 


They were | 


ble, and Ihave’ left it bri 
Still, sir, L desire toda. the late President, ji 
tice in ope- particular in which E might be misap- 
prehended.. In the,management ofthe foreign 
affairs of this Government, | am prepared .to pay 
w.tribute of praise to:his energy.: Je that branch 
of the public concerns, he is entitled. to all the ap 
plause.he has ever received, The very qualities 
of character. whiclr, rendered, him dangerous :at 
home, furnished him the means of success,in the 
disposal of our affairs. abroad. .That imperious 
temper which despised the limits of republican 
rule, admirably,fitted him to.cope with monarchs, 
and. transfused, into his foreign negotiations’ thé 
vigor that crowned them with success... 3 
In, the, hasty glance, Mr. .Chairman, which J 
bave taken of the principles and policy of the Jast 
Presidency, my aim hasbeen to bring to the con: 
| templation of the, committee. thé singularly. un: 
happy auspices under. which the existing, Ch 
Magistrate came into. power. , It was the ġie 
misfortune of Mr.-Van Buren to succeed tø a'di 
lapidated inheritance; and that misfortune was 
most fatally aggravated by the extraordinary il> 
lusion of national prosperity which, at the mo- 
ment of the departure of his predecessor, and of. 
|| his own accession, haunted and bewildered, the 
imagination of both.. Sir, I have seldom read in 
| history of such remarkable self-deception, such 
wonderful blindness to the signs of approaching 
disaster, as at that.moment characterized the twa 
illustrious individuals to whom I ‘have ‘alluded, 
Permit me, sir, to read the parting’ words of Gen- 
eral Jackson, on the 3d of March, 1837, and the 
greeting declaration of Mr..Van Byren.on, the fol- 
lowing day: ee wish. tease, Tear ae 
: & My life has been a long.ane, and:I cannot hope. that. it 
has, at all tines, been free of errors.” But Lhave the con- 
| solation of knowing, thatif mistakes: have been committed, 
they have not seriously injured the country I so anxiously 
endeavored to serve pand; at the moment when: I ’surren- 
der. my last public.trust, I leave this great people prosper; 
ous and happy.”—Farewell Addi ess." eae mee : 
“On:the'4th of March the successor spoke in this 
strain: ee ents, oe ae 
“ Abroad we enjoy the respect, and, with searcely.an 
eepuon,.tie friendship of every nation, At home, while 
our Government guietiy but efficiently ‘performs’ the sole 
‘legitimate end of political institutions; in doingithe greatest 
good to the greatest number, we present, gu -aggregate of 
human prosperity surely not elsewhere to be found.?-—In- 
augural of Mr. Vani Buren. ° i pues re 
Sir, at the very moment when these self-gratu- 
lating. gentlemen were vaunting, in such. proud 
phrase, of the nation’s happiness, the deep thun- 
| der of the coming earthquake was already mut- 
| tering beneath their feet. The retiring chief had 
| scarcely reached the Hermitage, the complacent 
:| successor had: scarcely been domesticated. under 
| the roof.of the: palace; before. the great doom 
broke.over the land, and scattered. dismay. from 
our remotest confine to the center.. The Presi- 
dent saw every vestige of the illusion vanish in 
an instant, and that couch of roses, upon which 
he had so confidently hoped to lie. down, became 
| a bed of thorns... Amidst the. crash. of the cur: 
rency, the insolvency of the Government, and the 
general distress‘ and wailing of the people, almost 
his first act of authority Was to summon Congress 
: to his aid: » They came here, sir, but to. bear tes- 
i timony to the wide-spread“havoc of the- storm. 
The President met them in humbleness of ‘heart, 
iin grief and dismay; he implored. a ‘hand to Help; 
| he sought consolation where there was. none to 
‘be found—upon the bosom of his party. The 
party had lost its power. Pa ee, og 
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Fresh difficulties have thickened around him at 
every stage of his progress from that day. In 
the south the Indian war has been but a series of 
disasters. We have been bafiied, exhausted, beat- 
en; by a handful of savages. On the northern 
‘frontier our weakness:has become a by-word of 
contempt. This great Republic, in the hands of 
its present rulers, is not even-able to preserve its 
neutrality in the domestic rebellion of a Power 
with whom we profess to hold the most friendly 
relations; and we are obliged to confess our in- 
ability to restrain the armaments of our own citi- 
zens, which are directed. against a neighbor’s 
peace. Yes, sir, even to submit to the humilia- 
tion of having our own territory visited, our ves- 
sels:seized, and our citizens slaughtered in our 
own harbor, by that neighbor Power, on the plea 
of. weakness to enforce our laws. : 

Inthe embarrassments which have been brough 
‘upon our fiscal affairs, in the prostration of the 
agricultural, the mercantile, and the manufactur- 
ing prosperity of the country, the Administration 
has beer able to suggest no adequate relief. .We 
struggle along upon expedients. ‘The visinsita of 
the nation, its intrinsic vigor, which notevon mis- 
government has been able totally to. crush, has, 
by slow degrees, begun to revive the prosperity 
of the land; but the Government has done noth- 
ing. Whatever might be expected from the pa- 
triotism, the virtue, the intelligence of the people, 
they have nobly realized; whatever has been left 
to the Government has languished and faded in 
its hands. ‘The guardians of the Treasury have 
fallen. asleep; felonics, unmatched in enormity, 
have been detected in the innermost shrine of the 
temple; the very priests have robbed the altar; 
the nation has but extricated itself from one debt 
to create another; the finances are in confusion; 
the' revenue inadequate to the expenditure; our 
hard-money Government has fallen into a paper- 
manufacturing Government; ourrulersare at their 
wit’s end; ail around are the signs of their doom, 
the warnings of their downfall. The truth stands 
sonfesseds—it.is felt-in every department of the 
publie affairs—that the President.and his friends 
sre: incompetent to the crisis; THEY WANT: ABIL- 
ITY. ae 

Turn, sir, to: the Executive mansion, and in- 
quire. what they are who at. this moment guide 
the fortunes of this land. An easy, indolent, lux- 
urious chief presides over a Cabinet, of which it 
would be flattery to say that it was a mere per- 
sonation of feebleness. To the members of that 
Cabinet, personally, sir, so far as a very limited 
Kequaintance may warrant, I am willing to accord 
all consideration and respect. I speak of them 
here as a public body. A more diversified com- 
pound of dulness, inaptitude, and ignorance of 
official duty; a greater lack of energy; a more 
sorely perplexed, bewildered, and dismayed as- 
sociation of State counselors were never, perhaps, 
exhibited around a council-table than may, at this 
present juncture, be seen in the daily anxious 
conferences of this precious Cabinet. Since the 
days of the merry monarch of England, and his 
hair-brained crony Rochester, never were the des- 
tinies of. a great nation intrusted tò more incom- 
petent hands. 

I might except from this censure, and do ex- 
cept, one who has the reputation of being a reg- 
ular attendant at these council meetings—I doubt 
not the first to come and the last to depart—a 
person more notorious than distinguished, and 

et, sir, boasting no small claim to distinction. 
ee that man-of-all-work, whose marvelous 
exaltation from the kitchen up.to the chamber 
nearest to the King is one of the most striking 
moral significations of the times. This, sir, is 
his administration. Whatever remainder of effi- 
cacy it has is his; whatever of shrewdness, of 
cohesion, of malice, or of mischief it has, belongs 
to him. By his sufferance does every member of 
that Cabinet hold his place—or did, sir, for I trust 
his influence is drawing to an end. Yea, even 
the placid and pliant chief himself has found his 


account in the good will of this Mephistophiles. | 


He is the link between the past Administration 
and the present; the conduit-pipe by which the 
surplus popularity of the one is transfused into 
the waning circulation of the other; the ligament 
that still unites the small fortunes of the polished 
and pleasure-loving tenant of the palace to the 
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more robust destiny of the grim and fearfal lion 


: ditions on which they may be connected with 


| those who have heretofore indentified the notion 


that has his lair at the Hermitage. | 

But for this-one informing spirit, yonder whole 
Cabinet array of impracticable, skillless, tempo- 
rizing, expedient-mongering statesmen would, 
long before this, have foundered to the bottom 
of that pool of turbid party-waters in which they 
now struggle for respiration. The day, sir, is | 
not remote when they and their guardian genius 
shall sink together in this oozy tide, and be re- 
membered no more. 

_- Mr. Chairman, I take some consolation in this 
melancholy view of the public affairs, from the 
conviction that the nation has been-already driven 
by headstrong counsel, by weakness, and by pas- 
sion, to that extreme from which it cannot but 
happen that the tide of Government shall flow 
back into a safer channel. Out of the very in- 
competency of our present rulers do I gather food 
for hope. There are already, sir, manifold signs 
of restoration. We cannot mistake them. We 
are on the backward march from Jacksonism. 
The footsteps were abandoned at the first stride. | 
The great-reaction has commenced, and we shall 
goon unraveling this web which, for ten years 
past, the chief functionaries ‘of this Government 
have been so busily weaving around the Consti- 
tution. i 

It: might have been foreseen—indeed, it was 
forescen and predicted—that no successor could 
wear the republican crown of our great military 
President. The power which he accumulated it 
required his arm to wield. By one of more di- 
minutive size, or smaller strength, it would be 
found a grievous burden. Mr, Van Baren was 
deceived, sir, not only in the computation of his | 
own capacity, but in the nature and value of the 
boon which his nomination to the succession ten- | 
dered to him. He little knew the estimate which į 
the American people formed of him, when he 
imagined that he could occupy the station, or 
march in the path of General Jackson. There 
was no luster around his name to bewilder the 
gaze of the country, or to hallow an act of usurp 
ation. 
by choice; and the career of his predecessor, sus- 
tained only by the force of unexampled personal 
popularity, could, in none of its dangerous leaps, | 
be followed by one-who derived no support from | 
the affection of the people, nor aid from their 
ability. The consequence was inevitable that the 
present Administration must abandon thé hope 
of imitating the last, and even retract the perilous 
errors, both of policy and of doctrine, into which 
that Administration had strayed. Accordingly, | 
you shall find, Mr. Chairman, that it is even so. 

First, in this backward movement, I would 
have you note that we have no arrogant mes- 
sages from the White House. To the credit of | 
our present Chief Magistrate, every one must | 
acknowledge the mildness of tone, the diffidence, 
and the moderation of his official communication 
at the opening of the present session. It is, sir, 
strikingly, a message of recantation, and spéaks 
in a temper of contrition, as if its author had felt 
the chastening of affliction. But fifteen months 
ago, at the extra session, the President had de- | 
clared the constitutional incapacity of the Gov- ; 
ernment to aid commercial operations; now, he 
boasts of the Government agency in restoring 
the commercial action, and very undeservedly, in 
my opinion, claims credit for it. 

Until lately the Administration was clamorous 
for a total divorce of the banks from the Govern- 
ment: here, in this paper, is a warm encomium 
on the banks, and an avowal of the useful con- 


the public concerns: 

“Like other State establishments, they may be used or 
not in conducting the affairs of the Government, as public 
policy and the general interests of the Union may seem to 
require.” i 

* When the Government can accomplish a financial op- 
eration better with the aid of the banks than without, it | 
should be at liberty to seek that aid.”’—Message of Decem- į 
ber, 1838. 


This message, too, casts aside the hackneyed 
phrase of the ‘constitutional currency,” and 
adopts a much more rational term, “ the consti- 
tutional standard of value’’—a substitution of | 
great significance and omen for the reflection of | 
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| so famous in the annals of the last 


He is the President by appointment, not ‘| 


. H 
of Jacksonism with a metallic currency. Í 


` Itis true the message again recommends, though 
faintly and with shyness, that ill-fated and unlucky 
sub-Treasury bill, Alas, sir, there was nothing 
else left! Out-of the very barrenness of thé soil 
does it come. The evil genius of the President 
once persuaded him to write a lettér toa member 
of this House, [Mr. Suerrarp Winiiams.] It 
was done in the days of his vain-glory. ‘That 
letter pledges him, as by a vow, against the onl 
permanent relief to the curréncy of the nation 
which the times demand, and he hag not yet 
(though I predict it will mot be very long before hẹ 
does so) taken heart to break the spell. In the 
mean time, this shadowy specter of a sub~Treag- 
ury—the felon billit may be more aptly called— 
rises up, not to gain thé favor, but to divert the 
thoughts of the-country. ; a 

The second step in the reaction to which T have 
alluded is, the abandonment of that whole scheme, 
t Presidency — 
of Executive responsibility, È 7 

Sir, the unity of the Executive has dissipated 
into thin air. Instead of being a unit, it is multi- 
form—a polygon—a many-headed monster—and 
of more héadg.than arms—not Briareus, but Hy- 
dra. In this matter of the defaleations, Mr. Van 
Buren is no map for responsibility; neither is any 
of his Cabinet ready to maintain that ancient dog- 
ma of Jacksonism. Sauve qui peut! is the motto 
of the day. E i 
> The President is no longer the representative 
of the people. He now supplicates Congress to 
take the responsibility for the future; entreats 
them to appoint committees to watch the Treas- 
ury rogues; he prays the Legislature to inspect 
the Executive? He implores the representatives 
of the nation to help hima weak and humble 
minister of their laws. - FEcar hint: ‘ wa 

 F submit to your consideration whether a committee 
of- Congress might not bo profitably employed in inspecting, 
at such intervals as might be deemed proper, the attairs and 
accounts of afiicers iutrusted with the custody of Wepublig 
moneys. The frequent performance of this duty might he 
mide obligatory on the committer, in respect to those of- 
cers Who have large sums in their-poseession, and left dis- 
retionary in respece to otbors. ‘Fhey. might report to the, 
Executive such defaleations as were found to exist, with a 
view to prompt removal from office, unless the default waa 
satisfactorily accounted for.” Message of December, 1838. 

Then, sir, we have ‘no more lecturing on the 
hard-money dogma. We have come back to the 
toleration of paper; nay, sir, we have become 
ultra in this paper-mongering. The President is 
the patron of free banking. His confidential friend 
on this floor, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. CamMBRELENG,] at the last 
session gave us a panegyric on the conservative 
property of that great system. The Government 
is in close alliance with the monster. The lion 
and the lamb have laid down together, and the 
Treasury is now the chief fountain of the despised 
rag-money. Even the much-talked-of increase of 
the specie basis has fallen into oblivion. Not æ 
word in its favor has been uttered at the present 
session. The message upon it is dumb. 

These are all changes of high import; they are 
the visible and conspicuous signs of reaction. 
Sir, inthe name of the country, I thank Mr. Van 
Buren for these tokens of repentance—for even 
this late surrender of Jacksonism! Phaeton haa 
thrown up the reins! 

Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that, as the 
Administration deserts its former test-principles 
and measures, it is busy to frame new devices 
for party association. Political management has, 
very secently, entered a fresh field. We have had 
most suddenly conjured up abolition for the 
Whigs. and the defense of slavery for ‘‘ the 
party.” The Whigs, sir, have been sagaciously 
attempted to be identified, by the Administration 
press, with that unhappy northern excitement 
against slavery which, until the commencement 
of the present session, no man was so blind ag not 
to perceive had pursued its career without the 
slightest eénnection with parties; which, until 
then, too, sir, no man was so unprincipled as to 
assert had sought the aid of a special political alli- 
ance with friend or foe of the Administration. 
Sir, it is curious to note the slippery equivoca- 
tion, the distortion, the desperate legerdemain of 
deception, of the official organ, ** The Globe,” on 
this subject. 

Not even the ponderous momentum of false- 
hood, which long use and munificent Government 
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support:have given „to. that party machine; not | 
even its: practiced and subtle spirit: of- misrepre- 
sentation, is competent.to. cast-an_air of plausi- 
‘bility over this shallow’ trick. It is. the flimsiest, 
the: baldest invention. that ever came from. the 
cudgeled. brains. of “your. ‘scurvy. politician.” 
What honest-man-can look at the elections. which 
have recently taken place in the North and West, 
and acquaint himself with the sentiments of the 
several candidates on this abolition question, and 
then gay, as the Globe has said, that no Demo- 
crat (as that. truthful. paper. styles its friends) is 
found an Abolitionist? How tolerant is ‘ the 
organ”? and: its patrons of the.cccentricities of 
“the Democrats” on this subject! . How kindly. 
does. it digest the ultra anti-slavery indignation 
of Messrs. Morton and Rantoul, and. Alexander 
Everett and. Bancroft, in the North; of Messrs. 
Morris and Tappan, and the member from Cin- 
cinnati, in the West! K ES 
Sir, it needs no ghost to make us acquainted 
with the paternity and drift of this plot.. In the 
sub-Treasury, bill of this session—if the party 
should have courage to take it up—it is well un- 
deratood that. no: specie clause may hope for the 
favor of the House; that, sir, is to be abandoned 
perforce. The Administration cannot limp along 
with such a burden on the bill. Now, sir, a cer- 
tain great oracle has declared that this sub-Treas- 
ury scheme, without the specie clause, isa mere 
farce. Upon the faith of that clause alone rested, 
until now, -the fealty of a suddenly-converted 
State to the Administration. Strike it out, sir, 
and what holds South Carolina to the worship of 
her strange gods? What but this pretext of the 
alliance of the Whigs with the Abolitionists? For 
then once it was found. expedient that the north- 
ern man should be imbued with southern prin- 
siples; the institutions of the South were to be 
declared in danger from the Whigs; great appre- 
hensions were to be awakened amongst the south- 
ern people. All this, sir, was the shabby in- 
vention in which was to be found motive for the 
fabrication of a new bond of union between the 
disappointed specie-clause-sub-Freasuryites and 
the Administration. Then, another northern man, 
with southern principles, was to be manufactured 
out of a New Hampshire Representative; and he 
and his comrades were to sacrifice their aboli- 
tionism on the altar of their party, and come to 
: the rescue. There, sir, is the whole play! It 
. hag been acted out exactly as it was set down. 
The resolutions against the slavery petitions have 
been offered by the North, and South Carolina is 
bound in eternal gratitude to this Administration ! 
The farce was gravely and discreetly rehearsed, 
and, is hereafter to be played again before the 
nation. I commend to the actor’s in this enter- 
tainment Nic Bottom’s. advice: 
~ « Masters, you ought to consider with yourselves. To 
bring in (God shield us!) a lion amongst ladies is a most 
dreadful thing; for, there is not a more fearful wild fowl 
than your lion living, and we ought to look to it.” 
Thereis but one expedient, sir, left to us Whigs 
in the sad dilemma, which the alarms of our 
southern friends may bring us into-—when this 
lion comes upon the stage, we shall follow the 
honest weaver’s counsel, and ‘‘name his name, and 
say, plainly, he is no lion, but Snug, the joiner.” 
After all, I do not fear much from this formid- 
able plot. Let the southern leader wind his horn 
and summon his lieges to this enterprise! Let 
him lead the van, if it please him, now. I pre- 


| Jackson’s retirement, the party was his party. It 


dict it will not-be long before he will find himself 
in the condition of that unlucky corps of dragoons 
who, after the battle. of. the Boyne, were sum- 
moned before.the inspector—a-summons that was 
truly answered by ‘Here. I am, your honor’’— 
a single man being all that-had survived. 
It-was-another trick of party, Mr. Chairman, 
when the cohesion of the- friends. of the Adminis- 
tration began to give way, to seek for some new 
name by which the forces might be rallied. The 
characteristic principlesand measures of the party 
having become distasteful to the'nation, it was in 
the emergencey of self-preservation that it looked 
around for some appellative which might be sub- 
stituted in the place of a meritorious but unattain- 
able distinction... Until the moment of General 


followed him-through all his fancies—liked what 
he liked—-opposed what. he opposed. It was per- 
sonal to him, and derived. its strength from: his 
popularity. When he withdrew, it, of necessity, 
was destined soon to lose-its character as a Jack- 
son party—although that. name, even yet, has 
magic in it to rally its myrmidons;.many a vote 
is yet given for no better reason than that the 
hickory tree.is engraved upon the ballot. Still, 
sir, with the departure of General Jackson to pri- 
vate life, the Jackson party was destined to de- 
cay. There could be no Van Buren party. That 
never was a name to conjure with, 

It was, therefore, deemed a lucky thought when 
some central conclave of political managers re- 
solved to change the badge from Jackson to * the 
Democracy.” I will not dispute their right to 
the name; all the world knows how little signifi- 
cation, as indicative of principles, it carries with 
it. No. man can be deceived, out, of the knowl- 
edge that those who profess now to be the ‘‘ex- 
clusive Democrats” have veered round the whole 
compass of opinion, and alternately vindicated 
and vilified every prominent measure of. policy 
which the last ten years have brought into.view. 
No man can be blind to the fact that the standard | 
tenet of this new-hatched Democracy is to go for 
the greatest share of spoil to the greatest number 
of persons, and to render fealty to. the party for 
a consideration. No man can affect to believe 
that conscientious. opinion, as to the country’s 
good, forms any element in the organization of 
the array.. I advert to it only to express my 
conviction that the name has been chosen with a 
singular disregard to the feelings of some of its 
principal leaders. I can point out individuals in 
those ranks who, but a few years gone by, would 
not have more promptly resented any insult than 
to be called “ a Democrat.” . And I can show, 
too, (in my own State especially,) a phalanx of 
ardent friends of the ruling: power—prime, ac- 
credited leaders of the faithful—who even yet have 
not overcome an involuntary habit of wincing at 
the name. And although such friends may, in 
time, perhaps be able to avow their new distine- 
tion without a blush, I think they may scarcely 
be brought, by the force of discipline, to do that 
necessary service which the name exacts—of pro- 
scribing and denouncing an opponent as a ‘t Fed- 
eralist.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I care not for these new tactics 
of the adversary. I think, sir, the public affairs 
have fallen into that condition in which no strat- 
agem can have power to avert the reckoning which 
the people will exact from their governors. The 
people, however much they may have been im- 


posed on.and betrayed, can have no sentiments 
hostile-to the good of the country. They are 
neither office-holders nor office-seekers. heir 
interests all look to. the establishment of-order, 
security, and honest administration. Their aim 
is. the honor and happiness of the nation; and if 


| their exertions do not promote these ends, it is 


only- because they are not permitted to know the 
truth regarding the past conduct or future designs 
of their servants, Í feelassured that, let the men 
in-power assume what name they may, the virtue, 
good sense, and keen sight of the nation will not 
be imposed upon by these miotley creeds of the 
day, even though those who profess them assume 
a title once honored in the public affections. 
Charlatanry is fast flying before the public re- 
buke, and is dropping its garments, one by one, 
in its flight. Sound opinion, rendered more vig- 
orous from its long sleep, and more eager to do 
its duty from a consciousness of having been im- 
osed on, is rousing up to its appropriate office. 
t is going forth to gather the people for the holy 
warfare, devoted to the purification of the na- 
tional halls, and, the restitution of our ancient 
honor. In the tide of that:warfare ‘like reeds 
before the tempest’s frown,” we shall see this 
host of spurious statesmen, and abject followers, 
and spoil-seeking patriots, laid low. When that 
consummation is won, the nation will rejoice with 
an exceeding joy. The oldest man amongst us, 
sir, may yet live to take his part in that jubilee. 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I will say but a 
few words, Whether the late Administration 
existed for good or for evil, is a problem that ia 
soon to be determined. Never has popular gov- 
ernmentheen subjected toa severer test. We have 
gone through the proof ordeal; it may not recur 
again in a. century—perhaps, forever. We may 
rejoice, sir, that the nation survives that shock—- 
not only survives, but that a healthful reaction is 
in progress, which must ultimately establish, on 
the securest foundation, the liberty derived from 
the forms of our social alliance. í 
In the last ten years, we have seen the repub- 
lican principle driven into the confines of actual 
despotism; the aggregate power of the people has 
been made subservient to the accomplishment of 
individual will; the Constitution, under plausible 
pretexts, has been superseded by a law more con- 
genial to the purposes of party arrangement; its 
landmarks have been transcended, its precepts 
disobeyed, for the sake of achieving the purposes 
of the day. . Many of our institutions have been 
assailed, some of the most valuable battered down, 
and all disparaged in the popular esteem. Yet 
still the tempest has passed over; and, in the re- 
vival of the shattered prosperity of the land, the 
nation hastens back to its primitive republican 
doctrines with an -earnestness and a zeal that as- 
sure us we shall, at least, turn our chastisement 
toa righteous use. The cause of free govern- 
ment has gained strength by the aberrations into 
which it has been betrayed. Contrition is the 
parentofamend ment, and past suffering the source 
of future security. To my view, the return to 
sound principles, the reaction of the integrity of 
the nation, is certain in its march, and presents a 
most grateful exhibition of the innate strength of 
our people. May it. go on, sir, until it restore all 
that we have lost in our late conflicts with power, 
and place this nation upon that eminence where 
all may see her, the first and best assured among 
the free communities of the world. 
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